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SPECIAL SESSION 





SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 4, 1913. 


Tromas R. MarsHALy, Vice President of the United States, 
to whom the oath was administered at the close of the last 
regular session of the Sixty-second Congress, called the Senate 
to order and said: 

Let us reverently attend while the Chaplain invokes the bless- 
ing of the God of our fathers and our God upon us. 


Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, 


offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, at the opening of this 
Congress we stand before Thee to acknowledge Thy Providence 
and to implore the continuance of Thy favor toward this Thy 
people. Bend over us, we humbly beseech Thee, and hearken 
unto our prayer. 

We ask Thy blessing, our Father, upon him who this day sur- 


renders the high office to which he was called by the suffrages | 


o direct : <7 ; ; 
to d | think that we can so adjust our blinders as to meet new cond 


of this people. We pray Thee to watch over him, 
his feet into the paths of peace, and to keep him in the memory 
and esteem of this people. 

We pray Thee, most merciful God, to bless Thy servants, the 
President and Vice President of the United States. 
them with Thy Spirit and plenteously endue them with Thy 
grace. Protect them by Thy heavenly power and direct them 
by Thy counsel, that they may serve Thee with reverence and 
godly fear. 

For all who, by the suffrages of this people, are called to 
exercise authority, we pray that as they rule by Thy favor, so 


they may serve in Thy fear and with an eye single to Thy | 


glory. 

We pray Thee, O God, to bless our country. 
violence without and from diseord within. Defend our liber- 
ties and uphold our free institutions. Extend unto us the 
peace that floweth as a river, enriching our borders with peace- 
able industries and with honorable toil. Upon the altar of the 


hearts of this people kindle into flame the fire of patriotic de- | 


votion, that, by Thy grace, this may be that happy Nation 
whose God is the Lord. 


We invoke Thy blessing upon this Congress, begun in 
Thy name. So direct their deliberations and order their 
counsels that the time may be hastened when the kingdoms 


of this world shall become the kingdom of our God and of His | 


Christ. 

And unto Thee, O God, whose kingdom is an everlasting king- 
dom and whose dominion endureth throughout all generations 
be glory and praise now and forevermore. Amen. 

ADDRESS OF VICE PRESIDENT MARSHALL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators, the proprieties of this 
occasion probably require a few words from one who is grateful 
to the American people for the honor heretofore done him and 
this day consummated. 

No Senator has, I trust, a keener appreciation of the necessi- 
ties in the way of tact and courtesy now devolving upon me 
than I myself. I offer no surety as to my discharge of duties 
other than a personal pledge that I will seek to familiarize 
myself with them and will endeavor always to exercise that 
complaisance and forbearance which are essential to him who 
ably presides over great debates upon great public questions by 
great men. 

Divergent views relative to this body would be less divergent 
if the American people would come to realize that on all sides of 
real questions much may truthfully be said. Such an attitude 
of the pubiic mind would eliminate the view that this body is 
distinctively deliberative and not thoroughly patriotic. 

Charges of bad faith based upon an attitude of mind or upon 
conduct should never be made until it is clearly established that 


| but because of the patriotism and intelligence of 


Anoint | 


| to the work of this body all persons are agreed that uncle 
| Constitution i 


Deliver us from | 


| the dictionary. 


OF THE SENATE. 


the resultant action is the outcome of personal interest or 
proper and dishonorable business or social relations. 
Your action has not always met with universal appr ; 
up to this good hour no workable substitute for the exercise of 
the functions of this body has been proposed. It is not ne 
for me here and now to accept a brief in your defense. ‘This 
body will continue to stand, not because of its Presiding Officer 
L its Ce 
Members and their devotion to our system of governmeit 
To my mind, government is the harness with which a 
draws its load of civilization. 


l oiie 


If the harness be properly 


| justed the load, though heavy, will be drawn with ease and no 


part of the people will be galled. The Senate is the blinde 
intended to keep the people from shying at imaginary dang 
and toppling into the ditch our system of government. So | 
as the blinders serve this purpose they are a most valuable p 
of the harness, but if they be drawn so closely to the eyes as to 
prevent the seeing of real dangers, then they 


should either be 
spread or done away with entirely. I 


am one of those who 


tions and render us sanely responsive to every reasonable 


|} mand of the people without disturbing any of the chee! nd 
balances of our system of government and preserving with 
loyalty and fidelity the ancient ideals of the Republic. 
With neither right nor desire to infringe upon the prero; 
| tives of the President so soon to be, I beg the expression of 


the opinion that whatever diverse views may be held r ive 


the Senate of the United States is singuliai the 


guardian of the people’s honor; that more and more as right 
| ecousness is exalted among this people the idea is becoming more 
| firmly fixed that it is not vast territory, gre wealth, nor 
large learning which mark the real status of Ameri that 


America is to be measured by the golden metewand of honor; 
and as the idea in her formation was the inherent right of 
men to rule themselves, that now she can ill afford to : 
this doctrine in her own land and renounce it 
of oppression in other lands. 

Unfortunately there is no fixed standard of honor outside 
The gambler may hold it 


for an instrument 


to consist in | vin 


| his gambling debts, the member of the smart set in dive or 
his neighbor’s wife before taking her unto himself, the Senator 
in eliminating personalities. But when we enter th 

leries of the world and submit to their judgments not only 


our right to be but our right to be respected, we can hope to 
be measured in but one way, and we must be able to show that 
the solemn treaty obligations of this Republic will be kept 
with the same scrupulous honesty, both of spirit and letter, 
whether made with the humblest people of this continent strug 
gling for self-government or with the mightiest monarch of 
the Old World. This high sense of honor constitutes 
panoply of the American people. Armies and 
furnish no substitute for it. These are valuable, but 
never intended that authority should use them as ace 
a burglar’s kit. 


If anyone, in the name of the American people, either in 


the 
battleships 
the people 


CSSOries to 


violation of treaty obligations or the manifest purpose of the 
Monroe doctrine, has taken aught while this body was delib- 
erating, it is your duty to ascertain all facts thereto. And if 
wrong or injustice has been done, even to the humblest republic, 
let this people be brave enough and sufliciently honest to make 
reparation. The real greatness of this Republic rests upon 
its unsullied honor, and it is the duty of this body to search 


down rumors of bad faith and dishonesty and to rectify wr 
wherever wrong is discovered. 

Here in this most sacred spot where war has been miaxie and 
peace declared; here in the presence of the distinguished rep 
resentatives of the Governments of the 


civilized world; here 


265942 | 
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within the hearing of the beauty, culture, and ripened state- 
. ft of his own land n iy one mble American ¢ press the 
hope before he enters upon a four years’ silence that all our 
diplomacy may spell peace with all peoples, justice for all 

( nments, and righte ness the world around, 

PROCI { NX 
ICK PRI i Yr 9 I ry will read th ! i 
1 of the P t conve § in ordinary 
é y (Charles G. Bennett) read the proclamation, as 
f 
\ 
A \ IN BY riik PRES N OF IME UNITED STATES OI 
A 

publ nierests require that the Senate of the United 
be convened at 12 o’clock on the 4th day of March next 


eceive such communications as may be made by the Ex- 
ecutive; 

Now, therefore, I, William Howard Taft, President of the 
[ ed States of America, do hereby proclaim and declare that 
an extraordinary occasion requires the Senate of the United 


States to convene at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, on 
{1 ith day of March next, at 12 o’clock noon, of which all 
perso who shall at that time be entitled to act as Members 
of that body are hereby required to take notice. 


Given under my hand and the seal of the United States at 
Washington the 13th day of February in the year of our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and thirteen, and of the Independ- 
ence of the United States the one hundred and thirty-seventh. 
| Wm. H, Tart. 
By the President: 
Pr. C. KNox, 
Secretary of State, 
ADMINISTRATION OF OATH. 
Fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The names of the newly elected 
Senators will be called, four at a time, Mr. Secretary, and as 
their names are called they will present themselves at the 
Vice President’s desk for the purpose of taking the oath of 


rhe Secretary called the names of Mr. Bacon, Mr. BANKHEAD, 
Mr. Boran, and Mr. Burieien. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Satu of Georgia, Mr. Jonn- 
ston of Alabama, Mr. Brapy, and Mr. Jonnson of Maine, re- 
spectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and the oath 
prescribed by law was administered to them by the Vice 
President. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Cort, Mr. Farr, Mr. 
Ct , and Mr. Huanes. 

These Senators (with the exception of Mr. Gorr), escorted by 
Mr. Lippitt, Mr. Carron, and Mr. Martine of New Jersey, 
respectively, advanced to the Vice President's desk and the oath 
was administered to them. 

‘The Secretary called the names of Mr. JAmMes, Mr. Kenyon, 
Mr. Lane, and Mr. Martin of Virginia. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Braptry, Mr. Cummins, Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN, and Mr. Swanson, respectively, advanced to the 
Vice Dlresident’s desk and the oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. NEtson, Mr. Norris, 
Mr. Owen, and Mr. RANSDELL. 


LIST OF SENATORS. 
The list of Senators, by States, is as follows: 
Alabama—John H. Bankhead and Joseph F. Johnston. 
Arizona—Henry F. Ashurst and Marcus A. Smith. 


James P. Clarke. 
California—George C. Perkins and John D. Works. 


Colorado—John F. Shafroth and Charles S. Thomas. 
Connecticut—Ylrank B. Brandegee and George TP. \ 
Delaware—Wenry A. du Pont and Willard Saulsbu 
Florida—Nathan P. Bryan and Dunean U. Fletche 


{ 

\ 
Georgic—Augustus O. Bacon and Hoke Smith. 
Tdah William E. Borah and James H. Brady. 
Indiana—John W. Kern and Benjamin F. Shively. 

Jowa—Albert PB. Cummins and William S. Kenyon. 

Kansés—Joseph L. Bristow and William H. Thompson 

Kentucky—William O. Brad!ey and Ollie M. James. 

Louisiana—Joseph E. Ransdell and John R. Thornton. 

Vaine—Edwin C. Burleigh and Charles F. Johnson. 

Varyland—William P. Jackson and John Walter Smit! 

VWassachusetts—Hegry Cabot Lodge and John W. Weeks. 

Michigan—Wiiliam Alden Smith and Charles BE. Townsend. 

Minnesota—Moses FE. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—John Sharp Williams and James K. Vardaman. 

Missouri—William J. Stone. 

Montena—Henry I. Myers and Thomas J. Walsh. 

Nebraska—Gilbert M. Hitchcock and George W. Norris. 

Nevada—Francis G. Newlands and Key Pittman. 

New Hampshire—Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—William Hughes and James E. Martine. 

New Mexico—Thomas B. Catren and Albert B. Fali. 

New York—James A. O’Gorman and Elihu Root. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman and F. M. Simmons. 

North Dakota—Asle J. Gronna and Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Theodore E. Burton and Atlee Pomerene. 

Oklahoma—Thomius P. Gore and Robert L. Owen. 

Oregon—George E. Chamberlain and Harry Lane. 

Pennsylvania—George T. Oliver and Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Isiand—LeBaron B. Colt and Henry F. Lippitt. 

South Carolina—Ellison D. Smith and Benjamin R. ‘Tillman. 

South Dajkota—Coe I. Crawford and Thomas Sterling. 

Tennessee—Luke Lea and John K. Shields. 

Teras—Charles A. Culberson and Morris Sheppard. 

Uitah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Carroll S. Page. 

Virginia—Thomas 8S. Martin and Claude A. Swanson. 

Washington—Wesley L. Jones and Miles Poindexter. 

West YVirginia—William E. Chilton. 

Wisconsin—Robert M. La Follette and Isaac Stephenson. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms wil! carry 
out the order of the Senate for the inauguration of the Presi- 
dent of the United States upon the east front of the Capitol. 

The President elect, Woodrow Wilson, accompanied by the 
Chief Justice of the United States, the joint committee on ar- 


| rangements of the two Houses, the Associate Justices of the Su- 


These Senators, escorted by Mr. Crarp, Mr. Hitcncock, Mr. | 
Gorr, and Mr. THornton, respectively, advanced to the Vice | 


President’s desk and the oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Roprnson, Mr. Sauts- 
pury, Mr. Suarrotn, and Mr. SrHeprarp. 

‘These Senators (with the exception of Mr. Roprnson), escorted 
by Mr. Smitu of Maryland, Mr. THomMas, and Mr. CuLBerson, 
respectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and the 
oath was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Sutetp3, Mr. Simmons, 
Mr. Smiru of Michigan, and Mr. Srertrna. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Lea, Mr. Overman, Mr. 
ToWNSEND, and Mr, Crawrorp, respectively, advanced to the 
Vice President’s desk and the oxth was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. TuHompson, Mr. Tr1- 
MAN, Mr. VARDAMAN, and Mr. WALSH. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Bristow, Mr. Smitn of 
South Carolina, Mr. WriiramMs, and Mr. Myers, respectively, 
advanced to the Vice President’s desk and the oath was admin- 
istered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. Warren and Mr. 
WEEKS. 

These Senators, escorted by Mr. Crark of Wyoming and Mr. 
Loner. respectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and 
the oath was administered to them. 


reer 


preme Court, and followed by the ambassadors of and ministers 
plenipotentiary from foreign countries, the Members of the 
Senate, preceded by the Vice President and Secretary of the 
Senate, the Members of the House of Representatives, preceded 
by the Speaker and Clerk, and the other guests of the Senate 
proceeded to the inaugural platform at the east front of the 
Capitol. 

The oath of office having been administered to the President 
elect by the Chief Justice of the United States, he delivered 
the following 

INAUGURAL ADDRESS. 

There has been a change of government. It began two years 
ago, when the House of Representatives became Democratic by 
a decisive majority. It has now been completed. The Senate 
about to assemble will also be Democratic. The offices of Presi- 
dent and Vice President have been put into the hands of Demo- 
ecrats. What does the change mean? That is the question that 
is uppermost in our minds to-day. That is the question I am 
going to try to answer, in order, if I may, to interpret the occa- 
sion. 

It means much more than the mere success of a party. The 
success of a party means little except when the Nation is using 
that party for a large and definite purpose. No one can mistake 
the purpose for which the Nation now seeks to use the Demo- 
cratic Party. It seeks to use it to interpret a change in its own 
plans and point of view. Some old things with which we had 
grown familiar, and which had begun to creep into the very 
habit of our thought and of our lives, have altered their aspect 
as we have latterly looked critically upon them with fresh, 
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awakened eyes; have dropped their disguises and shown them- 
selves alien and sinister. Some new things, as we look frankly 
upon them, willing to comprehend their real character, have 
come to assume the aspect of things long believed in and 
familiar, stuff of our own convictions. We have been refreshed 
by a new insight into our own life. 

“We see that in many things that life is very great. It is in- 
comparably great in its material aspects, in its body of wealth, 
in the diversity and sweep of its energy, in the industries which 
have been conceived and built up by the genius of individual 
men and the limitless enterprise of groups of men. It is great, 
also, very great, in its moral force. Nowhere else in the world 
have noble men and women exhibited in more striking forms the 
beauty and the energy of sympathy and helpfulness and counsel 
in their efforts to rectify wrong, alleviate suffering, and set the 
weak in the way of strength and hope. We have built up, 
moreover, a great system of government, which has stood through 
a long age as in many respects a model for those who seek to 
set liberty upon foundations that will endure against fortuitous 
change, against storm and accident. Our life contains every 
great thing, and contains it in rich abundance. 

But the evil has come with the good, and much fine gold has 
been corroded. With riches has come inexcusable waste. We 
have squandered a great part of what we might have used, and 
have not stopped to conserve the exceeding bounty of nature, 
without which our genius for enterprise would have been worth- 
less and impotent, scorning to be careful, shamefully prodigal 
as well as admirably efficient. We have been proud of our 
industrial achievements, but we have not hitherto stopped 
thoughtfully enough to count the human cost, the cost of lives 
snuffed out, of energies overtaxed and broken, the fearful physi- 
cal and spiritual cost to the men and women and children upon 
whom the dead weight and burden of it all has fallen pitilessly 
the years through. The groans and agony of it all had not yet 
reached our ears, the solemn, moving undertone of our life, 
coming up out of the mines and factories and out of every home 
where the struggle had its intimate and familiar seat. With 
the great Government went many deep secret things which we 
too long delayed to look into and scrutinize with candid, fearless 
eyes. The great Government we loved has too often been made 
use of for private and selfish purposes, and those who used it 
had forgetten the people. 

At last a vision has been vouchsafed us of our life as a whole. 
We see the bad with the good, the debased and decadent with 
the sound and vital. With this vision we approach new affairs. 
Our duty is to cleanse, to reconsider, to restore, to correct the 
evil without impairing the good, to purify and humanize every 
process of our common life without weakening or sentimentaliz- 
ing it. There has been something crude and heartless and »r- 
feeling in our haste to succeed and be great. Our thought has 
been “ Let every man look out for himself, let every generation 
look out for itself,’ while we reared giant machinery which 
made it impossible that any but those who stood at the levers 
of Control should have a chance to look out for themselves. We 
had not forgotten our morals. We remembered well enough 
that we had set up a policy which was meant to serve the 
humblest as well as the most powerful, with an eye single to 
the standards of justice and fair play, and remembered it with 
pride. But we were very heedless and in a hurry to be great. 

We have come now to the sober second thought. The scales 
of heedlessness have fallen from our eyes. We have made up 
our minds to square every process of our national life again 
with the standards we so proudly set up at the beginning and 
have always carried at our hearts. Our work is a work of 
restoration. 

We have itemized with some degree of particularity the things 
that ought to be altered, and here are some of the chief items: 
A tariff which cuts us off from our proper part in the com- 
merce of the world, violates the just principles of taxation, and 
makes the Government a facile instrument in the hands of 
private interests; a banking and currency system based upon 
the necessity of the Government to sell its bonds 50 years ago 
and perfectly adapted to concentrating cash and restricting 
credits; an industrial system which, take it on all its sides, 
financial as well as administrative, holds capital in leading 
strings, restricts the liberties and limits the opportunities of 
labor, and exploits without renewing or conserving the natural 
resources of the country; a body of agricultuyal activities never 
yet given the efficiency of great business undertakings or served 
as it should be through the instrumentality of science taken 
directly to the farm, or afforded the facilities of credit best 
suited to its practical needs; watercourses undeveloped, waste 
places unreclaimed, forests untended, fast disappearing without 

plan or prospect of renewal, unregarded waste heaps at every 
mine. We have studied as perhaps no other nation has the 
most effective means of production, but we have not studied cost 
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: of labor which individuals are powerless to dete) 
| 





or economy as we should either as organizers of industry, 
statesmen, or as individuals. 

Nor have we studied and perfected the means by which gov- 
ernment may be put at the service of humanity, in safeguarding 
the health of the Nation, the health of its men and its women 
and its children, as well as their rights in the struggle 
existence. This is no sentimental duty. 
ernment is justice, not pity. 


as 


for 
The firm basis of gov- 
There 
can be no equality or opportunity, the first essential of justice 
in the body politic, if men and women and children be not 
shielded in their lives, their very vitality, from the consequences 
of great industrial and social processes which they can not 
alter, control, or singly cope with. Society must see to it that 
it does not itself crush or weaken or damage its own constituent 
parts. The first duty of law is to keep sound the society it 
serves. Sanitary laws, pure-food laws, and laws determining 


These are matters of justice. 


mine for themselves are intimate parts of the very business of 
justice and legal efficiency. 

These are some of the things we ought to do, and not leave 
the others undone, the old-fashioned, never-to-be-neglected, fun 
damental safeguarding of property and of individual right. This 
is the high enterprise of the new day: To lift everything that 
concerns our life as a Nation to the light that shines from the 
hearthfire of every man’s conscience and vision of the right. It 
is inconceivable that we should do this as partisans; it is incon- 
ceivable we should do it in ignorance of the facts as they are 
or in blind haste. We shall restore, not destroy. We shall deal 
with our economic system as it is and as it may be modified, not 
as it might be if we had a clean sheet of paper to write upon; 
and step by step we shall make it what it should be, in the spirit 
of those who question their own wisdom and seek counsel and 
knowledge, not shallow self-satisfaction or the excitement of 
excursions whither they can not tell. 
shall always be our motto. 

And yet it will be no cool process of mere science. The Nation 
has been deeply stirred, stirred by a solemn passion, stirred by 
the knowledge of wrong, of ideals lost, of government too often 
debauched and made an instrument of evil. The feelings with 
which we face this new age of right and opportunity sweep 
across our heartstrings like some air out of God’s own presence, 
where justice and mercy are reconciled and the judge and the 
brother are one. We know our task to be no mere task of poli- 
tics, but a task which shall search us through and through, 
whether we be able to understand our time and the need of our 
people, whether we be indeed their spokesmen and interpreters, 
whether we have the pure heart to comprehend and the rectified 
will to choose our high course of action. 

This is not a day of triumph; it is a day of dedication. Here 
muster, not the forces of party, but the forces of humanity. 
Men’s hearts wait upon us; men’s lives hang in the balance: 
men’s hopes call upon us to say what we will do. Who shall 
live up to the great trust? Who dares fail to try? I summon 
all honest men, all patriotic, all forward-looking men, to my 
side. God helping me, I will not fail them, if they will but 
counsel and sustain me! 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o'clock and 28 m 
utes p. m., and the Vice President took the chair. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

On motion of Mr. Martin of Virginia, it was: 

Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 
o'clock meridian until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Senate adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 32 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 
5, 1913, at 12 o’clock m. 


Justice, and only justice, 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 5, 1913. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CALLING OF THE ROLL. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, to the end that the 
presence of a quorum may be ascertained I suggest the lack of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia suggests 
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Brady Catron Clarke, Ark. 
Bacon Brandegee Chamberlain Colt 
Bankhead Bristow Chilton Culberson 
Borah Bryan Clapp Cummins 
Bradley Burton Clark, Wyo. Dillingham 
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du Pont Tippitt Pittman Sterling 
Fall Lodge Pomerene Stone 
Fletcher McCumber Ransdell Sutherland 
Gallinger McLean Root Swanson 
Gore Martin, Va. Saulsbury Thomas 
Hitcheock Martine, N. J. Shafroth Thompson 
Hughes Myers Sheppard Thornton 
Jackson Nelson Shields Tillman 
James Newlands Shively Townsend 
Johnson, Me. Norris Simmons Vardaman 
‘Jolnston, Ala. O'Gorman Smith, Ariz. Warren 
Jones Oliver Smith, Ga. Walsh 
Kenyon Overman Smith, Md. Weeks 
Kern Owen Smith, Mich. Williams 
La Follette Page Smith, 8S. C. Works 
Lane Penrose Smoot 

Lea Perkins Stephenson 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Fighty-six Senators have answered 
to their names, There is a quorum present. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SMiTH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to offer the 
resolution I send to the desk. I offer the resolution at the sug- 
gestion of the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern], and I 
therefore take the liberty to suggest that he be made chairman 
of the committee. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 2) was read, considered by unani- 
us consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of five Senators be appointed 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that 
a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 

The VICH PRESIDENT appointed as the committee under 
the resolution Mr. Kern, Mr. Smirna of Georgia, Mr. Martin of 
Virginia, Mr. Loper, and Mr. Roor. 


PROCESSION. 


mi 


WOMAN-SUFFRAGE 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, if it is in order I should like 
to submit a resolution. I have prepared it very hastily, the 
handwriting is not very clear, and I will therefore read it before 
sending it to the Secretary's desk: 

Whereas the superintendent of police of the District of Columbia was, 
by a joint resolution of the Congress, directed to stop all ordinary 
iraffle along Pennsylvania Avenue between the hours of 3 p. m. 
nnd 5 p. m. on Monday, the 3d day of March, 1913, and prevent any 
interference with the suffrage procession on that day; and 

Whereas it is charged by the press and by many of those participating 
therein that the said resolution was not adequately or properly re- 
garded or enforced wpon the oceasion mentioned, and that the said 
procession was seriously interfered with: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 

and they are hereby, directed to make a full, tmmediate, and rigid in- 

quiry and investigation into the truth or falsity of said charge, and 
report their conclusions to the Senate at the next session thereof. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to suggest to the Senator from 
Colorado that the substance of the resolution was adopted by 
the Senate on yesterday in a resolution offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Nextson], and another resolution was 
offered by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jongs]. 

Mr. THOMAS. If such a resolution has been offered and 
adopted, this resolution is unnecessary, and, of course, I shall 
withdraw it; but it is a subject—— 

Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator from Colorado will allow 
ne - 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will state that yesterday morning the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] introduced a resolution 
ilmost identical in language, I think, and it was referred to the 
Conunittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senute and reported back to the Senate and adopted yesterday. 

Mr. THOMAS, ‘That being the case, I withdraw this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. JONES. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
the resolution I introduced directed the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of the Senate to make the investigation. 

Mr, THOMAS. I was not aware of the fact that such a reso- 
lution had been introduced and adopted. I am very glad to 
know that it has been done, because I consider that this mat- 
ter-——- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand that 
the Senator from Colorado wishes to withdraw the resolution? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have withdrawn the resolu- 
tion, but I consider the matter of such great importance that 
it should not be allowed to slumber. It ought to be investi- 
gated and reported upon as soon as possible to the Senate of 
the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the matter passes 
from consideration I wish to say that as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia for the time being I have 


, 
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taken notice of the resolution adopted yesterday and I have ap- 

pointed a subcommittee for the purpose of making this very 

investigaton. 
The VICE P 


»™ 


tESIDENT. The resolution is withdrawn. 
RECESS, 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire, if any 
Senator can inform me, about what time the committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the President will make its report? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks there is no infer- 
mation on the subject. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that in the nature of things it must 
necessarily be 20 or 30 minutes; possibly more than that. 

Mr. GORE. I move that the Senate take a recess until 1 
o’clock. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Say 1.30. 

Mr. GORE. Very well; I will make it 1.30. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma moves 
that the Senate take a recess until 1.30 o’clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I suggest to the Senator from Oklahoma 
that there is no use to take such a long recess. One o'clock will 
give plenty of time for the committee to go to the White House 
and come back. 

Mr. GORE. I will make it 1 o’clock, and ask that the ques- 
tion be put on my motion as originally offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma modi- 
- his motion and moves that the Senate take a recess until 1 
o'clock. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to Senators that we all wish, of 
course, to be present at the expiration of the recess, and it is 
known to everyone that between 1 and 2 o’clock it is extremely 
difficult for*Senators to be here. It would be better for us to 
have the hour of reassembling after the recess fixed for such 
time as may be convenient for all Senators to be present. We 
have no other work to do but this, and it will be very much 
better to have it so rather than to have a partial attendance 
of the Senate at that time. If we meet at 1 o’clock, before the 
work can be done the Senate will beeome thin within a very 
few moments. I will not offer it in the form of an amendment 
or endeavor to effect any change unless it is agreeable to the 
maker of the motion; but it seems to me it would be very 
much better to have the hour for reassembting fixed a little 
later. 

Mr. GORE. I will, of course, defer my judgment to that 
of the Senator from Georgia, though other Senators had sug- 
gested to me to move a recess to 1 o’clock. I therefore modify 
my motion by making the hour for reassembling 2 o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma moves 
that the Senate take a recess until the hour of 2 o’clock p. m. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senate 
stands in recess until 2 o’clock p. m. 

Thereupon (at 12 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until 2 o’clock p. m., when it reassembled. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida suggests 
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Gore Myers Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Hitchcock Nelson Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Hughes Norris Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Jackson O'Gorman Smith, 8. C, 
Brady James Oliver Smoot 
Brandegee Jobnson, Me. Overman Stephenson 
Bryan Johnston, Ala, Owen Sterling 
Burton Jones Page Stone 
Catron Kenyon Penrose Sutherland 
Chamberlain Kern Perkins Thomas 
Chilton La Follette Pittman Thompson 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Pomerene Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Ransdell Townsend 
Colt Lippitt Root Warren 
Culberson Lodge Shafroth Walsh 

du Pont MeCumber Sheppard Weeks 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Shields Williams 
Gallinger Martine, N. J. Simmons Works 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names, and there is a quorum of the Senate 
preseut. i 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Kern, Mr. Smirn of Georgia, Mr. Martin of Virginia, 
Mr. Loner, and Mr. Roor appeared, and 

Mr. KERN said: Mr. President, the committee appointed to 
wait on the President of the United States and inform him that 
a quorum of the Senate is assembled and ready to receive any 
communications he may have to make, beg leave to report that 
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they have performed that duty, and the President replied that 
he would immediately communicate to the Senate a message in 
writing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the Senate by M. P. Latta, one of his 
secre taries. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 25 minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened. 

THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
8), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first 
session of the Sixty-third Congress be prepared and published as pro- 
‘ided for in section 73 of an act providing for the public printing and 

nding and the distribution of public documents, approved January 


§ 
y 
l 
12. 1895, and that the Secretary of the Senate is directed to pay from | 
t 
é 


} 


he contingent fund for compiling, preparing, and indexing the said | 
‘ 


on the sum of $800. 


Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn to meet on Fri- | 


day next at 2 o’clock p. m. 


fhe motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 40 minutes 


p. ni.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, March 7, 1913, at 2 
o'clock p. ™m,. 
NOMINATIONS. 
iominations received by the Senate March 5, 1913. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 


— 


William Jennings Bryan, of Nebraska, to be Secretary of 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Treasury. 
SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Lindley M. Garrison, of New Jersey, to be Secretary of War. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL, 


ATTORNE’ rENERATL. 
James Clark McReynolds, of Tennessee. 
POSTMAST G A 


Albert Sidney Burleson, of Texas 


JOSEP! panies, ¢ North ¢ I 
SECRETARY ( I I 
Fran! Kr ht I 1e, of Cali 
SE I ty « { 
David Franklin Houston, of Missow 
-ETA OF COMM 
William C. Red d, of N ¥ 
Ske LA 
\\ bb hoy \\ S é ] il ! 
] SI c' i cr 
j lu. { rk, of low 


SENATE. 


Fripay, J/arch 
he Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Re Ulysses G. B. P 
The Journal of the proceeding ft We 


and approved. 
WOMAN'S SUFFRAGE PROC! N (Ss. DO 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of C 


mitting, in response to Senate joint resolution No 
| of official orders pertaining to the woman's suifrag 
on March 3, 1913, issued by the major and superint 


lice on the Ist and 2d days of March, and 


hal 
} 


tailed Statement 1! to the Board or CoO a 


anal - . » . | major and superintendent of police on March 4, 
William Gibbs McAdoo, of New York, to be Secretary of the = 


to and covering the manner in which the vario 





|} major and superintendent of police to his sul 


James Clark McReynolds, of Tennessee, to be Attorney | 


General. 
POSTMASTER GENERAL, 


Albert Sidney Burleson, of Texas, to be Postmaster General. | 


SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Josephus Daniels, of North Carolina, to be Secretary of the 
Navy. 
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Tranklin Knight Lane, of California, to be Secretary of the 
Interior. 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
David Franklin Houston, of Missouri, to be Secretary of 
Agriculture, 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, 
William C. Redfield, of New York, to be Secretary of Com- 


SECRETARY OF LABOR, 


William ‘Bauchop Wilson, of Pennsylvania, to be Secretary 
of Labor. 


INTERSTATE ComMERCE COMMISSIONERS. 
Edgar E. 
missioner for a term of seven years from January 1, 1913. 
(Reappointment, ) 
John H. Marble, of California, to be an interstate commerce 
commissioner, to fill the unexpired term of Franklin Knight 
wine, nominated to be Secretary of the Interior. 





CONFIRMATIONS., 

Erccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 5, 1913. 

SECRETARY oF STATE. 
William Jennings Bryan, of Nebraska. 

SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 

William Gibbs McAdoo, of New York. 
~ SECRETARY OF Wark, 
Lindley M. Garrison, of New Jersey, 





Clark, of Towa, to be an interstate commerce com- | 


were carried out, etc., which, with the accompat 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
ordered to be printed. 





0 


He also presented a resolution adopted by the 
rectors of the Just Government Leag 
the conduct of the police force of the TD rf 
ing the woman’s suffrage parade on Me 
which was referred to the Committee i 
lumbia. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS ON LEGISLA’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators, I rs 
with your hearts than with my head. There 
munications which, in my judgment, req 
Houses of Congress. I deem it unadvisable to ! 
to be referred at this extraordi: 
challenge the judgment of the Senate : to 
them down. I am ruling that I should nd a 
cept matters which can be taken up 1d 
Senate at the present extraord ry session 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I w i say th 
of the Chair, in my opinion, is ! hat 
submitted to the Senate in its @ l e 
communications as relate to matte t f 
extraordinary session by itself can dispose « [ 
that the proper course would be to retain th 
Senate is in session at the extra session of Cor 
lay them before the Senate 


I should suppose, if the Chair were in doubt 


| ticular communications, that that matter might 


j 


the Senate for its dispos n. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. Pre 
minute readily recall any sort of com 


its way to the desk at this time which | 
action of the two Houses. i th 
tion by the Chair is a c hpiete il di ] i 
These documents will have to rema 
President uutil there is another Hr 
nizance of that particular part of the 1 
its required cooperation. 

This extraordinary session was <« 1 for the 
sidering executive business, but it is a matter w 


look that the dominant political branch of tl 
avail itself of the fact that the Senate is nm 
organize along the line of the recent change in 








ment in the country, and the Presiding Officer will find himself 
almost completely out of a job until that service has been com- 
pleted. It is now in progress, and no greater length of time 
will be consumed in disposing of it than the necessities of the 
case require. We hope when it is done it may be well done, at 
least to the satisfaction of our complacent brethren on the other 
side of the Chamber. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After four minutes spent 


journed until Monday, March 10, 1913, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, March 10, 1913. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Drayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
SENATOR FROM 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, 
tion of privilege. 

The credentials of Mr. Joserpu T. Rorrnson, Senator elect 
from the State of Arkansas, have heretofore been presented to 
the Senate and are now on file. That gentleman is present, and 
I ask that the oath of office be administered to him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator elect will present him- 
self at the desk for that purpose. 

Mr. Roginson was escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, and the oath prescribed by law hay- 
ing been administered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


ARKANSAS. 


Mr. President, I rise to a ques- 


THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries, 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. In pursuance of the terms of sec- 
tion 5581 of the Revised Statutes the Vice President appoints 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] as senatorial Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow 
at 2 o'clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 2 o'clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 


11, 1913, at 2 o’clock p. m. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate March 10, 1913. 


Untrep Strates District JupGE. 
Peter J. Hamilton, of Alabama, to be United States district 
judge of the district of Porto Rico, vice Paul Charlton, resigned. 
I'irst ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Daniel C. Roper, of South Carolina, to be First Assistant 
Postmaster General, vice Charles P. Grandfield, resigned. 


TuirpD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Alexander M. Dockery, of Missouri, to be Third Assistant 
Postmaster General, vice James J. Britt, resigned. 


FourtH ASSISTANT PoSTMASTER GENERAL. 


James I. Blakslee, of Pennsylvania, to be Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster General, vice Peter V. De Graw, resigned. 


COMMISSIONER OF LAboR STATISTICS. 


Charles P. Neill, of the -District of Columbia, to be Commis- 
sioner of Labor Statistics, Department of Labor, 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
Lieut. Col. Jacob G. Galbraith, Fourth Cavalry, to be colonel 
from March 4, 1913. 

Maj. William S. Scott, Cavalry, unassigned, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 4, 1913. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Gaston, Tenth Cavalry, to be colonel 
from March 4, 1913, vice Col. James Parker, Eleventh Cavalry, 
who accepted an appointment as brigadier general on that date. 

Maj. Daniel L. Tate, Third Cavalry, to be lieutenant colonel 
from March 4, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Gaston, Tenth 


| Cavalry, promoted. 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock | 
and 10 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. Kern, the Senate ad- | 


Capt. Samuel G. Jones, Cavalry, unassigned, to be major from 
March 4, 1913, vice Maj. Daniel L. Tate, Third Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Melvin W. Rowell, Eleventh Cavairy, to be major from 
March 6, 1913, vice Maj. Francis J. Koester, Twelfth Cavalry, 
detailed as adjutant general on that date. 

First Lieut. Thomas M. Knox, First Cavalry, to be captam® 
from March 4, 1913, vice Capt. Samuel G. Jones, Cavalry, un- 
assigned, promoted. 

First Lieut. Basil N. Rittenhouse, Cavalry, unassigned, to be 
captain from March 6, 1913, vice Capt. Melvin W. Rowell, 
Eleventh Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William R. Taylor, Third Cavalry, to be captain 
from March 7, 1913, vice Capt. Herbert A. White, Eleventh 
Cavalry, who resigned his line commission March 6, 1913. 

Second Lieut. Donald A. Robinson, Eleventh Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from Tfarch 4, 1913, vice First Lieut. Thomas 
M. Knox, First Cavalry. promoted. 

Second Lieut. Bruce L. Burch, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant -from March 5, 1913, vice First Lieut. Allen C. Keyes, 
Fourteenth Cavalry, who died March 4, 1913. 

Second Lieut. Edgar M. Whiting, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from’ March 7, 1913, vice First Lieut. William R. 
Taylor, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward G. Elliott, Ninth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 7, 1913, vice First Lieut. Leon R. Part- 
ridge, Third Cavalry, detached from his proper command. 


QUARTERMASTER CORPS, 


Lieut. Col. Daniel E. McCarthy, Quartermaster Corps, to 
be colonel from March 5, 1913, vice Col. Carroll A. Devol, who 
accepted an appointment as brigadier general in the Quarter- 
master Corps on that date. 

Lieut. Col. George B. Davis, Quartermaster Corps, to be colo- 
nel from March 6, 1913, vice Col. Edward E. Dravo, retired from 
active service March 5, 1913. 

Maj. Amos W. Kimball, Quartermaster Corps, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 5, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. Daniel E. McCarthy, 
promoted. 

Maj. William H, Hart, Quartermaster Corps, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 6, 1913, vice Lieut, Col. George B. Davis, 
promoted. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 


Lieut. Col, William A. Glassford, Signal Corps, to be colonel 
from March 5, 1913, vice Col. George P. Scriven, who accepted 
an appointment as Chief Signal Officer, with the rank of briga- 
dier general, on that date. 

Maj. Samuel Reber, Sigual Corps, to be lieutenant colonel 
from March 5, 19138, vice Lieut. Col. William A. Glassford, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Leonard D. Wildman, Signal Corps, to be-major from 
March 5, 1913, vice Maj. Samuel Reber, promoted. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 


Maj. Wilmot E. Ellis, Coast Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant 
eolonel from March 2, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. Gustave W. S. 
Stevens, retired from active service March 1, 1913. 

Capt. Albert G. Jenkins, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 2, 1913, vice Maj. Wilmot E. Ellis, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


Lieut, Col. Charles M. Truitt, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be 
colonel from March 5, 1913, vice Col. Hunter Liggett, Infantry, 
unassigned, who accepted an appointment as brigadier general 
on that date. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

Charles Dudley Daly, late second lieutenant in the Artillery 
Corps, to be first lieutenant of Field Artillery, with rank from 
March 5, 19138. 

PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy. 


Ensign Ralph D. Spalding to be an assistant civil engineer ip 
the Navy from the 3d day of March, 1912, to fill a vacancy. 
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Nathaniel M. Terry, a citizen of Maryland, to be a professor SENATE. 
of mathematics in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from T Sate ce ae 
the 4th day of March, 1913, in accordance with a provision con- HURSDAY, J aver 15, T1975, 
tained in an act of Congress approved on that date. The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
William W. Johnson, a citizen of Maryland, to be a professor Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pi . DD 
of mathematics in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from] ‘The Journal of the proceedines of ‘Tuesday ead and 
the 4th day of March, 1913, in accordance with a provision con- | 9, proved. . ide | 
tained in an act of Congress approved on that date. SERVICE OF PROCESS ON SENATE I 
Antoine J. Corbesier, a citizen of Maryland, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 4th day of March, Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I rise n 
1913, in accordance with a provision contained in an act of Con- | Of personal privilege. 
gress approved on that date. I desire to say that in the performance of my dut; at 
Henry P. Torrey, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be | ber of the subcommittee of the Committee on | nek 
a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 16th day of | tions directed to inquire into certain phases of the Mexican and 
February, 1918, to fill a vacancy. Cuban rebellion I came into the possession of many facts 
vapers bearing upon .that question, and at New Ortk 3 et ! 
a papers came into the possession of the Senute subcommittee, of 
CONFIRMATION. which I am chairman, which are now demanded by the ¢ ts. 
This ing Fas serve ith a subpeena duces teecum to 
Eeccutive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 10, 1913. saduaeaee Ps ei vt = the 1 “re a “lee a I 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana in the New Or! 
John H. Marble, to be an interstate commerce commissioner. | “vision. As I am acting in the purely representative capacity 
I do not desire to assume the responsibility of passing upon the 
question of jurisdiction, neither do [ desire to turn ove! y 
SENATE. papers to that court or any other tribunal without the conser 


and authority of the Senate, 

TuEsDAY, March 11, 1913. Therefore, Mr. President, I desire to send to the Secretar 
desk the subpeena with which I was served, and before finally 
disposing of the matter by reference or otherwise ] 

| be read for the information of the Senate 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I trust the Senator will re 

sider that request to have the paper read and go into the R 

orp. I think it is very proper that he should present th 

and have it referred. I do not believe it has enough im} 

to be put into the Recorp. I think it is an absolute and ur 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by Rev. John Van Schaick, jr., of the city of Wash- 
ington 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | 

} 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 








was communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of bis sec- | panted assumption of authority on the part of the court. I do 
retaries. : | not think it ought to be tolerated by the Senate or reco dl 
CALLING OF THE ROLL. | in the slightest degree. Official papers in the possession ¢ ' 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a | Senate can not be taken from the Senate by ¥ col pre 
quorum, ' | Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, it is the possibility of such a 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina | prevailing as has been expressed by the Senator from Geor 
suggests the absence of a quorum. ‘The Secretary will call the | which, it seems to me, should lead to the presentation of 
roll | paper to the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators Mr. BACON. I think that is proper. 
answered to their names: Mr. ROOT. Upon the request of the Senator from Michican 
Asburst James Page Smoot I examined the paper a short time ago with some care. It 
Bacon Johnson, Me. Penrose Sterling appears to me to be a proceeding to take pay s out of the 
oe an Ala. pucnlee else hands of the Senate under the process of the court, threatening 
Brandegee Kern Robinson Swanson a penalty in case the person who holds them as the en: n 
Bristow La Follette Root Thomas for the Senate does not comply. I think the proper course to 
seumtey = homeo follow in the case of a proceeding of that kind by a coordinat 
Clark, Wyo. Lodge Sheppard Tillman branch of the Government is that the paper should be brought 
Cuiberses aaree Va. — serene to the attention of the Senate, and that the Committce on the 
a — ~ tomes Walsh Judiciary should be directed to report to the Senate y course 
Fletcher Nelson , Smith, Aris. Warren ee vo — 
Allinger avow anes eels Re bee Mr. BACON. quite agree with the Senator from New York. 
Hitchcock inoue Smith; Mich, Works The VICE PRESIDENT. There being objection to 1 
Hughes Owen Smith, 8. C. ing of the paper—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-seven Senators have an- Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be referred to the Committee 
jrtied madame n the Judiciary without reading. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, : Mr. BACON. I have the floor, if the Chair will pardon n 
Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, 


I think I have the 
tion of executive business. floor. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the Mr. BACON. 
consideration of executive business. After 17 minutes spent in} gho Senator from Michigan yielded the floor with the presenta- 
executive session the doors were reopened. tion of the paper and the request that it be read. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn until Thurs- Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will yield gladly to the Senator 
day next at 2 o’clock p. m. from Georgia. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 2 o’clock and 27 minutes 


- > se Mr. BACON. Before the Senator resumes, as I had not en- 
D. oe oe Senate adjourned until Thursday, March 13, 1918, at | ¢irety completed when the Senator from New York made his 
2 o'clock p. m 


suggestion, I wish to say that I think the Senator from Mic 
gan pursued a course exactly correct in presenting the 


I beg the Senator’s pardon. I understood that 


NOMINATIONS. and asking that it should be referred, as has been sugge ted 
nena : : a by the Senator from New York, to the Judiciary Committ 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate March 11, 1913. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President-—— 
ReEcEIVER oF Puprre Moneys, Mr. BACON. Let me just complete my proposition. 
Thomas Corbally, of Montana, to be"receiver of public moveys| Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. — , 
at Great Falls, Mont., vice James W. Roberts, recess appeintee,| Mr. BACON. I think the paper should be referred with 
failed of confirmation. reading. I do not think that the reading of it or not readi 
it is a matter of very grave importance, but I do think the 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


proper direction is a reference to the committee. I, myself, 

Robert N. Sutherlin, of Montana, to be register of the land | utterly repudiate and deny the right of any court to attemp! 
office at Great Falls, Mont., vice Julius ©. Peters, recess ap- | to take papers of the Senate out of the possession of the Senate 
pointee, failed of confirmation. by any process it may see fit to issue. 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
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If the subpena had been directed | the Secretary of the Senate to inform the court that the Senate 


solely to me personally | would not have made the request that did not recognize its authority and would not receive its com- 


it be read for the information of the Senate. My request, how- 
ever, was made because it is directed to me officially as a mem- 
ber of the committee. That fact I desire Senators to know. 
Beyond that I have no question at all as to the wisdom of the 
immediate reference. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
Michigan? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. In glancing over the report of the sub- 
committee which the chairman has filed, I find that quite a 
number of witnesses testified with the assurance evidently that 


May I interrupt the Senator from 


the evidence given by them would not be used in any court or 


in any subsequent proceeding. How far that would be binding 
I do not know; but it seems to me it ought to have some weight 
with the Senate in its final action with reference to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. President, the committee en- 
deavored not to exceed its powers by promising that testimony 
shall not be used. I do not think in a single instance that has 
been done without the reservation that such evidence would be 
used as the Senate might determine. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Michigan 
suspend for a moment, that the Senate may receive a message 
from the President of the United States? 

{A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
proceed. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If there is no objection upon the 
part of the Senator from Georgia, I think the orderly way to 
dispose of the matter is to have the subpena read. I ask that 
it be read and that it be then referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. STONE. 
for a moment? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. What possible objection would there be to hav- 
ing the subpcena read for the information of the Senate? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. STONE. It is a document about which it seems to me 
the Senate should be informed. Then let it be referred to the 
Judiciary Committee for its examination, and that committee 
can report to the Senate its judgment as to the proceeding that 
should be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I might say in reply to the Senator 
from Missouri that the subpeena is returnable on the 27th of 
March, possibly during the vacation of the Senate, and this 
disposition of the matter has been deemed wise by members of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations with whom I have been 
able to confer in the few moments that have elapsed since I 
was served with the writ. 

Mr, BACON. When the Senator from Michigan yields the 
floor I desire to say a word. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. The question of reading the paper is, of course, 
a matter I do not regard as of sufficient importance to inter- 
pose an objection to. It was a mere suggestion on my part 
that the paper was of a character which might properly be 
referred without reading; that was all. I think it is giving it a 
little too much dignity and importance to have it read into the 
Recorp. That was the only reason why I made the suggestion 
to the Senator. I did not intend to interpose any objection to 
such a course as he might suggest would be proper to have it 
take. If the Senator wants it read, of course I make no objec- 
tion. 

I wish to say that this is not the first time the Senate has 
had brought to its attention the assumption on the part of 
another branch of the Government to exercise judicial authority 
over the acts and proceedings of the Senate, and it was for 
that reason, remembering the former occasion, that I was prob- 
ably a little too prompt to interpose my suggestion in regard to 
the matter. 

There was a time within the recent past when a court in this 
District saw fit to issue a subpeena, a subpena coupled with a 
penalty as in this case, calling upon the members of a committee 
of the Senate to appear before that court and answer to that 
court for their official acts as a committee of the Senate. The 
Senaie, after a very thorough discussion, refused to recognize 
such authority in any court, and refused to respond to that 
summons in any manner, shape, or form. It not only failed 
to appear but to make any official response except to direct 


The Senator from Michigan will 


Will the Senator from Michigan yield to me 


I yield now to the Senator from 


mand in ahy way. 

Of course I have not given this present matter the same con- 
sideration and examination which I had the opportunity then 
to give to the other case. It may be that there are particular 
circumstances which may justify some other direction being 
given in this case, but unless something is brought to my 
attention which will differentiate it in nature and kind from the 
other proceeding, I shall be very emphatically of the opinion 
that similar action should be taken in this instance on the part 
of the Senate. 


I hope the subpena will be read and then referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


United States of America, District Court of the United States for the 
Eastern District of Louisiana. 

The President of the United States to Senator WiLLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 
personally and as the representative and agent of a committee of the 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C., or wherever found: 

You are hereby commanded to be and appear and to bring with you 
the following papers, to wit: 

1. Written order, or orders, directed to A. Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.), 
of New Orleans, or their manager or representative, and signed by one 
Vincent or Vincente Segura, in his own name or that of some alias, 
directing the delivery by A. Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.), of certain arms 
and ammunition and other articles, the date or dates of said order or 
orders being unknown, but believed to be either in August or September 
or December, 1912. 

And all other papers and documents or evidence of every character 
obtained from the said A. Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.). or any representa- 
tive of said company, during a stay in New Orleans, by Leanter WIL- 
LIAM ALDEN SMiru and John W. Barbrick, during January, 1913, all 
pertaining to a certain sale, or sales, of arms and munitions of war by 
A. Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.), and pertaining to the delivery of such arms 
and munitions of war. 

2. All shipping orders given to or by the agents of the railroad com- 

to be the Ilinois Central Railroad Co., for the movement 


Mr. President, I ask to have it 


pany, believe 
of certain cars containing arms and munitions of war from the ware- 
house of A. Baldwin & Co. in New Orleans to another place in the city 
of New Orleans, believed to be a place called Terrys Switch, and from 
Terrys Switch back to the public warehouse. 

3. Bank statement of the New Orleans National Bank, in account 
with A. Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.). 

4. Letter written by New Orleans National Bank to John W. Bar- 
brick, or some one else, in regard to the manner of transferring certain 
funds from Mexico for A. Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.) or for Vincent Segura. 

5. Copy or original of letter received by Stauffer, Eshleman & Co. 
(Ltd.), of New Orleans, from the Schuster Commission Co., of El Paso, 
Tex., said to be dated about January 8, 1913. 

6. Any and all other papers pertaining to the sale and delivery of 
arms and munitions of war by A Baldwin & Co. (Ltd.) before the dis- 
trict court of the United States in and for the said district, to be holden 
at the city of New Orleans on Thursday, the 27th day of March, 1913, 
then and there to be used in evidence in a certain cause now pending 
therein, and to be tried between the United States, plaintiff, v. Vincent 
Segura et al., defendants, and No. 2832 of the criminal docket of this 
court, at 11 o’clock a. m., and herein fail not under penalty of $250. 

Witness the Hon. Rufus E. Foster, judge of said court, at New 
Orleans, this 7th day of March, A. D. 1913, and the one hundred and 
thirty-seventh year of American independence. 


(Signed) H. J. Carrer, Clerk. 
- CLERK'S OFFICE. 
A truce copy. 
[SEAL.] H. J. Canter, Clerk. 
New Orteans, La., March 7, 1913. 
(Indorsement: Return. No. 2832. United States District Court, 


Eastern District of Louisiana, New Orleans division. 
Vincent Segura et al. Subpena duces tecum. Marshal's return.) 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the reference is made I 
wish to say that, if it were not for the fact that I believe under 
the Federal practice some authority from the judge is required 
before a subpena duces tecum of that kind can be issued, I 
would suppose that its issuance in this case was the act of 
some irresponsible clerk. I may be mistaken, however, in my 
recollection of the Federal practice in this regard, and I do not 
wish to do the judge any injustice. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I ask that the subpena be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE AND OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the election of President pro tempore of this body. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution I send to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gatttncer in the chair). 
The resolution will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 5), as follows: 


Resolved, That the Hon. James P. CLarke, a Senator from the State 
of Arkansas, be, and he is hereby, elected President of the Senate fis 
tempore, to hold and exe e office in the absence of the Vice 
President from time to time during the pleasure of the Senate. 


United States v. 
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Mr. LODGE. : 
substitute for the name of Hon. JaMes P. CLARKE, a Senator 


LINGER, a Senator from the Stute of New Hampshire. 

Mr. BRISTOW. 
taken by ballot, so that Senators may vote for whomsoever they 
please for President pro tempore instead of voting on just 
the two names? 

Mr. STONE. We can do that on a roll call. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I move a roll call on the election of Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the resolui-on must be disposed of first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves to substitute the name he has indicated for the 


Mr. President, why should not the vote be | 
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I move as an amendment to the resolution to | The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The question is on the motion 


of the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. Brisrow }. 
from the State of Arkansas, the name of Hon. Jacos H. Gat- | tion.] 


name that was incorporated in the resolution offered by the | 


Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I move, as a substitute, that the roll be 
called for the purpose of electing a President pro tempore of the 
Senate. 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can scarcely enter- 
tain that as a substitute for the motion to amend made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I offer it as a substitute for the resolution 
as amended. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think that can be moved as an amend- 
ment. That is an attempt to interpose another motion. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is a substitute for the pending motion. 
Mr. LODGE. 
the same question. It is not a substitute or in the nature of an 

amendment. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senate can determine whether or not it 
desires to proceed by resolution or roll call, can it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not entertain 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas as a substitute for the 
motion that has been made to elect, and will put the question 


I think it is another method of determining | 


e 





{Putting the ques 
The “ayes” have it, and the roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Jack 
son], and therefore withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to 
vote, I should vote for Senator CLarKr of Arkansas. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry. Are 
pairs to be observed on a vote of this kind? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branproer in the chair). 
That is something that the Chair has no authority to decide 

Mr. STONE. Of course the Chair has not, but I express the 
opinion that pairs should not obtain. 

Mr. JAMES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks], 
who is absent. I therefore withhold my vote. If the junior 


| Senator from Massachusetts were present, L should vote for 


Senator CLARKE. 
Mr. MYERS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean]. In his 
absence I withhold my vote. If I were at 
should vote for Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rerp]. In 
his absence I transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode 
Island {Mr. Cott] and shall vote. I vote for Mr. GALLINGFR. 
Mr. TOWNSEND (when bis name was ealled). I have a 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Bryan]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SrerueNnson] and 
vote. I vote for Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was ealled). I 


liberty to vote, I 


have a 


general pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 


| PENROSE}. 


on the amendment submitted by the Senator from Massa- | 


‘husetts. 

; Mr. BRISTOW. Can not the Senate by a vote choose to elect 
its President pro tempore by ballot, or upon a roll call, instead 
of by a resolution? Is there anything in the rules that precludes 
the Senate from determining how the President pro tempore 
shall be elected? 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


Kern] has made a motion to proceed to the election of a Presi- 


dent pro tempore of the Senate. He has made that motion in 
the way in which it has usually been done; and until that 
motion is disposed of, it clearly seems to me no other motion is 
in order. That motion has been adopted, as I recall it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It has not. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Indiana moved to proceed 
to the election of a President pro tempore. That motion was 
adopted. He then offered a resolution. The Senator shakes his 
head. I ask the Secretary to read the record. I repeat, the 
Senator from Indiana moved to proceed to the election of a 
President pro tempore. I think I am correct. That motion was 
agreed to. Acting under that resolution, the Senator then 
moved that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLarKeE] be de- 
clared President pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. And he offered a resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. And he offered a resolution to that effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that, as the Chair recalis it—and 
he will refresh his memory by looking at the resolution—the 
Senator from Indiana coupled the request for the election of 
the Senator from Arkansas as President pro tempore with a 
motion to proceed to the election. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the reading of the stenographer'’s 
notes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that the minutes show that the motion to proceed to 
the election of a President pro tempore was put and carried, 
and that now the motion of the Senator from Indiana is before 
the Senate with the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRISTOW. My contention is that a Senator has the 
right and that it is in order to move that, instead of proceeding 
by resolution in this way, the roll be called and that we proceed 
to elect a President pro tempore by a call of the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from Kansas that the Chair is of opinion that if the 
Senator would make a motion that the vote be taken by a call 
= oa roll it would be in order, if the Senate chooses to so 
decide, 


Mr. BRISTOW. Well, I move fhat the vote for President 
pro tempore be taken by a call of the roll. 


|} Delaware [Mr. pu Pont], who has not voted, I withdraw 


I am reliably informed that, if he were present, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania would vote for the. Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLiIncer]. If I were at liberty to vote 
I would vote for the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Chrarke]. In 
view of all the facts I withho!d my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted for Mr. 


CLARKE of 
Awkansas). 


As I have a general pair with the Senator from 





my 
| vote. 
The result of the vote for President pro tempore was as 
| follows: « 
FOR MR. CLARKE OF ARKANSAS $1. 
Ashurst Lane Kobinson Stone 
Bacon Lea Saulsbury Swanson 
Bankhead Martin, Va. Shafroth rhoma 
Chamberlain Martine, N. J. Sheppard Thompson 
Fletcher Newlands Shields Thornton 
Gore O'Gorman Shively Tillman 
Hitchcock Overman Simmons Vard n 
Hughes Owen Smith, Ariz Wals! 
Johnson, Me. Pittman Smith, Ga 
Johnston, Ala. Pomerene Smith, Md 
Kern Ransdell Smith, 8. ¢ 
FOR MR. GALLINGER—18. 
Bradley Fall Pace Sutl nd 
Brandegee Jones Perkins Townsend 
Catron Lodge Root Warren, 
Clark, Wyo. Nelson Smith, Mich. 
Dillingham Oliver Smoot 
FoR MR. CLAPP—1. 
Mr. Bristow. 
FOR MR. BRISTOW—1. 
Mr. Clapp. 
FOR MR. BORAH—1. 
Mr. La Follette. 
NOT VOTING—230. 
Borah Crawford Kenyon Reed 
Brady Culberson Lippitt Stephenson 
Bryan Cummins McCumber Sterling 
Burleigh du Pont McLean Weeks 
Burton Gallinger Myers William 
Chilton Gronna Norris Work 
Clarke, Ark. Jackson Penrose 
Colt James Poindext 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Craprp] has received 1 vote; the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. Bristow] 1 vote; the Senator from Idaho [\Mvr. Bora] 


1 vote; the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. GaLuincer] 18 
votes; and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Clarke] 41 yotes 
The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLarke! having received a 
majority of all the votes cast is duly elected President pro 
tempore of the Senate. The Senator will appear at the desk and 
take the oath of office. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas advanced to the desk, and the oath 
of office was administered to him by the Presiding Officer. 
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Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana offers a 
resolution, and asks unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 6), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate do now proceed to the election of the fol- 
lowing officers fm the order named: Secretary of the Senate, Sergeant 
at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, Chaplain of the Senate, Assist- 
ant Doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr. KERN. I desire to add to that resolution the words 
“and Acting Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, those 
words will be added. 

Mr. GORE. I object to the addition of the last clause, for 
reasons which I wili state later if it becomes necessary. I hope 
the Senator will not make that request. 

Mr. OLIVER. I object to the consideration of the original 
resolution, if that is the case. 

Mr. KERN. Wecan not hear the Senator on this side. 

Mr. OLIVER. I say, inasmuch as the addition of the words 
“Acting Assistant Doorkeeper” is objected to, I object to the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KERN. Notwithstanding the objection, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the election of officers in the order named. 

Mr. OLIVER. Do I understand the Senator from Indiana to 
include the Acting Assistant Doorkeeper? 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will speak louder. It is im- 
portant we should hear him. 

Mr. OLIVER. I asked for information, if the Senator from 
Indiana included in his resolution the election of Acting Assist- 
ant Doorkeeper as well as the other officers? 

Mr. KERN. My resolution is there. It speaks for itself I 
am sorry I can not acquiesce for the moment in the request of 
my friend from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, the reason why I made the sug- 
gestion was because of the fact that I have been informed that 
Mr. Loeffler has been agreed upon by the caucus on the other 
side of the Chamber. I appreciate the courtesy which has al- 
ways been extended by the one side to the other, by the ma- 
jority to the minority, to allow them to select this particular 
officer. I am disposed to acquiesce in this precedent and to 
extend this courtesy, and I regret to have been obliged to raise 
this particular objection, but I would say, Mr. President, that 
a matter has come to my attention, a charge going ¢0 the offi- 
cial conduct of Mr. Loeffler, which I desire to eall to the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. If the 
charge be true, no Senator in this Chamber, on either side, 
would consent for him to serve this body in this capacity. If 
the charge is not founded in fact, then the suspicion ought to 
be cleared away. In view of the particular matter out of which 
the charge arose, I think the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions ought to look into it, and I intend to ask that it be 
referred to that committee. I will bring the charge to the 
attention of the committee, together with the witness sustain- 
ing the charge. That is the reason why I was obliged, against 
my will, to interpose this objection. I trust that the election 
of this officer at this time will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a certain party came to 
me making a charge against another gentleman whose name is 
{ncorporated in this resolution, but I have not felt it incumbent 
upon me to raise the question. There is no proof of the charge. 
It is a very easy matter to make accusations against anybody. 
I think the Senate ought not, simply because somebody has 
said something against Mr. Loeffler, unproven, unsubstantiated, 
to discriminate against him in the procedure that we are about 
to take. 

I trust no change will be made so far as the phraseology of 
the resolution is concerned. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I agree generally with what the 
Senator has suggested. This charge is of such a serious char- 
acter, however, that I am sure the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would not desire the services of this man if it be true; 
and if it be not true, the suspicion ought to be removed from 
the minds of Senators who entertain it. I do not eare to state 
the charge here unless this matter be pressed further. 

T therefore move to strike from the pending resolution the 
clause providing for the election of the Acting Assistant Door- 
keeper. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President, I move that tke recom- 
mendation embraced in the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Indiana, so far as it affects the selection of an Acting 
Assistant Doorkeeper, lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it has always been the custom in 
the Senate, as it has been in the House, to permit the minority 
to choose an Assistant Doorkeeper who should be at their serv- 
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ice. The sefvice is largely a confidential one. I have seen it 
done repeatedly when the party now in the majority has been 
in the minority; and the nominee of the majority for Door- 
keeper \vas chosen to his present position on motion of the then 
Senator from Maine, Mr. Hale. 

There never has been any question raised before on either 
side as to the right of the minority to have this one officer. It 
is as unreasonable, it seems to me, to have him selected in any 
other way than by the minority as to expect to have our private 
and confidential clerks elected by the conference of the other 
party. 

The conference of the minority thought they knew what they 
were doing when they selected Mr. Loeffler, wo has been long 
in the service of the Senate. If he is guilty of any offense such 
as suggested by the Senator from Oklahoma, the Senate may 
rest assured that the minority will not wish him retained in 
his place. But I think to turn him dewn and reject him and lay 
him aside in this way, on an unnamed charge, irom an unnamed 
accuser, in the presence of the action of the conference of the 
minority, is an injustice to which no man should be subjected. 
I sincerely trust we shali be allowed at least to vote upon the 
matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the universal custom of 
leaving to the minority the privilege of filling this plaee carries 
with it a responsibility resting upon them and nct upon the 
majority at all. They have a right to select anybody whom 
they please. If they select the wrong sort of man, they have 
hurt themselves and not the majority. It is not to be assumed 
that they purposely would have selected a man unfit for the 
position. The fact that the choice is left to them involves the 
idea that we shall not question their choice. If, later on, it 
shall appear from evidence of any description that this officer is 
guilty of anything which would be unbecomin; a~ officer of the 
Senate, he can be removed by a vote of the Senate; and in the 
meanwhile the matter can be first brought by gentlemen upon 
that side to the attention of the minority caucus, and they can 
act upon it. 

I decline to have ourselves put in a position wher. we are to 
be taken by the country as responsible for a : ‘lection made by 
a minority conference. We are responsible only for the selec- 
tions made by our conference. In according them this place we 
are doing a courtesy which has grown reverent with age. 

I hope the form of the resolution will not be altered, and that 
we will carry it through as it is, unless Senators upon the other 
side, with whom the choice is left, choose to withdraw their 
man. It is their affair and not ours. 

Mr. BACON. - Mr. President, I desire to add simply one 
thought, and that is this: It has been already correctly stated 
that the responsibility is with the minority. It must be ap- 
parent to everyone that wher we seek to pass upon the question 
whether they have selected a fit man, we assume that which we 
ought not to assume, and that if we should determine that they 
had presented a man who was not a fit man it would be a 
reflection upon the minority. Further, Mr. President, if it so 
happens that they have selected an officer to represent them, 
as is their recognized right, against whom there is a valid 
eharge which would unfit him for the discharge of his duty, 
it is certainly due to the minority that the majority should 
show confidence in them and to feel assured that when that 
matter is brought to their attention, if it is found by them to 
be sufficient to justify his discharge, they themselves will be 
the parties to move it. 

I think it would be not only an injustice but an impropriety 
on the part of the majority to undertake to assume to supervise 
the action of the minority in the selection of the official ac- 
corded to them, and to further assume if there be unfitness on 
the part of the officers that when that is called to their at- 
tention they will not themselves undertake to rectify it. 

I hope we may proceed in the orderly and regular manner. I 
have no idea what this charge is, or as to its justice; but I 
do have the fullest confidence that if there be a charge of 
unfitness on the part of this proposed officer, when it is brought 
to the attention of the minority, who are fully competent to 
deal with the matter, they will certainly apply the proper 


remedy. 

Mr. GORBP. Mr. President, I certainly have no disposition 
to inflict any injustice upon the other side of this Chamber, 
and I had hoped to escape any suggestion of being guilty of any 
tmpropriety. I realize the responsibility which devolves upon 
the other side in connection with this particular selection. I 
realize that they are amply able to meet and to bear their own 
responsibility. I had felt, however, that I was under some 
responsibility myself in connection with this particular matter. 
I felt under some responsibility to make the suggestion here 
and now that this man was under a charge ef official mis- 
conduct which would disqualify him from holding this place. 
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I have performed that duty, and I have met my responsibility. 
I do not know whether Senators on the other side desire to 
have the charge suggested now or not; but I do want the matter 
looked into, because, in the Judgment of every man, it would dis- 
qualify this man from serving the Senate if the charge be true. 
I shall state it now, or I shall defer it—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, as a member of the 
minority, before this resolution is acted upon, in view of the 
record that has already been made, I call upon the Senator 
from Oklahoma to state the charge against Mr. Loeffler. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I was stating that I would either 
make the statement now, or I would defer it, as leaders on 
the other side might desire. I have no disposition to precipi- 
tate this matter here and now in this way, and I sought to 
avoid it. But, Mr. President, Senators here who served during 
the Sixty-first Congress remember an incident which oc- 
curred upon this floor in which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Coummins]; the Senator from Texas, Mr. Bailey; and I think 
the Senator from Indiana, Mr. Beveridge, figured. It related 
to a certificate of deposit on the part of one Holstlaw, which 
was a part of the evidence in the Lorimer trial. That certifi- 
cate mysteriously disappeared from the Senate. It placed Sen- 
ators in a most embarrassing situation. I can furnish a wit- 
ness who will make the statement that Mr. Loeffler is and was 
responsible for the disappearance of that certificate of deposit. 

That is the statement which I desire the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections to investigate and report upon. I have 
discharged my duty and have met my responsibility. I remit 
all further responsibility to Senators on the other side. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator object to giv- 
ing the Senate the name of his informant? 

Mr. GORE. If the matter is going to be investigated, I would 
rather bring the witness before the committee. If it is in- 
sisted upon, I will name the witness now. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think before we decide this question we ought 
to be informed as to the name. 

Mr. GORE. I have no objection to stating it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should be obliged if the Senator would do so. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, it was the page who took this 
certificate from the hand of the Senator and started with it 
to the desk. Mr. Loeffler called the page to him, and said: 
“Let me see that.” The page handed it to him. Mr. Loeffler 
retired out yonder door, and the page has never seen the 
certificate from that time to this. He told me of the matter 
in confidence, and I have no reason to doubt the truth of the 
allegation. His name is Harrison. He is the young man who 
is now at the telephone. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no disposition, of course, 
to interfere with the proper investigation of this matter. I 
think it is a matter which rests with the minority. It is their 
responsibility. I would suggest to the Senator from Oklahoma 
to pursue the line indicated by himself—that it be left to them 
as to whether we shall now proceed, or whether it shall be post- 
poned. The Senator suggested that course, and I think it is 
the proper one, 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I withdraw my motion. I omitted 
to do that. I have washed my hands entirely of this affair. 

Mr. OGORMAN. Mr. President, in view of the withdrawal 
of the motion made by the Senator from Oklahoma, I do not 
press my motion to let the matter lie on the table. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I renew the motion of 
the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to lay upon the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable, but 
it has been debated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
laid on the table. 
is debatable. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. The 
original resolution called for a schedule of officers, including 
the Acting Assistant Doorkeeper. The amendment was proposed 
by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] to omit the Acting 
Assistant Doorkeeper from that schedule. That amendment has 
been withdrawn. Subsequently to that, the Senator from New 
York [Mr. O’GorMAN] offered another amendment, and that 
has been withdrawn. So the question now before the Senate is 
on the original resolution, without any motion or amendment. 
_The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is in error. The mo- 
tion of the Senator from New York was to lay upon the table 
that part of the resolution which had to do with the election of 
the Acting Assistant Doorkeeper. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I repeat the point I made a moment 
ago, which was that we can not lay upon the table a part of a 


The question is upon the motion 


A portion of a proposition can not be 
If it is anything it is an amendment which 
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resolution. It is in the nature of an amendment; and I desire 
to speak to the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from New York withdrew his 
motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consin renewed it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I renewed the motion of the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. 

Mr. GORE. I so understood; and I rose 
gestion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that 
this matter has come up in the form that it has. The minority, 
recognizing the fact that the Democrats have a majority of the 
Senate, are ready to recognize their right to elect to oflice in 
the Senate such men as they see fit, and upon them will rest the 
responsibility. If they elect an unworthy man, I know they 
will hasten to undo the mistake they 
called to their attention. Taking the same view, the minority 
will take whatever responsibility attaches to the election of this 
one official. I submit to the Senate that the minority ought 
to be given that responsibility, with the assurance—speaking as 
one member of the minority—that after Mr. Loefiler shall be 
elected, if any charge properly substantiated is made against 
him, the Republican minority will hasten to make an investiga 
tion of the matter. 

I do not think so important a matter ought to be determined 
by snap judgment. It certainly ought not to be determined upon 
the statement of a boy, very likely irresponsible, who happened 
to say to a Senator that a paper was taken from his hand 
which perhaps never was taken from his hand. If we are going 
to proceed upon assumptions of that kind, Mr. President, much 
more serious charges than that have been made to me concern 
ing another gentleman whose name is included in that list, but 
I do not believe a word of them. They have not been sub 
stantiated. They were very likely made by a personal enemy 
and I have cast them aside as being unworthy of serious con 
sideration. 

Mr. President, let us proceed in the usual way. We ought 
not to be diverted from the usual, and, as I look at it, the 
proper course, because of the situation that has arisen. If the 
Senator from Oklahoma can produce any proof of the accusa 
tion he has made, he will have an opportunity to do so before 
a committee of the minority a little later on. But I am quite 
unwilling that this young man’s name, which stands high in 
the estimation of some of us—a young man who comes from a 
family distinguished in both civil and military life—should be 
smirched simply upon a statement made by a boy acting as page 
in the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. ASHURST. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Oklahoma when this boy told him this. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, let me say, first, that I entirely 
concur in the spirit of the remarks of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. ASHURST. 
question. 

Mr. GORE. I hope the Senator will let me make that state 
ment first. I think the minority ought to be extended this 
courtesy; and only upon a ground going to the official conduct 
of this person should I have raised this question, or even sug 
gested it. I did not intend and did not desire to make this 
suggestion here and now; in fact, I desired not to do so. lor 
that reason I had suggested the propriety of referring 
matter to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I will say that the page advised me of this about three weeks 
prior to the last vote in the Lorimer case. He told me that 
he had cherished this secret, and he desired to confide it to 
some one. I immediately advised the then Senator from Texas, 
Mr. Bailey, and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CumMMINs], who 
had figured in the incident resulting in the loss of this paper 
I thought I was under obligation to communicate to them this 
fact. I made no public statement in regard to it because I 
did not wish to interject any extraneous matter in the Lorimer 
trial. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me that that was the proper 
time to present to the Senate what the Senator from Oklahoma 
has on his mind to-day, and that it ought not to have been 
withheld until this young man is nominated for an office, which, 
if refused him upon the statement of a mere boy, will be in 
the nature of a disgrace, a taint on his name. Mr, President, 
without detaining the Senate a moment longer—— 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, just one other word. I wish to 
say that I have told several other Senators of this matter. I 
had intended to tell the Senator from New Hampshire, but 
during the rush of the closing days it escaped my attention. 


Yes; but the Senator from Wis 
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I should like to have an answer to my 


+) 
. 
tile 








» 





—_ 


I merely wish, however, to resent the intimation thet this 


story came from a mere boy. That is no impeachment of this 
lad’s character. If it were taken at all, it probably would not 
have been taken from the hands of a grown man; it would 


have been transmitted to the desk by a page. It is natural 
that it should happen in that way. 

I have no further word to say on this subject, and I regret 
that it should have taken this turn. I think another course 
would have been better. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not think this matter 
ought to be referred to a committee. It seems to me that it 
should not be acted upon on the flimsy evidence that is before 
the Senate. 

I repeat what I said a moment ago: If the minority makes a 
mistake, it will be quick to remedy that mistake as soon as it 
is brovgeht to its ettention. Let us be just, and not by hasty 
action bring reproach upon a young man who has heretofore had 
the affectionate regard of those of us who know him best. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I agree very fully with the posi- 
tion which has been taken upon both sides of the aisle regard- 
ing the responsibility of the minority in the election of the 
Acting Assistant Doorkeeper, whose services are to be pecu- 
liarly confidential in respect to the service to the minority. 

I should not detain the Senate by a single word on the 
subject, except that I do not wish this occasion to pass without 
senying that I was watching the proceedings in the Lorimer case 
with great intentness. I had just made an extended argument 
in the case against Mr. Lorimer. There was no Senator who 
was more alert and more keenly interested in the production 
and treatment of the certificate which has been referred to, and 
the stutement that has been made regarding the taking of the 
paper by Mr. Loeffler from the page, assuming the statement to 
be absolutely correct, carries to my mind no conclusion, sug- 
gestion, or suspicion of wrongdoing on Mr. Loeffler’s part. I 
think that is entirely consistent with absolute right conduct. 
I am not at liberty to draw any unfavorable inferences regard- 
ing him from the statement that has been made so far. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Oklahoma has 
known for some time that there was a committee on com- 
mittees of the minority which had under consideration the 
selection of the Acting Assistant Doorkeeper. He also knew 
that Mr. Loeffler’s name was under consideration as well as that 
of another party. ‘To-day is the first time that I ever heard any 
intimation made against the character of Mr. Loefiler. I have 
never heard a word against him as a man. 

If the Senator from Oklahoma had mentioned this to any 
member of the committee or brought his charge to the atten- 
tion of the committee, there is no doubt that it would have been 
investigated. He failed in this and now brings it to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. It has not been considered by the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. JONES. If the Senator from Utah will allow me, I desire 
to suggest to him that it was not the minority committee on 
committees that selected Mr. Loeffler; it was the caucus. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true; I should have said the caucus. 
The Republican caucus, of course, selected him, and his selec- 
tion was discussed by the caucus and voted upon, and I never 
heard a member of the committee even suggest that there was 
a charge of wrongdoing against Mr. Loeffler. 

If there is a formal charge against him and he is found guilty 
of any wrongdoing, there is no member of the minority party 
who would not vote to remove him from office just as quickly 
as any member of the majority. 

I do not feel justified in voting against Mr. Loeffler on the 
charge made here to-day, and particularly in the way made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, in this particular 
matter I shall be guided by the expressed wish of the minority. 
These matters of understanding are obligatory according to their 
just application. We understand that the minority are responsi- 
ble for the selection of their representative on this floor to 
perform certain important duties that are especially applicable 
to service on the other side of the Chamber. 

Custom has evolved a system by which it is thought best to 
allow each side to select that particular officer at its discretion. 
If the Republican minority are satisfied, in the first instance, 
with this particular nominee of theirs, I am going to accept 
their judgment about it. 

In his official character he is an officer of the Senate and the 
same vote that will accept him now will turn him out then if 
a charge is made that would go to his official intégrity. If he 
should prove to be a person unfit for the service to which he has 
been assigned by the minority, that becomes a question that goes 
to the integrity of the Senate’s organization, and it will involve 
a fair trial, when the accused will be confronted by those who 
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testify against him, but he will not be condemned in the outset 
in the face of a practicaily unanimous indorsement of those in 
whose service he is to enlist. 

So, unless there is something like a general dissatisfaction on 
the other side of the Chamber manifested, I shall vote in 
accordance with their desire in this matter. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I simply desire to 
say that I shall vote to elect Mr. Loefller because of my knowl- 
edge of the man. For 24 years he has been a faithful official of 
the Senate. He has received six promotions here—from a page 
to his present position, and there has never been a dishonorable 
act connected with his name. I do not believe he has done any- 
thing for which he should be criticized, and upon such testimony 
as has been cited I would hesitate long before I would blast a 
reputation honestly earned and dearly prized by one who has 
been honored on both sides of this Chamber from his early 
boyhood. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. CLarkKr] has properly stated the attitude which is 
to be occupied by Senators on this side of the Chamber. I 
only rose in view of the fact that I am on this side of the 
Chamber to bear testimony to the correctness of what has been 
so well stated by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. SmrrH] as to 
the character of this young man. I do not know anything about 
the correctness or truth of the particular charge made against 
him. I do not intend in anything I may say to make any issue 
upon that one way or the other, but I do wish to say as this 
young man’s character has been brought in question that for 18 
years at least he has been under my observation and I have 
regarded him as a most upright and efficient official of this body, 
first as a page and later one who has had charge of the training 
and the direction of the pages. While he has not been in such 
close association or under such close observation, perhaps, by 
the Senators on this side of the Chamber as on the other, I 
have known the fact of the estimate in which he has been held 
by Senators. I have heard, for instance, when the question of 
an increase of compensation came up, the fact of his efficiency 
and his integrity and his capacity commented upon in the open 
Senate as that of a man entitled to recognition, promotion, and 
reward. 

I am sure the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will re- 
call the fact that more than once the question of this young 
man’s ability, efficiency, and character has come before the Sen- 
ate, and in that connection everyone has borne testimony in his 
favor to that extent. I think this statement is due to him. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I merely wish to add this word: 
That I had no intention to introduce this matter in the Senate 
at this time and in this way. My idea was that it should be 
referred to a standing committee of the Senate, where it could 
be given judicial investigation and fair investigation and a 
deliberate report made, based upon the evidence, either favor- 
able or unfavorable, to Mr. Loeffler. As far as that is con- 
cerned I am, of course, entirely indifferent. I had not antici- 
pated that the matter would take this course or that such a 
charge would be necessary. Indeed, I did not apprehend that 
there would be any objection to a reference of the matter to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. This is, of course, unan- 
ticipated on my part. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the discussion has pro- 
ceeded upon the motion which I submitted entirely upon the 
assumption that this is a trial. It is not. The motion simply 
provides that the position of Acting Assistant Doorkeeper be 
omitted from the resolution which is presented for considera- 
tion at this time. 

A charge has been made in the Senate which, if true, should 
disqualify the candidate named for the position of Assistant 
Doorkeeper or for any other position in the service of the Senate. 
The charge is a part of the record of this day’s proceedings. It 
is proposed now, with that charge on the reeord, to proceed with 
the election of the man accused. Senators upon the other side 
assume that they can participate in that election and divest them- 
selves of all responsibility regarding it, upon the ground that it 
would be a discourtesy for the majority to refuse to accept the 
eandidate presented by the minority for a position conceded to 
the minority, even in the face of the gravest accusation made at 
the same time against that candidate. The accused can not be 
elected by the votes of this side alone, if they were all cast for 
him. 

This candidate is charged with having surreptitiously re- 
moved an important piece of record evidence in a case involving 
the highest possible pritilege, a case involving the title of a 
Senator to a seat on this floor. With that charge on the record 
it is proposed that he shall, notwithstanding, be elected to a 
position of responsibility and confidence in this body. This 
matter, in my opinion, should be investigated, and the time to 
investigate it is before the election, not after. 
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On the motion which I have submitted I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, inasmuch as I propose to 
vote for Mr. Loeffler, if I am given an opportunity to do it, I 
desire to state my reasons for doing so. 

I realize that the Senator from Oklahoma has made a rather 
serious charge; but I am convinced of the fact, with all due 
deference to him, that that charge has not been fairly made. 
He has stated on the floor of the Senate that this knowledge 
was in his possession at the time the Lorimer case was being 
tried. During all the time from then until now this man has 
been serving as an officer of the Senate. At that time the in- 
formation was fresh; the facts were clearly before the gentle- 
man who possessed them, if they were facts; and they should 
have been presented to the Senate at that time. 

Now, inasmuch as we have gone this far, I propose, so far as 
my vote will influence it, to elect Mr. Loeffler to this place. 
Then I shall be as active as any other Senator in trying to find 
out what the facts are. and if those charges are sustained I will 
readily vote that he shall be turned out from this office and 
another placed in his stead. 

But I repeat that the Senate has not been fairly treated to 
wait until this moment and then make public charges against 
the man who, so far as every other Member of the Senate is 
concerned, has a good, clean record and a reputation untar- 
nished. This is unfair to him, it is unfair to the Senate, and I 
will not be a party to making that stain any more indelible. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I agree with what has been said, 


but I want to say in addition to what Senators on the other | 


side have stated, who have spoken on this subject as I should 
have expected them to speak, I happen to be chairman of our 
committee on committees, and can assure Senators on the 
other side that that committee will look into this matter thor- 
oughly. 
in office in the Senate than the majority; we are all equally 
interested in having honorable and proper service; but I do 
think that it would be the grossest injustice, with what has 
been said here to-day, to strike down, as it would strike down, 
a man of unblemished character hitherto, so far as we have all 
known—and he has been among us for 15 or 18 years—simply 
on what bas been alleged on the floor to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to amend made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FoLLetTtTe}. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I hardly think it is fair for the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEND] to suggest that I have 
been unfair in this regard. The matter has taken a course 
entirely unexpected to me, and I am not responsible for having 
precipitated this specific charge. 
charge. I suggested to the Senate that the charge had come to 
my attention. 

It is true, sir, I was advised of this prior to the last vote in 
the Lorimer case. I immediately advised Senator Bailey and 
Senator Cummins. I felt I could not honorably withhold the 
information from those two Senators, whatever it might be 
worth. I have since told several other Senators of the state- 
ment made to me. 

I did not make it at that time because I was unwilling to 
introduce this incident into the Lorimer trial, and I did not 
make it sooner with a view to removing this officer because I 
did not believe that it would be possible at that time to under- 
take his removal. I thought the wiser course was to defer until 
this occasion, when I supposed the charge could be investigated 
and he would either be vindicated or convicted of the charge 
and suitable action could be based upon a responsible report. 

I have pursued the course which I think the wise one. 

Mr. LODGE. I only desire to say, in view of what the Sena- 
tor from Oklahoma has said, that the certificate of deposit was 
lost when the first trial of the Lorimer case came on three years 
ago. . 

SEVERAL Senators. Four years ago. 

Mr. LODGE. I should have said four years ago. The Lori- 
mer case was tried a second time, and even then this matter 
was hever brought out. 

Mr. GORE. The Senator from Massachusetts has entirely 
misconceived what I said. I remember the incident; I know 
that it occurred on the first trial; I know that it was not mate- 
rial evidence on the last trial, owing to a fuller investigation 
by the committee; but the matter did not come to my attention 
until about three weeks before the last vote, and I did not think 
it was necessary to introduce it at that time. I could not fore- 
tell that Mr. Loeffler would be nominated for this place, and if 
he had not been so nominated, I should not have felt under any 
obligation to mention the matter now or hereafter. There would 
have been no occasion to make the matter public. 
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Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, inasmuch as I am paired and 
shall not have the privilege of casting a vote on this rol! eall, 
I desire, in a very few words, to explain my vote. I am not 
one of those on the majority side, referred to by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fottette}, if there be any, who believe 
that we can proceed with this election now and divest ourselves 
of all responsibility. I believe that the majority side in a mat- 


ter of this kind, and in this particular action, has responsibility 
as well as has the minority. I will suggest that this is not a 
question of electing or defeating this gentleman at this time; it 
is merely a question of postponing the matter temporarily til 


it can be locked into, investigated, and reported upon: that 
all. Then, if he is found innocent, the election can be proceed 
with at once and made unanimous. If he is found guilty, he wil! 
simply not be elected, instead of being turned out. I coneur in 
the views of the Senator from Wisconsin, that thi 
which needs investigation before being acted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ig a matter 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the gq 
tion. 
Mr. BACON. I understand the question to be upon the )- 


tion of the Senator from Wisconsin {[Mr. La Forrrrre] to st 
out so much of the resolution as relates to this parti 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the qu 
tion. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to s 
resolution the words 

And Acting Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the 

The secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was ecalled). I again an 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland | Mr 
JacKsoN]. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “1 ’ 

Mr. JAMES (when his name was called). I-have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. W l. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from C rado [Mr. Tuomas } 
and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MYERS (when his name was ealled). I have a pair with 


trike from the end of the 


| the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean]. In his absence I 


withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. OLIVER (when the name of Mr. Penrose was called) I 
wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Penrose] is necessarily 
absent from the city to-day. If he were present, he would vote 
“nay” on this proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] 
to the junior Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. Corr] and vote, 
I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). T havea ee 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Bryan], 
who is necessarily absent from the Senate. I transfer that pair 
to the junfor Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Sreruenson] and 
vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. P 
ROSE], but in view of the statement made on the floor 2 mo! 
ago by the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Oxiver], 
desire to vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the 
nounced—yeas 18, nays 45, as follows: 

YEAS—13. 
Bristow Kern Newlands Thompson 


Clapp La Follette O'Gorman Vardaman 
Gore Lane Owen Walsh 
James Lea Shafroth 

Jones Martine, N. J. Sheppard 


NAYS—45. 





Ashurst Hughes Ransdell Sm 

facon Johnson, Me, Robinson St 
Bankhead Johnston, Ala. Root Sutherland 
Bradley Lodge Saulsbury Swanson 


Brandegee 


Martin, Va. 


Shields 


Thornton 






Catron Nelson Shively Tillman 
Chamberlain Oliver Simmons ‘Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. Overman Smith, Ariz, Warren 
Dillingham Page Smith, Ga. Williams 


Fall 
Fletcher 
Gallinger 


Borah 


Perkins 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
NOT 
Crawford 


VOT 


Smith, Md. 


Smith, Mich. 


Smith, 8S. C. 
ING—29. 
Lippitt 


Stephenson 


brady Culberson McCumber Sterling 
Bryan Cummins McLean Thomas 
Burleigh du Pont Myers Weeks 
Burton Gronna Norris Works 
Chilton Hitchcock Penrose 


Clark, Wyo. 
Colt 


Jackson 
Kenyon 


Poindexter 
Reed 


So Mr. LA Fotietre’s amendment was rejected. 
























The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the original 
resolution, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask for a division of 
the question on so much of the resolution as relates to the elec- 
tion of an Acting Assistant Doorkeeper at this time. 

Mr. LODGE. The officers are all elected separately. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am informed that all these officials | 
are elected separately. That being true, I withdraw my request. 
This I understand to be a motion to proceed to the election. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The- resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana submits 
a resolution and asks unanimous consent for i:3s immediate con- 
sideration. The resolution will be read. (S. Res. 7.) 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That James M. Baker, of South Carolina, be, and he is 


hereby, elected Secretary of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out the name of ‘‘ James M. Baker, ef South Caro- 
lina.” and inserting the name of “ Charles Goodwin Bennett, of 
New York,” as Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I move that we proceed to elect a Secretary 
of the Senate by ballot, and that the roll be called, or by a 
viva voce vote, if it is not desired to have the roll called. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no intention to call the roll. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Very well; I withdraw the motion which I 
just made. 

The VIC PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] to the 
resolution. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the adop- | 
tion of the origiual resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana submits 
a resolution and asks unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration, The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 11), as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles P. Higgins, of Missouri, be, and he is hereby, 
elected Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move to amend the reso- 
lution by striking out the name of “ Charles P. Higgins, of Mis- 
souri,” and substituting the name of “ BE. Livingstone Cornelius, 
of Maryland.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment to the resolution proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the original resolution. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana submits 
a resolution and asks unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 8), as follows: 

Resolved, That Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, of the District of Colum- 
bia, be, and he is hereby, elected Chaplain of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resclution. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I move to amend the resolu- 
lion by striking out the name of “ Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman” 
and inserting that of “ Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.” for 
Chaplain. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the resolution, proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs onthe adop- 
tion of the original resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana sub- 
mits a resolution and asks unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Thomas W. Keller, of West Virginia, be, and he is 
hereby, elected Assistant ae of the Senate; and that Carl A. 
Loeffler, of Pennsylvania, be, and he is hereby, chosen Acting Assistant 
Doorkeeper of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, Mr. President, I ask for a sepa- 
rate vote on those two proposed names, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
for a separate vote on the two names contained in the resolu- 
tion. The votes will be taken separately in the absence of 
objection. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not ask for a roll call upon the 
first name, that of Mr. Keller; but I propose to ask for a roll 
call upon the election of the Acting Assistant Doorkeeper for 
this side of the Chamber; and I propose to offer another name 
for the consideration of the Senate for that position. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will first be taken 
upe-. the election of the Assistant Doorlkeeper. The first clause 
of the resolution will be read. (S. Res. 9.) 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thomas W. Keller, of West Virginia, be, and he is 
hereby, elected Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agr-cing to co 
muc. of the resolution as has just been read. 

The first clause of the rasolution was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The cuestion now is on the second 
division of the resolution, which will be read. (S. Res. 10.) 

The Secretary read as follows: 


And that Carl A. Loeffler, of Pennsylvania, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Acting Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. For that position, Mr. ~resident, I 
place in nomination the name of “A. D. Sumner,” who has 
served in the capacity, I think, of Acting Assistant Doorkeeper 
upon the other side of the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDEN... The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FYoLLetTtTe] will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the name of 
“Carl A. Loeffler, of Pennsylvania,” and insert “A. D. Sumner, 
of Iowa.” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I simply nominate Mr. Sumner, and 
ask for a roll call on the election. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asis 
for a roll call upon the question. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think we might proceed as we did in 
the case of the election of the President pro tempore of the 
Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Substituting the name of Mr. Sumner. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let each Senator as his name is called 
announce his preference. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I desire to say that I had 
intended to vote for Mr. Loeffler, but I do not believe that the 
election of any candidate should be proceeded with while charges 
are pending against him. I think that an investigation should 
first have been made; and if he is not guilty, which, from iny 
knowledge of him, I do not believe he is, then he could have 
been elected with the unanimous vote of the Senate, but I can 
not vote for Mr. Loeffler or anybody else under the circum- 
stances that present themselves to us at this time. I wanted to 
make that statement before the roll was called 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I have not 
taken any part in this matter, and the fact is this is the first 
I have heard of it; but I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. La Fotrerre] if he will not withdraw the motion to sub- 
stitute another name for the simple reason that these churges 
have just been made, and under the law as it has obtained all 
the while a man is considered innocent until he-is proven suiity. 
In view of the fact that these charges are now made and that 
the minority have declared their intention to sift them, and if 
the person be found guilty then judgment will be pronounced 
upon him, I think, in justice to the man charged. that we should 
allow him to be elected and then allow the investigation to be 
afterwards made. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to say that I voted for 
the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fou.er7e] 
a few moments ago simply because I thought that this matter 
ought to be investigated before the election was had. I cana not 

vote for Mr. Sumner under the circumstances, however, although 
I supported him in the Republican conference. Mr. Loeffler 
was the. choice of that conference, and I am perfectly willing 
to accept their verdict in that matter so far as this election of 
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the man is eoncerned. I am very much in the position of the 
Senator from Kansas {[Mr. Bristow]; I do not like to vote for 
anybody under these circumstances, because I think this matter 
ought to have been investigated before the election was had; but, 


as I bave said, I can not vote for Mr. Sumner under the cir- 


cumstances. 


rhe VICE PRESIDENT. 


tion and call the roll. 


cl n Acti 


gz Assistant 


rhe Srcnerary. The second clause of 


The Secretary 


£ 


A. Loeffler, of Pennsylvania, 


Doorkeeper of the Senate. 


state the ques 


the resolution 


To this Mr. La Fotterte offers an amendment to subst 
for the name of “ Carl A. Loeffler” the name of “A. D. Sumner.” 


Mr. JAMES. 


Mr. President, there : 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
“Mr. Sumner” be substituted in the resolution for the name of 
The Secretary will call the roll. 


“Mr. Loeffler”? 
The Secretary prpceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CHILTON (when his 


hame 


was called). I again 


is as 


and he is hereby, 


itute 


eems to be some confusion 
upon this side as to just what is the question before the Senate. | 
, The question is, Shall the name of 


an- 


nounce my pair, as on the previous vote, with the junior Senator 
If I were permitted to vote 


from Maryland [Mr. Jackson]. 
under what I understand to be the agreement and arrangement, | 


I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. JAMES (when his name was called). 


I have a general 


pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 


THOMAS] and will vote. 
Mr. MYERS (when his name was called). 


I vote “ yea.” 


I again announce 


my pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLran], and 


on account of his absence withhold my vote. 


yote, I should vote “ yea.” 


Mr. OWEN. (when his name was called). 
ing to vote against this young man without a hearing, and I | 
yote “nay.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
same as does the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. 


If at liberty to 


I do not feel will- | 


I feel regarding this matter much the 
I would 


prefer to have the matter referred to the proper committee. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


The ViCH PRESIDENT. 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
not feel like voting 
of law is that he is 

Mr. TOWNSEND 
already stated, 
Florida [Mr. Bryan]. 


I am paired 


As I 


tor from Wisconsin [Mr. STerPHENsSON] and will vote. I 


“nay.” 


The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GALLINGER 
inquire if the junior 


has voted? 


lhe VICE 
Senater has 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


PRESIDENT. 


voted. 


and therefere withdraw my 
The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 47, as follows: 
YEAS—5. 


Bristow 
Clapp 


Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Catron 
Chamberlain 


James 


The Chair 


La Follette 


NAYS—47. 


Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala, 
Jones 

Kern 

Lodge 


Martin, Va. 


Perkins 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
Root 


1S 


informed that 


Sheppard 


Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Swansan 
Thompson 
Thornton 


Clarke, Ark, Martine, N. J. Shively Tillman 
Dillingham Nelson Simmons ‘Townsend 
ral Oliver Smith, Ariz. Walsh 
Fletcher Overman Smith, Md. Warren 
Hitchcock Owen Smith, Mich. Williams 
Hughes Page Smith. S.C. 


NOT VOTING—40. 


Ashurst Culberson Lippitt Saulsbury 
Borah Cummins McCumber Shafroth 
Brady du Pont McLean Shields 
Bryan Galinuger Myers Smith. Ga. 
Burleigh Gore Newlands Stephenson 
Burton Gropna Norris Sterling 


Chilton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Colt 
Crawford 


Jackson 
Kenyon 
Lone 
Lea 


©'’Gorman 
Penrose ~ 

Poindexter 
Reed 


Thomas 
Vardaman 
Weeks 
Works 


So the amendment cf Mr. La Fouiette was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


tion of the original resolutic 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Debate is not in order, Mr. President. 
Debate is not in order. 
Under the circumstances of the case I do | 
against this young man. 
innocent, and I vote “ nay.” 
(when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator 
I transfer that pair to the junior Sena- 


The presumption 


have 


from | 


yote 


(after having voted in the negative). I | 
Senator from New York [Mr. O'Gorman] 


that 


I have a general pair with that Senator, 
vote, 


Mr. GORE. Mr. Presi 


ascertained in advance 


sv that it carries a guar: 
Mr. Loefller is new an 
date of the minority 


Committee on Privilk 


such a vindication I tl 


assurances have been 


the table. 
The VICE PRESIDEN’ 





Oklahoma. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Uy] 


interest in this controversy, a 
the truth should be known 


7 
( 


him entirely square before 


I am sure that he would co 


| Privileges and Elections be 
Mr. GALLINGER Mr. 


ter will be properly atten 


oT 
moves to lay on the table the 1 


lent, I w 
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The yeas and nays were ordered 


Mr. STONE. Mr. Presi: 


like to say just a word. 


It seems to me that the proper w: 
if the Se 


| is to withdraw this 


motion, 


| do so, which of course will result 


to lay on the table, and 
membership. 
These Senators are jus 
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of the Senate administration 


as much 


ait, pe.ore 


ve this 


in 


matter 
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as any other 


they will look into it and make a satisfactory re 


It may be in executive 
vidually. If that is not 
taken up at any moment. 


Senate, for the ren 


the table—— 

| Mr. OLIVER. 

a word. 
Mr. GORE. Mr. Pre 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE 
The VICE PRESIDEN’ 


Mr. Pr 


session: it 


done 
tut I snbmit 
right thing to do to take this matt 
by one sweep and refer 
son that, as 
especially appeals to a pr 
position by the minority themss 
it there for the time being. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
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The questior 


I know this motion is not 


Mr. GORE. I think I ean relieve 
the floor? 
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motion, and I trust no furt! 


Chair. 
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on account of his absence withhold my vote. 
yote, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Reep} to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] and 
will vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my general pair with the junior Senator from Florida 
{Mr. Bryan], which I transfer to the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin {Mr. StePHENSON] and will vote. I vote “ nay.” 

I desire to have this announcement stand for the day on all 
future votes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Penrose]. Not knowing how he would vote upon this par- 
ticular question I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote 
upon this question, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll cail was concluded. 

Mr. CHILTON. I made an announcement understanding that 
there was an agreement and an arrangement, but seeing that it 
is not so regarded I should like the Recorp to show that if I 
were at liberty to vote now I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. O’GorMAN]. I transfer that pair to the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Lirrirr] and will vote. 
I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). Mr. 
President, I desire to say that I voted “ yea” because I thought 
that was the desire of the minority, and I thought the matter 
ought to be left exclusively to them. But as they are divided 
on the subject I will, with the permission of the Senate, change 
my vole from “yea” to “nay.” I should be willing to leave it 
to them if they were unanimously of that desire. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 38, as follows: 


If at liberty to 


YEAS—10. 
Catron Nelson Root Warren 
Dillingham Page Smith, Mich, 
Gallinger Perkins Sutherland 
NAYS—38. 
Ashurst Hitchcock Martine, N. J. Smith, Md. 
Bacon Hughes Oliver Smoot 
Bankhead James Overman Stone 
Bradley Johnson, Me. Owen Swanson 
Brandegee Johnston, Ala. Pomerene Thompson 
Chamberlain Jones Ransdell Thornton 
Clapp Kern Robinson ‘Townsend 
Clark, Wyo. La Follette Saulsbury Walsh 
Vall Lea Shafroth 
Gore Martin, Va. Sheppard 
NOT VOTING—44. 

Borah Cummins Myers Smith, Ariz, 
Brady du Pont Newlands Smith, Ga. 
tristow Kietcher Norris Smith, 8. C. 
Bryan Gronna O'Gorman Stephenson 
Burleigh Jackson Penrose Sterling 

surton Kenyon Pittman Thomas 
Chilton Lane Poindexter Tillman 
Clarke, Ark, Lippitt Reed Vardaman 
Colt Lodge Shields Weeks 
Crawford McCumber Shively Williams 
Culberson McLean Simmons Works 


So Mr. GALLINGER’s motion to lay upon the table the motion 
made by Mr. Gore was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] to refer the charges to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I ask that the oath ct office be administered to 
the Secretary elect. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary elect will present 
himself at the desk for that purpose. 

Mr. Baker was escorted to the Vice President’s desk by 
Henry M. Rose, Assistant Secretary, and the oath prescribed 
by law having been administered to him, he took his seat at the 
Secretary's desk. 

Mr. KERN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 12), 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Dresident of the United States and the House of 
Representatives be notified of the election of Hon. JAMEes P. CLARKE of 
Arkansas as President pro tempore of the Senate, James M. Baker as 
Secretary of the Senate, and Charles P. Higgins as Sergeant at Arms 
and Doorkeeper of the Senate 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR EXTRA SESSION. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to offer a resolution. I ask unani- 


mous consent that it be printed in the Recorp and that it may 
lie on the table. _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada does not 
ask to have it read? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 

in the Recorp. 


I do not ask to have it read, but printed 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to know the nature of it be- 
fore consenting. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is a resolution for a legislative program. 
I will address the Senate on it at the next session. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res, 4) was or- 
dered to be printed in the Rercorp, as follows: 


Resolution for a legislative program during the extra session. 


1. Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that during the ap 
proaching extra session for the immediate revision of the tariff Congress 
should not only consider and pass comprehensive legislation regarding 
all the schedules of the tariff but should also, through the appropriate 
committees, consider other subjects of needed legislation, to be taken 
up for final action at the next regular session of Congress. 


TARIFF AND TAXATION. 


2. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Finance report at as 
early a date as possible during the extra session upon the following 
questions : 

(a) Whether the prices of any farm products in the United States 
are raised above the international level of prices Ly the duties now 
imposed on such products; and if so, what products, and whether such 
duties on such products can be abolished or materially reduced without 
injury to American industry, and to what extent. In such inquiry shall 
be included meats, cheese, wool, sugar, tobacco, wines, citrus fruits, and 
dried and preserved fruits. 
: >), ane products now on the dutiable list should be put on the 
ree St. 

(c) Whether it is practicable and advisable to change all duties from 
specific to ad valorem duties. 

(d) The average percentage of the duties imposed by the existing 
tariff, and the average percentage to which it is desirable to reduce the 
duties imposed under the proposed revision of the tariff, and the maxi- 
mum and the minimum duties which it is desirable to impose. 

(e) Whether it is practicable and desirable to distribute the proposed 
reduction over a period of four years. 

(f) Whether it is practicable and advisable after making the con- 
templated reduction in the tariff to organize an administrative tariff 
board, which, acting under rules fixed by Congress, shall have the power, 
either upon its own initiative, or upon the initiative of any importer, 
producer, or consumer, to further inquire into complaints of excessive 
duties prohibiting or unduly restricting importations, or of diminished 
duties permitting excessive importations, to the prejudice of existing 
domestic industries, and to the injury of the capital or labor employed 
therein, or of excessive duties prejudicial to domestic consumers, such 
board to present to the President and to Congress such recommendations 
as it may deem advisable. 

(g) Whether it is practicable and advisable to give such tariff board, 
after full investigation and hearing, the power, with the approval of 
the President, to make reductions or increases in duties, within certain 
limitations and under rules prescribed by Congress; and if so, what 
limitations and rules should be prescribed. 

(h) Whether it is practicable and advisable to make such rules and 
regulations for the action of such a tariff board as will enable the 
Government to feel its way gradually from a higher protective to a 
revenue basis withcut readjustments prejudicial both to domestic labor 
and capital, and without denying to the consumers needed relief from 
the imposition of excessive taxes upon foreign imports and excessive 
prices for domestic prouucts. 

(i) Whether it is advisable to provide a graduated income tax and 
a graduated inheritance tax with a view to making up any deficit in 
revenue caused by a reduction in customs duties, and also with a view 
to extending the operations of the National Government in cooperation 
with the States in the improvement of post roads, the regulation of 
rivers in aid of navigation, irrigation, water-power development, anc 
swamp-land reclamation, and also in cooperation with the States in the 
advancement of vocational education. 

(k) Whether it is practicable and advisable to appoint a budget 
committee, of which the chairman of the Appropriation Committee and 
the chairmen of the other supply committees shall be members. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


3. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce 
popees at as early a date as possible during the extra session upon the 
following questions: 

(a) Whether it is advisable to supplement the existing Sherman 
Antitrust Act by legislation which will more specifically define restraints 
of trade, including therein the prevention of unfair competition, stock 
watering, overcapitalization, excessive size, interlocking directors, and 
the holding by one corporation of the stock of another. 

(b) Whether it is advisable to substitute for the present system of 
holding companies, by which a corporation organized under the laws 
of a single State is made the means of federating corporations organized 
under the laws of other States for the purpose of interstate transporta- 
tion, a national act for the incorporation of holding os under 
which railway companies organized under the laws of different States 
may be federated for interstate transportation, such holding companies 
to be subject in their general conduct to the regulation of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

(c) Whether it is advisable to organize an interstate-trade com- 
mission, in which shall be merged the officials, powers, and functions 
of the Bureau of Corporations, with powers of publicity, investigation, 
correction, and recommendation regarding corporations engaged in 
interstate trade similar to those conferred upon-.the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission regarding corporations engaged in interstate trans- 
portation, but without the power to fix prices, such interstate-trade 
commission to have the power to aid the courts in the administration 
of the Sherman Act and other legislation supplementary thereto. 

(ad) Whether it is advisable to provide for the creation of a board 
of river regulation which shall bring into cooperation the departments 
and services of the National Government whose duties in any way re- 
late to waterways in devising and carrying out comprehensive plans 
for the promotion of interstate commerce by the regulation of river 
flow, the mitigation of destructive floods, by the promotion of storage 
above and of bank and levee protection below, the establishment of 
terminal and transfer facilities, the coordination of rail and water 
carriers, and the cooperation of the Nation with the States, each within 
its jurisdiction, in plans and works for the full and, so far as practl- 
cable, compensatory development of the rivers for every useful purpose, 
and the establishment of an ample fund for continuous work during 
a period of 10 years. 

(e) Whether it is practicable and advisable to bring into coordina- 
tion under the Interstate Commerce Commission the related subjects 









; 
’ 


a aha 


Ped 


1913. 





of interstate transportation, interstate trade, and interstate exchange, 
by the creation of three boards in such commission, one relating to 
interstate transportation, one relating to interstate trade, and one 
relating to interstate exchange, the present Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to constitute the board of interstate transportation, the pro- 
posed interstate-trade commission to constitute the board of interstate 
trade, and the proposed banking commission to constitute the board of 
interstate exchange, merging into the board of interstate trade the 
present Bureau of Corporations and merging into the board of inter- 
state exchange the Comptroller's office. 


INTERSTATE EXCHANGE. 


4. Resolved, That the proper Senate committee report as soon as 
possible during the extra session upon the following question : 

(a) Whether it is practicable and advisable to organize under na- 
tional law in each State a national reserve association, in which the 
State banks engaged in interstate exchange and complying with the 
national legislation as to capital and reserves shall be united with 
the national banks as members, such associations to have the powers 
of issue relating to emergency currency now enjoyed by the constituent 
national banks; such associations to have such of the powers proposed 
by the National Monetary Commission to be conferred upon a central 
national reserve association as are necessary and advisable; such State 
associations to have the powers of investigation and correction regard- 
ing the affairs of the constituent banks; such State associations to be 
brought into federation for the protection of interstate exchange and the 
prevention of bank panics through a national banking commission fairly 
representative of the different sections of the country, part of which 
shall be selected by such associations and part by the President of 
the United States; such national barking commission to have powers 
of investigation and ccrrection over the State associations, and to 
report to the President and Congress annually such recommendations 
as it deems advisable regarding legislation and administration con- 
cerning monetary affairs. 


PUBLIC LANDS AND NATURAL RESOURCES, 
5. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Public Lands report at 
as early a date as possible during the extra session upon the following 
questions : 

(a) Whether it would be advisable for the National Government to 
promote the development of Alaska by the construction of a railroad 
or railroads; and, if so, the probable cost and plans for construction 
and operation. 

(b) Recommendations regarding the protection of our natural re- 
sources in timber, coal, iron, and oil against monopolistic control. 

(c) The applicability of the land laws of Canada to the conditions 
of our public domain, and particularly those provisions regarding the 
grant of the surface to scttlers, excluding from the operation of the 
grant—timber, coal, iron, oil, and water-power sites. 





MILITARY EXPENSES AND AUXILIARY NAVY. 


6. Resolved, That the Committees on Military and Naval Affairs 
report at as early a date as possible during the extra session upon the 
following questions: 

(a) The preparation of a plan for the more efficient administration 
and cooperation of the Army and Navy and the reduction of the total 
Army and Navy expense for the next four years to not exceeding 
$225,000,000 annually, with the aid of a board of Army and Navy 
officers to be selected by the President. 

(b) A plan for the construction of auxiliary ships for the Navy, to 
be used in time of war in aid of the fighting ships and in time of peace 
in establishing necessary service through the Panama Canal and new 
routes of commerce to foreign countries through lease to shipping com- 
panies; such legislation involving the temporary diminution of the 
construction of fighting ships and the substitution of auxiliary ships 
—_ a view to the organization of a well-proportioned and efficient 
Navy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, my purpose in offering 
these resolutions is to secure the consideration during the 
extra session by the appropriate committees of the various sub- 
jects which are likely to come up for legislative action during 
the next regular session in December. 

Our experience in these extra sessions teaches us that whilst 
the tariff bill is in committee or pending in the House, the 
Senate has nothing to do, and whilst the bill is pending in the 
Senate the House has nothing to do, and that while the com- 
mittees in the Senate and the House having jurisdiction of the 
tariff are busy the remaining committees are without occu- 
pation. 

The Democratic platform presents so many matters requiring 
legislative action that it is important that the committees should 
clear the way as soon as practicable, and the extra session offers 
this opportunity. It is not my purpose to embarrass the extra 
session by any legislation relating to subjects other than the 
tariff, but simply to keep the committees of the Senate during 
the extra session employed in work which will be productive 
of results at the next regular session commencing in December. 

The subjects which I have incorporated in this legislative 
program are subjects which are referred to in the Democratic 
platform and require early solution. 

The membership of Congress is highly efficient. The methods 
of Congress are not highly efficient. Experience has shown 
that owing to these methods the sessions of Congress are con- 
Stantly increasing in length, so that they threaten to become 
continuous. The resolutions do not commit the Senate in any 
way to specific legislation, but simply call upon the appropriate 
committees for reports upon the different Subjects of legislation 
which will be of great advantage in the ultimate solution of 
legislative problems. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 
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THE PANAMA CANAL (S. DOC. NO. 2). 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I present and ask to have 
printed as a public document an article appearing in The Out 
look on the Panama Canal, by Samuel Seabury, justice of the 
Supreme Court of the State of New York. It is a very illumi 
nating article, and I feel that it is exceedingly appropriate at 
this particular time. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear the request of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It is an article appearing in 
The Outlook on the Panama Canal, by Samuel Seabury, justice 
of the Supreme Court of the State of New York. As L stated, 
it is a most illuminating article and an intelligent one, and I 
feel that it is infinitely appropriate to the conditions that t 
day confront us regarding the canal. I ask that it may 
printed as a public document. It is a short article. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course I am not going to object, but it is 
becoming the practice of the Senate to have every article pub 
lished in any of the magazines made a public document. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have no desire to ineumber 
the Recorp with every magazine article, and I see 
them. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to object to the Sena 
request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 


ve 


May of 


Without objection, it will he so 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. KERN. I meve that the Senate proceed to the consider: 
tion of executive business. 
The motion wis agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn until Saturday 
next at 2 o’clock p. m. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Saturday, Mareh 15, 1913, at 
2 o’clock p. m. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate March 13, 1 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 

Beverly T. Galloway, of the District of Columbia, to 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, vice Willet M. Hlays, 
signed. 


AGRICULTURE. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMER( 

Edwin F. Sweet, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

John Skelton Williams, of Virginia 


, to be Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Franklin Delano Roosevelt, of New York, to be Assistant 

retary of the Navy, vice Beekman Winthrop; resigned. 
PURCHASING AGENT FoR THE Post Orrick DEPARTMENT. 

James A. Edgerton, of New Jersey, to be purchasing agent 
for the Post Office Department for a period of four years, 
John A. Holmes, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE Puptic Heattu SeRvIcr. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Carroll Fox to be surgeon in the Pub! 
Health Service, to rank as such from December 1, 1912 rhis 
officer has served the required time in his present grade and has 
passed the necessary examination for promotion. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Charles R. Noyes, Infantry, unassigned, to be 
colonel from March 8, 1913. 

Lieut. Col: George Bell, jr., detailed inspector general (Infan 
try), to be colonel from March 9, 1913, vice Col. Samuel W. 
Miller, Infantry, unassigned, detached from his proper command. 

Maj. Benjamin C. Morse, Infantry, unassigned, to be lieute 
ant colonel from Mareh 11, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. David ¢ 
Shanks, Ninth Infantry, detailed as inspector general on that 
date. 

Capt. Hanson E. Ely, Infantry, unassigned, to be major from 
March 2, 1913, vice Maj. James Baylies, Ninth Infantry, retired 
from active service March 1, 1913. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

First Lieut. John P. Hasson, Sixth Cavalry, 
from March 10, 1913, vice Capt. Thomas G. 
Cavalry, who died March 9, 1913. 


to be captain 
Carson, Tenth 
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Second Lieut. Guy H. Wyman, Eleventh Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 10, 1913, vice First Lieut. Joha P. Has- 
son, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Capt. Michael J. McDonough, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from February 27, 1913, vice Maj. Chester Harding, promoted. 

First Lieut. Harold S. Hetrick, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from February 27, 1913, vice Capt. Michael J. Me- 
Donough, promoted. 

First Lieut. William A. Johnson, Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from February 28, 1913, vice Capt. Edward M. Adams, 
retired from active service February 27, 1913. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 


March 12, 1918. 


To be first lieutenants with rank from 


Harry Loren Arnold, of Michigan. 

Guy Cluxten Boughton, of Pennsylvania. 
Athel Campbell Burnham, of New York. 
Charles Horace Francis, of Illinois. 
Beverley Drake Harison, of Michigan. 

Johbu Barnes Jack, of Iinois. 

Thomas Martin Joyce, of Minnesota. 

Joseph Victor Klauder, of Pennsylvania, 
George Alexander Knowles, of Pennsylvania. 
Walter Estell Lee, of Pennsylvania. 

James Acker Mattison, of South Dakota. 
Wilhelm Weinberger, of New York. 

Luther Halsey Reichelderfer, of the District of Columbia. 
William Toy Shoemaker, of Pennsylvania. 
Joseph Marius Shramek, of Nebraska. 

Otto Augustus Wall, jr., of Missourt. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 13, 1918. 
FIRS 
. Roper to be First Assistant Postmaster General. 
Tuirp As 


Alexander M. Dockery to be Third Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 


POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


ASSISTANT 
Daniel C 


SISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


FourtH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 
James I. Blakslee to be Fourth Assistant Postmaster General. 


PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Ralph D. Spalding to be an assistant civil engineer. 

Nathaniel M. Terry, a citizen of Maryland, to be a professor 
of mathematics. 

William W. Johnson, a citizen of Maryland, to be a professor 
of mathematics. 

Antoine J. Corbesier, a citizen of Maryland, to be a first lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps. 

lienry P. Torrey to be a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps. 


SENATE, 
sSaturDAay, March 15, 1913. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. 
Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER 
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
with and the Journal was approved. 


D., of the city of 


SENATOR FROM NEW HAMPSHIBE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
privilege. I present the credentials of Mr. Henry F. Hor.is, 
elected a Senator from the State of New Hampshire. I ask 
that the credentials may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The credentials of Henry F. Ho.uiis, chosen by the Legis 
lature of the State of New Hampshire a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1913, were read and 
ordered to be filed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator elect is present 
and prepared to take the oath. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The newly elected Senator will 
present himself at the desk for that purpose. 

Mr. IHioLtis was escorted to the Vice President’s desk by Mr. 
GALLINGER, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries. 

STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I rise to ask unanimous con- 
sent to print certain matter in the Recorp. I may say in ex- 
planation that it is usual for the Committees on Appropriations 
of the House and Senate to submit on the last day of the session 
a statement giving a history of the appropriation bills and the 
sum total of the appropriations, also the estimates from the 
departments and the amounts at the various stages of progress 
of the bills—amounts of the bills as brought into the House and 
voted upon there, and as they came to the Senate, and so forth. 

The stress of business near the close of the last session of the 
Sixty-second Congress was such that the clerks of the committees 
of the House and Senate were unable to complete the statement. 
The chairman of the Appropriations Committee of the House 
received permission to extend his remarks and print tables in 
the Recorp, I think, within 15 days after final adjournment— 
that is, as the Recorp is being printed from day to day contain- 
ing speeches which were withheld. The appropriation matter 
was released yesterday. 

So, on the part of the Senate, I now wish to submit this 
table, which has been agreed upon by the accountants of both 
committees. In fact, there are two tables—one which shows 
the totals and another which shows a comparison between the 
appropriation bills for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1913, and 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914. 

It is usual for the chairmen of such committees to make some- 
what extended remarks when they present the matter. I shall 
not do that now. I observe from the printed proofs, which I 
have here before me, that the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House and the former ranking member of 
the minority of the House have submitted or will submit ex- 
tended remarks, and while they differ, as party statements al- 
ways do, they unite upon one recommendation—that al] appro- 
priation bills should be handled by one committee. I shall offer 
no remarks wpon that statement, but shall ask those who are 
interested in the subject to turn to the record that will be made 
on the House side by the two Members chosen to represent their 
parties in connection with this table. 

I merely ask now that the table may be inserted in the 
REcorRD. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I was taken very much by 
surprise, I confess, yesterday when I was notified by the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming, the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, that he intended to make a financial statement. I 
was not first upon the list of the minority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and, as is well known by Senators, I have been 
sick. If I had known that the Senator from Wyoming was 
going to make this statement, I should have taken it upon 
myself, as an individual member of that committee, to prepare 
a counter statement, because the statements of the views of the 
minority and majority do not agree in many respects. I do not 
know that I shall now have time to make out a statement. 

I wish to say, however, Mr. President, that many, many mil- 
lions of dollars were added to the appropriation bills by the 
Senate, and many great items in the legislative appropriation 
bill and other bills that came from the House of Representa- 
tives were increased against my protest. 

If I had time I should like to make a statement. It is im- 
possible to make a statement without having the figures at 
hand ready to read. I have not, of course, examined the state- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming. It may be cor- 
rect. I do not say it is not correct, but I expect on many items 
we will have some differences. I merely thought, as a member 
of the minority of the committee and not a leading member, 
but as an individual member 

Mr. BACON. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor, which I presume would be entirely acceptable to the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I yield. 

Mr. BACON. It is that in view of the statement made by the 
Senator from North Carolina that he would desire to make such 
a statement and has not now time to do it, that the Senator 
from Wyoming will withhold his statement until the extra ses- 
sion, in order that the two statements may go into the Recorp 
at the same time. 

Mr. WARREN. My idea in offering it now is this: The 
country is always anxious to know what the expenses of a 
session are when it is over, and it is usual to have the state- 
ment prepared and submitted on the last day of the session. 
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It was not the fault of the Senate any more than it ne of the | I wanted the statement that I make now to go in the 
House that we were unable to make it prior to March 4. with the statement made by the chairman of the 
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coniliitltlee, 
The statement itself does not make charges against any party | Not having been able to examine his figures, I felt called upon 
nor does it aflirm for any party any approbation. It simply | at this time to make this statement, and later I will submit a 
gives the tigures, and I may say to my friend from North Caro- | statement in detail. 
lina that it gives in detail the additions made by the Senate, Mr. WARREN. I think I ought to correct the Senator in one 
which is exactly what the Senator will want to know. It gives | respect. They are not my figures at all. They are the figures of 
every detail of addition and subtraction by the Senate and “7 the two accountants or head clerks of the two Committees on 
to be printed in that manner, furnishing that information. t| Appropriations—on the House side and the Senate side—and 
the Senator should wish to have something printed later, I} they are identical. 
certainly would have no objection. The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the : of 
Mr. OVERMAN, fr. President, I will say in answer to the the Senator from Wyoming? There being no objection, | 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] what I was about to state, | sion is granted. 
that I shall not be precluded from making a statement later.| The matter referred to follows. 
I story of appropriz ion bills, third session of the Sizty-second Congress; estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 1913-14; and ap 
{Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the House and Sen ] 
Title Estimates. 1914 Re —? to the Passed the | Report ort ad t a Passed the | I "214 I . 
” —s ee | He House. |  &en | Senate. 
~——_— ———|———___—__—— —--——-}-- antag ) 
$18, 287,230.00 | $17,593,275 00 | $17,593,325.00 | $18,566,590. 00 | , 553, 202 | $17,986, 945. 00 $16,651, 495. 00 
95,397,631.13 | 93,990, 177.56 93, 905, 177. 56 94, 585,728.51 | 94,585, 1 94, 266,145. 51 10,9 8 
3,965, 392. 61 | 3, 764, 6 42. ¢ 66 3, 707, 642. 66 3,745, 642. 66 » 66 | 8, 730, 642. ¢ 17.4 
12,874, 297.60 | 11, 221,964.00} 10,720,534.00} 11,702,899. 00 ” | 11,375, 639. 0 0 
7,009, 834 - | 5, 218, 250. 00 5, 218, 250. 00 5, 218, 250. 00 | | 218. 250.09 { 
11,303, 316. & 7,674, 653, 28 .B 23 | 9, 411, 129. 98 , 
34, 897, 505. 50 3, 50 ] 2 | 335, 183, 864. 50 ‘ g 
j 69 | 1, 069, 87), 87 1, 069, 570. 87 1, 124, 590. 87 | 87 | 1,099, 734. 8 1 O64, 688 
Ni 151, 163, 758. 53 } 146, 617,824.53 | 138,079, 460.53 | 138, 824, 016. 02 2 | 140, S00, 643. 53 123, 225, 007. 76 
Pe 185, 220,000.00 | 180, so 0.0 180, 300, 000. 00 180, 300,009. 00 ” | 180, 300, 000. 00 165, 14 15. S4 
PE Se Ooi idobdundetencubaaaanay } 281,791, 508.00 | 283,721, 481. 00 | 234, 164,181.00 | 285, 589, 542. 00 285° 809" 542 00 | 285, 376, 271. 00 271, 429 » OO 
NN NE Ns Fn dinebasicndeccesses | 6 43, 829, 010. 00 | 3711298 8. 00 | : = oo 41,195, 945. 00 42,034, 945.00 | € 41,073, 004. 00 31,059, 370. 59 
I sb 008 6 0 Sek ce cncdacdeccccads | &128,357,629.43 | 113,271,614. 66 | 11: 63, 620. 66 118, 525, 726. 91 119, 523, 000. 91 | #116, 718, 385. 91 0 112.0389 1) 
: Seiad eaedenn sisinainineeensigellibien eansinansiaiati i aethnnnninin’ ; ‘ 
i erin cali dnahl | 977,681,299. 02 | 936, 454, 217. 06 |} 927 Til, 457.06 | 947,892,382.82 | 958,121, 508. 82 12, 540, 746. 9 873, 05 19 
Deficiency, 1913, and prior years......... | 131,500,000. 00 24,235,740.17 | 24,224,110.17 28, O48, 624. 33 28 "604, 672. 38 8, 081,549. 1 70 ’ 
a dae abed usp inked Oo dase Canin 1,009,181, 299. 02 | 960, 689, 957.23 951 , 935, 567. 23 | 5 ;, 181. 20 | 09 | 882, 757 ‘ 
SEI ettiriiiincied cxatncnikisen ul 13, 500, 009. 00 | cone] 00 448 ' 
Total regular annual appropriations | 1,022 681, 299. 02 09 | 886, 206, 28 


Permanent annual appropriations. .. . 


18 127) 5 25, 664. 12 


Grand total, regular and perma- 
nent annual appropriations. ...... 1, 150, 206, 963. 14 


Amount of es timated revenues for fiscal year 1914 








$710 
231, 


Total of estimated revenues for fiscal year 1914 


21 | 41,019, 41 


000, 000. 09 
791, 508. 00 


A Shen ARMTERab erat bathan tah acebehwaaddetaddeudecsak sabmiangsinaeakqnedaidudyeaate edaada . 991,791 00 
This amount includes $1,350,000 appropriated in a joint resolution, approved July 8,1912, for the Organized Militia, a like sum having been carried by the Army act w! 
was vetoed, and omitted from the Army act finally approved. 
? One-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department, which are payable from the réven f 
the water department. 
* This amount includes ap Se for objects for which there was appropriated for similar purposes $999,670 in other than the legislative act for 1913. ' 
‘Includes all expenses of the postal service payable from postal revenues and out of the Treasury. 
¢ In addition to this amount the sum of $12,937,982 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements is included in the sundry civil ¢ ! 
for 1914, 
¢ In addition to this amount the sum of $10,045,795 is appropriated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improveme 
jor 1914. 
7 In addition to this amount the sum of $9,500,250 was appropriated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improveme 
for 1913. 
* This amount includes $12,937,982 to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements, and $30,174,432.11 for construction and fortif f 
the Panama Canal for 1914. 
* This amount includes $10,045,795 to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements, and $21,135,393 for construction and fortification of tha 
Panama Canal for 1914, and appropriations for objects for which there was a ypropriated for similar purposes $6,152,798.56 in other than the sundry civil act for 19 
© This amount includes $9,500,250 to carry out contracts authorized by oe for river and harbor improvements, and $31,786,950 for the construction and fortification 
oi the Panama Canal for 1913. 
4 This amount is approximated. 
2 This is the amount submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury in the annual estimates for the fiscal year 1914, the exact amount appropriated not being aseortainab 


until two years after the close of the fiscal year. This amount includes estimated amount of $60,685,000 to meet s inking-fund obligations for 1914 
13 In addition to this amount contracts are authoyized to be entered into, subject to future 
District of C olumbia act, $2,185,000; by the fortification act, $300,000; by the ‘naval act, $21,296,524; by the rivers and harbors act, $5,795,800; by the p iblie bu 




























appropriations by Congress, as follows: By the Army act, $150,000; by the 


ildings act, 
39,892,850 (exclusive of $5, 116 000 for authorizations without contracts); in all, $70,620, i7 4. 
14 In addition to this amount contracts are authorized to be entered into, subject ‘to future appropriations by Congress, as follows: By the fortification act, $371,4 

by the naval act, $23,852,500; by the rivers and harbors act, $2,200,000; in all, $26,423,900. 

Comparison of appropriations, fiscal years 1913 and 1914 

Title of bill. | Po Fiscal year 1913. | Fiscal year 1914. | —_ “191 - a . mgt ooay 

a ANG) FU Nailin ith hed ae cE R cas thadnn ci. ddan cbdédanencédeccecoassdecqasous £16, 651, 496. 00 $17, 986, 945.00 | $1,335, 449. 00 
DET scntidbbbicemttiehedtiinns dnneenhncs iaiinanmbiian tnate niiinwckdsamentiasdwireins cencdad .-| 90,958, 712.98 $4, 266, 145.51 3, 307, 432. 53 
ale CE RS PERE GCN aD 3, 638, 047. 41 3, 730, 642. 66 | 92,595. 25 
ee Fs rac wnbiindbedddcnddduedsdGeadhisccudédasecesoageacussies | 10, 670, 733. 00 11,375, 639. 00 | 704, 906. 00 
POINTS 15. isi 5s acd cn'ecuicdie EEE LSE TR NS RS PEE 4,036, 235.00 5, 218, 250. 00 | 1,182,015. 00 
Ie iar citian sk bumadbaanudbbenadkinaeceddwinedsinnes 8, o05, 970. 66 9, 411, 129.98 | 490, 159. 32 
ae se tet ems ee errs este ineostenes 34, 216, 463. 38 35, 183, 864. 50 | 967, 401. 12 
SP ANP Sa oc 5aesccbesi itbsceccsot veces eeRd an cdbddadudaddesssehencdascacathadtedenand 1, 064, 668. 26 1, 099, 734. 87 | 33, O66. O1 
ROVE cc tncevan hobeetiiddceneidn RUN Gade bathibdetbdeadddccduddecenccescevancqnsecsnsesces | 123, 225, 007.76 140, 800, 643.53 | 
ed a tind sheath aeeaeteiad Adaline whinge dni eS ere eee 165, 146, 145. 84 180, 300, 000. 00 } 
DUM es Sn see Se a on nsennhanbadsnnnets 271, 429,599.00 | 285,376, 271. 00 
River and harbor................ SUSSUedbveecedecs insdwapda dadbeudeduabsssdesdteenesbanescians 31,059, 370. 50 41,073, 094. 00 | 
Dek caccsadvdsccuaditens WWadibha dcctibensdudodcsus indi fhiddnaitnehndsakemibbaoite ean 112, 039, 184. 40 116,718, 386.91 | 
aa iii nee, sunt eta iba caihicwmadhe AE eats busine deesntbianes 9, 700, 939. 67 28, 081, 549. 13 | 
CCS. succes kts ee ee a tee oe 3, 448, 712. 93 500, 000. 00 |... $2, 948, 712.9 
Permanent annua! appropriations.....................-...- Deh Acad idee cddbeb vies habeas ne 133, 206, 424. 12 127, 525, 664. 12 », O80, 760. 00 


COONS nbn R6No CeO eesc coe cdocodeessooeseeoccesececcccees eeeccccccccecccescccccccccceccccccs| By OD, 412,710.91 | 1,008, 647, 960.21 | 





Net increase, 1914 over 1913, $79,235 ,249.30. - 
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COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. 


KERN. Mr. President, I propose the order I send to the 
desk, and ask for its adoption. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks for 
the adoption of an order, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the order, as follows: 

Ordered, That so much of Rule XXIV of the Senate as provides for 
appointment of the standing and other committees of the Senate by 
ballot be suspended 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the order just 
read? The Chair hears none, and the order is adopted. 

Mr. KERN. I offer the resolution I send to the desk, and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, and the Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following sball constitute the standing 
committees of the Senate of the Sixty-third Congress: 

On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress: 


Mr. Penrose (chairman), Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Stone, Mr. 
Ilughes, and Mr. Vardaman. 
On Agriculture and Forestry: Mr. Gore (chairman), Mr. 


Smith of South Carolina, Mr. Smith of Georgia, Mr. Sheppard, 
Mr. Shafroth, Mr. Ransdell, Mr. Thompson, Mr. Robinson, Mr. 
Chamberlain, Mr. Warren, Mr. Page, Mr. Crawford, Mr. Brad- 
ley, Mr. Gronna, Mr. Brady, and Mr. Norris. 

On Appropriations: Mr. Martin of Virginia (chairman), Mr. 
Overman, Mr. Owen, Mr. Smith of Maryland, Mr. Chamberlain, 
Mr. Lea, Mr. Bryan, Mr. Shafroth, Mr. Tillman, Mr. Culberson, 
Mr. Warren, Mr. Perkins, Mr. Gallinger, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Oliver, 
Mr. Dillingham, and Mr. Jones. 

To Audit and Control the. Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Mr. Williams (chairman), Mr. Shafroth, Mr. Reed, Mr. Dilling- 
ham, and Mr. Bristow. 

On Banking and Currency: Mr. Owen (chairman), Mr. Hitch- 


cock, Mr. O’Gorman, Mr. Reed, Mr. Pomerene, Mr. Shafroth, 
Mr. Hollis, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Bristow, Mr. Burton, Mr. Craw- 
ford, and Mr. Weeks. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is a little unexpected that 


the Senator from Indiana should offer as complete the Senate 
committees, inasmuch as we were only informed late yesterday 
that the majority desired some changes, and I thought I was 
understood in suggesting that we should have time for a meet- 
ing this morning of the committee on committees to rearrange 
the committees as proposed as nearly as we could. 

However, I do not wish to delay action on the resolution of 
the Senator from Indiana, and if I may correct the minority 
list as each committee is reached I shall then offer no objection, 
of course, to the further consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KERN. Very well. 

Mr. WARREN. On Banking and Currency, commencing with 
he minority members, the list should read Mr. Nelson, Mr. 
Bristow, Mr. Crawford, Mr. McLean, and Mr. Weeks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the list of 
the committee as amended. 

The Seorerary. The Committee on Banking and Ourrency 
would then read: 

Mr. Owen (chairman), Mr. Hitchcock, Mr. O’Gorman, Mr. 
Reed, Mr. Pomerene, Mr Shafroth, Mr. Hollis, Mr. Nelson, Mr. 
Bristow, Mr. Crawford, Mr. McLean, and Mr. Weeks. 

The reading was continued, as follows: 

On Canadian Reiations: Mr. Shields (chairman), Mr. Rans- 
dell, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Gore, Mr. Smith of Maryland, Mr. Oliver, 
Mr. Cummins, Mr. Burton, and Mr. Root. 

On the Census: Mr. Chilton (chairman), Mr. Pomerene, Mr. 
Sheppard, Mr. Shively, Mr. Thornton, Mr. Martine of New Jer- 
sey, Mr. Thompson, Mr. La Follette, Mr. Cummins, Mr. du Pont, 
Mr. McLean, and Mr. Townsend. 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment: Mr. Pomerene (chair- 
man), Mr. Johnston of Alabama, Mr. Myers, Mr. James, Mr. 
Hollis, Mr. Shields, Mr. Ransdell, Mr. Cummins, Mr. La Follette, 
Mr. Smoot, Mr. Colt, and Mr. Sterling. 

On Claims: Mr. Bryan (chairman), Mr. Overman, Mr. Pitt- 
man, Mr. Robiuson, Mr. James, Mr. Johnson of Maine, Mr. Mar- 
tin of Virginia, Mr. Lane, Mr. Crawford, Mr. Bristow, Mr. 
Bradley, Mr. Burleigh, Mr. ————, and Mr. Norris. 

On Coast and Insular Survey: Mr. Saulsbury (chairman), 
Mr. Bryan, Mr. Culberson, Mr, Bankhead, Mr. Pittman, Mr. 
Townsend, Mr. Works, Mr. Brady, and Mr. Sterling. 

On Coast Defenses: Mr. Martine of New Jersey (chairman), 
Mr. Johnson of Maine, Mr. Simmons, Mr. Smith of Maryland, 
Mr. Sheppard, Mr. Lane, Mr. du Pout, Mr. Root, Mr. Catron, 
Mr. Weeks, and Mr. Burleigh. 

On Commerce: Mr. Clarke of Arkansas (chairman), Mr. 
Fletcher, Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Ransdell, Mr. Sheppard, Mr. 
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Vardaman, Mr. Shields, Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. Bankhead, 
Mr. Simmons, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Perkins, Mr. Smith of Michigan, 
Mr. Stephenson, Mr. Crawford, Mr. Oliver, and Mr. McLean. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, after the name of “ Mr. Sarr 
of Michigan,” I move to insert the name of “ Mr. Burton” and 
to strike off the name of “ Mr. McL&an.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the list 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The Secretary. The names of the minority side of the com- 
mittee will then read: 

Mr. Nelson, Mr. Perkins, Mr. Smith of Michigan, Mr. Burton, 
Mr. Stephenson, Mr. Crawford, and Mr. Oliver. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, at that point there should be 
inserted, so that it may be printed in the usual way: 

The conference of the minority: Mr. Gallinger, chairman. 

Mr. KERN. There is no objection to that, but the list as 
presented is exactly the way it was presented from the other 
side two years ago. 

Mr. BACON. ‘That has never heretofore appeared in the list 
of committees. 

Mr. WARREN. It so appears in the list of committees in 
the office of the financial clerk and in other lists. 

Mr. BACON. In what list? 

Mr. WARREN. In all the lists, I think. 

Mr. BACON. As adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to say that the Senate 
has heretofore adopted in the list of committees the name of 
a party official? 

Mr. WARREN. Is the Senate not adopting the entire party 
nominees for committees? 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; but that is a different matter. 
I do not think I can be mistaken in the fact, as the Senator 
will find. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand I am right. 
tor will look at the paper I have here. 

Mr. BACON. I may be in error, but I am speaking about the 
action of the Senate. Of course we know who such officials 
are, and all that, but the Senate does not. 

Mr. WARREN. Here it is in the committee list, which gives 
the name of Mr. MarrtIn. 

Mr. BACON. From what paper does the Senator read? 

Mr. WARREN. From the list of committees that was pre- 
pared officially; but, Mr. President, I do not wish to have any 
misunderstanding about this matter. I withdraw the sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I beg pardon of the Senator, 
but it is not the manner in which it has always been done, for 
I have before me the action of the Senate organizing the com- 
mittees at the last Congress, where a list is given of com- 
mittees named in the resolution offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALiIncerR], and that particular cem- 
mittee is not included in the list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise simply to say that, 
as objection has been made, I trust that it will be dropped from 
the list. I have no desire—— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. There is no objection to its being 
done in a proper way. 

Mr. WARREN. Well, would the Senator suggest in what 
way it should be done to get it into print? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It does not seem to have any 
place in the official list of committees, at least it has not here- 
tofore had a place. I have no objection to the minority putting 
it in as a separate resolution, and I do not believe I have any 
objection to their putting it in now, if they want to do so; it 
will take less time to do it than to talk about it. If they have 
any preference about it, I am satisfied that nobody over here 
will object to it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. In the list of committees that is printed 
in the Directory the name of such a committee does not appear. 

Mr. WARREN. It appears in the official list for the use of 
the Senate. However, I withdraw the suggestion, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On Conservation of National Resources: Mr. Smith of Arizona 
(chairman), Mr. Smith of South Carolina, Mr. Vardaman, Mr. 
Saulsbury. Mr. James, Mr. Thompson, Mr. Newlands, Mr. Bank- 
head, Mr. Clark of Wyoming, Mr. Jones, Mr. Gronna, Mr. Brady, 
Mr. . Mr. Sterling, and Mr. Weeks. 


Perhaps the Sena- 





On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia: Mr. 
La Follette (chairman), Mr. Lippitt, Mr. Stone, Mr. Shively, 
and Mr. Bacon. 

On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart- 
ments: Mr. Page (chairman), Mr. Smoot, and Mr. Lane. 
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On the District of Columbia: Mr. Smith of Maryland (chair- 
man), Mr. Pomerene, Mr. Smith of Arizona, Mr. Kern, Mr. Hol- 
lis, Mr. James, Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. Dil- 
lingham, Mr. Jones, Mr. Works, Mr. Kenyon, Mr. Fall, and Mr. 
Appitt. 

' On Education and Labor: Mr. Smith of Georgia (chairman), 
Mr. Shively, Mr. Swanson, Mr. Martine of New Jersey, Mr. 
Johnson of Maine, Mr. Shields, Mr. Borah, Mr. Penrose, Mr. 
Page, Mr. McLean, and Mr. Kenyon. 

On Engrossed Bills: Mr. Warren (chairman), Mr. Simmons, 
and Mr. Saulsbury. 

On Enrolled Bilis: Mr. Hollis (chairman), Mr. James, and 
Mr. Stephenson. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service: Mr. 
Smith of Michigan (chairman), Mr. Crawford, Mr. Jackson, Mr. 
Lea, Mr. Culberson, Mr. Simmons, and Mr. Smith of Maryland. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture: Mr. 
Sheppard (chairman), Mr. Simmons, Mr, Gore, Mr. Lippitt, 
and Mr. Stephenson. 

On Expenditures in the Departments of Commerce and Labor: 
Mr. Thompson (chairman), Mr. Chilton, Mr. Martin of Vir- 
ginia, Mr. Fall, and Mr. Brady. 

On Expenditures in the Interior Department: Mr. Catron 
(chairman), Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Swanson, and Mr. Hollis. 

Mr. WARREN. We have now reached the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department, and the chairman 
selected by the minority for that committee is Mr. Smoor. The 
list should be changed accordingly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The change will be made in the 
absence of objection. The Secretary will read the committee 
as it now appears. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On Egpenditures in the Interior Department: Mr. Smoot 
(chairman), Mr. Swanson, Mr. Hollis, and Mr. Poindexter. 

Mr. WARREN. The name of Mr. Catron should appear. 
The Senator from Indiana will remember that we were to add 
a member there, so that there would be a majority of the 
minority party. 

Mr. KERN. Yes; it was so read a moment ago. 

Mr. WARREN. Perliaps I did not catch it. Will the Secre- 
tary please read it again? 

Mr. KERN. The name of the chairman was left blank. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Secretary to read the names 
of the entire committee. 

The Secretary. As written it reads: 

Mr. Catron (chairman), Mr. Swanson, Mr. Hollis, and Mr. 
Poindexter. 

Mr. WARREN. It shonld read “ Mr. Smoot, chairman,” and 
Mr. CaTron’s name should remain. 

Mr. KERN. That is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That change will be made in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of Sena- 
tors who have had experience in such matters what the practice 
has been with reference to minority committees as to the ma- 
jority of the committee? I can well conceive that something 
might arise with reference to the expenditures of a department 
like that of the Interior, where the majority of the committee 
ought to be on the.majority side; but, as suggested by my 
friend from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], the majority of this com- 
mittee would be on the minority side. What the Senator from 
Wyoming said was that the name of the Senator from Utah 
{Mr. Smoot] was to be substituted as chairman, and that the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Carron] was to re- 
main. That would make it 3 to 2, as I heard the list read by 
the Secretary, and I am not quite satisfied with that. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I might explain to the Senator 
from Missouri that this constitutes an exchange. The Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department was ex- 
changed so as to make the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine a majority committee, and that is the ar- 
rangement now. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] being 
chairman, the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Catron] and the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. PortnDEexTerR] being on the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department gives a 
majority of the membership to the minority in the Chamber, in 
accordance with the previous practice of the Senate in permit- 
ting certain minority committees to have a majority of the 
membership of those committees. 

Mr. STONE. Do I understand my friend to say that that has 
been the previous practice? If it has been, I have nothing 
to say. 

Mr. OWEN. It has been. 


Mr. STONE. For the minority to have control of a com- 
mittee? 





Mr. OWEN. In this case the minority have control. 


Mr. STONE. What was the rule in the last Congress, and 
what was the committee in the last Congress? 
Mr. OWEN. The rule ip the last Congress with regard to 


the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine 
was 

Mr. STONE. I am not speaking of the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. I am speaking of the com- 
mittee now under discussion. 

Mr. OWEN. I am explaining to the Senator that the Com 
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine was exchanged 
and this committee was, given in lieu of it to the minority. 
It was, as 1 have said, an exchange. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the last Congress, if the Senator will 
permit me, it was a majority committee and has now been made 
a minority committee. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator means the Committee on Expendi 
tures in the Interior Department? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was a majority committee in the 
last Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

Mr. STONE. Well, let me ask, if my friend wil! pardon me 
was the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine 
a minority committee? 

Mr. WARREN. It was. 

Mr. STONE. And was the minority in a majority on t! 
committee? 

Mr. WARREN. It was. This simply leaves it exactly as it 
was before the exchange. : 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, if I may say this in the Senate, 
in the House of Representatives a number of investigations have 
been made iuto expenditures and into the administration of 
affairs in the different departments. It may be that that is at 
an end; possibly it is; but if a question should arise during this 
Congress affecting the expenditures in that department, or the 
correct administration of the affairs of that department, and the 
House should take cognizance of it and proceed, as it has in the 
case of other departments and possibly of this—I have not k 
track of it, and so I am not sure—I submit to my friends on the 
other side whether a contingency might not arise where | 
majority of that committee ought to be with the majority side 
of the Senate. However, I am not very particular about it. 

Mr. OWEN. If it should become of any importance, the 
majority can ask that that be done, and it would be done as a 
matter of course. The committee only represents the Senate at 
last, and there is no need for any controversy about it. 

Mr. STONE. I will make none. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the committee 
which prepared the list of committees thought that the commit- 
tee substituted for the Committee on Public Health and Na- 
tional Quarantine should have the same status with reference 
to the preponderance of party membership that that committee 
had, so that when the Democrats took over the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine and substituted the 
other committee as a minority committee they intended that the 
minority should have a majority of that committee. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand now that the name of Mr. 
Catron is on the list, and that it appears with Mr. SmMoor as 
chairman, and Mr. Carron and Mr. Poinpexter as the other 
members from this side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is so informed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice: Mr. -—- 
(chairman), Mr. Pittman, Mr. Robinson, Mr. Bradley, and Mr. 
Borah. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask to have the blank filled 
by inserting the name of Mr. SUTHERLAND as chairman. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
name of Mr. SurweRL_aNp will be inserted; and the Secretary 
will read the list of names of the committee as now made up. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice: Mr. Suther 
land (chairman), Mr. Pittman, Mr. Robinson, Mr. Bradiey, and 
Mr. Borah. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department: Mr. Hughes (chai 
man), Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. Tillman, Mr. Gronna, and 
Mr. Dillingham. 

On Expenditures in the Post Office Department: Mr. Varda- 
man (chairman), Mr. Bacon, Mr. Chilton, Mr. Bristow, and 
Mr. Smith of Michigan. 

On Egpenditures in the Department of State: Mr. . 
(chairman), Mr. Stone, Mr. Ransdell, Mr. Jackson, and Mr. 
Penrose. 

Mr. OWEN. The vacancy in the chairmanship of that com 
mittee is an intentional one. 
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The Secretary read as follows: | 


On Expenditures in the Treasury Department: Mr. Robinson 
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On the Judiciary: Mr. Culberson (chairman), Mr. Overman, 
Mr. Chilton, Mr. O’Gorman, Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Reed, Mr. Ashurst, 


(chairman), Mr. Smith of Maryland, Mr. Lea, Mr. Burton, and | Mr. Shields, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Bacon, Mr. Clark of Wyoming, Mr. 


Mr. Works. 


On HRaependitures in the War Department: Mr. ieagitas 


(chairman), Mr. Kenyon, Mr. Lane, Mr. Johnston of Alabama, | 
| of Georgia, Mr. Owen, Mr. Newlands, Mr. Cummins, Mr. Root, 


and Mr. Shields. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, we also have on our list of | 
that committee the name of Mr. Norris. I think that is the | 
proper number for us to have. Do I understand that the name | 
of Mr. Norris has been inserted? 

Mr. KERN. I move to strike out the name of “ Mr. SHrIeLps ” 
ns a member of the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department and to substitute the name of “ Mr. Norgis.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the com- 
mittee as now proposed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On Lependiturcs in the War Department: Mr. Poindexter 
(chairman), Mr. Lane, Mr. Johnston of Alabama, Mr. Norris, 
and Mr. Kenyon. 

Mr. WARREN. As a matter of seniority, the names of Mr. 
KENYON and Mr. Norris should be transposed, so that Mr. Ken- 
YON will be first and Mr. Norris second. I think the Senator 
from Indiana will agree to that. 

Mr. KERN. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
change will be made. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On Finance: Mr. Simmons (chairman), Mr. Stone, Mr. Wil- 
liams, Mr. Johnson of Maine, Mr. Shively, Mr. Smith of Georgia, 
Mr. Thomas, Mr. James, Mr. Hughes, Mr. Gore, Mr. Penrose, 
Mr. Lodge, Mr. McCumber, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Gallinger, Mr. Clark 
of Wyoming, and Mr. La Follette. 

On Fisheries: Mr. Thornton (chairman), Mr. Fletcher, Mr. 
Johnson of Maine, Mr. Martin of Virginia, Mr. Lane, Mr. Works, 
Mr. Jones, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. Burleigh. 

On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians: Mr. Nelson (chair- 
man), Mr. Colt, Mr. Tillman, and Mr. Newlands. 

On Vorcign Relations: Mr. Bacon (chairman), Mr. Stone, Mr. 
| Shively, Mr. Clarke of Arkansas, Mr. Hitchcock, Mr. O’Gorman, 
Mr. Williams, Mr. Swanson, Mr. Pomerene, Mr. Smith of Ari- 
zona, Mr, Lodge, Mr. Smith of Michigan, Mr. Root, Mr. McCum- 
ber, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Borah, and Mr. Burton. 

On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: Mr. Lane 
(chairman), Mr. Ashurst, Mr. Tillman, Mr. Overman, Mr. Hitch- 
cock, Mr. McLean, Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Norris, and Mr. Weeks. 

On the Geological Survey: Mr. Clark of Wyoming (chairman), 
Mr. Fall, Mr. Norris, Mr. Kern, Mr. Smith of South Carolina, 
Mr. James, and Mr. Smith of Arizona. 

On Immigration: Mr. Smith of South Carolina (chairman), 
Mr. Kern, Mr. O'Gorman, Mr. Robinson, Mr. Sheppard, Mr. Gore. 
Mr. Hollis, Mr. Lodge, Mr. Dillingham, Mr. Penrose, Mr. Burton, 
Mr. Gronna, and Mr. Colt. 

On Indian Affairs: Mr. Stone (chairman), Mr. Myers, Mr. 
Ashurst, Mr. Thornton, Mr. Pittman, Mr. Lane, Mr. Robinson, 
Mr. Thompson, Mr. Owen, Mr. Clapp, Mr. La Follette, Mr. Page, 
Mr. Grouna, Mr. Townsend, and Mr. Fall. 

On Indian Depredations: Mr. Borah (chairman), Mr. Perkins, 
Mr. McCumber, Mr. Burleigh, Mr. Weeks, Mr. Swanson, Mr. 
Myers, Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Pomerene, Mr. Newlands, and Mr. 
Johnson of Maine. 

On Industrial Ezpositions: Mr. Ashurst (chairman), Mr. 
Overman, Mr. Pittman, Mr. Martine of New Jersey, Mr. Bryan, 
Mr. Shields, Mr. Myers, Mr. Root, Mr. Stephenson, Mr. Oliver, 
Mr. Gronna, Mr. Works, and Mr. Catron. 

On Interoceanic Canals: Mr. O’Gorman (chairman), Mr. 
Thornton, Mr. Chilton, Mr. Shields, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Thomas, Mr. 
Owen, Mr. Simmons, Mr. Brandegee, Mr. Borah, Mr. Crawford, 
Mr. Bristow, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. Page. 

On Interstate Commerce: Mr. Newlands (chairman), Mr. 
Smith of South Carolina, Mr. Pomerene, Mr. Kern, Mr. Thomas, 
Mr. Myers, Mr. Robinson, Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. Thompson, Mr. 
Clapp, Mr. Cummins, Mr. Brandegee, Mr. Oliver, Mr. Lippitt, 
Mr. Townsend, and Mr. La Follette. 

T'o Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands: Mr. Stephen- 
son (chairman), Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Smith of Maryland, Mr. 
Bryan, and Mr. James. 

On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands: Mr. Myers 
(chairman), Mr. Smith of Arizona, Mr. Lane, Mr. Pittman, Mr. 
Thompson, Mr. Sheppard, Mr. Gore, Mr. Jones, Mr. Warren, Mr. 
Sutherland, Mr. Borah, Mr. Works, and Mr. Catronr.. 

On Revision of the Laws of the United States (Joint): Mr. 
(chairman), Mr. Johnston of Alabama, Mr. Robinson, Mr. 





Sutherland, and Mr. Colt. 


Nelson, Mr. Dillingham, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Brandegee, Mr. 
Sorah, Mr. Cummins, and Mr. Root. 
On the Library: Mr. Lea (chairman), Mr. Shively, Mr. Smith 


and Mr. Burton. 

On Manufactures: Mr. Reed (chairman), Mr. Smith of South 
Carolina, Mr. Pomerene, Mr. O’Gorman, Mr. Thornton, Mr. 
Saulsbury, Mr. Oliver, Mr. La Follette, Mr. Cummins, Mr, 
McLean, and Mr. Jackson. 

On Military Affairs: Mr. Johnston of Alabama (chairman), 
Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Hitchcock, Mr. Lea, Mr. Fletcher, Mr. 
Myers, Mr. Thomas, Mr. Vardaman, Mr. Clarke of Arkansas, 
Mr. du Pont, Mr. Warren, Mr. Bristow, Mr. Catron, Mr. Brady, 
Mr. Kenyon, and Mr. 

On Mines and Mining: Mr. Walsh (chairman), Mr. Ashurst, 
Mr. Tillman, Mr. Johnston of Alabama, Mr. Pittman, Mr. Shaf- 
roth, Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Fall, Mr. Jackson, and Mr. Sterling. 

On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries: Mr. Cummins 
(chairman), Mr. Burton, Mr. Sterling, Mr. Williams, Mr. Shields, 
Mr. Thornton, and Mr. Stone. 

On National Banks: Mr. Johnson of Maine (chairman), Mr. 
Chamberlain, Mr. Martine of New Jersey, Mr. Brady, and Mr. 
Burton. 

On Naval Affairs: Mr. Tillman (chairman), Mr. Thornton, 
Mr. Swanson, Mr. Bryan, Mr. Johnson of Maine, Mr. Chilton, 
Mr. O’Gorman, Mr. Smith of Maryland, Mr. Perkins, Mr. Pen- 
rose, Mr. Clapp, Mr. Lodge, Mr. Smith of Michigan, Mr. Page, 
and Mr. Poindexter. 

On Pacific Islands and Porto Rico: Mr. Shafroth (chairman), 
Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Kern, Mr. Thornton, Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. 
Vardaman, Mr. James, Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Clapp, Mr. Fall, 
Mr. Burleigh, and Mr. : 

On Pacific Railroads: Mr. Brandegee (chairman), Mr. Gal- 
linger, Mr. McCumber, Mr. Jones, Mr. Townsend, Mr. Shively, 
Mr. Reed, Mr. Pittman, Mr. Saulsbury, and Mr. Stone. 

On Patents: Mr. James (chairman), Mr. Shively, Mr. Smith 
of South Carolina, Mr. Gore, Mr. Brandegee, Mr. Kenyon, and 
Mr. Colt. 

On Pensions: Mr. Shively (chairman), Mr. Bryan, Mr. John- 
son of Maine, Mr. Ashurst, Mr. Hughes, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Gore, 
Mr. McCumber, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Bradley, Mr. Poindexter, Mr. 
Sterling, and Mr. ; 

On the Philippines: Mr. Hitchcock (chairman), Mr. Fletcher, 
Mr. Reed, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Lane, Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. Ransdell, 
Mr. Martine of New Jersey, Mr. Bristow, Mr. Crawford, Mr. 
McLean, Mr. Lippitt, Mr. Kenyon, and Mr. Weeks. 

On Post Offices and Post Roads: Mr. Bankhead (chairman), 
Mr. Smith of South Carolina, Mr. Swanson, Mr. Bryan, Mr. 
Martine of New Jersey, Mr. Smith of Georgia, Mr. Lea, Mr. 
Chilton, Mr. Vardaman, Mr. Penrose, Mr. Bradley, Mr. Bris- 
tow, Mr. ‘Townsend, Mr. Catron, Mr. Jackson, and Mr. Colt. 

On Printing: Mr. Fletcher (chairman), Mr. Chilton, Mr. Kern, 
Mr. Hitchcock, Mr. Smith of Arizona, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Gallinger, 
and Mr. Page. 

On Private Land Claims: Mr. Lodge (chairman), Mr. Smith 
of Michigan, Mr. Gronna, Mr. Bacon, Mr. Tillman, Mr. Thomas, 
and Mr. Hitchcock. 

On Privileges and Elections: Mr. Kern (chairman), Mr. Lea, 
Mr. Pomerene, Mr. Reed, Mr. Johnson of Maine, Mr. Vardaman, 
Mr. Hughes, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Thompson, Mr. Dillingham, Mr. 
Clapp, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Bradley, Mr. Oliver, and Mr. 
Kenyon. 

On Public Buildings and Grownds: Mr. Swanson (chairman), 
Mr. Martine of New Jersey, Mr. Reed, Mr. Ashurst, Mr. Kern, 
Mr. Lane, Mr. Johnston of Alabama, Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. Cul- 
berson, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Warren, Mr. du Pont, Mr. Stephen- 
son, Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Jackson, and Mr. Burleigh. 

On Public Health and National Quarantine: Mr. Ransdell 
(chairman), Mr. Fletcher, Mr. Owen, Mr. Williams, Mr. Hughes, 
Mr. Culberson, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Root, Mr. Works, Mr. Brady, 
and Mr. Weeks. 

On Public Lands: Mr. Chamberlain (chairman), Mr. Myers, 
Mr. Smith of Arizona, Mr. Thomas, Mr. Robinson, Mr. Thomp- 
son, Mr. Pittman, Mr. Ransdell, Mr. Hughes, Mr. Smoot, Mr. 
Clark of Wyoming, Mr. Works, Mr. Fall, Mr. Norris, and Mr. 
Sterling. 

On Railroads: Mr. Perkins (chairman), Mr. Oliver, Mr. Jack- 
son, Mr. Norris, Mr. , Mr. Clarke of Arkansas, Mr. Bacon, 
Mr. Reed, Mr. Smith of Arizona, Mr. Williams, and Mr. Smith 
of South Carolina. 

On Revolutionary Claims: Mr. Bradley (chairman), Mr. Bur- 
leigh, Mr. Newlands, Mr. Chilton, and Mr. Myers. 
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On Rules: Mr. Overman (chairman), Mr. Kern, Mr. O’Gor- 
man, Mr. Williams, Mr. Lea, Mr. Bacon, Mr. Warren, Mr. Gal- 
linger, Mr. Nelson, and Mr. Cummins. 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures: Mr. Bankhead, Mr. 
Bacon, Mr. Hughes, Mr. Clapp, and Mr. du Pont. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, Mr. Ctarr should be chairman 
of that committee, I think. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Georgia, I move that Mr. Bacon’s name be struck off and 
Mr. SHIELDs’s name inserted. 

Mr. WARREN. That is a minority committee, with Mr. 
Criarp as chairman. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to that fact. We have chosen Mr. CLaprp as 
chairman of the Committee on Standards, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Mr. KERN. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. I think it should be so inserted. 

Mr. OWEN. Yes. 

The reading was resumed, as follows: 

On Standards, Weights, and Measures: Mr. Clapp (chairman), 
Mr. du Pont, Mr. Bankhead, Mr. Shields, and Mr. Hughes. 

On Territories: Mr. Pittman (chairman), Mr. Chamberlain, 
Mr. Shively, Mr. Johnson of Maine, Mr. Hitchcock, Mr. Walsh, 
Mr. Owen, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Bristow, Mr. McLean, Mr. Lippitt, 
and Mr. Jones. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard: Mr. McCumber 
(chairman), Mr. Lodge, Mr. Burton, Mr. Burleigh, Mr. Shep- 
pard, Mr. Bankhead, Mr. Vardaman, and Mr. Hughes, 

On Transportation and Sale of Meat Products: Mr. du Pont 
(chairman), Mr. Stephenson, Mr. Hollis, Mr. Simmons, and 
Mr. Shafroth. 

On the University of the United States: Mr. Dillingham 


(chairman), Mr. Brandegee, Mr. Clark of Wyoming, Mr. McCum- 


ber, Mr. ———, Mr. Colt, Mr. Johnston of Alabama, Mr. Over- 
man, Mr. Williams, Mr. Hollis, and Mr. Saulsbury. 
On Woman Suffrage: Mr. Thomas (chairman), Mr. Owen, 


Mr. Ashurst, Mr. Ransdell, Mr. Hollis, Mr. Sutherland, and | 


Mr, Jones. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage, let me ask the Senator from Indiana how many 
places he has accorded the minority there? I understand that 
there should be four. 

Mr. OWEN. There were two members allowed to the minor- 
ity that were not named, and were to be named in a subsequent 
resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand that; but I was about to name 
them now. The members of the minority should be Mr. CLapp, 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. Jones, and Mr. CaTRron. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
say a word. 

Under the rules of seniority which have always obtained here 
I was entitled to the chairmanship of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I asked for that committee; but my colleagues, in 


It is. 
I move that it be agreed to, and I want to 


their wisdom—and I recognize that every man on the steering | 


committee that selected the membership of this committee is 
my friend—thought that I had better retire into the still water 
for a while and leave the battleships to go out in the open. I 
bow, and cheerfully submit to that decision. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, in the case of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Commerce, I wish to in- 
quire whether the words “and Labor” were omitted. I did 
not understand as te that when the resolution was read. 

Mr. KERN. It was intended to read “ Departments.” The 
word should be pluralized. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Senators, on 
agreeing to the constitution of the standing committees as pro- 
posed by the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The list of committees as constituted is as follows: 


STANDING COMMITTEES, 


On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress: 
Boies Penrose, of Pennsylvania (chairman); Miles Poindexter, 
of Washington; William J. Stone, of Missouri; William Hughes, 
of New Jersey; James K. Vardaman, of Mississippi. 

On Agriculture and Forestry: Thomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma 
(chairman); George E. Chamberlain, of Oregon; Ellison D. 
Smith, of South Carolina; Hoke Smith, of Georgia; Morris Shep- 
pard, of Texas; John F. Shafroth, of Colorado; Joseph BE. Rans- 
dell, of Louisiana; William H. Thompson, of Kansas; Joseph T. 
Robinson, of Arkansas; Francis E, Warren, of Wyoming; Car- 
roll S, Page, of Vermont; Coe I. Crawford, of South Dakota; 
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William O. Bradley, of Kentucky; Asle J. Gronna, of 
Dakota; James H. Brady, of Idaho; George W. Nor 
Nebraska. 

On Appropriations: Thomas S. Martin 
man); Lee S. Overman, of North ¢ \ 
Oklahoma; John Walter Smith, of Maryland: George EB. C} 
berlain, of Oregon; Luke Lea, of Ten »: Nathan P. Bry 
of Florida; John F. Shafroth, of Colorado: Ber n R 1 l 
nan, of South Carolina; Charles A, Culberson, of Tex ; ran- 
cis E. Warren, of Wyoming: George C, Perkins, of ¢ 





Jacob H. Gallinger, of New Hampshire: Reed Smoot, of | .: 
George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania; William P. Dill 
Vermont; Wesley L. Jones, of Washington 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Si 
John Sharp Williams, of Mississippi (chairman); Jol 
Shafroth, of Colorado; James A. Reed, of Missouri; Wil 
Dillingham, of Vermont; Joseph L. Bristow, of Kansas 

On Banking and Currency: Robert L. Owen, of Oklal i 


(chairman); Gilbert M. Hitchcock, of Nebraska; Jam A. 
O’Gorman, of New York; James A. Reed, of Mi iri; 
Pomerene, of Ohio; John F. Shafroth, of Colorado: He y | 
Hollis, of New Hampshire; Knute Nelson, of M sotas J i 
L. Bristow, of Kansas; Coe I. Crawford, of South Dakot 
George P. McLean, of Connecticut; John W. Weeks, of M 
chusetts. 

On Canadian Re lations: John K. Shields, of Tennes I 
man); Joseph E. Ransdell, of Louisiana: The s J. Walsh 
Montana; Thomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma: Jolin Walter 
of Maryland; George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania; Albert B. 
Cummins, of lowa; Theodore 2. Burton, of Ohio; Elihu Root 
of New York. 

On the Census: William E. Chilton, of West Virginia (ch 
man); Atlee Pomerene, of Ohio; Morris Shep l, of Tex . 
Benjamin F. Shively, of Indiana; John R. Thornton, of Louisi 
ana; James E. Martine, of New Jersey; William H. Thor 


| of Kansas; Robert M. La Follette, of Wisconsin: Albert RB. 


Cummins, of lowa; Henry A. du Pont, of Delaware; George P. 
McLean, of Connecticut; Charles FE. Townsend, of Mic 
On Civil Service and Retrenchment: Atlee Poms 
(chairman) ; Joseph F. Johnston, of Alabama; 
of Montana; Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; Henry F. Hollis, of 
New Hampshire; John K. Shields, of Tennessee; Joseph BH 
Ransdell, of Louisiana ; Albert B. Cummins, of lowa;: Robert M. 
La Follette, of Wisconsin; Reed Smoot, of Utah; LeBaron B. 
Colt, of Rhode Island; Thomas Sterling, of South Dakota 
On Claims: Nathan P. Bryan, of Florida (chairman) ; Lee 
Overman, of North Carolina; Key Pittman, of Nevada; Jos 
T. Robinson, of Arkansas; Ollie M. James, of K 
Charles IF’. Johnson, of Maine; Thomas § 
Harry Lane, of Oregon; Coe I. Crawford, 
Joseph L. Bristow, of Kansas; William O. Bradley, of Ke 
tucky; Edwin C. Burleigh, of Maine; - - ; Geol 
W. Norris, of Nebraska. 

On Coast and Insular Survey: Willard Saulsbury, of D . 
ware (chairman); Nathan P. Bryan, of Florida; Chark \. 
Culberson, of Texas; John H. Bankhead, of Alabama; Key 
Pittman, of Nevada; Charles BE. Towusend, of Michigan: John D. 
Works, of California; James H. Brady, of Idaho; Thom ‘ 
ling, of South Dakota. 

On Coast Defenses: James BE. Martine, of New Jersey (chair 
man); Charles F. Johnson, of Maine; Furnifold MeL. Sin 
of North Carolina; John Walter Smith, of Maryland; Mo 
Sheppard, of Texas; Harry Lane, of Oregon; Henry A. du P 
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of Delaware; Elihu Root, of New York; Thomas B. Catron, of 
New Mexico; John W. Weeks, of Massachusetts; Edwin C. Bur- 
leigh, of Maine. 

On Commerce: James P. Clarke, of Arkansas (chairman); 
Dunean U. Fletcher, of Florida; George I Ch: mberlain, of 
Oregon; Joseph E. Ransdell, of Louisiana; Morris Sheppard, of 
Texas; James K. Vardaman, of Mississippi; John K. Shields, of 
Tennessee; Thomas S. Martin, of Virginia; John H. Bankhead, 
of Alabama; Furnifold McL. Simmons, of North Carolina; 
Knute Nelson, of Minnesota; George C. Perkins, of California: 
William Alden Smith, of Michigan; Theodore BP. 
Ohio; Isaac Stephenson, of Wisconsin; Coe I. 
South Dakota; George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania, 

On Conservation of National Resources: Marcus A. Smith, of 
Arizona (chairman); Ellison D. Smith, of South Carolina; 
James K. Vardaman, of Mississippi; Willard Saulsbury, of Dela 
ware; Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; William H. Thompson 
Kansas; Francis G. Newlands, of Nevada; John H. Bankhe; 
of Alabama; Clarence D. Clark, of Wyoming; Wesley L. Jo ; 
of Washington; Asle J. Gronna, of North Dakota; James H 
Brady, of Idaho; ———, ————; Thomas Sterling, of South 


Burton, ol 
Crawford, of 


Dakota; John W. Weeks, of Massachusetts. 
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On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia: On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians: Knute Nelson, of 
Robert M. La Follette, of Wisconsin (chairman); Henry F.| Minnesota (chairman); LeBaron B. Colt, of Rhode Island; 
Lippitt, of Rhode Island; William J. Stone, of Missouri ; Benja- | | Benjamin R. Tillman, of South Carolina; James P. Clarke, of 
min F. Shively, of Indiana; Augustus O. Bacon, of Georgia. Arkansas; Francis G. Newlands, of Nevada. 


On Disposition of Useless Papers in the Erecutive Depart- On Foreign Relations: Augustus O. Bacon, of Georgia (chair- 
ments: Carroll S. Page, of Vermont (chairman); Reed Smoot, | man); William J. Stone, of Missouri; Benjamin F’. Shively, of 
of Utah; Harry Lane, of Oregon. Indiana; James P. Clarke, of Arkansas; Gilbert M. Hitchcock, 


On the District of Columbia: John Walter Smith, of Mary- {of Nebraska; James A. O’Gorman, of New York; John Sharp 
land (chairman); Atlee Pomerene, of Ohio; Marcus A. Smith, | Williams, of Mississippi; Claude A. Swanson, of Virginia; 
of Arizona; John W. Kern, of Indiana; Henry F. Hollis, of New re Pomerene, of Ohio; Marcus A. Smith, of Arizona; Henry 
Hampshire; Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; Willard Saulsbury, | Cabot Lodge, of Massachusetts; William Alden Smith, of Michi- 
of Delaware; Thomas S. Martin, of Virginia; William P. Dil-| gan; Elihu Root, of New York; Porter J. McCumber, of North 
lingham, of Vermont; Wesley L. Jones, of Washington; John D. | Dakota; George Sutherland, of Utah; William E. Borah, of 
Works, of California; William S. Kenyon, of Iowa; Albert B. | Idaho; Theodore E. Burton, of Ohio. 

Fall. of New Mexico; Henry I. Lippitt, of Rhode Island. On Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: Harry 
On Hducation and Labor: Hoke Smith, of Georgia eS ae of Oregon (chairman); Henry F. Ashurst, of Arizona; 
man): Benjamin ¥. Shively, of Indiana; Claude A. Swanson, | Benjamin R. Tillman, of South Carolina; Lee S. Overman, of 
Virginia: James EB. Martine, of New Jersey; Charles F. John- | North Carolina; Gilbert M. Hitchcock, of Nebraska; George P. 
son. of Maine: John K. Shields, of Tennessee; William E. Borah, | McLes n, of Connecticut; Miles Poindexter, of Washington; 
of Idaho: Boies Penrose, of Pennsylvania; Carroll S. Page, of | George W. Norris, of Nebraska; John W. Weeks, of Massa- 

Vermont . George P. McLean, of Connecticut; William 8S. Ken- chusetts. 

von, of Iowa. On the Geological Survey: Clarence D. Clark, of Wyoming 
" On Enyrossed Bille: Francis E. Warren, of Wyoming (chair- | (chairman); Albert B. Fall, of New Mexico; George W. Norris, 
man): Furnifold Mel. Simmons, of North Carolina; Willard | of Nebraska; John W. Kern, of Indiana; Ellison D. Smith, of 

ulsbury, of Delaware. ; South Carolina; Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; Marcus A. 

On Enrolled Bills: Henry F. Hollis, of New Hampshire (chair- Smith, of Arizona. 
man); Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; Isaac Stephenson, of Wis-| On Immigration: Ellison D. Smith, of South Carolina (chair- 
consin | man); John W. Kern, of Indiana; James A. O’Gorman, of New 

lo Baecamine the Several Branches of the Civil Service: Wil- | York; Joseph T. Robinson, of Arkansas; Morris Sheppard, of 

» Alden Smith, of Michigan (chairman); Coe I. Crawford, | Texas; Thomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma; Henry F. Hollis, of 

South Dakota: William Purnell Jackson, of Maryland; Luke | New Hampshire; Henry Cabot Lodge, of Massachusetts; Wil- 
Len. of Tennessee: Charles A. Culberson, of Texas; Furnifold | liam P. Dillingham, of Vermont; Boies Penrose, of Pennsy]- 


Mcl.. Simmons, of North Carolina; John Walter Smith, of Mary- | vania ; ae E. Burton, of Ohio; Asle J. Gronna, of North 
land. Dakota; LeBaron B. Colt, of Rhode Island. 
On Baependitures in the Department of Agriculture: Morris On Indian Affairs: William J. Stone, of Missouri (chairman) ; 


Sheppard, of Texas (chairman); Furnifold McL. Simmons, of |} Henry L. Myers, of Montana; Henry F. Ashurst, of Arizona; 
North Carolina: Thomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma; Henry F. Lap Jobn R. Thornton, of Louisiana; Key Pittman, of Nevada: 
pitt, of Rhode Island; Isaae Stephenson, of Wisconsin. | Harry Lane, of Oregon; Joseph T. Robinson, of Arkansas; Wil- 

On Hependitures in the Departments of Commerce and Labor: | liam H. os of Kx: insas; Robert L. Owen, of Oklahoma ; 


William H. Thon ipson, of Kansas (chairman); William E. Chil- | Moses E. Clapp, of Minnesota; Robert M. La Follette, of Wis- 
ton. of West Virg Thomas S. Martin, of Virginia; Albert B. | consin; Carroll S. Page, of Verr. 10nt; Asle J. Gronna, of North 
Fall. of New Me rico: James H. Brady, of Idaho. Dakota ; Charles E Townsend, of Michigan; Albert B. Fall, of 


New Mexico. 

On Indian Depredations: William E. Borah, of Idaho (chair- 
man); George C. Perkins, of California; Porter J. McCumber, 
of North Dakota; Edwin C. Burleigh, of Maine; John W. Weeks, 
of Massachusetts; Claude A. Swanson, of Virginia; Henry L. 
Myers, of Montana; Duncan U. Fletcher, of Florida; Atlee 
Pomerene, of Ohio; Francis G. Newlands, of Nevada; Charles 
I’. Jobnson, of Maine. 

On In dustrial Expositions: Henry F. Ashurst, of Arizona 
(chairman); Lee 8S. Overman, of North Carolina; Key Pitt- 
man, of Nevada; James E. Martine, of New Jersey; Nathan P. 
Bryan, of Florida; John K. Shields, of Tennessee; Henry L. 
On Expenditures in the Post Office Department: James K. | Myers, of Montana; Elihu Root, of New York; Isaac Stephen- 
Vardaman, of Mississippi (chairman): Augustus O. Bacon, of | 80n, of Wisconsin; George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania; Asle J. 


Georgia; William E. Chilton, of West Virginia; Joseph L. Bris- | Gren aE Matt. -Deaiestac teien th, feaien, of. Caildortia: 


On Hapenditures in the Interior Department: Reed Smoot, of 
Utah (chairman); Thomas B. Catron, of New Mexico; Miles 
Poindexter, of Washington; Claude A. Swanson, of Virginia; 
Ifenry F. Hollis, of New Hampshire. 

On Lependitures in the Department of Justice: George Suth- 
erland, of Utah CeO) William O. Bradley, of Kentucky ; 
William EF. Bor: ih, of Idaho; Key Pittman, of Nevada; Joseph 
’. Robinson, of iene. 

On Expenditures in the Navy Department: William Hughes, 
of New Jersey (chairman); Thomas §S. Martin, of Virginia; 
Benjamin R. Tillman, of South Carolina; Asle J. Gronna, of 
North Dakota; William P. Dillingham, of Vermont. 


tow, of Kansas; William Alden Smith, of Michigan. Thomas B. Catron, of New Mexico. 

On Expenditures in the Department of State: ———,——— On Interoceanic Canals: James A. O’Gorman, of New York 
(chairman); William J. Stone, of Missouri; Joseph E. Rans-| (chairman); John R. Thornton, of Louisiana; William E. 
dell, of Louisiana; William Purnell Jackson, of Maryland; | Chilton, of West Virginin; John K. Shields, of Tennessee; 
Boies Penrose, of Pennsylvania Thomas J. Walsh, of Montana; Charles 8. Thomas, of Colorado; 

On Eaependitures in the Treasury Department: Joseph T. Rob- | Robert L. Owen, of Oklahoma; F. M. Simmons, of North Caro- 
inson, of Arkansas (chairman); John Walter Smith, of Mary- | lina; Frank B. Brandegee, of Connecticut; William E. Borah, 
land; Luke Lea, of Tennessee; Theodore E. Burton, of Ohio; | Of Idaho; Coe I. Crawford, of South Dakota; Joseph L. Bris- 
John D. Worl s, of California. tow, of Kansas; George C. Perkins, of California; Carroll 8. 

On Expenditures in the War Departinent: Miles Poindexter, | Page, of Vermont. 
of Washington (ch air man) ; William 8S. Kenyon, of Iowa; On Interstate Commerce: Francis G. Newlands, of Nevada 
George W. Norris, of Nebraska; Harry Lane, of Oregon; Joseph (etalemen) ; Ellison D. Smith, of South Carolina; Atlee Pom- 
I, Johnston, of Sites ; eren?, of Ohio; John W. Kern, of Indiana; Charles S. Thomas, 

On Finance: Furnifold Mcl.. Simmons, of North Carolina | of Colorado; Henry L. Myers, of Montana; Joseph T. Robinson, 
(chairman); William J. Stone, of Missouri; John Sharp Wil- | of Arkansas; Willard Saulsbury, of Delaware; William H. 
liams, of Mississippi; Charles F. Johnson, of Maine; Benjamin | Thompson, of Kansas; Moses E.-Clapp, of Minnesota; Albert 
I’, Shively, of Indiana; Hoke Smith, of Georgia: Charles §. |B. Cummins, of Iowa; Frank B. Brandegee, of Connecticut ; 
Thomas, of Colorado; Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; William | George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania; Henry F. Lippitt, of Rhode 
Ilughes, of New Jersey; Thomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma; Boies | Island; Charles E. Townsend, of Michigan; Robert M. La Fol- 
Penrose, of Pennsylvania; Henry Cabot Lodge, of Massachu- | lette, of Wisconsin. 
setts; Porter J. McCumber, of North Dakota; Reed Smoot, of To Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands: Isaac Stephen- 
Utah; Jacob H, Gallinger, of New Hampshire; Clarence D. | son, of Wisconsin (chairman); Miles Poindexter, of Washing- 
Clark, of Wyoming; Robert M. La Follette, of Wisconsin. ton; John Walter Smith, of Maryland; Nathan P. Bryan, of 

On Fisheries: John R. Thornton, of Louisiana (chairman) ; | Florida; Ollie M. James, of Kentucky. 

Duncan U. Fletcher, of Florida; Charles F. Johnson, of Maine; On Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands: Henry lL. 
Thomas S. Martin, of Virginia: Harry Lane, of Oregon; John Myers, of Montana (chairman); Marcus A. Smith, of Arizona; 
D. Works, of California; Wesley L. Jones, of Washington; | Harry Lane, of Oregon; Key Pittman, of Nerada; William H. 
George C. Perkins, of California; Edwin C. Burleigh, of Maine. Thompson, of Kansas; Morris Sheppard, of Texas; Thomas P: 
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Gore, of Oklahoma; Wesley L. Jones, of Washington; Francis | Utah; William O. Bradley, of Kentucky; 


E. Warren, of Wyoming; George Sutherland, of Utah; William 
E. Borah, of Idaho; John D. Works, of California; Thomas B. 
Catron, of New Mexico. os — 

On Revision of the Laws of the United States (Joint): Joseph 
F. Johnston, of Alabama; Joseph T. Robinson, of Arkansas; 
George Sutherland, of Utah; LeBaron B. Colt, of Rhode Island. 

On the Judiciary: Charles A. Culberson, of Texas (chair- 
man); Lee S. Overman, of North Carolina; William FE. Chilton, 
of West Virginia; James A. O’Gorman, of New York; Duncan 
U. Fletcher, of Florida; James A. Reed, of Missouri; Henry 
F. Ashurst, of Arizona; John K. Shields, of Tennessee; Thomas 
A. Walsh, of Montana; Augustus O. Bacon, of Georgia; Clarence 
D. Clark, of Wyoming; Knute Nelson, of Minnesota; William 


P. Dillingham, of Vermont; George Sutherland, of Utah; Frank | 


B. Brandegee, of Connecticut; William E. Borah, of Idaho; 
Albert B. Cummins, of Iowa; Elihu Root, of New York. 

On the Library: Luke Lea, of Tennessee (chairman); Ben- 
jamin F. Shively, of Indiana; Hoke Smith, of Georgia; Robert 
L. Owen, of Oklahoma; Francis G. Newlands, of Nevada; Albert 
B. Cummins, of Iowa; Elihu Root, of New York; Theodore E. 
Burton, of Ohio. 

On Manufactures: James A. 


Reed, of Missouri (chairman) ; 


Ellison D. Smith, of South Carolina; Atlee Pomerene, of Ohio; 


Louisiana; Willard A. Saulsbury, of Delaware; George T. 
Oliver, of Pennsylvania; Robert M. La Follette, of Wisconsin; 
Albert B. Cummins, of lowa; George P. McLean, of Connecticut; 
William Purnell Jackson, of Maryland. 


| New Mexic 0; 


On Military Affairs: Joseph F. Johnston, of Alabama (chair- | 


man): George E. Chamberlain, of Oregon; Gilbert M. Hitchcock, 
of Nebraska: Luke Lea, of Tennessee; Dunean U. Fletcher, of 
Florida; Henry L. Myers, of Montana; Charles S. Thomas, of 
Colorado; James K. Vardaman, of Mississippi; James P. Clarke, 
of Arkansas; Henry A. du Pont, of Delaware; Francis B. War- 
ren, of Wyoming; Joseph L. Bristow, of Kansas; 
Catron, of New Mexico; James H. Brady, of Idaho; William 8. 
Kenyon, of Iowa ; ———— 


On Mines and Mining: Thomas J. Walsh, of Montana (chair- | 
senjamin R. Tillman, of | 


man); Henry F. Ashurst, of Arizona; 


| 
| 
James A. O'Gorman, of New York; John R. Thornton, | 
} 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
' 


Thomas B. | 


South Carolina; Joseph F. Johnston, of Alabama; Key Pittman, | 


of Nevada; John F. Shafroth, of Colorado; Miles Poindexter, of 
Washingten; Albert B. Fail, of New Mexico; William Purnell 
Jackson, of Maryland; Thomas Sterling, of South Dakota. 


On the Mississippi River and its Tributaries: Albert B. Cum- | 


mins, of Iowa (chairman); Thecdore E. Burton, of Ohio; 
Thomas Sterling, of South Dakota; John Sharp Williams, of 
Mississippi; John K. Shields, of Tennessee; John R. Thornton, 
of Louisiana; William J. Stone, of Missouri. 

On National Banks: Charles F. Johnson, of Maine (chair- 
man); George E. Chamberlain, of Oregon; James E. Martine, 
of New Jersey; James H. Brady, of Idaho; Theodore E. Burton, 
of Ohio. 

On Naval Affairs: Benjamin R. Tillman, of South Carolina 
(chairman); John R. Thornton, of Louisiana; Claude A. Swan- 
son, of Virginia; Nathan P. Bryan, of Florida; Charles F. 
Johnson, of Maine; William E. Chilton, of West Virginia; James 
A. O'Gorman, of New York; John Walter Smith, of Maryland; 
George ©. Perkins, of California; Boies Penrose, of Pennsyl- 
vania; Moses E. Clapp, of Minnesota; Henry Cabot Lodge, of 
Massachusetts; William Alden Smith, of Michigan; Carroll 8. 
Page, of Vermont; Miles Poindexter, of Washington. 

On Pacific Islands and Porto Rico: John F. Shafroth, of Colo- 
rado (chairman); Dunean U. Fletcher, of Florida; John W. 
Kern, of Indiana; John R. Thornton, of Louisiana; Willard 
Saulsbury, of Delaware; James K. Vardaman, of Mississippi; 
Ollie M. James, of Kentucky; Miles Poindexter, of Washington ; 
Moses E. Clapp, of Minnesota; Albert B. Fall, of New Mexico; 
Edwin C. Burleigh, of Maine; .—. 

On Pacific Railroads: Frank B. Brandegee, of Connecticut 
(chairman); Jacob H. Gallinger, of New Hampshire; Porter J. 
McCumber, of North Dakota; Wesley L. Jones, of Washington; 
Charles E. Townsend, of Michigan; Benjamin F. Shively, of 
Indiana; James A, Reed, of Missouri; Key Pittman, of Nevada; 
Willard Saulsbury, of Delaware; William J. Stone, of Missouri. 

On Patents: Ollie M. James, of Kentucky (chairman) ; Benja- 
min F. Shively, of Indiana; Ellison D. Smith, of South Caro- 
lina; Thomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma; Frank B. Brandegee, of 
Connecticut; William S. Kenyon, of Iowa; LeBaron B. Colt, 
of Rhode Island. 

On Pensions: Benjamin F. Shively, of-Indiana (chairman) ; 
Nathan P. Bryan, of Florida; Charles F. Johnson, of Maine; 
Henry F. Ashurst, of Arizona; William Hughes, of New Jer- 
sey; Thomas J. Walsh, of Montana; Thomas P. Gore, of Okla- 
homa; Porter J. McCumber, of North Dakota; Reed Smoot, of 





Miles Poindexter, of 
Washington; Sterling, of South Da 
kota. 

On the Philippines: Gilbert M. Hitchcock, of Nebraska (chair 
man); Duncan U. Fletcher, of Flerida; James A. Reed. of Mis 
souri; Thomas J. Walsh, of Montana; Harry Lane, of Oregon: 
Willard Saulsbury, of Delaware; Joseph BE. Ransdell, of Louisi 
ana; James FE. Martine, of New Jersey; Joseph L. Bristow, of 
Kansas; Coe I. Crawford, of South Dakota; George P. Mclean, 
of Connecticut; Henry F. Lippitt, of Rhode Island; Willi 
Kenyon, of Iowa; John W. Weeks, of Massachusetts. 

On Post Offices and Post Roads: John H. Bankhead, of Alan 
bama (chairman); Ellison D. Smith, of South Carolina: Claude 
A. Swanson, of Virginia; Nathan FP. Bryan, of Florida; James FP. 
Martine, of New Jersey; Hoke Smith, of Luke Lea, 
of Tennessee; William E. Chilton, of West Virginia; James kK. 
Vardaman, of Mississippi; Boies Penrose, of Pennsylyania; 
William O. Bradley, of Kentucky; Joseph L. Bristow, of Kan- 
sas; Charles EK. Townsend, of Michigan; Thomas B. Catrot 


Thomas 


‘ 


ill SS, 


Georgia: 


William Purnell Jackson, of Maryland; LeBaron 
B. Colt, of Rhode Island. 

On Printing: Duncan U. Fletcher, of Florida 
William BE. Chilton, of West Virginia: John W. 
diana; Gilbert M. Hitchcock, of Nebraska 


(chairman): 
Kern, of ti 
; Marcus A, 


Smith, « 


Arizona; Reed Smoot, of Utah; Jacob H. Gallinger, of N« 
Hampshire; Carroll S. Page, of Vermont. 

On Private Land Claims: Henry Cabot Lodge, of Mas hi 
setts (chairman); William Alden Smith, of Michigan: Asle J 
Gronna, of North Dakota; Augustus O. Bacon, of Georgia: Be: 
jamin R. Tillman, of South Carolina: Charles S. Thomas, of 
Colorado; Gilbert M. Hitcheo« k, of Nebraska. 

On Privileges and Elections: John W. Kern, of Indiana (ch 


man); Luke Lea, of Tennessee 








- Atlee Pomers ne, of O | 
A. Reed, of Missouri; Charles F. Johnson, of Maine: J Ix 
Vardaman, of Mississippi; William Hughes, of N J 
Thomas J. Walsh, of Montana; William IL. 1 ! 1, of Ix 
} sas; William P. Dillingham, of Vermont: M 3 bk. Clapp, of 
Minnesota; George Sutherland, of Utah: Willinm O. Bradley, 
of Kentucky; George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania; William S. 
Kenyon, of Iowa. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds: Claude A. Sw \ 
ginia (chairman); James E. Martine, of New Jersey: J \ 
Reed, of Missouri; Henry EF. Ashurst, of Arizona: John W. 
Kern, of Indiana; Harry Lane, of Oregon; Joseph F. Joh 
of Alabama; Willard Saulsbury, of Delaware; Chat m4 
berson, of Texas; George Sutherland, of Utab; Franc I. W 
ren, of Wyoming; Henry A. du Pont, of Delaware; 1 
Stephenson, of Wisconsin; Miles Poindexter, of Washi 


William Purnell 


Jackson, of Maryland; Edwin C. Bur 
Maine. 


On Public Health and National Quarantine: Joseph FE. R 
dell, of Louisiana (chairman); Duncan U. Fletcher, of Florik 
Robert L. Owen, of Oklahoma; John Sharp Williams, of Missis 
sippi; William Hughes, of New Jersey; Charles A. Culberson 
Texas; Reed Smoot, of Utah; Elihu Root, of New York: J I 
Works, of California; James H. Brady, of Idaho; John W 
Weeks, of Massachusetts. 

On Public Lands: George FE. Chamberlain, of Oregon (ch 


man); Henry L. Myers, of Montana; Marcus A. Smith, of 
zona; Charles S. Thomas, of Colorado; Joseph T. Robinson, of 
Arkansas; William H. Thompson, of Kansas; Key Pittman. of 
Nevada; Joseph EF. Ransdell, of Louisiana; Will: 
New Jersey; Reed Smoot, of Utah; Clarence 
ming; John D. Works, of California; 
Mexico; George W. Norris, 
South Dakota. 

On Railroads: George C. Perkins, 
George T. Oliver, of Pennsylvania; 
Maryland; George W. Norris, of 
James P. Clarke, of Arkans 


4 
\) 


im Hughes, of 
LD. Clark, of Wy 
Albert B. Fall, of N 
of Nebraska; Thomas Sterling, of 
of California (chairman) ; 
William Purnell Jackson, of 
Nebraska ; : . 
as; Augustus O. Bacon, of Georgia; 
James A. Reed, of Missouri; Marcus A. Smith, of Arizona 
John Sharp Williams, of Mississippi; Ellison D. Smith, of 
South Carolina. 

On Revolutionary Claims: William O. Bradley, of Kentuel 
(chairman); Edwin C. Burleigh, of Maine; Francis G. New 
lands, of Nevada; William E. Chilton, of West Virginia; Henry 
L. Myers, cf Montana. 


On Rules: Lee S. Overman, of North Carolina (chairman); 
John W. Kern, of Indiana; James A. O'Gorman, of New York; 
John Sharp Williams, of Mississippi; Luke Lea, of Tennessee; 


Augustus O. Bacon, of Georgia; Francis b. Warren, of Wyo 
ming; Jacob H. Gallinger, of New Hampshire; Knute Nelson, 
of Minnesota; Albert B. Cummins, of Iowa. 

On Standards, Weights, and Mcasurces: Moses FE. Clapp, ef 
Minnesota (chairman); Henry A. du Pont, of Delaware; Joln 
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HW. Bankhead, of Alabama; John K, Shields, of Tennessee; 
\\ li of Ni J 

Gn 7 ! l’ il of i (el ; ‘ ree 
] ( i f Oregor B min ] w ‘ f I l: 
Ci j J n f Maine; G t M. H ! of Ne- 
bi i i j WV th. of My t } it Vi 4) of 
() ] ‘ ( nt ‘ Viinne J ey I Br ( 

J ( PrP. Mcl i! of Co ecticut Henry I ] dy itt, 
( by ie i il We I Jon f Washingt 

Gn 4 { 1 Ro to the Seal rd: 1 r J. McCum- 
j ol i) ( man) Hent Cabot I f oO 

i J Kk. Burt of Ohio; Edwin C. Bur- 
leigl I Mor She d, of Ts : John H. B head, 
of A i jar K. \ a Mi ippi William 
Li of ‘ er 

Gu 77 ortat } nd & l of Meat Product Het 5 A du 
Pont, « dela I h in); 1 stephens of Wisconsin; 
j y I ‘ New J ( Furnifold Me ii 3, 
‘ I ho i haf i of Colorndo. 

On the lt y of the United Statcs: William P. Dilling- 
bam, of Vern t (chairman): Frank B. Brandegee, of Con- 
necticut; ¢ ( » D. Clark, of Wyoming; Porter J. McCumber, 
‘ North D 1A ; , ———-: LeBaron B. Colt, of Rhode 
I 1: Joseph F. Johnston, of Alabama; Lee S. Overman, of 
North Carolina; John Sharp Williams, of Mississippi; Henry 
Ir, Vk _ of New Hampshire; Willard Saulsbury, of Delaware. 

On Wo Suffrage: Charles 8. Thomas, of Colorado (chair- 


man): Robert L. Owen, of Oklahoma; Henry F. Ashurst, of 











Arizona: Joseph E. Ransdell, of Louisiana; Henry F. Hollis, 

of New I] pshire; George Sutherland, of Utah; Wesley L, 

Jo of \ ington; Moses I. Clapp, of Minnesota ; , 
- Thomas B. Catron, of New Mexico; —, 


COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I offer a resolution that I 
nsk to have referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 

ntin l venses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolin: 
offers a resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 18) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency 
hereby, authorized to employ a clerk at $3,000 per annur 

k at $1,440 per 


be, and it is 
n, an assistant 
innum, and a messenger at $1,200 per annum, to be 
paid from “ miscellaneous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate 
until otherwise provided for by law. 


VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 








the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Ss inte 

Mr. OVERMAN. Under the law it must be referred to that 
ce nittee 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That reference has been made. 
INAUGURAL ADDRESSES OF THE PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT 
(Ss. DOC. NO. 3). 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, occasionally we have use for 
mn pamphiet copy of the President’s inaugural address. I ask to 
have printed as a public document the inaugural address of 
President Woodrow Wilson. I also ask that 1,000 extra copies 
be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I ask that the address of Vice President 
MARSHALL be printed in connection with the inaugural address 
of the President of the United States. 

The VICK PRIESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the Senator from Mississippi will be granted. 

PRINTING OF PRAYERS OF CHAPLAIN AND MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I submit the resolution which 
I send to the desk. I ask that it be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 14), as follows: 

Resolwed, That the prayers as delivered before the United States 
Senate by the Chaplain, Ulysses G. B. Pierce, during the Sixty-second 
Congress be, and they are hereby, ordered printed as a public document. 

Resolved further, That the eulogies delivered in the Senate over the 
death of deceased Members of the Senate and Members of the House 


of Representatives in the Sixty-second Congress be also published in 
the same document. 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will. lie over and 
be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 20 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Seuate adjourn” until Monday 
next at 12 o'clock neon. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 3 o'clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 17, 1913, at 
12 o'clock meridian, 





—— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate March 15, 1913. 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Jobn Burke, of North Dakota, to be Treasurer of the United 
States in place of Carmi A. Thompson, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
William Wellington Prude, jr., of Alabama, a cadet at the 
United States Military Academy, for appointment as second 


lieutenant of Infantry, with rank from March 10, 1913, with the 


view of placing him on the retired list of the Army. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Robert N. Campbell, late first lieutenant in the Coast Artillery 
| Corps, to be first lieutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 4, 1909, to take rank in said corps next after 

First Lieut. Robert O. Edwards. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Eeccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 15, 1913. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 

CAVALRY ARM. 
Lieut. Col. Jacob G. Galbraith to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph A. Gaston to be colonel. 
Maj. William 8S. Scott to be lieutenant colonel, 
Maj. Daniel L. Tate to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Samuel G. Jones to be major. 
Capt. Melvin W. Rowell to be major. 
First Lieut. Thomas M. Knox to be captain. 
First Lieut. Basil N. Rittenhouse to be captain. 
First Lieut. William R. Taylor to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Donald A. Robinson to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Bruce L. Burch to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Edgar M. Whiting to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Edward G. Elliott to be first lieutenant. 

QUARTERMASTER CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. Daniel E. McCarthy to be colonel. 
Lieut. Cel. George B. Davis to be colonel. 
Maj. Amos W. Kimball to be lieutenant colonel. 
Maj. William H. Hart to be lieutenant colonel. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 
Lieut. Col. William A. Glassford to be colonel. 
Maj. Samuel Reber to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Leonard D. Wildman to be major. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 

Maj. Wilmot E. Ellis to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Albert G. Jenkins to be major. 

INFANTRY ARM. 
Lieut. Col. Charles M. Truitt to be colonel. 





SENATE. 
Monpay, March 17, 1913. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
PANAMA CANAL TOLLS. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I present a communication, in the nature 
of a petition, signed by the president of the Connecticut Peace 
Society, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

HarrrorD, Conn., March 15, 1913. 
Senator Frank B. BRANDEGER, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: In view of the fact that by the terms of the Hay-Paunccfote 
treaty the United States agreed to grant all nations observing the rules 
of neutrality the use of the Panama Canal on terms of entire equality 
and without discrimination, and in view of the further fact that by the 
Panama Canal act the Congress of the United States has made a dis- 
crimination against the shipping of Great Britain and other nations, 
contrary to the terms of this treaty, by exempting American coastwise 
vessels from the payment of tolls, the board of directors of the Con- 
necticut Peace Society feels that a breach of national honor has been 
committed, and hopes that the Congress of the United States will 
repeal the exemptian clause in the Panama Canal act, or, upon appli- 


cation of Great Britain, will agree to submit to arbitration the question 
at issue with the British Government. 
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Personally I feel str nely that — _—e of the clause ——- jbo | Mr. WARREN. The Senator from New Jersey has with 
: am very proud of the recor mat our country has made for aw : oY e > resolnti 9 
be need a eth as of diplomacy, and I should deplore any backward drawn that part of the Roeevensam ¢ ‘ 
a ~ our dealings with sister nations. | Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. I have withdrawn that 
* “Very truly, yours, Witreur F. Gorpy, | of it. 
’ President Connecticut Peace Society. 


its nart 
sti "p he : ae aa 
rhe printing of the prayers will require a very sma 


} outlay. I feel that the Senate would be richly justified in 


HEADS OF DEPARTMENTS ON FLOOR OF SENATE AND HOUSE (S. DOC. | incurring the small expenditure necessary. The prayers were 
NO. 4). in infinite good taste and were models in their way. When I 
Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for aj think of the resolutions for printing papers on aleohol and the 


reprint as a document of House Report No. 45, Thirty-eighth | documents on thousands of other subjects that have 
Congress, first session, being the report of a select committee of | lished, I can see no justiiiable reason for opposing 
seven Members, of which Mr. Pendleton was chairman, and | sition. 

Senate Report No. 837, Forty-sixth Congress, third session, Mr. JAMES. I understand that the resolution 
being the report by Mr. Pendleton from a select committee of | amended by unanimous consent. I ask that the resolution as 
eight Senators. Both reports relate to a proposal that the heads | amended be read, so that we may see what is to be voted upon. 
of the executive departments should occupy seats on the floor Mr. HUGHES. The resolution was not amended by 
of the two Houses. The reports are not very long, and they | mous consent. Unanimous consent was refused 

are very instructive. I should like to have them reprinted, so The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the resolu- 
that they will be available, together with the appendices which | tion as it stands. 

form a part of the reports. Mr. JAMES. I understand that unanimous consent was 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request | granted. 
of the Senator from New York? Mr. HUGHES. Objection was made. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from New York de-}| The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as 
sires to have the matter printed as a document. modified. 

Mr. ROOT. Yes. I desire a reprint of a report presented by The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 
Mr. Pendleton in the Thirty-eighth Congress aud a report pre- eee suet _ peavere as gunceres before the United States Sen- 
sented by him in the Forty-third Congress, cen’ uk ant Gen Che. cndaiee othaaek te ‘a public ocak 

Mr. BACON. It is a reprint? 1 : , 

Mr. ROOT. A reprint. Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, under the rule the resolution 

‘fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and | ™USt 0 over for a day. 
it is so ordered. Mr. WILLIAMS. Is unanimous consent necessary for the 

" consideration of the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution came over from 
Saturday last. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand it goes over and can not be 
considered now. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If this matter is out of the way-—— 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 14) submitted by The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not out of the way. The 
Mr. Martine of New Jersey on the 15th instant, as follows: question is on agreeing to the resolution. 


Resolved, That the prayers as delivered before the United States Sen- Mr. OVERMAN. I ask whether my point of order has been 
ate by the ogee 4" G. > a during the nen Con- | ruled upon. 
gress, be, and they are hereby, ordered printed as a public document. " ICR PRES mNT The i P order ade bv a 
Resolved further, That the culogies delivered in the Senate over the , The \ I¢ E PRESIDENT. rhe i int _ order mad by the 
death of deceased Members of the Senate and Members of the House of | Senator from North Carolina has been ruled upon by the Chair. 
Representatives in the Sixty-second Congress be also published in the | The point of order is not well taken. 
same document. Mr. OVERMAN. If the printing costs over $500, the resolu- 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I desire to amend the resolu- | tion must be referred. 
tion by striking out ail after line 5, the part pertaining to eulo- The VICE PRESIDENT. That 


. been pub- 


this propo- 


has been 


unani 


PRINTING OF PRAYERS OF CHAPLAIN AND MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I desire to call 
up for consideration Senate resolution No. 14, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 


. —— ee 


applies only to additional 


gies on deceased Members of the Senate and House. copies, according to the rule of the Senate. The question is on 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection—— the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I object. Mr. THOMAS. The resolution was offered this morning? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The VICE PRESIDENT. No; it was offered on Saturday. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Then I move you, sir, that the Mr. THOMAS. It was offered on Saturday, but no action was 
resolution as read be adopted as the sense of the Senate. taken on it, and it was reoffered this morning. 
Mr. THOMAS. I understand that all the prayers on particu- Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It was offered and ordered 


lar occasions have been printed in the Recorp, and I can see no | to be printed and to lie on the table, to be called up subsequently 

necessity for going to the expense of printing them again in sep- | for consideration. 

arate form. I certainly hope the Senate will not order the Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, before the resolution 

prayers printed. voted on I wish to make an inquiry. I understood that it would 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I stated on Saturday when | require the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider it this 


I offered the resolution—— morning. Has the Chair ruled upon that question? 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled upon it. The 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina | resolution is before the Senate. 
will state his point of order. Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well. Then, if it does not require 
Mr. OVERMAN. Objection has been made, and therefore the | unanimous consent, unless there are precedents for this action, 
resolution goes over. and a good many of them, [ think it is a bad precedent to 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is not well| make. It is very doubtful as to whether connection between 
taken. The resolution is before the Senate. church and state is not carried far enough, and if we are going 
Mr. HUGHES. The senior Senator from New Jersey has| to begin to publish the prayers of one Chaplain, I do not see 
moved that the resolution be adopted. how we are ever going to decline to publish as public docu- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. | ments the prayers of all the Chaplains. 
The point of order is not well taken. No human being can sit as a critic upon the quality of a 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I rise to another point of | prayer. A prayer is a request sent to the throne of God. It 
order. If the printing will cost more than $500, the rule re- may be an able request or it may be a crude request, and some 
quires that it shall go to the Committee on Printing. I do not | of the best prayers have perhaps been the crudest prayers. The 
know what it is going to cost; I have no idea what the cost will prayer of the publican who merely bowed his head and con 
» but that is the rule of the Senate; and whenever a resolu-| fessed his sins has been generally considered as one of the 
tion is introduced for printing it goes to the Committee on greatest prayers ever offered in the history of the world. 
Printing if the printing is to cost over $500. I do not see how we are going to escape making all Chaplains’ 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Of course, I can not tell prayers in both Houses public documents if we once start the 
what it may cost, but my impression is that the cost will come precedent. No man can criticize a prayer; no man can praise 
far short of $500 to print simply the prayers. As I originally | a prayer. A prayer’s value depends upon its sincerity, not its 
offered the resolution it provided for the printing as well of | verbiage. It seems to me we are establishing a pretty bad 
the eulogies that have been delivered on deceased Members of | precedent out of mere good humor. 
the Senate and the House; but I am quite willing that that part Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, if I could be assured that the 
Shall be stricken out. Members of this body would read the prayers after they had 


| 


been published as a document, I would be glad to have them 
published in that way. But I am morally certain that very 
few heard them when they were delivered, and I fear they 
would not be read. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. My understanding of the resolution as ealled 
up by the senior Senator from New Jersey was that it carried 
with it the printing of memorial addresses. The senior Senator 
then asked unanimous consent that that part of the resolution 
be stricken out. Objection was made, and then it was requested 
that the resolution be read, and when reported at the desk it 
was read with that language stricken out. My understanding of 
the pending proposition is that the resolution as it stands before 
the Senate calls for the printing of the prayers of the Chaplain 
und the memorial addresses on the deceased Members of the 
House and the Senate. Am I correct? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fer the information of the junior 
Senator from New Jersey the Chair will state that the senior 
Senator from New Jersey had a right to modify his resolution, 
and he did so. 

Mr. HUGHES. I did not hear him make that modification. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I made that modification. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for the reading of the resolution as 
it is now presented to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
resolution as modified. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the prayers as delivered before the United States Sen- 
ate by the Chaplain, Ulysses G. B. Pierce, during the Sixty-secend Con- 
gress be, and they are hereby, ordered printed as a public document. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I thought it was. What I 
said applies to the resolution as it stands. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I trust the 
Senator from Mississippi will not object to the resolution. The 
Senator declares that prayers depend upon their sincerity. 
Heaven knows nobody would question the sincerity of Dr. 
Pierce’s prayers. Inasmuch as in ninety instances out of one 
hundred the seats here are not as well filled during the prayer 
as they are now, if the prayers were valuable and potent and 
beautiful, as I think the prayers were, many Senators having 
had no opportunity to hear them, my proposition is that they 
may be printed in the form of a public decument, so that those 
who care to do so may have the opportunity to read them in 
their own chamber. I hope that the resolution will be passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I expressed myself with 
peculiar awkwardness if from what I said anyone could under- 
stund that I was questioning the sincerity of the Chaplain’s 
prayers. I know him well and honor him very much, and I 
appreciate his piety and his sincerity very much. In what I 
had to say about prayers and the quality of prayers I was 
merely trying to reenforce the point that the Senate could never 
make any distinction, because the Senate never could question 
or criticize a prayer; and therefore if we print as a public 
document one Chaplain’s prayers there will never remain any 
valid reason for objecting to the printing of another Chaplain’s 
prayers. 

A great many churches do not believe in prayer books, but 
if the Senate every time it changes parties or every time a new 
Congress comes in publishes a new prayer book under the 
authorization of the United States Government, and with the 
indorsement of the United States Government, it seems to me 
we are going pretty far in the direction not of the establishment 
of a religion, but of moral suasion in favor of five or six or ten 
or twelve conflicting religions, succeeding one another rather 
rapidly on the floor of the Senate and the floor of the House. 
When we adopt the policy doubtless the House will adopt it, 
too, so that every two years there, and certainly every six 
years here, the United States Government will publish a new 
prayer book. I think that is going a little too far. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I rise to a parlimentary inquiry. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, my principal objection to the 
resolution lies in the fact that it is an expense that is to my 
mind unnecessary; I was about to say useless. Economy con- 
sists largely of saving in small things. Economies should have 
a beginning in small things that they may end in larger ones. 

This is a precedent that, of course, would be acted upon in 
the future. Let us begin this new Senate by a system of prac- 
tical and sensible economy. it may be that this is a trivial ex- 
penditure; I concede it; but the mass of expenses, and useless 
expenses, consist in an aggregate of small items that in them- 
selves amount to little. 

It is true, as was stated by the Senator from.California [Mr. 
Works], that many of us have not heard all these prayers. It 
will be equally true probably that a great many of us will not 
read them because we have not time, and probably for other 
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reasons. But this is the beginning of another item of publica- 
tion which we should not set a precedent for, especially at a 
special session of the Senate. 

I therefore move that the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before that motion is put—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Colorado to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the resolution has never been 
to a committee, and that no committee has ever been polled 
even in connection with it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I was going to make that point of 
order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I make the point of order that the reso- 
lution has never been referred to a committee. 

Mr. HUGHES. I submit that the point of order comes too 
late. Certain action was taken on the resolution last Saturday, 
and it went over and came up this morning in regular order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. In the absence of an opposing motion the 
senior Senator from New Jersey called up the resolution this 
morning. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

Mr. HUGHES. I am speaking to the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. A motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 
That motion is before the Senate. 

Mr. HUGHES. I am not debating the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. THOMAS. That may be, but it is not subjeet to diseus- 
sion. 

Mr. HUGHES. I am discussing the point of order raised by 
another Senator, and I make the point that the point of order 
comes too late, because debate has proceeded upon the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Colorado is in order. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado to lay the resolution on 
the table. ; 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 25, 
noes 16, no quorum voting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the motion to lay on the table 
no quorum has voted. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 





Ashurst Gore Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Hitchcock Page Smith, 8. Cc. 
Bankhead Hollis Penrose Stone 
Bradley Hughes Perkins Sutherland 
Brandegee James Pittman Thomas 
Bristow Johnson, Me. Pomerene Thompson 
Catron Johnston, Ala. Ransdell Thornton 
Clapp r Jones Robinson Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Kern Root Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. La Follette Saulsbury Vardaman 
Culberson Lane Shafroth Walsh 
Cummins Martin, Va. Sheppard Warren 
Dillingham Martine, N. J. Shively Williams 
Fletcher Myers Simmons Works 
Gallinger Nelson Smith, Ariz. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
SmiTrH] is unavoidably absent from the city on important busi- 
ness. I desire this statement to stand for the day. He is 
paired on all votes requiring a pair with the junior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Reep]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Coloerade [Mr. 
THomas] to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr, TOWNSEND. I ask for the yeds and nays on that 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. JAMES (avhen his name was called). I transfer my gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Massaehusetts [Mr. 
Weeks] to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea} and 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia (when his name was called). I have 
a genera! pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce}. For that reason I shall not vote. 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was ealled). I have a gey- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Flerida [Mr. Bryan]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
StrPHENsoN] and vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the negative). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu 
Pont], who has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (after having voted in the negative). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senater from Pennsylvania 
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{Mr. Ortver}]. As that Senator has not voted, I desire to with- 
draw my vote. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O'Gorman} 
has voted? ; OE Se 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he has 
not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with that Senator, 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—29. 


tankhead Kern Shafroth Thompson 
Jrandegee Lane Shively Thornton 
Clarke, Ark. Martin, Va. Simmons | Tillman 
Hitchcock Overman Smith, Ariz, Walsh 


Smith, Md. 
Smith, 8. C. 
Swanson 


Hollis Pomerene Williams 
Johnson, Me. Ransdell 


Johnston, Ala. Robinson 


Jones Saulsbury Thomas 
NAYS—27. 

Dillingham Bacon Myers Stone 
Fletcher Bradley Nelson Sutherland 
Gore Bristow Page Townsend 
Hughes Catron Penrose Vardaman 
James Clapp Perkins Warren 
La Follette Clark, Wyo. Root Works 
Martine, N. J. Cummins Sheppard 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Ashurst Culberson McCumber Shields 
Borah du Pont McLean Smith, Ga. 
Brady Fall Newlands Smith, Mich. 
Bryan Gallinger Norris Smoot 
Burleigh Gronna O'Gorman Stephenson 
Burton Jackson Oliver Sterling 
Chamberlain Kenyon Owen Weeks 
Chilton Lea Pittman 
Colt Lippitt Poindexter 
Crawford Lodge Reed 


So the motion of Mr. Tuomas to lay the resolution on the 
table was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, by instruction of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate I report the resolution which I send to the desk and ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. I will state 
that there has not been a regular committee meeting in the 
committee room, but a vote of the committee has been taken by 
polling. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi re- 
ports from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate a resolution for which he asks imme- 
diate consideration. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 13), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ a clerk at $3,000 per annum, an assistant 
clerk at $1,440 per annum, and a messenger at $1,200 per annum, to be 
paid from “ misceJlaneous items" of the contingent fund of the Senate 
until otherwise provided for by. law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I will say, in explanation 
of the resolution, that it merely proposes to organize the new 
Committee on Banking and Currency in the manner in which 
committees of its order of importance are already organized. 

Mr. WARREN. I assume that the Senator from Mississippi 
expects when the next legislative appropriation bill is passed to 
include the employees of that committee in that bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Mississippi why the salary of the clerk of this 
committee is fixed at $3,000? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Because that is the salary of clerks of com- 
mittees of like standing in the Senate. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand the salary of other committee 
clerks is $2,500. 

Mr. BACON. It is $2,500, 

Mr. THOMAS. I am informed that such salaries are $2,500, 
and I move to strike out “ $3,000” and to insert “ $2,500.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought the salary of the clerk of the 
Committee on Finance was $3,000. 

Mr. BACON. That may be true, Mr. President, but I think 
that the compensation of the clerk of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is $2,500. and that of the clerk of the Committee on 
the Judiciary is $2.500. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I will say, in that connec- 
tion, that this is 2 committee organized for the purpose of divid- 
ing the work which has hitherto been done by the Finance Com- 
mittee, and I suppose the idea was that it should have the same 
force that the Finance Committee has. However, I do not 
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care. I am perfectly willing to reduce the salary of the cler} 
to $2.500. 


Mr. THOMAS. If that is d *. then I shall not obj » the 
resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The clerk of the Committee on Appropri: 
tions, by the way, as I am just informed by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock]. gets $4,000 fhe Committee on 
Banking and Currency is about to take its place as one of the 


three great committees of the Senate 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, that is true. The clerk of 


the Committee on Appropriations gets $4,000, and up two 
years ago he got $5,000. The clerk of the Committee on Appr 
priations in the other House now gets $5,000. It is also 


that the clerk of the Committee on Finance has for six or se 
years received a salary of $3,000. Only those two receive above 
2.500. Then come the committees next in importance, wl 
clerks have a salary of $2,500, and the clerks of the committe: 
next in importance have a salary of $2,220 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This committee is expected to class with 
the two most important committees, and is expected to have 
very important work to do as soon as we begin to consider 
banking and currency legislation. 

Mr. SWANSON. It seems to me that as soon as currency 
legislation is disposed of this committee will not have very much 
to do, while the other committees are working committees al! 
the time. If we are going to fix this salary 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If any Senator will make a motion to 
reduce the salary of the clerk of this committee to $2,500, I 
shall not resist the motion. 

Mr. SWANSON. I make the motion. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have already made it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tuomas], which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 3, before the words “ per annum,” 
it is moved to strike out “$3,000” and to insert “ $2,500.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend 
ment. [Putting the question.] The “ayes” have it, and the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to have the reso 
lution again read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the resolution as amended. 

rhe resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT CLERKS TO COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, pursuant to the instructions 
of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of another resolution, which I send to the desk; 
and I eall the attention of the Senator from Kuusas [Mr. Bris- 
Tow] to the reading of the resolution. I will state that the 
report of the committee in this case, as in the other, was ar- 
rived at by polling the committee and getting the signatures 
of the members, and not by a regular meeting. ‘Therefore I 
ask unanimous consent instead of making the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 15), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committees on Coast and Insular Survey, on 
Enrolled Bills, on Expenditures in the Agricultural Department, on 
Expenditures in the Departments of Commerce and Labor, on Standards, 
Weights, and Measures, on Expenditures in the Department of State, 


on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, on National Banks, 


and on Public Health and National Quarantine be, and they are hereby, 
1440 per annum, 


authorized to employ one assistant clerk each, at §$ 
to be paid from “ miscellaneous items" of the contingent fund of the 
Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I think under the law that 
resolution ought to go to the committee. It has not yet been 
printed. I will ask that it be printed and referred to the com 
mittee for its consideration at the committee meeting 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Kansas has a right to make that point; and if he makes the 
request that the resolution take that course, I see no way of 
resisting it. I ask, therefore, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of the Sen 
ator from Mississippi, for the purpose of ruling, as to whether 
this is not a report from the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a report from the committee, but the 
report was obtained by polling the committee instead of by a 
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regular meeting of the committee in the committee room. A 
majority of the committee have signed an indorsement of it 
upon the back of the resolution. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Of course the Senator from Mississippi will 
understand that I declined to indorse it myself. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And I said I should insist that it go before 
the committee in the regular way, as required by statute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will say, Mr. President, that this indorse- 
ment was signed by all the members of the committee who were 
present in the city at the time, except the Senator from Kan- 
sas: and it was for that reason that I called his attention to 
the matter when I called it up. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I insist that it shall go to the committee in 
the regular way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred. 

MONEY TRUST INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. KERN (for Mr. Pornpexter) submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 16), which was read and referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 10,000 copies of the report of the 
Money Trust investigation for the use of the Senate and House docu- 
ment rooms 

RURAL CREDIT OR FARM FINANCE (8, DOC. NO, 5). 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
an address by J. L. Coulter relating to farm credit associa- 
tions be printed as a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PRINTING OF SPEECH OF SENATOR TILLMAN (S. DOC. NO. 6). 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
tlle speech made by Senator TILLMAN in the Democratic caucus 
on Saturday be printed in the Recorp, and also as a public 
document. 

Mr. ASHURST. I did not hear the request of the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
South Carolina is that the speech delivered by him at the Demo- 
cratic caucus on Saturday last be printed in the Recorp and 
also as a public document. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina if the request includes the letters 
read? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have submitted that matter to the gentle- 
man who wrote the letters; and if he objects, I will not include 
them. 

Mr. JAMES. Very well; I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The speech delivered by Mr. TrrtMan before the Democratic 
caucus on Saturday, March 15, 1913, is as follows: 

CHAIRMANSHIP OF SENATE COMMITTER ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, speaking to the resolution I 
have just offered, I want to say this: Nothing that this caucus 
can do will affect my personal or political status, except that it 
may affect my health. A Chinese philosopher once said, “A 
duck’s legs are short; a stork’s legs are long; you can not make 
a duck’s legs long or a stork’s legs short. Why worry?” It is 
an easy thing to ask a man this question, but we all know that 
men can not control their brains, and they will worry in spite 
of themselves. 

The reasons assigned for the action of the steering com- 
mittee that it is solely because they are solicitous of my health 
and do not believe I am physically able to perform the arduous 
labors of the Committee on Appropriations are sincere, I hope, 
and rest on that motive alone. If I did not believe that this 
motive governed them, I would have to believe that ambition 
and not the best interests of the Democratic Party caused their 
verdict. 

Tillman, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
was the keystone of an arch, and it was necessary to remove 
this keystone and get Tillman out of the way in order to let 
some chairmanships very much desired by some men fall where 
the steering committee wanted them. This is the natural human 
view to take of it, and I prefer to believe their own version 
of the affair. I recognize that they are all honorable gentle- 
men, and I believe not one of them has any reason other than 
his own judgment as to what is right and proper to actuate him 
in this matter. I know all human beings are naturally selfish 
and inevitably so, and when spurred by ambition they sometimes 
become unscrupulous and cruel. Dealing with motives is very 
dangerous anyway, and I will not pursue that train of thought 
further. 


Maren 17, 





I am not contending here so much for myself as for my State 
and the principle of seniority. By all of the rules that have ob- 
tained heretofore in the Senate since the foundation of the 
Government appointment on committees has been governed by 
the rule of seniority. It is an unwritten law, almost a consti- 
tutional provision, that should not be lightly brushed aside. It 
has been observed by the steering committee in making up its 
assignments in the case of every man, except myself. Why this 
discrimination? South Carolina has seen fit to send me here 
for 18 years, and I have just entered on my fourth term and 
have six more years yet to serve. Last August I was reelected 
against two strong men by a large majority without spending 
a dollar and without making a speech. The people have thus 
shown their continued love for and trust in me. My long serv- 
ice and, if I may be permitted to say, my more or less dis- 
tinguished service, entitles me to this chairmanship. Four 
years longer than Jacob served for his two wives I have striven 
here in the interest of true democracy. When the Senate had 
dwindled to 80 Democrats I was still va iantly battling at the 
front for the principles and policies outlined in the Chicago 
platform of 1896. I was on the committee which drafted that 
platform. Bryan was not a member of it because he was a 
contesting delegate and only came into the convention with a 
right to speak after the committee on credentials had declared 
his delegation the lawful one. It was late in the proceedings 
when the delegation was seated, and his speech, as well as one 
I made at the same time, was in defense of the platform. The 
goldbugs in that convention had packed the galleries on pur- 
pose to howl me down, and they did it until I told them with all 
the emphasis which I was capable of that there were only three 
things which could hiss—a goose, a snake, and a man. That 
seemed to quiet them and they allowed me to go on without in- 
terruption afterwards. I had predated Bryan in advocacy of 
those principles, for I made my first speech in the Senate, 
which has been designated the * Pitchfork speech,” in January 
of that year, while Bryan’s “ Cross of Gold” speech was not de- 
livered until in July. 

I was a member of the committee on resolutions at the Kan- 
sas City convention four years later and read the platform, as 
some of you may remember, for no one who heard it can ever 
forget the demonstration which followed my declamation of that 
platform. 

Four years later at St. Louis, when Parker’s gold telegram 
threw the Democratic cohorts into confusion, and it seemed 
that the party was about to disband in disorder and become a 
mob, I again stepped into the breach and made the speech 
which pacified the delegates. In 1896, 1900, and 1904 I cam- 
paigned for the presidential nominees, although I had no faith 
whatever in-Parker’s election and knew he would be defeated, 
as he ought to have been. 

I was not at the Denver convention because my health had 
begun to give way and I was in Europe. But in my lectures, 
which carried me all over the country and into every State, I 
preached the true gospel and had as much to do with the suc- 
cess of what is now called “ progressiveness,” I believe, as 
Bryan himself. That term properly interpreted in its essence 
is the Chicago platform and nothing else. 

I do not mention this for the purpose of influencing your 
action, but like an old soldier, I point to my work and the 
wounds I received in battle and ask simply for justice. I do 
not ask pity or sympathy. I will not have them. Give me what 
I am entitled to and nothing more. Had I not believed that 
President Wilson wanted me to accept the chairmanship of the 
Committee on Appropriations I would not have asked for it, 
but having received his letter in answer to mine I felt it my 
duty to ask for the place in order that I might help him, as 
he seemed to think I could. 

In order that you may fully understand everything connected 
with it I will read the letter I wrote him, and then will read 
his reply: 





JANUARY 21, 1913. 
Hon. Wooprow WILSON, 
Trenton, N. J. 


My Dear Mr. Witson: I despise the words “ President elect” and 
yet I think of you so much as President to be that I can not bring 
myself to call you “ Dear Governor.” I have been thinking about 
writing you for some time. You were kind enough last summer to 
thank me for the letter I wrote giving you some pointers about the 
personnel of the National Democratic Committee. 

This emboldens me to give you some inside information I have 
gained in my 18 years in the Senate, and incidentally to make some 
suggestions or comments on the future lyf of the Democratic Party. 

{ am proud of the speech you made at Chicago. It rings true, every 


word of it, and some of the expressions are very felicitous. In fact, 
my dear sir, without wishing to make you vain I want to say in 
all seriousness that you have the happy knack or gift of never opening 
your mouth in public without saying ne worth while. You 
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doing wise things as well as saying them. Of course, you recall the 
famous mot written on the door of Charles’ bedchamber : 


“ Here lies our sovereign lord the king, 
“Whose word no man relies on; 
“He never says a foolish thing, 
“Nor ever does a wise one.” 


President Taft has taken Charles’s place. 

Since I have been in Washington I have seen the appropriation bills 
grow from a little over four hundred millions of dollars annually to 
over a thousand millions. You will recall the howl about the “ billion- 
dollar Congress.” We have witnessed the change to a two-billion-dol- 
lar Congress without much comment, The newspapers seem to take it 
as a matter of course and are always harping on the growth of the 
country as a justification. This growth has been marvelous, but the 
expansion in population and wealth has not kept pace with the growth 
of the taxes or expenditures. I have heard Senator Aldrich, who 
surely was an expert on levying taxes for the purposes of protection, 
proclaim on the floor of the Senate his belief that the Government 
could be run for $200,000,000 less than is now being appropriated. 

feing on the Committee on Appropriations in the Senate, I know 
just how the appropriation bills have grown so rapidly. It is largely 
due to personal influence and importunity. Some clerk or officer under 
the Government wants an increase in his salary, and his Senator or 
Congressman goes to some one on the Committee on Appropriations, 
very often to the chairman, and asks for the item to go in. I have 
often done it myself to oblige a friend. An increase in the salary of 
one man produces a desire or demand to increase others, and the 
result is that the figures are moved up all along the line. This hap- 
pens in one bureau and immediately other bureaus begin to clamor 
for increases, and so it goes. 

Then men have haunted the Congress, since I have been here, with 
schemes for new bureaus. I have seen these created, many of them 
necessary and useful, but some of them worthless and mere vehicles 
to spend money and create places for friends. 

Then commission after commission has been appointed for any and 
every conceivable purpose to make fat places for friends, very often 
“lame ducks "’ who have been repudiated by their constituents. I have 
seen Republican Presidents who have been glad to take care of Demo- 
eratic “lame ducks.” In Cleveland's time I saw Democrats who had 
been repudiated by their home people on account of free silver rewarded 
with judgeships and appointments on commissions. 

I do not want to tire you, so I will stop this enumeration until I can 
have the pleasure of talking with you in person. ‘This I do know, Mr. 
President, that if the Democrats are in earnest about reducing ex- 
penditures, it is an easy matter to do it, and that, too, without crip- 
pling the Government. It will mean the selection of Cabinet officers 
who will not be at all complaisant, but intent only on having the 
Government machine work smoothly, accurately, and effectively for the 
people’s benefit and not for the benefit of the officeholders. The estt- 
mates are all made up by the Cabinet officers, and appropriations are 
always based on estimates, or supposed to be, unless they come as 
independent propositions from the floor of the Senate Chamber itself. 
I know you understand the importance of a loyal Cabinet in sympathy 
with this idea of economy. Vhat we need in the United States is 
more attention to the needs and protection of the taxpayers than to 
the wishes and desires of the tax eaters. 

There are — number of buildings in Washington rented at high 
prices from local real estate agents for Government use. Some of these 
are necessary, no doubt; but many of them are not necessary at all. 
This city is a veritable Augean stable and the “ daughters of the horse- 
leech" are abroad and always crying, “ give, give.” 

Some of the departments are very much cramped for lack of room. 
These are clamorous for new buildings. Government buildings have 
been erected for one purpose, and almost before they were completed 
the demand grew up for that use to be discontinued and the buildings 
appropriated for some other use, or rather new one. 

When I first came here the Members of the House had no place to 
receive their visitors or constituents, while the Senators had the 
“marble room” and overflow Senators who had no committee rooms 
were quartered in the Maltby. The House conceived the idea of build 
ing a yee for the use of its Members; the Senate immediately de- 
manded and enforced that demand to build one for their own use.” The 
two marble palaces we now have are the result. Undoubtedly they 
supply a want, but not a necessity, except on the part of the House 
Recently the House has demanded that the Senate turn the Maltby 
Building over to it, and I understand this will be done when the new 
Congress meets in March. There is much lost space in the Senate 
Office Building which could well be utilized to good advantage for other 
purposes if the Senate would agree. 

But why go into all of these details? You will find it all out when 
you come to Washington, Speaking with a very intelligent clerk not 
ong ago he made this significant statement: “ Senator, the only way 
to reduce expenses is to have Senators and Congressmen who will rise 
in their places and inquire to know why certain items are in the appro 
priation bills when they are not needed, and say so, and thus call the 
attention of the country to them.” I know this to be true. But the 
rule is rather to increase than to reduce. 

My long service here and the custom which has obtained almost from 
the beginning of the Government entitles me to select from among the 
committees of which I am a member a chairmanship. I am senior 
Democrat on three important committees and can select the chairman- 
ship of either one of them: Appropriations, Interstate Commerce, and 
Naval Affairs. 

I want you to tell me frankly on which one of these committees you 
think I can best serve your administration and the country, for I will 
serve the country best by serving Wilson's administration best. 

The Committee on Appropriations, as you know, applies the money, 
or designates how it shall be spent on many appropriation bills. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs, the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and the Committee on 
Pensions make up their own appropriation bills. Thus there is no 
coordination and general understanding by one committee and its head 
as to the scope and amount of all the appropriations. This was the way 
it was done when I first came to Congress. I remember what a bitter 
fight the change from this system to the general distribution of the 
appropriation bilis brought about. There was too much work for any 


one committee to do, and it gave one man too neuch power. The change 
Was salutary in that respect, but it has largely been responsible for the 
increased expenses, taken as a whole. 

The Committee on Finance in the Senate ought to be divided as it is 
in the House, one part of it to deal with the tariff and the taxes to 


raise a the other deals with banking and currency and the 


money pro 
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The Committee on Interstate Commerce, while of minor tmportance 
at first, has come to be one of the most important in Congress it 
deals with the problem of transportation in all of its ramifications. 
This problem has come to be one of the greatest of the ag rhe 
gamblers in New York, Boston, and Chicago who manipulate the stocks 
and bonds of the banks and railroad securities, | 
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great rapidity, and the masses of the peopl ‘ ’ istain 
these fortunes by paying dividends on stocks and bonds hich never 
had any honest or real foundation. VPierpont Mor; nd m af that 
ty, ye have been the prime movers and lead | f 
this kind. Having “scrambled the eggs they rhe s ! 
the committees of Congress what they are going to do out it Rk 
feller, who has amassed millions by monopolies which could have 
prevented by an honest enforcement of he She ian lay r i 
wealth and snaps his fingers at the House Committee. ¢ 
hundreds of millions have been stolen from t | 
velt’s connivance at his organization of the Steel Trust and fhe a 
tion of the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., tries to buy immortality by 
ing back to the people a modicum of money in the shape of libraries, « 
if you and I were to go into a restaurant and there see the cook 
mixing rotten eggs to scramble for us, would we eat the dish when : 
waiter brought it to us or would we throw it out ? 
temper of mind of the American people is to throw the e out 
the window. Your greatest problem will be how to “ unscramble eres 
and bring back the railroads of the country to an honest | 3 his 
will involve a valuation of the railroad properties to find t , 
actual value, not cost, of the railroads The Committee on Inte 
Commerce will have to do this work, if tt be done, and I am ¢ é 
inclined to take that burden upon my should , if you so adv » and 
select that chairmanship 

The Committee on Naval Affairs has to deal with the gq ‘ 
“adequate Navy.” This is the happy phrase of the Democrati 
form adopted at Baltimore. Just what is an “ adequate and w 
portioned ” Navy must be determined. Whether it shall be Hobson 
to make a market for structural steel and armor plate manufacturers, 
or give us such a fleet as will be sufficient for the needs of the count 
is a question to be settled. 

My health has been too poor for me to keep abr t of things as I 
used to do. But I have tried to keep in touch enough and have kept 
in touch enough to believe that we have a good enough Navy now, and 
only need to maintain it at its present degree of et n rhe fit n 
or twenty millions of dollars required to build a first-class battleship 
of the best type can do so many more things for the people, and better 
things, that I do not feel willing to e the money sunk that way, 
especialiy when the life of such a vessel is only out 20 years Already 
the Oregon, made famous in the Spanish-American War, is obsolete and 
ready for the junk pile 

If I take the Committee on Appropriations, I can help red 
penses; if I take the Committee on Interstat nm ree, ass 
in “ unscrambling the eggs ;" if I take the Committ on Naval Affa 


r in v ith o 









e people thr ut h 








I ean resist as best I may the clamor wil Y } 
money of the stee] manufacturers and armor-plate people for an ev 
increasing Navy. My strength is limited as you - my will is e« I 
to any task. I realize every day more and 1 { t f the | ; 
of this world a live jackass is better than a dead Senatot 

Please think this over and give me your advil in the sar t I 
have written you. 

Very sincerely, yours. 





My Dear Senator: Brief absen from my I zx tant 
absorption with the busin connected th the openi of « 
lative session n ' 
interesting and important letter 
with what deep i ! 
you for it very warmly } 
" Confidentially, the Appropriations Committee is the committee . 
which you would have the hardest work, but - letter convin | 
that it is also the committee in whi your Interest « 1 ti { 
where you can certainly be of the greatest and most nstant 

Ever since I was a youngster I have been deep inter ed in r 
methods of financial! legislation Ever since then | l | 
the absolute necessity of a carefully considered iw 
budget, and one of the objects I shall! hav most in mind en | 
to Washington will be conferences with my legislative coll 
with a view to bringing some budget system int ten | 
business of building up the expenses of the Natior 
will certainly lead us to error and perhaps embarrassment 

I was very much pleased by your reelection and | k f ’ i 
to the greatest intergst to being associated with you in ¢ in 

Again thanking you for your splendid letter, 








Cordially yours, 


Hon. BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN, 
Washington, D. C. 

Contrast my services and work for the party witl tor 
MarTIN’s. Last summer at Baltimore I led the South Cat 
delegation. South Carolina’s 18 votes were cast first, last, and 
all the time for Woodrow Wilson, while Virginia, led by MA! 
TIN, never did give Wilson any votes until he no longer needed 
them. 

In June, while the convention was still balloting and 
question as to who would receive the nomination hung in the 
balance, Mr. MARTIN gave out an interview, and here is whlnt he 
had to say about the political situation, a1 his feelings and 
his advice to the Virginians as to what candidate they « { 
to support. It gpeaks for itself, too, and I have no comments 
to make: 

VIRGINIANS SUPPORT OSCAR W. UNDERW(‘ ri WILL Vi FOR TIM 
AS LONG AS HE HAS CHANCE OF NOMINATIO? f[ARTIN IS STR 
FOR HIM-——MEN FROM OLD DOMINION WILL |! LAS D AMONG 1 
CONSERVATIVES. 

“The great majority of the Virgi 
THomas 8S. MArtTIN this afternoon, “ will m sure, vot 
woop. I believe that after the first ballot the unit ru 
by the necessary two-thirds majority. It ought to ~ 
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every reason 
should not be 


why UNpERwoop should be the nominee; none why he 

ife is a man of pronounced ability, of clean life, of 
unblemished record. He has been highly successful as the party 
leader in the House. Doubt as to his availability because he is a 
southern man is heard only from our own people. I have yet to hear 
of such objection from the North. 

“TI hope all the Virginia delegates will vote for Judge Parker for 
temporary chairman. He has been always a loyal party worker, and 
it would be an outrage to defeat him merely on the ipse dixit of Mr. 
Bryan, who chooses to call him a reactionary. 

“Of course, I do not mean that Virginia should keep on voting for 
UNpERWoop if it turns out there is no chance for him. She would 
then go to some one else, perhaps CLARK, perhaps Harmon—to any one 
rather than to Woodrow Wilson, who has done nothing to deserve 
party honors unless to help wreck it in his own State. 

Is there any progressiveness about this? 

It must have been Senator Martin’s attitude at Baltimore, 
and his known opinion on Democratic policies in general, that 
caused the so-called progressives in the Senate to determine that 
he should not have the chairmanship of the caucus and the floor 
leadership. It is a mystery to me now, and will always be, 
whenever I think of it, how the steering committee could have 
changed front so soon and jumped him over my head and into 
my place as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Another phase of this subject and I am through. I have 
been on the rack, as it were, ever since the caucus met on 
Mouday last, and have persistently refused to consider getting 
off the Committee on Appropriations or of giving up its chair- 
manship. It seemed that this demand was so insistent and so 
persistent that suspicions came into my mind, and in analyzing 
the situation I grew very angry. I declared to the gentlemen 
of the committee who came to see me about it that if I were 
turned down in caucus I would carry the fight into the Senate 
itself. Yesterday morning, when there had been no conclusion 
of the case, I went to the Capitol and began writing a speech 
to be delivered in caucus, and was engaged on it nearly all 
day. It was hot enough, I assure you, so hot that it almost 
burned the paper it was written on, for I was angry from the 
ground up, and my indignation was such that I pulled the 
bridle off and gave free rein to my vitriolic tongue. Some of 
you who have heard me in days past know that there are few 
men who can surpass me in saying biting and vindictive things. 

I was in this frame of mind last night, but as is often the 
case with men of my temperament, I slept only two or three 
hours and then waked up and began to think. All public men 
know that some of their best thoughts and speeches have come 
to them in this way. I myself know that if I could have 
recollected them next day I have made better speeches in bed 
than I have ever made on the platform or rostrum. When I 
analyzed the situation and the conditions here my anger van- 
ished. I thought how pitiful and contemptible in comparison 
was my fight for my rights and the rights of my State as 
compared with the great battle to be fought and now being 
fought by Democracy for the rights of the people. I had 
thought and written bitter things; but my passion was stilled 
and entirely disappeared when I remembered President Wil- 
son's clarion call in the last paragraph of his inaugural address: 
“T summon all honest men, all patriotic, all forward-looking 
men to my side. God helping me, I will not fail them, if they 
will but counsel and sustain me.” 

I decided to write another speech this morning and tell my 
brother Democrats just how I feel, and then leave it all to 
them. I still feel a great injustice has been done me in this 
report. I also feel that Senator MARTIN has not acted the noble 
part I expected of him as a Virginian, for not once but twice 
and even three times since I came to Washington in January 
he has told me he wanted me to have on the committees what- 
ever place I was entitled to and desired; and he has never noti- 
fied me that he had changed his feelings or purpose. Senator 
Martin, after making these voluntary statements and pledges to 
me, became a member of the steering committee which has given 
him my chairmanship. Fairness and decency, it seems to me, 
required him to notify me of his change of mind and attitude 
toward me. He never at any time expressed any uneasiness 
about my health to me. Had he done so his conduct would not 
seem so despicable. When I talked with him about his own 
race for the chairmanship of the caucus and mentioned to him 
that I wanted the Committee on Appropriations he advised me 
to say nothing about it and keep others guessing, which I did. 
It is this phase of the subject which I do not understand. 
I would hate to believe there has been any understanding or 
uny promises or pledges made. As I have no proof I must 
perforce leave any accusations unsaid. But I can not help 
the suspicion that there must have been a deal of some kind or 
Senator MAarTrIn would not have retired without a show-down. 

While I am no longer able to battle on the floor of the Senate 
and deliver philippics as I once did I am still able to give coun- 
sel and advice. I am still able to say “NO,” and spell it with 
capitals, too, and that is what is needed on the Committee on 
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Appropriations. I outlined in my letter to President Wilson my 
ideas as to why the appropriations have grown so rapidly and 
why so much money is being squandered needlessly. My ambi- 
tion is as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to 
bring into the Senate bills which have passed the House with- 
out increasing the amounts at all, and, if possible, to bring in 
the bills reducing them as they passed the House. I believe it is 
possible to do this. In fact, I know it, and if I am given help 
on the committee of young and willing men, earnestly striving 
for the same object, I will do it. 

Then, Senators, contrast the way the Republicans treat their 
old men and the way ours are being treated. Senator Allison 
was kept chairman of the Committee on Appropriations as long 
as he was in the Senate, although in his last years he was 
very feeble. Senator PERKINS, although far more feeble than 
I am, is still chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Senator Cullom, when he retired from the Senate on the 4th 
of March, was still chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. They do not demote and discredit their old leaders be- 
cause of age. 

I have said more than once, and to more people than one, that 
if the wrong was not righted in the caucus I would carry it to 
the Senate itself, which, under Rule XXIV, must elect its com- 
mittees. My idea in going to the Senate was to get into the 
Recorp, for preservation for the future historian, my vindica- 
tion and defense, as it were. But when I considered the specta- 
cle which I would present to the country by allowing my griev- 
ances against the party, however justifiable, to militate against 
that unity and harmony which ought to prevail among us, I de- 
cided that it was a selfish motive and I bade the devil get 
behind me. 

Democratic harmony and concert of action are more necessary 
at this time than anything I know of. Democratic discipline is 


“also needed very, very much, for as compared with the Repub- 


licans we are an untrained mob with little knowledge of parlia- 
mentary law and very little effective knowledge of the rules of 
the Senate. 

Yesterday one of the newspaper boys told me he had seen the 
two Georgia Senators in amicable conference in the restaurant. 
Immediately the thought flashed on my mind, if Mr. Bacon and 
Mr. Hoke Situ are friendly after what has happened why 
should Mr. Hoke Smiru and Mr. TmuMAN fall out about it. 
I have already, in the caucus, told Mr. Hoke Smitru how I felt 
about Mr. Bacon’s not getting the place of President pro tem- 
pore, and it was that indignation which prompted the interview 
with the correspondent of the Atlanta Constitution. 

I used the word “progressives” in that interview. The 
reporter changed it to “conspirators,” and when I hastily re- 
vised the interview, I did not note the change in the language. 
I do not feel that those Senators who brought about Mr. Bacon's 
defeat were conspirators at all. They merely expressed their 
preference as between the two men as they had a right to do. 
I know if they saw this interview they must have become angry, 
because it was unjust. I recognize that now, and desire to 
apologize to them for using the word in the interview. I also 
desire to apologize to Senator Hoke SmiruH for the way I have 
treated him. 

My regret is more keen because I have since learned—only 
last night—that he was my friend on the steering committee 
and battled manfully to keep the rest from demoting me or 
giving Mr. Martin the chairmanship of appropriations. 

Yesterday, when I was so hot, a reporter for a Georgia paper 
came into my room and said something about Mr. Bacon and 
Mr. Hoke SmMiru talking about Georgia patronage and expressc:l 
surprise that they should be speaking to each other. I told him 
I hoped Mr. Hoke Situ would never speak to me again; but 
I do not feel that way now. I am always ready and willing 
nay, anxious—to make the amende honorable when I am in 
error, and that is my reason for speaking as I do. 

The other day I said I loved the two Georgia Senators. I did 
not tell the exact truth. I do love Senator Bacon, and was be- 
ginning to like Senator Hoke Smita very much. I hope I shal! 
continue to like him, and will unless he gives me just reason 
not to. We have nee? in the Senate of his brains, for we pre- 
sented a sorry speciacle yesterday for lack of consultation 
among the leaders and concert of action. The party is so new in 
its role of conducting affairs that the people must make allow- 
ances. The new men are nearly all awkward and green, and 
unless they acquaint themselves thoroughly with the rules and 
precedents, they will be subjected to very many mortifications, 
and the party itself will become a laughing stock. 

The Biblical quotation I used a few days ago will become 
historical. The “ wild asses of the desert, athirst and hungry, 


” 


have broken into the green corn.” That applies all along the 
The Senators themselves are 


line from the top to the bottom. 
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green and the Democrats of the country have been “out in the 
cold” so long and have had so little hope or opportunity to get 
patronage or any of the offices that they are simply wild. 
President Wilson will, I hope and believe, as soon as he be- 
comes familiar with the usages and customs of the other Presi- 
dents in dealing with Congress, become a good herdsman. He 
is going slow, I am glad to say, about making appointments; 
has adopted David Crockett’s motto: “Be sure you are right 
and then go ahead.” Indeed, I have no reason to believe other- 
wise than that the militant Democracy, after its long exile, will 
assist and aid the President to carry out his program and make 
his glorious vision as portrayed in his inaugural address a 
reality. 

I shall, what little time I have left in this world, watch with 
deep interest and concern his success or failure. I am sure, 
if he does fail, it will be due to the Congress and not to him. I 
appeal to all Democrats to throw aside selfish ambitions and 
impulses, and let us all unite and work for the good of this great 
Republic. 

ITEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res, 17), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers 
and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such 
hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which may be 
pending before said committee; that the committee may sit during the 
sessions or recesses of the Senate; and that the expenses thereof be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution must be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, 

Mr. KERN, 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
statute provides that if it takes money from the contingent fund 
of the Senate, it must be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. KERN. I wish to say that this resolution was prepared 
by my predecessor as chairman of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, and was intended to be presented by him to the 
Senate. The Senate has ordered an investigation into the con- 
duct of one of the employees of the Senate, which investigation 
is in progress. If that investigation is to be proceeded with, 
the resolution must be reported and acted on before the Senate 
adjourns. Let it go to the committee, however, and we will 
try to get a report on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

ARMOR PLATE FOR VESSELS OF THE NAVY. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, which I 
ask to have read. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 18), as follows: 
Whereas bids were*opened by the Secretary of the Navy in February, 
1913, for furnishing armor plate for the dreadnought Pennsylvania; 
and 
Whereas the representatives of three firms manufacturing armor plate 
in the State of Pennsylvania, while pretending to bid as competitors, 
after a conference, submitted bids which did not vary more than $1 
per ton; and 

Whereas the then Secretary of the Navy, notwithstanding an intimation 
made on the floor of the Senate of the United States that it was 
alleged there existed collusion among different manufacturers to ad- 
vance the price of armor plate and divide the profits of the contract, 
awarded the contract on March 8, 1913, by dividing for all practical 
purposes the award of 8,000 tons of armor plate among the three com- 
anies ; and 

Whereas it Is alleged that this action of the said firms reveals that they 
comprise an pent trust and that the price named in the con- 
tract awarded by the Secretary of the Navy is in the neighborhood 


of about $25 per ton higher than the previous awards by the Depart- 
ment of the Navy for armor plate: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the United Statcs, That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to forward to the Senate, at as 
early a date as practicable, a report on the amount of armor plate or- 
dered by the Department of the Navy during the past 25 years, the 
prices paid in each award, and the names of the firms or corporations 
to whom the contracts were awarded. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, of course I do not ask for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution, but presume it should 
go to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 
I have no particular request as to the committee to which it 
should go. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
that committee, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ASHURST subsequently said: Mr. President, my atten- 
tion has been called by one of the learned Senators on the floor 
to the fact that there is an error in the phraseology of the reso- 
lution which I introduced a moment ago, and which was re- 


L—-3 


I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
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ae to the appropriate committee. The resolution as pre 
pared by me requests the Secretary of the Navy to furnish 


certain information. I am advised that the proper form is that 
the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish the information. 
Hence, I ask unanimous consent that the word “ requested” be 
stricken out and that the word “ directed” be inserted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the resolution 
will be amended as requested, and it will be referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department and 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res 


19), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That all Senators now having less than three employees be 
allowed an additional employee, to be paid at the rate of $1,200 per 
annum from the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise pro 
vided by law. 

COMMITTEE ON THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr, HITCHCOCK submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
20), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the salary of the clerk of the Committee on tl 
Philippines be increased from $2,200 per year to $2,500 per year, and 
the pay of messenger to said committee be reduced from $1,440 pet 
year to $1,200 per year. 

THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I report back favorably, with an amend 
ment, a resolution from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I make the report 
by direction of that committee, arrived at by a poll vote, signed 
on the back of the resolution. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. (S. Res. 3. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
reported by him from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 9, after 
“$800,” to insert “: Provided, That the House of Representa 
tives shall pay one-half of the said sum.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, may I inquire of the ho 
orable Senator from Mississippi if that ought not to be a con 
current resolution, inasmuch as the House is called upon to con 
tribute one-half of the expense? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is impossible at this time, of course, to 
have a concurrent resolution, because the other House is not in 
session. The matter, therefore, was reported in this shape by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercuer] with the idea that it 
could not take effect until the House had appropriated its part, 
so we might appropriate our part from the contingent fund. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. I think it is very desirable 
that the resolution should be passed in some form, and I cer- 
tainly shall not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment to the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to as follows: 

Resolved, That an edition of the Congressional Directory for the first 
session of the Sixty-third Congress be prepared and published, as pro 
vided for in section 73 of an act providing for the public printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents, approved January 
12, 1895, and that the Secretary of the Senate is directed to pay from 
the contingent fund, for compiling, preparing, and indexing the said 
edition, the sum of $800: Provided, That the House of Represeniatiy 
shall pay one-half of the said sum. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR EXTRA SESSION. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I gave notice the other day 
that I would address the Senate on a resolution for a legislative 
program during the extra session. I now call up the resolution 
from the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada calls up 
from the table Senate resolution No. 4, submitted by Mr. New 
LANDS on the 13th instant. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say that I do not think the Senate 
is disposed to listen to speeches just now, and that all I shall ask 
will be the reference of this resolution to the Committee on 
Rules, in the hope that that committee will report upon it early 
in the next session. The resolution relates to the legislative 
problems that are before us regarding the tariff and taxation of 
incomes and inheritances; regarding interstate trade, legisla- 
tion supplementary to the Sherman Act, and the organization of 
an interstatetrade commission; regarding interstate banking 
exchange; regarding public lands and natural resources; re 
garding economy in military expenses; and regarding enlarge 
ment of constructive works in improving waterways and roads. 

I believe that if we can outline beforehand in the Senate the 
leading subjects upon which we desire reports and upon which 
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we desire to take action we shall very much expedite the labors 
of the extra session, and that if we can pursue this course in 
the future we shall very much diminish the length of our ses 
sions. As I stated before, we have been gradually expanding 
the sessions of Congress until now they threaten to take up the 
entire year. This resolution is in the line of efficiency, and 
particularly of economy of time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator if he ex- 
pects the Senate at the coming special session to take up all 
the subje he has enumerated? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will state that the object of this resolu- 
tion is not to take up for legislation all these subjects, but 


simply to take up the question of the tariff so far as legislation 
is concerned. and at the same time to engage the various com- 


mittees of the Senate having jurisdiction of these subjects in 
investications, so that they can report to the Senate in the first 
day s of the regular session in De ‘ember next. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I caught from the Senator the suggestion 
that the purpose was to expedite the business of Congress, and, 
I suppose, abbreviate our sessions. I was afraid that if the 
Senator had this program in view for the special session, we 
might as well send for our summer clothing. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say, in that regard—and I think 
it is a matter of very proper solicitude—that I do not think the 
extra session will be lengthened at all by the consideration of 
these subjects by the appropriate committees. We all know that 
in these extra sessions that are devoted to a specific subject of 
legislation, when the House is busy the Senate is idle, and when 
the Senate is occupied the House is idle, and when the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House on the one side or the 
Finance Committee of the Senate on the other is engaged in 
framing legislation all the other committees of the Senate and 
the House are idle. The result is that none of the Members of 
the Senate or of the House, outside of the members of the com- 
mittees having jurisdiction of the tariff, will have anything to 
do, and yet they will be detained in Washington. The purpose 
of this resolution is to occupy those committees in investigations 
with reference to reports which will expedite legislation during 
the regular session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator’s purpose, then, is to give 
ihe committees something to do? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Something to do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is a laudable undertaking, 
and I trust the Senator’s resolution will be considered. The 
Senator will not object to the Committee on Rules amending it 
to some extent, and enlarging it if necessary? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; not at all. 

I will simply add that this resolution is, in my judgment, 
in the interest of economy of time; that it will not extend in 
any degree the extra session, which I understand will be called 
for legislative action upon the subject of the tariff, and it will 
clear the way, in my belief, for quick and decisive action upon 
matters concerning which public opinion is practically made up 
during the regular session commencing in December. I believe 
if we can pursue this course we will diminish the entire length 
of the session of Congress for the next year a period of at least 
two or three months. My belief is that the sessions of Congress 
have been unnecessarily lengthened because of the imperfection 
of our legislative methods in Congress, and that we will thus 
clear the way for legislative action at the next regular session 
by the intermediate action of the committees, when compelled 
to be in session for a period of at least three months attending 
to the consideration of the tariff, and we will thus be able to 
diminish by that period the length of the next regular session. 

Next year there will be a congressional election. If the Demo- 
cratic Party carries that election, it will have the opportunity 
of continued usefulness in carrying out needed reforms. If it 
loses that election, it will lose the opportunity for crystallizing 
in legislation and administration such needed reforms, and 
there will be a renewal of the legislative deadlock from which 
we suffered so much during the last administration. Demo- 
cratic success at the next congressional election will depend 
upon the state of mind of the American people. If there fs a 
temporary diminution of work and business activity and a tem- 
porary depression as the result of it, we may lose the next elec- 
tion. We must therefore move along the lines of progressive 
legislation with firmness, precision, and caution, taking care 
neither to disappoint nor to alarm, and we must close this legis- 
lation at least six months before the next election. Both celer- 
ity and caution are required, and the earlier we adjust ourselves 


to the past the better our chance of continued public confidence 


and success. 


I ask leave to insert the resolution in the Recorp in con- 
nection with these remarks. 





There being no objection, Senate resolution 4, submitted by 
Mr. Newtanns March 13, 1913, was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


1. Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that during the ap- 
proaching extra session for the immediate revision of the tariff Con- 
gress should not only consider and pass comprehensive legislation re- 
garding all the schedules of the tariff but should also, through the 
appropriate committeea, consider other subjects of needed legislation, 
to be taken up for final action at the next regular session of Congress. 


TARIFF AND TAXATION, 


2. Resolved, That the Senate Committee en Finance report at as 
early a date as possible during the extra session upon the following 


questions: 


(a) Whether the prices of any farm products in the United States 
are raised above the international level of prices by the duties now 
imposed on such products, and if so, what products, and whether 
such duties on such products can be abolished or materially reduced 
without injury to American industry, and to what extent. In such 
inquiry shall be included meats, cheese, wool, sugar, tobacco; wines, 
citrus fruits, and dried and reserved frufts. 

‘ (b) — products now ou the dutiable list should be put on the 
ree list. 

(c) Whether it {s practicable and advisable to change all duties 
from specific to ad valorem duties. 

(ad) The average percentage of the duties tmposed by the existing 
tariff, and the average percentage to which it is desirable to reduce the 
duties imposed under the proposed revision of the tariff, and the maxi- 
mum and the minimum duties which tt ts desirable to impose. 

(e) Whether it is practicable and desirable to distribute the proposed 
reduction over a perlod of four years. 

(f) Whether it ts practicable and advisable after making the con- 
templated reduction in the tariff to organize an administrative tariff 
board, which, acting under rules fixed by Congress, shall have the 
power, either upon its own initiative or upon the initiative of any 
mporter, producer, or consumer to further inquire into eomplaints of 
excessive duties prohibiting or unduly restricting tmportations, or of 
diminished duties a excessive importations, to the prejudice of 
existing domestic industries, and to the injury of the capital or labor 
employed therein, or of excessive duties prejudicial to domestic con- 
sumers; such board to present to the President and to Congress such 
recommendations as it may deem advisable. 

(g) Whether it ts practicable and advisable to give such tariff board. 
after full investigation and hearing, the power, with the approval of 
the President, to make reductions or increases in duties, within certain 
limitations and under rules preseribed by Congress; and if so, what 
limitations and rules should be paavertnen 

(h) Whether it is practicable and advisable to make such rules and 
regulations for the action of such a tariff board as will enable the 
Government to feel its way gradually from a high protective to a 
revenue basis without readjustments prejudicial both to domestic labor 
and capital, and without denying to the consumers needed relief from 
the imposition of excessive taxes upon foreign imports and excessive 
prices for domestic products. 

(i) Whether it is advisable to provide a graduated income tax and 
a graduated inheritance tax with a view to making up any deficit in 
revenue caused by a reduction in customs duties, and also with a view 
to extending the operations of the National Government in cooperation 
with the States in the improvement of post reads, the regulation of 
rivers in aid of navigation, irrigation, water-power development, and 
swamp-land reclamation, and also in cooperation with the States in 
the advancement of vocational education. 

(k) Whether it ts practicable and advisable to appoint a budget com- 
mittee, of which the chairman of the Appropriations Committee and the 
chairmen of the other supply committees shal be members. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


8. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce 
report at as early a date as possible during the extra session upon the 
following questions: 

(a) Whether it is advisable to supplement the existing Sherman 
Antitrust Act by legislation which will more specifically define re- 
straints of trade, including therein the prevention.of unfair competi- 
tion, stock watering, overcapitalization, excessive size, interlocking 
directors, and the holding by one corporation of the stock of another. 

(b) Whether it is advisable to substitute for the present system of 
holding companies, by which a corporation organized under the laws 
of a single State is made the means of federating corporations orrcan- 
ized under the laws of other States for the purpose of Interstate trans- 
portation, a national act for the incorporation of holding companies, 
under which railway companies organized under the laws of different 
States may be federated for interstate transportation, such holding 
companies to be subject in their general conduct to the regulation of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

(c) Whether it is advisable to ize an interstate trade commis- 
ston, in which shall be merged the officials, — and functions of the 
Bureau of Corporations, with powers of publicity, investigation, eorrec- 
tion, and recommendation regarding corporations en, in interstate 
trade similar to those conferred upon the Interstate merce Commis- 
sion regarding corporations engaged in interstate transportation, but 
without the power to fix prices; such inferstate trade commission to 
have the power to aid the courts in the administration of the Sherman 
Act and other tapthaton su nena thereto. 

(d) Whether it is advisable to provide for the creation of a board of 
river reguiation which shall bring into cooperation the departments and 
services of the National Government whose duties in any way relate to 
waterways in devising and carrying out comprehensive ms for the 
promotion of interstate commerce by the regulation of river flow, the 
mitigation of destructive floods, by the promotien of above and 
of bank and levee es below, the establishment of terminal and 
transfer facilities, the coordination of rail and water carriers, and the 
cooperation of the Nation with the States, each within its jurisdiction, 
in plans and works for the full and, so far as practicable, compensatory 
development of the rivers for every useful pose, and the establish- 
ment of an ample fund for continuous work during a period of 10 years. 

(e) Whether it ts practicable and advisable to into coordina- 
tion under the Interstate Commerce Commission the related subjects of 
interstate transportation, interstate trade, and interstate exchange, by 
the creation of three boards in such commission, one relating to inter- 
state tran: tation, one relating to interstate trade, and one relating 
to interstate exchange, the present Interstate Commerce Commission to 
constitute the beard of interstate transportation, the proposed fnterstate- 
trade commission to te the board of interstate trade, and the 
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proposed banking commission to constitute the board of interstate ex- 
change, merging into the board of interstate trade the present Bureau 
of Corporations and merging into the board of interstate exchange the 
comptroller’s office. : a 

INTEKSTATE EXCHANGE. 

4. Resolved, That the proper Senate committee report as soon as pos- 
sible during the extra session upon the following question : 

(a) Whether it is practicable and advisable to organize under na- 
tional law in each State a national reserve association, in which the 
State banks engaged in interstate exchange and complying with the 
national legislation as to capital and reserves shall be united with the 
national banks as members, such associations to have the powers of 
issue relating to emergency currency now enjoyed by the constituent 
national banks; such associations to have such of the powers proposed 
by the National Monetary Commission to be conferred upon a central 
national reserve association as are necessary and advisable; such State 
associations to have the powers of investigation and correction regard- 
ing the affairs of the constituent banks; such State associations to be 
brought into federation for tbe protection of interstate exchange and 
the prevention of bank panics through a national banking commission 
fairly representative of the different sections of the country, part of 
which shall be selected by such associations and part by the President 
of the United States; such national banking commission to have powers 
of investigation and correction over the Sts.te associations, and to re- 
port to the President and Congress annually such recommendations as 
it deems advisable regarding legislation and administration concerning 
monctary affairs. 

PUBLIC LANDS AND NATURAL RESOURCES. 

5. Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Public Lands report at as 

early a date as possible during the extra session upon the following 
questions: 
' (a) Whether it would be advisable for the National Government to 
promote the development of Alaska by the construction of a railroad 
or railroads; and if so, the probable cost and plans for construction 
and operation. 

(b) Recommendations regarding the protection of our natural re- 
sourees in timber, coal, iron, and oil against monopolistic control. 

(c) The applicability of the land laws of Canada to the conditions of 
our public domain, and particularly those provisions regarding the 
grant of the surface to settlers, excluding from the operation of the 
grant timber, coal, fron, oil, and water-power sites. 

MILITARY EXPENSES AND AUXILIARY NAVY. 

6. Resolved, That the Committee on Military and Naval Affairs report 
at as early a date as possible during the extra session upon the fol- 
lowing questions: ; 

(a) The preparation of a plan for the more efficient administration 
and cooperation of the Army and Navy, and the reduction of the total 
Army and Navy expense for the next four years to not exceeding 

225,000,000 annually, with the aid of a board of Army and Navy 
officers to be selected by the President. 

(b) A plan for the construction of auxiliary ships for the Navy, to 
be used in time of war in aid of the fighting ships and in time of peace 
in establishing necessary service through the Panama Canal and new 
routes of commerce to foreign countries through lease to shipping com- 
panies; such legislation involving the temporary diminution of the con- 
struction of fighting ships and the substitution of auxiliary ships with a 
view to the organization of a well-proportioned and efficient Navy. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE- SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. If there is no other legislative matter to be 
brought to the attention of the Senate, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 12 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, from the Committee to 
Audit and Control the -Contingent Expenses of the Senate I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the resolution in- 
dorsed by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, submitted 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr, Kern]. I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. (S. Res. 17.) 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers 
and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such 
hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which may be 
pending before said committee; that the committee may sit during the 
sessions or recesses of the Senate; and that the expenses thereof be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. KERN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 21), 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 


_ Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the 
Vice President to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that the Senate, having completed the business of the pres- 


ent session, is ready to adjourn unless the President has some other 
communication to make to it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Kern and Mr. Gat- 
LINGER the committee under the resolution. 


RECESS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I move that the Senate take a recess for 
30 minutes. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia and others. Make it until 2 o'clock. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Very well; I move that the Senate take 
a recess until 2 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 2 


2 oclock p. m., when it 
reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his secre- 
taries, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Kern and Mr. GALLINGER appeared, and 

Mr. KERN said: Mr. President, your committee appointed to 
Wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that the Senate is ready to adjourn unless he has some further 
communication to make have performed that duty, and they 
were informed by the President of the United States that he 
has no further communication at present to make to this body. 

PROHIBITION OF SMOKING IN THE SENATE CHAMBER. 


which I wish to give of an amendment to the rules. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
presents a notice, which will be read. 

The Secretary. The Senator from South Carolina gives 
notice that he will move the following amendment to the rule 
of the Senate (S. Res. 22): 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV be amended as follows: 

“Strike out the period at the end of the first clause and insert a 
semicolon, and then add the following: ‘no smoking shall be permitted 
at any time on the floor of the Senate, or lighted cigars be brought into 
the Chamber.’ ” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Rules and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIF. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn sine die 
| ‘The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock and 9 minutes 
" in.) the Senate adjourned without day 
| NOMINATIONS. 
| Exrccutive nominations received by the Senate March 17, 1913. 

RECEIVERS OF PuBLIC MONEYs. 

W. F. Eatman, of Mountain Home, Ark., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Harrison, Ark., vice Jesse W. Freeman, term 
expired. 

Edward J. McLean, of Montana, to be receiver of 
moneys at Billings, Mont., vice Luther 'T. 
appointee failed of confirmation. 

James T. Hamilton, of Montana, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Miles City, Mont., vice Joseph C. Auld, term expired. 


publie 
Hauberg, recess 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OPFFIce, 
Fred H. Foster, of Montana, to be register of the land offi 


at Billings, Mont., vice Charles L. Harris, term expired. 
Fietcher W. Appleton, of Montana, to be register of the land 


oflice at Bozeman, Mont., vice Matthew R. Wilson, term expired. 


e 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Exrccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 17, 1913 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE. 
Edwin F. Sweet, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
John Skelton Williams, of Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THEE NAvy. 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, of New York, to be Assistant S« 
retary of the Navy. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
Beverly T. Galloway, of the District of Columbia, to be As- 
sistant Secretary of Agriculture. 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


John Burke, of North Dakota, to be Treasurer of the United 
States. 
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Unitep STates Districr JUDGE. | Lieut. Col. Charles R. Noyes to be colenel. 
Peter J. Hamilton, of Alabama, to be United States district | Maj. Benjamin C. Morse to be lieutenant colonel. 
} Ya nt ft ISOr y “lv a ai ° 
judge, d t of Porto Rico. | Capt. Hanson E. Ely to be major. 
ry @ AGENT ror THE Post OFrrice DEPARTMENT. APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
J A. Edgerton. of New J be pul sing agent for | MEDICAL BESERVE CORPS. : 
aes the Post Office Department To be first lieutenants. 
Reckivess or PusLic Moneys. | Harry Loren Arnold. 
W. F. Eatman, at Harrison, Ark. Guy Cluxton Boughton. 
Jan I. Hamilton, at Miles City, Mont. Athel Campbell Burnham. 
Edward J. McLean, at Billings, Mont. Charles Horace Francis. 
Thomas Corbally, at Great Falls, Mont. Beverley Drake Harison. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. John Barnes Jack. 
Fletcher W. Appleton, at Bozeman, Mont. Thomas Martin Joyce. 
red H. Foster. at Billings. Mont. Joseph Victor Klauder. 
Robert N. Sutherlin, at Great Falls, Mont. George Alexander Knowles. 
Talter Mete 1 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, Walter Estell Lee. 
James Acker Mattison. 
OrPSs OF FNGCINEERS vey , 8 
Y CORPS OF ENGIBEEES. Wilhelm Weinberger. 
~ Capt. Michael J. McDonough to be major. Luther Halsey Reichelderfer. 
4 Virst Lieut. Harold S. Hetrick to be captain. William Toy Shoemaker, 
First Lieut. William A. Johnson to be captain, Joseph Marius Shramek. 
CAVALRY ABM. Otto Augustus Wall, jr. 


First Lieut. John P. Hasson to be captain. INFANTRY ARM. 
Second Lieut. Guy H. Wyman to be first lieutenant, as fe . 
R 01 weer ae William Wellington Prude, jr., to be second lieutenant. 
FAI 2Y ARM, 
Lieut. Col. George Bell, jr., detailed inspector general (In- | COAST ABTILLERY CORPS. 
fantry), to be colonel, Robert N. Campbell, to be first lieutenant. 


ys at ae ee 
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SENATE. 
Monpbay, A pri 7, 1913. 


The first session of the Sixty-third C 
day at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, in | 
the proclamation of the President of the United Stat 
17th day of March, 1913. 

The Vice President (Tuomas R. MarsHatt, of Indiana) took 
the chair and called the Senate to order at 12 o’clock noon. 


gress commenced this 
ursuance of 


es of the 


PRAYER. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we worship Thee, Thou who dwellest in in- 
effable light, creator and judge of all men. Thou art worthy 
to receive our adoration and praise. ‘Thy glorious In 
all the earth. 





name is 


We come unto Thee to-day under a sense of a mighty respon- | 


sibility and obligation. We look to Thee for Thy 
and commit our ways unto Thee and pray that 
If Thy presence go not with us, 
but if Thou wilt guide Thy servants, we will find our place in 


guidance 


our steps. 


the order of a divine government whose lord is God. ‘To this | 


end we submit ourselves to Thee in Jesus’ name. Amen. 
THE PROCLAMATION. 
The VICE PRES I 
ation of the President of t 
gress in extraordinary session. 
The Secretary (James M. Baker) 
follows: 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES-——-A PROCLAMATION, 


ie 
I 
] Ee 1e United States convening Con- 


read the proclamation as 


Whereas public interests’ require that the Congress ef the 
United States should be convened in extra session at 12 o’cleck 
noon on the 7th day of April, 1915, to receive su 
tion as may be made by the Executive: 

Now, therefore, I, 
States of America, do hereby proeciaim and declare that an 
extraordinary requires the 
States to convene ip é¢xtra session at the Capitol in the city of 
Washington on the 7th day of April, 1913, at 12 o'clock noon, 
of which all persons who shal! at that time be entitled to act as 
Members thereof are hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United States of 
America the 17th day of March, in the year of our Lord nine- 
teen hundred and thirteen, and of the 
United States the one hundred and thirty-s¢ 

[ SEAL. ] 

By the President: 

WILLIAM JENNINGS Bryan, 
Secretary of State. 
SENATORS FROM ILLINOIS AND V 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I present the credentials of 
Hon. Lawrence Y. SHERMAN, a Senator elect from Illinois, and 
ask that they may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Secretary. 

The credentials of Lawrence Y. SHERMAN, chosen by the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois a Senator from that State 
for the unexpired portion of the term ending March 3, 1915, 
were read and ordered to be filed. : 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, the Senator elect from the 
State of West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], whose credentials have been 
presented and filed, is present and ready to take the oath of 
office as a Senator from that State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator elect from West Vir- 
ginia will present himself at the desk for that. purpose. 


*h communica- 


occasion 


‘venth. 


Wooprow WILSON, 


EST VIRGINIA, 


The credentials will be read by 





Thou wilt order | 
send us not up hence; | 


SSIDENT. The Secretary will read the proc- | 
} 
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the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and 
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Mr. TOWNSEND The senior Senator » J 
SMiTH] is necessarily absent f th ty I 
nouncement to stand for all roll calis which | 
to-day. 
Mr. STERLING. I was reque 1 to 
lengue [Mr. Cra 
will be present at the session t 
Mr. JOHNSON of 3 Id 
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California— Gc F } l 
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Connecticut—Frank B. Bra ( P. Mel 
De le ar Hey ry \ du I’ | 
Florida—Nathan P. Bryat nd Du n | 
Georgia Augustus O. B 1 and Hoke § } 
Idaho—William Kk. Borah 1 James H. Bt 
Tllinois Lav rence z. Sl r n 
Indiana—John W. Is 1 and | Ir 
Jowe—Albert B. Cummins 1W m S. Ke 
Kansas—Joseph L. Bristow and W m H. ‘I 
Kentucky—William O. Brad vd ¢ »~M. J 
Louisiana—Joseph KE. Ransdell “ul J yay 
Maine—Edwin C. Burleigh and Charles F. J ise 
Maryland—William P. Jackson and John Walter Smith 
Massachusctts—Henry Cabot Lodge and J 1 W. Weel 
Michigan—William Alden Smith and ‘ ries E. Tow d 
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Minnesota—Moses FE. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—John Sharp Williams and James K. Vardaman. 

Vissouri—James A. Reed and William J. Stone. 

Vontana—Henry L. Myers and Thomas J. Walsh. 

Nebraska—Gilbert M. Hiteheock and George W. Norris. 

Vevada—Francis G. Newlands and Key Pittman. 

w Hampshire—Jacob H. Gallinger and Henry F. Hollis. 

Vew Jersey—William Hughes and James E. Martine. 

Vew Mexico—Thomas B. Catron and Albert B. Fall. 

New York—James A. O’Gorman and Elihu Root. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman and F. M. Simmons. 

Vorth Dakota—Asle J. Gronna and Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Theodore E. Burton and Atlee Pomerene. 

Oklahoma—Thomas P. Gore and Robert L. Owen. 

Orcgon—George BE. Chamberlain and Harry Lane. 

Pennsylvania—George T. Oliver and Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Le Baron B. Colt and Henry F. Lippitt. 

South Carolina—Ellison D. Smith and Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—Coe I. Crawford and Thomas Sterling. 

Tennessece—Luke Lea and John K. Shields. 

Texas—Charles A. Culberson and Morris Sheppard. 

Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Carroll S. Page. 

Virginia—Thomas S. Martin and Claude A. Swanson. 

Washington—Wesley L. Jones and Miles Poindexter. 

West Virginia—William E. Chilton and Nathan Goff. 

Wisconsin—Robert M. La Follette and Isaac Stephenson. 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BACON. I present a resolution for which I ask present 

consideration and action by the Senate. 
The resolution (S. Res. 24) was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 


that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready 
te proceed to business 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. KERN. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
ador tion. 

The resolution (S. Res. 23) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representa- 


tives to walt upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Congress is ready 


to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Kern and Mr. GALLIN- 
GeR the committee on the part of the Senate. 
HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 
On motion of Mr. Hircncock, it was 
Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 
o'clock meridian until otherwise ordered. 
RECESS. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. What is the further pleasure of 
the Senate? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask whether regular 
morning business would be now in order? 


Mr. OVERMAN, I move that the Senate take a recess until 


) 1 


a o'clock. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Is it not in order to have regular morning 
business transacted? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think not until we hear from the com- 
mittee appointed to wait on the President. That is the usual 
course and I therefore move that the Senate take a recess until 
9 o'clock. 

Mr. KERN. I suggest that the House not yet having organ- 
ized it may not have a committee appointed to wait on the 
President by that time. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think there will be appointed by that time 
a committee to act with the committee appointed here. I do 
not see what else we can now do but take a recess. 

Mr. SMOOT. We could take another recess at 2 o’clock if it 
should be necessary. 

Mr. OVERMAN. If the other House has not been organized 
by 2 o'clock another recess can be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from North Carolina, that the Senate take a recess 
until 2 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 12 o’clock and 16 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 2 o’clock p. m., when it re- 
assembled. i 

CALLING OF THE ROLL, 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst Gronna Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Bacon Hitchcock O'Gorman Smith, 8. Cc, 
Bankhead Hollis Oliver Smoot 
Bradley Hughes Overman Sterling 
Brady James Owen Stone 
Brandegee Johnson, Me. Page Sutherland 
Bristow Johnston, Ala, Perkins Swanson 
Burton Jones Pittman Thomas 
Chamberlain Kenyon Ransdell Thompson 
Chilton Kern Reed Thornton 
Clapp La Follette Robinson Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Lane toot Townsend 
Colt Lippitt Saulsbury Vardaman 
Culberson Lodge Shafroth Walsh 
Cummins McCumber Sheppard Warren 
Fall McLean Sherman Williams 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Shields Works 


Gallinger Martine, N. J. 
Goff Myers Simmons 
Gore Nelson Smith, Ariz. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Bryan] is necessarily absent on account of some public 
matters. I wish to have this announcement stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-seven Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum of the Senate present, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OVERMAN. I moved that the Senate take a recess 
until 2 o’clock, taking the position that we ought not to do 
anything—as the President has called us in extraordinary ses- 
sion—until the President is communicated with and we shall 
have a communication from him. I thought at the time that I 
was following the usual custom, and I desire to read a short 
extract from the Recorp of the Fifty-seyenth Congress, first 
session : 


Shively 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McLaurin. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina asks 
that the resolution submitted by him shall be received at this time. 
If there is no objection, it will be received. He asks for the present 
consideration of the resolution. It will be read to the Senate for its 
information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and read as follows: 


“Joint resolution allowing the importation free of payment of duty, 
customs fees, or charges of articles from foreign countries, and the 
transfer of foreign exhibits from the Pan-American Exposition at 
Buffalo, for the purpose of exhibition at the South Carolina Inter- 
state and West Indian Exposition at Charleston, S. C. 


“Resolved by the Senate, etc., That all articles which shall be im- 
ported from foreign countries ” 


Mr. Hoar. Mr. President, I think it Is the wniversal etiquette not 
to enter upon any business until the President has been informed that 
the two Houses are in session and his communication has been re- 
ceived I hope the Senator from South Carolina will, under the usual 
practice, allow the resolution to lie over. I shall object to any resolu- 
tion of the kind being received. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Carolina 
withdraw the resolution? 

Mr. McLaurin. Yes, sir; for the present I will withdraw it. 


Then the Senate took a recess, and after the recess the then 
Senator from Ohio, Mr. Foraker, said: 


Mr. President, pending a report from the other House ef the ap- 
pointment of a committee to notify the President in conjunction with 
the committee of the Senate that Congress is in session and ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make, I move that the 
Senate take a recess for 50 minutes. 


The Senate took another recess, and no communication having 
been received on that day, the Senate adjourned. 

At the special session of the Senate, Fifty-eighth Congress, 
March 5, 1903, I find from the Recorp that the following 
occurred : 


Mr. Ti~tuMAN. Mr. President, pending the report of the committee 

which has just been appointed, I desire to rise to a question of 
rivilege. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina is 
recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the second or continued part of the CoNGRESSTONAL 
Recorp of March 3, which did not come from the Printer until late 
yesterday morning, i find a very remarkable speech, so remarkable-——— 

Mr. Petrus. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Carolina 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. Pertus. It is the universal custom, Mr. President, to transact 
no business until the President has been informed that the Senate is in 
session. 

Mr. TrtumMan. If the Chair shall so rule, I will very quietly subside 
and wait until we get into working order. I simply wanted to save 
some time. It will take half an hour or more to go to the White 
House and return. I will await the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair knows of no parliamentar 
rule which prevents a Senator from addressing the Senate under suc 
circumstances. 

Mr. Pertus. It is not a parliamentary rule, I admit; but it is a 
custom of the Senate and a rule of courtesy. 

. = PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is the custom of the 
enate, 
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Mr. 
nates before it received notice from the House that that body was 
in session and organized. I think perhaps if the House gave 
notice that it was in session and organized we could transact 
insiness without waiting for a message from the President of 
ihe United States. But as the matter now stands, officially 
the Senate has not been notified that the House is in session, 
and until that notification has been received I doubt very much 
whether it would be proper to go on with business. 

Mr. STONE. I think we could proceed if we had been in- 
formed that the House was in session, organized, and ready 
for business. We have had no such communication. AS a 
matter of courtesy at least I think it has been the rule that no 
business should be transacted until the President has likewise 
been informed that the two Houses were organized and resdy 
to proceed with business. Without information as to when the 
House will be organized and ready to report to the Senate, I 
suggest to my friend the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] 
that it might be sdvisable now to move an adjournment until 
to-morrow. I submit the matter, however, to his discretion. 

RECESS, 

Mr. BACON. It is possible that there may be a communica- 
tion from the other House after it shall have organized which 
will require some action on the part of the Senate this after- 
noon. In view of that fact, at the suggestion of Senators I 
move that the Senate take a further recess until 4 o’clock. 

1 will state, Mr. President, that the hour suggested by me is 
not one which has been originated by me, but I do so at the 
suggestion of Senators who have had the matter under con- 
sideration. I make the motion that the Senate take a further 
recess until 4 o’clock this afternoon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Georgia, that the Senate take a further recess 
until 4 o’eclock. 

Mr. BACON. Some Senators around me suggest 3 o’clock, 
and possibiy it may be better to make it 3. If in the meantime 
the House shall be organized we will have gained that much 
time. I will therefore, with the permission of the Senate, 
change the hour to 3 o’clock. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is now 10 minutes past 2, and that would 
be a recess of only 50 minutes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That may be enough. 

Mr. SMOOT. If it were a recess until 4 o'clock 
go to work during that time. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; I will adhere to the origina! hour 
named in the motion made by me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Georgia, that the Senate take a further recess 
until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rose to make an inquiry. The 
question is not debatable, I suppose, but I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor from Georgia whether in view of the fact that we have a 
caucus called for this afternoon it would not be well to adjourn 
un.il to-morrow morning? 

Mr. BACON. I moved a recess only in view of the suggestion 
which I made, that there will probably come from the House 
during the afternoon a resolution which will require that the 
Senate shall act upon it this afternoon, if it shall be practicable 
to do so. It is only upon that ground that the suggestion of a 
further recess is made. I presume there is no probability of any 
other business being transacted by the Senate to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Georgia, that the Senate take a further recess 
until 4 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to, there being, on a division, ayes 
51, noes 15; and (at 2 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until 4 o’clock p. m., when it reassembled, 


we could 


CALLING OF THE ROLL. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah suggests 
the absence of a quorum, and the Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Ashurst 


the absence of a 


Clapp James McLean 
Bacon Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Me. Nelson 
Bankhead Clarke, Ark. Johnston, Ala. Newlands 
Borah Colt Jones Norris 
Bradley Fall Kenyon O'Gorman 
Brady Fletcher Kern Overman 
Brandegee Gallinger La Follette Page 
oe Go pam Pittman 

tore odge Ransdell 
Chamberlain Hollis Martine, N. J. Reed . 
Chilton Hughes McCumber Robinson 


SMOOT. I hardly think the Senate could do any busi- | 
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Saulsbury Simmons 


, Sutherland Walsh 
Shafroth Smith, Ariz Thoma Warren 
Sheppard Smith, 8S. Cc. Thom, n W ims 
Sherman Smoot rhornton Works 
Shields Sterling lownsend 
Shively Stone Varda ! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-six Sx 0 have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum of the Senate present. The 
Senate will receive a message from the House of Rem nta 
tives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
Mr. South, the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


appeared and delivered the following mess:ge: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa 
tives has assembled; that CHamp CLARK, a Representative from 
the State of Missouri, has been elected Speaker; that South 
Trimble, a citizen of the State of Kentucky, has been elected 
Clerk; and that the House is ready for business 

Also, that a committee of three were appointed by the Speak 
on the part of the House of Representatives to join the comn 
tee appointed by the Senate to wait on the President of the 
United States and notify him that a quorum of the two Hous 
has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any con 
munication that he may be pleased to make, and that Mr. UN! 
woop, Mr. FirzceERaLp, and Mr. MANN were appointed such com 
mittee on the part of the House. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. KERN and Mr. GALLINGER, the committee on the part of 
the Senate appointed to wait upon the Presi t of the United 
States, appeared: and 

Mr. KERN said: Mr. President, the committee ay 
the Senate and House of Representatives to wait upon the Pr 
dent of the United States and to inform him that the two Hor 
of Congress have assembled and are ready to receive any com 
munication he might be pleased to make have attended to the 
duty, and we, the Senate members of that committee, beg | 
to report that the President will present in person a communica- 
tion to Congress to-morrow at 1 o'clock in the afternoon. 


Ises 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—THE TARAF. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, if I am not violating 
precedent or a rule, I desire to make a personal statement. | 
ask the Chair whether it is proper at this particular tin 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair that it is proper. 

Mr. ASHURST. I notice in a New York newspaper this 
morning, to wit, the Times, and I should observe that the 
to which I refer is usually correct in its news dispatches 
fore I assume it must be an error, unwittingly made, of course, 
this paper and some others state that the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. AsHurRsT] is one of five Senators who will be in opposition 
to the Democratic plan of reducing the tariff. 


rules 


pa 
there 


I feel, in justice to myself and the Democratic Party, of which 
Iam a member, which is pledged to an immediate and a down 
ward revision of the tariff, that I should at once and for all 
time make my position clear and thus correct the erroneous 
impression conveyed by these dispatches to the New York 
papers. I fee! that I may do so more succinctly and at least 
more specifically by reading the following telegraphic 4 
patches. First, I read a telegraphic dispatch from the Wlag- 
staff Board of Trade, of Flagstaff, Ariz., as follows: 

FLAGSTAFF, ARriz., April 5, 1913 
Henry F. ASHURST, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

We urge you to stick for fair measure of protection on woo! and 
meats. All business of State, especially central and nort » Arizona, 
dependent on success of live-stock industry 

PLAGSTAPP BOARD OF ‘TRADE 

My reply was as follows, which I transmitted by telegraph: 

ArriL 6, 1913, 
FLAGSTAFF BOARD OF TRADE, 
Flagstaff, Ariz.: 

Your telegram would indicate you think I am a standpat Republican 
instead of a Progressive Democrat I belleve you are intelligent, hor 
est, and brave enough to get along very well without any bounty 
gift from the Government, and you may be sure that the I 


Party will keep its promises and that it will not destroy the 
sheep industry. ; 

HENRY 

Unit 


Fr. Asiul 
d States 


A gentleman in the State of Arizona transmitted a letter to 
me urging that I should vote against any bill which had for its 
purpose the reduction of the tariff on meats, cattle, 
wool, and I transmitted to him the 
ask the Secretary to read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 


sheep, or 
letter, which [I 


following 


Without objection, the Secretary 
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| I ! follow The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
I . ae setts object to the introduction of the joint resolution? 
! Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; I do not object. I am very glad 1 
' have the joint resolut i duced; but all morning business 
t | in order, I should think 
! ' ; a ff on The VICE PRESIDEN’ The Ser rf n Ohio trodu 
i ul { me) a jolut resolution which will be read by title | 
It tre Mr. GALLINGER. Let the joint reso n be read in f 
oatt d if it is not too long, Mr. President. 
' t nat The VICE PRESIDEN Yr. The Secr tary will read as 1 
‘ it i ‘| . que et d. 
Pe d ‘he joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) for the relief of destitut: 
F a ! ieee aaa the : persons within the State of Ohio in the districts devastate 
, I ; 1 to 3 ’ ( ut I can not do | by the recent floods was read the first time by its title and the 
‘ i t it f men t \ Mase | second time at length, as follows: 
t ft ‘ , nu i 1 
: e ' ess from the Governmet Resolved, etc., That the sum of $2,000,000 ts hb y appropr 1, 
c Par t s 1 t I pi to be im lintely availab of which sum so much as is nec: ary «} 
‘ t 1 be tt be used to reimbur the War Department for su expenditures 
‘ t Dem atic | have been made for the relief of flood sufferers within the & e@ ¢ 
ul xe O and the ! hall be placed b of the Ameri 
Il I A , l1 Red ¢ - iet to be ex! in ¢« yperation vil i 
: 1 : # th, entlemen ask- tate and local ; within the State of Ohio, for the f 
| \ ny of th . " relief of peo rendered destitute by the devastation of the floods in 
j ’ vote ; i a reduct 1 of the tariff on beel, cattie, | that State 
ment nd sheep are niv clo personal friends and have lhe officers of the American National Red Cross Sock ty are herel 
: ao ' ‘+ j , t for me to | 2Utherized to expend the amount available for the purpose of tl 
) 1 for many ) rs. Ni raily it 18 not pleas — es resolution in their cooperation with the State and 
i vote dir inst what they believe to be their best | local authosfties ; . t of such funds shali be made to 
; hut e time b come when a public man must give | and audited by the Auditor for the War Department. 
® nteroeets nA th interests « » fey men of his . Ss . " ‘ 
: et ao tae Eneren of oe ae oe ir. STONE. I am uncertain as to just whet committee tha 
own particular State for the larger good and general good of all | 4455+ resolution ought to eo. 
the people | Afr a” »Pm\ Wn 8a? 3+ , st > he Gena . = 
The « r di some gentlemen urged me to oppose a reduwe- = WARREN. I think it should go to the Committee o 
. sls Appropriations, 
tion of the tariff on sugar My reply was that I am concerned - ee . “ . 
with seeing to it that the 300,000 sugar consumers in the State Mr. STONE. I should think it should be referred te the 
of Arizona shall have consideration above the few men raising Committee on Appropriations. Then I move, if it is necessary 
81 r beets in Arizona. for me to do so, that the joint resolution be referred to the 
{ President, I make this statement and correction in no | Committee on Appropriations. 
bo of resentment against the newspapers that have so com Mr. WARREN. I understood the Chair to direct that the 
pletely misstated my position. There is not a Senator here who | joint resolution be referred to that committee. 
owes the newspapers more than I do. As a distinguished Sena- The VICE PRESIDENT. It will take that course, if ther 
or sitting before me once said, the on y way the newspapers is no objection. 
have ever abused me was to overpraise me and to say good | Mr. STONE. I rose under the impression that the Senator 
Rin eee we Sat be ae oe } } . from Ohio [Mr. Burron]} desired immediate consideration for 
| trust I have made my position clear, and thank the Senate the joint resolution. 
for its attention, M BURT‘ ° s : 
. . ‘ Mr. IN. I have conferred with some of my fellow 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish in a word to say that, in| , °° ~~ : : . s ; y ie 
ae ~et a : 7 : Senators to obtain their epinions in regard to it, and, in defer- 
my opin the exploitation of individual views on the tariff | sa a acetal : s . _ 
. i oenalin atewed Gera. ql This is a great ence to them, I do not feel justified in asking for the immedinte 
ie on mig ell e® aeu e or A e. inhis is Pres 7 . . ~ 
“ ee : ; : consideratfon of the joint resolution. I give notice, however, i 
qnestion we are confronting, and for the manner of dealing | i +) 8 § 
: |} that I shall call it up at the earliest possible date. I trust i ; 
with it the Democratic Party is responsible. I think we could ; : : ; : : 
— : : will receive very early consideration by the Committee on Ar 
very well await with patience a time when this whole question aint : S . . : . a 
; : . 4 : propriations, and that that committee will be called to meet 
is brought before the Senate in some form that will challenge : 
deration not later than to-morrow morning. 
( ! ; , one 2 tas j . ° aT a ver rin a . . 
Mi) ASHURST Mr. President, I arose with much delibera- | The VICE PRESIDENT. rhe Joint resolution will be re- 
tion and a 1 if it was proper for me to make this statement. | ferred to the Committee on Appropriations 
‘ distinguished ) i Missour ee to think that | Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask leave to introduce 
I iid have waited fo more convenient seasen. I was very | 2 bill for reference to the proper committee. 
careful not to violate a precedent I asked in advance if it | Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
would be a vielation of precedent. Our distinguished and be The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks he will be com- 
loved Vice President ruled cori ly, as I believe, and held it | pelled to rule that petitions and memorials shall first be pre- 
W 1 not be a violation of tl lents and rules for me to | sented. 
I his personal statement, an kindness to the Senator | PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
‘rom Missoutr l ai bor siv that | am a very accurate | . —— ao : ; 
= to tim nd nner in \ h I b auld x aoe | Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I present a joint resolution adopted by 
m l i cilive i i ! 1¢ n uich i SHO 2X Lic i = 9 > re . . — é 
. Nvidual viev ; = ; the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which I ask may be 
a Bese? read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I OF I D rT X OHIO | There being no objection, the joint resolution was read end 
Mr. BURTON ‘resident, I desire to make a parliamen- re‘erred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 
‘ yuir desire to rodu ather urgent resolution | ; . “ 
tary ingu y° : ; ; — oe lution | Whereas it appears from investigation recently made by the Senate of 
relating te the 4 nh Ulio. 28 it in order to introduce the the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in ce: 
reso ‘ tain places in the United States, notwithstanding prohibitory statutes 
‘ KE PRESID} » Cha rules that it is enacted by the several States thereof; and 
: : ; ; < _— Tae ay Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the peop! 
i i } : l Lmous consen introduce a joint of the United States, and there is a demand for the more effectiza 
resolution in the name of my colleague {Mr. PomMerene}, who is prohibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal jurisdiction 
<a +4 Tes “a : “on same time reserving “ach State the right to 
i veid absent to-day. Weare, how r, equally intereste; and control, at the same time reserving to each nt 1s 
0 ee ? ; ~~ ually imerested make and enforce its own laws relating to marriage and divorce: 
RN aii ahaa tint Now, therefore, be it » 
The VICK PRESIDENT The Secretary will read the joint 


resolution introduced by the Senator 
understands that the Senator from Obi 
for its immediate conside: tien. 
BURTON. I do not feel justified in asking for its imme- 
diate consideration. I Gesire to introduce it and kave it 
ferred to the appropriate committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like 
unless the Senate takes some other action the 
the transaction of morning business. 


from Ohio, and the Chair | 
, » 3 . | 
O €ASKS unanimous consent | 


Mr. 





re- 


to suggest that | 
regular order is 


Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the applica 
tion be made, and hereby is made, to Congress under the provisions of f 
Article V of the Constitution of the United States for the calling of 
convention to propose an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States whereby polygamy and polygamous cohabitation shall be pro 
hibited, and Congress shall be given power to enforce such prohibition 
by appropriate legislation. 

Resolved further, That the legislatures of aj] other States of the 
United States, now in session or when next convened, be, and they hereby 
are, respectfully requested to join in this application by the adoption 
of this or an equivalent resolution. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he hereby is, 
directed to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and House 
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said bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit copies 
hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 
; Tuomas Morris, 
President of the Senate. 
Meruin HULL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
A. C. TreTow, 
Acting Chief Clerk. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
sived March 26, 1913, 9.10 a. m. 
sea J. S. DONALD, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a resolution adopted at a 
meeting of the Wisconsin Woman’s Suffrage Association, which 
was referred to the Committee on Woman’s Suffrage and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolved, That this meeting of the Wisconsin Woman's Suffrage 
Association deplores the treatment accorded Wisconsin women during 
the procession March 3, as well as the treatment accorded the women 
of other States, and 2 believe that the proper person or persons 
sho e held responsible. i 

ce Mrs. Henry M. Youmans, president, Waukesha, Wis.; Mrs. 

H. W. Chynoweth, president, Dane County, Madison, 
Wis.; Miss Harriett F. Bain, president, Kenosha, 
Kenosha, Wis.; Mrs. Rex McCreery, Brown County, 
Green Bay, Wis.; Mrs. Frank Eggers, president, Man- 
itowoc County, Manitowoc, Wis.; Mrs. Mary D. Brad- 
ford, past president Wisconsin State Teachers’ Associa- 
tion: Mrs. Gustav A. Hipke, Milwaukee, Wis. ; Mrs. 
C. W. Steele, president, Whitewater, Whitewater, Wis. ; 
Mrs. W. M. Waters, Richland Center; Miss Ada L. 
James, ex-secretary Wisconsin Woman's Suffrage Asso- 
ciation, Richland Center, Wis. 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, do I under- 
stand now that we are proceeding in regular order under the 
head of morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. We are. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If so, at the proper time I 
shall present certain matters. 

Mr. WORKS presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of California, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution 2, relative to requesting the United States 
Congress to authorize and direct the postal savings system to loan 
its funds to school districts. 


Whereas under the act of Congress now in force, which establishes a 
postal savings system throughout the United States, there is no 
authority by which the board of trustees of said postal savings 
system is permitted to loan the funds of said system to the various 
school districts throughout the Nation; and 

Whereas it appears that, if such authority existed, the school districts 
of this State and every State would be able thereby to obtain money 
directly from the funds of said postal savings system with more 
facility and at lower rates of interest; and 

Whereas it appears that, by their ability to borrow money more easily 
and under better conditions, the school districts of this State and 
of every State will receive great benefits of economy, saving, and 
financial prosperity, which will consequently afford the rising genera- 
tion of our Nation better education and development: Be it therefore 
Resolved, That the Senate and Assembly of the State of California 

hereby join in requesting the Congress of the United States to amend 

the act establishing the postal savings system in such manner as will 
authorize and direct the board of trustees of sald postal savings system 
to invest the funds of said system in school-district bonds of the vari- 
ous school districts of the several States, and that our representatives 
in the Senate and the House of Representatives of Congress do their 
utmost to further such legislation as will effect the above result; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forthwith transmitted 
by the clerk of the assembly to the President of the Senate of the 

United States and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 

United States, and a copy hereof to each Member of Congress and to 

each newly elected Member of Congress. 

Cc. C. Youne, 


Speaker of the Assembly. 
L. B. MALLORY, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Mr. WORKS presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of California, which was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution 19, relative to establishing game refuges in 
the national forest reserve in the State of California. 


Whereas there is in the State of California over 25,000,000 acres of 
national forest reserves, containing a large variety of wild game 
animals and birds; and 

Whereas, because of the largely increasing population adjacent to such 
forest reserves, many species of wild animals and birds are facing 
extinction and there is a aecessity for the protection and preserva- 
tion of such game animals and birds, that they have places of refuge 
where they can propagate and increase unmolested: 

Resolved, That the Senate and Assembly of the Legislature of the 
State of California in joint action, memorialize Congress to set aside 
< ; past som = eee eneet ape in bee ag as game 

whic e ng or hunting o me animals a 

shalt be prohibited. . . ag ee 
Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be re- 

quested to use all honorable means to secure the passage of a measure, 

or such other action as may be necessary, declaring said lands as game 
refuges for the protection and conservation of the game therein. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Prest- 
dent of the United States, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary 
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of Representatives of the United States and to the several Members of | of Agriculture, the respective Tlouses in Congrs 


| 






ss, and to each of 


Senators and Representatives in Congiess now in and those who 


will assume office on March 4, 1913 
Mr. McCUMBER. I present a concurrent resolution passed 

by the Legislature of North Dakota which I ask may be read 

and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was read 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, as 
follows: 

Mr. Hoge introduced the following concurrent resolution urging Con- 
gress to epact a law prohibiting the use of the parcel post for t \ 
ing of cigarettes, snuff, etc., within States prohibiting the sale t f: 
Whereas the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North 

Dakota has passed laws prohibiting the sale of cigaret 


office, 


tes and snuff 
in this State; and 
Whereas several other States have passed similar laws: and 


Whereas the common violators of these and any other prohibition laws 
are now planning the importation of cigareties and snuff by 
post in defiance of the laws of this and other States: and i 

Whereas said laws have been enacted for the purpose of being enforced: 
Now, therefore, be it 


pareel 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of North Da 
kota (the Senate concurring), That we urge upon our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress of the United States to use their t 
efforts and influence toward securing the passage of an act of Con 
prohibiting the use of the parcel post for the mailing of cigaret 
snuff or any substitute therefor addressed to any post oflice wit 
the State of North Dakota or any other State having such ; 
cigarette and antisnuff laws, and to prevail upon the Postmaster Gen 
eral to promulgate rules and regulations of the Post Office Department 
that will prevent the use of the parcel post to evade State law Le 
it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be mailed by the secretary 
of state to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress of the 


United States. 


This is to certify that the foregoing resolution originated in the hy 


Wse 


and was adopted on the 6th day of March and was concurred in by 
the senate on the 7th day of March, 1913. 
J. H. FRAINR, 
Speaker of the House. 
M. J. Grorai 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
A. T. KRAABEL, 
President of the Senate 
W. D. AUSTIN, 
Secretary of the Senate 


Mr. WALSH presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Montana, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 

Senate joint memorial 6. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in the Con 
of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Montana, do hereby submit for your the 
memorial : 
Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a 

bill for an act providing, among other things, that if the State of 

Montana shall agree to establish and maintain an agricultural, man 

ual training, or other educational or public institution upon a section 


eRe 


consideration followin 


> 


of land upon which the buildings at Fort Assinniboine are located, 
the President is authorized to grant the lands and buildings to the 
State on payment of $2.50 per acre therefor; and 

Whereas there is now pending before the Thirteenth Legislative Assem 


bly of the State of Montana a bill for an act entitled “An act to 
establish and locate the Northern Montana Agricultural and Manual 
Training School, and an agricultaral experimental substation in eon 
nection therewith; appropriating money to pay the United States 


Government for the land upon which the same {fs to be situated, and 
to start and institute said institution,’ which is to be located at 
Fort Assinniboine aforesaid; and 

Whereas in the judgment of your memorialists one section of arid land 
is not a sufficient area to be devoted to the purpose aforesnid, and 
with 2,000 acres the efficiency of said school would be greatly in 
creased, and it would soon become almost, if not entirely, self 
supporting : 

Therefore, we respectfully request your honorable body to inerea 
the area of land to be devoted to the purposes aforesaid from one sex 
tion to 2,000 acres, to be granted to the State of Montana under the 
same conditions and for the same consideration per acre as in said bill 


already provided. 
This memorial shall be in force from and after its adoption by both 
houses and approval by the governor. 
W. W. McDowe tt, 
President of the Scnate 


A. D. MacponaLp 
Speaker of the House 
Filed March 14, 1913, at 11.40 o'clock a. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON, 


Secretary of State 
By COPELAND C. BurG, Deputy 
Unitep Stares or Amenica, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial 6, petitioning Congress to increase the area of land at Fort 
Assinniboine from one section to 2,000 acres, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing and locating the Northern Montana Agricultural and Manual- 
Training School and an agricultural experiment substation in connection 


therewith, enacted by the thirteenth session of the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Montana, and approved by 8S. V. Stewart, governor of 
said State, on the 14th day of March, A. D. 1913. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 15th day 
of March, A. D. 1913 

{seav.] 


A. M. ALpDrerson, 


Secretary of State. 
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Mr. WALSH presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 











the State of Montans. which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Rercorb, as 
follows: 
House joint resolution 5, relative to suspending entries on Flathead 
Whereas a large number of citizens on what was formerly the Flathead 
ltese m in Montana have pr nted fi 3 on lands which are 
ceupled and unallotted ; and 
Whereas said filings have been rejected and suspended by reason of the 
fact that the said land has not been classified or appraised; and 
Whereus many of these settlers have made their applications several 
o and ssid applications have been rejected or suspended, 
g tl ction of the department, which action has not yet been 
tak it therefore 
Ae ed. That the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana 
do hereby protest against the dilatory action of the Department of 
the Interlor an@ does bereby demand that the said Department of the 
I tal teps to Immediately cla fy and appraise said lands to 
the end that settlers may have proper filings accepted and that the land 
n ‘ may | ultivated and e homes for citizens of the 
Li “il Stat who have applied for and desire the same; be it further 
i Cha f this resolution be presented to the President 
of Ui i St Secretary of the Interior, and to the Members 
0 e | ted vate and House of Representatives from 
AY 
A. D. MACDONALD, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. W. McDoweL.Lt, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved February 25, 1913 


S. V. Stewart, Governor. 


Filed February 25, 1913, at 1.10 o'clock p. m. 


A. M. ALperson, Secretary of State. 

I or America, State of Montana, 8s: 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
} y certify that the al : is true and correct copy of house joint 
1 tion 5, relative 1 ding entries on Flat 1 Reservation, 
enacted by the thirteenth on of the Legislative Assembly of the 
' te of Montana a t ved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said 
State, on the rth day of | ry, 1913 ’ a 

In t imony whereof I ve hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
g! t seal of said State ; F 

[sor it the city of Helen the capital of said State, this 25th day 
of February, A. D, 1913, 

[ SEAL. J A. M. ALDERSON 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. WALSI presented a joint memorial adopted by the Leg- 
islature of the State of Montana, which was referred to the 
Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 


printed in the Ricorp, as follows: 


Cominittee on 


Senate joint memorial 4. 
Petition to Congress to enact such legislation as will be necessary for 
the establishment and the maintenance of an agricu!tural building for 
lisplay of agricultural products. 
J'o the honorabie Senate and House of Representatives in Congress of 
the United States assembled: 


Whereas the State of Montana 





desires to stimuiate interest in and 
direct attention to agricultural pursuits, and we believe that an 
attractive display of agricultural products will render gocd results 
in the matter of the settlement and cultivation of unoccupied lands 
in Montana and other States: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Montana, the senate and house concurring, do hereby petition the 
Congress of the United States for the passage of legislation providing 
for the establishment and maintenance, under the supervision and regu- 
lation of the Department of Agriculture of the United States, of an 
agricultural building in the city of Washington, D. C., for the perma- 
nent and conspicuous display of agricultural products of every kind and 
description from every State and Territory of the United States. That 
said building be kept open during business hours of all legal days, and 
that an examination and inspection of said products be permitted by 
visitore from all parts of the world. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the 
secretary of state to the honorable Secretary of Agriculture of the 
United States and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
with the request that they use every effort within their power to secure 
the enactment of such legislation as is necessary to carry out the 


purposes herein expressed, 
W. W. McDowett, 
President of the Senate, 
A. D. MACDONALD, 


Speaker of the House. 
Approved, March 14, 1913. F 


S. V. STEWART, 
” om . Governor. 
Filed March 14, 1915, at 4.15 o'clock p. m 
A. M. ALDERSON, 


Secretary of State, 
By CoPpELAND C. Bure, 
Deputy. 
Uniteo Svates or Ampnrica, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial No. 4, petitioning Congress to enact such legislation as wil) 
be necessary for the establishment and the maintenance of an agricul- 
tural building for the display of agricultural products, enacted by the 
thirteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana 
and approved by 8. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 224d day 
of March, A. D. 1913. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State, 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 14th day 
of March, A. D. 1913. . 

[SEAL.] A. M. ALDERSON, 

Secretary of State. 
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APRIL 7, 


Mr. WALSH presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Montana, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 3. 


Petition to Congress to enact such legislation as will be ne ssary for 
the construction of a system of paved public highways connecting the 
capitol of the several States of the Union with the National Capitol 
and with each other, and also with the principal national parks 

To the honorable Scnate and House of Representatives in the Congress 
of the United States assembled: 

Whereas a uniform system of national pwblic highways or roads, con- 
necting the capitols of the several States of the Union with the 
National Capitol at Washington and with each other and also with 


the principal national parks, will vastly promote commerce between 
the several! States and reduce the cost of transportation thereof ; 
facilitate and cheapen travel and social intercourse between the 


people; discourage sectionalism, and render the entire people more 
cosmopolitan intelleetually, morally, and politically; ald the farmer 
in marketing his produce and make farm life more agreeable, at- 
tractive, and profitable; induce Americans to see and know America: 
beautify all parts of the Union; intensify industrial activiti 
encourage good road building throughout the continent: and bri 
the entire people countless blessings, conveniences s, and joys kuow 
only to a highly developed country; and ; 
Whereas to secure uniformity, thoroughness, and economy in con- 
struction, fitness, and adaptability of grades and avoidance ! 
local controversies in the selection of routes as would probably delay, 
if not defeat, the entire enterprise, and the cost of such a system of 
highways being beyond the probable financial resources of the sev 
States, It would be necessary that it be constructed at the exp 
and under the supervision of the General Government : Now, theref: 
be it 
Resolved (the house concurring), We, the Thirteenth Legislative As- 
sembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition and earnestiy pray 
the honorable Congress of the United States for the passage of legislation 
for the location and construction, under the supervision and by the 
General Government, of a system of national highways or roads which 
shall connect the capitols of the several States ef the Union with the 
National Capitol at Washington and with each other, and also with 
the principal national parks; that such national highways be con- 
structed on firm concrete bases with hard surfaces and as nearly 
dustless as agen that they be located solely with regard to the 
greatest public good and feasibility of route and grades; and be it 
further 
Resolved, That Congress provide in such legislation means of raising 
the necessary money for the location and construction of such nation 
highway by the restoration of the internal-revenue tax of 1879 on 
tobacco, or in some other manner as to it shall seem meet and proper, 
and that the location and construction of such system of highways be 
commenced, as means can be provided, throughout the country generally 
without giving priority to any sections or locations; and it is further 
Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary 
of state of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United States, 
and that copies of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary of state 
of the State of Montana to the House of Representatives of the 
United States; and be it further 
Resolved, That copies thereof be transmitted by the secretary of 
state of the State of Montana to the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress of the State of Montana, with the request that they use 
every effort within their power to bring about a speedy action for the 
accomplishment of the ends and purposes hercin indicated. 


W. W. McDowe tt, 
President of the Senate. 

“A. D. MaAcDONALD, 

Speaker of the House. 





me Ile. 


of such 








a5 


Approved, February 25, 1913. 
S. V. Stewarr, Governor. 
3.30 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSoN, 
Secretary of State. 


or » 


Filed February 25, 1913, at 


Unttrep Srares or America, State of Montana, 38: 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial No. 3, petitioning Congress to enact such legislation as will 
be necessary for the construction of a system of paved public highways 
connecting the capitols of the several States of the Union with the 
National Capitol and with each other, and also with the principal 
national parks, enacted by the thirteenth session of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana and approved by 8S. V. Stewart, 
governor of said State, on the 25th day of February, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 26th day 

February, A. D. 1913. 
“* tet . A. M. ALDERSON, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. WALSH presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Montana, which was referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 1. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the settlers under the Lower Yellowstone project, Montana and 
North Dakota, organized under the supervision and direction of the 
Reclamation Service, the Lower Yellowstone Water Users’ Associa- 
tion, a corporation, and executed and delivered a contract to said cor- 
poration subseribing for stock in said corporation, which empowered 
said corporation, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
to sell their homesteads and their lands unless the owners made 
application for water rights and complied with the provisions of the 
act of Congress of June 17, 1902; and 
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Whereas said contracts were entered into and executed with the under- | pledge to form it {nto distinct republican States and to admit ft! 








standing thet the final estimated cost of the project was $30 per | members of the Federal Union ivi the me rights of f1 
acre, and that the cost to them should not exceed that amount per | sovereignty, and independence as the other Stat This pleda 
acre on their holdings, and that the farm unit under said project was committee believes would not be redeemed by merely dividing tl 
160 acres; and | face into States and giving them it it includes a pk { 
Whereas the provisions of the act of Congress of June 17, 1902, pro- | sell the lands, so that they may nd thus form Stat 

ied that the payments should be made with a view of returning to | other mode of disposing of the m cat led as a compliance yw 
the reclamation fund the estimated cost of construction, and also that | that pledge.” ’ 2 
tl m unit should be fixed at the time the project is determined | for nearly 40 years this controver was waged with 





ble by the Secretary of the Interior; and 
Whereas the cost of construction of said project has exceeded the origi 
neal estimated cost of $750,000, increasing the cost thereof to the 
settlers to $42.50 per acre; and 





intensity, until 1846, when an act 


these lands. 





This condemned and discarded policy is now sought to 
rected; and in pursuance thereof th 





| 
re have been w 
| } coal. oil, phosphate, and power-site lands 

om the Government tracts of land embracing more than 80 | over 21,000,000 i 

} 

} 

} 

| 


many settlers prior to the initiation of sald project have se 








i rregating n 4 
cu ° ‘ ; ; acres, equnl to 33 pe ent f the total ar 
act the Secretary of the Interior by his ruli: has required | State, together with similar sat out in ; t] hy t “ae tes 
{ ich settiers reduce their holdings to 80-acre tracts, the same | tn all the area thus withdrawn is greater than the combined 
adopted as the farm unit under said project, which said ruling | Maine, Ne H a Vermont i aeenchusatts R “ co ‘ 
} , + vv Pesal it i atad sa ‘ ; » ode e> ind 


said settlers denounce as contrary to the provisions of the recla 
yn act: Now therefore be it 





necticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Penn 
bot Virginias, Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, and Illinois, and thus r 

























































































nati 5 a _— . « 
Ry lIved (the senate cr neurring), That we, the rhirteenth Legis- $00,000,000 acres are now, have been for several yeat { 
lative Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Con h of individual enterprise or taxation for th port 
gress of the United States for the passage of necessary legislation and ment. This bstructive policy | 1 ce : ‘ rom 
the abrogation of unjust rulings, providing that the settlers under said past 50 yeurs and in violation of the - 
Yellowstone project shall not be required to return to the recl; vided in their en ing act 1dm ! 
fund an amount exceeding the original estimated cost of $30 per acre; | mstitutior ind the f rd i 
nnd. further, that said settlers under said project who acquired from the Stat is predicated 
t Gov ent prior to the initiation thereof tracts of land embra I idea that the leasing of the forest nd ot! 
more tl acres be permitted to hold the same under said project, ing purposes to st ckmen, reserving to the ttle sl ; 
ing 160 acres each, and to acquire water rights thereunder to enter them, will give t latter ade . is 
: ia se # : ¥ " . : 
ple of said holdings; further for t reason the t hvtou ' ' 
a, _— a2. ; ? . r ti ison at it is obvious that such entri wil 
That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secre irily interfere with the proper handling of sto« ‘ a st 
state to the President of the United States and to the Secre- | has 1,000 acres or ter such at a . = tome ; = let 
interlor and our Senators and Representatives in Congress, | undertake to enter  acrenm of the + of it. tt . 
equest that they use their every ¢ rt to bring about speedy th: th S ; mn would - a : titer ’ td. ae 
action for the accomplishment of the ends an rposes herein indicated. | conrage the settler. unle ve ¢ 1 t . n with ! 
A. D. MACDONALD, ; cneiien e-mailed cehion. och Sia ceentenien ie — 
Sin ie tS oldies } beaki ‘ sO al oOLectnion Lna t equ i certal il 
aqeewe of oad een 1 src -d in preventin th ent even if he had to bu ‘ tt 
: val " vi % iit « \ oo ts “ aa iin 4 
Presidcnt of the Senate. | homest . : ae ae setae tetten mm. ; ; “w 1OSTe ay . 
hamans 1 Tel as = 1912 { Boment ding and mining « t public lar 
Uh 4 y= avi 8. V. SrewartT? i & We assert that the St 3 are vested with the right to 
° - wl ART, waters within their respective beorde! (su et only to ti I i 
Governor. | the Federal Go ronment to rot vigentior t t ; 
Filed February 25, 1913, at 1.10 o'clock p. m. ee 2 a oe on Ce a 
, ’ A. M. ALDERSO? j are navigable), to dispose of them to those who will use the 
aed >> ot oe e State } beneficial purposes, and that all retur there m, direct 
. ruoerg OF & : i jr r | ng to the State and ni ti | ederal ¢ rn f 
; . ° J gw e States and not » th j i i af 1 n 
Unitep Srares or America, State of Montana, se: -p rience has shown that the method fF the R i I 
I. A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, de ik irrigation of arid lands have n ex] ous al 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of Hous nt | arbitrary and unjust in the di i of ‘ ! 0 
mv rial No. 1, petitioning Congress for the enactment of such legisla- | Water users and ¢ r I ‘ the f privat 
t s will relieve the settk under the lower Yellowstone } i pris Not only so, b mad » ox 
‘ 1 by the thirteenth Legislative Assembly of t! officers of the departn 
State of Montana, and Stewart, governor of said | delays in approving the ‘ f priv i 
St on the 25th day of Febr tion projects, to which ‘ tled t 
In testimony whereof I t my hand and affixed the | the laws of the United 
great seal of said State. as | Reclamation of arid by the United &§ 
yne at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 25th day | Government should in all ises recogniz } iz of 
of r r,, A. D. 1913, ; control the waters within their borders 1 she | ) 
BAL A. M. ALDERSON, | equitable rights of its water users and oth etitive 
secretary of Siate. } th of private enterprises, 
Noo Tv eee > ak baie ee le ° : P ‘ | These projects and enterprises ld n be 1 le 1 
Mr. THOMAS presented a memor ul of the Legislature of the | Reclamation Service an cal se for refusal to ay ( rig of 
State of Colorado, which was referred to the Committee on the | and occupancy of lands under privat rrigation ! ‘ 
Conservation of National Resources and ordered to be printed in | 8¢rlously obstruct private enterprise and the — 
. . ij} ment of land belonging t the Stats 
the Recorp, as follows: | A ; . 7 
, . — = ° | refusals be revoked 
House joint memortal 5. | We further ask that the Re ttion Se 
To Teor Woodrow Wilson, President clect, and the Congress of the | looking cow aoe — ee aah 
United States: | within this State, in order th ‘ J it! 
y Wee a . : |} may take place 
Your memorialist, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, re- | 8 The reat descent and « . cha 
spectfully represents that under the present Federal policy of control of | gives such eudless citnmiiion fet enter } 
the public domain the following conditions obtain : Tha al ‘Dhvaically le. Indeed, { ‘grow 
my ; e ae ’ fei . . : > . . t ne is mnysi y im he ( id is rowil 
1. The people of Colorado are in favor of conservation in the mean that the sma}] power | it is the coming ‘on WW 
ing of prevention of waste and monopoly, but are unalterably opposed | {tg purpose for one power plant it continu t it 
to it in the definition of preserving our lands and resources in their acameads rage aig gate , li at ie ae . 
7 i enh dees SS eee ea - ; consumed nor does i \ ‘ s 
p! nt state for future generations. We agree that these natural re- nd therefore but a ‘ i n i i 
. . au s that Lure wet ‘ aat ' ’ iow ii i “ ! | I 
es belong to all the people, but this ownership is not now different plant may be constructed and so on e t e' i tS 
from what it always has been, namely, subject to the right of the citi- rs S aiekevain toatl tg naeted ; ; = 
: ; > | hese del have seriously bast ¢ no niy 
ven to acquire the same under liberal laws to the extent necessary to | 5 ts ” ae 1 : 7 iste ; ‘ ; 
Hof a4 ; 12 : . i cts pu oave fai » interieredad witli t rri iT 
atisfactory settlement and the building of permanent homes. eral kt dt { 
2. It he en charged that the Western States have failed in the past : ‘al ] 1 } t} I { t { 1 
: ; : “ : ted un I ne laws ¢ ( lite etat or 
to do their duty in the conservation of these resources, but those who , ot a a he { Stat rb ’ 
make these charges utterly fail to consider that any unlawful acavisi- . Sa a ee 
tion or waste was committed under Federal Jaws and on public lands We recognize that some good has been ace : ro ay tne | 
id that the States, having no control, were powerless to prevent it’ | : at the same time its cost has b CH 
rhey also fail to recognize the fact that the amount of lands unlawfully | enest; it has materially hindered ¢ - | get on 
acquired was a mere trifle compared with that lawfully acquired by | 2b. ‘°° country chieny be se Of the 
bona fide settlers and others. : “ | Washington by chiefs unfamiliar 2 actu 
3. The older States have had, and still have, the benefits arising from | tered by subordinates, many of \ mare equa millar wit 
private acquisitions of all the public lands within their boundaries, 1 nine 
ceiving revenue therefrom through taxation and otherwise, and it is scler t 1, it! r ' : ; 
therefore a great injustice that they should now seek to impose upon the oi cor to nat ; . 
Western States obstructions and burdens with which they them ieee did ost ul atin i : te ; 
not have to contend. i l the 1 fore Ipe, dec ! a ¢ l 
4. We deny that it is right or advisable for the Federal Government | @F¢ 22 actual fre menace to pemelneey ane te 
to retain the title to and lease the public lands for any purpose, as the | the bigh price aoe oe ee GRE TEENS enloe 
history of the country shows that in 1807 Congress authorized the War | Stettly restrictin ses and cutting 
Department to lease the lead mines in the territory afterwards em- We urge that a committee, congressional or otherwise. be immed 





‘ed in the States of Missouri, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and Iowa, | appointed to visit Colorado and investigate the conditions fe 
serving to the United States a royalty of one-sixth of the product. |} above and report on the same. It seems necessary to 
mittee pursue its investigation on the ground, few 





5. This system was vigorously opposed by the residents of the re: 








involved from the very beginning, and after a few years’ trial the Mis- | sufer by the methods in ferce would be abi n 
sourl Legislature and the governor of Illinois protested against it. | of 2 trip to Washington Beside an actual fo rf 
Presidents Polk and Fillmore urged its abandonment. The Secretar things will disclose features which it would be dificult to 





of War condemned it, saying that the benefit to the Government bore | by testimony. 
‘no just proportion to the injury done to the country, first, by retard- "10. An unjust discrimination is made between grazing and 
ing the settlement of the country and, second, by the demoralizing in- | agricultural lands. ‘The major portion of this State is com; 
fluence of the system.” | what is termed grazing lands, and grass is the greatest agri 

Year after year congressional Committees on Public Lands reported | crop known and the most indispensable. All lands at present 
gainst it. One of these reports concludes as follows : valuable for grazing should be as freely open to entry as are “f l 

When the United States accepted the cession of the northwestern | lands, but in sufficient quantities to support families. More than thres 

territory the acceptance was on the express condition and under a. | fourths of our present cultivated arca was originally located as pa 








A6 


and it was largely through this privilege that our present cultivated 
area was developed S s 
avons is Saale an acre of grazing land on the plains that will not 
ultimately become omen eon — the development of storage of 
rater and the economical use thereof. 
> ii. Nearly all of our metalliferous lands have been inc luded in forest 
reserves, since which time not a single important mining camp has been 
opened. The unwarranted interference by the Forest Service is largely 
responsible for the falling off of approximately $20,000,000 + an- 
nual metal output. The man who is willing to put his labor an money 
into the development of . ne — = the pone best fitte oO 
classify the land and should be permitted to acquire It. 
een the assurance that if 40 years ago the forest reserves 
had been established neither Leadville nor Cripple Creek nor a score of 
other mining camps would have been discovered or develoned, t 
Although our lands are of —— variety they are open to — = 
but few purposes and in ee — For instance, a plece 0 
f : ( ye taken mere or a home, 
aL eee days cceeees gave us the water of our natural 
streams and confirmed that right in the acceptance of our State con- 
stitution. Certain Federal bureaus are trying to take away that right 
by denying rights of way over the public domain. The contention of 
K‘ederal authority, as in the case of the Engle Dam, for the first storage 
of water at the lower end of the stream, instead of near the source of 


supply, would prevent the repeated use of water for power and irriga- 
tion upstream, would uselessly deprive large areas of development and 
would therefore be contrary to the principle of the “ best use” as dem- 


ynstrated by the experience of more than half a century. 
a Se anemia aaa use of water when streams are high equalize the 
flow, furnish a better supply of water during the dry season, and by les- 
sening floods save lives and property on the rivers below. 

Special agents are permitted to protest against the validity of entries 
without any knowledge of facts relating thereto. They should be re- 
quired to make their objections at the time of final proof, that the 
entryman may face his accusers. 

13. The courts should be opened to land disputes, that citizens may 
be afforded an opportunity to enforce their rights, instead of the sys- 
tem now in vogue of determination through star-chamber proceedings 
by administrative officers. : 

“14. Under the express terms of the enabling act, Colorado was ad- 
mitted to the Union on an equal footing in all respects whatsoever 
with the original States. To be on an equal footing we must have the 
power to tax the land and other property within the State, for with- 
out that power we can not maintain State and local governments and 
institutions. The present policy of the Federal Government is to place 
our lands and resources on a revenue basis, paying taxes in the form of 
royalties into the Federal Treasury, thereby seriously interfering with 
the means of supporting our needy growing institutions. The effect of 
the present policy is to permit local taxation, only upon farm and city 
and town lands now privately owned. This might be less objectionable 
in lowa and Itlinols, where practically all of the land is tillable. More 
than half of the area of Colorado is not tillable under any known 
method, but is composed of mineral, grazing, and timbered areas which 
take the place of farm lands, and which are just as expensive to gov- 
ern, if not more so, than are the farm lands. The policv, therefore, 
which withdraws these from taxation is a serious handicap to the State. 

While our resources are of great variety they are not naturally ready 
for use, On the average there has been a dollar in exnense for every 
dollar in precious metals taken from the mountains. and the value of 
our lands is measured by the labor required for their irrigation and 
development. Without the value the presence and industrv our people 
have added to them, there is not a dollar’s worth of value on any of 
our mineral resources, Every dollar, therefore, charged in the form of 
royalty on the products of these resources is a tax on human toil. 

We can not hope to secure the best settlement of oanr lands nor 

development of our resources upon a tenantry basis. The man who is 
permitted to lease lands cheaply for grazing will try to keep them for 
yasture, 
; 15. There is but one-third of our area on the tax rolls, with extraor- 
dinary educational requirements to equip our people to meet mining, 
industrial, irrigation, and other agricultural development. We must, 
therefore, increase the taxable area to include all the lands if every 
portion of the State shall bear its just share of this burden. 

A large part of our territory is included in the Louisiana Purchase, 
in the treaty ae which it is decreed: 

“The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incornorated in the 
Union of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according 
to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the eniovment of all 
the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States.” 

If this provision were complied with the present buresncratic govy- 
ernment over large areas of our State would be impossible. Is there 
any reason why people who must live in and do business with the said 
reservations should be a of the same rights and privileges en- 
joyed by the citizens of the older States, and what reason is there to 
suppose that forests can not be grown and protected or monopolies pre- 
vented under the republican form of government? 

The incentive of ownership is necessary to secure the best develop- 
ment of our mineral territory, and we can not expect the best citizen- 
ship unless people are permitted to own their own homes, no matter 
in what business they engage. 

The private-owned land in the State is scattered promiscuously 
amongst the Federal-owned land, and there can be no hope of har- 
monious action or good feeling through the intermingled double juris- 
diction over our territory. 

The Government proposes as a landlord to go into almost every kind 
of business within the State on untaxed property in competition with 
private owned and taxed property. The public business does not need 
to pay expenses, but the owner of the private property must ay taxes 
to make up the loss of his Federal competitor. The Federal Govern- 
ment engaging in business as a proprietor must necessarily occupy a 
contractual relation with the citizen under which the Government may 
enforce its contract against the citizen, whereas the citizen may not 
enforce his contract against the Government. 

Under the present administration of the forest reserves the Govern- 
ment acknowledges the moral right of the State to tax the property by 
returning to the State 25 per cent of the proceeds from sales, rentals, 
and special ——. It assumed the right, however, to dictate the 
disposition of this rebate by decreeing that it shall go to the support of 


ads and schools—two popular purposes—but fgnoring the necessity 
of the State to protect in the courts the very lives of those living upon 
Federal-owned property and the necessity for the maintenance of edu- 
cational, charitable, and penal institutions by the State. 
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16. The continued withdrawal of our lands and resources from entry 
and placing them upon a revenue basis to pay a into the Federal 
Treasury means their control by Congress, and that Texas, which never 
had any public lands, would in the House of Representatives have 
four times the legislative power over our territory that we ourselves 
could exert; and that New York, which has no public domain, would 
have ten times the legislative pewee over our territory that we our- 
selves possess, and that, too, without any adequate knowledge of local 
conditions and necessities. 

The double jurisdiction over the territory of the State has led to 
strong opposition to Federal officials, against whose orders and rules 
there is no recourse in the courts, and employees of the Federal bureaus 
defending their position have been constantly doing missionary work in 
behalf of the general principle of Federal control of our lands and 
resources. The Forest Service, for instance, through its numerous 
employees, has been able to enlist the Eastern press in praise of its 
work and to create a sentiment against the West. 

The Federal Constitution declares, ‘The United States shall guar- 
antee to each State in the Union a republican form of government,” 
not a republican form of government over part of the State but over 
it all. vertainly no man can contend that a republican form of gov- 
ernment exists under the bureaucratic control already in force over a 
large part of our territory, and sought to be enforced over two-thirds 
of our area, with its arbitrary rules and regulations enforceable at the 
pleasure of the bureau with discretionary power, with its natural 
antagonism to State laws and State control, with a long list of special 
privileges to enlist support, and with all the evils therefore of a system 
of favoritism. 

“Republicanism and bureaucracy are incompatible existences.”—Cen- 
tury Encyclopedia. 

Our laws and customs are built upon experience, and our people are 
better acquainted with local conditions and necessities and more inter- 
ested in building the State aright than are the people of the East. If 
there is fear of monopolization, Congress in the act of cession could 
provide effective means for reversion of title to the State whenever 
monopoly is attempted. The administration of our public lands and 
resources should be under the jurisdiction of Secretaries of the In- 
terior and Agriculture, familiar from experience with the local situa- 
tion, in order that it aay be for the settlement of our lands, the 
development of our institutions, and the betterment of social conditions. 

17. We therefore earnestly request, under existing or more a pro- 
priate laws, such an administration as will secure the settlement of our 
public lands and the development of our resources, placing them upon 
the tax rolls with effective provisions against monopolization and 
waste. We ask for no advantage or privilege not enjoyed by the older 
States, but feel we have a right to insist that we be placed on an equal 
footing in all respects whatsoever with the original States to own and 
use our lands and resources to build our State and support its govern- 
ment and institutions. 


Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of house joint memorial No. 5, by Koelsch, passed the house March 4, 
1913, passed the senate March 8, 1913, which was filed in this office on 
the 10th day of March, A. D. 1913, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
10th day of March, A. D. 1913, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and thirty-seventh. 

[ SEAL. ] WILFRED L. GirForp, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 5. 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Idaho 
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States be 
memorialized as follows: 

Whereas from the time of the organization of the Territory of Idaho 
until it became a State there were numerous Indian wars within its 
boundaries ; and 

Whereas a number of the citizens of the Territory of Idaho participated 
in such wars and have never been paid for their services: Now there- 
fore be it 
Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby requested 

to take measures by appropriate legislation to cause payment to be 

made to all those of our citizens who participated in the Indian wars 
within the boundaries of Idaho while it was a Territory and who have 
not been paid for such services, 


This joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 4th 
day of March, 1913. 
C. §. Frencn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This joint memorial passed the senate on the 8th day of March, 1913. 
HERMAN H. TAYLor, 
President of the Senate. 


I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 5 origi- 
nated in the house of representatives during the twelfth session of the 
Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

SEAL. } DAVID BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


State or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of senate joint memorial 9, by Fairchild. Passed the senate March 7, 
1913. Passed the house March 8, 1913, which was filed in this office 
on the 10th day of March, A. D. 1913, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof, i have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
reat seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
Oth day of March, A. D. 1913, and of the independence of the United 

States of America the one hundred and ——. 

[SEAL.] ILFRED L. GIFFORD 


Secretary of Sta te. 
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Senate joint memorta! 9. 

To the honorable, the Senators end Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 
fully represent: That— 

Whereas the United States military post located near the city of Boise, 
State of Idaho, known as Botse Barracks is about to be abandoned 
hw the United States for military or Army purposes; and 

Whereas the said Boise Barracks by such abandonment would soon 
assume a @ilapidated appearance uniess properly maintained at 
heavy expense to the Government; and 

Whereas the State of Idaho is greatly in need of a site at or near its 
capitol for the establishment of experimental stations whereby the 
‘ ent and development of its resources may be aided through 
§ ntifie research: 

We therefore pray that said Botse Ba be donated to the State 
of Idaho for such uses and purposes as the legislature of the State 
may deem proper. The secretary of state of the State of idaho is 
instructed to forward copies of this memorial to the House of Repre- 

ntatives of the United States and copies of the same to our > 

and Representatives in Congress. 
his senate joint menorial passed the senate on the 7th day of 

March, 1913. 


dvanceul 





racks 








nators 





HERMAN H. TAYLOor, 
President of the Senate. 
This senate joint memorial passed the house of representatives on 
the 8th day of March, 1913. 
Cc. §. Frencna, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
I hereby certify that the within senate joint memorial 9 originated 
in the senate during the twelfth session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho. 


[szau.] 





ScumNer C. Brown, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Idaho, 
ind Forestry and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 
STATHP or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
* house joint memorial No. 8, by Oversmith, passed the house Ieb- 
y 21, 1913, passed the senate March 3, 1913, which was filed in 
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To the honorable the Senate and House of R 








: ( tlative of the 
United States in Congress assembled 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Stat f Idaho, respect? 
represent, that 
Whereas the members of the twe! ‘ n of the I ire of the 
State of Idaho, united by f ngs of deep re and natior 
bonds to Thomas Jefferson, the autbor of the f American 
Independence, heartily indorse the action Jet fontice) 
Asseciation in endeavoring to restore to : 1 of a al 
nity his home, Monticello, where he lived. d is | led 
The secretary of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to rd 
this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the | ed 
etces and copies of the same to our Senators and Repre 
in Congress 
"TY fen . — ; . . 
Phis late joint memorial No. 7 passed t nate on the 28th « 
of Febru y 191: 
HerMan H. TAaYtLor, 
Pre t of ft Ne? 
Thi te nt orial No. 7 ] 1 the | f ; 
on the day « h, 1913. 
Cc Witt 
Ss) , f the He . e ] 
f ‘ 
I hereby cert t t the vithin nate int no! D 7 
nated in thi D d Rt t tt 4 ? 
: I luring velfth on of the I 3 
State of Ida . 
[SEAL.] SumNer C. Rrow? 
Ae etary s 4 


Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislati 


| of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Finan | 


which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 


BD Lili abu 
“7 
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ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


ATH or IDAHO, 








Dera MENT oP STATI 
I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary tate of the State of Idaho, do 
hei by certify that the annexed Is a true, and complete transcr 
oi senate joint memorial No. 5, by gington ; p ed the senate F 
ruary 26, 1913; passed the house F mary 26, 1913; which was d 
in this office on the 28th day of February, A. D. 1913, and admitted to 
record 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed. the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, t 
| 28th day of Febru , in tl year of our 1 1912, and of the in 
pendence of the United States of e ¢ hundred an dt t 


this office on the Sth day of March, A. D. 1913, and admitted to record. | 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
creat seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
Gth day of March, A. D. 1913, and of the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and thirty-seventh. 

[SBAL.] WiLrrep L. GIFrFoRD, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 8. 
To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled: 

Your memortalists the Legislature of the State of Idaho respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas a large portion of the State of Idaho has been set aside by the 

United States Government and placed in forest reserves; and 
Whereas it is necessary on the part of several counties of the State of 

Idaho in which a part of the forest reserves are situated to maintain 

and construct roads and bridges fin such forest reserves; and 
Whereas the cost of the construction and maintenance of such roads 

and bridges is a grievous burden upon the taxpayers of said counties 
and there being no revenue derived by such counties from such forest 
reserves commensurate with such cost, 


We therefore pray and earnestly urge that the Department of the | 


Interior be required to make a thorough Investigation of the roads and 
bridges which should be constructed and maintained in such forest 
reserves, and a sufficient appropriation be made by the United States 
for the purpose of building and maintaining all necessary roads and 
bridges in such forest reserves. 

The secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward copies of this 
memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States, and copies of the same to our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 

This memorial passed the house of representatives on the 21st day 
of February, 1913. 

' Cc. §. FRENCH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of March, 1913. 
HERMAN H. TayLor, 
President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memoria! No. 8 originated 
in the house during the twelfth session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho. 

[SEAL. ] DAvip BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on the Library 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF Srartn. 

I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true and complete transcript 
of senate joint memoria} No. 7, by Macbeth and Hart, relating to the 
restoration of Monticello, the home of Thomas Jefferson—passed the 
senate February 28, 1913; passed the house March 1, 19138—which 
was filed in this office on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1913, and ad- 
mitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the-capital of Idaho, this 
4th day of Mareh, in the year of our Lord 1918, and of the Inde- 
— of the United States of America the one hundred and thirty- 


(sRaL.) Witrrep L. Girrorp, 


Secretary of State. 
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seventh. 





[SEAL. ] WILFreD L. Girrorp 
Secretary of : 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Rep nt of the United 


States in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
fully represents that— 
Whereas agriculture In its various forms is the 
prosperity; and 
Whereas, as clearly shown by President Taft's 
n 


1912, directed to the governors of the various States of the Uni n. 
there ere over 12,000,000 farmers in the United tate who raise 
crops each year of the aggregate value of $8,400,000,000 and Q 
operating upon a borrowed capital of $6,040,000,000, il ly 


interest in the amount of $510,000,000 |; aid, the av rs = ate of 
interest, including commissions and renewal charges, 
per cent per annum as against 33 or 4) per cent paid upon 














$ Ol 
this character in Hurope; and : 

Whe this economle waste is due to the difficulties surroundi: the 
f in borrowing money to pay part of the purchase price of 
holdings or improve his land after Its acquisition; and 

Whereas in both Germany and [rance, as we as « ‘ of 
continental Purope, a system of rural banks | ‘ } 
whose object it is to grant loans in the Interest of rieulture and 
that the experience of half a century of operation of this class of 
banks has demons ted the benefits derived t 
engaged in agricultural pursuits, and the so In of the 1 
principles upon which sucb banks are founded; and 

Whereas, in our judgment, this system of banking « ld be applied in 


the United States to the great advantage of our people engaged in 










agricultural pursuits by lessening the difculti f borro . 
money at a low rate of Interest and would ena to bo } 
ered to the consumer, and thus benefit all of our ople: and 
Whereas, tn order to insure the economical and ho t conduct of Ir 
stitutions of this kind, to give proper understanding of their n od 
and the proper stand'!ng to their debentures, Nati l as well as 
State legislation ts needed: Now, therefore, be It 
Resolved, That the Congress of the | i States be requested to 
enact such laws as will permit the organization of national land-mort 





gage banks, with such privileges only as will necessarily pertain na 
their effectiveness and the security of those dealing with them, and 
so guarded and strictly supervised as to protect alike the steckboiders 
and the customers of such banks, with power to guarantee and market 
guaranteed debenture bonds of State mortgage banks or cooperative 
credit associations; with such limitations and restrictions as will tnsure 
practical uniformity in the laws f the several States in the 
establishing and carrying on rural credit banks and similar 

This senate joint memorial No. 5 passed the senate on the : 
of February, 1913. 








senate joint memorial No. 5 passed the house of representativeg 


This 
on the 26th day of February, 1913. 
Cc. § Preven, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


I hereby certify that the within senate joint memorial No. 5 orig 
inated in the senate during the twelfth sesslon of the Legislature of the 
State of Idaho, 

{sEau.] 


Scomver C. Browne, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
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Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce and 
ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


STraTe OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

1. Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, = 
hereby certify that the annexed fs a full, true, and complete transcr dD 
of senate joint memorial No. 3, by Goodnight, memorializing Conarens 
of the United States to make certain appropriation ton comes 
the Celilo Canal—pagssed the senate February 26, 1913; pa ones 
house February 27, 1913-——which was filed in a nee on the 28ta 
day of February, A, D. 1913, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
creat seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
28th day of February, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hun- 
dred and thirteen, and of the independence of the United States of 
America the one hundred and thirty-seventh. s 
“nt SEAL ‘% ra : ; WILFrep QL. GirForp, 

Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 3. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America, Washington, D. 0.: 


Thereas the opening of the Panama Canal will bring to the Pacific sea- 

. cee ; farbety fecreased volume of waterway traflic, necessitating 
the thorough improvement of our waterways and the enlargement of 
our harbor and dockage facilities; and ‘ 

Whereas the Columbia River and its tributaries constitute the greatest 
inland waterways system of the Pacific coast of America and the sec- 
ond greatest of the Nation; and 

Whereas the preeminent importance of this waterway has been recog- 
nized by the National Government hitherto by large appropriations, 
covering its improvement from its mouth inland; and 

Whereas one of the great steamship lines of the world, namely, the 
Ilamburg-American Line, has selected the Columbia River as the 
Pacific coast terminal for its trans-Pacific-Oriental service; and 

Whereas the volume of traffic tributary to the Columbia gateway vir- 
tually embraces in actual freight carried or directly affected by its 
water craft the entire coast business, inward and outward. of the 
Columbia and Snake River basins, a territory almost 250,000 square 
miles in extent; and 

Whereas the full benefits to be obtained from the operation of this 
waterway can only be secured by its complete and adequate improre- 
ment: Therefore 
Resolved, Yhat we hereby memorialize the Congress of the United 

States, at its present session, to appropriate the sum of $1,400,000, to 
be immediately available, for the completion of the Celilo Canal and the 
opening of the Columbia and Snake Rivers to free navigation, this sum 
being, in reality, cnly an increase of $800,000 over the amount necessary 
to carry on this work on the continuous-contract basis already in op- 
eration. 

Resolved, That we urge upon Congress the importance of this appro- 
priation in order to save the net sum of $100,000, according to the 
estimate of the United States engineers in charge of this work. 

Resolved, That the opening of the Celilo Canal and the Columbia and 
Snake Rivers to free navigation during the year 1915 will stimulate the 
building of municipal docks, the extension of feeder lines of railway, 
and the construction of steamboats, barges, etc., essential to the de- 
veiopment of a vast trafiie territory. 

Resolved further, That the completion of these improvements at the 
time indicated will enable the people of the Pacific Northwest, both 
American and Canadian, to fittingly celebrate the opening of the Celilo 
Canal and the Columbia River in conjunction with the international 
ceremonies in honor of the Panama Canal in 1915, thus giving notice to 
the world of an all-water route from the ports of the world to the 
interior of western America and British Columbia. 

This senate joint memorial passed the senate on the 24th day of 
Vebruary, 1913. 

HERMAN H, TAYLOR, 
President of the Senate. 

This senate joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 
25th day of February, 1913. 

Cc. 8. Frencnu, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
I hereby certify that the with!n senate joint memorial No. 3 origi- 


nated in the senate during the twelfth session of the Legislature of the 
State of Idaho. ; 
{suaL.] SUMNER C. Brown, 


Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


State oF Ipano, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idah 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete teanmeciot 
of Senate joint memorial No. 1, by Haight. Passed the senate February 
19, 1913; passed the house February 20, 1913; which was filed in this 
office on the 21st day of February, A. D. 1913, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
21st day of February, in the year of our Lord 1913, and of the "inde- 
pane of the United States of American the one hundred and thirty- 
seventh. 


[ SEAL. ] WILrrep L, Girrorp, 


Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 1. 


To the Congress of the United States: 


We, the Legislative Assembly of the State of idaho, respectfully 
submit the following memorial : 


Whereas a bill is now pending before Congress which provides for the 
leasing of the remaining unappropriated public domain; and 


Whereas we believe this bill to be inimical to the best interests of the 
State; and ' 
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Whereas it is necessary for the growth and advancement of this State 
that the public lands be settled by bona fide homesteaders, your 
memorialists believe that the leasing of the public domain will result 
in irreparable injury to the proper development of this State by 
reason of retarding the freedom of home builders, regardless of any 


theoretical rights they may be given in and to leased lands: There- 
fore be it 


Resolved, That we, your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of 
the State of Idaho, impelled by our interest in the future welfare of 
our Commonwealth and in the equity and rights of our coming citizen- 
ship, do most respectfully urge and petition that the bill providing for 
the leasing of our public domain be not enacted into law. 

_ This senate joint memorial passed the Senate on the 19th day of 
February, 1913. 
HerMAN H. TAyLor, 
7" President of the Senate. 
‘his senate joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 
20th day of February, 1913. : . 
C. 8. Frencu, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
y that the within senate joint memorial No. 1 orig!- 
te during the twelfth session of the Legislature of the 


I hereby certif 
nated in the sena 
State of Idaho, 


[SEAL] SumMNeER C. Brown, 


Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be prirted in the Recorp as follows: 


STaTE or IDAHO, 
: DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of house joint memorial No. 7, by Mason, passed the house February 
21, 1913, passed the Senate March 3, 1913, which was filed in this 
office on the 5th day of March, A. D. 1913, and admitted to record. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
oe seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
th day of March, A. D. 1913, and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and thirty-seventh. 
[SEAL.] Witrrep L. Girrorp, 
Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 7. 


To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect 
fully represent and petition as follows: That— 

Whereas, on_the 19th day of April, 1911, there was introduced in th 
National House of Representatives House bill No. 5966, providing 
for the oY mney location of and for the marking and monumenting 
of the old Oregon Trail, from the Missouri River to the Puget Sound, 
as a memorial to the brave and hardy pioneers, whose hardships, 
suffering, and brilliant achievements saved the Oregon country, of 
which Idaho was a part, to the Union and opened the way for the 
further deveiopment of this vast territory: Now, therefore, 


Your memorialists, in the name of and for the people of the State 
of Idaho and speaking in behalf of all of the people living in the terri- 
tory traversed by the old Oregon Trail, earnestly and respectfully pe- 
tition and urge that said House bill No. 5966 be — by Congress. 

The secretary of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to forward 
copies of this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States and copies of the same to our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

This memorial passed the house of representatives on the 2ist day 
of February, 1913. 

C. 8. FRENCH, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This memorial passed the senate on the 3d day of Marc. 1913. 
HERMAN H. TayYLor, 

President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 7 originated 
in the house during the twelfth session of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho. 
[ SEAL. } Davip BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRADY presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATD or Ipano, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of senate joint memorial No. 2, by Hart—passed the senate February 
19, 1913; passed the house February 20, 1913—which was filed in 
this office on the 2ist day of February, A. D. 1913, and admitted to 

ord. 
“a testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed tho 
great seal of the State. 

Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 25th day of February, 
A. D. 1913, and of the independence of the United States of Ameri¢ 
the ono hundred and thirty-seventh. 


(SEAL. ] Witrerrp L. Girrorp, 
Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 2, memorializing Congress of the United States tu 


transfer 50,000 acres of timbered land now held within the national 
forests by the United States within the boundaries of the State of 
Idaho to this State for the perpees of creating a fund for establishing 
and maintaining good roads in the said State of Idaho. 

Be tt resolved by the Senate o 


the State of Idaho (the House con- 
curring), That the Congress of 


he United States be memorialized as 


follows: 
Whereas good roads are an important factor and one of the great first 
needs of every State, and also one of the surest means of aiding the 


material prosperity and ene the settlement thereof, this bein 
especially true in Idaho, where the country is not thickly, populated 
° 


d where the means of communication between the sev 
the State are not numerous: Now, therefore, be it 
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. Peeolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby re- | S 
enosted to transfer 50,000 acres of timbered lands from within the 1 of 
! forests now existing and now held by the United States col 
v , the boundaries of the State of Idaho to this State for the pur a 
} creating a fund to be used by the State of Idaho solely for | " . 
t! tablisument and maintenance in good repair of a system of | “d 
| roads within its borders, sald selection. to be made jointly and 
ng d upon by the Department of Agriculture and the State land ” 

rd: Be it further : K « 
? ned. That a certified copy of this memorial be sent to each of d 
the members of the congressional delegation from this State in Con of $250.0 
gr with a request that they employ their best efforts to secure : ' ; 
n in the premises 3 : ‘Uni . 
j senate joint memorial passed the senate on the 19th day of on 
] y, 1V1o 
HerMAN H. TAYbor, 
President of the Senat 
joint memorial passed the house of representatives on : 
{ ( February, 1915. 
J CG &. ‘H, 
Speaker of the Hou of Ret 8 lal 
I herel certify that the within senate joint memorial No. 2 0 ig 
j iin t senate during the twelfth sessi of the Legislature « 
1 te of Idaho. 


Sumner C. B 


LOwnN, 
Seerctary of the Senate U 







































a , — : ' ton l the H I 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a joint memorial adopted by | 
I islature of Oregon, which was referred to the Committee ” : 
erstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Re Acopt b . 
. j 
( follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA } , 
STATE OF OREGO Mr. CHAMBI RLAIN 
Orr OF THE Set rA ‘ I i j ut f Oree ‘ 
= WW. Olcott, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and App S ! dered 
{ the seal of said State, do hereby certify that L have « ¢ 
1 the annexed copy of senate journal memorial No. 18 it 
thereof filed in the office of the eretary of state of t State | 
on the 27th day of February, 1913, and that th 
I transcript therefrom and of the whole ft 
I have ‘eunto set my hand and affixed ! to | | \ ( 
{ Ore |‘ ! { 
it at Salem, Oreg., this 27th day of February, j f red ’ 
i ¢} t} 
| Ben W. OLcorTt |} State of O 
Secretary of Stat i - { ind f 
j fe and How of Representati of the I _In I 
f Ame a. in Conaore ‘ mbled L i - 
lists, the L lative Assembly of t State of ¢ | < : 
‘ £ i ct ly rep! t! j 
t appears from 1 : information that t ic ) | 
v bags, and jut th is ext i nd un abl I } 
J { To ti } 
: ute crop for th ir J v is large as that 1 i 
1 (the former hi ter mal n the pi tion j \ t I 
i tl V carried gi n i year s 1k mililio i 
ret thus indicatin it L 10r ol ra I terial i 
ed manufactured product can not be the ca i re prod { t 
r bags; and i f 11,0 yy 
t is reported that the price « te grain 1 yl 1 Ww I 
h has been unrea | d by af | ‘ p ' 
id I of ft i ( izht al "7 ‘ 
t and so maniy i the e the t t y ha \ ill ¢ 
force all p t l td ! t paid con l ( ! 
ye ; and l ] 
it is belleved I pr exist by 
large ¢ tloi t enter es ) »n 
; ri 1 Le , Yr 7 
he nri . P 4Qnte oy try ‘ fi ; 
1 at and unreasonable pri lo l t 
of f 1 ther f 
ite very high, « 
d i ( ] [ 
} t} ) ig l ly th t } = | 
l 1 > oO bags and < 1 
n i 1 its, amounting to t . 
M BRISTOW re 
morialists respectfully and earnestly petition | the I ture of K - 
’ { United to ree on Lv S id ( le l 
a | : monopoly existing on . y 
ld i} robe a investigation disclose viol LOWS 
» ul i of the United State ] } 
I *h individi , firm Wl 12.000 « K 
; ~ monopoly or illegal | W t | , 
FA : : vasions and border d 
> I \ > February 26, 1913. Whereas the men so 
; ( N. McArtTurr Curtis under martia 
: , Speake of the House 1864 to re l it 
3 doy 1 by the Senate I ruary 26, 1913. now ha nsion 
x DAN J. MALARKEY, although t ! le 
President of the Senate. i tion of tl! ht 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a joint resolution adopted by |. Resolved by the house (1 


3 the Legislature of Oregon, which was referred to the Committeee pre = emai re the 

tx } lni ‘ “lar +} j ‘ ° ae gee : shit 

h Claims and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: | and establishing for 

3 UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, | though they had been 1 

a STATE OF OREGON, | ing to such men sult b 1 } 
q OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE Resolved, That ¢« 3 of thi 





Members of Cong 


ress 
I 


" t I, Ben W. Olcott, secretary of state of the State of Oregon, and cus 
4 comen of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care 
q th y compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 14 with 
a State wpual thereof filed in the office of the secretary of state of the | I hereby certify that the al 
is a ful Oregon on the 27th day of February, 1913, and that the same | the house and passed that body 
s e I tree, , Set transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof. 

estimony whereo ave hereunto set my band and affixed heret« 
the seal of the State of Oregon. sais era 
wie at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., 

[Seat] 


Passed the Senate February 


this 28th day of February, A. D. 


Ben W. OLcorT, 
Secretary of State. 
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Wher } have 1 ho 
( I ) i 1 into tl I ) 
< to 1 ‘ il 
i t ; ¥ ‘ ! to 
i t [ t to 1 ' 
) paid i »f i 
| l hip ind ) itl 
i ed by t Le l ( > 
( t [ I 
1 « ted to enact 1 legi 
f Stat | of t mon d it 
‘ i t 
4 . i . 
eA ‘ oOo! j 1 r . 
1de into | l f t ¢ ! 
wenn ne } to t P lin 
€ » * | State < { » § ' . 43 
he Com- | Secretary of Inter “ 
} th u l ] 
| i ) >» R ; t ‘ 
ion con to the fy 
Set ] Di iv I CLA dD. ¢ 
( t] en ( I t 
) 
( } ¢ died her 
t + } 1} T yr .& ” 
r ( m- | Pi lent of the Senat 
a ‘ : 1 »! : I Pratt, 
. | Quat : it i f the Hou 
\ \ 1] 1 t11a.m 
1 J 1 M. Carry, Govern 
of a , Tit 1 | Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by Local Uni 
2512, United Mi Workers of America, of Dietz, Wyo., wl 
I tr tal statist of | were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor 
- Ar , : | ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
I that 1 UNITED Minp Work! OF AMERICA, 
i rculosis DIstricT No. 22, 
( eby en Dietz, Wyo., March 25, 1913. 
art aia aie ae Senator Fra E. WARREN, greeting : 
on the Stat and - ad lar meeting of D Local Union, No. 2312, United Mi 
ta > t ‘ of veral | A rica, at I tz, Wyo., t fol! ing resolutions ¥v 
ts object tl le by Con- | U adcpted 
1 t posts in 1 . = i re is a labor I in the State of W Virgir 1 
tl I ion min i « op tors hich has | 1 in ¢ 
the fr t 11 ont * and 
te, the Senate and TI f Repre miners are only demanding a living v and the right t 
the fe of A hat tt I a labor u the same as miners in other States: and 
) cor a he coal operators of West \ ia, with the aid of the - 
} te St 1 ¥ t ernor and militi nd Baldwin thi e doing all in their power to 
11 Ls deprive these people of their rights iolation of the Constituti 
tabhi a, a : ! ij ant ites; and 
i the r J. Paulsen, national 
{ linited Stat to re i t e Workers of America, 
Be it furt} ate of Wyoming with 
j ‘ k of } ret nt ry bull pen and have 
l to l one cx c ti r of their peers in ti 
| \ nd 1 Cherefore be it 
n and to t House of ask our Represer eress to take ir 
nt any fur pe 1id labor leaders ; 
rT 1 > 9 e the oa 
: , ; a 5 . 7 demand of them to introduce a measure in Con 
to the ( Lut a t r inv cation into the strike situation i 
} 1 in the Recozri s f ; and be it further 
i — Wi a That we condemn the governor and the judges of the Su 
( O1 Sect Or STAT of West Virginia for actions and unconstitution 
4 : — ns dered tow: the women; and be it further 
rw ng Resolved, That we send a copy se resolutions to our Represent 
a tat the St Wyoming, do | tiv in Congress, t! Hion. Senators F. E. Warren, C. D. CLARK, and 
t itt l copy of « lied | F. W. Monpe.t so to the Wyoming Labor Journal and United Min 
RR itati of Wyoming Workers Journal for | ication 
l, filed in thi flice on JOHN McMANUs, 
\ i a f t nd ¢ ect copy President. 
; CHAS. WONTSKY, 
into m3 nd and affixed the Recording Secrctary. 
Geo. E. BATEMAN, 
| ( { ist day of M A. D. 1913 Wm. EyYNeEN. 
lore . vs 
- - of State. Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by Local Union 
By F. H. Wescort, 2335. United Mine Workers of America, of Hanna, Wyo., which 
Deputy, were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor and 
: . ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
4 ? Y ; | f sortat, 0 73 7 
: 1 ft ‘I f ’ I ‘cine aaa aie ee UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA, 
i ‘ ‘ t ng paid therein by ; Iwrow No 822n 
‘ n citi Ur i St temntis to make final LocaL UNION No. 2335, 
: on the 1 >t] . ann . Hanna, Wyo., March —, 1913. 
i | ‘ i d the Congress of the . —) . ne 
{ ed § legisis be necessary for the | To the Hon. F. EB. Warren, , : a 1s 
of tt : to so paid them into the United States Senator for Wyoming, Washington, D. C.: 
iry of the 1 1 Stat relieving the distress At a regular meeting of Hanna Local Union 2335, United Mi: 
caused to certain citizens of tl th denying patent on | Workers of America, Hanna, Wyo., the following resolutions we! 
public land for different causes a ; ining the money paid, | unanimously adopted, to wit: 
as provided by law, preliminary to perfecting such tS. Whereas the mine workers of West Virginia are fighting for their 
Whereas certain citizens of the United States have filed on portions of rights, which belong to every free American citizen, namely, th 
the public domain pursuant to the several acts of the Congress of right of free speech, the right to belong to a labor union, and a living 
the United States providing for the filing on and for the making of wage, whereby they can exist and live as free Americans and not a 
final proof and the securing of patent on the said public domain of serfs; and 
the United States so set apart for such purposes; and Whereas the coal barons of West Virginia, with the aid of the governor 
Whereas these citizens, in attempting to make final proof previous to and militia, are doing all in their power to deprive these people of 
perfecting patents on the public domain filed on under the several their rights by violations of the constitution of the State and the 
acts of Congress providing for the securing of patents on the public United States ; and 
domain, to wit, under the homestead act, the stone-and-timber act, | Whereas they have caused to be arrested Mother Jones, Charles H. : 
the desert-land act, and the coal-land act, have been unsuccessful, and Boswell, Charles Battey, also Paul J. Paulson, national beard mem- 
for one cause or another have been denied patent ; and ber of our District 22, Wyoming, on some trumped-up charges on 
Whereas these citizens have paid different sums of money into the account of their activities in behalf of the striking miners of West 
Treasury of the United States previous to their attempts to make Virginia, who are fighting to receive what rightfully belongs to them, 
final proofs, as provided by the-acts of the Congress a the United namely, the right to organize for a living wage and the abolishment 
—- and which proofs were unsuccessful and patents were denied ; of the Siberian methods in that State, which is the guard system ; 
anc and ; 


















st Virginia has refused the richts of 
fe im t aati be 


al by jury, which ts thei b yustitu 
*, and turned them over to the military 
vyhat shall be done with them, when | 
f ! they are guilty before they have had 





I ntatives in United States Congress 
to mak into the mining affairs of West Vir- 
ot 1 f that State the rights which belong 
to t lity, justice, and freedom, which | 
! to e it further 

lutions be sent to our representa- 
ti i Warren, C. D. CLARK, and Congress- 
n j Wyoming Labor Journal and United 
Al W 


Gro. A. Brown 
TAS. W. CA 
W. Nerv , 
W. Brown, 
& etary, Bor ‘2, HIanna, ¢ ) tice on said Resolutions. 
Mr. WARREN presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Sheridan, Wyo., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ROOT presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of New York, which w I 


is referred to the Committee on Finance 
1 ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


In A 


AS MBLY, 
March 10, 1918. 












Mr. Cuvillier offered for the consideration of the House a resolution in 

t words following: 

Whereas the State of New York is the State of the Union, the 
largest in population, and has more commercial business, both import 
and export, than half the States of the United States, and million 
of dollars are paid into tl United States Treasury through the 
customs ports of the State of New York. 






Whereas by Executive or 


customs ports of entr 


, issued by former President Taft, many 
n various localities in the State of New 
k have been abolished, thereby causing the citizens, merchants, 
1 manufacturers of the State of New York greater expense, in 
nvyenience, and loss of time, which will tend to drive out of the 

State of New York capital for business enterprises Into other States. 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That it Is the sense of the lezisla 
ture that the customs ports in the State of New York be reestablished 
is existing before the Executive order issued by former President Taft 
lishing sald customs ports of entry, and that the Representatives in 
Congress from the State of New York u thefr best offices in this 
solution be sent to the President 

















direction, and that a copy of this ; , 
of the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and each Repre- 
sentative In Congress from the State of New York 


1¢ house would agree to sald 
iffirmative 


Mr. Sneaker put the question whether tl 
motion and it was determined in the 
, That the clerk deliver said resolution to the 
t st their concurrence thercin. 


enate and 


Marcr 19, 1913 
neurrent r Iution in relation to 


T) senate returned the ec 
r in relation to the customs ports of entry with a mess: 


] tive ord 





y have concurred in the passage of the same without amen 
STATE OF NEW York, 


County of Albany, Office of the Clerk f the Ass 

I, George R. Van Namee, clerk ¢ 
that I have compared the foregoin 
of March 10 and 19, 1915, r 
forth with the original ther 


mblwy, as: 


f the assembly, do hereby certify 
g record of proceedings of the assem- 
. ‘lative to the resolution therein set 
f, as contained in the original official 
copy of the journal of proceedings of the assembly of said dates, and 
that the same is a true and correct transeript of said journa! of pro 
ceedings in so far as the same relates to sald resolution and of the 
whole thereof, 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand this 27th day of 





] Greorcr R. VAN NAMED, 
Clerk of the Assembly 
Mr. ROOT presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
of New York, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


In ASSEMBLY, 
February 10, 1912 
Mr. Cuvillier offered for the consideration of the house a resolution 
in the words following : . 
Whereas by reason of the establishment of the parcel post and the in- 
crease of the United States mail, the letter carriers are compelled to 
work longer, and their compensation is unequal in proportion to 
similar work of other public employees, and they are not subject to 
pensions after long and faithful service, though they are required 
to be men of the highest character, and they are exposed to the 
elements; and 
Whereas it is the duty of the United States to protect these faithful 
employees, in better compensation and a future maintenance in the 
way of pensions after long service. 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That it is the sense of the legisla- 
ture that the Congress should do all in its power to increase their 
compensation and provide a pension for the letter carriers, the same as 
provided for other faithful public servants in other departments of 
Government; and be it further 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That our Representatives in Con- 
gress use their best endeavor in behalf of the betterment of letter 
carriers of the United States; and that a copy of this resolution be 
sent to the Postmaster General and the Representatives in Congress 
from the State of New York. 


Said resolution giving rise to debate, ordered that the same be laid 
upon the table. 
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By unanimous « t 
tion t! I ! 

I ite was had I 

Mr. Speal 


said resolu 
Ordered, 
reques 





The senate returned the neurrent 
of letter carriers and the parce! 

curred in the passage of t) 

STATE or New ¥ 








ty of All v7, O ( 
I, Geor R. Van Nal K t 
that I e comp 1 the I 
yr of Febru 10, 17 2 l 
tl i t forth with the i 
t iscriy f said r 
1 nd of the wv t} 
In witne wl I } t 
I lary, 191 
[SzAL.] ( \ 
PILLS AND JOINT 
Mr. BRANDEGEDR. I do not w l I 
Sure that I am correct, but I find uy 
Rules of the Senate that on August 10, 1 


lution was adopted: 


” r 7 7 


Resolved, That after to-d 
hour shail terminate at the expiration 
t! Senate 
The Senate having met at 12 o’clock to-d I 
| whether morning business is now in order, Mat S 
object; but if it is not in order, I do t 


tO pass as precedent ? 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona We | | } 
mous consent. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. B { 
may now present morning bu I 
that morning busi I i 1 





The VICE PI 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Bills and joint resolutions wet 


and, by unanimous consent, the s« e, and r 
follows: 
OWEN 
(S. 1) to ¢ blish ] r ] 
yurposes; to the Col t 1 P If ‘a 





arantine. 


By Mr. RANSDELL: 


A bill (S. 2) appropriating fund t flood { 
Mississippi River and to improv 
Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. PAGE: 
A bill (S. 3) to provide for cooperation with tl 
| promoting instruction in agriculture, t trad ind 
and home economics In secondary ! r 
for these vocational subjects in Sta 
and the mechanic arts, in State 1 
training schools for teachers supported l ntrolled b 
public; in maintaining extension department rs 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts; i ning bi 
of State experiment stations; and to appropriate 
regulate its expenditure; to the Committee on Agricult 


Forestry. 
By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 
A bill (S. 4) to abolish the involunts ervitude 


upon seamen in the merchant marine of the ted State 
in foreign ports and the involuntary serv 
the seamen of the merchant marine of foreign count wl 
in ports of the United States, to prevent wu l manning of 
American vessels, to encourage the ft) f boy in th 
American merchant marine, for the further p ion of lif 
sea, and to amend the laws relative to se - to the ¢ 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 5) to correct the military r lof Harry SI! 


alias Herman Shofrensky, alias Herman Schofrensl 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 6) granting an increase of pension to Elis! j 
Ashley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE (for Mr. Werks): 

A bill (S. 7) to incorporate the National Reserve A tion 
of the United States, and for other pur] - to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 8) for the erection of a statue to the memory of 
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H., (with aecomp 
paper) ; to the Committee on the Library. 





‘ 
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ing ot 


pay 


~~ 
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| Law for the District of Columbia 


| sarily absent from the Chamber on 


( t ‘ l . 
J | i 1, 1902 
tha 
‘ I of 
{ d 1906, 

Li 

i j i ] nd | 
( ! nd 
7 i tT SS 

ol of grade 
‘ ijl t (with 

] + 

nd o} eR 1 
| Oo tl Ll) ine 

t 
ext y-fifth 
' é . & 
bu an ‘ h over- 
‘ lL) i « ; 
| ) { 5 of the ¢ » of Law of the 
( t ‘ 1 
; 

t l sul r 2, chapt ] f the Code 

T j t Columbia, by p li 1} y 

iry property in the District of Co- 
paper) ; 

\ t a home for feeb! l, imbecile, 

{ District of Colum 1 fo ther 
i ng paper) ; 
4 te thorize the widening and « m of 
i for other purposes (with accompanying 
} 
( rede ficate of 
l istrict of 
( = paper), 
u n the Dis 
i { { h 
\ ( and exten- 
! vision of the 
( ing paper) ; 
) t] herty, Ernest 
Tay owners of lot No. 13; of Ernest 
] | No. 41 d of Mary Meder, owner of the 
t by the full depth thereof of lot No. 14 
all « id Q 1 square No. 724, in Washington, D. C. 
with and payment for damages on ount 
‘ ( to the construction of Un ition, in 
i l o. nying paper); 
A. 4 (S. 2 rize certain cha in the plan for 
permanent { of hways for portion of the 
J f Columbia t of Fourt Street, south of 
i reet, « { iL i Creek Pat north of Newton 
strer Vi ' ; paper) ; 

A bill (S. 25) to a Ze » surveyor of the District of 
Co bia to adopt tl ystem of designating land in the Dis- 
trict of Col a in force in the office of the assessor of said 
District (with accompanying paper); 

\ bill (S. 26) to authorize the extension of Grant Street NB. 
and Deane Avenue NE., in the District of Columbia, from Min- 
n ta Avenue t Fifty-eighth Street (with accompanying 
] r) 


e a new highway plan for that por- 





tion of the 


Columbia lying between Van Buren Street 
on the north, Georgia Avenue on the east, Nicholson Street on 
the south, and Rock Creek Park en the west (with accompany- 
ing paper) ; 


A bill (S. 28) to provide for the extension of Buchanan Street 
NW. between Piney Branch Road and Sixteenth Street. and 
the abandonment of Piney Branch Road between Allison Street 
and Buchanan Street NW., District of Columbia (with aecom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 29) directing the Secretary of War to convey the 
outstanding legal title of the United States to sublots Nos. 31. 
32, and 33 of original lot No. 3, square No. 80,-in the city of 
Washington, D. C. (with accompanying paper) ; 
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A bill (S. 30) t ng the Secretary of War to convey the 
outstanding title of the United States to lots 3 and 4, square 
103, in the city of Washington, D. C. (with accompanying 
paper) ; 

A bill (8. 31) for the relief of Ida A. Chew, owner of lot 112, 
square 721, Washington, D. ( with regard to assessment and 
payment of damages on account of changes of grade due to con- 
struction of the Union Station, District of Columbia (with 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 32) pro for guides in the District of Colum- 
bia, and defining their du (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 83) to az ian act entitled “An act to provide for 
the better registi n of I in tl District of Columbia, 
nd for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1907 (with accom- 
pabying paper) ; 


A bill (S. 34) to amend sections 680 and 686 of the Code of 


(with accompanying paper) ; 
arrearages of taxes due to the Dis 


A bill (8S. 85) to receive 
‘ ‘ 


trict of Columbia to July 1, 1908, at 6 per cent interest per 
j}annum, in lieu of penalties, and costs (with accompanying 
paper) ; 

A bill (S. 86) to amend “An act authorizing the widening 
and extension of Minnesota Avenue SE. from its present ter- 
minus near Pennsylvania Avenue SE. to the Sheriff Road,” ap- 
proved I'ebruary 25, 1909 (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 87) authorizing the extension of First Street east, 
and for other purpi (with accompanying paper) ; 


A bill (8. 38) to change the name of Fort Place, from Seven- 
teenth to Eighteenth Streets NE., to Irving Street (with ac- 
companying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 39) to id an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the extension of Newton Place NW. from New Hampshire Ave- 
nue to Georgia Avenue, and to connect Newton Place in Gass’s 
subdivision with Newton Place in Whitney Close subdivision,” 
approved February 21, 1910 (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 40) to provide for the extension of Kenyon Street 
from Seventeenth Street to Mount Pleasant Street and for the 
extension of Seventeenth Street from Kenyon Strect to Irving 
Street, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes (with 
accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 41) for the widening of Sixteenth Street NW. 
Pi Branch, and for other purposes (with 
paper) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
A bill (S. 42) 


amer 


at 
hey accompanying 
) granting an increase of pension to William 
Heywood (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 43) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Cook 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON. My colleague [Mr. Smiru of Georgia] is neces- 
account of illness in his 
At his request I introduce certain bills and a joint 
resolution, which I ask to have read twice and referred, 
indicated. 

By Mr. BACON (for Mr. SmituH of Georgia) : 

A bill (8S. 44) to amend section 5137 of the Compiled Statutes 
of the United States, 1901, so as to authorize and empower 
national banks to take and hold mortgages, deeds of trust, and 
other conveyances of real estate as security for loans made by 
said banks; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 45) to create a teachers’ training fund, to provide 
for its use by the States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 46) to establish agricultural extension departments 


2a mile 
amily. 


in connection with agricultural colleges in the several States 
receiving the benefits of an act of Congress approved July 2, 


1862, and of acts supplementary thereto; and 

A bill (S. 47) to establish in the Bureau of Statistics, in the 
Department of Agriculture, a division of markets; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 48) to authorize the President of the United States 
to lovate, construct, and operate railroads in the Territory of 
Alaska, and for other pv-poses; to the Committee on Territories. 

A bill (S. 49) to provide for the exchange with the State of 
Oregon of certain school lands and indemnity rights within the 
national forests of that State for an equal area of national 
forest land; to the Committee cn Public Lands 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (8S. 50) to further restrict undesirable immigration, 
secure the better enforcement of the immigration law, improve 
conditions on immigrant-carrying vessels, and provide for the 
deportation of undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration, 
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63) to amend t »enlar 1 ho 


from the pub! 


8) relative to the exchange of ce in pro riies 
of Porto Rico and the War De 
» Committee on Military Affairs. 

59) for the relief of Fred C. and C. Hellen Fisher; 
60) to provide for agricultural entry of oi 
61) providing for patents to homesteads on the 
of the Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming; 

32) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to set 
lands to be used as a sanitarium by the Order of 


‘stead act; 
a new right of homestead entry to 
65) to amend an act entitled “An act providing 
te of Wyoming be permitted to relinquish to the 
certuin lands heretofore selected and to select 


domain in lieu thereof,” approved 


Api 12, 1910; and 


OV rs W n the s 

Yu 1 irr 1 { ti 

‘ ? } T 

irrigation and Re f Arid I 1 
\ bill (S. 101) uthor ! 
‘ ( \ ’ 

during their terms as such officers (wi 

to the Committee on Public Land 


A bill (S. 102) to grant an ho! 


Nutter (W 1 accommpanyin pel i 

A bill (S. 108) uthoriz yr the & I 
peri ssion for the e! ion of a le 
Military Reservation in Arizona ( 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of G. O 

A bill (8S. 105) for the relief of Ji r. B 
Gaynor, Theodore Gebler, Lee W. Mix, At I 
D. Casanega, Joseph de Lusignan, and J 
the Committee on Clali 

A bill (8S. 106) granting a pe ion to H 


A bill (S. 107) granting a 


| accompanying papers) ; 


\ bill (S. 66) granting to the State of Wyoming 2,000,000 
land to aid in the maintenance of a system of public 
is in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public | companying papers) ; 
s | 
\ 1 (S. 67) for the relief of Emory Scott Land; 
\ bill (S. 6S) for the relief of Clarence D. Houck; 


‘ bill (S. 


hers, who 


J ad Arsel 
A bill (S$ 
A bill (S. 
A bill ¢S 
A bill (S 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S 
\ bill GS 

] ( on { 
\ bill (CS. 

Saffell 
\ bill (S 

( rett : 

\ bill (S 

i’; 


iravis; 


A bill (S. 


Snyder; 

A bill ¢ 

A bill (8S. 
Hake; 

A bill (S. 
Augur; 


\ bill (S 


Ss. 
S 


Sigith; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 90) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


69) for the relief of Allen Edward O'Toole and 
sustained damage by reason of accident at Rock 
ial: 
70) for the relief of John Schnoor; 

71) for the relief of William H. and C. G. Cazier; 
72) for the relief of John Shaw; 
) for the relief of Henry Altman; 
) for the relief of Henry Altman; 
75) for the relief of Theresa A. Murray; 
7G) for the relief of Charles B. Boyce; to the Com- 


we 
io 
‘ 


(7) granting an increase of pension to Annie Jane 
tS) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia M. 
79) granting an increase of pension to Carrie H. 


SO) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 8. 


81) granting a pension to Finley Lowry; 
$2) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


granting an increase of pension to Kate 


84) granting a pension to William McCabe: 


85) granting an increase of pension to Robert R. 


$6) granting a pension to Francis M. Jones; 

87) granting a pension to Tillie Johnson; 

88) granting a pension to George L. Granbery; 
89) granting a pension to Annie Walker Burch; 


Hubbell; and 


A bill (8. 91) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


Lafontaine; 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. ROOT: 


A bill (S, 


A bill (S. 93) to regulate the judicial procedure of the courts 


92) to amend section 914 of the Revised Statutes; 


of the United States: 


A bill (S. 94) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 


March 3, 1911; and 


A bill (S. 95) to amend chapter 11 of the Judicial Code; to the | 


Committee cn the Judiciary. 





Dodge 


| A bill (S. 108) granting a pension to M 
| A bill (8S. 109) granting 
Thomas (with accompanying papers); to the 


Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of South Carolina: 

A bill (S. 110) to regulate trad 
provide for the standardization of 
cottons separately ; to the {¢ Lb e on 
l‘orestry. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 111) divesting goods, wares, and 
factured by convicts or by convict labor of U 
acter in certain cases; and 
| A bill (S. 112) to restore section 1 of the act 
| July 2, 1890, chapter G47, 26 Statutes at |] 


form as enacted by striking out the words “u 
undue,” inserted therein by a decision of the 
the United States; to the Committee on Inte 
By Mr. McCUMBER: 
A bill (S. 118) providing for a « 
claims between the United States 
| and Wahpeton Indians and the Sioux of { Me 
Wahpakoota Bands; 
A bill (S. 114) for the relief of Ithel M. ¥ 
A bill (S. 115) defining procedure in 
lat | 





| objected final proof on public lands; and 
A bill (S. 116) granting to the 
50,000 acres of land to aid in the mainte nce of 
at Minot, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Pul I 
A bill (S. 117) to provide for the incor] 
government of associations organized to « 
entering into or becoming a part of int tate 


Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 118) for payment to the Cl 
Paul Railway Co. the $4,583.67 improperly col 
act of August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Clain 

A bill (S. 119) to authorize the sale of lands « 
abandoned military reservation of Fort H 
marck, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Mili 

A bill (S. 120) to provid r ! 
grain entering into interstate con 
formity in standards and classificat 


A bill (S. 121) to provide that x 
officers, and enlisted men of the United States N 


to the Committee on Indian 


purposes ; to the Committee on Agi I 1] 
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Corps on the retired list who had creditable Civil War service 
hall receive the rank 
enlisted grade: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 122) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 123) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 


the United States’; te the Committee on Finance. ' 

A bill (S. 124) establishing rate of pay for rural free carriers ; 
and 

A bill (S. 125) to amend an act entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post Office Department for 
the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes, 
approved August 24. 1912: to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 126) to permit citizens of the United States to be 
admitted to Government tuberculosis hospitals; and 

A bill (S. i27) for the protection of passengers on ocean 
vessels: to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 128) to provide for the sanitary wrapping of bread 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

A bill (S. 129) amending section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to inerease the pension of widows, minor children, etc., of de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with 
Mexico, the various Indian wars, ete., and to grant a pension to 
certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 130) granting pension to volunteer 
Army nurses of the Civil War; and 

A bill (S. 131) to provide for placing ex-Presidents of the 
United States on the retired list as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy of the United States and to provide for an 
annuity for the widows of Presidents and ex-Presidents; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 132) to amend the national banking 
law; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 183) to provide for the construction of railroads in 
Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 184) for the permanent improvement of the Consu- 
lar and Diplomatic Services; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

A bill (8. 185) for the relief of Severin and Berthe L. Even- 
sen, dependent parents of Sigurd Evensen; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 186) to promote the welfare of American seamen in 
the merchant marine of the United States, to abolish arrest and 
imprisonment as a penalty for desertion and to secure the abro- 
gation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and to promote 
safety at sea; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NELSON (by request) : 7 

A bill (S. 187) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish 
circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 188) to amend the act approved May 9, 1888, as 
amended by the act of June 11, 1896; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 139) for the relief of Mariah V. Drum; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 140) for the relief of G. O. Nolan; and 

A bill (S. 141) for the relief of Alfred Cluff, Orson Cluff, 
Henry EB. Norton, William B. Ballard, Elijah Hancock, Susan R. 
Saline, Oscar Mann, Celia Thayne, William Cox, Theodore Far- 
ley, Adelaide Laxton, Clara L, Tenney, George M. Adams, Char- 
lotte Jensen, and Sophia Huff; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 142) to fix the times and places of holding district 
court for the district of Arizona, and creating divisions thereof ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

A bill (S. 148) opening the surplus and unallotted lands in 
the Colorado River Indian Reservation to settlement under the 
provisions of the Carey Land Acts, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADY: 

A bill (S. 144) for the relief of Charles Richter; 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of Charles Richter; and 

A bill (S. 146) for the relief of Aaron Kibler; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 147) granting an increase of pension to William 
Oliver; 


APRIL 7, 


ey 


A bill (8S. 148) granting an increase of pension to William 


or rating and the pay of the next higher | Oliver (with accompanying papers) ; 


/. bill (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Wheeler ; 

A bill (8S. 150) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Wheeler; and 

A bill (8.151) granting a pension to John Orr; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 152) for reduction of postage rates on first-class 
mail matter; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

iy Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (8S. 153) to create an Industrial Commission and defin- 
ing its powers and duties; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

A bill (S. 154) to provide for a primary nominating election 
in the District of Columbia, at which the qualified electors of 
the said District shall have the opportunity to vote for their 
first and second choice among those aspiring to be candidates of 
their respective political parties for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, to elect their party delegates to their 
national conventions, and to elect their national committeemen ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (8. 155) for the relief of Joseph B. Riley, alias Thomas 
B. Keesy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 156) for the relief of R. W. Branson; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 157) to place positions under the government of the 
District of Columbia within the classified service of the United 
States; to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

A bill (8. 158) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Glendening ; 

A bill (S. 159) granting an increase of pension to Louis E. 
Brusher ; 

A bill (S. 160) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Parker ; 3 

A bill (S. 161) granting a pension to Adam Ross; 

A bill (S. 162) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Kirkpatrick ; 
he bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Minnie A. 

iety ; 

A bill (S. 164) granting a pension to Martha Benner; 

A bill (8. 165) granting a pension to Mary EB. Bennett; 

A bill (8S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Otis Craw- 
ford; 

A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to Morton A. 
Pratt; 

A bill (S. 168) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Miller ; 4 

A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 
Keibler ; 

A bill (8S. 170) granting a pension to Hiram Strayer; 

A bill (S. 171) granting a pension to Sarah A. Walker (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 172) granting an increase of pension to J. M. 
Dickerson (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 178) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Frye (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 174) to provide for the selection and purchase of a 
site for and erection of a monument or memorial to the memory 
of Gen. George Rogers Clark; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 175) for the relief of Lawson Reno, collector sec- 
ond district of Kentucky ; 

A bill (S. 176) for the relief of the county court of Allen 
County, Ky.; ‘ 

A bill (8S. 177) for the relief of Marion B. Patterson, widow 
of the late Gen. Robert F. Patterson; and 

A bill (8S. 178) for the relief of the estate of John Wesley 
Eubanks; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 179) granting an increase. of pension to Levi 
Hoskins ; 

A bill (S. 180) granting an increase of pension to Elender B. 
Gabbard ; 

A bill (S. 181) granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
Payne Smith; 

A bill (S. 182) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
White; 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 184) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Hammack ; 

A bill (S. 185) granting an increase of pension to Katie 
Royston ; 
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Ty Mr. GORE: : 

A bill (S. 277) providing for the establishment of a national 
institute of agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. , 

A bill (S. 278) providing that the Secretary of the Interior 
make a per capita payment to the members of the Chickasaw 
und Choctaw and Cherokee Tribes of Indians; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Ry Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (8. 279) to establish a public health service and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Health and Na- 
tional Quarantine. 

A bill (8S. 280) to provide for an increased annual appro- 
priation for agricultural experiment stations, to be used in re- 
searches in home economics, and regulating the expenditure 
thereof: to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 281) providing for an increase of salary of the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 282) to grant medals to survivors and heirs of the 
yolunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party; 
and 

A bill (S. 288) for the relief of Lester A. Rockwell; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 284) for the relief of Charles J. Fuller; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 285) granting a pension to Charles L. Stevens; 

A bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to Jennie C. 
Marks; 

A bill (S. 287) granting a pension to Mary L. Tucker Spittle; 

A bill (S. 288) granting an increase of pension to Lyman H. 
Leach ; 

A bill (S. 289) granting an increase of pension to Menry 
Stowe; 

A bill (S. 
Sherwood; 

A bill (S. 291) granting a pension to Conrad Hockenberger; 

A bill (S. 292) granting an increase of pension to Mary BD. 
Northend; 

A bill (8. 
Gray; 

A bill (S. 294 

A bill (8. 205} 

A bill (S. 
Thomas; 

A bill (8. 297) granting an increase of pension to Alice P. B. 
Kenyon ; 

A bill 
Dunn; 

A bill 
Jackson; 

A bill (8. 
Smith Ford; 

A bill (S. 301) 
Hartwell; 
A bill (S. 
Sawyer; 
A bill (S. 303) 
Morrison; 

A bill (S. 

sradley ; 

A bill (S. 305) granting an increase of pension to Martha BE. 
P. Blodgett; 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Elizabeth Blake: 

A bill (S. 307) granting an increase of pension to Ellen S. 
Pember ; 

A bill (8. 308) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Payne; 

A bill (S. 309) granting an increase of pension to Helena S. 
Clark; 

A bill (S. 310) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Goff ; 

A bill (S. 311) granting an increase of pension to Lillian A. 
Loomis; 

A bill 
Crissey ; 

A bill 
Beach; 

A bill (S. 314) 
Vinton: 

A bill (S. 315) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Wheatley : - 

A bill (S. 316) granting an increase of pension to Katharina 
Britsch; 


290) granting an increase of pension to Emma 


293) granting an increase of pension to Stephen T. 


granting a pension to Frances M. Swift; 
granting a pensidn to John B. Hines; 
296) granting an increase of pension to William 


(S. 298) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


(S. 299) granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 
- 


300) granting an increase of pension to Melly L. 


granting an increase of pension to Carrie E. 


302) granting an increase of pension to Sophronia 


PF. 
granting an increase of pension to William 


304) granting an incre se of pension to Lucy A. 


A. 


(S. 312) granting an increase of pension to Imogene 


(8. 313) granting an increase of pension to Mary EK. 
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A bill (8. 
Foulkes; 

A bill (8. 
Upson; 

A bill (8. 
Sparrow; 

A bill (S. 320) granting an increase of pension to Ivory 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 
Kent, jr.; 

A bill (S. 322) granting an increase of pension to Philander B,. 
Sargent; 

A bill (8. 323) granting an increase of peusion to Edward P, 
Morgan; 

A bill (8. 324) granting an increase of pension to Delia 
Wight ; 

‘A bill (S, 
Quien; 

A bill (S. 326) granting an increase of peusion to William L, 
McCormick ; 

A bill (8S. 327) 
McCarthy ; 

A bill (S. 328) granting a pension to Margaret Brennan; 

A bill (S. 329) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L, 
Bentley ; 

A bill (S. 330) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth J. 
Braman; 

A bill (8. 
Fogg ; 

A bill (S. 
Bailey; 

A bill (S. 
Stockbridge ; 


317) granting an increase of pension to Eliza <A. 
318) granting an increase of pension to Abbie A, 


319) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 


oO 


521) granting an increase of pension to Ralph 


207 


325) granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 


granting an increase of pension to John 


831) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


332) granting an increase of pension to Emily H. 


33) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 


A bill (S. 334) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
Banning; 

A bill (8. 335) granting an increase of pension to Maria IL. 
Bishop; 

A bill (8S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
McMunigale; 

A bill (8. 337) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Fancher ; 

A bill (8S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Ann FE. 


Newport; 
A bill 
Mackin; 
A bill 
Mather; 
A bill 
Atwood; 
A bill (S. 342) granting an increase of pension to Don Pedro 
Griswold; 
A bill (8. 
Thomas; 
A bill (S. 
Bunnell; 


(S. 339) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 


(S. 340) granting an increase of pension to James T. 


(S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Anna R. 


3843) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
344) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 


845) granting an increase of pension to Elmira H. 
Cowles; 

A bill (8. 
Kelsey ; 

A bill (S. 347) granting a pension to Cora H. Griswold; 

A bill (S. 348) granting an increase of pension to Albert L. 
Church ; 

A bill (S. 
A. French; 

A bill (S. 
Griswold; 

A bill (S. 
inson ; 

A bill (S. 352) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
A. ©. Griggs; 

A bill (S. 353) granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 
Dimock ; 

A bill (S. 354) granting a pension to Edwin B. Wright; 


346) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 


349) granting an increase of pensions to Catherine 
850) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 


851) granting an increase of pension to John Rob- 


A bill (S. 355) granting an increase of pension to David 
3urns; 

A bill (S. 356) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Eddy; 

A bill (S. 357) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Atwood; 


A bill (S. 358) granting an increase of pension to Bridgett D. 
Farrell; 
| A bill (S. 359) granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 
| Raymond (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Jane FE. 
| Peck (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 361) granting an a of pension to Mary G. 
SOx tL accompanying papers) ; 
a (wie. 362). canting a increase of pension to Helen M. 
Fuller (with accompanying papers) ; ’ ox) 

A bill (S. 363) granting an increase of pension to Rosanna 

iller ri accompanying papers) ; 
we 78. 364) cannes a acueeme of pension to Ellen Burke 
(with accompanying papers) ; ‘ ; F 

A bill (S. 865) granti.g an increase of pension to George W. 
Garthwaite (with accompanying papers) ; : 

A pill (S. 366) granting «n increase of pension to Jefferson 
Conklin (with accompanying papers) ; i : ; 

A bill (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
tall (with accompanying papers) ; ' ’ a 

A bill (S. 368) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
tacon (with accompanying papers) ; ney 

A pill (S. 369) granting an increase of pension to Katie A. 
Beardsley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 370) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
\ttmore (with accompanying papers) ; 
' A bill (S. 871) granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Pond (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hughes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 378) granting a pension to 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 874) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
Roselle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 375) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Starr (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 376) granting an increase of pension to Ernestine 
Leist (with accompanying papers) ; ; 

A bill (S. 877) granting an increase of pension to Carrie H. 
Cummings (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 878) granting an increase of pension to Amy M. 
Slocum (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 879) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. 
Edgerton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 380) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 
Wellman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 881) granting an increase of pension to Betsey E. 
Hannahs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Fish (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 383) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Smith (with accompanying papers); to the 
Pensions. 


By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 


Alice G. Geer (with 


A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment to | 


the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. BRADY: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) for the relief of Fred White; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of South Carolina: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 4) proposing the repeal of 
Articles XIV and XV of the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BACON (for Mr. Smirn of Georgia) : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to-consider the need and report a plan 
for national aid to vocational education; to the Committee on 
Edueation and Labor. 

By Mr. REED: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 6) proposing an amendment to 
section 1 of Article III of the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 7) amending, reenacting, and 
extending the operation of the act for the control and regulation 
of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara 
Falls, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution providing for submitting to the people of the 
United States acts of Congress for their approval; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. THOMPSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 9) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution providing that a majority of both Houses shall 
be necessary to propose amendments to the Constitution, which 
shall be valid when ratified by the legislatures of a majority of 
the several States; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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REGULATION OF TITE WATERS OF NIAGARA FALLS, 

Mr. ROOT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 7) amending and ex 
tending the operation of the act for the control and regulation 
of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara 
Falls, and for other purposes, which was referred to the ¢ 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON TITE DISTRICT O01 

Mr. SWANSON. On behalf of the senior Senator from M iy 
land [Mr, Smiru], who is unavoidably detained from the Sen 
ate, I introduce three Senate resolutions, which I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. SWANSON (for Mr. Satitn of Maryland) submited the 
following resolution (S. Res. 26). which was read and referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent E 


ol 


COLUMBIA 


ZX pcnses 
of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and 
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report such hear 
Ings as may be had in connection with any subject which may be pend 
ing before sald committee; that the committee may sit during the $ 
sions or recesses of the Senate, and that the expense thereof be paid 


out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
Mr. SWANSON (for Mr. Smirn of Maryland) submitted the 
following resolution (S. Res. 28), which was read and referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 
Resolved, That 


the authority heretofore vested in the Committee on 


the District of Columbia by Senate resolution of February 20, 1909, 
directing the said committee to examine into matters relating to the 
District of Columbia, is hereby cantinued, and the said committee is 
| hereby directed to pursue its investigations during the Sixty-third 


Congress, 
| Mr. SWANSON (for Mr. SmitnH of Maryland) submitted the 
following resolution (S. Res. 27), which was read and referred 
| to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That authority is granted to print and bind, for the us: 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, such papers and docum 
| 28 may be deemed necessary in connection with 
| sidered or to be considered by said committee 
,| Congress, 


tofore co! 
during tl Sixty third 


subjects here 





FRED N. WEBBER, 


Mr. BRADLEY submitted the following resolution (S. Re 
29), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Sen ’ 
| to Fred N. Webber, jr., son of Fred N. Webber, sr., deceased, late a 

Senate policeman, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate 





| receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to be cons haved 
including funeral expenses and all other allowances 

PROTECTION AND PRESERVATION OF BIRDS. 

Mr. McLEAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 25), 

| which was read and referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 


Resolved, That the President be requested to propose 
ments of other countries the negotiation of a ¢ 


1 onvention for the nh 
protection and preservation of birds 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—JOINT ASSEME 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
| current resolution providing that the two Houses of Congress 
shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives on 
Tuesday, the 8th day of April, 1913, at 12.30 o'clock in the 
afternoon, for the purpose of receiving such comimunications 
as the President of the United States shall be pleased to n 


pe fmAli nh « 


' 


| to them, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before 
| the Senate the resolution just received from the House of 


Representatives. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the House of Representatives, which will 


pe 


read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE Or REP! NTA 
ipril } 
House concurrent resolution 1 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (tI Senate « , r) 
That the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of tt 
House of Representatives on Tuesday, the &th day of April, 19 
12.30 o'clock in the afternoon, for the purpose of re ing such com 
munications as the President of the United States shall be | ad to 
make to them. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate concur 
in the House resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I take it the resolution is open 


to debate. I have no intention whatever of opposing the resol 


tion, but it is such an interesting reversion to an earlier system 
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of transacting public business that I can not refrain from call- | I.for one hope that this will be the only instance of the breach - 

ing attention to it. of the perfectly simple and perfectly republican method which : 
[It is well known to everyone, of course, that under the admin- | he introduced. a 

istrations of Washington and Adams it was the practice for Like the Senator from Massachusetts, I shall not oppose t! 

the President to come either to the Hall of the Senate or to the | resolution. The President is acting both within his right and 

Hall of the House and deliver his annual message in person. | within his power, and it would be discourteous to oppose it, ; 


It was then the practice for the Congress to adopt an address | He has a perfect right to “communicate with Congress” in 
in reply to the message and carry that address themselves to | either way—either by word of mouth cr by written message. 

the residence of the President and present it to him. The cus But I do express my regret that the old Federalistic procedur 
tom or form was borrowed from England, where, as a rule, the | should be revamped; and I rather envy the happiness wit! 


King or the Qneen opens the Parliament in person, and ad- | which the Senator from Massachusetts can recur to it as per 


die Es 





dress is then adopted by the Houses in reply. haps a long-deferred and unexpected Democratic approbation 
That went on during those 12 years and was the subject of | of a e¢ustom which originated upon the other side of this Cha: 

much anlmadversion by the opposition of those days, who looked | ber with the Federalist Party, of which the present-day “ star 

upon it as another attempt of the Federalists to introduce | pat” Republican Party is a lineal political descendant, a1 


monarchical customs: and it was much assailed by the oppo- which received Democratic disapprobation and was cover: 


ition, who were then called anti-Federalists, or Republicans. I | with deserved ridicule by Democrats and Republicans to 
| 


a Ney abate sy 





do not think the danger of its producing a return to monarchical | extent much greater even than the Senator from Massachuset 3 
forms is perhaps as evident to-day as it was then, but there | has expressed to-day. : 
wis 4 great deal made of it. Even the change to Democratic-Republican legislation ani a 
When Mr. Jefferson was elected he altered this tustom once | measures perhaps did not do as much toward democratiz 
for all, and we have always adhered to the Jeffersonian change. | this Republic at that time as did doing away with the leve: : 
I suppose Mr. Jefferson possibly had the feeling in regard to it | the receptions by the Presidents standing on a raised dais, wit " 
that was expressed by his followers, and I think he was not, | cocked hat and sword and other frumperies, and “ the speec! 5 
as a rule, much given to speech making. At all events, he ad- | from the throne,” and the cavaleadings of Congress down to t 
dressed a letter to the President of the Senate on the 8th of | President’s House, and all the balance of the little cheap a 
December, 1801, in which he said: tawdry and tinsel imitations of British monarchical customs. 
Sm: The circumstances under which we find ourselves at this piace, { had hoped, upon the contrary, that some President at son ; 


rendering inconvenient the mode heretofore practiced of making by per- | time would be bold enough and brave enough to do away wil 
sonal address the first communications between the legislative and execu- | inaugural processions. ‘They, too, are a cheap and tinsel i: 

tive branches, I have adopted that by message, as used on all subse- ail Anti i ; jan 

quent o casions through the session. In doing this I have had prin- } tation of British coronation procedure. They do nobody a 4 
cipal regard to the convenience of the legislature, to the economy of | good. Some few people catch pneumonia every year at it; 


their time, to their relief from the embarrassment of immediate an-| lot more are discommoded in every way. It may fill up th 


sewers on subjects not yet fully before them, and to the benefits thence 1g wm =r . ° 
resulting to the public affairs. Trusting that a procedure founded in | Washington boarding houses and hotels for a little while and 
these motives will meet their approbation, I beg leave, through you, sir, | lead to a little quickening of trade, especially in the barroo: 


oe Heres honorable the Senate, and pray you to accept for your- | But it seems to me that instead of going back to the old thi 
self and them the homage of my high respect and consideration. we should have gone further in the new direction. The mor 
we can simplify the machinery of this Government in eve 

way the more, in my mind, at any rate, is it in keeping with 
the American spirit and American institutions. 


A little later in the month, on the 20th of December, in writ- 
ing to a friend in Philadelphia, Dr. Benjamin Rush, he said: 


iy sending a message instead of making a speech at the opening of | M STONE Mr -resider it « agen > Nerson: > ore 
th on 1 have prevented the bleedy fenGiat. te which the makten | Mr. STO? i. M I estd nt, it affords me Pe rsonally gr 
an answer would have committed them. They consequently were able | delight to adjourn the Senate for a short while to go into 
to set into real business at once, without losing 10 or 12 days in com- | House of Representatives as a body to hear the President d 
bating ap answel | liver his message to Congress. As the Senator from Mississi 


I do not know, Mr. President, whether it is the plan of this says, it is an innovation on long-established customs; but th: 
reversion to the earlier and very dignified Federalist procedure | perhaps, is not of much moment. I am ready to go to the Hou 
to continue it and make an address in reply to the personally | of Representatives and hear the President deliver his messa; 
delivered message. It seems to me it would be very appropriate | in person, which I am sure will be far more impressive th 
to do so. tut Mr. Jefferson’s change was accepted by the | if it should be read by one of the clerks at this desk, althoug 
country, and has been followed from that day to this. I do not | the clerk who will read it has, we know, fine capacity as 
recall at this moment but one adverse comment after it had | reader. But I rise particularly to make a parliamentary 
once gone into effect; and that, curiously enough, proceeded | quiry of the Chair. 


A Mi PER Nt Salty ROR Rea Aah he eR DN oe Gok 4 


from John Randolph, who stated on one oceasion—I do not| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

reinember the exact day, and I do not give his exact words, Mr. STONE. I find in clause 5 of Rule XIV, what I read: 

but the substance of them—that he thought it very unfortunate All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration, unles 

that the old plan of the President coming and delivering his | unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. § 
message in person, and the Houses then adopting an address, Now, Mr. President, desirous as I am and happy as I would 4 


had been abandoned, because, he said, the consideration of the | be to vote for this resolution and take part in carrying it « 
message and the adoption of the address gave such an excellent | [ submit to the Chair whether it can be considered at this tii 
opportuaity to review what had been done and to comment and | As this is a body governed by rules long established, I am 1 
criticize the message; and it seemed to him that it was a great | sure, sir, that this rule governs in this particular instan 
pity to have it given up. but being a body that is controlled by rules that govern it, | 
i do not know, Mr. President, whether it is proposed to fol-| submit to the Chair the question whether we can now ta 
low up the personal delivery of the message with an address or | yp the resolution. 
not. I wish to call attention to it, however, simply to point out The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that it is a qu 
that the President, in coming to Congress and personally de- | tion of the highest privilege, involving the right of this body ‘ 
livering his address, is only half carrying out the old practice, | attend a joint session of Congress in the Hall of the House 
in behalf of which, I think, much can be said. I have no ob- | Representatives, and that the resolution is in order. 





jection whatever, of course, to the resolution, and I shall be Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just to keep the Recorp strai: 
very glad to have it adopted. do I understand the Chair rules that if any Senator object: 4 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I for one very much regret | the resolution would not have to go over for the day? “- 
that the President has chosen to take this course. Of course, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so- rules. : 
whether this course be pursued or not, it is not going materially Mr. SMOOT. Just for the Recorp, because I want the r 


to affect the legislative interests of the American people. But | lution to pass and am ready to vote for it, I will say that 
the old Federalist custom in imitation of the English custom my judgment-—— 
of making “speeches from the throne,” when it was once dis- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that this is 


used, fell by unanimous consent into subsequent constant disuse | question of the highest privilege, to which the rule oes n 3 
and ridicule; and it did it because the common sense underlying apply. : 
the method of sending a written communication to Congress was Mr. SMOOT. Of course I can not agree to that opinion, b 
obvious and plain to everybody, and because of the fact that | that makes no difference whatever, because it is only for tlic ' 


it was so much more in accord with American republican insti- | Recorp that I refer to it. 

tutions than the old observance, with its pomposities and its Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the question were whethe! ‘ 
cavalcadings, had been. It was not without reason, therefore,-| the President should come in person or whether he should sed # 
that Mr. Jefferson’s example was subsequently imitated by every | a message in writing of course there would be ample latitu: 4 
President, whether Democrat, Whig, Republican, or what not, | for debate, and I am not sure but what I would agree wil!! 
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t has been said by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wi1- 


sare). but it is the constitutional right of the 
mmunicate with Congress in such a way as he may himself | 
elect. and it is not for us to determine in what manner he | 


do 0. 


OSCS 


Having communicated to us formally the fact that 
he proj to deliver his communication in person, there is } 

vhing left for us but to arrange to receive him and also to 
e his message with due solemnity and formality. 


rece 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I believe that an objection to | 
the consideration of this resolution would, under the rule, send | ¢ 
+ over. No one has made that objection, and no one will prob- 


ably make it. I agree with my friend, the Senator from Georgia, 
that since the President has indicated his wish to communicate 
to Congress in this way, we should conform to it. I am of 
the opinion that under the rules of the Senate the resolution | 
should go over, except by unanimous consent. I rise to ask | 
unanimous consent that the resolution be now considered. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Chair will pardon me, 
I think the Chair is right in its ruling, and that therefore the 
request for unanimous consent should not be submitted to the 
Senate unless that ruling should be reversed. 

| will frankly say to the Senator that the original information 
received, at least by some of us, was that there would be a 
resolution inviting the President to deliver his 
If that had been the resolution, it would not be a 
vrivileged resolution, but anything which relates to the action 
of the body itself as to what the body itself shall do—not what 
it shall prescribe for others, but what it shall itself do—is 
necessarily a matter of privilege. This is a question as to the 
voluntary action of the body. There is a wide distinction be- 
tween that and other resolutions which seek to have the effect 
of law, either as a joint resolution or in the shape of a com- 
current resolution, if it is for the purpose of having an effect 
upon some one else. Anything which relates to the action of | 
the body itself must necessarily be a privileged resolution. 

Mr. STONE. I ask the Senator from Georgia, if he will 
pardon me, if he is of the opinion that under the rule I read 
this resolution would, in the ordinary course of the business of 
the Senate, go over? 

Mr. BACON. I think if it related to a matter which is not 
privileged it would certainly go over. 

Mr. STONE. What is the privileged matter? 

Mr. BACON. The privileged matter is the determination of 
the body as to its own act. 

Mr. STONE. Everything the Senate does is its own act. 

Mr. BACON, It is true that it is its own act, but this is a 
resolution as to what shall be its act. | 

| 
| 


person, 


Mr. STONE. But that is true in every case, I assume. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no; we pass resolutions continuously which 
prescribe what shall be the act of others. 
as to what we shall do ourselves. 

Mr. STONE. 
Senate itself. 

Mr. BACON. 


This is a prescription 
But this is a rule that governs the action of the 


And that, I think, makes it privileged. 

Mr. STONE. And the rule determines what the action of the 
Senate shall be, unless the rule is set aside. We find a rule 
that certain things shall be done in a given case, and I insist 
that that rule controls the action of the Senate unless it is 
obviated by consent or in some othef way. 

Mr. BACON. 


Anything which is privileged is not involved in 
that rule. 


I think that is a plain proposition, as the Senator 


to it; and hence my request. I care nothing about the resolu- 
tion, except to preserve the orderly procedure of this body. I 
shall vote for the resolution, but I do not care to have the rules 
of this body set aside arbitrarily to please even the President 
of the United States or the House of Representatives. Hence, 
I say it ought to be done by some action of this body in the 
form of unanimous consent, and there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled upon this 
question. The Chair does not pretend now and will not pre- 
tend at any future time to be right, and there is always an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair to the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. What is the ruling of the Chair? 
= VICE PRESIDENT. The ruling is that the resolution is 
ih order, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the request for unanimous 
consent were put by the Chair, I certainly should not object. 
I most assuredly shall vote for the resolution. It lies wholly 


will see. 
Mr. STONE. There is no objection to it; I see no Tad 
| 


with the President to determine as to what method he prefers | 


to communicate with the Houses. But I think I must enter a 
protest at least against the parliamentary question which has 
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| arisen. 
President to | from Georgia [Mr. Bacon}. 


unless privileged. 
leged motion, and it is so defined by the rules. It 
to a day certain. 
is a motion. 


address in | There 
resolution sent here by the House. 
performed by Céngress than the counting and the declaration 
of the electoral votes. 
time after time and it always has gone over for consideration. 
Certainly nothing affecting Congress can be more important 
than a resolution to adjourn Congress without day. 


| gives it no privilege. 


| in the 


| nounced by the Chair that the resolution is privileged. 


I confess IT am astounded at the argument of my friend 
The rule is that 
All resolutions shall lie 
Inanimous consent the 
Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


over one 
Senate s 


day for consideration unle 
hall otherwise line 


Senator a question. 


Does the Senator from Massachu 


setts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 


Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. BACON. 
here were a 


Certainly. 
I will ask the Senator this question 
resolution, Resolved, That when the 


Suppose 


Senat ad- 


journs to-day it shall adjourn to meet to-morrow at 10 o'clock, 
That would be a resolution of high privilege. It 
| resolution which related to the action of the body 
tainly it would not go over to another day. 


would be 
and cer 


Mr. SMOOT. 
Mr. BACON. 
Mr. LODGE. 


On objection? 

Never. 

If it were a resolution, it could be objected to, 
If put in the form of a motion, it is a privi 

is to adjourn 

The word “ resolution” does not alter it; if 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. LODGE. 


Mr. President—— 
One moment, if I may be allowed to continue 
can be no possible privilege attached to a concurrent 
There is no higher duty 
I have seen that 


resolution come here 


Such a 
resolution has come over here and it has been kept here day 
after day in order that the Senate might ascertain the state of 


public business and determine whether it could assent to the 
proposition of the House. 
The fact that this is a concurrent resolution of the House 


The fact that it concerns the action of 
the Senate gives it no privilege unless that privilege is set forth 
rule. Everything we do here affects our own action. 
Everything we do by resolution or order or motion is certainly 
not privileged. 

Mr. President, it seems to me perfectly clear that the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Strong] is absolutely and unquestionably 
right, and that we can not attach a privilege to this resolution 
without any word of definition in the rules or anything to indi 
cate that it has the slightest character of privilege. 

I have no desire to take an appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair, but I do desire at least to put myself on record, with a 
view to possible questions in the future, as saying that a resolu- 
tion of this character does not have any privileged quality and 
that action on it can not be compelled unless it has gone over 
one day; I mean, of course, without unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the proposition of the Senator 
to be that if this were a motion it would be privileged. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; I made no such statement. As the 
illustration of adjournment was used, I said that a resolution that 
when the Senate adjourns it shall adjourn to meet to-morrow at 
10 o’clock is not privileged because it is a resolution: it is 
privileged because it is made privileged by the rule. It makes 
no difference whether you put it in the form of a resolution or 
a motion, the essence of it is a motion to adjourn to a day cer- 
tain, and the mction to adjourn to a day and an hour certain is, 
of course, a privileged motion, as stated in the rule. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think the ruling 
of the Chair is entirely proper and is sustained by the prece 
dents of the Senate, but not particularly on the ground an- 
There 
may be some room for rational dispute there. I hold to the 
view that it is not privileged, because I do not think the Presi- 


| dent of the United States can command the two Houses to meet 


together in joint assembly or to do anything except in the 
instances pointed out by the Constitution or agreed upon by a 
system of joint rules. I do not think anybody can control the 
deliberations of either House of Congress. It is a matter of 
high courtesy, and it almost partakes of the nature of a privi 
lege, when the President of the United States makes a request 
to do a thing which necessarily involves a joint assembly. 

But I think the ruling of the Chair is in accordance with the 
undisputed precedents of the Senate, because it has been held 
that our rule requiring that a resolution shall go over for a 
day upon objection applies only to Senate resolutions and not 
resolutions coming from the other House. I could give the 
| precedents on this subject if I had time to look them up and if it 
was a material matter. 
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renadi and » objection will carry them ov t a 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I understand. 
Mr. LODGE. Therefore it I es ¢ y to ¢ t reso- | 
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lutioy 
Mir. CLARK] f Ar] Tl is a concurrent resolution. | 
lt is not a resolution which requires the approval of the | 
lresident 
Mr. LODGE. And being one, does it make the resolution 
l Sivileged ? 


CLARKE of Arkansa 


Mr s. I am having nothing to do with 
ihe particular feature of the discussion which deals with the 
question whether or not it is a privileged resolution. I simply 
say that it is a House resolution, and under the precedents 
here it is not vulnerable to the rule that has been invoked by 


the Senator from Missouri. 
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invoking the rule with the idea of 
invoking the rule simply with a view 
the Senate, and hence it was that 
to consider the resolution now, for 


Mr. STONE Il a not 
preventing action. I am 
to the orderly proceeding of 
I asl ed ul 
which I will vote. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think rule the Senator from Arkansas 
referred to is Rule VII, paragraph 6, which reads as follows: 
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6. The Presiding Officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order 
t anv time for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate, any bill or 
other matter se to the Senate by the President or the House of Rep- 
resentatives, und any question pending at that time shall be suspended 
for this purpo Any motion so made shall be determined without 
debat 

It the practice of the Senate, I will say, that bills and reso- 
lutions coming from the House are presented oftentimes in the 
midst of the business of the Senate. The Presiding Officer will 


ask that the Senator speaking shall suspend that the Chair may 
lay before the Senate certain messages from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. But that not give the right of immediate 
action upon those bills or resolutions. They go to the committee 
to which they should be referred, and are reported back from 
the committee to the Senate in due course of time. If when a 


does 


resolution which came from the House was handed down to 
the Senate there was .an objection to its consideration, I 


have never known an instance where it did not go to the com- 
mittee or go over for one day. I can not see but that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri is absolutely right, as I said in the beginning, 
in this matter, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Chair to read w 


The Senator from Utah will permit 
hat took place in the Senate: 


The Vice President 

Mr. Hobart 
laid before the Senate for its consideration the resolution of the House 
of Representatives providing for the final adjournment of the two 
Houses of Congress at 9 o’elock p. m. this day 

July 24, 1897 
when Mr. Morg in objected to the consideration of the resolution and 
raised a point of order, viz, that objection having been made the reso- 
lution, under clause 5, Rule XIV, must lie over one day for consid- 


eration, 

The Vice President overruled the question of order and decided that 
the resolution, hich provided for an adjournment of Congress, was a 
question of privilege and that the provision of Rule XIV was not ap- 
plicable theret: 

From the decision of the Chair Mr. Allen appealed to the Senate: 
when, on motion of Mr, Aldrich that the appeal lie on the table, it was 
determined in the affirmative yeas 36, nays 20. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I had hoped that some one 
who has been in this body longer than I would say something 
in relation to the policy, which seems to be questioned, of the 
President coming personally for the purpose of addressing the 
House and the Senate. I want to say this custom is not a new 
one, although it has been discarded for some time fh the Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the United States. Every 





governor of a State goes to both houses of the legislature and 
Why does he do it? 


nddresses them in person. Because by so 
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Of course, it is + ng of id ble moment wh 
extraordinary session of ¢ y s is <« 1 extraor 
( sion requiring the bringing of Senators and Representa 
to Washington for the purpose of determining great polit 
questions. When that has been done, is it possible that th 
President of the United States should not come here in order { 
impress his views upon the Members of the Senate and of tl: 


House? Ordinarily, when a President’s message is read, w! 
pays any attention to it? I have been a Member of the oth 
House, und I have found that on many occasions, instead 
Members of that body listening to the reading of such'a me 
| they either had a pamphlet copy in their own hands, which tl 
would partially read, or else they would simply walk out of 1 
Chamber. 
Very few messag indeed receive the strict attention whi 


Chief Executives rei 


© ¢ 


hope they will ‘eive. Consequent 
when we consider the occasion, when w der the fact t) 
whatever the President has to say ought to be listened to, 
can readily conclude that it important that the Presid 
should deliver his message in person. 

Though we find that a custom of a similar nature prevails 
another nation, a monarchy, I do not see that this should dete: 


ms 
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is 


| our Chief Executive from using that means of bringing to th 


attention of the Congress of the United States the facts or 1 
sons which he desires to impress upon its Members. It i8 d 


| cratic in the extreme, because it brings the President in per 


contact with both Houses of Congress. 
should produce harmony, not discord. 

For these reasons, it seems to me, it is a custom which, thoug 
it has been in disuse for some time with ill reason, in my jud; 
ment, should be renewed and revived in the interest of go 
government. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the precedent which the Cha 
read to the Senate I think I reeall—I was in the Senate at the 
time, and I have no doubt I was one of those who voted to la 
the appeal on the table—was a motion to adjourn; in 
stance, a motion to adjourn on that day, and a single objection 
carrying it over would, of course, have destroyed the moti: 

I do not think that is quite parallel to this case, and I am sti 
unable to see that any privilege attaches to it or that the fa 
that it comes from the other House gives it any privilege. 

I do not, however, care to protract the debate, Mr. President 
but I want to say that I trust the Senator from Colorado [Mi 
SuarrorH] did not imagine that in what I was saying there w 
any intention of criticizing the reversion to the practices of t! 
first two administrations, which were abandoned 112 years ag 
On the contrary, I have always had great admiration for those 
two Presidents and their methods; and it has interested me ver 
much to hear renewed on the floor here to-day the old Federa! 
ist arguments about the dignity and the impressiveness of t! 
President personally appearing before Congress. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if t) 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] withdrew his request i 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. STONE. ‘The request for unanimous consent, as I unde: 
stood, was determined by the ruling of the Chair that this wa 
a question of privilege in the opinion of the Chair, and shou! 
be submitted without regard to the question of unanimous co 
sent. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
consent pending at the present time, as I understand it, 
President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 
Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, as I understand, this res 
lution was introduced and the question was raised as tv 
whether or not it was in order. The President of the Sen 
ruled that it was in order, and from that ruling there his l« 
no appeal. It seems to me that all this discussion has | 
out of order, and I now move the previous question. [Laughic: 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. THOMAS. If that motion requires a second, I desire 
second it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think, as we are changing t! 
rules of the Senate so rapidly, perhaps it would be as well 
add the previous question to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption « 
the coneurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas subsequently said (after the trans 
action of certain routine business which appears under its ‘| 
propriate heading): Mr. President, I desire to present to tle 
Senate an authority that I referred to in the few remarks 
submitted on the general question, but which I did not have 
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Then, there is no request for unanimon 
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ents a precedent which the 
would seem to confirm th 
( t ibmit notwith 
W h I called attention. I 

ppeal from the decision of 


t in view—that was that the 1 3 of the te might 
lutely observed. I accept t ruling of the Chair and 
rt it, particularly in view « he autl es cited by the 
itself and by the Senator from Arkansas, without having 
opportunity to examine them. 
. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. P it, I move that 
Senate adjourn. 
e motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 50 minutes 
) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April § 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 7, 1913. 
This being the day fixed in the proclamation of the President 
the assembling of the first session of the Sixty-third Con 


ess, the Clerk of the last 
llouse to order at 12 o’clock 
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ry 
ill 


House, 
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Mr. Trimble, called 


Sout 


he Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Sixty- 


ond Congress, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 


ng prayer: 


© Thou, who art the life and light of men, the inspiration of 


y generous impulse, high resolve, and noble endeavor, we | 
k Thee for the sublime heights reached and kept by our 
ers in 
herent 





Government whose foundations were laid in the | 
rights of men—life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
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During his term in that office, the judgment of the American 
people has freely confirmed the high opinion which was then so | 
t great office to the last | 
ch of its specifications, to the credit of himself, to the honor of | 
ory of our common country. 
n his two years’ service in the Speakership he has maintained 
what he had long ago won—the respect, the confidence, indeed 
I am sure I 


generously expressed. 
his party, and to the gl 
In 


+} 


Democratic side.] 


years i 


He has filled tl 


On 


he affection of the entire Nation. 
yoice the opinion of Democrats everywhere when I say that to | 
his patriotie course in the conduct of that high office was due | 
in large degree the people’s confidence in his party which re- | 
sulted in our great victory last November. 
therefore, 


OF SPEAKER. 


filled by a great man. 


behalf, 


Speaker Hon. CHAMP CLARK, of Missouri. 


The CLERK. 
placed in nomination. 


Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
cans of this House nominated for Speaker the Hon. James R. 
I shall not at this time enter 
upon any eulogy of the party to which I belong. 
has been made, and it will stand for the past and for the future. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 


MANN, of Illinois. 


Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 


[Applause. ] 


go, at the bes 


of 


' 
L 


ALBERT SIDNEY 
appointed Postmaster 
PpPpARD, first Texas district, elected to United States Senate; 
twelfth Massachusetts district, 


) 


The next business is the nominati 


nit 


[ Applause. ] 


[Applause on the 
Democratie 
Members of the House of Representatives, by the authority and 
direction of the unanimous action of the Democratic caucus, 
in the name of a grateful party in the Nation, I nominate for | 
[Applause. ] 
of Missouri, 

Are there further nominations? 
Two years ago the 


the 


Nor shall I attempt to 


of the Sixty- 
md Congress, when the House of Representatives had chosen 
Speaker, he was presented to the Members by the minority 


[Applause. ] 


has been 


Its record 


South Carolina district, | 
BURLES 
General; 


| embodying the prin 


eulogize the candidate for Speaker whom we named two years 


ago. 


His record was made in this House before he was nomi- 


nated for Speaker, and in his service as minority leader in the 
Sixty-second Congress he lived up to that record to the grati- 
fication of Republicans and Democrats alike. 


[Applause. } 
has won a high place in the hearts of the American people. 
direction of the Republican caucus I place in nomination as 


He 
By 





‘ ] 
ana 


t 


he 


early ideals, to 


people, 


Republican 
by the 


from the earth.” 


‘ 


n) + 


‘netior 
rruction. 


A 


sna 
We 


ask 


gain 
ranized in this 
i We have a definite progr 


every legitimate effort 


I wish to ann 


Hlouse for meé 


| use 


hall urate lation 


inaus 


Democrats and 


Republicans 


people, and for 


‘e 


iples of our 


i 
T) 
Pig 
, 
the 
mrno}l 
‘ rn f 
} : 
I 
th, : 
il ex 
in th 
itio 
the en 
r the 


pi 


{ 


‘ 


these bills, and we will invoke the w 


upon 


their heads if they fail 


plause. ] 


We shall at tir 


ition 


posi 


es be compel! 


and r | nce, IC r we 


and hearts of steel every nonpr 
duced. 

Nevertheless, we believe that 
people should lways bury | 


, 


una 


; ser 


vere punishment sl 


that se 


int who seel 


of the welfare of his country. 


selves 
whatever 
to the prosperity of the people ar 


sives to 


they 


as Progres 


source 


grandeur of the Republic. 


And, finally, 
of the N: 


and to preside over its 


I ha 


Progressi\ 


e been com 
tional 


antag nist who strikes iw vs 
antagonist Wilo } ixes uiwiy 


an 
2 


an who, in life ar 


of the American Republic. 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, the Sta 
to the State of Kansas, and 
the Progressive leadership of this body and for the 
of the American House of Representitives duri: 
aggressive, 
the West, Vicrok MurbDockK. 
The CLERK. 
nominations are closed. 
conduct the election: 


York lifts its hat 


years 


. 


that militant, 


The Clerk will call the roll, 


the su 


come, tn 


e Party 


deliberatio: 


+ lari na rtt 
» derive p 
oO cel pa 


re 


yuunece that we I 


mers 
* 3 


his 


ath of the 


1 


> great 
a veteran 
body du 


‘ 


Sixty-third Congress. It affords m« 
man who is a youth in years but 
having served as a Member of this 
man who is courage and conscien 

din of battle in the cause of righteot 

a knight-errant in politics, who 
arena always with the spirit of apostle 
| song and shout of the crusader uj 

fast friend who never betrays a trust, 


isness 


enters 





to do so. 
ltoa e 
vill op] 
» 
the tt "o> 
isn? ship in 
dl lr j 
n ad t 
e ref 
ipport of 
- 4 ‘ ry 
i AW a i 
lto1 
to be 
s during 


; 


achievements, 


i-blooded 


[Appiause. ] 
Are there any other 
The fol! 

Mr. CALLaw 


sy of Texas, Mr. Gorke « 
Ohio, Mr. AusTIN of Tennessee, and Mr. Srerpuens of Califor- 
nia, and they will please take their places at the Clerk's 


is 
the 
hip in h 

on his lips; a tr 
brave 
bove and never bel 
id character, in 
aspirations, is worthy of the past and prophetic of th« 


The f 
yote a 
Tl) i 

Abe 
A! 

m 
Al i 
Alexand 
All 


dt 


Edmonds 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Farr 
Fess 
lordney 


Bell, Cal. 
Bryan 
Chandler 
Copley 
Falconer 


Cary 


tal th pli ti 
for Speaker, 
+ is the vote in detail: 
FOR MR. CLARK—272. 
Dickinson Ilughes, Ga. 
Die iH 1 
Ll) derfer Ifumphre M 
Dixon Ig 
lo 10e Jacoway 
Do an Johnson, Ky 
Do I Johnson, BS. ¢ 
DD tt Jones 
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rf O'Shaunessy 
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il I 7. 
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I I rson 
J Phelan 
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iH Vou 
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In. MANN—111 
I I Follette 
French I im 
Gi e L ley 
Gillet Lenroot 
Gq l I l st 
Goodwin, M ieGuire, Okla 
G 1, Pa Ker ( 
low 
Greene, Mi 
G one, Vt 
Gi i¢st 
Mamilt n, Mich. 
Hamilt — 4 
Hn wiey 
Hayes Moore 
Ilel n Morgan, Okla. 
Tir < Morin 
Humphrey, Wash. Moss, W. \ 
Johnson, Utah Mott 
Johnson, Wash, Parker 
Kahn Patton, Pa. 
Kelster Payne 
Kelley, Mich. Platt 


Kenne 
Kent 
Kiess, 


dy, R. 


Pa 


Knowland 
Kreider 
FOR MR. 


Hinel 


augh 


Hulings 


Kelly, 


Pa. 


Lafferty 


Lewis, 


Mape 8 


FOR MR. N 


Pa. 
FOR 


I, 
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Plumley 
Porter 
Powers 
Prouty 


Roberts, Mass. 


MURDOCK—18. 


Lindbergh 
Nolan 
Rupley 


Stephens, Cal. 


Temple 


MR. COOPER—4. 


Norton 
ELSON—1. 
Cooper 














Sharp 
Sherk 
Sherwood 
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Smith, Md 
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Smith, Idaho 
Smith, J MC. 
Smith, Mir n. 
Sr ith. Sanil, 
Stafford 
St rson 
St Minn. 
5 erland 
Switzer 
| ner 
rreadway 
Vare 
Volstead 
Wallin 
Wilder 
Willis 
Winslow 
Woods 


Young, Mich. 


Thomson, 
Walters 
Woodruff 


Ill, 


Young, 


ded to 


W. 


N. Dak. 
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At the conclusion of the roll eall, pei 
The CLerK said: The result of the vote is as follows: Tota] 


| number of votes cast, 406, 
| received 1 vote; Mr. 
|4 votes; Mr. Vicror Murpock, of Kansas, received 18 vote 

Mr. JAMES R. MANN, of Illinois, received 111 votes; Mr. C HAM 
| CLARK, of Missourl, received 272 votes. A quorum being present, 


Mr. JoHN M, NELSON, 


of Wisconsin, 
Henry A. Coorer, 


of Wisconsin, receiv: 


and Mr. Caamp CrLark, of Missourl, having received a majorits 
of all the votes, he is duly elected Speaker of the Sixty-third 
| Congress. [Applause.] 

The gentieman from Pennsylvania, Mr. PatMer; the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Mann; and the gentleman from Kansas, Mr 
Murpock, are appointed a committee to wait upon the Speak 
} notify him of his election, and escort him to the chair. 








The committee appointed to conduct the Speaker elect to the ; 
chair having returned with him, 
| Mr. MANN. Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, | 
i have the pleasure to introduce and present to you as your cho 
for Speaker one of the noblest of men and one of the ablest « 
Speakers, the Hon. CHAMP CLapk, of Missouri. [Loud applaus 


T he SPEAKER. Gentlemen of the House of Nepresentativ: 
profoundly grateful for reelection to the Speaker: ship, t the high 
honor which you can bestow, I prize it espec lally beca it w 
preceded by a unanimous nomination and is accompanied w 
the personal friendship and good will of every Member of t 
House. [Applause.] Your indorsement by 
conduct during my first term in this great station by giving 1 
d term is more precious than rubies. I hope to disc] 
icult, multifarious, and delicate duties of this posi 
with ab: impartiality and to the ion of 

Whatever success 


| 
Members and of all fair-minded people. Whatever succ 
tached to my first term was due, very largely, to the unfail 


use 





this action ¢ 


" sepean 
et BeCON 


the di 





solute satistact wii 


kindness, courtesy, and good feeling of the Members s toward each 
other and toward the Speaker. I hope that that line of act 
will continue through this Congress. Indeed, it 
in this Congress than it was in the last one. The incr 
he membership will render the duties cf the Speaker 
much more diflicult than they were in the Sixty-second Congr 
For the benefit ourselves and for the good of the country, 
hope the same rule of conduct Ww 
Therefore I cordially invite 
| Members of the House, with 


to aid in maintaining order, 


is more ne 
sary 


of t 


of 
ill prevail. 
the aid and 
wut respect to political affili: 
presery ing decorum, and expedi 
business for the p ate welfare, to the end that our free in 
tutions may be s izthened and perpetuated. 

As this Congre: ss is to be known more by its works than 
words, I am ready to take the oath, and will ask Mr. Tazo 
of Maryland to administer it. 

The cath of office was administered to the Speaker by 
TALDOTT. 


assistance of 


rtir 


SWEARI 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the names of } 
by States, and they will assemble in front of the Speaker’ 
and take the oath of office. 


NG IN OF MEMBERS. 


4 


Tan 
aeCll 

y 

a 


eal 
SB Uf 


MEMBER FROM THE 
When the State 


TWELFTH DISTRICT OF 
of Michigan was called: 


MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to object, and 
object, to the swearing in of H. OLtN Youne, from the tw 


as a Mem! 
ithe 


Michigan district. I do so on my responsibility 
this House and because I am reliably informed the ge! 
was not elected. I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make a point of order that at this t 
no such resolution is in order. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained at this §: 
ture. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 
Speaker has 
aside. 
The SPEAKER. That is true. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Then we will have to start in at the end o! 
the swearing in of the Members. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I simply make the point of order at this 
particular time that no such resolution is in order. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. The gent 
man from Michigan (Mr. Youne] will stand aside. ; 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make an inquiry, 
if I may, of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. HtnenaveH), whethe 
his objection to the gentieman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] is ’s 
to his eligibility. So far the gentleman has objected to the 
swearing in of Mr. Young upon his responsibility as a Member 
of Congress. That means nothing. I may object on my responsi- 
bility as a Member to the swearing in of anybody on the ground 


The gentleman will state it. 
There are numerous precedents where | 
the right to ask a challenged gentleman to stan 


that he is not elected; but the gentleman must go further than 





pen 
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that before the Speaker asks a gentleman to stand aside, I 
think. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. IItNe- 
naucH] stated that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youne] 
had never been elected. That seemed to be his reason. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I knew; but that is always the contention | 
of every contestant who contests a seat, where a contestee has 
the credentials. 

The SPEAKER. . That is true, too. 

Mr. MANN. I think the House is entitled to know whether 
the objection is as to the eligibility of the gentleman from Michi- 
can [Mr. Youné] or as to the form of the certificate which has 
been presented to the Clerk of the House, or whether it is for 
any other rerson that may be named. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to be informed whether the Clerk 
has in his possession the credentials of the gentleman from 
Michigan, duly certified by the governor of that State, declar- | 
ing that the gentleman was elected a Member of this Congress. | 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to having | 
the gentleman from Michigan stand aside. I am quite willing 
to ask unanimous consent to have that done as long as, appar- 
ently, we can not get any statement from my colleague that 
there is any objection to the eligibility of the gentleman from 
Michigan or to the certificate of his election, so that the matter 
may be passed upon later without putting the Speaker on record 
as having the right to require a Member to stand aside where 
no objection is made as to his eligibility to the House or no ob- 
jection is made as to the form of the certificate. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I made a parliamentary in- 
quiry of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the parliamentary | 
inquiry upon which the statement of the gentleman from Illinois | 
{Mr. MANN] impinged. ‘This certificate of Mr. Youna is signed | 
by the secretary of state of Michigan, the State treasurer, and 
the commissioner of the State land office, constituting the board 
of State canvassers, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Just a word, Mr. Speaker. I wish to state 
my position in relation to the matter. The point was raised 
and the precedent set in the Roberts case and other cases. I 
do not believe the Speaker, on the mere challenge of the right 
of a Member of this House to be sworn in, where that Member's 
certificate to membership is regular and unchallenged, ought to 
sustain that contention. However, if, as suggested by the gen- | 
tleman from Illinois, it is wished that the matter take that 
course and the gentleman from Michigan stands aside, I have 


| 
| 


no ebjection. But so far as J am concerned, as one Member of | 


this House, I enter my protest, Mr. Speaker, and insist that the 
Speaker ought not to have the right to stand aside any Member 
from being sworn upon the mere suggestion of a Member who 

ty or may not himself be sworn or whose own title to a seat 
niy be at stake, in the face of the regular certificate of the 
governor of a sovereign State to the effect that that Member 
has been elected, the same as I have been, or the same as every 
other Member of this House has been elected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Georgia 
will pardon me a moment, aS a matter of convenience to the 
Ilouse—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman’s convenience 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentieman 
from Michigan [Mr. YounG] may stand aside and refrain from 
tuking the oath until the oath has been taken by the other 
Members. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I shall not object. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MANN] accomplishes the same result. 

Mr. MURDOCK. It certainly does; but reserving the right 
to object, all the precedents which I can find say that the 
Speaker is entirely within his rights in asking a challenged 
Member to step aside temporarily while other Members are 


being sworn in. There are numerous precedents to that effect. | 


On December 5, 1881, at the organization of the House the 
Speaker was administering the oath to Members, and the State 
of Alabama being called-—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that the gentleman either 
object or allow the request for unanimous consent to be granted. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I think it is clearly within the right of the 
Speaker to ask the gentleman to step aside. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That may be, but if nobody objects to 
the request if does no harm and accomplishes the same result. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will not trouble the gentleman | 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] or anybody else to read the prece- | 


dents. The Chair has read them himself. There is no question 





~ 


L——5 





in the world but what under the pre 
right to ask a Member to stand aside 
troversy about his right to take the 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] relieves 


1 


unanimous consent that the gentlema rom 
YOUNG] stand aside until the other Members 


there objection to the request? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. Young of Michigan stood aside. 


SWEARING IN OF MI 


The Clerk resumed the call of States, 


was administered to the remaining 


Territories, and Resident Commissioners. 


The SPEAKER. There are some 


affirm rather than to be sworn in. They wil 
Messrs. PALMER, BUTLER, and Grirest aflirmed 


MEMBER FROM THE TWELFTIL DISTRICT 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now 


from Michigan [|Mr. YouNne] unless 
offered on the subject. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, 
lution, and ask to have it read. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


tion which the Clerk will report. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas the prima facie right of Hon. I 


district of the State of Michigan, to : 

“ress is objected to by a Member of th 
Whereas the Member so objecting as afor 

responsibility as a Memoer, upon inf 

election returns of the 14 counties composing 


trict of Michigan show that said Il. OLIN You? 


date for Congress in said district, r« 
and that William J. MacDonald, th 
gress in said district, received a total of 
243 votes over said H. OLIN Youna; and 
Whereas the State board of canvassers of 
trarily and without authority of law 


to be issued to said HH. OLIN Younes \ 
certificate should have been issued to 
received a plurality of 243 votes 


| Whereas said State board of canvas 


William J. MacDonald any of the vot« 


Ontanagon, in said district, being 455 
ground that the name of said William . 
the official ballot in said Ontanagon Co 


MacDonald"; and 


Whereas, for the reasons aforesaid, the Member 
ai 


ther objected to the oath of office being 
YouNG as a Member of the Sixty-third 


| Whereas if the foregoing alleged fact 


injustice to permit the seating, even t 
on his certificate of election issued as ;: 
Resolved, That the question of tl 


YounGc to be sworn in as a Representative 
in the Sixty-third Congress, as weil us his final 


as such Representative, be referred to a 
bers of the House, to be appointed by the 


mittee shall report upon and the House decide 


the said H. OLIN YOUNG shall not! 
a seat in this House And said commi 
for persons and papers and examine { 


to the subject matter of this resolution, and sh 


port at any time. The expenses of said 


the contingent fund of the House, upon 
chairman of said committee, to be immedia 


Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
resolution, and upon that motion L demand the previous 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
tion on his resolution. 


The question being taken, the Speake 


noes appeared to have it. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were refused, 


number, rising to second the demand. 
Accordingly the motion for the previous question wa 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I offei 


stitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resol 
Whereas objection has been made to 


| twelfth district of the State of Michigan, 
| 


a Representative ; 


Whereas the objection made to the said H 


the assertion that the State board 


Michigan arbitrarily and without authority of law caused a certificate 

YOUNG instead of to Willian 
J. MacDonald, whom it is asserted received a plurality of th« 
cast in the election for Representative ; 

Whereas it appears that the certificate presented by the said II 
Youne is in regular form and properly authenticated by 


| 7 a. 

of election to be issued to said H. OLIN 
} 

i 


by statute duly designated; and 








ermitted to oce 


adoption of the 


Mr. MURDOCK. Division, Mr. Speaker 
The House divided: and there were 
Mr. MURDOCK. ‘The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 


Members, not 
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Democratic caucus that a committee will be provided to dispose 
of this case in the regular way at an early date. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FirzcerRaLp] permit me to say just one word in reply 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbEerwoop]? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman 
would permit me to finish what I have to say. I have no knowl 


1 


edge of the merits of this case excepting what I have read from 
time to time in the press. I have no interest in either one of 
the persons contending for this seat except to have the person 


who is entitled under the law seated; but the right of Member 
elect, bearing proper certificates, to be swern in is too impor- 
tant to be determined upon any mere partisan contention or for 
mere party advantage. 


I! simply wish to say one other thing. 


An attempt was mad 


with the newly crowned leader—the “Symbol of the new 
risen sun,” I think, is the proper tithe—to arrange debate upon 
the resolutions to be offered, so that everybody who desired 


might be heard upon the questions involved, and at the conclu 
sion of the discussion to have the House vote. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpeck] suggested the time that his follow- 


| ers desired, which was perfectly satisfactory to those consulted 


\ re no « ction Is made to the said H. Onin Youne taking the 
oath based upor any disqua!ifi tion founded in ti ( tution, 
iaws of the land, or the usages and practices t H °o 
j enel ives; 
VW a i notice of contest of the ri t of 1H. O Yo d 
t ir Hiouse has been filed rsuant t w int flice of the 
( k of f House of Repre ntat January 7, 191 nid 
\4 tt right of the se ral parti t< iid ‘ d 
! investigated and ‘ tained, and i il to 
! nd the usages of t I! d « i 
j ho il cor ec d, heard, nd 1 
I l !, Th { | h i and I 1 ] { 
‘ ' i. oO \ 
Mr. FITZGERALD \ er, the only é 2, 4 
| ntlvy, between the ge 1 fix Iiiinois and f s 
1 Lif Cl YOUNG of i y } how e |} d 0 
take the oath as a Repress tive in Congress. He pi ts to 
ie Hlou credentials in proper form and duly authenticated 
by the officials designated rs tatute In bp i1ion there is 
no sufficient objection made by the gentleman fre Ili s to 
justify a refusal to administer the oath to the gentleman from 
Michigan as a Representative. I am of opinion that if this 
substitute had not been offered, in view of the fact that the 
‘ leman from Illinois merely asserts that upen his respon 
bility be objects to the credentials, without pointing out 
any defect in them, and without pointing out any disqualifica- 
tir under the Constitution or the law or the practice of the | 
Hou the Speaker would be compelled to administer the oath. 
lor the action which I propose, however, there is a precedent 
of such a character that the House itself is justified at this 
time in emphasizing the practice to be pursued under conditions 


! nted. 
[ read from Hinds’ Precedents: 


¢ prese 


certificate regular in form and legally issued by a compentent 
licer was honored by both Clerk and House, although the successor of 
at officer had issued conflicting credentials. On October 15, 1877, at 
organization of the House, while the Members elect whose names 


d been placed on the roll by the Clerk were being sworn, Mr. Richard 
I. Cain, of South Carolina, was challenged and stood aside On the 
succeeding day, after the disposal of the case of Mr. Joseph H. Rainey, 
of the same State, Mr. John B. Clarke, of Kentucky, offered the follow- 
in 

“Resolved, That the question of the prima facie as well as the right 


‘ 
th 
the 
ha 
I 


of M. I. O'Connor against Richard H. Cain, contestants, respectively, 
claiming a seat In this House from the second district of South Caro- 
lina, be referred to the Committee on Elections, hereafter to be ap 
pointed. And until such eommittee shall have reported in the premises | 
and the House has decided such question neither of said contestants | 
shall be admitted to a sent.” 

In this case Mr. Cain had the regular certificate, as did Mr. Rainey, 
nd the secretary of state (successor to the one who had issued the 
certificate) had issued an impeaching certificate 

In the debate it was urged that the law of elections laid down the | 


principle that a facie title to a 


certifieate did not constitute a prima 


eat in eases where there was a second impeaching certificate. In this 
case the same officer issued the first certificate, and also the certificate 
that impeached the first. It did not matter that the officer was not in 


the two cases the same person. Both certificates were from the secre 
tary of state of South Carolina it was not sufficient to say that one 
came from one political partisan and the other from another political 
partisan. Against this it was urged again, as in the case of Rainey, 


that the certificate was regular in form, in conformity with law, and 
must be followed. 

The House, by a vote of yeas 181, nays 89, adopted the following 
ubstitute : 

“Resolved, That Richard H. Cain be now sworn in as a Representa- 


tive,” ete. 

The oath was accordingly administered to Mr. Cain. 

That decision was based on the fact that having a certificate 
in proper form, duly authenticated, the subsequent certificate 
was not suilicient to impeach the certificate in con- 
formity with the law. If that be not how pre- 
posterous it wo 
and single out a Member elect of the House and upon the mere 
statement that upon his responsibility he objects to a certificate, 
which is in proper form, duly authenticated, prevent the ad- 
ininistering of the oath until the House determined questions 


issued 
sufficient, 


of fact and law as to the conduct of the State board of can- 
vassers which may affect the title to the seat. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. COOPER I observe in listening to the gentleman’s 
resolution that it says that there will be an early hearing and 
determination of this contest. Are the committees on election 


to be appointed in the near fu 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman 
yield 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


preserved. 


ture’? 


from New York will 


I will yield if my rights to the floor are 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman's rights will be preserved. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 will state that although I have not 
consulted with other members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee who make up committees on this side of the House, 
recogcnizi the importance of this case and the questions 


involved, I think I am safe in sayh 


are members of the c 





iid be to permit any Member of this House to rise | 


ig for myself and those who | situated 
‘e on this side of the House and the | sacrifice that I did at that time. 





on this side. The proposed arrangement provided for such dis- 
cussion as might have been necessary upon the one or two or 
three sides of the question before the House would be ealied 
upon to act. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], how- 
ever, later informed the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNberr- 
woop] and myself and one or two others that upon consulting 
with his followers, the new Progressive Party declined to have 
any discussion of this matter, and proposed to move the previous 
question upon the resolution depriving a Member elect of the 
right to be sworn in 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just a moment—and the negotiations 
were necessarily broken off. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mugpock] 
some four years ago was one of those who paraded this country 
vociferously denouncing me as one who desired to have the 
rules of this House so framed as to deprive Representatives of 
their rights and of the opportunity fully and freely to express 
their opinions and to voice their views, and thus properly to 
represent their constituents in this House; and yet in the short 
space of four years I find him at the head of a new party 
which at its very initiation in the House of Representatives 
attempts to throttle debate upon one of the most important 


| questions that can come before the House of Representatives. 


[Laughter and applause, ] 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I suppose that the gentleman immediately 
upon the conclusion of his remarks now will demand the pre- 
vious question, and thus eut off from debate everyone except 
himself. I was disposed to make agreement with the gentleman 
from New York in regard to time with knowledge of his former 
practices in mind. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 





Mr. MURDOCK. And now, if the gentleman will let me 
continue— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. One moment—I will not, because the 
gentleman—— 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will not yield. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But the gentleman did yield to me for a 
question, and I have not yet gotten to my question. [Laughter. | 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And the gentleman never will get to his 
question this time, Mr. Speaker, because I decline to yield 
further. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman does me 
a gross injustice when he says that he was making his arrange 
ments with the knowledge of my former action in mind. I 
recall a memorable day in this House when the controversy 
was over the adoption of its rules, and I was the only Repre- 
sentative who secured the floor in his own right who had the 
opportunity to move the previous question and declined to take 
advantage of it. I could at that time have moved the previous 
question and I had the votes to adopt it, but I surrendered 
the floor when I had concluded my remarks and thus gave other 
Members an opportunity to be heard upon the propositions 
which I presented. Never before nor since then in the history 
of the House of Representatives had anybody so fortuitously 
as I was upon that occasion exhibited the self- 
[Laughter and applause.] 











' 
4 Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? The SPEAKER. The gentleman f 1 New York [Mr. I 
Py Mr. FITZGERALD. Nees the gentleman wish to ask me a | GERALD] moves the previous t rl liouse will b 
, question ? } order. There could not be ‘ juestion than 

Mr. MURDM MK. Does the gentleman yield? right of a Member to have 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman wish to k me a Mr. MURDOCK. Under the rules « s there 
question? in order, after the previo s q 1 s vrcte | 
Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman says this | minutes’ aebate' ‘ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, no. Does the gentleman wish to ask The SPEAKE After it has le | 
mea question? on ordering the aa us question 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman in making the assertion rhe question was taken, and the Sy. 
that at the time he refrained from ordering the previous ques- | ayes seemed to ha ; 
on. although he had the votes to order it, mean to have the Mr. MURDOCK,  Divisi Mr. Speal 
House understand that at that time he and the gentleman from The House divided; and there were—ayes 24 
Illinois, then a Member of Congress, the Hon. Joseph G. Cannon, So the previous question was ordered 
had an agreement to vote down reform in the rules? Mr. MURDOCK Mr. Speaker, I «de nd and ni 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No, Mr. Speaker, I did not mean to The SPEAKE! The yeas and vs are « mded rho 
make such an assertion. I merely expressed my contidence in | in favor of ordering the yeas and nays w 1 idl s 
the fact that the proposition l presented was so meritorious | they are counted. [After counting. | ly ! 
that I really expected it to receive the unanimous vote of the | have arisen in the aflirmative—not a sufficient 1 1 the 
House. [Applause and laughter. | yeas and nays are refused. The aut on ‘ dont 

I have never been able to understand why the gentleman from | the substitute offered by the ¢ leman fi w YX I 
Kansas, professing to be such a persistent reformer of the rules, | Firzcerap}. 
after having denounced so vehemently the amendments offered The question was taken: and the ‘ r ‘ ed 
by me at that time, has never in the four years that have since | ayes seemed to have it. 
elapsed suggested a single change in those amendments. Mr. MURDOCK \ division. Mr. Speal 

Mr. MURDOCK, If the gentleman will permit, he will befor fhe Ilouse divided; and there we ives ws ( 

" t! session of Congress closes. So Mr. IirzGera.p’ il CO oW: iddopted 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman does Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I demand th ul mey 
ropose umendments to the rules of the House before this ses The SPEAKER Fhe gentleman from Ka del ds tl 
ion shall be closed, I indulge the hope that they will be de- | yeas and ys. Those in or of taking tl by tl ‘ 

gned to permit Members of the House to participate in its | and nays will rise and ind unt they ai i dl ‘ 
deliberations rather than to shut them out. | counting.| Twenty-seven gentleman have arisen in tlhe 

Mr. MURDOCK. ‘They will not be designed to shut them out | ative—not a sufficient number—and the yeas and nay 1 
from the membership of the House. fused. The vote is now on the resolution as amended 

Mr. HENRY. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. | substitute offered by the ‘ in from New York [Mr. I! 
iTZGERALD] yield a moment, so that I can ask the gentleman | GERALD]. 
fi Kansas [Mr. Murpock] a question? / The question was take 1 the 1 lutic ! | 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If I do not lose the floor. | ndopted. 

Mr. HENRY. I want to ask the gentleman from Kansas if The SVEAKEI The gentleman fre Mic] 1 IM Your 
ne will not be candid enough to us to say that just prior to the | will come forward and be sworn 
gentieman from Illinois [Mr. HiNesaucu] offering this resolu Mr. Young of Michigan oppeared before th ‘ fou 
tion pertaining to the election case he came to the gentleman | and took the oath of offi 
from New York [Mrs FiItTzGERALD] and to me and suggested it orricees 6 — 

Was proper to move the previous question om “ 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. The initiative in this agreement came Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the f 
from the gentleman from eieie. nd ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The initiative in this agreement came from The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I‘ ‘ M 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] and the gentleman PALMER | offers a resolution which the ¢ I t 
from New York [Mr. FirzGeracp], and not from me; and after The Clerk read as foll 
{ tried to arrange the matter I came back to them so that there Li io 
would be vo charge of bad faith, and so that we should expe- n. South Trimbl f the St Ke 
dite the business of the House and keep out of a seat in the | Pe ae _ ao pet ye io 
House a gentleman who has no business in it Arms he Hou € Repre 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will not yield for such a statement. innott, of the State of Virgh id I 
{ decline further to be interrupt e . _ emer as 

Mr. LAFFERTY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. en Postmaster of the House of Repre 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. |} That Rev. Henry N. Couden, of the State « 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Is it not true that the gentleman from New | #¢te?y, chosen Chaplain of the I f Rey 
York yielded to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] to ask | Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speak by dil 
the gentleman from Kansas a question | of the caucus of the Republican Members, I off he fe 

Mr. MURDOCK. Without any interference by the gentleman | amendment by way of a substitute for the r¢ n 
from New York. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the answer is im- onan lerk read as follows 
plied to a question. Resolved, That Alexander McDowell, of s 1 

Mr. MURDOCK. I asked the gentleman to yield to me. re, al nd he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House tepres 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may have asked a question | ,y, = oe a aaa = co alee Wien € Represent be nth 
even had he not moved the previous question. That George W. Denney, of the State of ‘Tenn« and } 

Mr. LAFFERTY. ‘The gentleman knows that is true. hereby, chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Repre uti 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Hereafter I trust that the gentleman's | ,/hat George I: Russell, of the State of Washington ae 
followers will be more willing to acquiesce in any arrangements | TI at Henry N. Couden, of the State of Mich n a 
made by the gentleman from Kansas when he negotiates on | hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Represea 
their behalf for time. Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, by diré 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, will the gentleman in fairness yield? | the conference of the Progressive Party, I desire trod 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No. I do not propose that these gentle- an amendment to the substitute. 
men shall attempt to set up a rule of conduct for the House| The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report it 
and have their own way. I hope that hereafter when the gentle- | The Clerk read as follows: 
man representing these so-called “ Progressives” is given the | pegoired. That A. Nevin Detrich. of Pennsylva: nd he 
opportunity to have a full discussion of pending questions, when | hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representative 
there is a disposition to grant the time desired they will | , ¥¢ solved, That Madison r. ae og re ind he is b 
take advantage of the opportunity, otherwise they will receive | Caled That C. B "Ke gley, a Wakinaten, nd he is h 

BS the same treatment they are about to receive now. Mr. | chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representativ 

a Speaker, I now demand the previous question upon the resolu- moveteet, Shes Sseares S,, LArae, Se wee be & b 
- tion and the substitute. comsoleed, That ‘Rev. ap N. Co iden be, and ‘he is he ‘ 
$ Mr. MURDOCK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to make a | Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that in the lasi 
point of order, I sha!!] not make it. owing to the jack of expe- | Congress the courtesy of choosing their own seats was extended 


rience of the gentleman who offers the resolution, which is in | to Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, the former Speaker; to Mr. Bingham. 


violation of the statute which prevides that the word “ Re- | of Pennsylvania, who was then the “father of the House”: and 
solved” in the resolving part of the resolution can only be | to Mr. Jones, of Virginia, and Mr. Tatzort, of Maryland, on ac- 
inserted once, instead of many times count of their long service; and also to Mr. Surerwoop, of Ohio, 
rhe SPEAKER. The point of order would be well taken if Mr. MANN. Gen. Smerwoop ought to be included in any 
it were made. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | proposition which is made to the House. [Applause.] 
‘ red by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Ketiy] to Mr. PALMER. The plan in this Congress, however, as I 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts | understand it, is to have all seats free, so that Members may s 
[Mr. Greene] to the resolution offered by the geatleman from | where they wish. The only thing that is sought to be aceo! 
1 svivania [Mr. PALMER]. plished by this request is that the leaders of the three parti 

The ques n was taken, and the amendment to the substitute | and the chairman and ranking members of the three most i 
Ww rej l. portant committees of the House, which have the most bus 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute | ness before the House, may be certain of their seafs when the 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene}. come upon the floor. , 

The question was taken, and the substitute wa; rejected I understand that tables will be provided in front of the 

fhe SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution of the | present benches, for the use of committees and of Members hav 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Parmer]. ing business before the House, which. in addition to the tabk 

The question was taken, and the resolution w: reed to. now provided, will give ample room for papers and documents 

The SPEAKER. The officers elect of the House will come | which Members addressing the House may desire to bave bet 
forward and receive the oath of office. them. . 

The officers elect presented themselves at the bar of the Since there are to be no regularly assigned seats to ever 
House, and the oath of office was administered to them by the | Member it did not seem necessary to extend the courtesy to 
Speaker. those Members of the House who have been long in service. 

SPECIAL MINORITY EMPLOYEES. Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentlemen desig 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I present a resolution, and ask | nated in the resolution, if it is agreed to, be permitted to 


unanimous eonsent for its consideration. select chairs immediately behind these two tables? 








The resolution was read, as follows: Mr. MANN. I was going to ask the gentleman from Pen 
House resolution 4 sylvania if he would not add to his request for unanimous con- 
: ee —_ | eey at + sleacting tha wmanent acs sests next 
Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, Joseph G. Rodgers be au- | Sent that in se fecting the permanent seats the seats next to tl 
thorized to act as special employee of the House of Representatives | table be not selected. 
and 1 ive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per anni that John Mr. SHERLEY rose 
HW. Hu gsworth be authorized to act as special chief page and pair a a oi aetlie 9 ; , . 
c) i receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum ; that | rhe SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman ri 
Wiiliam Tyler Page be authorized to act as special messenger and Mr. SHERLEY. I want to reserve the right to object, and [ 
n int pair clerk and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per wi caw . iam 2 nt Ntac i “£5 _— ‘ 
ind. ' ieee vant to say that the idea that underlies it seems to be in 
annum; that Bert W. Kennedy and Frank W. Collier be authorized to flict wit] the statement made by he gentiemz! fr 1 o 
act : . i] messenger and receive compet ion at the rate of ict With the statement made Dy the gentieman rom ti’ 
SLO per nnum; and that A. E. Chaffee be auth ned to act as | sylvania. 
nM —e - ae ee r a aan ) eee ation t - ee Mr. PALMER. I will vield to the gentleman. 
: 0 p an 1m: ch eT 10 “Ss Oo €¢ at ai Lit ind ire | ae > «4 ° “ 
‘ e Speaker of the House and subject to change at any time by the} Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 


Iiouse as provided by law. not to have these seats next to the tables selected, would not 
r. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, these are the same employees | that obviate any question that the gentleman from Kentucky 

t] were provided for during the Sixty-second Congress, for | has in his mind? e 
the minority? | Mr. PALMER. Iam not certain that that would be a proper 
Mr. MANN. These are the same employees. plan. For instance, the majority leader [Mr. UNpbrerwoop] is 


Mr. LLOYD. The same in number and the same in salary? | seldom in his seat unless he is in charge of measures pending 
Mr. MANN. The same in number, the same in salary, and | in the House? and upon such occasions he would doubtless de 


the same men provided for the minority during the last Con- | sire to occupy a seat behind one of the tables. 
; Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly, and that is the very point. The 
{ think it is fair to say that it is the understanding on my | commission which provided for the reseating of the Hall designed 

part, and I think on the part of gentlemen on the other side of | these tables primarily for committees that had charge of a bi 

the House, that another employee will be provided for the new | on the floor of the House and those in opposition to the bill 


party in the minority also. so that the majority members of a committee in charge of a bi 
Vir. MURRAY of Okilshoma. You mean the grand jury? | would have a table on that side of the House, and any gentle 
[ Laughter. ] men in opposition would have a right to have their papers on : 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Be careful that you are not indicted. | table on this side of the House. Now, when the gentleman fro 
[ Laughter. } | Alabama is in charge of a bill he will have that table, and whe 


the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] | the Committee on Appropriations is in charge of a bill they wil! 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the | want the table, and so would the Committee on Military Affanirs, 
resolution. Is there objection? and other committees. 
There was no objection. Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I will tut this discussion short 
‘The resolution was agreed to. | by withdrawing the request for unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania wit 
| draws his request for unanimous consent. 


SEATING OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the following Members may be permitted to choose their own 
seats on the floor of the House: Hon. James R. Mann, the Re- 

] > 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


J 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 


publican leader; Hon. Sereno E. Payne, of New York, the rank- | announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions 
ing Republican member of the Committee on Ways and mesclved, That the Secretary inform the Blouse of Representat:! 
Means | that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is read 
Mr. MANN. The “father of the House.” | to proceed to business. 
Mr. PALMER. The “father of the House”: also Hon.| Also: 


e 


Vicror Murxveck, ef Kansas, the Pregressive Party leader; Hon.| Resoived, That the President of the United States and the House « 
Oscar W. UNbEerwoop, of Alabama, prospective chairman of the | Representatives be notified of the election of Hon. James P. Crt 
‘Yommittee o} VYars or Mas . . ITeARR » | of Arkansas, as President pro tempore of the Senate; James M. 
Commit “ a Ways and Means ; Hon. Jour J. FITZGERALD, of as Secretary of the Senate; and Charles P. Higgins, as Serge: 
New York, prospective chairman of the Committee on Appro- | Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate. 
priations; and Hou. Rorerr L. Henry, of Texas, prospective 
chairman of the Committee on Rules. | ; seed ae ett * ene , ae 
ha pw 30> Thea o — Pannecicanis ae vesoived, at a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
Nhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks to jcin such committee as may be appointed by the House of Rept 
unanimous consent that the persons named—Mr. MANN, Mr. | sentatives, to wait upon the President of the United States and in- 
Payne, Mr. Murpock, Mr. Unperwoop, Mr. FirzcGeracp, and | form him that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Co 
Mr. Henry—be permitted to select their seats. | gress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to mak 
Mr. MADDEN. I ask that the name of the gentleman from} And that in compliance with the foregoing resolution the 
Maryland, Mr. TAtsott, be added to that list. He is the rank- | Vice President had appointed Mr. Kern and Mr. GaLiincer tle 
ing Member on that side of the House in length of service. | committee on the part of the Senate. 
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NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. ithe cenik from | s [Mr. Mann]. 1 will be glad 
i Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso have their views Lt { t proper at 
nf mmediate consideration. | Stage of the procees ke to ade 
1 , 
‘ i 


4 rhe Clerk read as follows: han ntit ~ red and 
3 


House 1 lution 2. uisested vy the appropriate ! e Comm 
d, That the Clerk be ected to inform the Presid f } 
5 ‘ { States that the House of Rey ntatives has elected ¢ >| ferred im the I ‘ > if 
* é rR ive from the State of Misso as Speal nd , 





3 rrimble, a citizen of the Stat of Kentucky, as Clerk, of the 
; il of Represeniatives of the Sixty-third Congress. ,' din 
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: ndments in the rules. For instance, it is our intention to | UC Present 
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to make it more wactical, and ee if we can not evolve a inor ¥ 
workable plan under that rule. Phen there is a proposition to thins. df : 
revise the rule in regard to the Calendar for Motions to Dis My ¢ » Leal » 3 


charge Committees, and the Committee on Rules will take up | down when I leave it. 4 : 
that subject and will be glad to consider it with any of the | °! in. 
Members of the House. The Committee on Rules will be glad The SPEAKER. Does the 1 from 7 
to consider it with the representative of the new Progressive | mous consent for anytl 

Party, or to consider any other amendment that be may have Mr. HENRY. I as jnanimous conse 

to propose to the rules, also with the leader of the minority, | of debate, and I hope it will be agreeabl 
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ask unanimous consent that this side of the House be allowed 
30 winutes debate, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GarpNeER|] 20 minutes, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Murpock| 15 minutes, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why not give us equal time? 

Mr. COOPER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrer] rise? 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. HENRY. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


Coorer| first. 

Mr. COOPER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Henry], inasmuch as this is one of the most important 
questions to come before the House, if he will not agree to 
extend the time a little? I perhaps would like 10 minutes. 
Has the gentleman got a party by himself, 


Mr. HENRY. 
too? |Laughter.] 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I have not any party, but I 


have a vote here for a constituency, the same as has the gen- 
tleman from Texas, and they are entitled to a hearing, the 
same as the constituency of any other gentleman, before this 


House. All I want is a reasonable opportunity. 
Mr. HENRY. Can not the gentleman secure the time from 
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kind. 


tleman— 


it is a serious one with us, 


_ 


APRIL 7, 





Mr. GARDNER. Judging from what I have seen to-day, the 


Progressive Party approaches an entirely new question by first 
making up its mind. 


Mr. MURDOCK. The new party does not do anything of the 
It believes in an equitable division of time. 


Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Do I understand it is a matter 


of understanding of the Committee on Rules that the request in 
this case is based upon the amendment, that 35 minutes is actu- 
ally needed on the Democratic side and 25 minutes is all that is 
actually needed or requested on this side, or is that to be a rule 
to be laid down in the House that a proportional distribution of 
time shall be based on the question at issue? 


Mr. HENRY. It is just a question of convenience at which 


they arrive. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 


asks unanimous consent on this question that the Democrats 
shall have 35 minutes, the Republicans 25 minutes, and the Pro- 
gressives 15 minutes. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object, will the gen- 





Mr. HENRY. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Here is a serious proposition. At least, 
One of the major propositions in 
This is in 





know to which one he owes his | the near future may be this very division of time. 
the nature of things going to serve somewhat as a precedent. 
Now, is it not true that in a division of the time as between a 
majority and any number of a minority, with necessarily a like 
pressure upon both sides being had, there should be an equal 
division of time? 

Mr. HENRY. This is not intended to be a precedent at all. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But it is very apt to be, and I want to 
say to the gentleman that owing to the rules of the House— 
the peculiar rules that the gentleman is about to adopt—we 
are in the position not only of not having had time before they 
are adopted, but we may be cut out of a motion to commit 
after they are adopted; that is, if it is in the pleasure of the 


one of his Jeaders? I do not 
allegiance. 

Mr. COOPER. I am possibly not led 
tleman from Texas on this question. 

Mr. HENRY. Under which flag is the gentleman fighting? 

Mr. COOPER. Under these rules nobody leads me. 

Mr. HENRY. I supposed the gentleman had a fourth party. 
[| Laughter. } 

Mr. COOPER. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry ]—— 

Mr. GARDNER. If the gentleman will make it 25 minutes 
that will just cover the amount of time for which there are 


requests on this side of the House. 


as easily as the gen- 


Not at all. 


Mr. HENRY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask wnanimous consent | Chair; and so this is a precedent in which we are concerned. 
that this side of the House be allowed 35 minutes and the Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


man yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the contention of the gentle- 
man from Kansas is correct and this action is to be quoted as a 
precedent in the future, or relied upon as a precedent by the 
House, I shall myself object to the request made by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry], because I shall certainly insist at 
all times upon any material matter, when it is of importance to 
this House, that the majority of the House shall have one-half 
of the time. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, of course that is the intention. 
As I stated, we do not desire to make this a precedent. Bui 
inasmuch as I am warned from all sides that this side of the 
House will insist on having as much time as the two parts of 
the other side together, I shall make a request for unanimous 
consent that this side of the House be allowed 30 minutes’ time, 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer] shall 
have 15 minutes, that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mvr- 
pocK] shall have 15 minutes, and that at the end of that time 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the 
resolution. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] 25 minutes, and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 15 minutes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right here, does the gentle- 
man put our minority at disadvantage in the matter of time? 

Mr. HENRY. It seems that this morning you were able to 
say all that you might be able to expect to say in the length 
of time which was used. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We might be able to say more in our 15 
minutes than the gentleman does, 

Mr. HEFLIN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama unless 
he intends to ask for time for the woman's suffrage party. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I want to say now that the gentleman is 
giving more time to the Progressive Party than the membership 
They have 13 Members and they are now asking 
[ Applause. | 
The gentleman is wrong in his information 


it possesses, 
for 15 minutes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 
and conclusions. 
Mr. GARDNER rose. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr. GARDNER. I can net put it in the form of a question. 
Mr. HENRY. I yield only for something that seems like a Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. 





question, then. [Laughter.] Mr. GARDNER. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr. GARDNER. I shall not object to an uneven distribution | Speaker 
of time, because we ask only 25 minutes in which to discuss The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


BurKeE] has already objected. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time may be divided so that 30 minutes shall be controlled 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], 25 minutes con- 
trolled by myself, and 15 minutes to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpvock]. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that 

Mr. HENRY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
is asking me to make that request? 

Mr. GARDNER. No. I am making that request. 

Mr. HENRY. I did not yield the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Burke] objected to the request. 

Mr. GARDNER. He objected to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas, and then I took the floor in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows that, but the gentleman 
from Massachusetts could not take the floor in his own right 
until the gentleman from Texas yielded. 

Mr. GARDNER. But the proposition of the gentleman from 
Texas had been negatived, and he would not have the floor for 
a new proposition. 


this question. If we are going to discuss this proposition from 
the point of view of the proportional number of Representatives 
in each party we are opening a far-reaching question. As a 
matter of fact, I believe that there should be an equal amount 
of time allowed for debates on the affirmative and on the nega- 
tive side of this question. 

The reason why I shall not object to only 25 minutes for this | 
side of the House to discuss the question is because that is ail 
the time we actually need. Acting, as I am, at the request of our 
lender, in his absence, I wish it understood that I make no ad- 
mission that the Republican side of the House is entitled to any 
less time for debate than is the Democratic side. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I agree with the gentleman as to the divi- 
sion of time for debate on the affirmative and negative side. The 
same amount of time should be given to the minority as to the 
majority. Does not the gentleman think there should be an 
equal division of time among the minorities? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENRY. I do not think so. Modified by other circum- 
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stanees, there nay be. 
Mr. GARDNER. 
Mr 


Does the gentleman wish me to answer? 


MURDOCK. Certainly; I do. 
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The SPEAKER. This request for unanimous consent was a Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold 
performance inside of the main one, upen which the gentleman | his motion for a question, if there is to be no debate? 
from Texas had an hour. | Mr. HENRY. l will withhold it. 








Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas had | Mr. LENROOT. I desire to ask the gentleman if he does 
net an hour. The rules have not been adopted giving him an hour. | think the House at a later time should have some opportunity 
Mr. HENRY. I decline to yield more time. | of considering all of the rules if it desires to do so; and may 
The SPEAKER. There is such a thing in the world as general I ask t he gentleman whether he will assure the House th -e 
parliamentary law. this resolution is adopted the Committee on Rules y at a later 
Mr. GARDNER. But that is not included in general par! time, give the House the opportunity of considering 
tary law. nents to each and all of the rules? 
ir. HENRY. I decline, Mr. Speaker, to yield further. Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tey 
Mr. GARDNER. In fact, it is very doubtful, under general | S8y this, that if Members desire to introduce amendn 
parliamentary law, whether he can yield at all. Four ye: ‘ rule of this House, and those amendme are ref 
ago the present occupant of the chair, in the famous figh the Committee on Rules, they will there be car lly 
led to a little while ago, refused to yield to anyone after deliberately considered, with an abundance of me for 
he had once obtained the floor, for fear that he would lese it | Mc mber to present his views if he wishes to appear, and 
because the rules had not been adopted. | the C 1 mittee on Rules will present a report toe this H 
The SPEAKER. That is absolutely corre t: but the rule is | ItS action, to adopt if it wishes to do so, or to vote it d » if 


ikes unanimous con- | it desires to do so. 

Mr. Henry] to yield Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is to vote on the 

vious question. 


this, as the Chair understands it, that it ti 

sent to enable the gentleman from Texas | 

time. But he did have the right to yield to a question. 
Mr. GARDNER. Precisely. 


The SPEAKER. And he has yielded to a question, and that Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous que 
is all he undertook to yield to. The SPEAKER The gentleman from Massachus 


mands the previous que oa n. 


Mr. HENRY. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. GARDNER. Precisely. But the gentleman from Texas ‘The question being taken, the Speaker announced that 
has the floor to do what? To move, if he chooses to, the pre- | appeared it. 
yious question. or to debate. Mr. ‘GARDNI R. I ask for a division, 


to Hbnve 


| 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from| Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 3 1 nay 
Massachusetts whether the gentleman from Texas has not the | rhe yeas and nays were ordered 
right to debate his proposition before he moves the previous | The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered rhe 
question ? | will call the roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes: to debate the proposition before the| Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I effer the followin 
previous question was moved; and, pending the moving of the to commit. 
previous question, he asked unanimous consent to make an ar fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon offers a nx 
rangement about time. That unanimous consent was objected | to recom! it. 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke]. There-| Mr. LAPFERTY. Not to reeommit, but to commit 
upon I took the floor, the previous question not having been | Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I make the px 
moved. that that is not in order new under general parliamentary 


The SPEAKER. That proposition was simply incidental to | the rules, or anything else. 





the main preposition. The gentleman from Texas was trying| Mr. LAFWVERTY. Very well; I want to be heard 
to help you people out. That is the truth about it. question. 

Mr. HENRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard, and Mr. HARDWICK. I want to be heard, too. 

I decline to yield further at present. | The SPEAKER. The Chair will heur the gentle 

Mr. GARDNER. But the gentleman has not the floor. The | Oregon [Mr. Larrerry]. 

Chair has taken possession of the situation. Mr. LAFPPERTY. Referring to Rule XVII, wnd 
HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor and have never | “ The previous question,” it provides: 

ielded it for a moment. rhe hall I ! ‘ the previous question, w .. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | dered a majority of the movers voting, if a quorum ! 
GARDNER] will permit, the Chair will state that the gentleman Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of ord 
from Texas had an hour. The Chair does not know what the | The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
gentleman from Massachusetts considers general parliamentary | Mr. CAMPBELL. What i- the gentleman from Oregon read 
law, but the Chair will state what he considers general | ing from? 
parliamentary law. In the main it is the rules of the last | Mr. LAFFERTY. Iam reading from the rules of the Six 
House. [Applause.] | second Congress which, under the precedents, govern this Lk 

LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker—— | until it adopts rules. That hag been so held repeated 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman wait until the Chair The SPEAKER. It is in the discretion ef the (ha ; 
states this? Of course the Chair does not say that is all there | anybedy he chooses to on any point of order 
is of general parliamentary law, but it is the last expression Mr. LAF FERTY. And any authority that the Membe ! 
of the House of Representatives on what parliamentary law is. | sire to cite. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] got the floor for | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia made a 


an hour, and he never yielded except for a question, and was | ¢2 order against the right of the gentleman frem Oregon t 
still on his feet after this incidental matter was disposed of | g motion to commit. The gentleman from 0) ' 


about the unanimous consent. Mr. LAFFERTY. Rule XVII provides: 

Mr. HENRY. Now, Mr. Speaker—— There shall be a motion for the previous question, whic! 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair thinks the gentleman from | dered by a majority of Members voting, if a q umn be pres 
Texas is entitled to the floor. have the effect fo cut off all debate and bring the House to 


VED rEVUy * | vote upon the immediate question or questions n whi it bh } } 
Mr. LAFTER + PA Sp eaker — asked and ordered. rhe previous question may be j ! der 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from | upon a single motion, a series of motiens allowable u 
Oregon rise? or an amendment or amend! r ma > made 





Mr. LAFFERTY. I simply wish to aid the Chair, as he | ‘Rorized moo vall be im order. — Fo vag “geal ol 

requested all Members to do a while ago, by saying that the | previous question shall bave heen ordered on if 

precedent recites that the rules of the former House guide until | Speaker t > entertain 2 ut = 1 on ae a D cal 

the new rules are adopted. [EEE 
Mr. HENRY. I decline to yield further. | Now, then, Mr. Speaker, this is a motion net to recommit | 
Mr. Speaker, I have been endeavoring to give both sides of | to commit the resolution of the gentleman from Texas to a 


the House the opportunity to discuss this resolution. It never | select committee of seven Members, to be appointed by the 
entered my mind for a moment that the gentleman from Massa- | Chair, with instructions to report the resolution back to the 
chusetts [Mr. GarpNer] was engaging in parliamentary athletics | House with the following substitute, which I now ask to have 
in erder to take the floor from under me. [I have desired to | read as a part of my remarks. 


make it possible for his side of the House to discuss this reso- | Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on tha 
lution, and for the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] and | point of order. 
his colleagues to discuss it; but if there -is to be any such spirit| Mr. LAFFERTY. I desire to Lave the resolution reported 


shown on that side of the House, I now demand the previous| Mr. SHERLEY. "Mr Speaker, I make the point of order th 
question on the resolution. [Applause.] it is not in order to have the resolution reported. 
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The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Oregon wants it 
read us a part of his remarks. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There are a lot of things that the gen- 
tleman may want to which he has no right. It is not in order 
to read the resolution when the question is as to whether such 
a motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asked to have 
it read as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But that does not make it in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemap from Oregon bas the floor. 

Mr. SHERLEY. He has the floor for the purpose of dis- | 
cussing the point or order, but not for the purpose of reading | 
a motion which may or may not be in order. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Would it not be possible for the gentleman | 
from Oregon to read the resolution as a part of his remarks | 
froin his plice on the floor? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not necessarily. 

Mr. HENRY. The gentleman from Oregon is speaking by 
tolerance of the Speaker on the point of order, so long as the 
Speaker may choose to hear him, whether it be a minute or 
two minutes, but he can not go into the merits of the proposi- 
tion at all until this point of order is decided. He proposes 
now not only to go into the merits but to offer a concrete 
proposition, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Oregon to ask that the document be read as a part of his re- 
marks to throw light on the point of order. 


Mr. HENRY. It might take two or three hours to read his 
document, 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield further at 


this time. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have sent to the Clerk’s desk 
a motion to commit. I have read the rule under which I say 
ihe motion is in order, and as to whether this particular motion 
is that kind of a motion it is necessary to refer to the motion 
itself which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. I ask, therefore, to 
bave my motion reported as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that when the gentleman rises to make a motion and his right 
to make that motion is challenged, that until his right to make 
the motion has been determined in the affirmative he has no 
right to have the motion read as a matter of right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that that is 
correct. If the gentleman has anything more to say about his 
right to make a motion to commit, the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I simply state that the motion 
that I have offered is a motion to commit under the following 
language of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. What is the rule? 

Mr. LAFFERTY. I refer to the last sentence of Rule XVII. 

The SPEAKER. That is as follows: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous 
question shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to enter- 
tain and submit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a 
standing or select committee. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. HARDWICK rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there is 
no question whatever that the point of order is good. The rules 
of general parliamentary law govern this House until it is or- 
ganized, and certainly, although by analogy the rules of the last 
House might be applied as a part of general parliamentary law, 
they could have no application whatever when the proposition is 
to commit. In a body that has no committees, how can we 
commit to a committee? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the 

Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK, This is to commit to a special committee, 
not to a standing committee, and the rules of the House per- 
mit it. 

Mr. HARDWICK, I thought at first it was to commit to the 
Committee on Rules, but it does not make any difference about 
that. Under general parliamentary law we have no special 
committees. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. 
Speaker. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And not only that, but the rule to which 
the gentleman refers applies only to the proposition to recom- 
mit, and that was put in there as a special privilege, that after 
ihe previous question was moved, the motion to recommit, under 
ceriain circumstances, would be in order. It seems to me that 


gentleman yield? 


This is a committee to be appointed by the 


when we have no committees in this body a proposition to 
create committees is not in order pending a proposition that we 
shall determine whet the general plan of organization is, and 
the pendency cf the demand for the previous question thereon. 








— 
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Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman‘s point seems to be that at 
this stage of the proceedings in the organization of the House 
there are no committees appointed. 

Mr. HARDWICK, That is the idea. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But as a matter of fact we have already 
appointed one committee to wait upon the President, and it is 
within the power of this body to appoint a select committee to 
consider the rules, 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
least, implied. 

The SPEAKER. If that contention of the gentleman from 
Georgia be correct, then we would have been tied up here until 
the end of the term if some gentleman desired to object. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That may be true until we organized or 
adopted some rules to govern us. 

The SPEAKER. And, further, that committee to wait upon 
the President was not appointed by unanimous consent. 


Mr. HARDWICK. ‘Then, if it is not trve, Mr. Speaker, the 
only way in which it can be upheld is because it is a necessary 
part of the organization work of this House. The first thing 
in order is organization and the adoption of the rules. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Oregon, if in order now, 
might involve us in an endless snarl. How can we do that when 
the question is already pending whether or not we shall appoint 
all committees, because the rules provide for that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. If the rules of the last Congress are not general 
parliamentary law, then, under the proposition that he is argu 
ing, what is general parliamentary law? 

Mr. HARDWICK. General parliamentary law is entirely in- 
dependent of the rules of the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. There must be such a _ thing—such an 
entity—as general parliamentary law. The gentleman from 
Georgia says that, according to general parliamentary law, this 
can not be done. Where is the authorization for that state- 
ment? 

Mr. HARDWICK. It looks to me as though it comes from 
common sense. Motions must be determined one at a time, 
as they are made. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Political exigency. 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Oklahoma rise? 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. I rise because 
make plain the proposition before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. As this House stands now we 
have no written rules and we are working under general parlia 
mentary law. General parliamentary law in America is such as 
has been modified by the practices of the House of Representa 
tives. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LArrerty] introduced 
a motion which is sustained by the rules of the House, ani 
which, under general parliamentary law, is a subsidiary motion. 

The resolution provided a committee to which this could be 
sent, and it occurs to me that, under general parliamentary 
law as modified under the practice and rules of the House, the 
gentleman was in order when he introduced the resolution to 
commit to a special committee named in the resolution; there- 
fore the point of order against him should not be sustained, 
since he is entirely in order. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER. Let us take this question first from the 
point of view of general parliamentary law without regard to 
the rules of the House. First a motion for the previous ques 
tion is offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], anil 
next a motion to commit is offered by the gentleman from 
Oregon. Under general parliamentary law the Chair would 
first put the motion which was first offered, to wit, the motion 
for the previous question. Certainly the gentleman from 
Oregon’s motion could not be in order until the motion for the 
previous question had been dealt with, and I am by no means 
sure that it would be in order at all unless the previous ques- 
tion is negatived. Next let us take up the contention that we 
are proceeding under the rules of the last House of Representa- 
tives. Where do we find ourselves? The rules of the House 
give a certain definite order of precedence for permissible mo- 
tions when a bill or resolution is under debate. The rules, for 
example, give to the motion to lay on the table a precedence 
over the motion for the previous question even though the latter 

motion comes first in point of time. In order of precedence first 
comes the motion to adjourn, next the motion to lay on the 
table, next the motion for the previous question. The motion to 
commit, the motion to postpone, and the motion to amend all 
must give way to the motions of higher precedence which I 
have enumerated. It is of no importance under the rules of 


We did that by unanimous consent, at 


I think I can 
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the House whether or not these motions are made before or 
after the other motions, In any case they must give way. 

The Chair will recollect that when the immigration bill was 
up in the last Congress the motion to postpone was made. It 
was followed by a motion for the previous question and then by 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Under the rules of the House, as a matter of fact, the Chair 
in putting the question was obliged exactly to reverse the order | 
in which the motions were offered. 

Under the rules the motion for the previous question takes | 
precedence over the motion to commit or recommit or refer. 
That is undisputed. Now, there are two motions to recommit. 
One of them is the motion to recommit after the previous ques- | 
tion is ordered on the passage of a bill. That is not the case 
in this instance. The previous question is not yet ordered. 
We are dealing, therefore, with the ordinary motion to recom- | 
mit, which may be oifered pending the motion for the previous | 
question. It may be offered at the present time, without a 
doubt, but the previous question must be voted on first, because | 
the previous question has a higher precedence under our rules | 
than the motion to commit. If the previous question is voted 
down, then the question would recur on the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Oregon; that is, supposing him to be correct in his 
contention that the rules of the House, practically speaking, are 
in force. I have no precedent to cite, as the matter comes up 
unexpectedly. 

The SPEAKER. Before anybody else proceeds let us get at 
the status of this matter. 

Mr. CARLIN. ‘That is exactly what I wanted to get at. 

I think before the Speaker can rule upon this question he 
should get at exactly the status of the situation. 

Now, what is before the House? It is a motion to adopt the | 
rules of the Sixty-second Congress as the rules of this Con- | 
gress, and upon that motion the previous question is moved. | 
Now, after the previous question is moved it would be impos- | 
sible to move an amendment; it would be impossible to move a 
substitute or a committal. 

What have we before the House? We have a substitute for 
a set of rules that have been moved to be adopted under the 
guise of a motion to recomumnit. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. That is the only way it can be done. 

Mr. CARLIN. It provides practically for recommittal, for | 
it provides for the report to be immediately made back to this 
House by the special committee adopting not the rules before 
the House by motion, but a substitute for those rules that are 
before the House by a motion. It can not be done. It is simply 
a parliamentary impossibility. 

The SPEAKER. Why can it not be done? 

Mr. CARLIN. For the reason that it is in violation of par- 
liamentary practice. If you could not move to amend, and if 
you could not move to substitute, then the paper here is clearly 
subject to a point of order, because that is exactly what the 
gentleman moves to do. He moves to substitute a set of rules 
which he himself has drafted for the set of rules upon which 
debate has been closed by the previous question. | 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the Speaker hear me for a moment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I think this is a very fair statement of 
the situation: I call the attention of the Chair to clause 4 of 
Rule XVI, which provides: 

When a question is under debate no motion shall be received but to 
adjourn, to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions 


shall be decided without debate}, to postpone to a day certain, to 
refer— 


And that is what the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LArrerty] 
moves, no matter what he calls it. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. No; to recommit. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I read further: 

_To refer, or to amend, or postpone indefinitely; which several mo- 
tions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. 

In other words, the proposition that the gentleman makes 
under general parliamentary law does not take precedence of 
the motion made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry}, | 
because it is made at a subsequent period of time. It is not in 
order under the rules of the House as a part of general parlia- 
mentary law, because it violates the precedence under which | 
these several motions are in order. No matter what the gen- 
tleman calls his motion, it is a motion to refer. 

The SPEAKER. There is not any question in the world 
about its being a motion to refer. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Therefore the motion for the previous 
question, having been first made, must, under the general prin- 
ciples of parliamentary law, be first determined. On the other 
hand, if it be considered, as the Speaker suggests, that on this 





IOUSE. 





matter the rules of the last 
parliamentary 





| from Texas, demanding the previ 
over the motion to refer made by 
Mr. SHERLBEY. 


us question, takes precedence 
in from Oregon. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
of the position of the gentleman from Ore 
the assumption 
constitute the general parliamentary 
This has been held true, 


then in considering what il | 
law the rules or practice of a former House will 
But to say that the rules of a former House 
a matter of necessity, general parliamentary | 
of Oklahoma, 
man allow me an interruption right 
SHERLEY. 
To say that the rules of 
| hecessity, parliamentary 


liamentary 
considered. 


MURRAY 


S certamiy 
| hecessarily untrue, because there are a great many rule ( 
are made to fit 
which they are adapted only because of those 
the condition no longer l 
For example, 
|} would manifestly 
no committees, 


Ilouse whi 


icular conditions only 


the question 
| law, I submit to the Chair this proposition, 
pose of the previous question is to cut off debate 
the consideration 
which the previous question is 

I submit to the Chair the further proposition that the mot 
to refer, particularly the motion to refer with instruction 
under general parliamentary law a debatable 
be in order, after the 
previous question, to make a motion to refer, 
debatable, you have then destroyed the entire purpose 
1¢ previous question, aud have made it abso 


follows that 


| motion for 1 


gentleman 
he is assuming that 
tion of precedence of motions, which is found i 
is the ordinary rule that existed u 

was just because it 
rule that the House passed that special rule. 


LAFFERTY | an arbitrary 
| he recites, 
liamentary law. 


ie ordinary 


question had been made, it 
make a motion to recommit, with or 
becomes in order by 
a particular case, and that case 
case where : 


by a committee, considered then by the House, and wa 








affirmative proposition desired by 
| very different from the situation here. 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. 
question ? 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
where we are tryin 
House ought to have a way of determining direct! 
wants to vote on that 
ean do that is by voting up the previous question. 
man has his remedy, or, rather, the House has its remedy) 
a majority of the House want to consider the iti 
gentleman 
simple and expeditious way of doing it, and that 
voting down the-motion for the previous question. 
gentleman from Texas will 
from Oregon will obtain the floor 
then it will be in order to make his motion. 
the gentleman from Oklahoma for a question. 

The SPEAKER. 
pend for a momeut. 


Will the gentl 


In just a moment. 
rules for the 


The q estir 


affirmative 


ihe cert le 


The Chair will 


REPORT OF COM MITTE! 


UNDERWOOD, FITZGERALD, 
appointed on the part of the Hous 
appeared at the bar cof the House 
The SPEAKER. 
UNDERWOOD. 
by the House to wait upon the I 


The gentleman from Alabama 


committee 


is organized 


whether he desires to communicate to the House. wish 
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that they have performed that duty, accompanied by a like 
cominittee from the Senate; and the President of the United 
States desires us to report to the House that he will be glad 


to deliver his message to the House in person to-morrow. 
planse.] 


the SPEAKER, The 


[Ap- 
committee ts discharged. 


THE RULES. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
his question? 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. I submit to the gentleman, if 
the motion for the previous question should be put and carried, 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Larrerry] having moved to 
commit to a special committee with instructions, would it vio- 
late the rule that debate is closed by the motion for the previous 


Now, will the gentleman from Oklahoma ask 


question if the vote was immediately taken upon that motion 
to commit without debate? I apprehend that the Chair would 
rule as the proper method that we should immediately go to a 
vote on the motion to commit to a committee with instructions. 


If that is voied down, then in that case we would immediately 
take the vote without debate upon the question submitted by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has asked me 
I can illustrate it—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Oklahoma a question, and then he would like to ask a 
question of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Saertey]. The 
way this matter stands is this: The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the motion for the previous question. Suppose the 
yeas have it, and the previous question is ordered; then, does 
the gentleman from Oklahoma contend that the gentleman 
from Oregon would have a right to make a motion to commit? 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. I contend that he has the floor, 
then, with the right to move to commit to a standing committee 
if there were one. But there being no standing committee, he 
has the right to move to commit to a special committee; and in 
view of the fact that the previous question had been carried, 
the vote would be taken immediately upon that motion to com- 
mit without debate, and if carried it disposes of the resolution. 
If it fail, then in that case you would take the vote upon the 
resolution introduced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry] wéthout debate. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will permit me, the motion to 
refer is a debatable motion. The fact that the gentleman says 
he does not think anybody will want to debate it has nothing 
to do with the parliamentary question. It is a debatable mo- 
tion. The only way to cut off that debate would be to move the 
previous question upon it. But according to the gentleman’s 
theory of the previous question it is not for the purpose of 
bringing the Heuse to the consideration of the first matter. 
The trouble is, I repeat, that gentlemen confuse the order of 
precedence of motions under the rule of the last House—a rule 
passed for a specific purpose—with the order of precedence of 
motions under general parliamentary law; and I submit that 
the burden is upon them of showing that under.general par- 
liamentary law, after the motion for the previous question has 
been made, it is then in order to move to refer, which is the 
same as the motion to commit. Now, if that be so, you get to 
no objective, and the very purpose of a motion for the previous 
question is to bring the House immediately to the consideration 
of the motion upon which it is acting. 

Tae SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky a question. Suppose the Chair holds that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Oregon is out of order, the yeas 
prevail in this vote for the previous question, and the previous 
question is ordered. Then does the gentleman from Kentucky 
think that the gentleman from Oregon has no right to make the 
motion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think not; and that is the purpose of the 
previous question. His remedy is to vote down the previous 
question. You must not confuse his desire with his right. If 
he has not got votes enough, that is his misfortune. 

Mr. LAIFERTY. Then, why would it not be the remedy of 
the minority to vote down the previous question on a tariff 
bill, and why should not they be excluded from a motion to 
recommit? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Because in the wisdom of the House they 
sought by the adoption of a special rule to change the usual 
parliamentary law. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, we are doing business under 
general parliamentary law. We are not concerned with cita- 
tions from antecedent rules of the House simply because those 
rules are not operative under present conditions. If the gen- 
tleman from Oregon had obtained the floor a little sooner than 


a question. 


he actually did, it would have been in order for him to make a 
motion to commit, and in connection with and as a part of that 
motion to create a special committee. It is competent for this 
House, conforming to general parliamentary law, to do business 
in the way it prefers, and if a motion to commit is in order at 
any particular time, to create a special committee as a part of 
that motion. But the gentleman from Oregon allowed his oppor- 
tunity to pass. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Ob, 
quiry ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. 
from Texas would 
refer? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
from Oregon. 

Mr, LAFFERTY. 


will the gentleman yield for an in- 
Yes. 

Was there any time when the gentleman 
haye yielded for a motion to commit or 
That was the misfortune of the gentleman 


There was no opportunity. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. That may be true. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. The gentleman said I had the opportunity. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I said that the gentleman had missed his 
opportunity. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. You can not miss an opportunity that you 
never had. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Will the gentleman let me make my state- 
ment in my own time, and in my own way. The gentleman 


said he had no opportunity. Be that as it may, the motion 
for the previous question precluded him from making his mo- 
tion. I will put the case in that way if my friend prefers. 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I make a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. I understand that the Speaker 
has ruled that the motion can not be made. 

The SPEAKER. No; the Speaker has made no such ruling. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Speaker has made no ruling, and [ 
am addressing myself to the very point of order before the 
House, namely, that the motion to commit is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman’ from Virginia 
say about the precedence of these two motions? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I was on the point of stating that by 
reason of the fact that under general parliamentary law the 
motion for the previous question is a superior motion to a 
motion te commit, and the motion for the previeus question 
having been made, the inferior motion can not be used to dis- 
place the superior motion and avoid its effect. I maintain 
that on this ground the motion of the gentleman from Oregon is 
out of order. It may be an unfortunate situation from his 
standpoint, but none the less his motion is not in order under 
general parliamentary law. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, the question was asked during 
this debate this afternoon what was general parliamentary law, 
and, if I heard correctly, the Speaker responded that it was in 
large part determined and controlled by what were the rulcs 
and the practices of the House. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not in all particulars. 

Mr. MURDOCK. No; but in a large part. 

The SPEAKER. What the Chair said was that to a large 
extent he would accept the rules of the House of the Sixty- 
second Congress as general parliamentary law, on general par- 
liamentary propositions. Now, what is the status of this mat- 
ter? Is there any general parliamentary rule that gives a 
motion to commit precedence over a motion for the previous 
question where the motion for the previous question is made? 

Mr. MURDOCK. By the rules and practice of the House, yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But that is not the practice. That is a rule. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, but it is the practice of the House. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my mo- 
tion until the vote is put on the previous question, Then I sha!! 
renew it, with the permission of the House, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes me 
off my feet, I desire to say that this rule specifies that there 
shall be a motion to commit, pending or after the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered, with or without instructions, so that 
there is great latitude in this matter of a motion to commit. 
If the practice of the House determines parliamentary law gen- 
erally, and it dees in large part determine general parliamentary 
law, then we are entitled to make this motion. 

The SPEAKER, Is not the universal rule with general or 
special parliamentary law that the motion for the previous 
question is superior to the motion to commit? 

Mr. MURDOCK. ‘There was a time in the world when it 
was; but it is not so to-day, because we have modified genera! 
parliamentary practice by the practices of this House. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, may I submit this authority? 
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Mr. LAFFERTY. 





the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. 
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Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is nothing before the House except the motion for 


The gentleman withdraws his motion, and 


the question is on ordering the previous question. 


Mr. HENRY. 


The SPEAKER. 


yening motion. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to va- 
eate the order by which the yeas and nays were ordered and 
to take the vote by rising, without any other intervening motion. 
The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
eonsent to vacate the order by which the yeas and nays were 
ordered and to take the vote by rising, without any other inter- 


Is there objection? 


the Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk called the roll; and there were 


not voting 65, as follows: 


Abercrombie 
Adamson 
Alexander 


Allen 
Ashbrook 
Bailey 
Baker 
Barkley 
Bartlett 
sathrick 
Beakes 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga, 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borchers 
Borland 
Bowdle 


Bremner 
Brockson 
Brodbeck 
Broussard 
Brown, W. Va. 
Bruckner 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burgess 
Burke, Wis. 
surnett 
tyrnes, S.C, 
ns, Tenn. 
illa y 





) ’ 
iVvpooi 
} 


iayton 


‘onnolly, lowa 
onry 
‘ovington 

ox 

‘risp 

‘ullop 

‘urley 

Dale 
Davenport 
Davis, W. Va. 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dent 
Dershem 
Dickinson 


Ainey 
Anderson 
Austin 

Avis 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Barton 

sell, Cal. 
sritten 
Browne, Wis, 
Browning 
Bryan 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Butler 
Calder 
Campbell 
Cary 
Chandler 
Cooper 
Copley 
Cramton 
Crosser 
Curry 

Davis, Minn, 
Dillon 





‘onnelly, Kans, 


YEAS 


Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon 
Donohoe 
Doughton 
Driscoll 
Dupré 
Eagan 
Zagle 
Edwards 
Elder 
Estopinal 
Evans 
Fergusson 
Ferris 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 
FitzHenry 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Foster 
Fowler 
Francis 
Gallagher 
Gard 
Garner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex, 
Gerry 
Gilmore 
Gittins 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Gorman 
Goulden 
Graham, Ill. 
Griffin 
Gudger 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 


Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. Y. 


Hay 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry 
Hensley 
Hill 
Holland 
Houston 
Howard 
Hoxworth 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hull 


Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The gentleman from Kansas objects, and 


244. 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, S. C. 
Keating 
Kettner 
Kindel 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kirkpatrick 
Kitchin 
Konig 
Konop 
Korbly 
Lazaro 
Lee, Ga 
Lee, Pa. 
Lesher 
Lever 
Levy 
Lieb 
Linthicum 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 
Logue 
Lonergan 
McAndrews 
McCoy 
MeDermott 
MeGillicuddy 
McKellar 
Madden 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mahan 
Martin, N. J. 
Metz 
Montague 
Moon 
Morgan, La. 
Morrison 
Moss, Ind. 
Murray, Mass, 
Murray, Okla. 
Neeley 
O'Brien 
Oglesby 
O Hair 
Oldfield 
O'Leary 
O’Shaunessy 
Padgett 
Page 
Palmer 
Pepper 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phelan 
Post 
Pou 
Quin 
Ragsdale 


Humphreys, Miss. Rainey 
NAYS—122. 


Donovan 
Doolittle 
Dunn 
Dyer 
Edmonds 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Falconer 


Fess 
Fordney 


Gardner 
Good 
Goodwin, Me, 
Graham, Pa. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass, 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hawley 
Hayes 
Helgesen 
Helvering 


Ilinds 
Hinebaugh 
Hulings 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Johnson, Wash. 
Kahn 
Keister 
Kelley, Mich, 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kent 

Kiess, Pa. 
Knowland 
Kreider 
Lafferty 

La Follette 
Langham 
Langley 
Lenroot 
Lewis, Pa. 
Lindbergh 
Lindquist 
McKenzie 
Manahan 
Mann 

Mapes 
Mariin, S. Dak, 





yeas 244, nays 122, 


Raker 

Rauch 
Rayburn 
Reed 

Reilly, Conn. 
teilly, Wis. 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roddenbery 
Rothermel 
Rouse 

Rubey 
Rucker 
Russell 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Scully 
Seldomridge 
Sharp 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Slayden 
Smail 

Smith, Md. 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stedman 
Stephens, Nebr, 
Stephens, Tex, 
Stone 

Stout 
Stringer 
Taggart 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ark, 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, N. Y. 
Ten Eyck 
Thacher 
Thomas 


Thompson, Okla. 


Townsend 
Tribble 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Walker 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weaver 
Whitacre 
Williams 
Wilson, Fla. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wingo 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


Miller 

Moore 
Morgan, Okla, 
Morin 

Moss, W. Va, 
Mott 
Murdock 
Nolan 
Patton, Pa. 
Payne 

Platt 
Plumley 
Powers 
Roberts, Ney. 
Rogers 
Rupley 

Scott 

Shreve 
Sinnott 
Slemp 

Stoan 

Smith, Idaho 
Smith, J. M. Cc. 


Smith, Saml. W, 


Stafford 
Steenerson 








Stephens, Cal Thomson, Ill Wallin Woodruff 
Stevens, Minn Towner Walter Woods 
Sutherland Treadway Wilder Young, N. Dak 
Switzer Vare Willis 
Temple Volstead Winslow 
NOT VOTING—65 
Adair Gillett Kinkaid, Nebr. Shackleford 
Aiken Goodwin, Ark, L’ Engle Smith, Minn 
Ansberry Gray Lewis, Md. Smith, N. \¥ 
Anthony Gregg McClellan Stanley 
Aswell Guernsey McGuire, Ckla, Stepher M 
| Baltz Hamilton, N. Y. McLaughlin Stevens, N. li 
Barnhart Ilaugen Maher Sullivan 
| Brown, N. Y. Hayden Merritt Sumners 

Cantril! Hobson Mondell ralbott, Mad 
Cari Howell Nelson Taylor, Ala 
Cline Hughes, W. V: Norton Walsh 
Danforth Johnson, Utah Parket Webb 
Dooling Jones Patten, N. Y, Whi 
Doremus Kennedy, Conn Porter Young, Mix 
Faison Kennedy, lowa Prouty 
Finley Kennedy, R. I Roberts, Mass 
George Key, Ohio Sells 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Mr. ANSBERRY with Mr. HAmiLtron of New York. 


Mr. AIKEN with Mr. MERRITY. 

Mr. DoremMus with Mr. MonpbeE te. 

Mr. FIntey with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma 

Mr. Grece with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. Hogson with Mr. McLAvGHtLin. 

Mr. Lewis of Maryland with Mr. Kennepy of Rhode Island. 

Mr. Peters with Mr. Porrer. 

Mr. Tatpotr of Maryland with Mr. Roverrs of 

Mr. Brown of New York with Mr. Sets. 

Mr. Weep with Mr. Sirn of Minnesota. 

Mr. Aswetr with Mr. Youne of Michigan. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the motion to recom- 
mit, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend ov that propo 
sition for a moment. The Chair will 
from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop]. 

JOINT SESSION OF TIT 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Mass 


ihusetts, 


recognize the gentleman 


HOUSI AND SENATI 
Mr. Speaker, 


ro- MORROW. 


I desire to ask unanimous 


consent to offer a resolution arranging for a joint session of 
Congress for the purpose of receiving the President of the 
United States to-morrow. ‘The reason I ask to interrupt the 


proceedings now is that the 
upon the resolution. 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I understand, of course, that im 
mediately after its passage, we go back to the other business. 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 


Senate is waiting for us to act 


Is there objection to the motion 


of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpeRwoop]|? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 1. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate coneu 1), 
That the two Houses of Congress assemble in the Hall of the House of 
Representatives on Tuesday, the Sth day of April, 1915, at 12.30 o'clock 


in the afternoon, for the purpose of receiving such communicati 
the President of the United States shall be pleased to make to 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
the resolution. 
The resolution was 


them. 
move the adoption of 
adopted. 

THE RULES, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the only matter now before the House is the original 
upon which the previous question 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry|—and that the gentleman 
from Oregon [|Mr. LArrerty] is not in order. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, this question 
sented quite thoroughly and I do not 


offer the motion which [ 


quest oll 
; he } } , 
is ordered ‘motion of the 


has been pu 
desire to weary the 


Speaker or the House with remarks to any extent at this time 
The question resolves itself into the single question as to 
whether this House is now governed by the rules of the |; 
House. If general parliamentary law is in force in this Hou 


until rules shall be adopted, then the motion to recommit to 
select committee to be appointed by the Chair at 
is not in order. But if the recent ruling of the Speaker that 
until rules are adopted the rules of the last preceding Hou 
shall obtain, and incjudes all rules of the last preceding House 
then under this ruling the motion would be in order. But j 
shall be in order, pending the motion or after the previous ques 
tion shall be ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to ente: 
tain a motion to commit or recommit with reference to a prope: 
committee. 


this stage 


CONGRES 
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Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be heard. The gentle- | illuminated parliamentary law in this or any other body was 
! f Oregon [Mr. Larrerry] seems to be reading from the | Speaker Crisp, of Georgia, whose son is an expert parliamenta 
man he read from little wl ago. nt | rian, and whom we are proud to welcome as a Member on the 
| He I ling now under genera irli floor of the House. [Applause.] In the Precedents, in secti 
aw and not a rules of the former Congress | 5604, volume.5, is the general heading 
e if it were proceedi under the rules of the forme r | Before the adoption of rules, while the House was acting under 
( it would not be possible to adopt those 1 now, and | a Peeentese law, it was held that the motion to commit wi 
) pending the motion for the previous question er after ii 
estion ‘ e just adopted was ado 1 under the | been ordered on a resolution. 
of Jefferson’s Manual. When I had the floor 2 | Under that I quote: 
rn ! } re ous ai tio [ 1 i from page maees ° . . . 7 
, : peeve iM me , | On August 8, 1893, before the adoption of rules, Mr. Char 
Ss | O'Ferr: of \ I alled up a resolution providing that Geor 
:' , shell ! ordered na Richard now sworn in as a Representative in this Congress 
med to 7 _ | the fifth distri of the State of Michigan. 
er 8! referen a recog nm ” To this an amendment by way of substitute was offered, : 
_ ee a upon the resolution and substitute the previous question w 
fers t i former ¢ wile? | demanded. 
Mr. Dingley, of Maine, moved to commit the resolution to a 
any M move & | special committee of five. 
ree lnn- mat —— Mr. O’Ferrall made the point of order that the motion of M 
1 may g furt I ey was not order, inasmuch as the previous question | 
, and led. tl iestion from 1 the resolution submitted by him. 
: : ee c ~< om ind if the les F. Crisp, of Georgia, overruled the p 
! ) shall not then be 7 und that under parliamentary law as il 
, at Rule XVI. cla 14, departed and praetice prevailing im the House of 
nent vy and supe! led th rinciples to g the present, the motion to commit was 
{ : demand for the previous question or 
| I have offered d 1 1 which the ion is ordered on agreeing to the resolutis 
( ‘ lered, is adopted, 1 the rule hed Speaker has decided the question that 
| ef t until then. And that ill there is in 1 to commit or the motion to recommit is in order un 
' : ve have dis] 1 of the tion eral parliamentary law, which is binding upen parliament: 
I I i} v nan from Oregon [Mr. Lal ry] | bodies before it has been written into the specific rules of 
; her the rules of the last I e are | House. [Applause.] 
Mr. SHERLEY ros 
‘ n from Oregon [Mr. La some The SPEAKER. Before the Chair reeegnizes the gentk 
wl ‘ gto h \A ition upon tl ‘ yn I re y, the Choir will the gentleman from III 
. hen t es of the Tou sne y provided | what is the parag i containing the Reed ru 
t] ld 1 for in tl re House 1 the > gentleman first read? 
"y ery led; and ye deter! 1 by Section 6758. 
{ U t 1] lopted b WY ld be! j OR. No; that was Mr. Cartlisle’s statement. 
‘ ! HT ‘h t] : tut ( i that Yes nage eg 6763, on the next page follo 
th 1] wh role ision, is the Reed opinion. 
' ‘ y ting lont 1 of f the ER. The oe how recognizes he gentle 
J l les of | I r i ree y [Ma SHERLEY |. 
een ( held t he he of wh EY. Mr. Speaker, I have just read the two 
ry } { ! d the rule by the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr, MANN}, an 
‘ ho i ( nat y b on rt] [Ay that they are in point; but I beg to submit, 1 
pla 1] lity, that the decisions were not well founde 
’ - . n ] \Ir 1} reason 
! ' [T xr mize the futility of undertaking to answer two 
t { wit! creat horities as Speaker Crisp and Speaker Carlisle - 
ld Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
prop . ‘| Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly ; 
1 Mr. MANN. I would agree with the gentleman if this 
oF ' = leg new proposition, that was not to be considered as general | 
J 7 7 ,| liamentary law; but the question having been decided, 
Mr. Speake t f plain that tl tions of ettles it 
— ™ - - — Pas ae en's —— mat Mr. SHERLEY. That raises another question waren 
ee ee - ramentary rules or practice, generan'y | wanted to come to. The gentleman admitg, and I believe ti 
= ooo oe | study the philosophy of parliamentary law will ad 
on s oho . . ene ae rules which are acknowledged are not the arbit 
‘he al al the ad ot rnlec | Judgments of individual men. They follow a we \l-known 
. : ve ae Gen ae ea te ‘ fun dea, and that general fundamental idea 
Prise . ee ee ae EO | give to a majority of the Mouse control over any and « 
ay. a : adie a ae aa yr ea l| matter that comes before it, to enable that majority either 
; =i aires : ae ote ) ng the prec- | hear debate on a matter or to dispense with debate on a ma 
: . . ae Peewee. wm savor to con- | to vote immediately on a question without amendment, or 
Poe Decay sete nsighienr wa = ged: 3 ay | vote on it after : amendments have been proposed. 
ae eee ye ow, the very meaning of the previous question was, “§ 
, ey ee a. . matter | the original question be put?” 
= ” cmon _ # : 4 : ’ rm In its original fcrm the proposition was in those exact w« 
' ' ; di a we ; oy ty pater | 2nd it was held that where it was voted not to order the m 
to ( 1 ore ling the yuestion has | ous question—in other words, not to put the question 
bee | could not subsequently consider the question during a sessix 
Mr. SHERLE Wiil the gentleman permit an inquiry there? Then the previo: . questio!. was held to mean “ Shall the} 


tute I will. 
anted to m 
Does the citation show at 
the question 


h the 


stage 


n wit 
what 


ake it in 
'S precedent 


use’s history arose? 





Mr. MANN rhis was before the rules of the Howse were 
adopted. ee oe 

Mr. SHERLEY. I wanted to find out whether that is clearly 
shown 

Mr. MANN. That was before the rules of the House were 


adopted, and we are wet without distinguished Democratic au- 
thority on this subject. One of the greatest Speakers who ever 


it was held that when it \ 
then the proposition was to new put 

When it was voted down, then the H 

was at liberty to proceed with other motions than the orig 
one. That was the logic of it; thas was the reason of it. f 
the reason to-day for the previous question. 

This House ir previous. Congresses, for the sake of giving 
certain minorities opportunity .o exprec: in an affirmative w2) 
their views, have seen fit to allow the motion to refer or to co! 
mit, as gentlemen speak of it, to be made even .fter a vote 
the previous question; but that was because of the aieeien 


ous question be now put?” and 
affirmatively , voted, 


original question. 
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that surrounded the House after the adoption of rules which | 








is no rule by which the Chair uld be com 
ayc ertain specific rights to majorities and to minorities. But | certain representations to the min y on 
under general law a ruling such as hus been made, even though | The SPEAKER. Another question; the ge 
made by distinguished authorities, would deny to the previous jlaw has been decided by at ‘ Ss 
avestion the very purpose for which it came into creation. | Crisp, Mr. Reed, and Mr. Carlis 
rhe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] says he would agree | as modified by legislative experi r 
W me if this was an original proposition. We are then con- | If that is true, dees not a rule that has | ‘ 
ted with the question in this House whether these prece } a good while and the rulings upon it b 
dents shall be followed, because they are precedents. I believe | general parliamentary law ? 
{ have a proper respect for precedent. I recognize that an | Mr. SHERLE I think if the stateme f 
adherence to it in a general sense is necessary for the stability | true in its entirety it would, |! [ do not th 
of all law, parliamentary or other. But it is perfectly apparent |} not think the statement of Mr. Reed whiel 
hat the effect of this motion, so far as present legislative action gentleman from Illinois warrants so bread 
s cerned, will not be changed, no matter what the ruling | States that certain practices of the Hou 
may be, and I say that is apparent, because if gentlemen had | parliamentary law. It doe ] th e 
ever been in a position to vote up their affirmative proposition | House becon es a part of ie pa ital 
they would have been in a position to have voted down the | ‘ — a part ol it because of the 1 for it 
nreyious question a few minutes ago when they undertook to fhe SPEAKER. The Chai 3; prepared to 
do They were not able to do that, and they will not be | desires to call to the attention of the hole 
! o vote up their affirmative proposition. But we have an House the first two or th em . Je 
tunity to get away from an illogical precedent at a time | Mr. Onslow, the ablest among tl 
when the ruling will not affect the result in this House. It will | Used to say ees en heat 
not do to say that the previous question under general parlia- | theew -mewes oo coidinaik cad ah 
mentary law dees not mean what it expressly says, because ith the n of tl ‘ ‘ aed 
ead of using the old form, “ Shall the original question now | part ft ! I n that | 
ut?’ it uses the words “ previous question.” The House = cae 9 eal iad Meer deta dee oa ud 2 
ted that the original proposal should be put—— | tion to t { i \ 1 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? | Jefferson goes en to indor , = 
Mr. SHERLEY. Yes , | that he is slavishly bou lt ‘ ns 0 
Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman has recited the evolution lor even of all Speaker o he wan sia tha 
e previous question. The previous question formerly did | but some things come te be a se dp ce i 
omething that it dees not mean to-day. In the same way | For instance. the gentleman from 1 c i 
| want to point out that there was a day when the motion to present . one ; ad tties ST ee : ; 
motion on the table was merely a temporary postpone- | oy ot the 1 ot San caaiiitianes aaa ; ' , 
of action, but to-day a motion to lay a proposition on the | oc oct to the power of the Senate to prone. 
ble is final. Now, the previous question has taken on through Rr is » h 28 oan as eae oT ae 
he years an entirely different nature than it had in the begin- -ahtg-mager Si yecetre amen we 
. ‘ ; a right to amend revenue bil Py ite 
er, Does not the gentleman concede that there has been a seein. aid ies aes eee. eos 
iin : e 1 Gates nonce S a state if o nrevi as ul al ’ ay nw, ho | 
7 ae of the original drastic nature of th previous giving the Sen mer =nantieenesen ating d a 
ales 2 P meant origi vy th ithe Sen 1 hey 
Mr. SHERLEY. No. ea ' 2 ta ; strike out eve rything after the enacting « " 
r jis Metis Godoy Bee ome eres oor ote eeing = : ee a ontiwely aoe wee Yet t 
. ? arose ut the beginning of the firs . n ¢ l 
Mr. SHERLEY. If it was, there would not be the necessity | or shortiy after it wv organized 
for affirmative action. The very fact of the rule which the | then raised that very point. The p1 it 
gentleman relies on, and the language of it, is evidence that the | overruled his point ” fend d ), 
people who drew it recognized that without it the right would pte ten Speaker of the Th dt 
exist. Now, if there be some reasoning that cun be ad | heen raised a waite ld have cas : 
V: “i in favor if it, all right; but what have wehere? We have | ¢he senate had procerded 1 th ; 
the distinguished authority of two great names, Speaker Crisp | acquiesced in it hills t the S d = 
nd Speaker Curlisle, both so holding, and no one stating why le estiied wre in... r 
they so held. | As the Cc] eit abate la while » £) I 
[ again submit, with a perfect consciousness that my effort | conclude 1 that there oug] te he a 
will be in vain, that the ruling is contrary to the very purpose | which a Member by a motion to r 
of the previous question. | vote upon bis proposition. The Chair ’ 
fhe SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman | he believes that all of these d iv M S 
from Kentucky a question. The House found itself some years | Mr. Speaker Crisp, and Mr. 8) ker Reed 
ago in a situation which it determined to rid itself of, and then, | one—and by the way the Cl 
to get rid of the situation that it did not like, it made it impera- | thing that ever happened after he { to ¢ 
tive on the Speaker to recognize a Member of the minority prefer- | avo—is the decision by Mr. Spe ( ' ' 
hly to make a motion to recommit after the third reading, even | made by Mr. O’Ferrall. aft: ‘ : 
where the previous question has been ordered on a bill and all | Chair reads from Hinds’ Pre | ) 
‘ dments to final passage. Now, is not the contention of the | On Auruet 8 12898 before the ‘ 
gentleman from Oregon analogous to that rule in this case? O’Ferrall, of Virginia, called up n 
Mr. SHERLEY. I am not discussing, and I do not think it is | #ichardson be now sworn in as a i 
fair to turn the question upon what rule ought to exist. The . re this Mr. Je ion @. Massewe, of I 
louse has seen fit heretofore, and will see fit upon the adoption | ment in the nature of a 
of the motion of the gentleman from Texas, to give to the | _, Upon the resolution and substitut ar. O} 
gentleman from Oregon a right to make such a motion, but the 4 . ca caeaiehl 1 by Mi Ol in i 
question now before the Chair is whether in the absence of a | thereto proposed by Mr. B 
rule he has such a right. I say that he has not, notwithstand- | | Mt. Nelson Dingley. jr. of Mal red to ; 
ing the precedents, because to say that he shall have the right |{o tay. st 
is to deny the purpose of the previous question. | Mr. O’Ferrall thereupon submitted t! t of ord 
_ The SPEAKER. ‘The rule about the motion to recommit was | eer ney ee noon the resolution oubmitted. 
intended for the purpose of giving the minority the chance to | the amendment thereto submitted by Mr. Burrow 
have its preposition voted upon. If that is true, what is the | The Speaker overruled the point of order on t 
reason the minority has not as much right to have it voted NT ee ee eee os y ane meget ll age 
upon before the rule is adepted? | mit was in order pending the demand f the 
Mr. SHERLEY. There are many rights the minority has | “ter the previous question Is ordered on 
under the rules adopted by the House that it would not have The Speaker in that instance y Mr. Spe 
under general parliamentary law. For instance, it may have | level-headed a man as ever sat in this chair. It 
the right under the rules to a certain numerical representation | time before there are as many great names conne: 
on committees, but under the general parliamentary law there | decision as there are with that one. 
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Quoting further from Hinds’ Precedents, volume 5, section 
G7TDS: 

before rules are adopted the House is governed by general parlia- 
mentary law, but the Speakers have been inclined to give weight to 
the precedents of the House in modifying the usual constructions of 
that law 


Lefore the adoption of rules the motion to commit has been admitted 
the ordering of the previous question. 
On December 12, 1887, before rules had been adopted by the House, a 


aiter 


resolution was presented relating to the certificate of election of Owen 
G. Chase, claiming to be elected a Delegate from the Territory of 
Cimarron. ; 


Mr. Ransom Dunham, of Illinois, rising to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asked how the resolution could be in order, 
The Speaker replied: 





Under the general parliamentary law of the country, which permits 
the introduction of a proposition whenever a gentleman is recognized 
for that purpose, it is for the House, of course, to say what it will 
do with the proposition. It may refer it to a committee, lay it upon | 
the table, or refuse to pass upon it in any shape. 

Again, on the same day, the previous question was ordered on a reso 
lution of inquiry relating to the examination of a certain harbor, which 
had been presented 

Mr. James H. Blount, of Georgia, having proposed a motion to refer 
the resolution, the Speaker said: 


The practice of the House heretofore decided by the Chair will pre 


vail in ordinary legislative proceedings, and the gentleman's motion to 
refer to the committee is in order, notwithstanding the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered. 


That was a decision by Mr. Speaker John G. Carlisle, and cer- 
tainly he ranks among the great Speakers. 

It turns out that Mr. Speaker Reed’s dictum, which agrees 
substantially with these two decisions, was made in an argument 
upon the floor of the House when he was not Speaker, but he 
took the same identical ground that these two great Speakers 
take, and so there are three. 

The Chair overrules the point of order and recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. LAFFERTY ]. ; 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the resolution 
reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk proceeded to report the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman was going to offer, 
or proposed to offer, a motion to refer. There is no such motion 
yet reported. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair supposed. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. The Clerk did not report the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Larrertry: I offer the following as a substitute for the pend- 
ing resolution: ; 

[ move to commit the resolution to a select committee, to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker, to be composed of seven members, with instruc- 
tions to report back to the House as a substitute therefor, together with 
the views and recommendations of said select committee, a resolution 
in substance as follows: : . 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Sixty- 
second Congress, except Rule 31, be adopted as the rules of the House of 
Representatives of the Sixty-third Congress, with the following amend- 
nents thereto: 

First. 
YEA-AND-NAY VOTES AND A RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS IN ALL 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 

{Matter stricken out is in brackets; new matter is in italics.] 
Amend Rule XI by adding after clause 57 a new paragraph, to read 
follows: 

“58, Bach standing committee shall keep an exact record of the 
attendance of each of its members, and also of its proceedings, which 
record shall be open to public inspection at all reasonable times; and a 
record vote, upon the demand of any “member of a committee, shall be 
had upon any motion to favorably report to the House for consideration 
any Vill that has been pending before the committee for a period of 30 
days or longer, and no motion to table the motion for such favorable 
report, or other proceeding to postpone or evade action thereon by the 
committee, shall be in order.” 


PROVIDING FOR 


as 


SECOND. 
AUTHORIZING TWO MOTIONS TO RECOMMIT. 


Amend clause 4 of Rule XVI to. read as follows: 

“4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received 
but to adjourn, to lay on the table, for the previous question (which 
motions shall be decided without debate), to postpone to a day certain, 
to refer, or to amend, or postpone indefinitely; which several motions 
shall have precedence in the foregoing order; and no motion to post- 
pone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, being 
decided, shall be again allowed on the same day, at the same stage 
of the question. After the previous question shall have been ordered 
on the passage of a Dill or joint resolution [one motion], not to exceed 
tivo motions to recommit shall be in order, preference being given, 
first, to the most numerous minority party, and, next, to the second 
most numerous minority party represented in the House, and the 
Speaker shall give preference in recognition for such purpose to a 
Member of such minority party who is opposed to the bill or joint 
resolution.” 

Amend ciause 1 of Rule XVII to read as follows: - 

‘‘1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being 
ordered by a majority of Members voting, if a quorum be present, shall 
have the effect to cut off all debate and bring the House to a direct 
vote upon the immediate question or questions on which it has been 
asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and ordered 
upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, 
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authorized motions or amendments, and include the bill to its passage 

or rejection It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after 

the previous question shall have been ordered on its passage, for the 

Speaker to entertain and submit [a motion to commit] not to exceed 

two motions to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing 

or select committee.” 
THInpD. 

PROVIDING FOR THE READING OF BILLS THE THIRD TIME 
Change clause 1 of Rule XXI to read as follows: 
“1. Bills and joint resolutions on their passage shall be read the 

first time by title and the second time in full, when, if the previous 


BY TITLE ONLY, 


question is ordered, the Speaker shall state the question to be: Shall 
the bill be engrossed and read a third time? And, if decided in the 


affirmative, it shall be read the third time by title [unless the readine 

in full is demanded- by a Member), and the question shall then be pu 

upon its passage.” 
Fourra,. 

PROVIDING FOR YEAS AND NAYS IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE Hose, 
After clause 8 of Rule XXIII insert the following new paragraph : 
“9. The yeas and nays shall be taken in the Committee of th 

Whole House on any question, at the desire of one-fifth of the Membe, 

present, and such record vote shall be reported to the House and entered 

upon the Journal.” 
Firtu. 
LIMITING GENERAL DEBATE UPON PRIVATE BILLS TO TWO TOURS. 
Amend clause 6 of Rule XXIV by adding thereto the following: 


_ ‘General debate upon bills considered under this rule shall b 
limited to two hours.’ 
SIxTu. 
LIMITING GENERAL DEBATE UPON BILLS CONSIDERED ON CALENDAL 


WEDNESDAY TO TWO HOURS, 
Amend clause 7 of Rule XXIV by adding thereto the following: 


_'* General debate upon bills considered under this rule shell } 
limited to two hours.” 
SEVENTH. 
SETTING APART A SPECIAL ADDITIONAL DAY FOR THE CONSIDERATION O01! 
PRIVATE BILLS, 


After clause 8 of Rule XXIV add the following new paragraph : 

“9. On the last Thursday of each month, after the disposal of such bu 
ness on the Speaker’s table as requires reference only, it shall be in ord: 
to entertain a motion for the House to resolve itself into Commitice of 
the Whole House to consider bills on the Private Calendar reported fro 
the Committce on Claims, the Committee on Military Affairs, the Co 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and the Committee on the Public Lands. Goi 
ab debate upon bills considered under this rule shall be limited lo tu: 
hours.” 

EIGHTH. 
SETTING APART SPECIAL DAYS FOR MOTIONS TO DISCHARGE 

Amend clause 4 of Rule XXVII to read as follows: 

“4. Any Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis 
charge a committee from further consideration of any public bill 
joint resolution which may have been referred to such committee | tit 
teen] thirty days prior thereto. All such motions shall be entered in the 
Journal and printed on a calendar to be known as a Calendar of M 
tions to Discharge Committees. [After the Unanimous Consent Calendar 
shali have been called on any Monday, and motions to suspend the rul 
have been disposed of] On the second and fourth Tuesdays in « 
month, after thé disposal of such business on the Speaker’s table as 
quires reference only, it shall be in order to call up any such motion 
which shall have been entered at least seven days prior thereto. Recog 
nition for such motions shall be in the order in which they have be: 
entered When such motion shall be called up the bil! shall be read by 
title only prior to a second being ordered by tellers, and no such motion 
shall be entertained as to a bill or joint resolution the title of which 
contains more than 100 words; after the reading of the bill by title the 
motion shall not be submitted to the House unless seconded by [a majo. 
ity by tellers] one-third of the Members by tellers. 1f such motion fails 
of a second, it shail be immediately stricken from the calendar and sha 
not be thereafter placed thereon. If a second be ordered, debate on such 
motion shall be limited to 20 minutes, one-half thereof in favor of tlie 
proposition and one-half in opposition thereto. Such motions sha!l r 
quire for adoption an affirmative vote of a majority of the membership 
of the House. Whenever such a motion shall prevail the bill so taken 
from the consideration of a committee shall thereupon be placed upon 
its appropriate calendar, and upon call of the committee from whic! 
any bill has been so taken it may be called up for consideration by any 
Member prior to any bill reported by said committee at a date subsequen 
to the discharge of said committee: Provided, No Member shal! have 
upon such calendar more than two motions at the same time.” 

NINTH. 
PROVIDING FOR A COMMITTER ON EQUAL SUFFRAGE. 

Amend Rule X by adding at the end of clause 1 a new paragraypl to 
read as follows: } 

“On Equal Suffrage, to consist of 15 Members.” 

Amend Rule XI by adding after clause 52 a new paragraph to read as 
follows: 

“All proposed legislation concerning equal suffrage; to the Commitice 
on Equal Suffrage.” 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard prior to 
anybody else being recognized. 

The SPEAKER. Anybody has the right to move the previous 
question, if he can get recognition, under the rules. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. I thought under the rules that I had the 
permission a while ago. If the gentleman yields the floor, ex- 
cept for the purpose of a very important question, where a gei- 
tleman offers a resolution, is he not entitled to be recognized 
for an hour before anybody is recognized to offer the previous 
question? —— . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The previous question has already been 
ordered. Section 6582 of Hinds’ Precedents says a motion to 


COMMITTi 


> 


recommit made after the previous question is ordered is not 
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table. The gentleman from Texas, moving the previous | EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
4 estion, has shut off debate Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. 
a 1ANN ! , ‘ ’ © tai n from th _ 
: SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentieman from 1A letter from t 
llinois ris le of 1 Ss Pp 
% Mr. MANN. Simply on the point of order which has been | poe No, 2): to no " 
Useless Executive I ers ‘ ad 
SPEAKER. There was not any point of order made. © A letter from i 
_MANN. I understood the gentleman from Oregon cla med of the Distri 
s entitled to recognition to debate his motion to reter, and board of the Dist ( : 
imply seeking to call the Chair's attention to the fact mi : the D 
uestion has been ordered on the original motion, | 
\ its cu Ol a bate on the mot 1 to 1 r but does not | PUBLIC RIL} , ‘a 
an almendament, 
LAFFERTY. The previous question having been or- | l er ciau ti XXII, 
dered without debate on this motion, is not 40 minutes allow- | We! introduce i t \ 
der the rules? | By Mr. HUGH! f « rei 
FITZGERALD. That is an incidental question. | efficies of the H Cor 
LAFFERTY. It is not. It is a subsidiary question, | the Committee on Military Aff: 
spedites the business of the House By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (Hi 2 
SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen hn of a public | 
n from Oregon | Mr. LArrerty }. Ohio; to the ¢ mit I | 
rhe question was tuken, and the Speaker announce that By Mr. WILLIS M7 (I R ) ‘ 
oes seemed to have it. act approved April 19, 1908, entitled “An to 
LAF] ERI a. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division. | sion Of WV oy mn mr ¢ dren. « : f 
rhe Ilouse divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 220). | Sailors of the late ¢ | War, the War \ 
So the motion te commit was rejected. irious Indian wars c., id to ¢ { 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. | Widows of the deceased soldiers and 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon demands the | War”; to the Committee en Invalid Pe 
and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays | Also, a bill (H. R. 4) to provide for { 
rise and stand until they are counted. [After counting.] | of Government su] ‘ » the Cor 
Twenty-four gentlemen have arisen in the affirmative—not a | By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A ( 
sufficient number. The yeas and nays are refused. The ques- | the erection of a public building at Mem»! * 


is on the resolution of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. | to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Gi 
llenry]. Also, a bill (H. R. 6) to provide for the pu 
rhe resolution was agreed to. the erection of a public building thereon 
Texas: to the Committee on Public Building Urol 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7) to provide for the | 
and the erection of a public building thereon at ¢ ( : es 
of ‘Texas: to the Committee on P i¢ Buildin and Gre 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8) to provide for the pu » 
and the erection of a public building 


SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 


Mr. Ciine appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
lice, 
DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS. 


thereo it Y mil .i e 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for about two minutes to make an announcement. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


of Texas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and G 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9) to establish an agricult 


. . : fruit and ornamental tree, berry, and vegetable 
PaLwer] asks unanimous consent to address the House for two | *" ae 
: at aad | Station at or near the city of I! ew, Hale ¢ 
utes. Is there objection? ~ oa ; “Hie 
TY biecti | State of ‘Texas; to e Committee Agricultul 
ere ras ’ 
Te ee ae | By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 3 (H. R. 10) to reduce f 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, a Demecratic caucus has been | ; ne ra rs 
ce 2 : : ; ; . | duties and to provide revenue for the Gover 
called to meet in this Hal! to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. | : : ; : 
re ; 5 : : ' 1, | Other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
rhe call was issued at a time when it was believed there would | Ry Mr. STEPHENS of 11 . bill (EL R 
e ao . . , . o al sae 0 ey 1) ( . \ 
be no session of the House to-morrow. Since the resolution in etn abtiines fa e aoe aeliane i aaa 
. . f a Lens ¢ { orelzn cou! V yho lk apps 
troduced by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbERrwoop] | abtahinntion . Suen hates , ' : 
] * . * *TISTTALIO or ior letters mite! | | 1 
has been adopted and the House will meet to-morrow, it will be Seatiametiiedn ten tater tm th s tots 
. o ° : * . nvenutio tO We tC He ted utes ior ci 
impracticable to hold the caucus in this Hall until after the : pay aig Sa 
ent the same amoul of fee | 
session of the House. I desire to announce, therefore, that ial Fores lati , 
ae - : |} rules, Ane reg tLions i £ to 
while the caucus will be called to order, in pursuance of the eall, < {1 ar f lett : 
, . : . * ¢ . . ane he issunnce ¢ ‘ ers | tent,t, i 
at 11 o’elock in the morning, the chairman will immediately coal i as eis f . ; 
: * : : : and Inaintenance ¢ copyrigz - na 
entertain a motion to recess or adjourn until after the meeting | nent af miele Gemelem enmett ; nara ; 7 
. « . . wnr ¢ Sue ore 1 COUNRLTV eXACIS D li 
of the House, say, at 3 o’clock in the afternoon. . 7 woe 
. from citizens of the United Stat nb such ¢ 


{ make this announcement in order that members of the |~. : 
caucus need not take the trouble to come here at 11 o'clock mittee on Patents 
' ; —s : ; a. | By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12) 


because, whether there is a quorum or not, the meeting of the | 


atl a> ae : | lishment of a brigade post at Fort Mcl’h 
exucus will be postponed until 3 o'clock, as indicated. Poa oa are oe 
mittee on Military Affair 


BT RE rhe Melt FF SAP 0 


; LEAVE OF ABSENCE. By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (1H. R 
Mr. Batrz, by unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. | ent 10 the < on roe oe. see 
GraHAM of Illinois, was granted leave of absence indefinitely, | 745-04 !mproperly Collected under Cie 


| to the Committee on Clain 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H.R. 14) to extend ‘ 


7 


of the pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and « | 


on account of sickness. 
ADJOURN MENT. 


a 


i Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | men of all State militia and other Stat 
2 the present consideration of a resolution. | dered service to the Union cause during the Civi \ for a 
3 Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. | period of 90 days or more, and providing | 
; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the | widows, minor children, and dependent parent 
= House adjourn. purposes; to the Committee on Invalid I 
. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 15) to exte 
the present consideration of the House resolution which I send ' 


of the pension act of May 11, 1912. to the offi 


up to the Clerk’s desk. men of all State militia and other State orga 
Mr. SHERLEY. I demand the regular order. dered service to the Union cause duri 


Tbe Shas 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion | period of 90 days or more, and 


sy to adjourn. widows, minor children, and de] 
Fa The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 34 | purposes; to the Committee on Iny ni 
e minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,| By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (11 mR. 
iM April 8, 1913, at 12 o'clock noon. ' "| ing ‘and tagging of all fabrics and art poser: ' 





S() 


for sale which enter into interstate commerce, and providing 
penalties for misbranding ; 
Foreis Commerce, 
by KERRIS: A bill CH. R. 17) to repeal the duty on 
cotton ties; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18) to encourage and promote commerce 


between the United States and foreign countries as relates to 
the wood-pulp and printing-paper industry; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 19) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (1H. R. 20) to repeal the duty on cotton bagging; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 21) to pro- 
vide an exclusive remedy and compensation for accidental in- | 
juries, resulting in disability or death, to employees of common 
carriers by railroad engaged in interstate or foreign commerce, 
or in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations,’ approved March 3, 
IS91; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Lv Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 23) provid- 
ing for the discovery, development, and protection of streams, 
springs, and water holes in the desert and arid public lands of 





the United States, for rendering the same more readily accessi- 
ble, and for the establishment of and maintenance of signboards 
‘ind monuments locating the same; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) for the purchase or construction of a 
launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Los 
Angeles, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) to amend an act entitled “An act au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell to 
the city of Los Angeles, Cal., certain public lands in California, 
and granting rights in, over, and through the Sierra Forest 
Reserve, the Santa Barbara Forest Reserve, and the San Ga- 
briel Timberland Reserve, Cal., to the city of Los Angeles, Cal.,” 
approved June 30, 1906; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) providing for the establishment and 
operation of a Government owned and controlled iine of steam- 
ers along the Pacific coast and through the Panama Canal, and 





making provisions therefor; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 27) to authorize the sale and issuance of 
patent for certain land to H. W. O’Melveny: to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 28) to establish 
a fish hatchery and biological station at Canyon City, Randall 
County, Tex.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
lisheries. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 29) to regulate the hours of 
employment and safeguard the health of females employed in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 30) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Bethlehem, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31) to permit the manufacture of denatured 
alcohol by mixing domestic and wood alcohol while in process 
of distillation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 82) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge in and for the eastern district of 
Pennsylvania; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 33) to erect a monument to the memory of 
John Summerfield Staples at Stroudsburg, Pa.; to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 34) authorizing the Shoshone 
Tribe of Indians residing on the Wind River Reservation in 
Wyoming to submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 35) to provide for paving with a proper 
material the Fort Crook Military Boulevard from Fort Crook 
Military Reservation to the south city limits of South Omaha, 
Nebr., so as to perfect a continuous paved highway from Fort 
Crook Military Reservation to Fort Omaha Military Reserva- 
tion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) to regulate the pay of internal-revenue 
storekeepers, storekeeper-gaugers, and gaugers; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) to grant honorable discharges to the 
quartermaster volunteers who served in the military service in 
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the Civil War, and including their names in the roster of the 


to the Committee on Interstate and | Union Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 38) requiring banks, trust companies, ani] 
individual bankers in the District of Columbia to publish cer 
tain deposits, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39) to provide for an investigation of the 
collection and disposal of garbage, ashes, refuse, dead anima); 
and night soil in the District of Columbia, and employment of 
a competent sanitary engineer to report the latest approved 
methods for the disposal of same; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 40) to regulate the construction and 
operation of elevators in the District of Columbia. and fi 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columb: 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 41) to repeal the duty o1 
lumber; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 42) granting to the Oza) 
Power & Water Co. authority to construct a dam across Whit: 
River, Mo.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Con 


; Merce, 


By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 43) providing for tke pm 
chase of an oil painting entitled “The death of Bvt. Lie: 
Col. Alonzo H. Cushing”; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44) to amend sections 5136 and 5137 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, known as tly 
“national-bank act”; to the Committee on Banking and Cw 


| rency. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 45) providing for the branding and labeli 
of all cloths, knit fabrics, and manufactures of every descripti: 
made wholly or in part of wool, and for preventing the mi) 
facture, sale, or transportation of such articles when n 
branded, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstit 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 46) for the erection of 
public building at Larned, Kans.; to the Committee on Pul 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. I. 47) providing the order of procedure in the 
district courts of the United States; to the Committee on t): 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 48) providing fi 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building a 
Northfield, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings aii! 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 49) to create a tariff statis: 
cal bureau; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50) to amend section 17 of the act to reg 
late commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 51) to make accessible to al! 
the people the valuable scientific and other research work con 
ducted by the United States through establishment of a nation:! 
school of correspondence; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 52) to establish the Peter Lassen Nation: | 
ark in the Sierra Nevada Mountains in the State of California, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 53) to set apart certain lands in the State 
of California as a public park to be known as the Mount Shasia 
National Park, in the Sierra Nevada Mountains, in the State of 
California, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 54) to further protect trade 
and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies; (0 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R: 55) to create a tariff commission and detin 
ing its powers and duties; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) relating to sleeping cars in interstate 
commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 57) making an appropriation to M. C. 
Burke for tax liens held by him on property acquired by the 
United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 58) to amend the act entitled “An act 
concerning carriers engaged in interstate commerce and their 
employees,” approved June 1, 1898; to the Committee on Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59) providing for the use of tracts of land 
in forest reservations by fraternal and benevolent associations 
for sanitarium and camping-ground purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 60) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to dispose of the merchantable timber on the unallotted 
lands within the Bad River Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 61) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” 
approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 62) to establish 1-cent letter 
iostage: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 63) to facili- 
tate prompt action on final proof on homestead entries; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 64) permitting suits against 
the United States for damages caused by vessels owned or oper- 
ated by the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65) relating to the maintenance of actions 
for death on the high seas and other navigable waters; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 66) to compel railroad corporations issu- 
¢ milenge books to receive same for transportation on all 
lines owned, leased, or operated by such corporation; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) to provide for a survey for the construc- 
tion of a continuous waterway from Boston, Mass., to the coast 
of Maine; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) prohibiting officers or directors of a 
national bank receiving fees, brokerage, commissions, gifts, or 
other considerations; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 69) to define 
the hours of labor of watchmen in Federal buildings; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) to make October 12 in each year a 
public holiday to be called “ Columbus Day”; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) making it unlawful for any society, 
order, or association to send or receive through the United 
States mails, or to deposit in the United States mails, any writ- 
ien or printed matter representing such society, fraternal order, 
or association to be named or designated or entitled by any 
name hereafter adopted, any word or part of which title shall 
be the name of any bird or animal, the name of which bird or 
animal is already being used as a part of its title or name by 
any other society, fraternal order, or association; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 72) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station on the Branford River, in the State of Con- 


necticut; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eres, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) to protect fraternal organizations from 
infringement on their titles or names; to the Committee on 
Patents, 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 74) for the relief of the 
trustee and parties who are now or who may hereafter become 
interested in the estate of James A. Chamberlain under the 
terms of his will; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) to establish a national aeronautical 
laboratory; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 76) providing for the regulation, identifica- 
tion, and registration of automobiles engaged in interstate com- 
merce, and the licensing of the operators thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 77) to fix the sizes of baskets or other open | 


containers of small fruits or berries; to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) to amend an act entitled “An act for 
preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulter- 
ated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, 
medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and 
for other purposes”; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 79) for the | 


extension of the post office over the entire business of public | 


Sat te to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
toads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) for the establishment of an experi- 
mental auto-post-coach rural service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 81) providing for the ex- 
penditure of 25 per cent of the receipts from national forests 
— road and trail construction; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ure. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 82) dedicating 25 per cent of the proceeds 
from public lands to the construction and improvement of public 
roads; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 83) giving a new right of homestead entry 
to former homesteaders; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 84) to validate certain homestead entries: 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 85) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Sundance, in the 
State Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) to provide for anneal 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the di 
United States, and fot other purpose 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) granting locations and rights of way 
for purposes of irrigation and other beneficial use of 
through the public lands and reservations of the | ed S 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) providing for an appropriation f in 
iron stairway from the foot to 








from decisions 
ti courts of the 
, to the ¢ ‘ ittee til the 


the summit of the “TD 


Tower” in the Devil’s Tower National Monume to the ¢ 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) to provide for the er n of 
building at Newcustle, in the State of Wyon to the Com 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 90) to provide for the er 1 of 1 
building in the city of Green River, in the State of Wyo: 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 

Also, a bill (H. R. 91) to provide for the reorganization of 
the Genera! Land Office; to the Committee on the Publie 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) to extend the general land ws to tl 
former Fort Bridger Military Reservation, in Wyoming; to tl 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 93) for the relief of seiilers in township 


2” 


32 north, range 66 west of the sixth principal meridian; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) for the restoration, under cert } 
ditions, of lands included in power-site withdrawals; to the ¢ 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 95) providing for the sale of gr: 
lands; to the Committee on the Publie Lands 
Also, a bill (H. R. 96) making an appropriation for tl 


destruction of predatory wild animals; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 97) to establish a mining experiment st 
tion at Lander, in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) to compensate star-route carriers for 


additional work imposed on them and losses sustained thr 


the establishment of the parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) for marking the site of old Fort Phil 
Kearney and the Wagon Box Fight; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) authorizing the Northern Arapah: 
Tribe of Indians to submit claims to the Court of Claims: to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 101) for the erection « 
public building at the city of Susanville, im the State of Cal 
fornia, and appropriating moneys therefor; to the Committ 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) to amend an act entitled “An t{ 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States,” a 
proved February 20, 1907; to the Committee on Tninigeation and 
Naturalization, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 108) to require common carriers ¢ ged 


in interstate commerce by railroad to equip all locon 


gines used in interstate traffic in transportation of trains with 
headlights of not less than 1,500 candlepower and to provide a 
penalty for the violation of the same, and for other puryoses; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerc 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) to establish a national parl ry , 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) authorizing the use of the reclamation 
funds in the construction of a bridge across Willow Creek. in 


Modoe County, Cal., and for other purposes; to the Committee 


on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 106) making an appropriation for a serie 


of thorough and elaborate investigations and experiments f 


| the purpose of devising and perfecting a system of frost pre 


7 


vention in the citrus and deciduous fruit regions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish postal savings depositories for depositing savings at 
interest with security of the Government for repayment thereof, 


and for other purposes,” approved June 25, 1910; to 


mittee on the Post Oflice and Post Roads. 


the Com- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10S) restoring to the public domain certain 


Big Valley 
Pitt Rive 


lands heretofore reserved for reservoir purposes, in 


| in Lassen and Modoc Counties, and in Round and 


; 
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Valleys, in Modoc County, Cal.; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands 

Also, a bill (11. R. 109) for improvement of Sacramento River 
between Chico Landing and Red Bluff, Cal.; to the Committee 
ou Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) making an appropriation for improv- 
ing the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, Cal., continuing im- 
provement, and for maintenance, including improvement above 
Sacramento to Red Bluff; to the Committee on Rivers and 
tlarbors. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 111) for the support and education of the 
Indian pupils at the Fort Bidwell Indian School, California, and 
for repairs and improvements, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 112) to allow the city and county of San 
Francisco, in the State of California, to construct storage reser- 
voirs and other waterworks and accessory structures and to ex- 
change land for reservoir sites in Lake Eleanor and Hetch 
Hletchy Valleys, in Yosemite National Park, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 118) to establish a mining experiment sta- 
tion at Auburn, Placer County, Cal., to aid in the development 
of the mineral resources of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 114) appropriating money for the purpose 
of constructing an efficient and practical fish ladder over the 
Derby Dam, Truckee River, in Washoe County, Nev.; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 115) providing for second homestead and 
desert-land entries, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 116) permitting the cooperative home- 
steading of public lands, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 117) to amend the act of June 23, 1910, 
entitled “An act providing that entrymen for homesteads within 
the reclamation projects may assign their entries upon satis- 
factory proof of residence, improvement, and cultivation for 
five vears. the same as though said entry had been made under 
{le original homestead act”; to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) making an appropriation for experi- 
ments and investigations and determining methods for the fer- 
riting out and prevention of offenses committed against the 
property of permiftees within the national forests, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\iso. a bill CH. R. 119) making an appropriation for the in- 
vestigation and improvement of walnuts and walnut trees and 
methods of walnut production, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 120) authorizing the War Department to 
station Federal troops in the national forests during certain 
times of each year, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (CH. R. 121) granting a pension of $25 per month 
to certain widows of soldiers and sailors who served in the 
Civil War for a period of six months or more and who were 
honorably discharged therefrom or who died or were killed 
while so serving; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) authorizing the State of California 
to select public lands in lieu of certain lands granted to it in 
Imperial County, Cal., and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) making an appropriation for investi- 
gating the food habits of North American birds and mammals in 
relation to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry, including ex- 
periments and demonstrations in destroying noxious animals, 
and for investigations and experiments in connection with rear- 
ing of fur-bearing animals, including mink and marten, and for 
use in the destruction of ground squirrels on the national forests 
in California; to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to investigate and settle certain accounts 
under the reclamation acts, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also. a bill (HT. R. 125) for the relief of the owners of the 
Tioga Road, in the Yosemite National Forest Reserve, Cal.; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) for the purchase of the Tioga Road. 
in the Yosemite National Forest Reserve, Cal.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) to amend an act approved February 
24,1905, for the protection of persons furnishing labor, materials, 
plant, and supplies for the construction of public works; to the 
Comittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 128) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to set aside certain lands to be used as a national 
sanitarium by the Sovereign Grand Lodge of the Independent 
Order of Odd Fellows, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to set aside certain lands to be used as a sanitarium 
by the Order of Owls; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

ty Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 130), to repeal an act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, approved July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) concerning taxable costs in suits at 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) providing that questions of negligence 
and contributory negligence shall be submitted to the jury; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1383) to authorize the Supreme Court to 
prescribe forms and rules and generally to regulate pleading, 
procedure, and practice on the common-law side of the Federal 
courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 134) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” 
approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” approved July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 136) to revive the right of action under 
the captured and abandoned property acts, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 137) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the State of Alabama; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) to provide for the refunding of cot- 
ton tax; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) to constitute Dothan, in the State of 
ee a port of delivery; to the Committee on Ways and 
s¢Menns, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) authorizing A. R. Killebrew to erect 
a dam across the Choctawhatchee River in the State of Ala- 
bama; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) for the maintenance and improve- 
ment of the Choctawhatchee River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) .giving powers to national banks in 
addition to the powers contained in section 5136 of the Revised 
Statutes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 143) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (HA. R. 144) to set apart certain 
lands in the State of Oregon as a public park, to be known as 
the Saddle Mountain National Park; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

3y Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 145) to create a tariff board; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 146) to distribute 
the surplus in the Treasury of the United States to the several 
States, Territories, and the District of Columbia for the sole 
purpose of improving the roads therein; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 147) to construc: a highway from the 
Station in the town of Appomattox, Va., to the battle field 
of Appomattox and other points of interest near said battle 
field; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) to provide for the improvement of 
Willis River in Virginia; to the Committee on Rivers anid 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 149) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the State of Virginia: to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 150) to provide for the improvement of 
Appomattox River, in Virginia; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) to repair a portion of the roadway to 
the national cemetery at Staunton, Va., and to keep said por 
tion of said road in repair; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 152) to authorize the Director of the 
Census to collect and publish statistics of apples; to the Com 
mittee on the Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153) to amend an act for the protection 
and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 
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Also, a bill (CH. R. 154) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the tewn of Cumberland, Va., two cannon or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 155) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Buckingham, Va., two cannon or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 156) to establish agricultural extension 
departments in connection with the agricultural colleges and 
igh schools in the several States receiving the benefits of an 
act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary 
thereto; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 157) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Fincastle, Va., two cannon or fieldpieces; 
io the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 158) for the relief of the Virginia Military 
Institute, of Lexington, Va.; te the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the United States by Virginia, West Virginia, Kentucky, 
Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Georgia, Connecticut, Mas- 
sachusetts, Maryland, South Carolina, New Hampshire, New 
York, North Carolina, and Rhode Island; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 160) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Buena Vista, Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 161) pro- 
viding for the disposal of certain lands containing coal and other 
minerals within portions of the Indian reservations heretofore 
opened to settlement and entry in the State of South Dakota; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) providing for the disposal of certain 
lands containing coal and other minerals within portions of In- 
dian reservations heretofore opened to settlement and entry; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 163) to amend secti 
Statutes of the United States, as amendec 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) to repeal section 3 of an act providing 
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to provide erection of a 
public building at Barbourville, in the State of Kentucky: to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
construct a lock and dam on Cumberland River, Ky., and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and F ur 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) granting a pension to certain bat 
talions of Kentucky State militia; to the Committee on In idl 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (IT. R. 180) to 
establish a fish hatchery at Ittabena, Miss.; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) to prevent payment of special tax on 
retail liquor dealers under assumed or fictitious n et to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) to increase the tax on beer and play 
ing cards; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 183) supplementary to th 

| of June 2, 1890, known as the antitrust act; to the Commit 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 184) to provide for a survey 
and estimate of cost of a ship canal connecting the navigable 
waters of Niagara River; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) to amend an act entitled “An act to 





for second and additional homestead entries, and for other pur- 
poses, approved April 28, 1904; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 165) excepting certain lands in Pennington 
County, S. Dak., from the operation of the provisions of section 
4 of an act approved June 11, 1906, entitled “An act to provide 
for the entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves’’; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) providing for the issuance of patents 
to the owners of town lots purchased from the United States at 
auction sales in certain cases; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) to amend section 2297 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) providing for an appropriation to en- 
able the Sioux Indians to employ a competent attorney to make 
certain investigations and report; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) to establish mining experiment sta- 
tions, to aid in the development of the mineral resources of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) to amend an act approved May 30, 
1910, entitled “An act to authorize the sale and disposition of 
a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in Mellette and 
Washabaugh Counties in the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in 
the State of South Dakota, and making appropriation and pro- 
vision to carry the same into effect”; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 171) to authorize the sale and disposition 
of the surplus and unallotted lands in Washabaugh County, in 
the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, in the State of South Da- 
kota, and making appropriation to carry the same into effect; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) to regulate corporations engaging in 
interstate and foreign commerce, to create an industrial com- 
mission in the Department of Commerce, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 173) requiring railway common carriers 
to receive and transport all express parcels and packages and to 
transact all express business in interstate commerce at reason- 
able rates, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 174) to provide an enlarged homestead; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 175) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Barbourville, in the State of 
Kentucky; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) making an appropriation for rebuild 
ing the Old Wilderness Road, to be known Way,” 
from Cumberland Gap, Tenn., to Boonesb ; to the C 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) 
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promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada 
and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Ways and Men 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) to amend the copyright law passed 
March 4, 1909; to the Committee on Patents. 




























Also, a bill CH. R. 187) to protect owners <¢ ' trade-marks, 
labels, and similar property; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved August 


5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189) to appoint Bradley Winslow as colonel 
on the retired list of the United States Arm) 
on Military Affairs. 


: to the Commit 


Also, a bill (H. R. 190) to amend section 2 of publie law No 
336, approved August 24, 1912, entitled “An act making appro 
priations for the service of the Post Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 191) to do justice to the 


Home Guards of Scott County, Tenn., and to grant honorable 
discharges and pensions under existing pension laws; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) declaring such persons as were 
gaged in the operation and construction of the United States 
military railroads during the War of the Rebellion to have be 
a part of the Army of the United States and ha fu 
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able status in accordance therewith; to the Committee on Mili- 
ary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) to amend an act entitled “An act tem 
porarily to.provide revenues and a civil government for Porto 
Rico, and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) to authorize the Postmaster General 
to establish a station, substation, or branch post office in cer 
tain communities; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 195) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in matter of the claim of Warham Easley; 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 196) 


tr 


for increasing the laries and 


sa a for 
the retirement of employees in the classified civil service; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of John G. Henson, guardian of 
Catherine J. Gilson (insane), and adminis e of 
Samuel L. Gilson, deceased; to the Committee on War ¢ re 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the ease of Clarissa H. Tipte tdmini 
tratrix of Isaac Tipton, deceased; to the Commi ttee on War 
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Also, 


as 


i bill (CH. TR. 199) to incorporate the Colored Associa- 
tion of Railway Employees; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 200) to provide for the inspection of gas 
water heaters, gas ranges, gas radiators, gaslighting fixtures, 
and other gas appliances in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 201) to further amend an act approved 
August 13, 1804, entitled “An act for the protection of persons 
furnishing materials and labor for the construction of public 
works,” and for other ru to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) authorizing and permitting M. C. Me- 
Canless, W. ©. Tale, W. H. Mullins, John Loop, and EB. M. 
Grant, their successors and assigns, to build and maintain dams 
nud water-power development in and Clinch River, in 
Grainger, Claiborne, and Hancock Counties, State of Tennessee ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 203) to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columhia to make and enforce regulations governing 


rpPcoses ; 


across 


the installation of gas appliances in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

iso, a bill (HI. R. 204) to amend section 107 of the act en- 


titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 


the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (HW. RR. 205) to make certain funds applicable in 
the payment of expenses of encampments of the Organized 


Militia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) to pension the National Guards of 
East Tennessee: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) to grant an honorable discharge to the 
members of Capt. William Bingham’s company, National Guard 
of Tennessee, and directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant pensions to the members and widows and minor children 
of the members of said company; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) to grant an honorable discharge to 
the members of the late Union County company, National Guard 
of Tennessee, and directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant pensions to the members and widows and minor children 
of the members of said company; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) to fix the compensation of the sur- 
veyor of customs at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 210) to increase the pensions of certain per- 
sons now on the pension roll uuder the general laws; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 211) to provide for the erection of a build- 
ing for the Superivising Architect of the Treasury; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
bill (iL. R. 212) to prohibit interstate carriers from 
transporting products of any factory or mine in which convicts 
are worked; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 213) for the benefit of Federal soldiers and 
State militiamen who were confined in Confederate military 
prisons during the Civil War of 1861 to 1865; to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 214) to amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 6, 1907, entitled “An act granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
Civil War and the War with Mexico”; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 215) requiring the flag of the United 
States to be displayed at educational institutions to which offi- 
cers of Army or Navy are assigned, at agricultural colleges 
or experiment stations receiving Government aid, and at am- 
bassadors’, ministers’, consuls’, and consular agents’ offices; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 216) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
increase the pensions of widows, minor children, etc.. of sol- 
diers and sailors of the Civil War, the War with Mexico, the 
various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 
War”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) to create in the War and Navy De- 
partments, respectively, a roll to be known as the “ Civil War 
officers’ annuity honor roll,” to authorize placing thereon with 
pay certain surviving officers who served in the Volurateer or 
Recular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the Unitéd States in 
the Civil War and who are not now on the retired list of the 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a 


Also, a bill (H. R. 218) to prevent the pollution of navigable 
rivers or other bodies of water under the control of the United 
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 219) to further amend an act approved 
August 15, 1804, entitled “An act for the protection of persons 
furnishing materials and labor for the construction of public 
works,” and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) to protect honorably discharged sol- 
diers, sailors, or marines employed under the civil service who 
are rated as ‘*‘good” from discharge or reduction from said 
service; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 221) authorizing and permitting M. C. 
McCanless, W. C. Hale, W. H. Mullins, John Loop, and E. M. 
Grant, their successors and assigns, to build and maintain 


dams and water-power development in and across Clinch River, 
in Grainger, Claiborne, and Hancock Counties. State of Ten- 
nessee; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) to reimburse depositors of the late 
Freedman’s Savings & Trust Co.; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ) giving rural mail carriers holiday on 
the 25th day of December of each year; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 224) for the relief of soldiers of the War 
with Spain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the erection of an 
Army and Navy hospital at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 1632) granting 
cities and incorporated towns coal lands for municipal pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) granting certain coal lands to the 
oy of Grand Junction, Colo.; to the Committee on the Public 
sands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1634) to establish the Rocky Mountain 
National Park in the State of Colorado, and fer other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1635) ceding to the city and county of Den- 
ver, Colo., certain ‘lands for park purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1636) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Montrose, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1637) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Delta, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bil] (H. R. 1638) to increase the limit of cost of the 
United States post-office building at Durango, Colo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1639) to increase the limit of cost of the 
United States post-office building at Grand Junction, Colo.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) to acquire a site for a public build- 
ing at Salida, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) to establish and maintain a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in Garfield County, State of 
Colorado; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) to establish and maintain a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in La Plata County, Colo.; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) for the construction of a national 
road from Grand Junction, Colo., to and through the Colorado 
National Monument; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) to establish a mine rescue station 
and an experiment station for analyzing and testing coals, lig- 
nite, and mineral substances in western Colorado; to the Coim- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) to establish an agricultural experi- 
ment station on the western slope of Colcrado; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) to establish a mining experiment 
station at Silverton, San Juan County, Colo., to aid in the de- 
velopment of the mineral resources of the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) for investigations into the economi- 
cal treatment of metalliferous ores; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) granting to the city of Black Hawk, 
Colo., the right to purchase certain lands for the protection of 
water supply; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1649) concerning the mineral springs of 
Colorado; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Also, a bill (H. 
lands to be sold under certain 
thereof used for the construction and improving of public high- 
ways; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) to authorize the issuance of abso- 
lute and unqualified patents to public lands in certain cases; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) establishing the Lincoln memorial 
highway from Boston, Mass., to San Francisco, Cal.; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


R. 1650) granting to various States public | 
restrictions and the proceeds | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1653) granting pensions to the surviving | 


members and widows of members of the Forsythe Scouts; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1654) authorizing certain national banking 


institutions to make loans on real estate in certain cases; to the | 


Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1655) relating to rights of way over public 
lands, forest and other reservations of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1656) allowing a second homestead entry 
in certain cases; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1657) to authorize the allowance of second 


homestead and desert entries; to the Committee on the Public | 


Lands. 


“An act to provide for an enlarged homestead”; to the Com- 
miitee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) to declare Lincoln’s birthday a legal 
holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R.° 1660) to make October 12 in each year 
a public holiday, to be called “ Columbus Day”; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1661) to make the second Sunday in May 
of each year a public holiday, to be called “ Mothers’ Day”; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1662) providing for appeals from decisions 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the Federal district court, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1663) for the benefit of railway postal 
clerks; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1664) to increase the compensation of rural 
letier carriers and granting them 30 days’ leave per annum; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1665) to authorize popular subscriptions 
at all post offices for the CoNGRESSIONAL RecorpD, and for pub- 
lishing and mailing the same; to the Committee on the Post 
Oflice and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) to authorize and direct the Post- 
master General to procure postal cars and contract for hauling 
them, and appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) providing for the expenditure of 25 
per cent of the receipts from the national forests on road and 
trail construction; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1668) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize entry of the public lands by incorporated cities and 
towns for cemetery and park purposes,” approved September 
20, 1890 (26 Stats, 502); to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) providing that any person who has 
heretofore made a homestead entry or entries and has failed 
from any cause to perfect his title to any lands embraced in 
such entry or entries may make a further homestead entry; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) for the relief of the White River 
Utes, the Southern Utes, the Uncompahgre Utes, the Tabe 
guache, Muache, Capote, Weeminuche, Yampa, Grand River, and 
Uinta Bands of Ute Indians, known as the Confederated Bands 
of Ute Indmns of Colorado; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) granting to the State of Colorado 
1,000,000 acres of public land within the State for expenses in- 
curred in suppressing Indian disturbances from 1865 to 1888, 
including the Ute war of 1887; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1672) pensioning the survivors of certain 
Indian wars from the year 1865 to January, 1891, inclusive, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1673) to enable the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to more effectually suppress and prevent the spread of dis- 
eases of potatoes known as black scab and wart disease, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1674) to amend sections 5136 and 5137 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, permitting national 
banking associations to make loans on real-estate security and 
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limiting the amount thereof; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (1. R 
of the State of Florida: to the Coi ittee ¢« 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H.R 
2 of an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of widows, 
minor children, ete., of decea and sailors of the late 
Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, ete, 
and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased 
soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War,’ approved April 19, 
1908S; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) to amend et entitled “An act to 
amend sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to homesteads,” approved June 6, 1912; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1678) to define and regulate investment 
companies authorized to use the muil; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1679) for a postal employees’ compensation 
act; to the Committee on the Post Office snd Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Can 
ada, and for other purposes,’ approved July 26, 1911; to the 


1675) for the relief 
n War Claims. 
1676) amending section 


sed soldiers 


: Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, 2 bill (CH. R. 1658) to amend section 3 of an act entitled | : oe ; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) to extend the time for constructing 
a bridge across Red Lake River in township 153 north, range 40 
west, in Red Lake County, Minn.; to fae Committee on Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) for the relief of settlers who pur 
chased land under the act of February 20, 1904; to the Com 
mittee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) for preventing the manufacture, sale 
or transportation of imitated or misbranded articles of com 
merce and regulating the traffic therein, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on Interstate and 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1684 the support and edu 
eation of the Indian pupils at the Gres Indian School, Cal 
for repairs and improvements, to purchase and provide grounds, 
erect buildings and furnish the same, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1685) to authorize 
terior to exchange lands for schoo 
military, national forest, or other 


ign Commerce 


the Secretary of the Tr 
secti $s within an Ind 
reservation, and 


purposes ; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 1686) providing for the s¢ 
tion of postmasters of first, second, and third class oilices b 


| post-office primary election; to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) providing for presidential primari: 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President. 1 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1688) for the ere 
residence for the Vice President of the United State 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (Tl. R. 1689) relative to the rebuilding of levees 
on the Wabash River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbor 

3y Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (HL. R. 1690) providing for ; 
ond homestead and desert-land entries; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) to regulate press as 
gaged in interstate commerce; to 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 1692) to establish agricultural 
extension departments in connection with agricultural colleges 
fn the several States receiving the benefits of an act of Con 
gress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HINEBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 1693) to provide for the 
expression by the qualified electors of the several political 
parties of the United States of their choice for nomination by 
their party for President of the United States, and to provide 
for the election of the delegates of said political parties to their 
respective national conventions; to the Committee on Electi 
of President, Vice President, and Representative 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1694) to amend an act ap 
proved October 1, 1890, entitled “An act to set apart certain 
tracts of land in the State of Californian as forest reserva 
tions”; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 1695) to authorize the Secre 
tary of War to furnish one condemned cannon to Bartleson 
Post, No. 6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illi 
neis, at Joliet, LU.; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


tion of a 
3: to 


soclations e 
the Committee on Interst: 


s in Congre 


7 
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ty Mr. FRENCH: A bill (HL. R. 1696) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to make certain donations of condemned cannon 
and cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 1697) to provide for 
the erection of a Federal building at Weiser, Idaho; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1698) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide for an enlarged homestead”; to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 1699) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to loan money to farmers and taking cer- 
tain securities therefor; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 1700) to revise and amend 
the laws relating to patents; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 1701) providing for pub- 
licity of contributions and expenditures for the purpose of 
influencing or securing the nomination of candidates for the 
offices of President and Vice President of the United States; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 1702) increasing the 
limit of cost fixed by act of Congress approved June 25, 1910, 
for enlargement, extension, etc., of Federal building at Bath, 
Me.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 1703) for the relief of flood suf- 
ferers of Indiana; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1704) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regufate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1S87; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1705) to prevent common carriers from 
transporting the products of the labor of children under the age 
of 14 years; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 1706) to provide for 
the erection of a Federal building at Caldwell, Idaho; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

ty Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 1707) to amend section 
16 of “An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, 
for the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce,” 
approved December 21, 1898; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1708) to extend the provisions of the act 
approved June 27, 1890, providing pensions for widows of offi- 
cers and enlisted men who served in the United States Army 
and Navy during the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1709) to pension widows and minor 
children of officers or enlisted men who served in the War with 
Spain or the Philippine insurrection; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1710) to prohibit 
the intermarriage of persons of the white and negro races 
within the District of Columbia, to declare such contracts of 
marriage null and void, to prescribe punishments for violations 
and attempts to violate its provisions; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the acts of Congress ap- 
proved, respectively, July 1, 1862, March 7, 1864, July 13, 1866, 
and March 2, 1867; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 1712) providing for 
the levying and collection of an inheritance tax; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 1718) to place on the 
free list cotton bagging and all fibers and fabrics used in the 
manufacture of cotton bagging, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1714) to amend 
an act approved April 19, 1908, entitled “An act to increase the 
pension of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various 
Indian wars, ete., and to grant a pension to certain widows of 
the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War”; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1715) granting restoration of pensions to 
certain remarried widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) to further increase the efficiency of 
the Organized Militia of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 1717) to provide for partici- 
pation by the Government of the United States in the National 
Conservation Exposition, to be held at Knoxville, Tenn., in the 
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fall of 1913; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi- 
tions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1718) to require all 
transportation companies, firms, and persons within the District 
of Columbia to provide separate accommodations for the white 
and negro races, and to prescribe punishments and penalties for 
violating its provisions; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 1719) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Woodland, Cal.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 1720) to 
amend the national banking laws; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1721) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 1722) providing for the leas- 
ing and purchasing of suitable official residences for ambassa- 
dors and ministers in foreign countries, and for furnishing and 
equipping the same; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 1723) for the permanent 
improvement of the consular and diplomatic service; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 1724) to provide 
for purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Carson City, Nev.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

3y Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 1725) to amend the act 
of June 27, 1890, the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 1726) appropri- 
ating the sum of $50,000 for the purpose of drilling and testing 
wells in Clark, Lincoln, and Nye Counties, Nev.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1727) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States providing for the 
election of all public officers by the qualified electors of the sey- 
eral States and the respective districts thereof, other than the 
members of the President’s Cabinet, ambassadors, ministers 
plenipotentiary, and consuls, and fixing their terms of office; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1728) to authorize the use of 
ordinary postage stamps on parcel-post packages; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) for the relief of postal employees 
injured in the line of duty; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1730) for a specially designed postage 
stamp in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of 
the signing of the treaty of Ghent; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) to extend the penny-postage rate on 
local delivery first-class mail matter to post offices where the 
system of free delivery is established; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1732) to provide for the erection of a 
memorial to Robert Fulton; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1733) to declare Lincoln’s birthday a legal 
holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) for the establishment of a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) to provide for the perpetuation of 
Memorial Day; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) granting pensions to Army team- 
sters of the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. » 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) to provide for the monthly payment 
of pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 1738) amending section 2 of 
the act of April 19, 1908, increasing the pension of widows, 
minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., 
and to grant pensions to certain widows of deceased soldiers 
and sailors of the late Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A Dill (H. R. 1739) to authorize 
the President of the United States to locate, construct, and op- 
erate railroads in Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1740) to pro- 
vide an appropriation of $400 for the paving of certain alleys 
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adjoining the United States post-office site at Watertow 
1 


Wis. to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


ty Mr. GRIEST (by request): A bill (H. R. 1741) to con 

‘et a Lincolu memoral highway from the White Ho 
Washington, D. C., to the battlefield of Gettysburg, in the 
State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also (by request), a bill (11. R. 1742) for the erection of a 
mt ‘rial amphitheater in the Gettysburg National Cemetery, 
Gettysburg, Pa.; to the Committee on the Library. 


the de- 


mimittee on 


By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 1746) providing for 
posit of the funds of the United States; to the 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1744) to give the 
Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and adjudge the claims for 
asecrued and unpaid interest on those judgments heretofore ren- 
dered by the courts of the Unitéd States for claims arising un- 
der and previded for under the treaty of 1819 between the 
United States and Spain, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIEST (by request): A bill (H. R. 1745) granting 
sions to soldiers confined in so-called Confederate prisons; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARE of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1746) to revive 

| amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary dis- 
tricts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) to extend to the veterans of the 
several Seminole Indian wars and to the widows of veterans 
of the several Seminole Indian wars the benefits of the act of 
Congress of February 6, 1907, and acts amendatory thereof; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 1748) to make October 12 in 
each year a public holiday, to be called Columbus Day; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 1749) to 
prevent floods on the Mississippi River and improve navigation 
thereon; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 1750) providing for a gradu- 
ated tax upon all incomes over and above $3,000 annually; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 1751) providing for the 
establishment of a national leprosarium; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 1752) providing 
for the establishment of a Weather Bureau station at Las 
Vegas, Ney.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1753) granting 
additional compensation to rural mail carriers; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1754) to pension widows and 
minor children of any officer or énlisted man who served in the 
War with Spain or Philippine insurrection; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOGUE: A bill (H. R. 1755) for the purchase of a 
site and to begin the construction thereon of a customhouse in 
the city of Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

ty Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1756) to establish, equip, and 
maintain an agricultural experiment station near the town of 
Dorris, Siskiyou County, Cal, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 1757) to 
amend the national banking laws; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 1758) to increase pension for 
total deafness; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1759) creating 
Port Washington, Wis., in the district of Milwaukee, a subport 
of entry; to the Comthittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A Dill (H. R. 1760) amending sec- 
tion 932 of chapter 89 of Title II of the Alaskan Civil Code and 
Code of Civil Procedure; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 1761) granting pensions to 
ex-prisoners of war; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 1762) authorizing the Ten- 
nessee Hydro Electric Co., its successors and assigns, to build 
and maintain and operate dams across Clinch and Powell 
Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 1763) to compensate and 
suitably recognize the services of Sergt. Maj. John Champe to 
= re States of America; to the Committee on the Public 
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By Mr. COOPER A b { R 
Supreme Court « the United ! 
review the decisions of tl ( 


to the Com: 


Also, a bill (H. 


plans and designs for a brids sa ni ! of 
to be known as the Grant-l I 
across the Potomac River from a of \ 
near the site elected by law for memor!) Lb n I i 
to the national cemetery at Arlington, in the Stat Vir 
to the Committee on Interstate and reign ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1770) to apprepriat i ) adj 
erecticn of a monument to the memory of the ¢ 
Alonzo Hersford Cushing, late « the Fou 
Artillery; William Barker Cushing, late of t Ur ‘| es 
Navy; and Howard Bass Cushing, late { Fourth Un l 
States Cavalry; to the Committee on the Lil! I 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 177 
reestablish the grades of admiral and vi (i i 
of the United States; to the Committee or ay 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1772) to pay the bal: ed 
the Freedman’s Saving & Trust Co.; to the Commit 
Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) to provide for the for n 
lation of corporations engaged in any f rf 
merce; to the Committee on Interstate ar 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) authorizing the retary of V 


procure medals for the Sixth Mas 
the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive, on 


the defense of the city of Washington: to the ¢ 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) to provide suitable medals for officers 
and men of the Navy and Marine Corps who part “d 
tain engagements in the Civil War; to the Com: { 

Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) providing that the statute of 
tions shall not be interposed in any suit brought by a F 
workman, or mechanic in the Court of Claims aguinst the 1 
States to recover wages claimed to be due him i { 
eight-hour law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) for the recognition of servi ofa 
military nature rendered by certain civilians in the late War 
with Spain; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 1778) to provide for pen 
to widows and minor children of soldiers, sailors, and 


who served in the War with Spain; to the Committee on ly 


sions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 1779) providing that one 
petent officer of the United States Navy, who shall be nominated 
by the Secretary of the Navy for the approval of the President, 
with two other competent persons appointed by the President 
shall constitute a commission, to be known as the Labrador Cu 
rent and Gulf Stream Commission, defining its powers and 
duties, and making appropriation for its expenses; to the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) authorizing 15 days’ leave of absence 
with pay to per diem employees of the Lighthouse Service of the 
Department of Commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) providing for the refund of certain 
duties incorrectly collected on wild-celery seed; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) to establish a fish-cultural station 
on Long Island, in the State of New York; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1783) to provide for the dis- 
position of the surface of phosphate lands; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) providing for the granting of certain 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) to amend an act entitled “An act 


lands to the various public-land States and Territories of the | to amend sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States for the purpose of building roads and highways; 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 


to amend section 2291 and section 2297 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to homesteads; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) reserving from the public lands in 
Idaho as a public park for the benefit of the people of the 


game, fish, timber, and all other natural objects therein, a tract 


of land herein described; to the Committee on the Public Lands. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Grangeville, Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1788) to amend an act to provide for an 
enlarged homestead, approved June 17, 1910; to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 1789) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 


Buildings and Grounds. 


United States relating to homesteads, 


” 


approved June 6, 1912; 


| to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) to amend an act entitled “An act | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) to provide and regulate transporta- 
tion and to establish a post road in Alaska and to furnish trans- 
portation and fuel for the Army and Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) to create the Alaska railway commis- 


| Sion, to construct’ a Government railroad in Alaska, and for 
United States, and for the protection and preservation of the | 


other purposes; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) to amend section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for determining the heirs of deceased Indi- 
ans, for the disposition and sale of allotments of deceased Indi- 
ans, for the leasing of allotments, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1910; to the Cotmmittee on Indian Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill CH. R. 1808) to amend section 5 of an act of Con- 
gress approved August 18, 1894, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 


| tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
eral building at Nampa, Idaho; to the Committee on Public | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) to provide for the erection of a Fed- | 


eral building at Payette, Idaho; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 1791) to establish land 
courts of the United States and an appellate land court of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) to amend an act entitled “An act 
for the sale of timberlands in the States of California, Oregon, 
Nevada, and in Washington Territory,” approved June 3, 1878; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1798) to provide for the conveyance of the 
forest reserves in the several States to the States wherein they 
are situated, in trust, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) providing for the appropriation of 
$100,000 for the completion of the surveys of public lands in 
the State of Oregon; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) to amend section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) to establish an assay office at Port- 
land, Oreg.; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1797) to authorize the establishment of 
fish-cultural stations on the Columbia River or its tributaries 
in the State of Oregon; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1798) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission by giving to that body the 
power to fix reasonable rates based upon physical valuations, to 
be charged by all common carriers, subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February 4, 1887, as amended, in the transaction of interstate 
business, and also giving to said commission the power to fix 
reasonable prices to be charged by persons or corporations when 
found to be exercising a monopoly in the interstate sale of any 
commodity; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1799) extending the jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission over railroads in Alaska, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1800) providing for the validation of cer- 
tuin timber and stone entries; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) to authorize common carriers subject 
to the provisions of the act of June 29, 1906, entitled “An act 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved 
February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” to 
issue free transportation to traveling secretaries of Young 
Women’s Christian Associations; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) making it the duty of any common 
carrier or street railway company engaged in. interstate traffic 
or traffic inside the District of Columbia to furnish to the plain- 
tiff or his attorney in any action for damages for alleged neglli- 
gence the names of witnesses taken by the carrier or street 
railway company at or near the time and place of the alleged 
act of negligence or accident upon which such action is based; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) to create a minimum-wage commis- 
sion for the District of Columbia and to provide minimum-wage 
schedules; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


poses,” so as to provide for the regulation by the State or States 
in, through, or between which navigable rivers flow of the 
drawbridges now built or hereafter to be built across such 
rivers; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) to amend section 1 of the act ap- 
proved March 26, 1908, providing for repayment of certain com- 
missions, excess payments, and purchase moneys paid under 
public-land laws; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) to provide soldiers and sailors addi- 
tional homesteads; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) limiting the hours of labor of female 
employees in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1812) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior within his discretion to exchange desert lands for lands 
within national-forest limits; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18138) limiting the hours of labor in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to homesteads,’ approved June 6, 1912; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1815) for additional protection of the Bull 
Run Forest Reserve and the sources of the water supply of the 
city of Portland, in the State of Oregon; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) to extend additional time to bona fide 
homestead entrymen to complete residence and cultivation of 
their lands; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1817) grant- 
ing a pension to persons who are deaf or partially deaf from 
cause arising while in the military service of the United States; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of immature calyes; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) amending section 2 of an act enti- 
tled “‘An act to increase the pension of widows, minor children, 
ete., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the 
War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, ete., and to grant a 
pension to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at St. Joseph, Mich., commemorating the establishment of 
Fort Miami on the site of said city; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) to increase the pensions of those 
who have lost one eye or have become totally blind in one eye 
from causes occurring in the military or naval service of the 
United States; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) to provide campaign badges for ofli- 
cers, enlisted men, sailors, or marines who served honorably in 
the Spanish, Philippine, or China campaigns and who were not 
in the United States service on January 11, 1905; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18238) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Benton Harbor, Mieh.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 1824) to pension widow and 
minor children of any officer or enlisted man who served in the 
War with Spain or Philippine insurrection; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts : A bill CH. R. 1825) au- By Mr. KAHN: A bill (11. R. 1847) to amend section 3716 of 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to pay a cash reward for | the Revised Statutes of the United States: to the Committee o1 
suggestions submitted by civilian employees of the Navy De- | the Judiciary. 


partment for improvement or economy in manufacturing proc- | Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) for the construction of a rostrum in 

ecses or plant; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. the national cemetery in the Presidio of San Francisco, Cal.; to 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 1826) authorizing the | the Commitiee on Military Affairs 

Secretary of the Treasury to make an examination of certain | Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) to confer jurisdiction upon the Dis 

claims of the State of Missouri; to the Committee on War | trict Court of the United States for the Northern District of 

Claims. eee to determine in equity the rights of American cit 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) to provide for the purchase of a site | zens under the award of the Bering Sea arbitration of Paris 

and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Cameron, | and to render judgment thereon; to the Committee on the Judi 

in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings | ciary. 

and Grounds. Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) to amend section 2 of an act enti | 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1828) to provide for the purchase of a site | “An act fixing the compensation of certain officials in the 


and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Richmond, | toms service, and for other purposes,” approved March 4, 100 
n the State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings | to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


d Grounds. Also, a bill (H. R. 1851) to creste in the War Departme 
By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 1829) to provide for auxil- | and the Navy Department, respectively, a roll desi i 
jury vessels for the Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. “the Civil War volunteer oflicers’ retired list,’ to 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 1830) to provide for an experiment in the | placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving officers \ 
iprovement of certain highways by the Secretary of Agricul- | served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the Un Ist 





ture in cooperation with the Postmaster General, and for other | in the Civil War, and for other purposes; to the Committ 
nurposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. | Military Affairs. 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) to encourage the development of the} Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) to diminSh the expense of proceed 
American merchant marine and to promote commerce and the | ings on appeal and writ of error or of cert he ( 
national defense; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | mittee on the Judiciary. 
Fisheries. Also, a bill (HL. R. 1853) to provide for payment 
Also. a bill CH. R. 1832) to reduce the rates of customs duties | on judgments rendered against the United States f 
osed upon imports into the United States; to the Committee | on public work; to the Committee on the Jud 1 
on Ways and Means. Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) to amend an net « tled “A t to 
Iso, a bill CH. R. 1833) to establish a council of national de- | provide for the bringing of suit t the Governmen f il 
fense: to the Committee on Na.al Affairs. United States for destruction of private proper - to ( 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1834) pro iding for the construction, erec- | mittee on the Judiciary 
tion, maintenance, and operation of a dam «across the Sipsey | Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) to amend an act « = 
River, in Pickens County, Ala., for the purpose of the develop- | establish a Court of Claims ! iendator 
ment of water power; to the Committee on Interstate and For- | and supplementary thereto, approved February 24, 1855; to 
eign Commerce. | Committee on the Judiciary. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1835) to promote the efficiency of the Ma-| Also, a bill (TH. R. 1856) to amend section 4514 of the R 
rine Band; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Statutes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine e 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1836) to authorize the creation of a tempo- | eries. 
rary commission to investigate and make recommendation as to Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) to reimburse the city and cou f 
the necessity or desirability of establishing a national aerody- | San Francisco, Cal., for moneys paid by said city and county to 
! ‘al laboratory, and prescribing the duties of said commis- | various persons upon judgment claims recovered by th 
sion, and providing for the expenses thereof; to the Committee | against said city and county for damages inflicted to tl 
on Naval Affairs. property by soldiers of the United States Army; to the ¢ 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 1887) to provide for a preliminary survey | mittee on Claims 
and estimates for the cost of construction of a Clay-Jackson| Also, a bill (H. R. 1858S) to provide for the t1 r of 
memorial highway from Niagara Falls, N. Y., to New Orleans, | criminal insane to the Government Hospital for the h ind 
La.: to the Committee on Appropriations. | for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) for the erection of 2 monument to | lumbia. 
the memory of Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry; to the Com- By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 1859) authori 
mittee on the Library. | companies and fraternal beneficiary societies t » bi 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1839) providing for the better protection of | pleader; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
the lives of crew and passengers on seagoing vessels; to the | By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 2746 of 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. the Revised Statutes, relating to additional compe on to t 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) to provide for the construction, main- | appraisers, deputy collectors, ete., at the port of San Fi 
tenance, and improvement of post roads and rural-delivery to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
routes through the cooperation and joint action of the National Also, a bill (HI. R. 1861) for the relief of voli 
Government and the several States in which such post roads or | and soldiers who served during the War with Spain and ond 
rural-delivery routes may be established; to the Committee on | the period of their enlistment; to the Con ee \\ 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) to provide for the survey of a high- Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) to adjust the lineal and 
way from New Orleans to the Canadian border; to the Com-| rank of certain officers of the United States Army, | 
inittee on Agriculture. other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1842) to provide for the establishment of a Also, a bill (HL. R. 1863) to establish a fish- u1 


memorial in celebration of a century of peace with England, in | the Nushagak region in Alaska; to the Committe MI 
the form of an elementary utilitarian school for the practical | chant Marine and Fisheries. 

education of the Anglo-Saxon mountaineers of the Southern Ap- Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) to amend an act entitled “A 
palachian States—a memorial to Andrew Jackson and the | extending the benefits of the marine hospitals to t 


patriots of the Southern Appalachian Mountains, whose brave | and crews of life-saving stations”; to the Committe 1 | 

Services and victory at New Orleans in 1815 strengthened the | state and Foreign Commerce. 

treaty of Ghent and marked the beginning of a hundred years Also; a bill (H. R. 1865) to authorize the entry and p vr 

of peace; to the Committee on Appropriations. of lands containing asbestos under the placer-mining la f the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) to promote the harmonious, coordi- | United States; to the Committee on the Public Land 

nated development of the highways of the United States, with a Also, a bill (H. R. 1866) to purchase a suitable site on | 


minimum of waste, through the creation of the general highway | Pacific coast to be used as a range for small-arms target pra 
board and of the general highway foundation; to the Committee | by the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Afi 


on Agriculture. Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
_Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) to provide an education survey of the | improve the efficiency of the personnel of the Revente-( 

United States; to the Committee on Education. ; Service”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) to provide for a highway survey of | merce. 

the United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. Also, a bill (H. R. 1868) to provide for admissions to the Gov- 


ano a bill (H. R. 1846) to incorporate the Elementary | ernment Hospital for the Insane, and for other purposes; to the 
ducation Foundation; to the Committee on Education. Committee on the District of Columbia. 


| 
Also, a bill (1. R. 1869) to amend section 3221 of the Revised | 
Statut of the United States as amended by section 6 of the | 
t of Mar 1, 1S79; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) to retire enlisted men, either in the 
Ariny or Marine Corps, after 25 years’ service; to the Committee | 
on Mi iry Affair 
By Mr 1871) to regulate the trial | 


BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 
of contempt of courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) to admit, when imported into the 
United States, fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, and venison 
free of duty, and for other ; to the Committee on Ways | 
and Means 
Also, a bill 
betwee 
ture or hort 
certain case 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. FRENCH: A bill CH. R. 1874) to amend section 5 of 
an act to authorize advances to the reclamation fund and for | 
the use and disposition of certificates of indebtedness in reim- | 
bursement therefor, and for other purposes, approved June 235, | 
1910; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) to amend section 237 of an act to | 
codify, and amend the laws relating to the se 


purposes 


(HH. R. 


n employees 


i 
18738) to make lawful certain agreements | 
and laborers and persons engaged in agricul- | 
iculture, and to limit the issuing of injunctions in | 
3, and for to the Committee on the 

' 

| 


other purposes; 


revise, 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) extending the number of annual pay- 
ments to entrymen and purchasers of water under reclamation 
projects; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) to amend an act entitled “An act 
for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adul- 
terated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, 
meficines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906; to the Committee | 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) to promote the safety of travelers 
and employees upon railroads by compelling common carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce to adopt uniform rules for the | 
operation of railroad trains and to use a uniform system of sig- 
nals for authorizing the movement of railroad trains; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) to establish a mining experiment 
station at Moscow, Idaho, to aid in the development of the min- 
eral resources of the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) to provide for the erection of a 
schoolhouse for the detached Indians living in the Kootenai 
Valley, Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) authorizing the Forestry Service of 
the Department of Agriculture to cooperate with the University 
of Idaho in investigating the methods of obtaining the greatest 
economic use of timber grown in Idaho and other Northwestern 
States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) to protect the rights of women citi- 
zens of the United States to register and vote for the Members 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) authorizing the compensation of 
rural mail carriers or their heirs for injuries received while on 
duty ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) extending to the members of Capt. 
Henson’s Company A, Stone County Missouri Militia, the provi- 
sions of the pension acts granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: A bill (H. R. 1885) to authorize the coin- 
age of 3-cent pieces and one-half cent pieces, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) to amend sections 4931 and 4934 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 1887) to authorize the coinage of 3-cent 
pieces, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 1888) for the establishment 
of a bureau of public highways; to the Committee on Agrt- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) for the erection of a public building 
at Chicago, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1890) to regu- 
late the commerce of certain corporations, and “for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 1891) requiring the United 
States Government to own its own post-office building in every 
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county seat 
Buildings and Grounds 


Tennessee; to the 


~ 


Arr 7, 


in the United States; to the Committee on Pub! 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) to extend the franking privileze to 


| the officers of the National Guard and Naval Militia; to the 
Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1893) to provide for the erection of a stat) 


or monument to the memory of Gen. John Sevier; to the Com- 


mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) to establish a 
hatchery on the banks of the Clinch 
Committee on the 


fresh-water mus 
River, in the State 
Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) for the relief of the survivors of t! 
shipwreck of the steamboat Sultana; to the Committee on Mi 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) to create a board to correct militar 
records; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) to provide for the reduction of mi 
age to actual expenses of Representatives and Senators; to t 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) to amend section 4875 of the Revis 
Statutes, to provide a compensation for superintendents of n 
tional cemeteries; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) providing for the marking and pr 
tection of the battlefield known as Fort Sanders, in Ku 
County, Tenn., and for the erection of a monument thereo 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) to provide for the collection, tra: 
scription, and publication of material relating to the histor 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) extending the benefits of the acts 
of June 27, 1890; May 9, 1900; and February 6, 1907, to the 
officers and enlisted men of Capt. David Beaty’s company « 
independent scouts, Civil War, and to their widows and minor 
children; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) to authorize the location of a branch 
home for the widows of volunteer and regular soldiers and 
sailors at or near Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, and fo 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) to provide for the construction, mai 
tenance, and improvement of post roads and rural delivery 
routes through the cooperation and joint action of the Nation 
Government and the several States in which such post roads 
or rural delivery routes may be established; to the Committ 
on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) to provide for an increased annu: 
appropriation for agricultural experiment stations, to be used i 
researches in home economics, and regulating the expenditure 
thereof; fo the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) to apply a portion of the proceeds of 
the sales of public lands to the endowment of schools or depart 
ments of mines and mining and to regulate the expenditure 
thereof; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1906) to amend sections 2304 and 2305 of 
the Revised Statutes of 1878, of an act providing for soldiers 
and sailors acquiring homesteads in public lands of the United 
States, and deductions of military and naval service from thle 
time required generally to perfect title; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) to authorize the President of tle 
United States to appoint, by selection, an additional major 
general of the United States Army; to the Committee on Mi! 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 1908) to provide for the 
reconstruction and maintenance of the old national] road fro: 
Cumberland, Md., to St. Louis, Mo., and extensions to the same, 
making it a continuous trunk-line road, of macadam or other 
permanent material, from New York City to the Pacific coast; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 1909) providing for an in 
crease of salary of the United States district attorneys for 
the northern and southern districts of Ohio; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1910) extending to the sur- 
viving officers and enlisted men, or their widows, who served 
in the Indian wars of the western frontiers of the several States 
and Territories the provisions of the pension acts of June 27, 
1890, and February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) extending to the members of th 
Forsyth Scouts the provisions of the pension acts of June ~7, 
1890, and February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 1912) providing for a monu- 
ment to commemorate the services and sacrifices of the wome! 
of the country at the time of the American Revolution; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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(Iso. a bill (H. R. 1913) to amend the act of January 12, 1895, 
i the act of January 30, 1903, relating to the sale and dis- 
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tribution of the Congressional Record; to the Committee on 
rinting. 

; Nea a bill (H. R. 1914) to strike out books and pamphlets 

: from the third class of mail matter and to include them as 
entitled to parcel-post rates, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also. a bill CH. R. 1915) to amend act of June 29, 1906 (ch. 
»-99 sec. 3, 84 Stats., p. 596); to the Committee on Immigration 

; and Naturalization. 

2 \lso, a bill CH. R. 1916) providing for the purchase of a site 
aud the erection thereon of a public building at Corning, in the 
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

py Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1917) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year 
eyuding June 80, 1914; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

tv Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 1918) legalizing 
ertain conveyances heretofore made by the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co. and others within the State of Nevada; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 1919) granting 50,600 

res of timbered land in national forest reserves to the State 
of Idaho for the construction of public roads and bridges; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 1920) to regulate the hours | 
of employment and safeguard the health of females employed in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 1921) to abolish the Commerce 
Court, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 

nd Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) to repeal that part of the act entitled 
“\n act to provide for the opening, maintenance, protection, and 
operation of the Panama Canal and the sanitation and govern- 

t of the Canal Zone,” approved August 24, 1912, which ex- 
cmpts vessels engaged in the coastwise trade from tolls at the 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
( merce, 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1923) authorizing 

appropriation for a dry dock at the Philadelphia Navy Yard; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

by Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (HH. R. 1924) to authorize fur- 
ther advances to the reclamation fund and for the issue and dis- 
posal of certificates of indebtedness in reimbursement therefor, 

id for other purposes: to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 1925) to establish land courts of the United 
States and an appellate land court of the United States; to the | 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

’ By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1926) to establish a fish-cul- 
t | station and mussel hatchery on the Wabash River, near 
Vincennes, Ind.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
ri heries, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 1927) to authorize fur- 
ther advances to the reclamation fund and for the issue and 
disposal of certificates of indebtedness in reimbursement there- 
for, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 1928) amending section 4132 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by 
section 5 of the act of August 24, 1912; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 1929) to 
prevent the use of the mails and of the telegraph and the tele- 
phone in furtherance of fraudulent and harmful transactions on 
stock exchanges; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 1930) to encourage the 
American merchant marine and American commerce, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Visheries, 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1931) for the protection of 
mail boxes and mail matter; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

4 By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 1932) making it criminal 
to accept or offer gratuities in connection with loans, overdrafts, 
: and purchases of stocks, bonds, or other securities by national 


banks; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

















By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 1933) to limit the effect of 
the regulation of interstate commerce between the States in 
goods, wares, and merchandise wholly or in part manufactured, 


vent the use of the mails and of the telegraph and telephone 
furtherance of fraudulent and harmful transaction 
changes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ¢ 


mined, or produced by convict labor or in any | m or refor 
tory; to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (TH. R. 1934) to m 


in 
STO k eX 
‘Commerce, 


s on 


By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 1935) to regulate commerce 
with foreign countries and between the States, and to rease 
the facilities and efficiency of the postal service; to the C: 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 1986) to regulate 
cedure in fraud-order cases; to the Committee on the Post Otti 


and Post Roads. 


By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 1987) to amend the national 


banking laws; to the Committee on Banking and Currency 


By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 1988) to provid 


le tl the 
heads of the executive departments may occupy seats on the 
floor of the Senate and the House of Representatives the 
Committee on Rules. 
jy Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (HL. R. 19389) to remove the charge 
of desertion on the rolls against officers and enlisted men of th 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Resolution (H. Res. 9) creat 
ing a committee of the House of Representatives to be know 
the Committee on Equal Suffrage; to the Committee on Rules 


By Mr. HOBSON: Resolution (H. Res. 10) of inquiry into 


the conditions of the health and morals of naval stations and 
military posts; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Resolution (11. Res. 11) 
authorizing the printing and binding of the history of the 


United States navy yard at Boston, Mass. 
Printing. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Resolution 
special committee to investigate 
tion; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Resolution 
13) to provide for binding farmers’ bulletins 
on Printing 


; to the Committee on 


(CH, 


an 


12) 
alleged 


Res. providing 


pool or combina 
(If 


; to the Committe 


Also, resolution (H. Res. 14) to extend the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 15) providing for t! 


appointment of a committee investigate and 
it is practicable to icstall an electrical voting 
House of Representatives for the purpose of recording the yea 
and-nay yotes of the Members: 


to 


report w! 


aevice 


to the Committee on Iu! 
By Mr. LOBECK: Resolution (H. Res. 16) directing the 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department to 


inquiry as to prices paid for elevators used in Government build 
ings under control of the Treasury Department; to the Commit 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Resolution (H. Res. 17) for the investi 
gation by the Committee on the Public Lands of the manner in 
which the pending suits of the United States against t! 
Oregon & California Railroad Co. are being conducted; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOORE: Resolution (H. Res. 18) relating to the se 
ing arrangements of the House of Representatives; to the ¢ 
mittee on Rules. 

ty Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res )) for ay 
pointment of a special committee to investigate certain comm 
sions, boards, etc.: to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOTT: Resolution (H. Res. 20) relating to the tem 
porary and permanent indebtedness of the United ‘ ) 
foreign countries; to the Committee on Ways and Me 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution (H. Res. 21) amendi: hi 
of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 22) amending the rules of the 
House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Resolution (H. Res. 28) authorizing 
the Postmaster of the House to appoint four messengers; to 


the Committee on Accounts. 


Also, resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the Postmaster 
of the House to appoint messengers; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 


By Mr. LENROOT: Resolution (H. Res. 25) making changes 
in the rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

3y Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
extending the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 


relief of persons rendered homeless or destitute 


~) for the 
by flood 


or 








92 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 7, 





( ertoin towns and cities in the State of Ohio; to the 
Cou! ee on Appropriations, 


rAYLOK of Colorado; Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3) 


proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
Siates extending the right of suffrage to women; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 4) for the 


appointment of a commission to Investigate the advisability 
and necessity of —s redwood-timber lands for the ys 
pose of establishing the Redwood National Park in the Red- 
woods, Humboldt County, Cah; to the Committee on Rules. 
Also, joint resolution (H. J. ‘Res. 6) to create and creatin 


joint committee to continue the consideration of the revis = 
and codification of the laws of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. HOBSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) proposing 


an amendment to the Constitution providing that the President 
and Vice President shall be naminated and elected by direct 


vote of the people of the several States; to the Committee on 
Kiection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. AU STIN: Joint resolution (H. Res. 7) providi 
for the purchase of the home of Thomas Send at Mont 
cello, Va.; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) for the relief of the 
sufferers from mine explosion at Briceville, Tenu.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) for the appointment of 
n commission to investigate the status of the full-blood Indians 


of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 10) making the 12th day 
of February in each year a legal holiday; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to enable any State to cooperate with any other 
State or States or with the United States for the protection of 
the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a commis- 
sion for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of conserving 
the navigability of navigable rivers,” approved March 1, 1911; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOBSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 12) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution prohibiti the sale, 
manufacture for sale, and importation for sale of beverages 
containing alcohol; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that the President and Vice 
President shall be nominated and elected by direct yote of the 
people of the several States; to the Committee on Blection of 
President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 15) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 16) authorizing 
the Joint Committee on Printing to publish a bulletin of com- 
mittee hearings; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. NE PLEY: Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 17) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing that judges of 
certain inferior courts shall be elected by the electors of the 
several judicial districts, and shall hold their offices during a 
term of six years; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) proposing an 
amendment to section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, in relation 
to trade-marks; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 19) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to prepare for withdrawal 
of sovereignty of the United States, for the delivery of full 
possession, control, and government of the Filipino people, and 
to promote their future prosperity and independence by treaties 
of neutrality; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States providing for the le 
and collection of an income tax; to the Committee on Ways an 
Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: Joint resolution (H. J, Res. 21) recognizing 
“The Star Spangled Banner” as the official anthem of the 
United States of America; to the Cammittee on the Library. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi! Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 22) to name the House Office Building Jefferson Hall; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Reg. 23) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 


| mittee on Foreign Affairs, 





By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Reg. 
24) concerning contracts with certain Indian tribes; to the Coin- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFFHRTY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
Giving women the right to vote; to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary 

Also, joint resolution ¢H. J. Res. 26) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States making the Federa} 
juaitesy elective and subject to recall; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) authorizing and direct- 
ing the President to eliminate certain nontimbered lands from 
forest reserves, reclamation projects, and withdrawals for power 
sites, and to restore such lands to entry under the homestead 
laws; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) directing the Attorney 
General to employ one resident attorney of the State of Oregon 
as associate counsel in prosecution of litigation pending in the 
United States court for district of Oregon relative to the foi 
felture of lands held by the Oregon and California Railroad 
Co.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) directing that in the 
future expenditure of the reclamation fund the President shal! 
giver a preference to those States that have heretofore contributed 
give preference to those States that have heretofore contributed 
more than they have received, until relmbursed; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res 
80) to create a commission which shall determine the advis 
ability of establishing a “summer capital” of the United 
States and the location and cost of the same; to the Committce 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 31) propos- 
ing an emendment to the Constitution of the United Stat: 
extending the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) authorizing 
the President of the United States to invite foreign Gover 
ments to participate in the naval parade that will mark th: 
official opening of the Panama Caual in 1915; to the Committe: 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) revoking 
Executive order of October 15, 1912, classifying fourth-class 
postmasters; to the Committee on the Post Office and Pos 
Roads. 

By Mr. CULLOP: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 34) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to use tents and rations for the relief of 
destitute persons in the flood districts of the States of Ohio and 
Indiana; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KORBLY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) for th: 
relief of sufferers from floods in the State of Imdiana; to th 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 37) creating a 
commission to investigate the present methods employed in 
handling Indian affairs, terminating the treaty relations b 
tween the Government and the Indians, to promote industry 
and self-reliance among the Indians, and for the Indians’ gen- 
eral advancement, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 38) proposing 
an amendment to Article XI of the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) for the 
relief of sufferers from floods in the State of Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 2) arranging for improvement in the American tobacco 
trade conditions; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the House of 
Representatives. of the Territory of Hawaii, requesting an ap- 
propriation of $500,000 to acquire certain sea-fishing rights fo! 
the United States; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, favoring a law to make hours of labor uniform; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of New 
Mexico, asking the United States to participate in the celebra- 
| tion of the completion of the Rio Grande reclamation project, 
and invite the Republic of Mexico to participate; to the Com- 
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Also (by request), memorial of the House of Representatives ' Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washington, urging an 
of the Territory of Hawaii, requesting Congress to admit the | investigation of the Grain Bag Trust; to the Committee on the 
Territory of Hawaii into the Union; to the Committee on the | Judiciary. 

‘Territories. Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washingto ing 
“Also (by request), memorial of the Legisiature of Wyoming, | Congress to reclaim, repair, and ke the burial place of United 

asking Congress to refund moneys to certain citizens of Wyo- | States soldiers on the island of San Juan, State of W iington; 

ming, paid for land to which they can not secure title; to the | to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Committee on the Public Lands. Also, memorial of the Legislature of W oe , 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State | the official recognition of the Chinese Republic; to Con 

of Idaho, requesting the United States Government to donate | mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Boise Barracks to the State for a capitol site; to the Com- Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washington, f: , 
ttee on Military Affairs. railroad construction and development of Alaska; to the ¢ 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State | mittee on the Territories. 

of Kansas, urging legislation making men who served in the Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washington, favoring 

Kansas Militia during the War of the Rebellion pensionable; the early completion of the Celilo Canal and the Columbia and 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Snake Rivers to free navigation during 1915; to the ¢ ui 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of California, | on Rivers and Harbors. 
requesting such change in the postal saviugs laws as to allow Aiso, memorial of the Legislature of Washington, ur r 

tment of postal savings funds in school bonds; to the better life-saving equipment on Klipson Peach, Was 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Committee on Interstate and Foreign ¢ mere 

so (by request), memorial of the Legislature of New Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washi l, urging 

Mexico, requesting removal of restrictions in the matter of Congress to continue Federal cooperation in the protection of 

settlement and entry of lands under the homestead law; to the | the forested watersheds of navigable streams; to the Coum 

Committee on the Public Lands. on Agriculture. 

Also (by request), memorial of the House of Representatives Also, memoria] of the Legislature of Washington. urging the 
of the Territory of Hawaii, asking for a preliminary survey of | establishment of a dry dock at the Puget Sound Navy Yard; to 
the harbors of the west and south coasts of the island to deter- | the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 
wine the best location for a port; to the Committee on the} Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wasl n, : ; 
Territories. | Congress to order a full and compleie survey of Fidalgo Bay 

Also (by request), memorial of the House of Representatives | with Similk Bay, in Skagit County, Wash.; to the C on 


of the Territory of Hawaii, requesting an appropriation for the | Rivers and Harbors. 
improvement of the harbor of Nawiliwill, island of Kauai; to | Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wa on 


the Committee on the Territories. urging the building of a Government road thr i ] 
Also (by request), memoria! of the Legislature of the State of | Park, Wash.; to the Committee on the Public Land: 

Idaho, urging the restoration of Monticello to a position of Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washingt favoring 

national dignity; to the Committee on the Library. an appropriation for the extension of surveys, and legislation 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, affecting the same in the State of Washington; to the Committee 

urging legislation creating the Rocky Mountain National Park; | on the Public Lands. 

to the Committee on the Public Lands, Also. memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Montana, | ton, favoring the construction of a waterway to connect Fidalgo 

urging legislation for a system of national highways to connect | Bay with Similk Bay, Skagit County, Wash.; to the Committee 

the Capital of the United States with the capitals of the several | on Rivers and Harbors. 

States: to the Committee on Agriculture. By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 


Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Idaho, fa- | Idaho favoring the acquisition of Monticello as proposed by the 
voring the permanent location and marking of the Old Oregon | Jefferson-Monticello Association; to the Committee on tl 
Trail from the Missouri River to Puget Sound; to the Commit- | Library. 


tee on the Library. Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Ida he 
\lso (by request), memoria! of the General Court of the Com- | favoring H. R. 5966, providing for the permanent location of l 
monwealth of Massachusetts, favoring an international commis- | for the marking and monumerting of, the old Or 1 T 0 
sion on the cost of living; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | the Committee on the Library. 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of South Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaly 
Dakota, asking that national forests and forest reserves re- | ing the payment of those who participated in the Indian 
main in possession and under the control and administration of | for their services; to the Committee on Pensions. 
the Federal Government; to the Committee on the Public Lands. Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Washing- | the transfer of 50,000 acres of timbered land in the nat | 
ton, urging Congress to provide fortifications and military de | forests of the United States within the boundaries of the State 
fenses for Grays and Willapa Harbors; to the Committee on | of Idaho to the State for the purpose of creating a fund f 
Militury Affairs. establishing and maintaining good roads in the State of Idaho; 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Idaho, | to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
urging Congress to improve the site of the Federal building in Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idsho 
the city of Boise; to the Committee on Public Buildings and | ing for the investigation of roads and bridges which should 
Grounds. constructed and maintained in forest reserves and a sutlici 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State | appropriation made for the building and maintaining of ; 
of Oregon, urging Congress to investigate the grain-bag monop- | necessary roads and bridges in such forest reserves; to th 
oly; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Idaho, By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Memorial of the Le 
urging Congress to direct the Secretary of the Department of the | ture of the State of South Dakota, providing for a res of 


Interior to investigate and determine what roads and bridges | protest to the General Land Office, Department of 


should be constructed in national land reservations in the State | against the abuses coincident to the system of employing special 


of Idaho; to the Committee on the Public Lands. agents in homestead cases; to the Committee on the Public 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Massachu- | Lands. 

setts, urging Congress to provide that berries, cherries, currants, By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Memorial of the Legisia- 

and small fruits be sold by standard dry measure, and that | ture of South Dakota. providing for a resolution of protest to 

baskets, boxes, ete., in which they are sold shall conform to said | the General Land Office, Department of the Int ir, agai 


measure; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. | the abuses coincident to the system of employing special as 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, | iD homestead cases; to the Committee on the Public Lands 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United Also, memorial! of the Legislature of South Dakota, asking 
States prohibiting polygamy and asking legislation for the en- | Congress to amend the homestead laws so as to permit male 
forcement of antipolygamy laws; to the Committee on the Ju- | minors over 18 years of age to make entry; to the Committee 
diciary, on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRYAN: Memorial of the Legislature of Washington, Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of South Dna 
urging the fortification of the harbors of Washington; to the | kota, requesting the Congress of the United States to pass the 
Committee on Military Affairs. McCumber bill, relating to the Federal inspection and grading 
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of grain entering into interstate commerce; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, request- 
jag that the Constitution of the United States be amended so 
that the President of the United States shall hold office for six 
years and be ineligible for reelection; to the Committee on 
Klection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, asking 
that Congress repeal the pact or so-called reciprocity with 
Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Washington, favoring the construction of 
a waterway to connect Fidalgo Bay with Similk Bay in Skagit 
County, Wash.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, asking for the construction of an additional dry dock at 
Puget Sound Navy Yard; to the Committee on Nava) Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring the appropriation of the sum of $200,000 for the 
extension of surveys over all unsurveyed land in the State of 
Washington; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, protesting against the establishment of proposed new 
channel from Sand Island to Fort Canby, Wash.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring the extension of the Government road in Rainier 
National Park, Washb.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring the establishment of one boathouse with beach 
apparatus at Long Beach, about 7 miles south of the Klipsan 
Beach life-saving station; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Toreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing 
ton, favoring the appropriation for the completion of the Celilo 
Canal; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring the appropriation of money to reclaim and pre- 
serve the burying ground of soldiers on the island of San Juan, 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring the increasing of fortifications and military defenses 
on the Pacific coast; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring railroad construction and development of Alaska; 
to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, favoring the recognition of the Republic of China by the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the Territory of Hawaii, asking that the War Department of 
the United States give the name of Fort Leilehua to the new 
fort now being constructed at or near the post now known as 
Schofield Barracks, Leilehua, Oahu; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Hawaii, asking that Con- 
gress direct and authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be 
made preliminary examination and survey of the harbors on 
the west and south coast of the island of Hawaii with a view to 
determining the best location for a port or ports on that coast; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
asking that Congress pass an enabling act toward giving state- 
hood to that Territory; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
petitioning that Congress do not enact measures regulating or 
prohibiting traffic in intoxicating liquors within the Territory 
of Hawaii, but that such matter of legislation be left to the leg- 
islature of said Territory; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Memorial of the State Legislature 
of Washington, relating to an appropriation to reclaim a burying 
ground on the island of San Juan; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat- 
ing to the furnishing of one boathouse with beach apparatus 
equipment at Long Beach life-saving station and one at the 
intersection of Oysterville Road with the ocean beach, the same 
distance north of said station; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat- 
ing to the construction of a waterway to connect Fidalgo Bay 
with Similk Bay and Skagit County, etc.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat 
ing to the recognition by the United States of China as a Repub- 
lic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat- 
ing to back taxes to be taxed by the State of Washington on 
property of railroads unsurveyed by the United States; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, re- 
questing that the present and existing Hanbury Channel, estab- 
lished by the War Department in 1893, be utilized, and protest- 
ing against a new channel; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat- 
ing to the construction of an additional dry dock at the Puget 
Sound Navy Yard, Bremerton, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Aiso, memorial of the Legislature of Washington, relating to 
State and Federal cooperation in forest-fire protection; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat- 
ing to an investigation of the so-called Grain Bag Trust; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Washington, urging the 
recognition of the Republic of China; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, relat- 
ing to construction of State roads through national forest re- 
serves at the expense of the United States; to the Commniitee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the State Legislature of Washington, rela‘ 
ing to urging the improvement of Grays and Wiliapa Harbors; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts: Memorial of the General 
Court of Massachusetts, urging the United States to equip the 
Charlestown Navy Yard for building and repair of vesseis of 
war; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the General Court of Massachusetts, favor- 
ing uniform legislation governing the sale of berries, cherries, 
currants, and other small fruits by standard dry measure; to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CALDER: Memorial of the Legislature of Néw York, 
asking that the customs ports of the State of New York be rees- 
tablished as existing before the Executive order abolishing 
them; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Memorial of the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the equipment of the Charlestown Navy 
Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Memorial of the Legislature of 
Rhode Island, expressing approval of the erection of a dry dock 
in Narragansett Bay; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALE: Memorial of the Legislature of New York, 
urging the improvement of waterways along south side Long 
Island from Jamaica Bay to Peconic Bay, N. Y.; to the Con- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of New York, asking Con- 
gress to increase the salaries and provide pensions for letter 
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of New York, asking Con- 
gress to reestablish the custom ports of the State of New York; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Unde. clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 226) for the relief of 
Allen Place; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) for the relief of Henry Benson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of William Roney; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) granting a pension to Henry C. Poe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) granting a pension to Elmer B. Pool; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) granting a pension to George Baxier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Dunham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 233) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 235) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard P. Wardell; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a Dill CH. R. 236) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
" sico, a bill CH. R. 237) granting an increase of pension to 
William Blackstone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 238) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester Heiner, alias Justus Hahner; to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 

\lso. a bill (CH. R. 239) granting an increase of pension to 

<ander M. Rainey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 240) granting an increase of pension to 
Neasant Wishon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (H. R. 241) for the relief of the trustees of the 


_ 


_— 


Christian Church at Missourl City, Clay County, Mo.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to examine and adjust the accounts of William R. 


ttle, or his heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians; to the Com- 
ttee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A Dill (H. R. 243) granting a pension 
, Frank Newman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 244) granting a pension to Jonathan Budd; 
o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 245) granting a pension to Catharine 
Crockett: to the Committee on Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Fronfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 247) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Sanford F. Tim- 
mons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 248) granting a pension to Thomas West; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) granting a pension to Mary OC. Kaiser; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) granting a pension to Avis Coan; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 251) granting a pension to Harry Adelbert 
Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 252) granting a pension to Mary Tagg; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 253) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Neighbor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 254) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 255) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 256) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson S. Thorp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 257) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Fockler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank 8. McKee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 260) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Sells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ditto; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 262) for the relief of Lee T. 
Kitts; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) for the relief of David H. Marney; 
to the Cemmittee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 264) for the relief of William P. Douglass; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


_—— 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 265) for the relief of Samuel Lewis; to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 266) for the relief of Joe S. Shipe; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 267) for the relief of R. M. Magill; to the | 


Committee on Claims. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 275) for the rellef of the city authorit 
of the city of Harriman, Roane County, ‘veun. 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 276) for the relief of Mrs. CG. N. Carson: 
to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 277) for the reli 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 278) for the relief of heirs of Dr 
Baker, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of M: ry A. SI feldt to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 280) for the relief of 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 281) for the relief of Walter 
berry; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) for the relief of Ramon B. Harrison; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 

Also, a bill (H. R. 283) for the relief of William § 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Harry 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of Henry B. Jones; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 286) for the relief of Annie Campbell; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 287) for the relief of Isaac A. Duncan; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


- to the Conn ce 


f of J iB 


‘; to the 


Llervey 


Frank B. Smith: to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 288) for the relief of Rev. William Jasper 
McGhee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (HL R. 289) for the relief of George T. Larkin; to 


the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) for the relief of the h 
Hommell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 291) for the rellef of Jose 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) for the relief of Frank J. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 293) for the rellef of Jeremiah Campbell 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) for the ri 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 295) for the relief of James H. Galbraith 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 296) for the relief of Marian B. Pat 
to the Committee on Clnims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) granting a pension to Henry J 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) for the relief of Martha V. Jones: to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 299) for the relief of Sarah 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of Randal! H. T: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 301) for the relief of [saac Jenkins: to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) for the rellef of William J. Oliver: to 
the Committee on Claims, 


‘irs of Ilenry 
h Roth; to the 


Roth; to 


lief of F. A. R. Scott; to 


EB. Cox; to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 303) for the relief of James H. S1 - to 
the Committee on Claims, 
A'so, a bill (H. BR. 804) for the relief of Salada M s; to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 805). for the relief of George T. Lark 
to the Committee on Claims 


Also, a bill (H. R. 806) for the relief of EB. L. George: to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 307) for the relief of La Fayette M 
| land; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) for the relief of John § to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) for the relief of Th A. Hill: to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 268) for the relief of George T. Larkin; to | 


the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 269) for the relief of Clarrissa H, Tipton; | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 270) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Allcorn; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 271) for the relief of John M. Dailey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 272) for the relief of George Marion Gaut: 


’ 


to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (Hl. R. 273) for the relief of Charles Baum; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 274) for the relief of George T. Larkin; to 
the Committee on Claims, 


| way Mail Clerk Bruce Hodge; to the Committee on C 





the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 810) for the relief of James Widener; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of George Lane: to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 312) for the relief of estate of M: 


Camak, deceased; to the Committ: ) 
Also, a bill (H. R. 318) for the relief of the « 


of William H. Turley, deceased; to the ¢ 
Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 


A. Mabry; to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 315) for the relief of the family of 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 316) to correct the military record of 
James H. Thompson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 317) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Sampson Carroll; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 318) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Samuel Robbins; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 319) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Samuel McKamey; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 320) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Gilbert C. Smith; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 8321) to correct the war record of Calvin 
Fielden; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 322) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H. Shillings; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. RR. 323) to correct the war record of G. W. 
Swanay; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 324) to correct the military record of 
George A. Tillett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 825) to correct the military record of 
James H. Beal; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 326) to correct the military record of 
James A. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 327) to correct the military record of L. D. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 328) to correct the war record of George 
Washington Pevyhouse; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

o, a bill CH. R. 329) to eevrect the war record of Samuel 
Braden; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) to correct the record of Roadman V. 
surleson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 331) for the allowance of certain claims 
under the Tucker and Bowman Acts; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) to grant a discharge to Benjamin F. 
Cheatham; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) to grant an honorable discharge to 
T. J. Murphy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 354) granting an honorable discharge and 
back pay to William C. Chandler; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. h. 335) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the claim of Henry J. Kinzel; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 336) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of Isaac 
Tipton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of John G. Henson, 
adiministrator, ete.; to the Committee on War “la‘ms. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 338) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George Washington; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Alkanah Ballinger; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) to remove the charge of desertion 
against David J. Collins; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Pleasant M. Chapman; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 342) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Lawson; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 343) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Ben Graves; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John C. White; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 345) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George W. Chambers; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 346) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Creed F’, Casteel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 347) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against H. B. Jones; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also. a bill (CH. R. 348) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Alexander English; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 349) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Samuel 8. Caldwell; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 350) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Gideon Taylor; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against George W. Mabry; to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 352) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Hugh Washam; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 353) to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing against Thomas Martin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Henry Gregg; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
standing against John 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 356) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Mark Seiber; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 357) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Jerry Fritts; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill 
standing against William A. Morgan; 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) to remove the charge of desertio: 
standing against Henry Wallace; to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 860) to remove the charge. of desertion 
standing against John W. Bennett; to the Committee on Mi 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) to remove the charge of desert i: 
standing against Ranson Fritts; to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 362) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Derious O. Bibee; to the Committee on Mi 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 363) to muster John Curtis as captain 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) to muster in and muster out Wilson 
W. Duncan, late of the Volunteer Army, Civil War; to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) to muster out and grant an honoral!e 
discharge to Sampson McGhee; to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 366) granting a pension to Samuel Thom: 
Smith, alfas Thomas Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pei 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to the minor heirs 
of Elisha Darity; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 368) granting a pension to Mattie R. Wi! 
loughby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) granting a pension to Nancy Lay; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 370) granting a pension to Zack Amis; | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) granting a pension to Martha C. Ita) 
field: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 372) granting a pension to Elihu Wilburn: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 375) granting a pension to Nancy A. Robbs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 374) granting a pension to Mary A. Shar); 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 375) granting a pension to Lucy Artis; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 376) granting a pension to Lewis Adkin:; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 377) granting a pension to Edward Goings; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) granting a pension to Andrew Baird: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 379) granting a pension to Othello T. 
Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 380) granting a pension to Sue C. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 381) granting a pension to Frank Romine: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Sarah Duncan: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


355) to remove the charge of desertion 
St. Clair; to the Committee on Military 


(H. R. 3858) to remove the charge of desertion 
to the Committee on 


sarton; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 388) granting a pension to Nancy Arn 


Ray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 384) granting a pension to Serelda Day; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 385) granting a pension to Henry Kline; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 386) granting a pension to Ada G. North- 
ern: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 387) granting a pension to James M. 
Keeton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 888) granting a pension to D. W. Crawford ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also. a bill (CH. R. 889) granting a pension to Anna Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 390) granting a pension to Thomas PB. 
Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to John H. Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 392) granting a pension to James W. 
Mitchell: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 893) granting a pension to Sallie 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 395) granting a pension to Mary E. Witt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) granting a pension to Daniel Cahill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) granting 
Smithers; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to George Wells; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 899) granting a pension to 
Cheatham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 400) granting a pension to Polly Nelson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) granting a pension to 
Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 402) granting a pension to Joseph A. Bray; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 403) granting a pension to Malissa C. 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) granting a pension to Frank Medlin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) granting a pension to Alonzo Shoot- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) granting a pension to Daniel Best; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 407) granting : 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 408) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Oglesby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


taker; 


a pension to Martha 


to 


Thomas 


senjamin 


Also, 


} 
i 


pension to Helen Grant; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 409) granting a pension to Jane Henry; | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 410) granting a pension to Polly A. Blair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Jennie M. Dye; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 412) granting a pension to R. H. Welch; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 413) granting a pension to James C. Neil; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 414) granting a pension to Samuel 
Thacker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 415) granting a pension to Martha Talley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


H. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 416) granting a pension to Samuel Green; | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417) gra.ting a pension to David M. Bates; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) granting a pension to E. L. Watkins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 419) granting a pension to Martha Patter- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 420) granting a pension to John Green; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) granting a pension to Albert S. Kear- 
ney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 422) granting a pension to Addie Jones; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) granting a pension to James Henson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Mary A. Bron- 
s0n; to the Committee on Invalid Pensians. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) granting a pension to Sarah J. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (CH. R. 


426) granting a pension to Lou FE. Gr to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) granting a pension to Katherine 
Vines; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 428) granting a ‘sion to Margaret Jane 
Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 429) granting a pension to J 1 MeGhee; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 480) granting a pension to Burrell F, 
Badget; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 431) granting a pension to Flem B. Dun- 


can; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 482) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 438) granting a pension to Alice Robert- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) granting a pension to Swanzy N. Ken- 
nedy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) granting a pension to William H. 
Shillings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 486) granting a pension to James F. 


Pryor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 487) granting a pension to James C. Clax- 
ton; to the Committee on Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to Thomas Kehoe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) granting a pension to J. S. Grubb; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 440) granting a pension to M. Belle Houk; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 441) granting a pension to William 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 442) granting a pension to Sabra Shoot- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 448) granting a pension to John L. John- 


son; to the Committee on Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 444) granting a pension to William Hutch- 
eson, alias William King; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 445) granting a pension to Frank 
fith; to the Committee on Invalid Ve 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) granting a pension t 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


C. Grif- 


ISiODS., 


o Sarah Brimer; 


, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 447) granting a pension to George W. 
Edwards; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) granting a pension to Jesse L. Riggs 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 449) granting a pension to George Graham; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 450) granting a pension to John Metler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 451) granting a pension to Wilson W. 
| Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (HI. R. 452) granting a pension to Masina Good- 
} man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
|} Also, a bill (H. R. 453) granting a pension to George W. 
| Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 454) granting a pension to William G 
Blanton; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 455) granting a pension to It Dillard; 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 456) granting a pension to I sa Ct 
| Chesney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 457) granting a pension to Wi n May; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 458) granting a pension to §S i J. Blair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 459) granting a pension to John R, 
Kerley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 460) granting a pension to Cleopatra Hen- 


shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 461) granting a pension to Mary Melta- 
barger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 462) granting a pension to John W. 
Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 463) granting a pension to Daniel R. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to George W. 


Hatcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 465) granting a pension 
Knight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 466) granting a pension to Isaac Price; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 467) granting a pension to 
Tindle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to Harriet J. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 468) granting a pension to Mitchell Fritts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Jane Roberts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 470) granting a pension to Mollie Car- 
michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 471) granting a pension to John T. Mocka- 
bee; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 472) granting a pension to William R. 
Phillipa; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 473) granting a pensi 
low; to the Committee on Pensions, 
Also, a bill (U1. R. 474) granting a pension 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 475) granting a 
Weight; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (H. R. 476) granting a pension to Jennie Adkins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 477) granting a pension 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 478) granting a pension to William 
Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 479) granting a pension to Jane Taylor; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 480) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Norwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 481) granting a pension to James C. 
Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 482) granting a pension to Charles N. 
Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 483) granting a pension to J: 
ford; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 484) granting a pension to Mrs. D. C. Rus- 
sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 485) granting a pension to Susan King; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 486) granting a pension to Frank Tucker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a biil (H. R. 487) granting a pension to John H 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to L 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 489) granting a pension to Eliza 
he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to William Jasper 
McGhee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 491) granting a pension to Jane Turner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 492) granting a pension to Henrietta E. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 493) granting a pension te Rachel Baird; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 494) granting a pension 
McGee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 495) granting a pension 
Hartly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 496) granting a pension to Daniel Burkett: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 497) granting a pension 
nolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 498) grenting a pension to Alfred Mc- 
Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Addie Car- 
michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 500) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Donnelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 501) granting a 
Hienny; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 502) granting a pension 
Henny; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to Mary Keith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 504) granting a pension to Harry Harwell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 505) granting a pension to Emma Mc- 
Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 506) granting a pension to Laura Housley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 507) granting a pension to Frank Wright; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 508) granting a pension fo George A. 
fJoring: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 509) granting a pension to James P. 
McLain; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 510) granting a pension to Mary E. Cox; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 511) granting a pension to Nancy Lay; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) granting a pension to Nancy A. Bum- 
gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 513) granting a pension to George M. D. 
Miser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 514) granting a pension to Sarah Donahoo; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to Nancy P. 
Devault; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 516) granting a pension to Jane Gentry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) granting a pension to James M. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) granting a pension to Pearl Jones; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 519) granting a pension to Lawson 
Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 520) granting a pension to Victoria Blan- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 521) granting a pension to George A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 522) granting a pension to Thomas Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 523) granting a pension to George A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 524) granting a pension to Mike Cat- 
tarine; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 525) granting a pension to Tirza BE. B. 
Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) granting a pension to Rachel M. 
McNeilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) granting a pension to Benjamin 


J. 


val 
Wardell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 528) granting a pension to Isaac B. Price; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5380) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew Goddard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 531) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Fielden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) granting an iuecrease of pension 
George C. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bjll (H. R. 5384) granting an increase of pension 
Nathaniel T. Gourley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 535) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel G. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 536) granting an increase of pension 
Fletcher Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 587) granting an increase of pension 
John Ridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) granting an increase of pension 
James IF. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 539) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis T. Custer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph M. Squibb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 541) granting an increase of pension 
Moses R. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew G. Kitts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) granting an increase of pension 
Nancy Sexton; to the Committee an Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 544) granting an increase of pension | 
James ©, McConnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 545) granting an increase of pension 
Elizabeth Hughett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546): granting an increase of pension 
Absalom P, Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 547) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) granting an increase of pension | 
James Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) granting an increase of pension 
Louise Meyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Luttrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 551) granting an increase of pension 
Richard Porterfield; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 552) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 553) granting an increase of pension 
Matthew Bunch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 554) granting an increase of pension to 


James Ivy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5dS) 
Alexander R. Long; to the 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 556) 
Elisha Disney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 557) cranting an increase of pension 


Committee on Pensions. 


Christopher C. Popejoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 558) granting an increase of pension 
Fannie 8. Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 559) granting an increase of pension 
; Also, a bill (H. R. 560) granting an increase of pension 
«ylvester Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. bill (H. R. 561) granting an increase of persion 
Emanuel Pollard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 562) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (71. R. 563) granting an increase of pension 
William B. Seaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) granting an increase of pension 
Rufus Conger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 565) granting an increase of pension 
Jvhn Bullock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Kidd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 567) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Fielden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) granting an increase of pension 
John H. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Edens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 570) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 571) granting an increase of pension 
James Shelby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensicens. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 572) granting an increase of pension 
Robert A. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid VPensio 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 578) granting an increase of pensicn 
Stephen Hocks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 574) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph M. Squibb; to the Committee on Invalid Vension: 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 575) granting an increase of pevsion 
A. J. Pedigo: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) granting an increase of persion 
Thomas W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) granting an increase of persion 

Keeble: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 579) granting an increase of persion 
Christian Schaick;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 580) grantmg an inerease of pension 
Maggie E. Atkinson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) granting an increase of pensicn 
James M. Freeman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) granting an increase of pension 
James D. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 583) granting an increase of pension 


Also, a 


Samuel 


ns, 


Charles Davis, alias Charles Russell; to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 584) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Harris; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensi 

Also, a bill CH. R. 585) granting an of pevsion 
Johniker L. Mynatt; to the Committee on Invzlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Byerley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 587) granting an increase of pension 
Ferguson Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) granting an increase of pension 
Alex B. Tadlock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) granting an increase of pension 
Orlin L. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew J. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) granting an increase of pension 
Abner Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew J. Dupes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) granting an increase of pension 
Jerome Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Boles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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granting an increase of pension to 


granting an inerease of pension to | 


James Finley Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 596) granting an increase of pension 
John Marney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 597) granting an increase of pension 


Benjmin Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 598) granting 


Ven 


an incrense ol 


ions 


pension 


| Elijah Cates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 599) granting an increase of pension to 
| William Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to! Also, a bill (H. R. 600) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hutchinson; to the Committee on Invalid Vensio1 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 601) granting an increase of p< 
John H. Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 602) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Brooks; to the Committee on Pensions. 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 603) granting an increase of peusion to 
| John M. Letsinger;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
CO | Also, a bill (H. R. 604) granting an increase of pension to 
| Hilery Humphery, alias Umphus; to the Committee on Invalid 
to | Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (HL. R. 605) granting an increase of pension to 
to | John Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 606) granting an increase of pensien to 
tO | William A. McClure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 607) granting an increase of pension to 
‘0 | Emanuel Netherway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
} Also, a bill (H. R. 608) granting an increase of pension to 
to | Alexander Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 609) granting an increase of pension to 
to | Joel Dotson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 610) granting an increase of pension to 
to | Jerome B, Hendricks; to the Committee on Pensions. 
|} Also, a bill (H. R. 611) granting an increase of pension t 
to | Julian Barger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 612) granting an increase of pension to 
to | John J. Duff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
|} <Also, a bill (H. R. 618) granting an increase of pension to 
to | Thomas W. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (II. R. 614) granting an increase of pension to 
to | Thomas L. Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (11. R. 615) granting an increase of pension to 
to | Nancy ©. Kirk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
;} Also, a bill (HL. R. 616) granting an increase of pension 
to | Eli B. Miner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 617) granting an increase of yy on to 
to | Benjamin H. Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (CH. R. GIS) granting an increase of pension to 
tO | Hazlewood A. C. Bradfute; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 619) granting an inerease of pension 
John Dunahoo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 620) granting an increase of pensi 
| Luvernia Newport; to the Committee on Invalid Ix ‘ 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 621) granting an inecrense of pension t 
|} Calvin Patterson; to the Committee on DPensions 
to | Also, a bill (H. BR. 622) granting an increase « sion 
| William R. Kidd: to the Committee on Invalid Ts 
00 | Also, a bill (TL R. 623) granting an increase of pens 
| Gilbert Zacbary; to the Committee on Invalid P 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 624) granting an inerease of pension to 
Linsey LH. Fields; to the Committee on Inv lid Ve 
Also, a bill (H. R. 625) granting an increase of pension to 
tO | Thurman H. Rodeheaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
sions. 
to Also, a bill (HL. R. 626) granting an increase of x 
Thomas M. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 627) granting an increase of } 0 
Thomas J. Bales; to the Committee on Inv ! Per 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 628) granting an increase of pension to 
| Thomas W. Devaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to | Also, a bill (HH. R. 629) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis H. Whitson; to the Committee on Pensions 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 630) granting an increase of pensi 
| Walter Moore: to the Committee on Pensions. 
to } Also, a bill (H. R. 631) granting an increase of pension 
Silas Arthur; te the Committee on Invalid Pension 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 632) granting an increase of pension to 
| William G. Selvidge; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 6838) granting an increase of pension to 
| Barnard J. Irwin; to the Committee on Pensions 
to Also, a bill (H. R. 684) granting an increase of pension to 
| William €. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to| Also, a bill (H. R. 635) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Greer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to | Also, a bill (H. R. 686) granting an increase of pension to 


| Lycurgus Peltier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 





i 











Also, a bill (i. R. 637) granting an increase of pension 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 


\ { ill (H. R. 688) granting an increase of pension 
VW rT. Sim to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘ (H. R. 639) granting an increase of pension 
Ir hears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Al a (Hi. R. 640) granting an increase of pension 
J | : to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 641) granting an increase of pension 
( W ‘ ney: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
iso, a | Hl. R. 642) granting an increase of pension 
J II. § ] to the Committee on Invalid P: ns 
il (ea. 3 643) granting an increase of pe sion 
A ! \ ll; to the Committee on Invalid P ns 
| (H. R. 644) granting an increase of pension 
J ! a DF to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
’ al (H. R. 645) gr t ry an inc se < pension 
] It raso 0 ! ( mittee on In 1 I iSIONS, 
a | (H. R. 646) granting an incre e of pension 
Mary A. ] { » the Comn e on Invalid Pensions. 
(Hi. R. 647) granting an increase of pension 
J \ nd to the Committee on In id Pensions. 
bi (H. R. 648) granting an increase of pension 
f . 2 I 1: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(1f. R. 649) granting an increase of 


* Comm 


pension 


ttee on Invalid Pensions 





] of pension 
A IK ions. 
a | e of pension 
" CR Pensions. 
\ bi of pension 
TI oO. B Pen ns. 
} of pension 
Ti ] S ~ 
oO bill se of pension 
John M. Letsi n Pe ns. 
Also, b H. R. 655) granting an incre of pension 
James Culley; to the Committee on Invalid P: nus 
A] bill (H. R. 656) granting an inc » of pension 
Alexander Bright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 657) granting an increase of pension 
William W. Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
Also, a bill (H. R. 658) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel M. Liggett; to the Cor ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a sill (H. R. 659) granting an in ase of pension 
Alexander Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also bill (H. R. 660) granting an increase of pension 
: Ke to » Commit >on Iny 1’ 
Also, § ‘bill (H. R. 661) granting an increase of pension 
» . 4 I to the ( l ee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a (H. R. 662) granting an increase of pension 
T M. W. Ke to the Committee on 1 ilid Pensions. 


Als a bill (H. R. 663) granting an increase of pension 


to the Committ 


R. 664) granting an incr e of pension 

V \ n; to the Cor tee on | 1 Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) granting an of pension 
Peter Pierce; to t ( ittee on Invalid ; 

\ f | (H. R. 666) gran y an of pension 
R Hurtt; to the ¢ 1 Invalid’ Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) granti in ij ease of pension 
Ce Wilhite: to the ¢ mittee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a | (HH. BR. z E i of pension 
Will m i: to the ¢ j on in 1 Pe sions. 

Also. a l (H. R. 669) granting an incre of pension 
William H. Warner; to the Co! ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a } (H. R. 670) granting an increase of pension 
Cha Gentry: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A H. R. 671) zg iting an increase of pension 
T) to i Com e on Invalid Pensions. 


y I ‘anting an pension 
W : ' ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: rantir an increa pension 


Thom: :t on It 1 Pensions. 


7 H. R 7 ag an increase of pension 
John W. ¢ thet to the ¢ mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
a? ? ' | ’ 


Also, ¢ ' i an ‘ease of pension 
Mary E “ingle: t Co itree on Invalid Pensions 
; i. R. 676) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew Covington: to t Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alsc (Hi. R granting an increase of penston 
Christian Shores; nmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 678) grantin, an increase of pension 
Joseph Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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John Patrick; to the C 


Julia E. Angel 


Also, a bill (H. R. 679) granting an increase of pension to 
Spencer H. Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Rigsby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Roe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert N. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 684) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah 8S. Conway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. McKelvey, alias Jackson Burk; to the Committee « 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) granting an increase of pension to 
Bruce Clifton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Summay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Prosise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) granting an increase of 
John Lobach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 692) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie P. Gage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 695) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas G. Pardue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Osborn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 698) granting an increase of pension to 
t; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

(Ht. R. 699) granting an increase of pension to 
ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

700) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
701) granting an increase of pension to 
; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) granting an ine 
James W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (HL. R. 
William P. Tutterow; 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 


mse of pension to 





I sion to 

Theodore S. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 704) granting an increase of 
Samuel B. Montgomery; to the Cor 
Also, a bill (H. R. 705) granting 


ons, 
pension 


mittee on Invalid Pension 


. g an increase of pension to 
Joel Thomason; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bi (Ii. R. 706) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Hutcheson; to the Committee on 





Invalid Pensio1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 707) granting an increase of pension to 
G. W. Blakley; to the Committee on Pensim 

Also, a bil mg. F granting an icrease of pension 
Alexander Eckel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) granting an increase of pension 
the ( mmittee on Inval d lVensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) granting an increase of pension 
A. Kilen Graves; to the Committee on In id Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) gran‘ing an increase of pension 
Alford Baker; to the Committ 

Also, a bill (H. I 





e on Invalid Pensions. 


t. 712) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Shields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 713) granting an i: s2se of nension to 
W. A. Herrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 714) eran‘i an ineresse of pension to 
James Vandergriff;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 715) granting : sn of 1 sion to 
James M. Li the Committee on Th d Pension 
Also, 716) granting an iners of pension to 
William N. the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Ellison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 718) granting an increase of pension to 


Joseph Simmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore 8, Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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granting an increase of pension to 
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McLane; to the Committee on 
Also. a bill (CH. R. 721) 
Samuel Henry: to the Commit ee on 
(H. R. 722) gra 
to the Committee on 
(H. R. 723) gri 
to the Cor 
(H. R. 724) granting an pension to 
ssady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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ell: to the Comn 
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A bill 
I e) Main; 
bill 
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mting an 


ittee on Invalid Pensions. 


increase of pension to 


Also, a bi R. 726) granting an increase of pension to 
TT) Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘ i bill (CH. R. 727) granting an increase of pension to 
4 [. Cottrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to 
es W. Hall: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (Hl. R. 729) granting an increase of pension to 
Finger: to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
a bill (H. R. 730) granting an increase of pension to 
( hi \! 1° tl ( ( I iF oO} 
Aliso. a bill (BH. R. 731) granting an increase of pension to 
H L. Cox: to the ¢ nmittes id Pensions. 
Iso, a DIN) CHL. R. 732) er an increase of pension to 
R rt W. Gibbs: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Aliso, a bill (H. R. 738) granting an increase of pension to 
W am H. Hubble: to the Committee on Pens Ss 
Also, a bill (H. R. 734) granting an inerease of pension to 
Alex der Wyrik k: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (AH. R. 735) granting an increase of pension to 
J D. Mater: to the Committee on Inv d Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 736) granting an increase of pension to 
A w T. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid DPensior 


a bill (H 


, R. 737) granting an increase of pension to 
J V Mays; to the Committee on In lid Pensions 
Also, a bill (AH. R. 738) granting an incresse of pension to 
I oe Lively ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen Ty 
Also. a bill CH. R. 7389) granting an increase of pension to 
J Cc. Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 740) 
D Ss 

Also, a 
George W 


AISO, a 
Elizabeth 


granting an increase of 
Fox; to the Committee on Invalid 
bill (H. R. 741) granting an pension to 
Arms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to 
Leinart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 748) granting an in pension to 
Alexander MeNabb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 744) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. Bumgardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 745) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 746) granting an 
Henry MeMahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to 
min St. Clair; to the Committee on Ll 
» a bill (H. R. 748) granting an 
John A. Smith; to the Commi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
Hamilton; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 750) granting an 
Godfrey D. Sanders; to the ¢ Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 751) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Washam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 
Also, a bill (H. R. 752) granting an increase of 
James Eldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 753) granting an increase of 
John Hayden; to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 754) granting an increase of 
William Mooney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R increase of pension to 
ija tichardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 756) granting 
Jobn Daugherty, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 757) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrena M. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 758) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 759) granting an increase of pension to 
James §. Yarnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 760) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Mabry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
wane a bill (H. R. 761) granting an increase of 
vesiey Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 762) grant » ine f ) 
Caswell! Seamore: to the ¢ ! In\ I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 763) grar I s rf yy ) 
Benjumin F. Houston: to the ¢ 1 | 1 

Also, a bill (H. R, 764) gran ‘ to 








Howell E. Freeland; 





Also, a bill (H. R. 765) 2 
Wi m Lanal I 

Also, a bill Y ni ) 
George W. A ( 

Also, a bill ! ) 
hk 1B to Cor ‘ 

Also, a | (H. R. 76 
Thomas M. Ranki to Cx 

Als« a | : (3 atid) ] } ) 
Robert Joh 

Also, a I (H. R. 770) 
Jani \dams: to 1 ( } 

Als ‘ } (11. i? il 
John N, I t ! 

\ls i | = 4 
Prior P. I l t ‘ j 

\ l b ] H i ii } 
LR. Db to ul Co Inv a 

a bill (H. R i4 eT 
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\ 1 bill (H,. R. 775) ¢ ) 
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Also, a | (HH. R. 77 
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\l se 1 bill (H. R. 780) gi i 0 ‘ 
ie t the Con ittee on | | 

Als 1 bill (H. R. 781) granting an 
\ MI. J ( ( on | © 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) granting an Se « 
( tte J. Triy e Lewis: to the Com! eon P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) granting an iners of we n 
Thomas W. Brown; to the Committee on It 2 

Also, a bill (H. R 784) grant £#an ll I ( ‘ n ) 
I b. Beals; to 1 Comm e on Invalid I 

Also, a bi (H. R. 785) granting an ‘ to 
Lew M. Mos t ( mmitte on In i | 

Also. a bill (H. R. 786) granting an in f t 
Ys GJ ham; to the Committe 1 In i] 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) granting an ! f | 1 
Selena Brewer; to the Committee on Inv i Pens 3 

Also, a bil (H. R. 78S) granting an it ‘ e of | on 
David Han n: to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 789) granting ap Increase of pe n to 
Wy! ‘Vv Oglesby to the Committe 1 | I 

\} a b (H. R. 790) 2 t } 
William M. Ivans; to the ¢ 1 I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) z r ! ) 
Mary A. Clawson; to the C e on | P 

Also, a bi (H. R. 792) y to 
Frazier McDonald; to the Con on PP 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) granting } ! f to 
Richard P. C} dler; to the ¢ t l 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) f to 
Derris Gregg; to the Com 1" 

Also, a wil (H. R 795) } 1 to 
Barzilla 7 I lay; to ( on | 1 I 

Also, a bill .(H. R. 796) } ‘ ( 1 to 
Alfred M. ¢ x: to the ¢ I 1 | ) 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 797) gy an ine I 
John Farmer; to the C ( I i | 

Also, a | (H. R. 798) gt f ) 
Jan Eldrid to the ¢ I 

Also, a | (H. R. 799) ¢ in 
William G. French; to the ¢ 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 800) gt f ) 
Abner D. Rutherford; to the ¢ ee oO! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) f f of 


Committee on Invalid Per ns, 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (HT. R. S02) 
to Laura Hol ! 
Also, a bill 
the C 


stein Hror 
(H. R. 805) 5 l 


ommittee on Vensio 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 804) granting a pension to Herman J. Also, a bill (H. R. 845) granting a pension to James M, 
Wacker; to the Committee on Pensions. Fiynn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. It. 805) granting a pension to Elizabeth Also, a bill (H. R. 846) granting an increase of pension to 
Miaurer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. William C. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80G) granting a pension to Andrew J. Also, a bill (H. R. 847) granting an increase of pension to 
liriggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Harrison D. Hickok; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 807) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 848) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Bieger; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions. William M. Deaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 808) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 849) granting an increase of pension to 
Klizabeth Wolfe; to the Committee on Pensions. William H. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 809) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 850) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvis C. J. Sick; to the Committee on Pensions. John Zollars; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HW. R. 810) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 851) for the. relief of the legal represen nta- 
Andrew J. Adamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tives of Napoleon B. Giddings; to the Committee on War 

Also, a bili (H. R. 811) for the relief of Eulalie Shores; to | Claims. 
the Committee on War Claims. 3y Mr. BULKLEY: A bill (H. R. 852) granting a pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) for the rellef of Mrs. H. C. Sankey; | Asher P. Anspacher; to the Committee on Pensions. 
to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 853) granting a pension to Anna Margaret 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) for the relief of Lena Schmieder; to | Lynskey; to the Committee on Pensions. 
the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 854) granting a pension to Millie B. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 814) for the relief of Capt. George W. | Spooner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Murray; to the Committee on Claims. By Mr. BURKBE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 855) grant- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) for the relief of Henry Hirschberg; | ing a pension to Henry Sparman; to the Committee on Pensions. 
to the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 856) for the relief of Sophia Herbert; to 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 816) to correct the military record of | the Committee on Claims. 

Abraham Hoover; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 857) for the relief of Levi L. Conright; to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 817) to correct the military record of | the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Nicholas Lochboehler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 858) for the relief of Thomas BP. Philips; 
by Mr. BARTLETT: A bill CH. R. 818) granting a pension to | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Ed Schlueter; to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 859) granting 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) granting a pension to James Spear; | a pension to Julia Ferber; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to the Committee on Pensions. slons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $20) granting a pension to Eli Thomas; to Also, a bill (H. R. 860) granting a pension to Siama Gilbert; 
the Committee on Pensions, | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (i. R. 821) granting a pension to Clarence B. Also, a bill (H. R. 861) granting a pension to Mary J. Cham- 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions, bers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) granting a pension to Douglas M. Also, a bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Sarah E. Col 
Weems; to the Committee on Pensions, man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting a pension to Mrs. Idus Also, a bill (H. R. 863) granting a pension to Catharine 
Chambers; to the Committee on Pensions. Beard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) granting a pension to John G. Kim- Also, a bill (H. R. 864) granting a pension to Mary Stultz; 
brough; to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 825) granting a pension to William Ste- Also, a bill (H. R. 865) granting a pension to Carl Roepke; 
phan, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) granting a pension to Byron J. Hunt; Also, a bill (H. R. 866) granting a pension to Jennie DBD. 
to the Committee on Pensions. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 827) granting a pension to Charles Laven- Also, a bill (H. R. 867) granting a pension to Emma Steele; 
der; to the Committee on Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) granting a pension to Mamie R. Also, a bill (H. R. 868) granting a pension to Mary Schmidt; 
Grant; to the Commiitee on Pensions. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 829) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 869) granting a 
Kdgar T, Lassiter; to the Committee on Pensions. pension to Samuel Faust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. BURKH of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 870) granting an 
Sarah L. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. increase of pension to Frederick Strasburg; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) for the relief of Philip Epstein, Mor- Invalid Pensions 
decai David, Henry Stein, Julius Louis, and Herman Somers; to Also, a bil! (H. R. 871) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on War Claims. [ Elvin A. Estey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. Dunn,|/ Also, a bill (H. R. 872) granting an increase of pension to 
formerly Mrs. 8. A. Mitchell; to the Committee on War Claims. | paward J. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 833) for the relief of Pinkney Persons; to} ajso, a bill (H. R. 873) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on War Claims. ‘ : Fannie 8. Chambers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of Jordan Also, a bill (H. R. 874) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyons, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. Helen M, Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) for the relief of the heirs of L. G. Also, a bill (H. R. 875) granting an increase of pension to 
Brantley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. James L. Ackley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a btil (H. R. 836) for the relief of the heirs and legal Also, a bill (H. R. 876) granting an increase of pension to 
represeniatives of William N. Dickson, deceased; to the Com- Margaret Berg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
mittee on War Claims. 1 wee ' { 

, os , ., Also, a bill (H. R. 877) granting an increase of pension to 
J om. © ee ae - a of the heirs of R. W. Elizabeth Sadaiens to the Committee on Invalid Peniiena 
emison,; to e Ut i eG 8. - 7 j snsio / 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) for the relief of the heirs of James | yy A180, 9 Dill CH ere ae tes a Tavalld Pensions 
Roberts, late of Jasper County, Ga.; to the Committee on Claims. Ales a bill (i. R. 879) granting an increase of pension to 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 839) nor the relief of the estate of Dr. Ernest Heidenreiter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

J. M. Curry, deceased; to the ¢ ominittee on War Claims, Also, a bill (H. R. 880) to remove the charge of desertion 
By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 840) granting @| 4 -ainst John L. Kelley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
pension to Alvah H. Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. LDER: A bill (H. R. 881 ti Mietee of 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 841) granting a pension to| By Mr. CALDER: A bill C a a eee e a ee 
Mary E. Dougherty, widow, ‘and _ minor children of Frank oo to Annis Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Yougherty ; to the Committee on Pensions. . . i, 

' Also, a bill (H. R. 842) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 882) for the relief of Charles Wouters; to 

William S. Nash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Naval Affairs, lef of 
Also, a bill (H. R. 843) granting a pension to John Glaback;! By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 883) for the relief o 


to the Cominittee on Pensions. Charles W. Munn; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to William A. By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 884) granting a pension to 
Rappelye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Benjamin C. Condon; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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o, a bill (H. R. S989) to remove the 


charge of de tion | well; the 4 1] 
| the military record of Thom W. Moore and grant him | Also, a t (H. R. 941) 
i an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Dillon; to the ¢ tee on I 1 i’ 
; By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 900) for the relief of James Also, a bill (H. R. 942) 
] n:; to the Committee on War Claims. |} Joel H. Morgan; to the ¢ on lt 
Also, a bill (H. R. 901) for the relief of William Kk 33 | Also, a | (H. R ! ) 





to the Committee on War Claims. J ‘ VV ns: to the Cor ‘ mn It 
a bill (H. R. 902) for the relief of the city of Racine, | Aliso, a bill (H. R 


’ | ) 
Wis.: to the Committee on Claims Natl 1] Seen iy 
. abil (CH. R. 908) for the relief of Milton S. Harrington; | Also i bill H. R ) ) 
to the Committee on Clain | Charles B. K mn: tot on I d } 
\!Iso, a bill (H. R. 904) for the relief of William A. Persons; Also, a bill (H. R. Hf ) 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. James M. Kirk: to the C :! dP 
Also, a bill CH. R. 905) for the further relief of Hans Peter Also, a bil H. R. 94 





i ) 
Guttormsen; to the Committee on Claims. John Keen; to the I 
\lso, a bill (HA. R. 906) for the relief of the heirs of Patrick Also, a b (Ti ) 
~ van: to the Committee on War Claims James EF. 8S} 
Also, a bill (H. R. 907) granting pension to R \lso b H. R. 949 n 
to the Committee on Pensions. | J Ht. Ornd { 
\lso,a bill (HL. R. 908) granting a pension to Electa Paradise; Also, a bill (HL. BR. 950) ¢ f ) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Fr: s M. Ne - to the Cor ee on I 11 
a bill (11. R. 909) granting a pension to James J. Held; Also, a bill (H. R. 951 ting 1 
to the Committee on Pensions R Ss. Mel ( 
a bill (H. R. 910) granting a pension to Frank M. Oison; Als i bill (H. R. 9 ) 
to e Committee on Pensions John T. I 
a bill (H. R. 911) granting an increase of pension to \] fl (H. Rk 
Elbert f&. Hill: te the Committee on Pensions Clavborn ¢ 


By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 912) for the relief of Bruce Also, a b H. R 1) 

C. Payne; to the Committee on Military Affairs Josinh As ( dap 
Also, a bill (H. R. 918) for the relief of Andrew W. Sears, | Also, a b (I 

deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Hannah R e ( 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 914) fer the relief of John J. Helden; | Also, a (H. R ( 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Mary 1 Bel ‘ 





A a bill (H R. 915) for the relief f David Nit 2s to VIS ab iH I i) 
the Committee on Military irs. J G. I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 916) the relief of John Donnelly, de Also, a | (H. Rk 


ceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs Jol Se 


Also, a bill (H. R. 917) granting an increase of pension to Roy Also, a (Hi r) ) 
E. Knight; to the Committee on Pensions. G ! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) granting an increase of pension to Also bill (il 
Hattie A. Vaughan; to the Committee on invalid Px ions Aart Si 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) granting an inere » of pension to By Mr. ¢ . 


William Garvean: to the Committee on Pensions. Maud | 








\lso, a bill (H. R, 920) er: n in » of pe 1 t Also, a I 
Join Hennings: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to c 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 921) er: ing a pension to Al ©. P Y ‘ t. TR. 
nitz; to the Committee on Pe ns, no to 
Also, a bill (11. R. 922) granting a pension to Emma Carpen \lso i 
ter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensicus. elatm of Cynuthi rn. B 
Also, a bil (If. R. 923) granting a pension to Harriet Sqnier; Also, a bi H.R to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Cc J. I ‘ 
Also, a bil (if. RR. 924) grenting, a pension to Charlott By Mr. DAVIS of 4} \ 1 Lt ) sa 





McConnell; to the Committee on Pensions, | pension to Mary Nachbar; to the ¢ iD 
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By 
record of John Halpin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 967) to correct the naval 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) granting pensions to volunteer 
Army nurses of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a 
Andrew 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 970) to correct the military record of 
Daniel Graeher; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


bill 


Given, 


(H. R. 969) 
alias Dugan; 


to correct the military record of 
to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 971) to correct the military record of 
Timothy A. Maher; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Logue; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) to correct the military record of | 
James Lanahan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) to correct the military record of 
James Kane; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) to correct the military record of 
William H. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) to correct the military record of 
Samuel Jackaway; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget McAloon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel F. Foley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Gentner; to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) granting an increase of pension to 


Richard Gennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Tipton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) granting a pension to John F. Cass- 
edly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (1. R. 988) granting an increase of pension to 
Roland Savage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Ti. R. 984) granting a pension to Johanna F. 
Weand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting a pension to Patrick J. 
Costello;:to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) granting a pension to Arabella S. 
Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) granting a pension to George C. 
Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude Stroehline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 989) granting a pension to Gottfried J. 
Maier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 990) granting a pension to Anna Jones; to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) granting a pension to Angeline Hop- 
kin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R, 992) granting a pension to Michael Ar- 
nold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 998) granting a pension to Ellen Murphy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 994) granting a pension to Francis A. 
Grennuen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 995) granting a pension to William Cos- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) granting a pension to Albert F., 
Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 997) granting a pension to Edward J. 
Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 998) granting a pension to Annie Hewson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) for the relief of William Mourer; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1000) for the relief of Annie McColgan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 1001) for the relief of 
the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) for the relief of Thomas J. Wood- 
ward, surviving receiver of the New Orleans Towboat Associa- 
tion; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1003) to correct 
the military record of Nicholas Lochboehler; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 1004) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William H. Harlow, alias John 
Deen: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a 


tello: 


Also, 


Alse, a bill (TL. R. 1005) to reimburse William Van Derveer, 
of Millbore, Va... for excess revenue taxes assessed against and 
collected from him: to-the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1006) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret H. Kerr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) granting an increase of pension to 
Braden E. Fox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) granting a pension to W. D. Clark; : z 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1009) granting a pension to Columbus W. 
Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) granting a pension to Luther M. 
Southall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) granting a pension to Walter Eng- § 
lish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) granting a pension to Emma LI, 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) for the relief of J. Terry Dillard; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) for the relief of Columbus 
Bryan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
Sheets, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) for the relief of J. Ballard Taylor; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1017) for the relief of Sarah J. Norcross; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) for the relief of the estate of Jolin 
Anderson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
J. Hope, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) for the relief of the legal representa 
tives of Thomas B. McClintiec, deceased; to the Commitiee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 1021) granting a pension 
to Bertha White; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) granting an increase of pension to 
Willinm Boyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting an honorable discharge to 
Robert J. McConkey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to 
Moses Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to John IF’. Keeton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) granting a pension to David Jewell: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) granting a pension to Currency A. 
Gummere; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting a pension to Edward Flan 
nery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) granting a pension to Ida De Portee; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) granting a pension to Myron C. Close: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1031) granting a pension to John W. Clark: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) granting a pension to Frank Sanford 
Stirling; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10338) granting a pension to George W. 
Smith, alias George Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) granting a pension to Albert Seelig; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1035) granting a pension to William &. 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Kohlhase; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) granting a pension to Floyd L. Camp- 
bell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1088) granting a pension to 
Winters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) granting a pension to W. W. William- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1040) granting a pension to William R. 
Trull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) granting an increase of pension 
Albert Hagstrom; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) granting an increase of pension 
Mary C. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1043) granting an increase of pension 
Hans P. Nielson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) granting-an increase of pension 
Thomas B. Butt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) granting an increase of pension 
Sarah A. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) granting an inerease of pension 
Thomas W. Wheeler; to the Committee on Pensioris. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) granting an increase of pension 
Frank E. Saint Jacques; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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sico. a bill (H. R.. 1048) granting an increase of pension to 
( es E. Lewis: to the Committee on Pensions. 


\Jso. a bill CH. R. 1049) for the relief of H. E. Johnson, John 
ley, Jane M. Johnson, and Duff Quinn; to the Committee 


‘- ‘bill (HI. R. 1050) to provide for the relief of Anton 
( var and for the relief of the widow and minor children of 
toes Kerr: to the Committee on Claims. 


\Iso. a bill (H. R. 1051) for the relief of Peter W. Anderson ; 


he Committee on Claims. 
i bill CH. R. 1052) for the relief of Fred Larsen; to the 
‘ tree on Claims. 
o. a bill CH. R. 1053) for the relief of Rue! Rounds; to the 
Committee on Claims. 
o. a bill CH. R. 1054) for the relief of Oliver P. Pring; to 
‘onmittee on Claims. 
so. a bill (BH. R. 1055) for the relief of T. S. Williams; to 


Committee on Claims. 
so. a bill (HL R. 1056) for the relief of Pierson Bros. 
the Committee on Claims. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1057) for the relief of EtLel M. 
mmittee on the Public Lands. 
bill (H. R. correcting the military re 
; O. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\iso. a bill (H. R. 1059) to correct the military record of 
es C, Simmons, alias James C. Whitlock; to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 
i a bill (H. R. 1060) correcting the military record of 
Reuben Sewell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\Iso, a bill 
A;ron Kibler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1062) granting a patent to Joseph Rob- 
nu: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 1063) granting a pension 
Ikdward J. Prime; to the Committee on Pensions. 


«& Go.: 
Young; to 
ord of 


TOS) 


Oo 


\iso, a bill (H. R. 1064) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Northway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso. a bill (HL. R. 1065) granting a pension to Sarah C. 
( ihoun; to the Committee on Pensions. 


», a bill (H. R. 1066) granting a pension to John M. Up- 
- to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) granting a pension to John J. O'Neil; 
» Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) granting a pension to Olive H. 
( s: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) granting an increase of pension to 
Annette B. Wonson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1070) granting an increase of pension to 
Surah K. Marshall: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 1071) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso; a bill (H. R. 1072) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophronia Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a bill (H. R. 1078) granting an inerease of pension to 
Delia F, Homans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (H. R. 1074) granting an increase of pension to 
uh Millett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (CH. R. 1075) for the relief of James Henry Payne; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also 
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(H. R. 1061) to correct the military record of | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) for the relief of Alonzo D. Cadwal- 
lader; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) for the relief of Park B. Chase: to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of Amanda Tlonert: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) for the relief of A D. Cadwal 
lader; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) granting a pension to Wesley H. 
Crockett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) granting a pension to Gi \\ 

jannan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 1093) granting a pension to Emilia G 
ger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Frank Me 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) granting an inerease of pension to 
Jonathan Shook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) granting an increase of pe m to 
Ova O. Nutting; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) granting an increase of | on to 
J. W. Linsley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) granting an incrense of pension to 
Clara P. Schnader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1099) to correct the muster of He } 
Haupt, late colonel and brigadier general of volunteers; to 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Jenette by 
cock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) granting a pension to Albert C. 
| Sheldon; to the Committe on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1102) granting a pension Nett J. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) granting an increase of pensi 
| James M. Noble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) granting an increase of yx ) 
| Levi Haus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) granting an increase of mn ) 
Aaron Woodruff; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ! 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief « 
R. Bailey; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) for the relief of Alo » Le 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of Preston B. C. Ta 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) for the relief of Sarah J. Luscomb, | 


widow of Lieut. Henry R. Luscomb; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 
Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 1077) for the 


' 
1>\ 


1 
i 


ands, 
By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1978) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Scott; to the Commiitee on Claims. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1079) to recompense the heirs of Edward 
ther; to the Committee on Claims. 
by Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1080) granting a pension to 
Edward D. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Tensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1081) for the 
— of James W. Houser; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of Timothy Ellsworth; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) for the relief of Joseph I. York; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) for the relief of John Laberdy; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) for the relief of Myron Powers; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of Joseph P. Binns, 
deceased ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


M: 





f of Newton Y. Wadsworth; to the Committee on the Public | 


to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) for the relief of Peter Kenne to 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) for the relief of Pi rR. Wi 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) for the relief of Daniel D. Ma to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) for the relief of Henry N. Pe | 
to the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) for the relief of Henry M. Robei 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) for the relief of J. W. La Bare: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) to reimburse E. S. Abbott, the post 
master at Seaside, Oreg., for the loss by fire of post; 
cards and stamps; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) for the relief of Amos Dahut 


the Committee on Military Affairs 
By Mr. HINEBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 1117) eranti: 
to Anna E. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid P 


By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (HEL R. 1118) gran ‘ ) 
Sarah B. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid P n 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) granting a pension to John Mel : 
to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) granting a pension to Elza L. Re 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) granting an increase of pei to 
Thomas Cheek; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) granting on increase of px on to 
James T. Steele; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) granting an increase of pe to 
Neil Hughes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy M. Hord; to the Committee on Invalid IP 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 1125) granting a yx on to 
Aaron B. Davis; to the Committee on Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) granting an increase of sion te 
Andrew J. Pugh: to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) granting an increase of p on to 
William J. Vandergrift; to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 


. 
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Also, a bill (11. R. 1128) for the relief of Hiram B. Crowell | Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) granting a pension to Wil : 
and W I Hl. Jones to the Committee on Claims. Deable: to the Committee on Pensions. 
j HOWARD: A bill CH. R. 1129) for the 1 tatement Also, a bill (H. R. 1169) granting a pension to Susan 
‘ Col. Constantine Marrast Perkins to tl ctive list of | Clin to the Committee on Pensions. ; 
rine Corps; to the Committee on ? Af Also, a bill (HH. R. 1170) granting a pension to Rose But | 
r. KAHN A bill (FH. R. 1150) f the 1 ef of Bernard | to the Cor tt ( Pensions ; 
( ; C ee « A a 1 (HH. R. 1171) granting a pension to ¢ ! 
ab (H.R j or tl ! ( i S mon; | A sen; to the Committ n Pensions } 
1 ( on M ry Affair A bill (HM. KR. 1172) granting a pension to 8S 
i it i: )} fort f f < ’ BR 2a he Committe on Pensi 1s 
the ‘ y Affair A a bill (FH. R. 1178) granting an increase of 
l (] | 11 ft; t} ( Ormond Ed iS} n: to tl Commit oO Pe ons 
p | to 0 my e Cli Al a bill (FA. &. 1174) granting an increase of 
(11. Rt. 1154) for ef of H. I & Co.; to | Margaret J. Harvey: to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
l ( on Clair Also, a bill (AH. R. 1175) granting an increase of | 
Also (H. R. 1135) f A G. Fisk; to | Carrie W. Dibble; to the C ittee on Invalid Pension 
he ec on C i Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) granting an increase of pe! 
\ b (H. R. 1136) f f of k Klein; to the | Fredericka B. Trilley; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Comm © on Clain Also, a bill (H. BR. 1177) granting an increase of pe 
Also, a bill (Hi. RR. 1187) for the relief of t Am¢ Biscuit | Fanny M. Smedberge: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Co.; to the Committee on C Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting an increase of pens j 
\ | (Hi. R. 1138) for t relief of Helen Wakefield; to | mM; ry Carr; to the Committee on Pensions. | 
t] o j e on Claims Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) granting an increase of pens 
\iso bill (11. R. 11389) for the relief of John Rothchild | Moses Frankel: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
& f to the Committee on Claim Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting an increase of pensior 
Also, a bill (11. R. 1140) for the relief of Piper, Aden, Goodall | Ida M. Fiala: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting an increase of pensi 
a bill (11. R. 1141) for the relief of the legal representa- | Charles Humme!: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
tives of Owen Thorne, de ed; to the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) for the relief of John Brodie; to 
Also bill (H. R. 1142) for the relief of Mary Jordan, widow | Committee on Claims. 
of Den Jordan; to the Committee on Claims, Also, a bill (H. R. 1183) for the relief of Robert A. Ma! 
lso, a bill (A R. 11438) for the relief of the Wilmerding- to the Committee on War Claims 
Loewe Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. | Also, a bill (H. BR. 1184) for the relief of Richard H. Gri 
Also, a bill (HL R. 1144) granting a pension to Harry Hall; | to the Committee on Claims. 
to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of Ellen B. Mona! 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) granting a pension to Isabelle C. | to the Committee on Claims. 
Woodward; to the Committee on Pensions | Also, a bill (HB. R. 1186) for the relief of Luke Rattigan; 
Ajiso, a bill (H. R. 1146) granting a pension to Katherine S. | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Ne id; to the Committee on Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) for the relief of Joseph L. Dono 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) granting a pe n to Althea J. | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Loyd: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) for the relief of the estate of J 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) granting an increase of pension to | Jacobs; to the Committee on Claims. 
James J. Walsh; to the Committee on Pensio1 Also, a bill (H. R. 1189) for the relief of the legal hei 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) granting an ineresse of pension to | A. R. Holzheid: to the Committee on Claims. 
James Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions | Also, a bill (H. R. 1190) for the relief of the legal hei 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of former occupants | Hector M. McDonald; to the Committee on Claims. 
of the present military reservation at Point San Jose, in the} Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) authorizing the President to a] 
city of San Francisco, at to repeal an act entitled “An act to | Weldon B. Page a second lieutenant in the United States Ar 
refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain lands and | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court of Also, a bill (7. R. 1192) authorizing the President to ap; 
Claims,” approved February 10, 1895; to the Committee on the | Alexander Shiras Gassaway a second assistant engineer in 
Public Lands. RNevenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
Also, a bill (11. R. 1151) granting a pension to Arrietta New- | Foreizn Commerce. 
bert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | A a bill (H. R. 1193) for the relief of Drenzy A. J 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1152) granting a pension to Ella White- | and John G. Hopper, joint contractors for surveying Yos‘ 
side: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Parl uundary, and for damages for illegal arrest whil 
\ » a bill (H. R. 1158) granting a pen n to Ella M. | ing said survey; to the Committee on Claims. 
Gaine to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (7. R. 1194) authorizing the Secretary of W 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 1154) granting a pension to James Ross; | issue a certificate of discharge in the true name of Herbert 1 
to the mmittee on Invalid Pensions. rell Webster, who enlisted in the Army under the nai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) granting a pension to Julius Cppen- | Herhert Horreil; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
heimer; to the Committee on Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 1195) for the relief of the Western G 
Also, a bill (11. &. 1156) granting a pension to Katherine M.| @ Sugar Products Co. of California: to the Committ 
McCarthy; to the Committee on Pensions. Claims. 
_Also, a bill (HL. 1157) granting a pension to Ellen Murphy; to| py Mr, KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1196) granting a pens 
an : VOMEISS on — — . . _— to Melvin Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 
pons Des a (i. s 1188) yeaa pension to Lillian P.|  aiso, a bill (H. R. 1197) granting an increase of pen: 
\ ra o i - H = Stats asker @ pension to Shepherd | John T. SI ekf rd; to the Comurittee on Invalid Pension ; 
ere te ey : ee eet wt es Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) granting an increase of pension 
Plummer ; to the Committee on Pensions. John J. Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 1160) granting a pension to Mary Burnet: |* .3."° — 9:3)  -. etoe : : Rnb Snag al 
to the Genasaitess Ge @ensona: ‘ Also a bill (HH. R. 1190) granting an increase of pensiol! 
- . : S aie ane als 4 William Brody: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 1161) granting a pension to Mary A ston oil (TE. i: S6G) awaiting on imesenne of man 

Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions a, ON See Beans ens SP SORTEAES 66 pene 


Also, a bill (Hi. R. 1162) 
the Committee on 
a bill (CH. 


granting a pension to Mary English; 
Pensions. 
lit 


to 


4 > > 


{ ho) 


\Iso, I granting a nsion ft 





t t. pe to Anna M. 
Spaulding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) granting a pension to Josiah George 
Swinne to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 1165) granting a pension to-Mary E. Morri- 
son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1166) granting a pension to Raymond J. 
Biakiston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Ti. 1167) granting a pension to Hattie G. 


Parnell; to the Cemmittee on Pensions. 


| 


William Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1201) 
an increase of pension to George W. to the C 
on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) granting an increase of pension 
Julius Weddigen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1205) for 
relief of Amberson G. Shaw, a white man, providing for 
enroliment and allotment of land with the Indi the I 
bud Reservation, S. Dak.: to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1204) to correct the hospital 
Robert McFarland; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


orean 


2 se 
s0Ozers; 


no 


ns of 


record 





rd 
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! 
Also. a bill CH. R. 1205) granting a pension to John Kl: 
mann: to the Committee on Pensions. 
~ Also, a DILL CH. R. 1206) granting a pension to Frank Love- | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 
iso, a bill CH. R. 1207) granting ¢ 


. Committee on Pensions, 


Uhl; | 


pe nsion to George 


Kiso. a bill (H. R. 1208) granting a pension io Sophia I. C. | 
\inther: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Miso, a bill (H. R. 1209) granting a pension to Emily J. | 
\\ i: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill CH. R. 1210) granting a pension to William L. | 
J ins: to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill CH. R. 1211) granting a pension to John Phillips; | 
e Committee on Pensions. 
«>. a bill CH. R. 1212) granting a pension to Charloite A. | 
IIanua; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 1218) granting an increase of pension to 
is M. Sageser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 
(Iso. a bill (CH. R. 1214) granting an increase of pension to 
I . W. Bilyen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so. a bill (HW. R. 1215) granting an increase of pension to 


Reuben S. Manning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(Iso. a bill (HL. R. 1216) granting an increase of pension to 


Robert Buckner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3, a bill CH. R. 1217) granting an increase of pension to | 
Ebenezer D. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) granting an increase of pension to 
ph A. Jennings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1219) granting an increase of pension to 
( rles T. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (HL. R. 1220) granting an increase of pension t 
John W. Widdoes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 1221) granting an increase of pension to 
h S. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


) 


JOSE 
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Jen Rody Chauncey ; 


McDowell: to the 





\lso, a bill (H. R. 1222) granting an increase of pension to 

\W im W. Thompson, alias Wallace Thompson; to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (EL R. 1228) granting an increase of pension to 
Hi. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 1224) for the relief of 


t 5 


By Mr. 


Lewis Montgomery; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1225) for the relief of the Victor Land 


Co.: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 1226) for the relief of Robert F. Scott; 
the Committee on Claims. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 1227 
George W. Samson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 1228) to correct the military record 
in S. Wampler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1229) to correct the military record 
John B. Buntin; to the Committee’on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) to correct the military record of 
ge F. De Maranville; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (H. R. 1231) to correct the military record of 
Fred. W. Godfrey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 1282) to correct the military record of 
William Cameron; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


of 


of 


a1 
LiSO 


Aliso, a 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12383) granting a pension to Larkin Rus 
sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Nancy E. 


rate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Isaac Me- 
Cumsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Lawrence F. 
Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Henry Lee; 

the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 1238) granting a pension to William C. 
iTathaway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1239) granting a pension to Edward O. 
Tripp; to the Committee on Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1240) granting a pension to Henry A. 
\idgeway; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 1241) granting a pension to William BE. 
eed; to the Committee on Pensions. 

l bill (H. R. 1242) granting a pension to Mary E. 


—) 
© 


— 


AISO, a 
ager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1243) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensians. 

_ Also, a bill CH. R. 1244) granting a pension to Olive E. Roth- 
rick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) granting a pension to Katherine 
Barger; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1246) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel I. Holloway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


) to correct the military record of | 








Also, a bill (CH. R. 1247) granting an is 1 
John Beazan; to the Committ on I 
Also, a bill (HL R. 1248) e o \ t 
| William W. Bishop; to the Co l 
Also, il bill (HI. ht. IVA) ¢ ling a ‘ ( , 
; Samuel W. MeLean: to the Committee on Luvalid } 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1250) granting an increase « ‘ to 
Robert D. Rector; to the Commitice on Invalid 1 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) granting an increnss f yx {o 


to the Committ 


7 Das 
eon Pen 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) granting an increase « 
Kleanor Ik. Garner; to the Committee on Invalid I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1253) to adjust the « f cert 
tiers in Sherman County, Oreg.; to the Com ( 
By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (1. RR. 1254) ne 
sion to Maria A. Ryburn; to the Committee on In asi’ 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. i255) granting a pensio o Edy a-<¢ 


mmimitte Pensions 


eon 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) granting a ype l 
McDowell; to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) granting an incre 
Mary C. Round; to the Committee on Pen 
Also, a bill (HTH. Ik. 1258S) granting an increase o 
William H. Corne!t: to the Committee on Invalid I 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 1259) for the relief of Frederick G 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) confirming titles of Deborah =A 
| Griffin and Mary J. Griffin, and for other M ( 
mittee on Indian Affairs 
By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A b (i. R. 12 ) \ 
increase of pension to Cornelius A. Enterline; to ( 


Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 1262) for the re 
P. Strong; to the Committee on the 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1263) for the relief of rai \ ts oO 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1264) granting 
Gustav A. Haas; to the Commit 


a 
il 


increase of 


tee on Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) granting an increase of 
Adam Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi« 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) granting a pension to Rachel R 
Wilson: to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) granting a pension to James Le 


to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1268S) granting a pension t 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


iSions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) granting a pension to Joseph Jik 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
sy Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 1270) waiving th 


Pay Corps of the United S 


limit for admission to the 
ier Rinehart; to the Committee on Naval 


in the case of Evan Un 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 1271) granting a pension to 
Augustus E. Oberton; to the Committee on Invalid Is 

Also, a bill (1H. R. granting a pension to Anna ¢ 
ner; to the Committee on Pensions. 


wha} 


Also, a bill (Hi. R. 1278) granting a pension to Mary Hi 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) granting a pension to Jolin 1 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension to M Vil 


liamson; to the Committee Invalid Pe ions 


on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) granting a pension to Israel Wolf; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) granting a pension to Fi is A, 
Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Dennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 1279) granting an increase of pen 1 to 


Anna A. Bolan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) granting an increase of pension to 
James Connelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1281) granting an increase of pension to 
William Coyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


increase oO. pe 


Committee on Invalid 


Also, a bill (H. 
William Henry 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill 


R. 1282) granting 


Wagenseller ; 


an 


to the 


(H. R. 1283) 


cranting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. M. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) granting an increase of pension to 


Eliza Ann Eastman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah B. Egan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1286) granting an increase of pension t 
Henry Burcham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, 





108 


Al 
Charles Britt 





o, a bill (AH. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to 
on; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
bill (H. R. 1288) granting an incre f pension to 


A | a ise ol 
Barbara Wilkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1289) for the relief of Lavern Walker; to 
t c ttee on Military Affairs 
a bill (H. R. 1290) for the relief of Patrick Hughes 


~ mmitt e on 


{ Military 
Also, a bill 


Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) 


granting an incrense of pe 
William J. Doyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) granting an increase of pensi 


H. W. Howe; to the Con lid Pe 
Aliso, a bill (Hi. R. 1381) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers 
the Committee on C Ns ' 
Al 32) for the relief of Tl s Br 
Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) for the relief of James T. Li 


mittee on In 


sions, 


bill (H. R. 1 





0, a 
villi 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief of James H. 1] 
| & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 


(H. R. 1291) for the relief of George Gardells 
to t Committee on Military Affair 
A bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Edward Tighe; to 
t) ( ‘ Military Affair 
A I (HH. B. 1208) to rect the mi ry ft rd of | 
Huch MeCormick: to tl (commit on Military Affairs. 
\ a bill (H. R. 1294) t rect the 1 tary record o 
Wad W. Barber: to the Committee on Military Afi I 
By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (CH. I 1295) gi ing a 
] ion to Walter BE. Harris; to the Committee on Pt ons 
a bill (11. R. 1296) granting a pension to Rachel D. 
J t Committee on Pensions 
a bill (TI. RR. 1297) granting a pension to J¢ tte B. 
J ( t! (lor i ee on I lid Pen 
bill (HL. R. 1298) granting a ] on to Joseph 
I ) to the Committee on Pensio1 
\ i bill CH. R. 1299) granting a ye n to Edmund R. 
sti i the Committee on Pensions. 


bill (H. R. 1300) granting a pe n to Charles I 
R I to the Committee on Pensions. 
», bill (H. R. 1301) granting a pension to Mary E 
I { » Com! on Invalid Pensions 
Also ! (H. R. 1302) granting a pension to § | Willis 
to Committee on Pensio1 
A 1 bill (HL R. 1303) granting a p ion to Nina L. Eaton; 
to tl Committee on Invalid Pen is 
A ib (H. R. 1804) grant 1 pen 1 to Rosie Scott; 
to the Committee on Pensions 


a bill (H. R. 1805) granting a pension to Georgianna L. 


Peabody; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13806) granting a pension to Alphonso 
Penleys to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 1307) anting an in- 
crease of pension to Philip George; to the Committee on Pen 
sions, 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 1308) granting an in 
er of pension to Corydon G. Crafts; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IL R. 1809) granting an increase of pension to 


slack: to the Committee on Invalid P 





| the 


to | 


to | 


1 a bill (HH. R. 1810) granting an increase of pension to | 
Marv EF. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Als i. bill (H. R. 1311) granting an incre mn to 
David 8. Knapp: to the Committee on Invali 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1312) granting an incré on to 
rR Prentiss: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

\Iso, a bill (HH. R. 1318) granting an increase of pension to 
Jt Hanley: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1314) granting an increase of pension to 
Ja kK. P. Sim to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. BR. 1315) granting an increase of pension 
Ansel G. Marston: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (II. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension 
Albert § th: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\ b t. 1317) granting an increase of pension to 
M Ki j to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (ff. It. 1318) to correct the military record of 
Eleazer W. Atweod; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (Hl. R. 1319) for the relief of Humphrey A. Owen; 
to 1 Committee on Claims. 


: A bill (HL. R. 1320) granting a pension to 
W. T. Goode; to the Con 


mittee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) granting a pension to Frank Smith; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 1322) granting a pension to Vincent 8S. 
Drain: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 1823) granting a pension to Monroe Flow- 


3; to the Committee on Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Frederick 
Ottmar: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1325) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Merriam: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, 
W. M. Dalton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 1382 
La Salle Corbell Pickett: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 182 
John I’, Thomas; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


el 


mnsions. 


M. 


mn 


| to the Committ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1335) 


for the relief of John Inglis: to 


Cominittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1536) for the relief of Frank Kei: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1337) for the relief of John M. Gre 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (HH. R 
Alton Railroad Co.: to the Com 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1339) to ren 
from the record of Edwin Cros tee on M 
tary Affa ; j 
Also, bill (H. R. 1340) ret 
from the record of William Birk: t 
Affairs. 
Also, a 
from the 
Military 
Also, a ! 


1338) for the relief 


tittee on Cla 


of 
ims. 


the charge of 


the Chi 


ove des 





} ; . 
ty nove the charge of «cs 


» the Committee on Mi 


bill (H. R 
record of 
Affairs. 

d bill (H. R. 1342) 
from the record of C. G. 
Affairs 


A Iso, 


1341) to remove the charge of 
William H. Gibson; to the Commit 
to remoy 
S. Mills; to the Conn 


e the charge of de 


littee on Milit 
bill 


(H. R. 






a 1248) to correct the naval rec l 
Ezekiel Downey; to the Committee on Naval Ai s. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1344) to correct the milit d 
George IF’. Dewey; to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 134 
James E. C. Covel: to the Cx 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) 
from the record of Geo1 

Affairs. 


Also, a 


5) to eorrect the mi 
mnmittee on Milita 
to remove the cha 


ge W. Lord; to the C 


bill (H. R. 1847) to remove the charge of 
from the military record of Frederick Frosch; to the Conn 
on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MANN: A Dill (H. 
Nelson; the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) 
Committee on Claims. 
iy Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: 
the relief of John G. Mead: to the ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of Isaac Bette! 
e on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) for the relief of George H. 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 1353) for the relief of John H. Jai 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) for the relief of Mary Russell, J 
Gallegos, William H. Babby, Sophia Gallegos, Richard C. S 
Manue! Martinez, Louisa Bianis, and Seberiano Sierra, of | 
Ridge, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 


cle 


R. 1348) 
Claims. 
for the relief of John G. Wi 


for the relief of ¢ 
to 


= 


A bill (TI. R. 13: 
‘ommittee on Claims. 
£ 

it 
I G 
to 






to 


1355) granting an increase of pensi: 


| George W. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


re 


327) granting an increase of pension to | 


328) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1356) granting an increase of pensi 
John Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1357) granting an increase of yp: 
Samuel Emmitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) granting an increase of pensi 
Robert D. Giltner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1359) granting an increase of pe 
Frank A. Van Fleet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1860) granting an increase of pe 
Daniel Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 1861) granting an increase of pen 
nry C. Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) granting an increase of pension 
3enjamin Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1363) for the relief of J 
BE. Keys; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) for the relief of Henry Altms 


Also, a 


| the Committee on Claims. 
a bill (H. R. 1326) granting an increase of pension to | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) for the relief of Robert Foote; t 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1 


or 


366) for the relief of Emory Scott L: 


to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) for the relief of Clarence D. Houck, 
| to the Committee on Claims, oi 


Peth§, 
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‘ bill (FH. R. 1368) for the relief of John 8S. Nix; to the Also, a bill (Hi. R. 1411) for tl ellef of rs at ‘ 
( on War Claims. J Isaac D. Armstrong, ¢ d: to ( 1 ¢ 
(II. R. 1869) for the relief of James M. Daniel; to Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) to « t ey re | 
tte mn Military Affairs. Benjamin I’. Davis: to the ¢ ‘ on v A 
(Ii, It. 1870) for the relief of Harry H. Hall; to By Mr. MOTT: A bi (Hi. R I3) ¢g t 
ttee on Military Affairs. Lucy Al Hlod t Cr 
1 bill (HL. R. 1871) granting a pension to Chesley Al il (H. R. 1414) er ‘ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ler; to the Co ‘ I I 
bill (H. R. 1372) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bi (H. R. 1 Y g - 
e F. Yelton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mc! ugh: to t Col d 
1 bill (H. R. 1878) granting an increase of pension to Als : bill (H. R. 1 ) Pay to | ( 
EF. Hake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Benz; to the Committee I 
bill (HL. R. 1374) granting an increase of pension to | Als 1 bill (H. R. 1417) eg in f | to 
1 1.. Crall: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Fra Pr. OF - ( 4 P 
a bill (H. R. 1875) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R f to 
{[cGiverney: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions | Horace W. Fr mst ( ! i! 
MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 1376) granting a pension; Also, a bill (H. R ») 1 to 
m R. Pryor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Charles W. P 3; t ( { 
bill (H. R. 13877) granting a pension to William A. | Also, a b HW. R. 1421 § pen to 
the Committee on Pensions. Jal ) t ( ] 
bill (H. R. 1878) granting a pension to Otho Peterson; Also, a b (H. R ) 
Committee on Pensions. alte ] to ft ( 
(H. R. 1379) granting a pension to Mary B. Berry; Also, a H. J g 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Ger > W. I 
ill (H. R. 1380) granting a pension to Ben R. Barner; A a t H. R.1 
Committee on Pensions. Charles W. | ) ‘ 
a bill (H. R. 1381) granting a pension to Eli Leffler; to A i. 2 ul ] } ) 
mittee on Pensions. the Com Wal 3 
bill (H. R. 1882) granting a pension to George B. Also, a | mR: 1 ) t 
» the Committee on Invalid Pensions, mann; to t Ce Bf 
a bill (H. R. 1883) granting an increase of pension to Also, a | (Hi. R 
Em. Wingate; to the Committee on Pensions. liam D. Allen; to the C ittee on ( 
a bill (H. R. 1884) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) zg J 1&7] ro 
Spangler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. vance in grade on the retired list of the Army; to the ¢ 
bill CH. R. 1885) granting an increase of pension to | mittee on M ry Afi 
Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. NEELEY: A (H. R ga ) 
1 bill (H. R. 1886) granting an increase of pension to | Thomas K« r; to th Pen 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (Hi. R . £] ya] ) ( ! 
bill (H. R. 1387) granting an increase of pension to to the Committee on Pensions 
Dale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R 30 i s t ( 
a bill (H. R. 1888) granting an increase of pension to | Ins; t ( nittee on Inv I 
W. Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (Hl. R. 1481) ¢ ing . 
a bill (H. RB. 1889) granting an increase of pension to | Barton; to t Cor on | 1 Pen 
J. Dean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (1 R. 1482) ra ) 
bill (H. R. 1390) granting an increase of pension to | Curry; to the ¢ J 
4. Watson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a | (li. R 33 ) J 
1 bill (H. R. 1391) granting an increase of pension to | Griffith » the Com! 
West; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Al a | H. Ro 1 
bill (H. R. 1392) granting an increase of pension to | Jan \ t 





Rol 1: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a | (H. RB. 1 I \ 
a bill (H. R. 1893) granting an increase of pension to | Cox; to the ¢ mittee l I 
erts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) gra 
bill (H. R. 1894) granting an increase of pension to | to ( | } I 11 
Casey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A bt. J i) g 
bill (H. R. 1895) granting an increase of pension to | Pari to the ¢ 
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. d ih (ri i t 
bill (H. R. 1896) granting an Increase of pension to | O born; to the ¢ i 
Lennen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Also, a bill (H. R yf 
1 (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to | Manly; t Cr I Li 
Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a | (H. R. 1 
(H. R. 1398) granting an increase of pension to; John M. H ( l 
G. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Al I .. R. 144 I t 
an bill (H. R. 1899) granting an increase of pension to | to the ¢ 
I. Batson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | A I ; } 
a 1 (H. R. 1400) granting an incrense of pension to | Will re a ; t ( ‘ 
Probus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A bill to 
a bill (H. R. 1401) granting an increase of pension to | A! R. | > t e ¢ 
; M. Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | A I I. R. 14 ’ 1 to 
a bill (H. R. 1402) granting an increase of pension to | Jan I ( , 
y Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | A | mB. ] ) Z ’ 
», a bill (HL. R. 1403) granting an increase of pension to} Phi M t 
et B. Gros; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also H. I ) 
a bill (H. R. 1404) for the relief of George W. And i Cl I 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Alse LL. & ‘7 ) 
a bill (H. R. 1405) for the relief of Frank W. Tucker; | Tay I to t ( I ! 
* Committee on War Claims. | Also. a b H. R ‘ t 
#, a bill (H. R. 1406) for the relief of Frank T. Green; to} from th i of 1 \ ( 
Committee on War Claims. Mil rv Af 
so, a bill (H. R. 1407) for the relief of Willard Thompson; Also, a b (H. R. 144 t f ! 
the Committee on Military Affairs. | from i \ J t 
so, a bill (H. R. 1408) for the relief of Ambrose D. Hunt; | the Committee Military fi 
the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a b (H. R. 1 ) to! »t irge of d 


30, a bill (H. R. 1409) for the relief pf David A. Lindsay; 





» the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A so, a bill (H. R. 1410) for the relief of James M. Blanken- | 
Ship; to the Committee on Military Affairs, | 









from the record of John T. Lamar; to the ¢ 
Affairs 

By Mr. PETERS: 
Cecelia J. Burton; to 


(H. R. 1451) granting a pension to 


‘ng +4 4 ren —_ 
1e Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (II. R. 1452) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14538) granting a pension 
O'Leary; to the Committee on Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Cornelius 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1454) granting a pension to Bert W. 
Abbott; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1455) granting a pension to James H. 
senttie; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Margaret 


Gately; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) granting a pension to Celestia Wat- 
kins: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) granting a pension to Richard Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1459) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Gallagher: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1460) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Gorman: to the Committee on Pensicns. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1461) for the relief of Maxwell Carpenter ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) for the relief of Wiliam R, Boag; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1463) for the relief of Andrew Browning 
Atwell, alias Andrew Browning; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. BR. 1464) for the relief of Albert 8. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (11, R. 1465) for the relief of Patrick H. Murphy, 
alias Henry Watson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1466) for the relief of Dennis J. Neagle; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1467) for the relief of Henry J. Hennigar, 
alias Edgar Swissberry; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1468) for the relief of William A, Gridley; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 1469) for the relief of William W. Stewart; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1470) for the relief 
to the Committee on Claims. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1471) for the relief of John Hughes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) for the relief of the 

Phelan; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) for the relief of John A. 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1474) for the relief of John Daniel; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

a bill (17. R. 1475) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Kirwan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 1476) granting a pension to 
Alexander McWhorter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1477) granting a pension to Isom W. Foley; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) granting 
Abston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) granting a 
Burkett: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) granting a pension to John Storms; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting a pension to Bettie Howard 
Unthank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) granting a pension te Taylor Asher; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) granting a pension to W. 
dors; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1484) granting a pension to Robert Wom- 
bles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) granting a pension to Dempsey P. 
Wilder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to 
Saley E. Bradshaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Cannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) for the relief of Andrew P. Inabintt; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) for the relief of Daniel C, Hawn; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1490) for the relief of Jesse Powers; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) for the relief of Josiah BE. Spurlock; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) for the relief of Sarah Ann Slaven; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) for the relief of John M. Bryant; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Austin; 


of Thomas C. Hyde; 


heirs of Edmund 
M. 
Gauley; to 


Also, 


a pension to Robert L. 


pension to Silas G. 


T. Mea- 
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| Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) for the relief of Dutton Davis, ad 
| ministrator of the estate of John Davis, deceased; to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) for the relief of Mary Moles; to the ' 
Comittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) for the relief of the heirs of Joly 
Davidson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. j 
Also, a bill (11. R. 1497) for the relief of the heirs of Samue 

Griffis, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1498) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Humphreys, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. RR. 1499) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Midcalfe, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) for the relief of the heirs of Calel 
Mullins, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Ray, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) for the relief of the heirs of Eliz: 
beth Wright, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 1503) for the relief of the heirs of Geors: 
W. Saunders, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 1504) for the relief of the heirs of James 
T. Ashinhurst, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) for the relief of the heirs of Parks 
D. Brittain, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
M. Davenport, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) for the relief of the estate of Green 
Fitzgerald; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Marlow; to the Committ: 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 1509) to remove the charge of deserti: 
from the military record of Amos Bennett; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) to remove the charge of desertiou 
from the military record of James W. Miller; to the Committ 
on Military Affairs: 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1511) granting a pension | 
Henry Sprick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) granting a pension to Jesse 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15138) for the relief of Robert T. Lege 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) for the relief of Bert Harris; to t! 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a_bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief of W. W. Blood: to tly 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1516) for the relief of Thomas F. How: 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of George W. Car 


slai 


2 eee 


to the Commiitee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of William F. Stew: 
United States Army, to the Committee Milit: 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) for the relief of Stephen B. Fow! 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1520) for the relief of William B. Fow 

| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) for the relief of Manley Beals; 1 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1522) for the relief of Lieut. (Ju 
Grade) F. N. Eklund, United States Navy; to the Committee 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1523 
the Committee on Claims. 


retired; on 


) for the relief of James Diamond: 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) to correct the military record of ; 
Francis M. Crow; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) to correct the military record 


Lorain Alfred Rogers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1526) to correct the military record 
James Bowery; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527) to correct the military record «f 
George F. Reid and to pay his widow, Isabella Reid, a pensi: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) for the relief of T. A, Roseberry; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 1529) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Pat- 
rick Hopkins: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) to remove the charge of desertion 7 
from the military record of Peter 8S. Beauchamp; to the Com & 
mittee on Military Affairs. Py 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1531) authorizing the payment to the widow 
of Dorence Atwater of compensation for services rendered tlc 
United States of America; to the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (FH. 


R. 1571) 


&. lovl) f he payment of ney 
Charles W. Hayden: to the Committee on C 
Also, a bill (H. R 1572) for ne |] vinent f w du ) 
| Frank Girard; to the Committee on ¢ 


} pension to Cl 


4 , bill (H. R. 1532) for the relief of John G. Chapman; to | 
( ttee on Claims. 
hill (H. R. 15383) for the relief of Charles H. Quacken- 
he Committee on Claims. 
(II. R. 1534) for the relief of George R. Curtis; to 
( mittee on Claims. 
» bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of George W. Beach; to 
mittee on Claims. 
1 bill (HL. R. 1586) to remove the charge of desertion 
Thomas McCarty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (HB. R. 1537) to remove the charge of desertion | 
st Walter S. Goodrich; to the Committee on Military 
a bill (HL. R. 1538) to remove the charge of desertion 
Alenzo Derrick: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 1589) to remove the charge of desertion 
Henry A. Lain; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 1540) to remove the charge of desertion 
» military record of John Ganey; to the Committee on 
ry Affairs. 
a bill (AH. R. 1541) to remove the charge of desertion 
the military record of James Lacey; to the Committee on 
Atiairs. 
' , a bill (WH. R. 1542) granting a pension to Verena Ray 
' an; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1548) granting a pension to Ckarles 
s: to the Committee on Pensik 
bill (H. R. 1544) granting a pension to Daniel A. 


\ 1: to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (HL R. 1545) granting a pension to Charles 
Committee on Pensions. 
,a bill (H. BR. 1546) granting a pension to Elmie Byit 
» the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1547) 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1548) granting an increase of pension 
Hubbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1549) granting an inerease of pension 
Ss Mi. Mitehell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


or. 
a) 


T { 


orne; 


to 


a bill (H. R. 1550) granting an inerease of pension to 
George B. Freneh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. RB. 1551) granting an increase of pension to 


Frank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1552) granting an imerease of pension to 
s . Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1553) 
he military record of James Carey; to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 
\iso, a bill (HL. R. 1554) for the relief of the legal represent- 
r heirs of Paul Noyes, deceased; to the Committee on 


War Claims. 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1555) 
ing a pension to Edward Thompson; to the Committee 


alid Pensions. 
. bill CH. R. 1556) granting a pension to Sara M. John- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1557) granting a pension to Mary B. 
is; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (HL. R. 1558) granting a pension to Isaae Griffith; 
» Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1559) granting an increase of pension to 
s I. Colgate: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 1560) granting an increase of pension to 
I klin B. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 1561) granting an increase of pension to 
iel S. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 1562) to eorrect the military record of 
‘rt S. Austin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1563) to provide for the repayment of the 
ransom of Ellen M. Stone; to the Committee on Claims. 
a bill (H. R. 1564) for the relief of Passed Asst. 
Surg. Paul Tonnel Dessez, United States Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A Dill 


A'so 


. Iso, 


LISO, 


(H. R. 1565) granting 


granting a pension to Waiter J. | 


to | 


By Mr. SMITH of Wiaho: A bill (1. R. 1573) nting a 
les H. Reed; to the Comn 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) granting an i ‘ ) 
William H. Owen; to the Con ttee on | L | 

ty Mr. STERENERSON: A bill (H. R. 157 
ion to Emma L. W Le to the Commit n In d 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) granting a pension to Ad 
londe; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) granting an increase of 
George W. Weller; to the Committee on In 1 i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) grunting » inere t to 
James H. Smith: to the Com >on Inv il 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) gra in ines ) 
Charles E. Smith; to the Committ on In\ d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of John R. » ) 


the Committee on the Public I is 
By Mr. STEPHENS of California: 


H. R. 1 s1) f le 

relief of Leo Miiller; to the Committee on Cla 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) granting a pe 1 to M } 
Weiner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1583) granting a pe 1. 
man; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) granting a pen o Gilbe \ l 
Vorece; to the Committee on P ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1585) mnting a pension to H l 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) granting an incre: f ) 
Frank BH. Conkling; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1587) granting an ine 2c of pet ) 
Walter Keefe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) granting an increase of pe ) 
James Ferguson; to the Committee on Im t Pensior 

Also, a bill (RB. R. 1589) granting an increase of to 

| George H. Eldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Per ) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) granting an inerense of pensi: to 
James B. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensic 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) granting an ere of me 

| James F. Boyle; to the Committee on Invalid P 


| John 
to remove the charge of desertion | 


increase of pension to John Thompson; to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to 
liam B. Peppard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 1567) granting an increase of pension to 
4.0120 Snipes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) granting an inerease of pension to 
Abel E. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur Herrmann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1570) for the payment of 
money to John H. Getter; to the Committee on Claims, 





\ \ 











Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) granting an increase of | ) 
McDonald, ali John McHugh¢ to the Co! on 


Invalid Pensions. 


aliag 
auilas , 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) granting an incre | 
James K. P. Vance; to the Committee on [Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1594) granting an inerense of ) 
Ralph E. Wands; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) granting an increase of pe 
Salome A. Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi« 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 1296) granting an incrense of pen 
Mary J. Hatfield; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Aiso, a bill (HL. R. 1597) granting an increase of pen n ta 
Laura Hil!: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) granting an increase of pet ) 


Cyrena M. Hatfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (EL R. 1599) granting a — 

David Y. Hale; to the Committee on 
ty Mr. TAYLOR of C 


an increase of pension to Benjamin I. Jay; to the ¢ 
on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1601) granting a pension to J M. 


Pauley; to the Committee on P 


nting an incr 


Also, a Dill (H. R. 1602) gr e ) 
Tamma A. Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) granting an increase of pen to 
Frisby D. Hutchinson; to the Committee on Invalid 


s A 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) for the relief of Franci Land; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Gilman; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1606) granting an increase « ) 
Ellen J. Merritt: to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 

Also, a bill (#. R. 1607) granting an increase of | ) 
William H. Stebbins; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) granting an increase of | to 
Martha E. Raper; to the Committee on In id P 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 1609) grarting a | ion , h 


Invalid Pet 


Briggs; to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1610) 
Whipple; to the Committee on 
By Mr. THACHER: A bill 


nting A ret n i ~ 
lid Pensions 


.R. 1€11) grantin 


of pension to Francis M. Tripp; to the Committee « i | 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. TOWNER: A bill CH. R. 1612) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Nazworthy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1613) granting a pension to Elmer Wilson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) granting a pension to Amanda Per- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HM. R. 1615) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) granting a pension to Mary Bullard; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1617) granting a pension to Mary A. Mill- 
sap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1618) granting a pension to Harriet A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1619) granting a pension to Clara S. 
Ickis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 1620) granting an increase of pension to 
William H, Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley J. Banks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 1622) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ingram; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) for the relief of Washington M. 
Knight; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, 2 bill (HL. R. 1624) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military ree~i of John H. Jaques; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 1625) for the relief of Oscar 
Frommel & Bro.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 1626) granting a pension to 
Richard M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Emma B. 
Showalter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) granting a pension to Arminta Lary; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1629) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan H. Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel H. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 1631) to adjust the claims 
of certain settlers in Sherman County, Oreg.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 


mneetiiRRnanesereeenan 





PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
cn the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fremont, Ohio, protesting against the passage of any legis- 
lation for a reduction of tariff on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Tri-State Grain Dealers and Producers’ 
Association, of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, favoring the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 3, granting Federal aid for vocational educa- 
tion; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. IX, Witts and 50 other citizens, also 
Charles H. Forbes and 75 other citizens, of Tuscarawas County, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation for the investigation 
of the alleged persecution of the editors of the Appeal to Reason; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department. 

Also, petition of W. A. Himbaugh, president of the Coshocton 
Board of Trade; Hon. Joe L. McDowell, president of the Times 
Publishing Co.; Hon. J. W. Cassingham, former Member of Con- 
gress; Hon. J. O. Adams, former Ohio State senator; Judge 
C. B. Hunt; Hon. George W. Cassingham, mayor of Coshocton; 
Hon. OC. B. McCoy; Hon. fF. BH. Pomerene; ©. A. Lamberson; 
H. D. Beach; A. H. Thomson; Carl R. Herbig, R. T. Hunt; ©. F, 
Gosser, pottery manufacturer, all of Coshocton, Ohic, protesting 
against a reduction of the present duty on crockery and pot- 
tery; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Georgia Woman’s Suf- 
frage Association, favoring the passage of legislation to amend 
the Constitution of the United States granting women the right 
to vote; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of the International Brother- 
hood of Electrical Workers, favoring the passage of legislation 
fixing the limit of eight hours per day for employees working 
on Government grants and franchises; to the Committee on 
Laber. 

Also, petition of the National Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Burlingten, N. J., and the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Collingswood, N. J., favoring the passage of 
the Sims amendment to House bill 27876, providing for the 
closing of the Panama Exposition on Sundays; to the Committee 
on Industrial Arts-and Expositions, 
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By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany a Dil! 


granting a peusion to Emma Steele; to the Committee on In. 


valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Emma 
Gilbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of business men 
of Lake Preston and Desmet, 8. Dak., favoring the passage vf 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct to the con- 
sumer by mail to contribute their portion of the funds for the 
development of the local community, county, and State; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the New York State Association 
Opposed to Woman Suffrage, New York, N. Y., protesting 
against the passage of any legislation making an amendment to 
the Constitution which would extend suffrage to all women; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George John Kargl, Brooklyn, N. Y., favor- 
ing the passage of legislation to increase the tariff on printing 
and bookbinding; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the United Hatters of North America, Loc: 
No. 8, Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the passage of anj 
legislation making a reduction in the duty on hats; to the Com. 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hanson-Jenks Co., New York, protesting 
against the passage of the proposed legislation to levy a duty 
on certain raw materials entering into the manufacture of per- 
fumery; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the International Brick, Tile, and Terra 
Cotta Workers’ Alliance, Chicago, Ill., protesting against the 
passage of any legislation reducing the duty on floor and w 
tile; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Mercantile Exchange, N-w 
York, favoring the passage of legislation to remove the duty on 
butter, cheese, and eggs; to the Committee on Ways and Meais. 

Also, petition of the Banner Milling Co., the Thornton & 
Chester Milling Co., and the Niagara Falls Milling Co., of 
Buffalo, N. Y., and the Chase-Hibbard Milling Co., of Elmira 
N. Y., protesting against the passage of the new tariff bill to 
admit flour free and place a duty on wheat; to the Committ 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Salts Textile Manufacturing Co., of New 
York, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation making at lea: 
40 per cent difference between the duty of the raw and thie 
manufactured products of mohair; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of George Washington Council and Commédore 
Barry Branch, No. 310, of the American Continental Leag 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Root 
bill to repeal the free-tolls portion of the Panama Canal : 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Ladies’ Auxiliary, New York Zool ‘zi 
Society, favoring the passage of legislation for the adoption of 
the new tariff law intended to prohibit the importation of | 
plumage of wild birds for the use of milliners; to the Commitice 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of Greater N 
York and vicinity, protesting against the passage of the pro- 
posed legislation for an increase in the internal-revenue tax on 
cigars on a sliding scale; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Gooding Cotinty 
Idaho, protesting against the passage of the Lever bill, p 
mitting the sale of colored oleomargarine as butter; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Pocatello National Forest Association, 
Malad City, Idaho, protesting against the passage of any legis- 
lation for the placing of the national forests under State 
trol; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of M. Shortell & Son, Salem 
Mass.; John H. Russ and Caleton & Hunt, Haverhill, Mass.; 
Nathan D. Dodge Shoe Co. and Bliss & Perry Shoe Co., New- 
burypert, Mass., protesting against the passage of legislation for 
any reduction of duty on footwear; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the Young Men’s Christian A® 
sociation of Lancaster, Pa., favoring the passage of legis!a- 
tion prohibiting the interstate shipment of opium and cocaine 
for illegal uses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petition of Glendora Steirach and other 
residents of the third Oregon congressional district, favoring 
the passage of legislation preventing the further diversion of 
the waters of the Niagara River; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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io the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, petition of the Central Labor Council of Portland and | 
vicinity, favering the passage of legislation for the repeal of the | 
Dick inilitury law placing the State militia on the Army pay 


Hy Mr. LOBECK: Petition of various improvement clubs of | 


tha. Nebr.. favoring the passage of legislation making an 

onpropriation for the relief of the sufferers of limited and mod- 

o erate means in Nebraska in the cyclone and tornado of March 
1913: to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ry Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of the Farmers’ 
( in Dealers’ Association of South Dakota, Watertown, 8S. Dak.., 
protesting against the allowing of Canadian grain to enter 
the United States either in bond or at less than the regular 
freight rates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Ry Mr. MOTT: Petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Board of Trade of New York City, protesting against the pas- 
legislation for an increase in the amount of foreign 

les which Americans returning from abroad may bring in 
ree of duty: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


¢ 
sve O11 


\lso. petition of the Watertown Chamber of Commerce, 
Watertown, N. Y., protesting against the passage of legislation 
for the removal of duty on flour and leaving a duty on wheat; 


io the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\Iso, petition of the International Brick, Tile, and Terra 
Cotta Workers’ Alliance, protesting against the passage of legis 
reducing the tariff on floor and wall tile; to the Com- 
on Ways and Means. 
\lso, petition of Rey. A. 


C. Loucks and others, of Lowville, 





N. Y.. favoring the passage of the Sims amendment to House 
] 2TS76, providing for the closing of the Panama Exposition 
1 Sunday; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
\lso, petition of Robert A. Hughes and others, of Carthage, 
j N. Y.. favoring the passage of legislation for an investigation of | 
the charges against the Appeal to Reason; to the Committee on 
ko nditures in the Post Office Department. 

\lso, petition of the American Cutlery Co. and others, of 
Chicago, Ill, protesting against the passage of any legislation | 
a change in the present duty on table cutlery; to the 

( mittee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of the American Association for International 
C liation, favoring the passage of legislation for the imme- 
diate settlement of free-tolls clause in the Panama Canal act 
either by the rescinding of the clause, a mutual agreement, or | 


by international arbitration; to the Committee on Interstate 
nd Foreign Commerce. 

by Mr. OSHAUNESSY: Petition of the Daughters of the 
\merican Revolution, Pawtucket Chapter, favoring the passage | 


‘gislation for the construction of a memorial 
Mount Vernon; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island State Branch, Lodge No. 
147, of the American Federation of Labor, favoring the passage 
of legislation making an amendn to the Sherman antitrust 
law exempting organizations of labor, ete., from same; to the 
Conmittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Helen M. Barnbrook, Providence, R. I., and 
William Williams, Bristol, R. I., favoring the passage of legis- 

ition prohibiting the importation of the plumage of wild birds 
for the use of milliners; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Woman Suffrage Associa- 

tion, Providence, R. I., protesting against the police protection 
of the women in the suffragettes’ parade in Washington, March 
1915; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PAYNE: petition of the National Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, favoring the passage of the Sims amendment 
to House biil 27876, providing for the closing of the Panama 
Exposition on Sundays; to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of the New Haven 
Chamber of Commerce, New Haven, Conn., protesting against 
the passage of the proposed legislation for the consolidation of 
the customs district of New Haven and of other cities of Con- 
necticut; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

Also, petition of the Ladies’ Auxiliary, No. 45, National Asso- 
ciation of Letter Carriers, favoring the passage of the Hamill 
bill, providing a pension for the retirement of the aged and 
infirm civil-service employees; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the general executive committee of the Rail- 
way Business Association, favoring the passage of legislation 
for the adoption of the national budget as a method of regulat- 
ing the receipts and expenditures of the National Government; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the International Typographical Union, fa- 
Voring the passage of legislation making it unlawful for any 


highway to 
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la ent 








for a 





person, cash consideration or any other, to circulate, 
either oral or printed, any statement that can not be substan 
| tiated; to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of citizens of New Britain, Conn.. protestin 
against the passage of legislation to repeal portion of the 
Panama Canal act; to the Committee on Interstate and Forvigzt 
Commerce, 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Petition of t] N qua 
Franchise Society, protesting against the police prot 1 of 
the women in the suffragette’s parade in W \l > 
1915; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Nevada Bar Association, I N 
favoring the passage of pending legislation to i fy be 

| procedure on the law side of the court; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Fallon Chamber of Con ‘ree, Fall 
Nev., and the Keno Commercial Club, Reno, N the 
passage of legislation relative to a grant by the | ed St 
to the State of Nevada of 1,000,000 acres of | ) 
disposed of for the benefit of the State road f re ( L 
mittee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Elko, Ney fa the 7 
of legislation to prevent the parole of the led 1 life 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Socialists of Churchill County nd M 
hattan, Nev a favoring the passage of legisliat ) i 
investigation of the indictment of Fred D. Warre ad Eu ‘ 
V. Debs, of the Appeal to Reason; to the ¢ ba 
penditures in the Vost Offi Department 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to 

|} an increase of pension to William H. Ow ) ( ’ 
on Invalid Pensions 

Also, papers to accompany bill g { } 
sion to Philip George: to the Com { on | | 

Also, papers accompanying bill g ig a to ¢ 
H. Reed; to the Committee n DP ae 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Ps n s of ( 
modore Barry Branch, No. 310, of 1 \) ( 

League, Brooklyn, N. Y., pt y oO 
Root bill to repeal the free-t \ he VP ( 
act: to the Committee on Inte fate and For ( ‘ 

Also, petition of the United Hatters of North Ame ] 

No. 8, Brooklyn, ic as protest rai the 
| legislation for the reduction of tariff on hat te 1e ¢ ‘ 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated U1 ( ! 
York and Vicinity, protesting aga 1 | 
legislation to incre » the internai-re nue x rs on a 
sliding scale; to the Committee on Wa 1M 


iy ESDAY Ll pral Leslie 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Pre Db. DD 

ATLEE POMERENE, a Senator from t St of ( 
in his seat to-day. 

rHE JOUR 

The Secretary pioceeded to read tl J f 
proceedings. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask it the furt I ( 
Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I t) } 
first day of the session, at lea ought to | 1 | 
object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is object and the Seer 
tary will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jom 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, < do not s 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone] in his seat I was } 
at the time, and I do not recall that the Senator from M 
objected to the consideration of the concurrent resolutio: 
the House of Representatives, although it is so 1 1 


Journal. 
Mr. SMOOT. He made a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think he made a p 
inquiry, but my recollection is that he did not object to the con 
sideration of the concurrent resolution. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Missouri 


Mr. President, 


he con 


simply submitted to the Chair the question whether tl 
rent resolution could then be taken up, except by unanimous con- 
He did not make a formal point of order. 


sent. 
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The VI¢ PRESIDENT The Journal will be corrected 
accordingly, and if there is no further objection the Journal 
will stand approved as corrected. 

Mr. STONE subsequentiy said: Mr. President, as a matter of 
py i I desire to have the Journal corrected. 

I} ICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state for the bene- 
fit of e Senator from Missouri that the Journal was ordered 
corrected. 

Mr. STONE. I have just come into the Senate. My attention 
has been called to the matter. I do not know how it was cor- 
rected. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Crark] and 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gatutncer] bad it cor- | 
rected to correspond with what occurred yesterday. 

Mr. STONE. I desired to make a statement and to have the 
Journal accordingly corrected. I did not object to the con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution referred to, coming from 
the House. I merely raised the question of order as to whether 
1 r the rules of the Senate the resolution could be considered 
on yesterday without unanimous consent. ‘The Chair held to 
the cont \ nd I acquiesced. I do not care to have the 
Journal show that I objected to the consideration of the con- 
current resolution. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal has already been 
ordered corrected in accordance with the statement of the 
Senator from Missouri. 


Mr. STONE. Then my remarks are unnecessary. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Attention was called to the fact 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK] in the absence 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. STONE. That is satisfactory. 

IMPORTATION OF TEAS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with the Senate 


resolution adopted on the 28th of February, 1913, calling upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit certain correspond- 
ence, rulings, reports, and orders relative to the importation 
into this country of green teas or colored teas, the Chair pre- 
sents the original documents, which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says, in his judgment, should be furnished instead of any 
report. The papers will be referred to the Committee on 
T‘inance. 


5, 


DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate, pursuant to 


law, the annual report of the National Society of the Daughters 

of the American Revolution for the year ended October 11, 

1912, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
DEMOTION OF WILLIAM HALL AND OTHERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion, dated March 3, 1913, from the then Postmaster General, 
Mr. Hitchcock, transmitting a supplementary list of papers from 
the Post Office Department relating to the demotion in 1911 of 
William Hall, E. H. Erwin, R. E. Erwin, J. J. Negley, and E. P. 
Rodman, clerks in the Railway Mail Service, which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I present 
tificate of the governor of [Illinois certifying that Hon. JAMES 
HaAmiItton Lewis was duly elected by the Legislature of 
Illinois a Senator to represent that State in the United States 
Senate for the term of six years. I ask that the credentials 
may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
dentials. 

The credentials of JAMEes HAMILTON Lewis, chosen by the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1915, were read and ordered to 
be filed. 


The Secretary will read the cre- 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of New Mexico, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Industrial Expositions and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint resolution 17, with regard to the international exposition 
and celebration to be held In El] Paso, Tex., to commemorate the build- 
ing and completion of the Elephant Butte Dam. 


Whereas through the efforts of the Government of the United States, 
acting by and through the Reclamation Service, the largest irrigation 
enterprise in the United States, namely, the Rio Grande project or, 
as it is otherwise known, the Elephant Butte Dam, located 110 miles 
north of El Pase, Tex., and 90 miles north of Las Cyuces, N. Mex., 
on the Rio Grande, in the fertile Rio Grande Valley, is to be com- 
pleted during the year 1915; ard 

Whereas by virtue of such Rio Grande project thousands of acres of 


land will be reclaimed and made available for beautiful and attractive 
and productive orchards and homes; and 


the cer- | 
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’ 
Seema om 
Whereas the people of Fl Paso County, Tex., and the people of the Rio 
Grande Valley in New Mexico are to hold a great irrigation and 
dustrial exposition in El Paso in the year 1915 to commemorate t! 
building and completion of the Elephant Rutte Dam, at which ec 
bration it is pla 1 to officially open the doodgates of the g 
irrigation project: and 
Whereas the said irrigation profect is, In a sense, an internati ! , 
project, in this, that the same is being built by the Government 5 
the United States, by virtue of a treaty with the Republic of Mex 2S 
which treaty provides, amongst other things, that the said R S 
of Mexico shall receive yearly from the said dam 60,000 acre-fi = 
water; and Z 


Whereas it {s appropriate that the United States shou!d formally 
to the Republic of Mexico that the project is neartr 


g completion 











that the United States would welcome the participation of ‘ 

Republic of Mexico in the celebration so as aforesaid to be held i 

Paso, Tex.; and 
Whereas it is fitting that the Government of the United Stat he ! 

participate fn the said celebration because of the successful build 2 

of the greatest of the irrigation projects on the Rio Grande, wl! ¥ 

is commonly known as the American Nile, which project rivals t 4 

great English Assouan Dam on the Nile River in Egypt: Now, t s 

fore, be it 3 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislature of t s 
State of New Mexico (the Senate concurring thercin), That a vote « 3 
thanks and appreciation is hereby extended by the State of New Mex a 
to the Government of the United States and to the officials of a 
Reclamation Service of the United States their ve interest $ 
the needs of the State of New Mexico and for the energy and 4 
displayed by them in the iception and execution of the work € 
said irrigation project; and be it further » 





Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be. and it is her 
requested by the State of New Mexico to officially the Republic 
Mexico to participate in the celebration and exposition to be held 
said city of Fl Paso in the year 1915; and be it further 

Resolved, That the State of New Mexico hereby extends a cordia! 
invitation to the President of the United States to visit the Rio Grar 
Valley in the year 1915 during the holding of said celebration and 
exposition and to participate in the formal opening of the said irrigat 
profect: and be it further 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and it is her 
requested to make an appropriation in the sum of $250,000 in ord 
that the Government of the United States may participate in the said 
celebration; and be it further 

Resolved, That duly authenticated copies of this resolution shall 
immediately made and sent by the secretary of state of New Mexi 
to the President of the United States and to the President of the Senat i 
of the United States and the Speaker of the House of Representati 
of the United States, and to Senators Atrert B. Fath, THomas |} 
Catron, C. A. CULBERSON, and Morris SHEPPaRD, and to Congre 
Harvey B. Fercusson, Cuarves F. Curry, and W. R. SM1tTuH, and to 
Director of the Reclamation Service of the United States. 

I hereby certify that the word “the” interlined on cighth line 
page 2 was placed there before signing. 


ask 





I 
i 


E. C. Dr Baca, 
President of the Senate. 
Tsrporo ARMIFO, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Roman L. Baca, 
Speaker of the House of Representative 
FRANK STAPLIN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Represertati 
Approved March 13, 1913. 
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WILLIAM C. McDONALD, 
Governor of New Mezi 
STATES OF AMERICA, 
Sratre or New Mextco, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STA’ 

I, Antonio Lucero, secretary of state of the State of New Mexico, ( 
hereby certify 
That I have carefully compared the annexed copy of joint resol 
No. 17 of the Senate and House of Representative of the State of N 
Mexico in Legislature assembled, with the original thereof as filed 
the office of the secretary of state of the State of New Mexico on |t 
13th day of March, A. D. 1913, and that it is a full, true, and comp! 
transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof 
In testimony whereof I have caused the 

hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand at Santa Fe this 13th day of March, A. D. 19! 
and in the one hundred and thirty-seventh year of the independence: 
the United States of America. 

[SBAL.] 


UNITED 





seal of the State to 


ANTONIO LucERO, 
Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution of 
the General Assembly of the Territory of Hawaii, which wa 


referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas ft is necessary for the proper industrial and commercial dev 
opment of the Territory of Hawaii that there shall be at least one 
suitable terminal port for the accommodation of vessels on each 
the four principal islands—Hawali, Maui, Oahu, and Kauai—of this 
Territory; and that, in view of the size and contour of the larzes 
tsland, Hawaii, there should be one or more such ports on each side 
thereof; and 

Whereas surveys, or surveys and improvements, have been authorized 
by the Congress for one such port on each of the islands of Maui. 
Oabu, and Kauai, and on the east side of the island of Hawaii, but 
not yet for any such port on the west and south side of the island 
of Hawali: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States is 
hereby respectfully requested to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
War to cause a preliminary examination and survey to be made of th 
harbors on the west and south coast of the island of Hawaii with 
view to determining the best location for a port or ports on tha 
coast; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of 
the United States and the Delegate in Congress from Hawaii, 
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Tie SENATE OF THE TeRRITORY OF HAWATI, The VICE PRESIDENT presented a j memo! of t} 
onolult Taiwaii. J A & 912 : ; : : 
; : H notuls, Ha . 7 oe S thi Legislature of North Dakota, which was refe! dl » the ¢ 
} ' rtify tha e foregoing concurrent resolution was this ; oes ; : 
W ereb certify U it the xe co urre ait i s mittee on Privileges and I ons und 01 : 1 
. tonted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawail. : es i 
——- Eric A. KNUDSEN, the Recorp, as follows: 
President of the Senate. jae 8 He . 
Joun H. WIsz, A joint resolution ratifying sed at 1 Con n 
Clerk of the Senate. of | Ur 
Tus House or REPRESENTATIVES Whereas the Sixty-second Coners of the U1 dd ‘ t 
OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAIT, | the second session, by a constitut il maj 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 8, 1913. | made and passed the following pr wal to ar f ‘ 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was this | the United States of America in the following w 


3 adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of 


H. L. HOustTein, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWARD WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair presents a joint memo- 
rial of the Legislature of the State of Washington in favor of 
dequate fortifications and military defenses of the harbors of 
the Pacific coast. The memorial will be referred to the Com- 
ittee on Coast Defenses. 
Mr. JONES. I think it should go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs as it relates to fortifications. 
here being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorb, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, | 
STATE OF WASHINGTS 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I. I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do | 
} y certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of | 
joint memorial No. 11, passed February 11 and March 7, 1915, 
the Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Washington, with the 
il enrolled copy of said joint memorial now on file in this office | 
ind the same to be a full, true, and correct copy of said original, 
i of the whole thereof, together with all official indorsements thereon. | 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
{ il of the State of Washington, at the capitol in Olympia, this | 
llth day of March, A. D. 1913. 
AL.) I, M. HOWELL, 
Secretary of Slate. 
Senate joint memorial 11. 
the President of the United States of America, the Senate and House | 
resentatives of the United States, the Secrctary of War, and the 
rs and Representatives in Congress from the State of Wask- 








ne 
your memorialist, the Senate of the State of Washington, the } 
} se concurring, assembled in regular session of the Thirteenth Legis- 
of the State of Washington, most respectfully represent and pray 
lows: 


i s the State of Washington has many wealthy cities and towns 
lly dependent upon the national seacoast defense for protection 
im invasion from the Pacific Ocean; and 
\ reas by the fourth biennial report of the State board of tax com- 
oners of the State of Washington the assessed valuation of all of | 
property in the State of Washington, taxable under the statutes 


said State, appears to be $1,005,086,251; and | 
W eas Grays and Willapa Harbors are wholly without military de 
f 3; of any kind or nature; and | 


s the whole of Washington and Oregon is accessible from tke 

ific Ocean through Grays and Willapa Harbors; and 
W is the naval strength of the United States now stationed on the 
Pacific coast would be wholly inadequate, in case of threatened inva- 
to properly protect the Pacific coast and repel any attempted 


n ion from the Pacific Ocean; and 
V is petitions have been filed with Senator W. L. Jones, of the 
{ ed States Senate Committee on Military Affairs, which petitions 


re signed by taxpayers of the States of Washington and Oregon, 
the petitioners thereon represented 3532,898,097, as appraised by | 
the taxing officers of said States and duly certified by such taxing 








e o> 
licers, praying that Grays and Willapa Harbors be fortified; and 
Whereas many banking, milling, manufaeturing, and coal mining cor- | 
I tions and wholesale merchants signed said petitions, whose assets 
could not be shown by certificates of the State board of tax com- 


I ioners of the States of Washington and Oregon, in addition to 
the amounts first above shown to be so verified by certificates; and 
Where the following commercial bodies of the Northwest have, by 
resolutions duly and regularly adopted, found that the fortification of 
Grays and Willapa Harbors was a public necessity, to wit: Portland | 
Chamber of Commerce, Portland, Oreg.; New Seattle Chamber of Com- | 
merce, Seattle, Wash.; Aberdeen Chamber of Commerce, Aberdeen, 
Wash.; Montesano Chamber of Commerce, Montesano, Wash Spo- 
kane Chamber of Commerce, Spokane, Wash. ; Olympia Chamber of | 
Commerce, Olympia, Wash; and the Centralia Chamber of Commerce, 

Centralia, Wash.;: and 
Whereas Gen. Marion P. Mau commanding the department of the 

Columbia, United States Army, has recommended the fortification of 
Grays and Willapa Harbors in his last report: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the State of Washington (the House con- 
rring), That the President of the United States of America, the 
nate and House of Representatives of the United States, the Secr« 
tary of War, and the Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
the State of Washington be, and they ure hereby, urged to take such 
action as will lead to the speedy planting of adequate fortifications and 
military defenses capable of repelling any attempted invasion through 
Said harbors from the Pacific Ocean. 

rhe secretary of state is hereby directed to immediately transmit a 
certified copy of this memorial to his excellency the President of the 
United States of America, to the honorable Secretary of War, and to 
each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State 
of Washington 

Passed the senate February 11, 





c 
S 
‘ 


1915. 

Lovts F. Hart, 
f President of the Scnate. 
Passed the house March 7, 1913. 


Howarp D. TAYLor, 
Speaker of the House. 
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State legislatures. 
““* When vacancies happen tn tl [ 
Senate the executive authority of s) S | 
to fill such vacancies: Provided, That th l 
| empower the executive thereof to make t } I 
the people fill the vacancies by election as the | 
“* This amendment shall not be so co l Y 
|} or term of any Senator chosen b e it | n V 
Constitution.’ 
Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the St f North I 
duly convened, That the said foregoing proposed I t to t ( 
stitution of the United Stat of America | na , 
ratified by the Legislative Assembly t Ss North bD l 1 
be it further ; 
Resolved, That certified copies of this joint 1 
by the governor of this State to the Secretary of St 
States of America, at Washington, and to the Pre n t s 
|} and the Speaker of the House of Representatiy t lor ( 





‘Joint resolution proposing an amendment to 

ing that Senators shall be elected by t { yI t 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Represe 
Staies of America in Conyress assembled (t 
curring therein), That in Heu of the first pa ! 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and 
of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the 1 
the following be proposed as an amendment to t ‘ 
shall be valid to all intents and 
when ratified by the legislatur ) I 

“* The Senate of the United States 
from each State, elected by the p t t 
Senator shall have one vot Ch ‘ rs in ¢ S 
qualifications requisite for « 





vres 


Approved March 7, 1913, 9.25 a 











f 
ee. I 
uf Y 
Chief ¢ ( 
\ l IX 
i id t t é 
W. DA 
~ f a / ‘ 
This certifies that the within bill originated in 1 
Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of N 1 I 
known on the records of that body house 1 N 
\f Tt 
( ( 
Filed in this of this 1 i i M15 
LOM il 
STA N¢ 1] 
©) ( ( SEC y 
Bi I 
I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of N h Dakota and } 
great seal of said State, do hereby cet vy that t! { 
hereto attached, contain a true and correct copy ) 
ratifying that amendment to the Constitution of t Ur | 
viding for the direct election of United St Ss 
Thirteenth Legislative Assembl f the Stat f N | 
was approved by the governor on the 18th day l i \. b i 
the original of which is now on file in my offic 
Given under my hand and the ¢ it seal of t . t Pp 
N. Dak., this 6th day of March, A. D. 1913 
ty ! LIA 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint 
Legislature of New Mexico, which w: referred to the ¢ 
mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed it I 
as follows: 
House joint memorial 3, requesting C to n 
for the purchase of all land grant n New Mex I 
of said grants in the homestead c! $3; segrega tl neral ri 
in said lands and place them under the Ui d St 
for location and development: cla y iid land ite i 
grazing, timber, and mineral lands; and provic f t id 
sale of same. 
|} Whereas the State of New Mexico 1 within its |! nd ‘ ’ 
of large land grants which contain valuab! I t 
timber, and mineral lands, now owned and held 
corporations, which are being offered for sale, and which ou 
developed, but which are being sold, subdivided, and developed 
slowly; and 
Whereas it is deemed advisable that New » sh d 
the immigration of more people to said nd I 
of more developed land on which to base ; ect ta f 
port of the county and State governments; : 
Whereas the opening of such land grants we the popu 
of the State very materially within a few I nd : t in build 
ing up and developing the State generally ! the good of the people 
ard the State government; and 
Whereas said land grants are being « fol le atr 
in large acreage, but of whic the individual settler in not 


small parcels, and the State of New 


Mexico is unable to pu 
said lands; and 














Whereas the best part of New Mexico's mineral resources are contained 
within t yundaries of d land grants and are prohibited from 
ber ( i up and 4d loped by prospectors and miners, and 
there { pi s of the State is Seine greatly hindered: Now, 
t! I 
W ‘ tfully pray, in the name of the people of the State of 

New M ‘o, that the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

Unit Stat of America pass an act providing that the United States 

shall purchase the said land grants; that said lands shal! be classified 

into iltural, grazing, timber, and mineral lands; that such of said 


lands as may be deemed desirable shall be placed under the homestead 


] and opened to the citizens ef the United States for settlement ; 
that provision shall be made for the lease and sale of the grazing and 
timber lands, if any of such lands are not placed in the homestead class; 





that all mineral rights in said land grants so purchased shall revert 
back to the United States of America, and said mineral lands shall be 
opened and subject to location and development under the United States 


laws and regulations; and that all such lands shall be classified and 
leased or sold to the people at what It cost the United States. 

R lved, That one copy of this memorial be sent to each, the Presti- 
dent of the United States, the President of the United States Senate, 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, by the secretary of 


stat f New Mexico 


The VICK PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 


Legislature of New Mexico, which was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Stars or New MEXIco, 
Orrice or Secrerary or STATs. 


I, Antonio Lucero, secreta 
hereby certify that there was filed for record In this office at 10.05 
o’clock a. m., on the 15th day of March, A. D. 1913, Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 20, ratifying the proposed amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States providing for the election of Senators by direct vote 
of the people, and, also, that I have compared the following copy of the 
same, with the original thereof now on file, and declare it to be a cor- 
rect transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of New Mexico, 
at the city of Santa Fe, the capital, on this 15th day of March, A. D. 


1 
[ SEAL, ] ANTONIO LUCERO, 
Secretary of State. 
Senate joint resolution 20, ratifying the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing for the election of Sen- 
ators by direct vote of the people 





Whereas at the second session of the Stxty-second Congress of the 
United States of America a joint resolution was duly adopted by 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, pro 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, as 
follows, to wit: 

* That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of Article I of the Con- 
stitation of the United States, and tn lieu of so much of paragraph 
2 of the same section as relates to the filling of vacancies, the fol- 
lowing be proposed as an amendment to the Constitution, which 
shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitu- 
tion when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the States: 

“*The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
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ry of state of the State of New Mexico, do | 


from each State, elected by the people thereof for six years, and | 
each Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall | 
ive the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous | 


branch of the State legislatures. 


“*When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 


Senate the executive authority of the State shall issue writs of 
election to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of 
anv State may empower the executive thereof to make temporary 
appointments until the people fill the vacancies by « tion as the 
islature may direct. 
his amendment shail not be so construed as to affect the election or 
term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution,’ ” 
Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of New Merico, That the 
said preposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, 
and the same ts hereby, ratified, and that certified copies of this resolu- 
tion be forwarded by the governor to the Secretary of State of the 
United States, to the President of the Senate of the United States, and 
to the Sp2aker of the House of Representatives of the United States. 
BH. A. Mipra, 
President pro tempore of the Senate, 
IstpoRO ARMIJO, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Roman L. Baca, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
FRANK STAPLIN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Approved this 15th day of March, A. D. 1913. 
WILLIAM C. McDONALD, 
Governor of the State of New Mevico. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


State or Sovutn DaKora, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
UNiItep Strares or AmeEntca, State of South Dakata, ss: 


I, Frank Glasner, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, 
do hereby certify that the annexed joint resolution, to wit, house joint 
resolution No. 23, was duly passed by the 1913 session of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of South Dakota, approved by the governor, and is 
now in full force and effect. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of South Dakota this 8th day of March, A. D. 
1913. 

[SEAL.] 


a 


FRANK GLASNER, 
Secretary of State. 
By J. T. NELSON, 
Assistant Secretary of State, 





APRIL 8. 


House joint resolution 23, declaring in favor of retention, cont; 
and administration of the national forests and the forest reserve 
the United States by the Federal Government. 
Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of South 
Dakota (the Senate concurring). 
Section 1. That it is, and is hereby, declared to be the sense of | 
Legislature of the State of South Dakota that the national forests ar 
forests reserves belonging to the United States, wherever located, sho 
continue to be and remain in the exclusive ownership, possession, 
trol, and administration of the Federal Government. That the poi 
of protection, conservation, and development of the National Fed 
resources embraced in said national forests and forest reserves can on 
will be best promoted and safeguarded and the public interests involy: 
therein best subserved by such Federal retention of ownership, poss 
sion, control, and administration. 
Sec. 2. That a copy of these resolutions be forthwith forwarded 
the Speaker of the National [louse of Representatives and to the Pr 
dent of the Senate of the United States. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a resolution passed by t 
Legislature of the Commonwealth of Ma:sachusetts, which y 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 191° 

Resolution relative to the passage by the Congress of the United S$ 

of laws relative to the sale of small fruits. 

Whereas there is now no uniform legislation in the United States g 
erning the sale of berries, cherries, currants, and other small fri 
_by standard dry measure; and 

Whereas at various seasons berries, cherries, currants, and small fru t 
are shipped from certain States for sale and distribution in o ' 
States; and 

Whereas the same are shipped and sold in small boxes, baskets, 
other receptacles which are not uniform in size or measure, but wh 
are generally of less capacity than standard dry measure; and 

Whereas it is desirable that such berries, cherries, currants, and st 
fruits be sold by standard dry measure, and that the boxes, bas! 
or other receptacles in which they are to be sold shall conta 
standard measure: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Genera! Court of Massachusetts hereby requ 

the Congress of the United States to pass laws and regulations w 

will provide that all berries, cherries, currants, and small fruits s! 

be sold in the United States by standard dry measure, and, further, t! 

the baskets, boxes, or other receptacles in which they are sold sh ' 

conform to standard dry measure. 

Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by 
secretary of the Commonwealth to the presiding officers of both bran: 


| of Congress and to each of the Senators and Representatives 


Massachusetts. 
In house of representatives, adopted March 17, 1913. 
In senate, adopted in concurrence March 20, 1913. 
A true copy. 
Attest: FRANK J. DONARMUE, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution ado; i 
by the Legislature of Wisconsin, which was referred to | 
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in | 
Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas it-appears from investigation recently made by the Senat 
the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in 
tain places in the United States, notwithstanding prohibitory 
utes enacted by the several States thereof; and 

Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the 
ple of the United States, and there is a demand for the more eff: 
prohibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal jurisd 
and control, at the same time reserving to cach State the rig! 
make and enforce its own laws relating to marriage and divo! 
Now, therefore, be Itt 
Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the a; 

cation be made, and hereby is made, to Congress, under the provi 

of Article V of the Constitution of the United States, for the callin 

a convention to propose an amendment to the Constitution of 

United States whereby polygamy and polygamous cohabitation sha! 

prohibited, and Congress shall be given power to enforce such pro 

tion by appropriate legislation. 

Resolved further, That the legislatures of all other States of 
United States, now tn session or when next convened, be, and t 
hereby are, respectfully requested to join in this application by t 
adoption of this or an equivalent resolution. 

Resolwed further, That the secretary of state be, and he here) 
directed to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and Lu 
of Representatives of the United States and to the several Membe: 
said bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit co; 
hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 

THOMAS Morris, 
President of the Senate 
MERLIN HULL, 
Speaker of the Assemb!) 
A. C. Trerow, 
Acting Chief Clerk 
DEPARTMENT OF STATY. 

Received March 26, 1913, 9.10 a. m. 

J. 8. DonaLp, Secretary of State 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of t! 
Legislature of New Mexico, which was referred to the Commi! 


tee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recor», 15 
follows : 


House joint memorial 1, adopted by a unanimous vote of both Hou 
of Representatives and Senate of the State of New Mexico, Ma: 
13, 1913, memortalizing the President and the Senate and the Hous 
of Representatives of the United States of America to enact just 2! 
appropriate homestead and forest-reserve laws for the arid regio! 
and to administer them with due regard to the rights of actual s 
tlers, and asking for the restoration to the public domain of certain 
lands in New Mexico, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of New Ilampshire, which was ordered to lie on | 
the tab! unl to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
Jo all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

I, kdward N. Pearson, secretary of state of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, do hereby certify that the following and hereto tached is a 
tri opy of joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution ratifying the 
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States and 
America” (approved March 14, 1913), as engrossed in this office and 
in custody as secretary of state. 

in testimony whereof, I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed 
the seal of the State, at Concord, this 18th day of March, A. D. 1913. 

[ AL. J EXpwarp N. PEARSON, 

Secretary of State. 
STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, 1915. 
Joint re ion ratifying the sixteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of America. 
Resolved by the cnate and house of representatives in general court 
conrencd 
Whereas both Houses of the Sixty-first Congress of the United States of 
America, at its first session, by a constitutional majority of two- 
thirds thereof, made the following proposition to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States of America in the following words, to 
wit: 
“A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
State of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by 
the legislature of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution, namely, 


Article XVI: 

“* The Congress shall haye power to lay and collect 
from whatever source derived, without apportionment 
States, and without regard to any census or 

Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the senate and house of rep 
mvrened, That the said proposed amendment 
United States of America be, and the sam 
by the General Court of the said State of New 
ther it 

Resolved, That certified copies of this joint resolution be forwarded 
to the governor of this State, to the Secretary of State of the said 
United States, and to the presiding officers of the 
Representatives of the said United States, 

WILLIAM J. 


taxes on incomes 
among the several 
enumeration.’ ” 


sentatires in general 
to the Constitution 
is hereby, ratified 
Hampshire; and fur- 


court ¢ 


of the 


he 


BRITTON, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Enos K. SAWYER, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved March 14, 1913. 


SAMUEL D. FELKER, 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a telegram in the nature of 
a resolution adopted by the House of Delegates of Porto Rico, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
San JUAN, P. R., March 2, 1913. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Resvectfully I transmit the following resolution of the House of Dele- 
gates of Porto Rico: 
‘‘he House of Delegates of Porto Rico considers it a very high honor 


Governor. 


for any human being of this world to be invested with American citl- 
venship, but under present circumstances it prays that Congress take 


no action upon this matter without direct consultation and in accord- 
ance with the will of Porto Rican people, because there exist tendencies 
favorable and adverse to United States citizenship for the Porto Ricans. 
This resolution of the house of delegates does not affect its sentiments 
of odhesion and friendship toward the noble American people, but is in- 
spired by its sentiments of respect and love for the natural sovereignty 
of the people of Porto Rico. 
JOSB DepriEco, Speaker. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
passed by the General Assembly of the Territory of Hawaii, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas the harbor of Nawiliwili, on the island of Kauai, has been 
selected by the United States Engineers for improvement, and a 


project therefor has been approved by the Congress of the United 
States; and 
Whereas the need of such improvement ts urgent in the interest of 
commerce and shipping, the development of the island, and the con- 
venience of its citizens and residents as well as of the traveling 
public: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the 
United States be earnestly requested to appropriate and make avail- 
able, as soon as may be, sufficient funds to enable the carrying out of 
the plan or project for the improvement of such harbor; and be it 
further 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President of 
the United States, the President of the Senate of the United States, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and the Delegate to Con- 
from the Territory of Hawaii. 
liousr OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 10, 1913. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawali on 


March 10, 1913. 
H. L. HOLstern, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWARD WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


gress 


Senate and House of | 
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rue SENATE OF Tm Tereirory OF HAWATI, 
Hionolalu, Heawati, March 12, 191 
We hereby ertify ¢t the foregoing ren resolution 
adopted in the Senat e Territory of ‘ March 12, 1913. 
nic A. KNUDSEN, 
President of the Senate 
JoHN H. WISE, 


Clerk of the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of t 

Legislature of Oregon, which was referred to the Committ: 

on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed in t 
Recorp, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


STATE OF OREGON, 
OFFICE OF THE SHCRETARY OF STA’ 


I, Ben W. Olcott, secretary of state of the State of Oregon, and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have « 
fully compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 18, \ 
the original thereof filed in the office of the secretary of state of t 
State of Oregon on the 27th day of February, 1913, and that t 
same is a full, true, and complete transcript therefrom and of 
whole thereof, 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed he: 
the seal of the State of Oregon. 

Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., 
19138. 

[SEAL.] 


this 27th day of February, A. 


Ben W. OLCOTT, 
Secretary of Stat 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Unit 
States of America, in Congress assembled: | 
Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Ore; ' 
in legislative session assembled, respectfully represent that— 
Whereas it appears from reliable information that the price of gr 
bags, wool bags, and jute cloth is excessive and unreasonably hi 
anc 
Whereas the jute crop for the year 1912 was as large as that of t 
year 1907 (the former high-water mark in the production of jut 
and that there was carried over from last year several millions 
grain bags, thus indicating that a shortage of raw materia! 
reserved manufactured product can not be the cause of the re 
high prices for bags; and 
Whereas it is reported that the price of jute grain bags, wool ba 
and cloth has been unreasonably advanced by a few large cory 
tions and dealers of the Pacific coast, brought about by corneri 
the market and so manipulating the sale thereof that they have 
able to force all prices to almost double that paid by consumers 
previous years; and ' 
Whereas it is believed these high and exorbitant prices exist by rea 
of the large corporations on the Pacific coast entering into an i)!k 
combination in restraint of trade, and by using other artificial m 
which have enabled them to fix the price of jute grain bags, w j 
bags, and cloth at an exorbitant and unreasonable price and 
violation of the laws of the United States, and thereby forcing | j 
consumers to buy all jute products at a very high, exorbitant, | 
unreasonable price; and 


| Whereas it is estimated that the alleged jute bag and cloth trust 


completely cornered and controlled the price of jute bags and clo 

enabling the trust to obtain enormous profits amounting to at 

50 per cent: Be it 

Resolved, That your memorialists respect Sully and earnestly petili 
and request the Congress of the United States to thoroughly investi: 
and probe the grain-bag monopoly existing on the Pacific coast, 
should this probe and investigation disclose violation of the F 
laws, the proper officials of the United States be instructed to us 
just means to punish such individuals, firms, or corporations, part 
pating in any grain-bag monopoly, or illegal acts in violation of t! 
Federal laws. 

Adopted by the house February 26, 1913, 

Cc. N. McARTHUR, 
Speaker of the House 

Adopted by the senate February 26, 1913. 

DAN J. MALARKBY, 
President of the Senat 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Idaho, which was referred to the Committe 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in 1‘! 
Recorp, as follows: 

STATE oF IDAnO, 
DEPARTMENT OF SrTA1 

I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transc: 
of house joint memorial No. 8, by Oversmith: passed the house | 
ruary 21, 1915; passed the senate March 3, 1913: which was illed 
this office on the 5th day of March, A. D. 1913, and admitted to re: 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixe!! 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho. 
Gth dag of March, in the year of our Lord 1913, and of the I: 
pendence of the United States of America the one hundred and thi 
seventh. 

{[SEAL.] WILrreD L. Girrorp, 

Seeretary of State. 
House joint memorial 8&8. 
To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the Unit 

States, in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, resp: 
fully represent that 
Whereas a large portion of the State of Idaho has been set aside 

the United States Government and placed in forest reserves; and 
Whereas it is necessary on the part of several counties of the Si 

of Idaho, in which a part of the forest reserves are situated, | 
maintain and construct roads and bridges in such forest reserves ; and 
Whereas the cost of the construction and maintenance of such road 
and bridges is a grievous burden ae the taxpayers of said counties 
and there being no revenue derived by such counties from such forest 





reserves commensurate with such cost: 
We therefore pray and earnestly urge that the Department of t! & 
Interior be required to make a thorough investigation of the roads and ea 











{ N( IP Mac I \ 
1915 CO: GRAEASSLON AL 
‘ ° . 
¥ h «sl ld be constructed and maint ed in such forest 
2 und a sufticient ippropriation made by the United States 
e purpose of building and maintaining all necessary roads and 
s in such forest reserves J sti 
: ecretary of state is hereby it ructed to ird copies « t 
It to e Senate and lIicuse of Representatives of t Un 1 
d copies of tt ame to our Sen rs and Representatives in 
( 
' 1 passed h » of 1 n i n the 21 day 
f \ l 
; c. S. Fri r. 
K r of the Hon of R ‘ t 3 
I p i the senate on the 3d day of Mar 1913 
HERMAN H. 'TAYLO! 
Preside it of t ‘ nate. 
cor y that > } se joint mé IN 8 origl 
Y { t the t fth ion of tl I iture of the 
‘ I ’ 
Davin B t 
Chief Cl J. of t} ii of Rep ta ca 
VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
lA iture of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on 


the Library and ordered to be printed in the Recorpb, as follows: 


Drip [EN STATE 
‘ifford. s etary of «at » of ¢t Stat f 


I Idaho, do 
nd complete 


certify that the annexed is a full, t é transcript 

te joint memorial No. 7, by Macbeth and LHlart, relating to the 

tion of Monticello, the ho of T! nas Jetferson ssed ft 

February 28, 1913; passed tl house March 1, 1913; which 
was led in this office on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1913, and 
i ed to record 

estimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
‘ al of the State Done at Boi City, th pital of Idaho, this 
j day of March, in the year of our Lord 1915 nd of the inde- 

e of the United Stat of Am« a the one hundred and thirty- 











] VV » L. Grrre 
secre ’ ) ‘tate 
Senate joint memorial 7. 
no? Secnatc and House of ] ( tlires of the United 
in ¢ ( bied 
mie , the Legislature of the State of Idaho specifully 
that 
\ the members of the twelfth s ion of the Legislature of the 
S of Idaho, united bv feelings f dee t affection and national! 
to Thomas Jefferson, the author of tl Declaration of American 
ndence, heartily ind t ict ( t! Jef Mi ) 
iation in endeavoring to restore to a p ion of national dig 
home, Monticello, where he lived, died, and is buried 


of the State f 


cretary 












of y instructed to forward 
{ memorial to the Senate and Ho of Representati of tl 
I 1 States and copies cf the same to our Senators and R 
{ n Congress 
enate joint memorial No, 7 passed the senate on the 28th day 
of | ary, 101 
FIFRMA H Ta 
President of the nate 
n vit memorial No. 7 pas 1 the hou f I ta 3 
c Ist day of March, 101° 
caw I 
Speaker of the Ho ée of Representatives 
y certify t t t hin senate joint memorial N i origi 
Y the senate dur the t t on of the Legislature of tl 
S Idaho 
st ER C, Br , 
s retary of the Senate 
The VICH PRESIDENT | ted a joint memorial of the 
Legisiature of Idaho, whi was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
S ( IDATIO 
D [ENT OF STATD. 
I, Wilfred L. Gifford I v of stat of Stat of Idaho, do 
] y certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete tran ipt 
» joint memorial No. 7, by Mason; passed tl house February 
j N13; 1 ed the senate Marc! } j 1 i this 
Office on the 5th day of March, A. D ! 
In testimony whereof 1 have | d the 
{ it seal of the State Done o, this 
6th day of March, in the year ndred 





nd thirteen and of the indepé¢ 
the one hundred and thirty-se\ 


BAL. ] WI! aS 
eecrel 7 | Nftate 
House joint memorial 7 

Jo the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the United States 

in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 
f represent and petition as follow That 
Whereas on the 19th day of April, 1911, there was introduced in the 





National House of Representatives House bill No. 5966, providing 









for the permanent location of and for the irking and monumenting 

of the old Oregon Trail { 1 the Missouri River to the Puget Sound 

as a memorial to the brave and hardy pioneer whose hardshiy 

suffering, and brilliant achievements saved the Oregon country, of 

which Idaho was a part. to the Union and opened the iy for the 
rther development of this vast territory: Now, therefore, 

Y lists, in t name of and for the people of the State of 
Id ‘aking in bl f of all of the people living in the territory 
trai t ld « » Trail tly and respectfully petition 
a mt said lik LN “ passed by Congress. 

fhe secretary of the S of | ‘ hereby instructed to forward 





io the Senate and Hous 





of Representatives of 
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RTPI 
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UNItTep STATES A ICA 
I, James B. Pearce retary 
he vy « rtify that the anne j 
of senate joint I ial No. 4, 1 
In testimony whereof I 
great il of the State of Cole 
lay of I y, A. D. 1913 
LSBAL, ] 
sen ye 
i the G 
I repr ent ft 
Interi el 
cent vi d 
her thei ! a 
Ma ) a 
ful and pain kk 
in said nat l 
That the people of } 
lished. It includes t | I 
is little adapted to eitl 
limity and grande is not 
asy of access to Amei is! 
the summer month wing sit 
Rocky Mountains 
We therefore urge that 
Mountain Natior Park, adopt! 
tt report of d Chief Ge 
Interior and embodying prov 
creatitl the id mir I red 
of Representatives f t pu 
And this rm ts 
Ap] \ i, I a) 13 
The VICE PRESIDENT | 
by the Legisiature of Calif 














Committ st Otiice ’ 
printed in the Recorb, us fo 
As ibly 3 t re n 2, 1 
Conger to author ind di t 
its funds to school dist t 
Whereas under t act ¢ ¢ y 
Pr 1 Savings Syst ! 
tl ty br ich t 
is pe te d 
distr e Nat 
yh f 
t 5 st t i 
ad f I’ 
li 1 S « [ 
Wher by t t 
and tio 
eve State will re« y 
cial prosperity, which will e 
of ir Nation bette ] { ] 
Resolved, That the & it nd 
hereby join in requesting the ¢ 
the act establishing the Postal 8S 
1uthorize 1d direct the board o 
tem to invest the funds of iid t 
various school districts of the ‘ il 
tives in the Senate and the Ho 
heir utmost to further such legisiati 
and be it further 
Resolved. That copie of these 
by the clerk of th mbly to 
United States and tt! s ker of 
United States and a y I of f 
each newly elected Member of C 


nds and ordered to be 
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Received by the governor this 4th day of February, A. D. 1913. 


ALEXANDER McCaApse, 


Private Secretary to the Governor. 
Filed with the secretary of state this 4th day of February, 1913. 
W itne my signature and the seal of this office at Sacramento this 
4th da f February, 1912, 


Frank C. JORDAN, 
Sceretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 








General Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1913. 
Resolutions in favor of the establishment of an international commis- 
sion on the cost of living. 

Resolved, That the General Court of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chuset believing that the world-wide increase in the cost of living 
and the possibility of a continuance of this increase for an indefinite 
period is a matter of great importance, and believing that an inter- 
nitional commission on the cost of living should be appointed to meet 
the urgent need to find a scientific b ; for any reforms in this 
respect which can be accomplished by legislation, hereby approves of 
the effort to bring about such an international commission. 

Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States, 
to the presiding officers of both branches of Congre and to each of 
the Senators and Representatives from Massachusett 

in senate, adopted January 31, 1915 

In house of representatives, adopted in concurrence February 6, 1913. 

A true copy. 

Attest: 


DONAHUE, 
Commonwealth, 


FRANK J. 

Secretary of the 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Oregon, which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Rercorp, as 
follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STAT OF OREGON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, Ben W. Olcott, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care- 


fully compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 14 with 


the original thereof filed in the office of the secretary of state of the 
State of Oregon on the 27th day of February, 1913, and that the same 
is a full, true, and complete transcript therefrom and of the whole 
thereof 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hercto 
the seal of the State of Oregon. Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., 
this 28th day of February, A. D. 1913. 


[| SEAL.] Ben W. OLcorT, 


Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 14. 

Whereas Harry Hill and other settlers known as the “ Sherman County 
settlers’ have suffered great damages by reason of the erroneous 
restoration to homestead settlement of certain lands in the State of 
Oregon by the Secretary of the Interior, from which lands said set- 
tlers were afterwards ousted as a result of a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as set forth in the report made by 
Special Agent Thomas LB. Neuhausen, of the Department of the 
Interior; and 

Whereas the honorable Senate of the United States, on August 19, 1911, 
passed an act to adjust the claims of said settlers, and appropriating 
therefor the sum of $250,000; and 

Whereas the Committee on Claims of the honorable House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States has favorably reported a like bill for 
the settlement of the claims of said settlers, which is now pending 
on the Private Calendar of the House of Representatives as No, 123: 
se it 
Resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That the honorable 

House of Representatives of the United States is hereby memorialized 

to pass the said bill for the relief of said settlers, and the Senators and 

Representatives in Congress from the State of Oregon are hereby urged 

to use their influence in behalf of the passage of the said bill; and be it 

further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be mailed to the honorable 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States and to 
each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State 
of Oregon. 
Adopted by the house February 26, 1913. 
C. N. McArtTuer, 
Speaker of the House. 

Adopted by the senate February 14, 1913. 

DAN J. MALARKERY, 
President of the Scnate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Wyoming, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 


follows: 
THe STATE oF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATP. 
UNITED STaTesS OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, 88: 

I, Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the following and hereto-attached copy of enrolled 
joint resolution No. 3, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming, 
1as been carefully compared with the original, filed in this office on the 
“28th day of February, A. D, 1915, and is a full, true, and correct copy 
of the same and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this Ist day of March, A. D. 1913. 

[SEAL, ] Frank L, Hovux, 

Secretary of State. 
By F. H. Wescott, 
Deputy. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








APRIL 8 


? 





Enrolled joint resolution 3. 

A joint resolution relating to the refunding of certain moneys, now ly 
ing in the Treasury of the United States, being paid therein by ce) 
tain citizens of the United States, in attempting to make final proofs 
on the public domain, and memoralizing the Congress of the United 
States to pass such legislation as may be necessary for the refundin 
of these moneys to those who have so paid them into the Treasury 
of the United States, and thereby relieving the distress caused to « 
tain citizens of the United States by both denying patent on pul 
lands for different causes and then retaining the money paid as pro 
vided by law preliminary to perfecting such proofs. 

Whereas certain citizens of the United States have filed on portions 
the public domain, pursuant to the several acts of the Congress of | 
United States providing for the filing on and for the making of | 
proof and the securing of patent on the said public domain of ¢ 
United States so set apart for such purposes; and 

Whereas these citizens, in attempting to make final proof previous to 
perfecting patents on the public domain filed on under the sev 


acts of Congress providing for the securing of patents on the p 
domain, to wit, under the homestead act, the stone and timber 
the desert-land act, and the coal-land act. have been unsucce 


and for one cause or dnother have been denied patent; and 
Whereas these citizens have paid different sums of money into thi 
Treasury of the United States previous to their attempts to make fir 
proofs, as provided by the acts of the Congress of the United St 
and which proofs were unsuccessful and patents were denied; and 
Whereas these moneys have never been refunded to the citizens w 
have so paid them into the Treasury of the United States previ 
their unsuccessful attempts to make final proofs; and 
Whereas both the failure to secure title to the lands on which t! 
attempts to make final proof were made and the loss of the mon 
so paid into the Treasury of the United States have wrought unt: } 
hardship and loss to these citizens: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the ( 
gress of the United States be, and is hereby, memorialized and request 
to enact such legislation as may be necessary for the refunding of 
moneys so paid into the Treasury of the United States to the cit 
so paying them in and thus relieve the hardship and loss which 
withholding of these moneys is causing these citizens: be it further 
Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be s 
to the President of the United States, the President of the Uni 
States Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and 
Secretary of the Interior, asking their aid in bringing the object of 1 
memorial and request before Congress and in securing from sany 
quate legislation for the purpose herein set forth; and be it furthe: 
Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be 
to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United Sia 
viz, Hons. CLARENCE D, CLARK and FRANCIS E, WARREN, and our R 
sentative in said Congress, Hon. FRANK W. MONDELL, asking them 
use their best efforts to secure a favorable action upon the request « j 
bodied herein. Birney A. Sacre, 
President of the Senat 
MarTin L. Pratr, 
Speaker of the Hou 


Approved February 28, 1913, at 11 a. m. 
JOSEPH M, Carry, Governo 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent 
adopted by the Legislature of Kansas, which was referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be print« 
the Recorp, as follows: 
s House concurrent resolution 27. 

Whereas 12.000 citizens of Kansas served as militiamen during | 
War of the Rebellion in suppressing Price raid and other wa 
invasions and border disturbances; and ; 

Whereas the men so serving were ordered into active service bv ( 
Curtis under martial law and ordered into the State of Missouri 
1864 to repulse the invasion by Gen. Price’s army, and they do 
now have pensionable status under the United States pension | 
although they rendered valuable and valiant service in the pres 
tion of the Republic: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the house (the senate 

Senators and Members of Congress be, and they are hereby, reaue 

to propose and secure the passage of proper legislation by Con 

fixing and establishing for such militiamen a pensionable stat 

same as though they had been regularly mustered into regular sé 

and allowing to such men suitable pensions: Be it further 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Senator 


resoluti: 


concurring therein), That 





| Members of Congress from this State. 


I certify that the above concurrent resolution originated in 

house and passed that body January 31, 1913. 

W. L. Brown, 
Speaker of the 

Geo. BE. Rocrers, 


Chief Clerk of the House 


Hou 


Passed the senate February 5, 1913. 
SHEFFIELD INGALLS, 
President of the Senat 
Burt E. Brown, 
Secretary of the Senat 
STATE OF KANSAS, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF Srati 
I, Charles H. Sessions, secretary of state of the State of Kan 
hereby certify that the ahove and foregoing is a correct copy of t 
original enrolled resolution now on file in my office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affix 
my official seal this 6th day of March, 1913. 
{SEAL, ] 


as, ¢ 


Cuas. H. SESSIONS 
Secretary of State 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution pass 
by the Legislature of Illinois, which was referred to the © 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the Rr 
as follows: 
FORTY-EIGHTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF ILLINOIS—-1913 (REGULAR SESSI)% 
Senate joint resolution 12. 


Whereas it appears from the investigation recently made by the Senat 
of the United States and otherwise that polygamy still exists 
certain places in the United States, notwithstanding prohibitor : 
statutes enacted by the several States thereof; and bs 











1913. 





Whereas the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the people 
e the United States, and there is a demand for the more effectual 
‘hibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal jurisdiction 
1 control, at the same time reserving to each State the right to 
ke and enforce its own laws relating to marriage and divorce: 
Now, therefore, be it 
olved, by the Senate of the State of Illinois (the House of Repre- 
tatives concurring therein), That the application be made and hereby 
made to Congress under the provisions of Article V of the Constitu- 
1 of the United States for the calling of a convention to propose an 
ndment to the Constitution of the United States whereby polygamy 
i polygamous cohabitation shall be prohibited and Congress shal! be 
en power to enforce such prohibition by appropriate legislation. 
resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United 
c+ates now in session, or when next convened, be, and they hereby are, 
ctfully requested to join in this application by the adoption of this 
n equivalent resolution. 
lved further, That the secretary of state be, and he hereby is, 
d to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and House 


Representatives of the United States, and to the several Members 
d bodies representing this State therein; also to transmit copies 
the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 


ed by the senate February 27, 1913. 
rred in by the house March 12, 1913, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
STATES OF AMERICA, State of Illinois, ss: 
larry Woods, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby 
fy that the foregoing joint resolution of the forty-eighth General 
of the State of Illinois, passed and adopted at the regular 
) thereof, is a true and correct copy of the original joint resolu 
now on file in the office of the secretary of state. 
witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal 
of State at the city of Springfield this 20th day of March, A. D. 1913. 
AL. ] Harry Woops, Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 





Lecislature of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed in the 
ItecorD, as follows: 


STATE or IpAano, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
I. Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Idaho. do 
y certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
joint memorial 9, by Johnston & Storey, to the Congress of the 
| d States, the honorable the President of the United States, and the 
ble the Postmaster General of the United States (passed the house 
ry 21, 1913; passed the senate February 28, 1913), which was 
n this cffice on the 3d day of March, A. D. 1913, and admitted to 


ra 
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testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the | 


seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
day of March, in the year of our Lord 1913, and of the Inde 
of the United States of America the one hundred and thirty- 


enth 


AL. ] WILFRED LL. Grrrorp, 
Secretary of State 
Ilouse joint memorial 9. 


To the Congress of the United States, the honorable the President of the 
United States, and the honorable the Postmaster General of the 

fed States: 
memortalist, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 

ents that 

Whereas the State of Idaho has recently completed its new capitol 

in Boise, therein, on a blotk of ground adjoining the block 
ich the Federal building is situated; and 

Where the said capitol building, though in itself is a credit to the 
. is located on a small tract of land and has very little frontage 

ach; and 

VW directly in front of said capitol building and grounds and im- 
mediately acress the street therefrom there is a row of unsightly 
k flats, known as the Collister Flats, occupying with the yard 

d outhouses thereof one-quarter of the block on which the said 

leral building is located, and blocking and marring the view of the 

tol and of the Federal building; and 

Whereas the United States Government now owns three-quarters of the 

i block on which its said Federal building stands and lacks only 
e quarter block on which the said flats stand to give it a complcte 
of ground; 

We therefore pray that the Congress of the United States and the 
proper executive authorities of the Federal Government do take such 
steps as shall be necessary, by purchase, condemnation proceedings, 
or otherwise, to secure the title to the said quarter block, to remove 
the flats therefrom, and to park the same, to the end that the view 
of the said buildings may be unobstructed and the Federal tract be 
made more sightly and be suitably enlarged for future growth and 
development: Be it 
_ Resolved, That the secretary of state transmit a copy of this memo- 

rial to the Hlouse of Representatives and Senate of the United States 

and to our Representatives therein, to the Postmaster General, and to 
the President of the United States. 
This house joint resolution passed the house of representatives on the 

-Ist day of February, 1913. 





Cc. S. Frencn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
{hte Seaee joint resolution passed the senate on the 28th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1913. 
: HERMAN H. TAYLor, 
President of the Senate 


I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial 9 originated in 
e house of representatives during the twelfth session of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho. 


t 


A. C. COGSWELL, 
Assistant Chicf Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Montana, which was referred to the Committee 








m Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed 


( 
ReEcorp, as follows: 














Senate joint mémorial 3 

Petition to Congress to enact such legislation as will b 
the construction of a system of paved p } i 
the capitols of the several States of the Union with 
Capitol and with each other, and also with pr 
parks. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representat 
the United States assembled: 

Whereas a uniform system of national public highwa 
necting the capitols of the several States of the Union 
tional Capitol at Washington and with each other, and 
principal national parks, will vastly promote comn ’ 
several States and reduce the cost of transportation ther 
and cheapen travel and social intercourse between 
courage sectionalism, and render the entire people 
intellectually, morally, and politically; ald the fs 
his produce, and make farm life more agree 
profitable; induce Americans to see and know 
parts of the Union; intensify industrial activit 
road building throughout the continent, and bring tl 
countless blessings, conveniences, and joys known ¢ 
developed country; and 

Whereas to secure uniformity, thoroughness, and ¢ 
tion, fitness, and adaptabillty of grades and av 
controversies in the selection of rout as Vv i j 
not defeat, the entire enterprise, and t! t o 
highways being beyond the probable financial 1 
eral States, it would be necessary that it be « t 
and under the supervision of the General Govern! 
be it 
Resolved (the house concurring), We, the Thirt th I 

sembly of the State of Montana, do here peti nd 

the honorable Congress of the United States l 

tion for the location and construction, under the 

General Government, of a system of national } 3 

shall connect the capitols of the several Stat eg 4 { 

National Capitol Washington and with each ! 

the principal national parks; that such national 

structed on firm concrete bases with hard surface ind 

less as possible; that they be located solely with r d 

public good and feasibility of route and grades: and be ji 
Resolved, That Congress provide in such legislation me 





the necessary money for the location and construction 


highway by the restoration of the internal-re 





V 





tobacco, or in some other manner, as to it shall m 
and that the location and construction of such syste 
commenced, aS Means can be provided, throughout the « 
without giving priority to any sections or locations: : 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded 
of state of the State of Montana to the Senate of the 
and that copies of this memorial be forwarded by the s 
of the State of Montana to the Ho of Representativ 
States; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies thereof be transmitted by the 
of the State of Montana to the Senators and Representa 
of the State of Montana, with the request that t 
within their power to bring about a f n for 
ment of the ends and purposes herein 

Mel 
ide ; 
MA 
Speake 
Approved February 25, 1913 
8. V. 81 
Filed February 25, 1913, at 3.50 o'clock p. m 
A. M 
UNIteD STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the Stat 
hereby certify that the above is 2 true and correct ¢ 
memorial No. 3, petitioning Congress to enact such 
necessary for the construction of a system of paved 
connecting the capitols of the several States of t 
National Capitol and with each other, and also with 
tional parks, enacted by the thirteenth session of t I 
bly of the State of Montana, and approved by S. V. 8 


of said State, on the 25th day of February, 191 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set n 
great seal of said State 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of 
of February, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL.] 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concur 
passed by the General Assembly of the 'Territ 
which was referred to the Committee on the Jud 


dered to be printed in the Recorp, as folio 


Whereas the citizens of Hawall, previous to annex 


by the United States, had established and mainte 


years an independent national government an 


‘ 


d 


their capacity for self-government under ind 


bilities of a sovereign State: and 
Whereas annexation by one of the great power 

evitable owing to the mere numerical weakn« 

and its inability to support armed defense on 
Whereas immediately following the annexation « 






rf 


T re 


States Congress passed an organic law giving Haw 


Territory, that has been the traditional stepptu 


Whereas under this form the citizens of Hawaii 


government in a conservative, patriotic, and 
liberally in all manner for the development 
of American citizenship among all classes of 
lation; and 


Whereas Hawall, the State, 1s as certainly the natural : 


tiny of these islands as was the annexation 


integral part of the United States of America; 


ind 
and 


conne 


Na 


Lio! 


Hit 


121 








122 


Whereas the record of our people of the present day, the evidences of 
their thrift shown in the wealth per capita, the proofs of their in- 
telligence and ambition as shown by the small percentage of illiteracy 
among them are such as to command for them a respect and confidence 
equaling that accorded the citizens of any State in the Union: There- 
fore be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives, session of 1918 (the senate 

concurring), That the Congress of the United States tis hereby requested 

and respectfully petitioned to pass an enabling act authorizing the citl 
zens of the Territory of Hawaii to, and naming the date when they 
shall, elect delegates to a constitutional convention for the purpose of 
framing a constitution for the government of the State of Hawail, the 
same to be in full force and effect when approved by Congress and the 

President in the manner and form usual to the admission of States; and 

be it further 
Resolwed, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the President 

of the United States, the President of the United States Senate, and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives at Washington, and to the 

Hon. Jonam K, KALANIANAOLS 

Tun HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY OF HAWATI, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, February 26, 1918. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was finally 
aw pted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on 
february 26, 1913. 





H. L. HOUSTEIN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWARD WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Tuk SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawall, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, February 25, 1913. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on February 25, 1913. 
Eric A, KNUDSEN, 
President of the Senate. 
JOHN H. Wiss, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
passed by the General Assembly of the Territory of Hawaii, 
which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas pursuant to the terms of the organic act, being “‘An act to 
provide a government for the Territory ef Hawaii,” approved April 
20, 1900, all private fishing rights in the sea waters of Hawaii under 
Hawaiian law will shortly have been established; and 

Whereas under sald organic act the attorney general of the Territory 
was directed to bring condemnation proceedings against the owners 
of such private fishing rights to the end that the sea fisheries of 
Hawaii might be free to all citizens of the United States; and 

Whereas none of such fishing rights have been condemned because of 
the paramount claims of other matters of greater public importance 
to the citizens of the Territory on the revenues of the Territory; and 


v} 


Vhereas the condemnation of such private fishing rights and payment 
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for the same out of the revenues of the Territory would leave insuf- | 


ficient funds for the actual expenses of government in the Territory ; 
and 
‘Whereas the condemnation of these private fishing rights and the pay- 
ment for the same is pursuant to an act passed by the Congress of 
the United States, and intended for the benefit of the citizens of the 
United States generally and not exclusively for the benefit of the 
citizens of the Territory: Therefore be it 
Resolwed by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii (the House of 
Representatives concurring), The Congress of the United States is 
hereby requested to appropriate the sum of $500,000 for the purpose 
of acquiring such sea fisheries from the private owners thereof for the 
benefit and enjoyment of all the citizens of the United States; and be 
it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the President of the United States Senate, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, at Washington, and to the 
Hon. Jonan K. KALANIANAOLE, 
Tue SENATR OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawatl, 
Honolulu, Hawati, March 8, 1918. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was this 
day adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii. 
Eric A. KNUDSEN, 
President of the Senate, 
JOHN H. WIse, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


TERRITORY OF HawaII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 6, 19138. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was this 
day adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of 
Hawaii. 
H. L. HOustTery, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWaRD WooDWarpD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


The VICH PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of Hawaii, which was referred to 


> 7 i 1p > liciar © ” ar > 1 | 
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the | Whereas Siahy tanking, milling, manufacturing, and coal-mining 


Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas the Congress of the United States of America did, on the 


26th day of April, A. D. 1910, by joint resolution, provide for a | 





APRIL 8. 


Whereas under the laws now in force in the Territory of Hawali tram- 
in intoxicating liquors is controlled and regulated in a mam 
preety to a large majority of the residents of the Territor 
an 

Whereas the passage by the Congress of the United States of Ame: 
of any act relative to the trafiic in intoxicating liquors within 
Territory would constitute a departure from the principle of he 
rule of the Territories of the United States, and would likewis 
an expression on the part of the Congress of the United Stat 
that the Legislature of the Territory of Hawalli can not y 
intrusted with the exercise of powers specifically granted it by t 
organic act of the Territory of Hawaii: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Ha 

(the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United State 

and the same is hereby, respectfully petitioned to refuse the enact: 

of any measures either prohibiting or regulating traffic in intoxi 

liquors within the Territory of Hawaii, and that any proposed leg 

tion relative to such traflic be intrusted to the Legislature of said ‘| 
ritory of Hawaii; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the P: 
dent of the United States, the President of the Senate of the Un 

States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Unit 

States, and the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawaii. 

Tue Hovusp oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THD 
TERRITORY OF HAWATI, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 7, 1913 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution 
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii 
March 7, 1913. 


a3 


H. L. HOLstein, 
Speaker House of Representatives 
EDWARD WooDWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives 
THe SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 8, 191° 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution 
adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on March 8, 1913 
Eric A. KNUDSEN, 
President of the Senate. 
JOHN H. WISE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 
Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
I J £ 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committ: 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Reco 
as follows: 
UnNireD STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STA 
I, I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, 
hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed cops 
senate joint memorial No. 11, passed February 11 and March 7, 1°! 
by the Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Washington, with 
original enrolled copy of said joint memorial now on iile in this o 


| and find the same to be a full, true, and correct copy of said origi 
|} and of the whole thereof, together with all official indorsem 


thereon. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed h: 


| the seal of the State of Washington, at the capitol in Olympia, 


special election in the Territory of Hawaii, submitting to the quali- s a J c : 
| Whereas the following commercial bodies of the Northwest hav 


fied electors of said Territory the following question, to wit: “ Shall 
the legislature to be elected in November, 1910, be requested to pass 
at its first regular session a law prohibiting the manufacture or sale 
within the Territory of all intoxicating, spirituous, vinous, and malt 
liquors, except for medicinal and scientific purposes?’ ; and 

Whereas at an election held on July 26, 1910, by virtue of said joint 
resolution, the said question so submitted was answered in the nega- 
tive by a large majority of the legally qualified electors of the 
Territory ; and 


1ith day of March, A. D. 1913. 
[ SEAL. } I. M. HOwett, 
Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 11. 


To the President of the United States of America, the Senate and H: 
of Representatives of the United Statcs, the Secretary of War, « 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State 
Washington: 

We, your memorialist, the Senate of the State of Washington, 
House concurring, assembled in regular session of the Thirteenth | 
lature of the State of Washington, most respectfully represent and p 
as follows: 

Whereas the State of Washington has many wealthy cities and t: 
wholly dependent upon the national seacoast defense for prot 
from invasion from the Pacific Ocean; and 

Whereas by the fourth biennial report of the State board of tax 
missioners of the State of Washington the assessed valuation o 
of the property in the State of Wasiington taxable under the stat 
of said State appears to be $1,005,086,251; and 

Whereas Grays and Willapa Harbors are wholly without militar 
fenses of any kind or nature; and 

Whereas the whole of Washington and Oregon is accessible from 
Pacific Ocean through Grays and Willapa Harbors; and 

Whereas the naval strength of the United States now stationed o1 
Pacific coast would be wholly inadequate in case of threatened 
sion to properly protect the Pacific coast and repel any atter 
invasion from the Pacific Ocean; and 

Whereas petitions have been filed with Senator W. L. Jones, of 
United States Senate Committee on Military Affairs, which pet 
were signed by taxpayers of the States of Washington and ©: 
that the petitioners thereon represented $332,898,097, as app. i 
by the taxing officers of said States and duly certified by such tar 
officers, praying that Grays and Willapa Harbors be fortified; and 


porations and wholesale merchants signed said petitions, whose : 
could not be shown by certificates of the State board of tax « 
missioners of the States of Washington and Oregon, in additio 
the amounts first above shown to be so verified by certificates; 


resolutions duly and regularly adopted found that the fortifi 
of Grays and Willapa Harbors was a public necessity, to wit: I 
land Chamber of Commerce, Portland, Oreg.; New Seattle Ch 
of Commerce, Seattle, Wash.; Aberdeen Chamber of Commerce, A 
deen, Wash.;: Montesano Chamber of Commerc: vi 


Montesano, W 
Spokane Chamber of Commerce, Spokane, Wash.; Oiympia Ch 


of Commerce, Olympia, Wash.; and the Centraiia Chamber of ( 
merce, Centralia, Wash.; and 





rT ne sf oy 





Ci M » P. Maus mandi the Depa ent of the 
; : \rn is re mmended the orti it 1 
! I il last rep tt fore | t 
i i Senace ¢ the State of W hinagton (the Hou 
i resident of the United States of America, the Se 
a £ Representatives of the United States, the Secretary 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from t 
Washington be, and they are hereby, urged to take such action 
a to the speedy planting of adequate fortifications and mili 
es pable of repelling any attempted invasion through said 


om the Pacific Ocean. 
retary of state is hereby directed to immediately transmit a 
1 nv of this memorial to his excellency the President of tl 
States of America. to the honorable Secretary of War, and to 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of 





I is F. Hat 


Presidcat of the Sena 


Hlowarp D. TAYLOR 


s peakei of the House. 


Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Reconrp, 


UNITED STATES OF AMBRICA, 
STATH OF WASHINGTON, 

OFFICER OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

I. M. How secretary of state of the State of Washington, do 
certify I have carefully compared the annexed copy ofl 
int memorial No. 3, passed by the 'lhirteenth Legislative Assem 
the State of Washington, with the original enrolled copy of said 
il now on file in this office and find the same to be a full, true, 

rect copy of said original and of the whole thereof, together 
a officia! indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 

il of the State of Washington, at the capitol, in Olympia, this 
day of March, A. D. 1915. 











I. M. Hower, 
Secretary of State. 
By J. GRANT HINKLE, 
| issistant Seerctary of State 
House joint memorial 3. 


the honorable Senate and House of Represe ntatives of the United 


We. your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of 
State of Washington in legislative session assembled (in the thir 
ith regular session) represent and pray as follows: 

Whereas during the interim between the years 1859 and 1872 United 
States troops were stationed on the isiand of San Juan, State of 
Washington, that several of the soldiers died and were buried in a 

ying ground during that period; that said burying ground has 
un entirely neglected, with fences falling down and stock running | 
r the graves: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate and House of the State of Washington, That 
j t Congress of the United States be requested to make such an appro 
ion as is necessary to reclaim such graveyard, fence it properly, 

1 keep it in repair. 
assed the house January 20, 1913. 

IIoWARD D. TAYLOR, 
Speaker of the House. 

Passed the senate January 27, 1913. 

Louis F. Harr, 
President of the Senate. 


\ir. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature | 
of the State of Washington, which was referred to the Commit- 


e on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 





UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
I, I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do 
ereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of 
house concurrent resolution No. 18, passed by the Thirteenth Legislative 
\ mnbly of the State of Washington, with the original enrolled copy 
said resolution now on file in this office, and find the same to be 
!, true, and correct copy of said original and of the whole thereof, 
ther with all official indorsements thereon. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
al of the State of Washington, at the capitol in Olympia, this 
Sth day of March, A. D. 1913, 
EAL. ] I. M. HOWELL, 
Secretary of State. 
By J. GRanT HINKLE, 


Assistant Secretary of State. 

House concurrent resolution 18, 
Whereas the United States Government is preparing to construct 
«k jetty on the north side of the entrance of the Columbia River, 
n the State of Washington, near Fort Canby; and 
Wi ereas the War Department of the United States is about to call for 
ids from private contractors to furnish great quantities of stone 
be delivered by water or rail at the Government receiving works 
at Fort Canby, Wash.; and 


? 


WwW) ereas the War Department, in furtherance of this work, has adopted 
plans for the clearing out, dredging, and maintaining a new water- 
way or channel from the eastern end of Sand Island to Fort Canby, 

' Wash,, at large public expense; and : 


Whereas the dredging of said new waterway or channel as planned 
is designed for the public benefit, it will, in fact, be of no public 
benefit, but of great public cost for dredging and maintaining, and 
of benefit solely to any contractor who may deliver rock by water 
transportation to the receiving works at or near Fort Canby, and a 
corresponding handicap to any contractor bidding to furnish rock 
by means of rail transportation; and 





War Department of the United Sta 
porting rock, if necessary for 


navigation ; 


; of the State of Wash ngton ‘in Cong r¢ 
Passed by ‘el 913 


sented a joint memorial of the 
Washington, 
on Commerce and ordered to be printed 


Mr. JONES pre 


passed by 
Washington, 
| copy of said original enrolled copy now 


In testimony whereof I have 
Washingt 





honorable 
assemblicd 


memorialists, 
Washington 


Columbia 


apparatus to and from the 


frequently 
Life-Saving 








train service or 
Wherefore 
Your memorialists respectfully urge 
apparatus 
boathouse 


stationed 
n and control 


boathouse 


keeper of the said Klipsan 


Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the I 
the State of Washington, which was referre 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


NITED STAT! 


ila an 
secretary 


house joint ’ 
of Washington, 
memorial 
full, true, and correct c 
together with all official 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my) 
of Washington, at 


py of said original, and of th 
indorsements 


19th day of March, A. 




























































































































































































































































































































































































Hiouse joint memorial 2. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 


State in Conarcessa assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

State of Washington, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas the opening to the Panama Canal will bring to the Pacific 
seaboard a largely increased volume of waterway traffic, neccssitat- 
ing the thorough improvement of our waterways and the enlarge- 
ment of our barbor and dockage facilities; and 

Whereas the Columbia River and its tributaries constitute the greatest 
inJand waterways system of the Pacific coast of America and the 

nd greatest of the Nation; and 

Whereas the preeminent importance of this waterway has been recog- 














nized by the National Government hitherto by large appropriations 
covering its Improvement from its mouth inland; 1d 
Whereas the volume of traffic tributary to the Colu gateway virtu- 


g£ 
ally embraces, In actual freight carried or direc affected by Its 


ater craft, the entire coast business, inward and outward, of the 
Columbia and Snake River Basins (a territory almost 250,000 square 
miles in extent); and 
Whereas the full benefits to be obtained from the operation of this 

vaterway can only be secured by its complete and adequate im- 

provement, we hereby memorialize the Congress of the United States, 

+ ws ; ; . 
t 





it it present te tl sum of $1,400,000 to be 





to appropri 








im liately available for the completion of the Celilo Canal and 

{ opening of the Columbia and Snake Rivers to free navigation, 

tl sum being In reality only an increase of $800,000 over the 

amount necessary to carry on this work on the continuous contract 

bs already in operation 

We urge upon Congress t! importance of this appropriation in order 
to save the net sum of $100,000, according to tl estimate of the 
United States Engineers tn charge of this work 

We represent that the opening of the Celilo Canal and the Columbia 
and Snake Rivers to free navigation during the year 1915 will stimu- 
Inte the 1 ling of municipal docks, the extension of feeder lines of 
ral nd tl construction of steamboats, barges, etc., essential to 
1 ‘ elopment of a vast traffic territory 

We further represent that the completion of th improvements at 
the time Ir ated will enable the people of the Pacific Northwest, both 
American and Canadian, to fittingly celebrate ft! opening of the 
Celilo Canal and the Columbia River in conjunction with the interna- 
tional ceremonies In honor of the I f Canal in 191 thus giving 
notice to the world of an water from the of the world 





to the interior of western Ameri 
Passed the house January 20, 191 


ritish Colur 


Hiowarp PD. TAYrLorR, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate January 27, 1913. 

Louts F. Hart, 
President of the Senate. 
Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washingten, which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
low 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, I. M. Wowell, secretary of state of the State of Washington. do 
hereby certi that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of house 
joint memoria! 5 with the original enrolled copy of said memorial now 








on fil n this office, as passed by the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly 
of the t of Washington, and find the same to be a full, true, and 
p ny of 1 memorial and of the whole thereof, together with 

‘ 1 indorsements thet yn 

y f I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 

the | of the St Washington, at the capitol, in Olympia, this 19th 
dav « March, A. D. 19108. 

[| SBAL. ] I. M. Howe, 


Secretary of State, 
By J. Grant HINKLE, 
issistant Secretary of State. 
TIouse joint memorial 5. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 
Your memortalists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
State of Washington, in legislative session assembled, being the thir- 








te > re lar session, most respectfully petition as follows: That 
Whereas by the construction of a waterway to connect Fidalgo Bay with 
Similk Bay, in Skagit County, Wash., and making the same a link for 


the purpose of navigation of what is termed the “ inside 
Puget Sound, would eliminate the necessity of the local sound steam- 
ers and small craft of passing through Deception Pass and of expos- 
ing themselves to the sweep of the storms of the Straits of Juan de 
Fuea; and 
W eas such a waterway would not only complete a continuous inside 
nd protected passage for freight and passenger traffic between what 
is known as the up-sound and down-sennd cities of Puget Sound; and 
Whereas by said improvement, to such craft as are compelled to seek the 
! ‘ ige, the distance would be shortened approximately 10 


passage on 








ieving that the convenience and safety of travel and traffic on Puget 
Sound would justify the making of such improvement: 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully petition the Congress of the 
United States to order a full and complete survey of such a project, to- 
gether with maps, plans, etc., to determine its feasibility, and that said 
survey be also extended to cover the dredging of Cap Santa waterway 
in said Widalgo Bay, which improvement weuid be contiguous to and 
incidental to the main project above mentioned. 

Passed the house January 28, 1913. 

Howarp D. Tartor, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate January 30, 1913. 
Lovurs F. Hart, 
President of the Senate. 


Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee 
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APRIL 8 


> 





on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

UnItTeD STATES OF AMERICA, 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATR 
I, I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do 

hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of 
senate joint memoriai No. 7, passed March 4 and 12, 1913. with t} 
original enrolled copy of said memorial as enrolled now on file in t} 


| office, and find the same to be a full, true, and correct copy of said 


memorial and of the whole thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed het 
the seal of the State of Washington, at the capitol in Olympia, this 17 


| day of March, A. D. 1913. 





| of the thirteenth legislature respectfully urge that said road thr 
| the national park and forest reserve be constructed at the ¢ 


[SEAL.] I. M. Howett, 
Secretary of Stat 
By J. Grant HINKLE, 
Assistant Secretary of State 
Senate joint memorial 7. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Unilcad 


States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the State of Washington has established and is constru 
a State highway from Willapa Harbor on the Pacific Ocean, thr 
the city of Chehalis, in Lewis County, connecting with the nati 
park State highway, already constructed from Tacoma to a « 
nection with the Government road in Rainier National Park; and 

Whereas the State has established and is constructing a highway f: 
Walla Walla to North Yakima, and in Yakima County this hig! 
has been completed to the east line of the forest reserve; and 

Whereas the Government has already located a trail from the Gove 
ment road in Rainier National Park to the highway from Nort 
Yakima at the east line of the forest reserve; and 

Whereas the extension of the Government road through the nati 
= and the forest reserve, approximately following the trail alreas 
ocated, will connect all portions of the State of Washineton 
the extreme southeast section to the southwest and northwest 
tions of the State, and will open the national park to easy a 
from all sections of the State: 
Therefore your memorialists, the senate and house of represent: 

practicable date by the Government of the United States. 
Passed the senate March 4, 1913. 

Lovis F. Hart, 
President of the Senate.- 
Passed the house March 12, 19193. 

Howarp D. Taytor, 
Speaker of the House 


Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature « 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committ 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in t! 
Recorp, as follows: 





UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STAT? 
I, I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, 

hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy 
senate joint memorial No. 12, passed February 11 and March 7, 191 
with the original enrolled copy of said memorial now on file in t 
office and find the same to be a full, true, and correct 
original, and of the vhole thereof 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed } 
the seal of the State of Washington, at the capitol, in Olympia, 
17th day of March, A. D, 1913. 


[SEAL.] 


copy 0 


I. M. Hower, 
Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memoria! 12. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Unit 
States: ; 
Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representativ 
State of Washington, respectfully request that 
Whereas the Sixty-first Congress of the United States, in the passage 
the Weeks law, recognized the duty of the Federal Government 
assist the States in protecting the forested watersheds of navizgab! 
streams; and 
Whereas under the provisions of said law the Secretary of Agricultu: 
allotted to Washington for the year 1912 the sum of $10,000 to 
expended by the State forester in such protection, and it appears th 
because of lack of funds the Secretary is unable to continue the 
operation as fully as heretofore; and 
Whereas this State possesses great forest resources, forest industri 
and navigable streams, the protection of which is of vital {mporta 
and 
Whereas the State supports such protection through liberal appropr 
tions by its legislature and great expenditure of private money 
effort: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That your memorialists, the Senate and House of Rep: 
sentatives of the State of Washington, earnestly petition and urs 
Congress of the United States to continue Federal cooperation, as p 
vided in section 2 of the Weeks law; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forthwith transmitted 
the presiding officer of the United States Senate, the Speaker of | 
House of Representatives, the chairmen of the Senate and House « 
mittees on agricultural appropriations, the Secretary of Agricultui 
and to each Member of the Washington delegation in Congress. 
Passed the senate February 11, 1913. 


es of t 





t 





Louts F. Harr, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed the house March 7, 1915. 
Howarp D. Tayror, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. JONES presented a joint memortal of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee 


ae 


| 
' 








en Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
{ WS: 
Unitep STaTes or AMERICA, 
Ture State oF WASHINGTON, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATS. 


1 to whom these presents shall come: 


1. I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington and 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care- 
y compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 9, passed 
sary 31 and February 25, 1913, with the original copy of said joint 
morial No. 9 as enrolled, now on file in this office, and find the same 

to be a full, true, and correct copy of said original and of the whole 

thereof, together with all official indorsements thereon. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 


f eal of the State of Washington. Done at the capitol at Olympia 
{ nth day of March, A. D. 1913. 
ALJ I. M. HOWELL, _ 
Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 9. 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 


s assembled: 


Conor 


\ ; Puget Sound is the greatest inland body of water in America, 

extending from the Straits of Juan de Fuca inland and southward 
ye than 100 miles; and 

; south of Puget Sound is the great arm of the ocean known as 

trays Harbor, and on still farther south is Willapa Bay, and just 

vond the great Columbia River, the second largest river in the 

d States emptying into the ocean; and 

izet Sound, Gray Harbor, Willapa 

are all large navigable 





Bay, and the Columbia 
bodies of water and lead to many 


large 





avi ‘ 
nd sperous growing cities and communities and are surrounded 
mmense natural resources and a soll of 1 passed fertility ; and 





\ eas because of these conditior and because of the immensity of 
territory surrounding these bodies of water and tributary thereto 
your memorialists, believe there is destined to be therein the 
rest and richest development of any section in the United States; 

u 


v reas, by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1909, Congress 
thorized and directed the Secretary of War to make preliminary 
inations and surveys for an intracoastal canal for a continuous 
land waterway from Boston, Mass., to the Rio Grande, your memo- 
ists would request the same favors for an intracoasta!l canal from 
t Straits of Juan de Fuca inland through Puget Sound southwest- 
rd to Grays Harbor; theace south from Grays Harbor to Willapa 
Bay; thence south from Willapa Bay to the Columbia River; thence 
nuing the survey east and north along the Columbia River to 
Canadian border to connect with the survey of the Canadian 
verument; and 
‘ for strategic purposes the Permanent 
Roard of the United States on October 10, 
t * yalue of such inland communication 
nd canals to League Island naval 
» canal would be of actual value to the great naval dock at 
Bremerton, Wash., on the Pacific coast. That for the defense of a 
f tier threatened by an attack from without In the movement of 
ns sheltered water transportation affords many advantages 
transportation by rail. ‘Twenty-two ships, size of Momus (S. P. Co.) 
16-foot draft, is equal to 958 passenger and freight cars; f 
mmerelal purposes the ratio of cost and capacity of a double- 
ck raflroad to a canal of the proposed type are: Cost, about 1 to 
i; acity, about 1 to 12.8, and 


1 reas, If such be the case, 





Improvement Naval 
i889, did show the stra- 

and natural value of 
docks on the Atlantic coast, 





over 





this inland waterway connecting 


creat aforementioned bodies of water would be not only of great 
commercial benefit and would mean not only a great saving in time 
in the arrival and departure of ships to and from the great cities on 
these bodies of water, but would also be of inestimable use and value 

to t United States in time of war. for military and naval purposes: 
fore. your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Wash- 

ington, in thirteenth biennial session convened, most respectfully urge 


n 1 the desirability and the commercial and strategic possibilities 
of such a canal as heretofore suggested, and we would respectfully 
make this a request for a survey of a route for such a canal and for an 
investigation of the possibilities and feasibilities thereof. 

Passed the Senate January 31, 1913. 
Loutrs F. HART, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed the house February 25, 1915. 
Howarp D. TAaYtor, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee 


on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATP. 

I, ¥. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do 
hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of 
senate joint memorial No. 10, passed February 11 and March 7, 1913, 
with the original copy of said joint memorial as enrolled, now on file 
in this office, and find the same to be a full, true, and correct copy of 
said original and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
hereto the seal of the State of Washington, at the capitol in Olympia, 
this 17th day of March, A. D. 1913. : 

[ SEAL. ] I. M. Howetn, 

Secretary of State. 

By J. Grant HINKLE, 

Assistant Secretary of State. 


Senate joint memorial 10. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 
Whereas the Pacifie coast and the possessions of the United States 


berdering on and lying in the Pacific Ocean are without proper or ade- 
quate naval protection; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 25 


and for | 


Whereas it appears impracticable to station & larger Navy on t 
Pacific coast until sufficient docka i } ta 
for the proper care of additional! s and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Nav iS J t xnded the building of an 
additional dry dock on the Pacific coast, MK dry dock to be 1,000 
feet long by 110 feet in width; and : ; 

Whereas the Secretaries of the Navy, since the « n of the d 
docks at the Puget Sound Navy Yard, Br ton, Wash., and all 
officers of the Navy who have examined th: b lwounce the site 
and conditions for a dry dock at this | ion unexcelled by ar 
other localities in the United States; and ; 

Whereas an additional dry dock can be built at Bret ton far belo 
the cost of the same at any other point on the Paci t, « } 
where, for that matter; and 

Whereas the conditions for speedy and economic construction of an 
ditional dry dock are excellent at Br rton over any other point l 


Whereas the easy access by vessels to Bremerton, t! 
the freedom of the waters from sediment to de 
machinery of the vessels, the land-locked and 
of the harbor, and the natural and easy means : 
guarding and the protection of this harbor at 


valves and 


‘ 
for the saf 





I make u 
The Senate and House of Representatives of the State of Washing 
ton, in the thirteenth legislative session assembled, petition you to 1 


vide at once for the construction of an additional dry dock at the Pu 
Sound Navy Yard on the scale as recommended by the h rable §$ 
retary of the Navy. 
To this end your memorlalists will ever pray. 
Passed the senate ebruary 11, 1913. 
Louts F. Harr, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed the house March 7, 1913. 
Howarp D. TAYLor, 
Speaker of the House 


Mr. JONES presented a joint men 
the State of Washington, which was 
tee on Interstate Commerce 
RecorD, as follows: 


rial Legislature of 


referred to the Commit 
and ordered to be printed in the 


of the 


UNITED Sates OF AMERICA, 
STATB OF WASHINGTON 
OFFICD OF THE SECRETARY 
Howell, secretary of state of the Washington, do 
eertify tl Illy compared the annexed ec 
joint memorial No. 18 passed February 21 and March 12, 1918, 


op STA 

| ae 
hereby 
senate 


State of 








earefu 





with the original enrolled copy of said memorial now on file in this 
office and find the san to be a full, true, and correct copy of said 
original and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 


hereto the seal of the State of Washington, at the capitol, in Olympia 
this 17th day of March, A. D. 1913. 
[SEAL.] I. M. Hower 
Secretary of 


Senate joint memorial 18. 


use of Representalives of the United 


ssembled: 


To the honorable Senate and H 
States in Congress a 
Your memorialists, the Senate ond House of 
State of Washington tn legislative session as 
fully state, represent, and petition as follows 
Whereas the jute crop of 1912 fs reported large, 
ba ried over, indicating that 


Representatives of the 
‘mbled, do most r 


with a surplus of grain 
scarcity is not the cause of the 












these | 


until it a 
visible supply on the Pacific 
| 
| 


prevailing excessive prices; and 


Whereas the price of grain bags during 1912 was about 7 cents « 
was reported that the big companies were buyin ip tl 
coast, after which time th 
steadily advanced until bags reached 124 cents each, with n 
plausible reason for the advance in price except the con i 


action and manipulation of these strong compantes; and 
Whereas India is the chief source of supply and bags can not be shipped 
April 1, which affords an excellent 


in time for harvest after about 





opportunity to “corner the market”; and 

Whereas Gov. Lister, in his message, stated that the profit on grain |! : 
1anufactured at the State penitentiary was practically 40 per cent 
for 1912, and as the prison sacks were sold about 2 cents ! 
the sack dealers’ prices, this indicates that the dealers must hay 
made a profit of 50 per cent and upward; and 

Whereas the excessive price of these sacks is a great detriment ¢ he 
agricultural interests of the Pacific coast 
Therefore your memorialists do urge Congress to make a thorough 


investigation of the 
Passed the 


so-called ‘‘ grain-bag trust.” 
senate February 21, 1913 

Loris F. Harr, 
President of the Senat 


Passed the house March 12, 1915. 


louse 

Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
follows: 


the Recorb, as 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
a STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STar! 
L. a. retary of state of the State of Washington, do 


Howell, se 


hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy 
house joint memorial No. 12, passed by the Thirteenth Legislath 





Assembly of the State of Washington, with the original enrolled copy of 
said memorial now on file in this office, and find the same to be a full, 
true, and correct copy of said original and of the whole thereof, to 
gether with all official indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 


the seal of the State of Washington, at the eapitol, in Olympia, this 
19th day of March, A. D. 1913, 
[SEAL] I. M. Hower, 


Necretary of State. 
By J. Grant HINKLE, 
Assistant Secretary of State, 
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£ the taxati 
ite of Wa 
and House of 


mbled: 


to 


hingt 


A of Congress tl 


t Northern Pacific Railway each alternate section of 

lying within 50 miles on each of t ig rf ay of the 
hern Pacitic Railway within the State of VW f and 

by the decisions of the Supreme Cour t] ited 

» to ild land } 


ia vested il 
and 


under ft] 


heretofore 
side 


States 
olutely in and its 
he liew-ls acis of Congr he Northern Pacific 
and othe land-gral ivs have been permitted to 
ited lands Hing wi n the limi forest reserva- 
in lik reof equal the public 
United States si ed in the St hington; and 
; several million iluable timber lands within the 
* of Washington ar ! the Norther Pacific Railway 
other ti and indi 

g i-land acts of 


to select nrea within 
te o 
acl 
hel by 
ind other railway « , ions 
viduals under the above-ment! 1 grants and lie 
and 


Congres 

Whereas the ; ter portion of id lands so hel rivate corpora- 
tions and | 

reas by the S 
prevented 


the 
accepted 


cisions 
hington is 
lands until 
v ; are approved and 
terior of the Lnited State and 

Whereas as a result of the conditions 
3,000,000 or 4,000,000 acres of.val 
Washington are now oly exempt 
been taxed in any sum whatsoever, 
private property and are mortgaged, 
as other land and constituts 

and 
of the 


ipreme Court 
from | 
Same are 


by the 


g any t what 
yed and until the 
rtment of the In- 


ixes 
soever aid 


upon ury 
I t De} 
above met 
table 


tioned approximately 
within the State of 
from taxation and have never 
although the same are held 
sold, and conveyed in the same 
to ntents and 


land 
sas 


wl 


ail 


t 
annel 
{ 


l 

private property ; 
of Wash- 
have lost 


levied 


stated the State 
are situated 


conditions herein 
in which said lands 
i immense sum of money in taxes which should have been 
ted upon said lands to the great detriment of 
Washington and the counties above referred to; and 
Whereas said unjust and ineguitable situation has be 
and calls for immediate and effective relief on tl part of 
gre United Now, therefore, 
We, your memoriali Legislature of 
in thirteenth biennial convened, 
you the urgent necessity anting 
follo ; 
1. By an act 


by reason 


1 the counties 


and collec 


the Con 
States 

ts, the 
session 


of g 


of ti 
the S hington, 
most respectfully urge upon 
immediate anc i relief 


as 


an 7 1 
of Congre a 


i $ appropriating the sum of at 1 
to be used in the extension of surveys over all of the unsurveyed lands 
in the State of Washington to which legal or equitable 
from the United Stat 

2. By 


to private or corporate ownership. 
an act of Congress appropriating the sum of 


lands fast as the same are completed and directing the Department 
of the Interior to proceed forthwith to approve the surveys already 
made and to be made in the future. 

3. By an act of Congress providing 
United States of the lien reserved to the 
surveyed lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railway within the 
State of Washington to cover the cost of making t surveys of the 
same, and instructing and empowering the Department of the Interlor 
to actively enforce said liens 

4. By an act of Congress 


ac 
as 


for the enforcement 


United States upon 


by 
the un- 


ue 


authorizing and permitting the State of 
Washington to survey said unsurveyed lands within the State of Wash- 
ington and to receive reimbursement of the actual cost and expense 
thereof from the United States. 

5. By an of repealing 
1870, being Sixtec Statutes at 
be le) of 
against 
the I ni 
thereof in 
mount to tl ien of 
now in priva 
same manner 
taxed. 

Passed the house February 27, 1913. 


(ongress 


or modifying the act passed in 
Large, 305, to the end that taxes may 
shington and by the various counties thereof 
situated therein, subject to the lien of 

lands, to the cost of the survey 
id lien of the United States superior and para- 
said taxes, in order that the unsurveyed lands 
» ownership may be rendered subject to taxation in the 
and to the same extent that other private property is 


led by the State 
the u 


ted Sta 


nsur 


“said 


cover 


Howarp D. TAYLor, 
Speaker of the House, 
Passed the senate March 5, 1913. 
Louis F. Hart, 


President of the Senate, 
Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 

follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRET oF STATE. 
M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of 
joint rial No. 15, passed by the Thirteenth Legislative 


ARY 


i, & 
hereby 
house 


men 


Assembiy of the State of Washington, with the original enrolled copy | 


on file office 


copy 


of said memortal now in this and find the 
full, true, and correct of original and of the 
together with all official indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the State of Washington at the capitol, in Olympia, this 
19th day of March, A. D. 1915. 

I, M. HoweEtn, 


[SEAL ] 
Secretary of State. 
By J. GRANT HINKLE, 
Assistant Secretary of State. 
House joint memoria! 13. 
To Hon. Woodrow Wilson, President elect, Trenton, N. J.: 

We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of* Representatives of 
the State of Washington in legislative session assembled, respectfully 
petition 

That vou make the matter of railroad construction and development 
in the ‘Territory of Alaska a part of the subject matter of your first 


same 
whole 


to be a 
thereof, 


yn of un veyed satel 


United States | 


as | 


purposes | 


the State of | 


ne unbearable | 


ast $200,000 | 
title has passed | 


at least $50,900 | 
to cover the expense of approving and accepting the surveys of said | 


the } 


APrin &. 


message to the Congress of the United States, and that if this is | 

practicable or inconvenient you send a special message to the Congr 

|} cn the subject at your earliest convenience. 

| To this end we r¢ tfully direct your attention to the rep 

Alaska Railway Commission. 
Passed the house February 


pec 


rt 


25, 1913. 
Hlowarp D. TAYLor, 


Speaker of the 
26, 19158. 


Louis F. Hart, 
President of the Senat 
Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
the State of Washington, which was referred to the Committ: 
on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the Reco 
as follows: 


Hou 
nate February 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

STATE OF WASITII 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY I 

M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington 
} hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed 

house joint memorial No. 7, passed by the Thirteenth Legislative 

bly of the State of Washington, with the original enrolled copy of :s 

joint memorial now on file in this office and find the same to be a 1 
true, and copy of said original, and of the whole the: 

together with all official indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed he 
the seal of the State of Washington, at the capitol, in Olympi 
19th day of, March, A. D. 1913. 

(SEAL, ] I. 


‘GTON, 
OF ji 


 * 


co! 


correct 


M. HOWELL, 
Secretary of St 
By J. Grant HINKLE, 
Assistant Secretary of Stat 
House joint memorial 7. 
y the President, and to the honorable the Senate 
‘esentatives of the United States in Congress assei 
the and House of Representatives o 
in legislative session assembled, do most res 
; and petition as follows: 


To His 
House 


Your 


Racellen 
of Re 
memorialists, Senate 
tol 


represent 


Whereas it has been the settled policy of the United States of 
for over a century to encourage the establishment of 
ernment all over the world; 

Whereas the people of China have establish a Republic and it has 
successfully and firmly sustained and upheld since it was prociai 
in its entirety the 12th day of February, 1912. 

Now, therefore, your memorialists do hereby earnestly and res; 
fully petition and urge that the Republic of China be forthwith 
cially recognized by the Government of the United States, and that 
recognition be extended without awaiting the action or concurre: 
any other nation. 

Passed the house January 31, 1913. 


Am¢ 


orderly 


Hiowarp D. Taytor, 
Speaker of the Hoi 
Passed the senate February 11, 1913. 
Louis F. Hart, 
President of the Senat 


Mr. PERKINS presented a joint resolution passed by 
Legislature of California, which was referred to the Commit 
| on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed in 
RecorD, as follows: 


resolution 2, relative to 
authorize and direct the 
chool districts. 

Whereas under the act of Congress now in foree, which esta 
Postal Savings System throughout the United States, t! 
authority by which the board of trustees of said Postal &S 
System is permitted to loan the funds of said system to the 
school districts throughout the Nation; and 

Whereas it appears that if such authority existed the school 
of this State and every State would be able thereby to obta 
directly from the funds of said Postal Savings System 
facility and at lower rates of interest ; and 

Whereas it appears that by their ability to borrow money more 
and under better conditions the sch: districts this State 
of every State will receive great benefits of economy, saving, 
financial prosperity, which will consequently afford the rising ge 
tion of our Nation better education and development: Be it the: 
Resolved, That the Senate and Assembly of the State of Califor 

hereby join in requesting the C of the United States to an 

the act establishing the Postal Savings System in such manner as 
authorize and direct the board of trustees of said Postal Savi 

System to invest the funds of said system in school-district bond 

the various school districts of the several States, and that our re] 

sentatives in the Senate and the House of Representatives of Cong 

do their utmost to further such legislation as will effect the a 

result: And be it further 
Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forthwith transmitt 

by the clerk of the assembly to the President of the Senate of t 

United States and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of 

United States, and a copy hereof to each Member of Congress aud 

each newly elected Member of Congress, 


| Assembly joint 
Congress to 
its funds to 


reques 
Postal Sa 


dis 
in m 
with 1 


¢ 
of 


neress 


C. C. Youne, 
Speaker of the Assemdbl 
L, B, MALLORY, __ 
Chief Clerk of the Assembl, 
Received by the governor this 4th day of February, A. D. 1913. 
ALEXANDER MCCABE, 
Private Secretary to the Governo) 
Filed with the secretary of state this 4th day of February, 191° 
Witness my signature and the seal of this office, at Sacramen' 
this 4th day of February, 1913. 
[ SEAL. ] FRANK C. JORDAN, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a telegram in the nature of a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Legislature of California, which was re- 








; »? : o 
Agriculture 





R CORD, US follow Se 
‘ , 
( Y 
| f dD. ¢ 
to ind you t I 
t I K Of ne l t t l 
i and ne i i l > L u i 
Stat e's I nd 
re! the inds of sheep and tl ! ire t 
\ l 1 s h lack of feed ! 
‘ f ‘ Se ill a! > 
i i I i 
] tt ID irtment of Agric ! gran I 
te 3; and ndition ma I it deemed p to 
I ised 1 r of t 1d sheep to gt Y thin the 
1 other F< esel tions: Now t i 
senat 1 a je i t we r est nd 
s ’ nd C I 1lifornia to 
rt t ulture, or such 
é l I t matter, grant 
t ow st ot ¢ - 
th d raz within 
1 oft ‘ terms ind 
i dep er 
‘ te rar d 
( Ss to ‘ l likewise 
FI n, \ 


Chicf Clerk of the As nbly. 


PERKINS presented resolutions adopted by the Labor 













( of San Francisco, Cal., favoring an investigation into 
r conditions in West Virginia, which were referred to 

tee on Education and Labor. 
rERLING presented joint resolution of the Legisla- 
South Dakota, which was referred to the Committee on 
I ind orders 1 to be printed in the R CORD, as fol 

St or Soutn DAKOTA 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
or AM ca, State of South Dakota, ss 

Glasner, se tary of state of the State of South Dakota, do 
tify that the annexed Dill, to enate joint resolution 29, 
ssed by the 1913 session of the Legislature of the State of 
I )ta, approved by the governor, and is now in full force and 
ny whereof have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
of the State of South Dakota this 8th day of March, A. D 


FRANK GLASNER, 
Secretary of State. 
By J. T. NELSON, 

{ssistant Secretary of State. 
tion providing for a to Congr 
tution of the United States be amended 
United States shall hold office for six 

e for reelection. 
j ed by the Senate of the Le 
(the House of Representatives 
yN 1. That the Congress of the United States be, and the same 
y, memorialized to submit to the States an amendment of 
United States, providing 


‘ memorial 3, requesting that 
that the Pres! 


m- 


so 


} 


years and be 


gislature of the Stat 


cone 


of South 





urriut 





sec 


1 of Article XI of the Constitution of the 
the President of the United States be elected to hold office for : 
‘six years and thereafter be ineligible for election to such office. 





end the 
ir aid. 
The secretary « 
oth houses, se 


tatives in Cons 


Senators 


ind Representatives are earnestly requested to 


f state sl 
ac 


rress, 


le passage of this resolu- 


all, after t 
t of our Senators and 


rtified « o each 





iN 


ir. STERLING presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of South Dakota, which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorpb, as 
f Ws: 
Strate or Soutnw Dakota, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
United States or America, State of South Dekota, ss: 
_I, Frank Glasner, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, 
( reby certify that the annexed bill, to wit, house joint resolution 


17, was duly passed by the 1913 session of the Legislature of the 
of South Dakota, approved by the governor, and is now in full 
ind effect. 

In testimony 

t great seal 

A. D. 1913, 
SEAL. ] 


whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
of the State of South Dakota this 8th day of March, 


FRANK GLASNER, 
Secretary of State. 
By J. T. NELSON, 
Assistant Secretary of State. 
e joint resolution 17, a joint resolution memorializing Congress to 


imend the homestead laws so as to permit male minors over 18 
years of age to make entry. 
Inasmuch as many young men 18 years of age and under 21 years 


of age are self-supporting ; 

And, further, inasmuch as the Canadian homestead laws permit male 
minors over 18 years of age to make homestead entry: Therefore be it 
_ Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
hat the Congress of the United States be memorialized to amend 
the existing homestead laws to permit the male minors 18 years of age 





or over to make homestead entries under the same conditions as if 
they were over 21 years of age: Provided, ‘That such minors shall 
not be eligible to make final proof and receive patents from the Govern- 

nt for such land until at least 14 months after having attained the 


“age 


of 21 years has elapsed. 
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A bill (S. 399) granting an increase of pe n to Henry W. 
sradley ; 

A bill (S. 400) granting a pe nm to Dewitt C. I 

A bill (S. 401) granting an increase of pe ! ( Ww. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 402) granting a pension to Catl e M. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Elizabeth Epke; 

A bill (S. 404) granting an increase of pe on to Thom Ww. 


Michael ; 
A bill (S. 405) ° granting 1 increase of pension to 


Hammond; 


A bill (S. 406) granting a pension to Josephina Soleau; 
A bill (S. 407) granting a pension to Ellen Fyanes; 
A bill (S. 40S) granting a pension to Ambrose A. Link; 


A bill (S. 409) gra of pension to Frederick 
Hemenway ; 
A bill (S. 
Hazen; and 
A bill (S. 411) 
Committee on Pensi 


By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 


uting an increase 


t? 


10) se of pel sion to Re 


ary« 


Oo, 


Miney 


granti sion to Belle Palmer; to the 


A bill (S. 412) to employees of the 
United States the right to receive from it compensation for 
injuries sustained in the course of their employment; and 


the civilian 


granting 
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econ 
the 


erroneously 
on 


persons 


A bill (S. 413) to grant relief to 
I to the ¢ 


victed in courts of the United States; 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 
George, Utah: 

A bill iS. 115) to provide for the purchase of 
erection of a public building thereon at Springville, 
of Utah; 

A bill 
District 


ommiitee 


114) for the erection of a public building at St. 
and the 


in the State 


a site 


(S. 416) to provide for the erection of an armory in the 
of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 417) for the erection of a public building at Ephraim, | 
Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 415) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin G. 
paurber; 

A bill (S. 
Barn 

A bil 3. 420) 
STOW ; 


119) granting an Emma T 


increase of pension to 


granting an increase of pension to A. M. Bar- 
d increase of pensi 
Bentley ; 
A bill (8. 
Billington; 
A bill (S. 


y an increase of pension to Daniel R. 


ig 


“use of pension to Anna Bond; 


125) granting an incr 


124) granting an increase of pension 


Broadwell; 
Leander 


granting a pension to John H. Br 
granting an increase of pension to 
granting a pension to Catherine M. Burdick; 
A] grauting an increase of pension to Margaret M. 
Cad: 

A bill (8. 
Carpenter ; 


Wf 


; 
pension to Ma E 


‘rease of ry 


129) granting an int 3 


A bill (S. 480) granting 
Casavant; 
A bill (S. 4 
‘hester; 
A bill (S. 
oran; 
A bill 
Crawford: 

A bill (S. 
Cunningham; 
A bill (SS. 
Douglas; 


an increase of p to Joseph 


i) granting an increase of pension to Josephine I 


132) granting arf increase of pension to Anastasia 


(S. 435) granting an increase 


34) granting an inc ion to Almantha 


an increase of pension to William 


granting 


bil $. 436) granting an increa f pension to Anna M, 


increa 


granting an 
i granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Geer: 

A bill 
Henry ° 

A bill 
Hoxie; 

A bill 
Hunter; 

A bill 
Irons: 

A bill 

A bill 
Johnson: 

A bil 
Jones: 

A biil (S. 446) 
Kennon ; 

A bi .4 
Kilbourne; 

A bill 
King; 

A bill 
Limont ; 

A bill 
Mitchell; 

A bill. (S. 
Nicholson ; 

A bill (S. 452) 
Parkhurst ; 

A bill (S. 
Rawson; 

A bill (S. 454) 
Robbins; 

A bill (S. 
Roth; 


granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 


an in 


granting 


rease of pension to Mary M. 


an increase of pension to L 


granting 


granting a pension to Sarah C. Jaques; 


granting 
145) granting an increase of pension to Nettie L. 
granting an increase of pension to Genevieve L. 
{7) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
44S) granting an increase of pension to James N. 
(S. 449) granting an increase of pension to Lottie E. 
(S. 450) granting an increase of pension to Eldred 
451) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
granting an increase of pension to Susan M. 
453) granting an increase of pension to Joseph BE. 
granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 


455) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 


LEC 


mn to Charlotte B. | 


to William H. | 
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A bill (S. 456) granting a pension to William H. Ryley; 

A bill (S. 
E. Sinith ; 

A bill (S 
Thompson ; 

A bill 
Tubbs; 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (8S 
Turner ; 

A bill (8S. 
Whitaker; 

A bill (S. 
T. Williams; 

A bill (S. 464) granting an increase of pension to Mi 
Wadsworth Wood; and 

A bill (8S. 465) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 466) relating to the use and occupation of |; 
the United States for the development of water power, a1 
other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Such bills usually go to the ¢ 


bos) 


granting an increase of pension to Lillie 


(S. 459) granting an increase of pension to France 


160) granting a pension to Eliza F. Tucker; 
161) granting an increase of pension to J 


2) 


granting an increase of pension to William 


163) granting an increase of pension to Cather 


The bill will be referred to 


157) granting an increase of pension to Theodor 


mittee on Commerce, 
| the reference of all such bills this one had better take the u 


course, 


and unless there is an intention to ch 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Chair will state, for the b 


| would just as soon have it go to the 


} Should like to have 


| pation of 


¢ pension to William | water power, and for other purposes. 
se of pension ») Villian 


granting an increase of pension to Mary J. | 


an increase of pension to Richard M. |. : . - 
poe - F | it should not go to the Committee on Commerce. It 


| national 


| such a one as I supposed. 
| question of water power. 


| of the Senator from Arkansas, that the bill has been r 
as it was in the preceding Congress. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Bills to authorize the cons 
tion of dams and the creation of water power have invar 
gone to the Committee on Commerce. I move that the b 
referred. 

Mr. GRONNA. 
the committee 


so 
I have no objection to having the bill ref 
suggested by the Senator from Arkans: 
Committee on Com 


to 


as to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill wv 
referred—— 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Before that order is made 
the title of the bill again read. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read t! 


| of the bill, 


The Secretary. A bill (S. 466) relating to the use and 
lands of the United States for the develop: 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, all those qu 
are involved in the general question of legislation conc: 
water power in the present state of the discussion of tha 
ject; and general bills providing for the construction of « 
in navigable streams, for instance, having a national f¢ 
isually go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. From the reading of the 


| appears to me the bill has reference more to public lands 
‘| it has to water power. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Of course we can not tel 
actly what is the text of the bill from the title, but the 
eral—— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have the bill before me, and cl: 
pro 
hereafter permits for the use and occupation of la 
forests, national parks, Indian and other reservations, at 
unreserved public domain of the United States may be issued, etc. 


That 


It pertains to lands along nonnavigable streams, and 
matter with which the Committee on Commerce has nothi 
do. I think the bill ought to go to the Committee on Conse! 
tion of National Resources, and I make that motion. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the bill is 
I thought it dealt broadly with | 
I have not any desire to intert 
with the service of any other committee, and I have no ob 
tion to the reference of the bill to any committee to which 
author of it wants it to go. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say that I think 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] is mistaken. That bil! ! 
been before the Committee on Public Lands a number of ti! 
It relates to the occupation of lands; it does not involve | 
preservation of forests or the preservation of Indian rese! 
tions, but relates to the occupation of lands in forest reser\: 
and also in Indian reservations. I believe as it refers to t! 


public lands it ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands, 


where it has heretofore been referred. 













1915. 


Ne 


\ir. SMITH of Arizona. In response to the Senator from 

' , (Mr. Smoor], I think that while this bill has been before 
Committee on Public Lands, many similar bills have 
hefore that committee, it is simply because the Committee 
Conservation of National Resources has not been particularly 

e. in that it was almost impossible, I am informed, to get 


as 
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| 


' 


quorum of that committee at the last session of Congress. 
( riy the bill relates to a matter that concerns the conserva- | 
of national resources. It is a question of water power 


national forest reserves and on the public lands. It is 
question of land at all under this bill; it is a question 
the use of waters, the conservation of waters, the conserva- 


I do not wish to make the point as against the 


i 


f power. 


On 


A bill (S. 486) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify 
revise, and amend the penal laws of the United States,’ a] 


proved March 4, 1909; to the Committee on the Judiciary 


A bill (S. 487) providing for the discovery, development, and 
protection of streams, springs, and water holes in the deser( id 
| arid public lands of the United States in the State of Californi 
for rendering the same more readily accessible, and for the 
establishment of and maintenance of signboards and monuments 
locating the same; and 

A bill (S. 488) to authorize the sale and issuance of ent 
for certain land to H. W. O'Melveny; to the Commiitee on 


Lands Committee on the ground that it is not perfectly | 


etent for that committee to take care of the subject, but I 
ke it on the ground that the other committee, having much 
work to do, can probably give it mucin more attention. 
\ir. SMOOT. 
that if it is a question of water or the use of water, 
ther the Committee on Public Lands nor any other commit- 
if the Senate has a right to handle it; the States of this 


Nation have that right. It does not relate to the conservation 
of water, but to the privilege of granting and occupying certain 


lands. The bill rightfully belongs to the Public Lands 
Committee, and I hope that is where it will go. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the reference 
of the bill introduced by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
INNA. ] 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Arizona [Mr. SmirH] 
moved that the bill be referred to the Committee on Conserva- 
tion of National Resources. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I feel that it ought to go to that 
committee; but I am also a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, and I shall make no further contention in regard 
to the matter. I withdraw the motion. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn; and, 
without objection, the bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 467) to amend section 24 of the Judicial Code, ap- 
proved March 3, 191i; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 468) to amend section 9 of the act of June 25, 1910, 
entitied “An act to establish postal savings depositories for 
depositing savings at interest, with the security of the Govern- 
ment for repayment thereof, and for other purposes”; and 

\ bill (S. 469) to increase the compensation of rural mail 
carriers; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

\ bill (S. 470) for the relief of Rodger Caplette; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 471) to prohibit selling of intoxicating beverages in 
the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico. 

A bill (S. 472) to provide for the classification of the public 
lands of the United States; 

A bill (8S. 478) to provide for the disposal of coal and coal 
lands; 

A bill (S. 474) to authorize the issuance of absolute and un- 
qualified patents to public lands in certain cases; 

\ bill (S. 475) to authorize the disposal of phosphate, oil, 
asphaltum, or natural gas; and 

A bill (8, 476) to provide for the sale of timber and timber 
lands; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 477) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as hereto- 
fore :smended; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (8S. 478) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands,” approved 
June 22, 1910; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 479) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (8S. 480) to prohibit the interstate shipment of impure 
seeds; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


ds: 


A bill (S. 481) granting a pension to William F. Nieder- 
riter: 
A bill (S 482) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Shattuck: 

A bill (S, 483) 
Swift: and ' 

A bill (8. 484) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 485) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” 
approved March 3, 1911; and 


granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
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has | poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the | 





Public Lands. 
A bill (S. 489) for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan: 
( 


Ss. 
A bill (S, 490) for the relief of Richard H. Grey; and 


A bill (S. 491) for the relief of W. A. Gara; to the Commit 
on Claims. 
A bill (S. 492) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across San Francisco Bay to connect the cities of Oakland ; 
San Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Commerce 
A bill (S. 493) to change the military record of Henry Clay 


Anderson from corporal to captain of staff, without pay; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 494) to establish a hydrographic station at Los 


Angeles, Cal.; and 


A bill (S. 495) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
naval record of Frederick Marshall (with accompanying pa- 
pers); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


A bill (S. 496) making it unlawful to publish details of crimes 
and accidents in the District of Columbia, and for other piu 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 497) to remove the charge of desertion fro 
military record of William M. Carroll; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 498) to reimburse J. Mandelbaum & Sons, of 
Moines, Iowa, for certain duties paid in excess (with accon 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Finance. 


A bill (S. 499) authorizing the President to appoint Richard 
Hatton a pay inspector in the Navy; to the Committee on Nava! 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 500) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Wigger: 

A bill (S. 501) granting an increase of pension to Robert F 
Carter; 

A bill (8S. 502) granting an increase of pension to William F. 


Flemming; 
A bill (S. 
Graft; 


503) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


A bill (S. 504) granting an increase of pension to J ph S, 
Coffman; 
A bill (S. 505) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 


3oyer; 
A bill (¢S. 
Firman; 


506) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


A bill (S. 507) granting a pension to Clarence W. Failor: 
A bill (S. 508) granting a pension to Bert E. Lockwood: 
A bill (S. 509) granting an increase of pension to Ellis R. 


Douglas; 

A bill (S. 
Edmonds; 

A bill (S. 511) granting a pension to Minnie A. Curtis: 

A bill (S. 512) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


510) granting an increase of pension to David R. 


Balfour; 

A bill (S. 518) granting an increase of pension to Ellas 
Palmer; 

A bill (S. 514) granting an increase of pension to Miller C. 
Hunter ; 

A bill (S. 515) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 


Little; 

A bill ¢ 
Rider ; 

A bill (8S. 517) granting a pension to Tilford A. Steele; 

A bill (S. 518) granting a pension to William H. Spencer; 

A bill (S. 519) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Williams; and 

A bill (S. 520) granting a pension to D. M. 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 521) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kelly Steel; 
and 

A bill (S. 522) granting a pension to Charles B. Haldeman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 523) granting an increase of pension to Albert E. 
Longman (with accompanying papers) ; 


516) granting an increase of pension to William 


Rowland: to the 
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sion to Roy E. 


increase of pel 


Thoen; 


524) granting a per 
vt sion to James E. 


unting an 


« e 
bill (8. 526) granting a pension to Mahala M. Clark (with 
nying papers); and 
bill (S. 527) granting an increase of pension to Jerome P. 
Patten (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
by r. TILLMAN: 
\ ! (S. 528) for the relief of Capt. Frank Parker (with 
inying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 
S. 529) granting lands to the State of Arizona for 
truction and maintenance of roads, highways, and bridges 
( h accompanying papers); to the Committee on Public 
Lands 
By Mr. THOMAS 
A bill (S. 5380) to establish the Rocky Mountain National 
Park in the State of Colorado, and for other purposes; to the 


Comittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 10) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States fixing the time for the 
convening of Congress and commencement of the terms of the 
President, Vice President, Sen and Representatives; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 11) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 12) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


tors, 


THE PRESIDENT’S ADDRESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators, the hour of 12.30 o’clock 
has arrived. Upon yesterday the Senate accepted the invitation 
of the House of Representatives to repair to its Hall at this 
time and listen to the communication of the President of the 
United States. The Sergeant at Arnis will carry out the order 
of the Senate. 

Thereupon the Senate, preceded by its Secretary and Sergeant 
at Arms, proceeded to the Hall of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m. 

The address of the President of the United States this day 
delivered to both Houses of Congress is as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, gentlemen of the Congress, I am 
very glad indeed to have this opportunity to address the two 
Tiouses directly and to verify for myself the impression that the 
President of the United States is a person, not a mere depart- 
ment of the Government hailing Congress from some isolated 
island of jealous power, sending messages, not speaking natu- 
rally and with his own voice—that he is 
to cooperate with other human beings in 
After this pleasant experience I shall feel 
our dealings with one another. 

I have called the Congress together in extraordinary session 
because a duty was laid upon the party now in power at the 
recent elections which it ought to perform promptly, in order 
that the burden carried by the people under existing law may 
be lightened as soon as possible, and in order, also, that the 
business interests of the country may not be kept too long in 
suspense as to what the fiscal changes are to be to which they 
will be required to adjust themselves. It is clear to the whole 
country that the tariff duties must be altered. They must be 
changed to meet the radical alteration in the conditions of our 
economic life which the country has witnessed within the last 
generation. While the whole face and method of our industrial 
and commercial life were being changed beyond recognition the 
tariff schedules have remained what they were before the 
change began, or have moved in the direction they were given 
when no large circumstance of our industrial development was 
what it is to-day. Our task is to square them with the actual 
facts. The sooner that is done the sooner we shall estape from 
suffering from the facts and the sooner our men of business 
will be free to thrive by the law of nature—the nature of free 
business—tinstead of by the law of legislation and artificial 
arrangement. 

We have seen tariff legislation wander very far afield in our 
day—very far indeed from the field in which our prosperity 
might have had a normal growth and stimulation. No one who 
looks the facts squarely in the face or knows anything that 
lies beneath the surface of action can fail to perceive the prin- 
ciples upon which recent tariff legislation has been based. We 
long ago passed beyond the modest notion of “ protecting” the 
industries of the country and moved boldly forward to the idea 
that they were eutitied to the direct patronage of the Govern- 


service. 
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|} last nothing is normal, 


i of action 


| necessary, to begin with the tariff. 
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ment. For a long time—a time so long that the men now active 
in pu iblie policy hardly remember the conditions that preceded 

we have sought in our tariff schedules to give each group 
of manufacturers or producers what they themselves thought 
that they needed in order to maintain a practically exclusive 
market as against the rest of the world. Conscicusly or un- 
consciously, we have built up a set of privileges and exempt 
from competition behind which it was easy by any, 
crudest, forms of combination to organize monopoly: 


ions 
even the 
until at 
nothing is obliged to stand the tests of 
efliciency and economy, in our world of big business, but every- 
thing thrives by concerted arrangement. Only new principles 
will save us from a final hard crystallization of 
monopoly and a complete loss of the influences that quicken 
enterprise and keep independent energy alive, 

It is plain what those principles must be. 
everything that bears even the semblance of privilege or of 
any kind of artificial advantage, and put our business men 
and prodneers under the stimulation of a constant necessity 
to be efficient, ec pnomical, and enterprising. masters of com- 
petitive supremacy, better workers and merchants than any in 
the world. Aside from the duties laid upon articles which we 
do not, and probably can not, produce, therefore, and the 
duties laid upon luxuries and merely for the sake of the reve- 
nues they yield, the object of the tariff duties henceforth laid 
must be effective competition, the whetting of American wits 
by contest with the wits of the rest of the world. 

It would be unwise to move toward this end headlong, with 
reckless haste, or with strokes that cut at the very roots of 
what has grown up amongst us by long process and at our own 
invitation. It does not alter a thing to upset it and break it 
and deprive it of a chance to change. It destroys it. We must 
make changes in our fiscal laws, in our fiscal system, whose 


We must abolish 


object is development, a more free and wholesome develop- 
ment, not revolution or upset or confusion. We must build up 


trade, especially foreign trade. We need the outlet and the 
enlarged field of energy more than we ever did before. We 
must build up industry as well, and must adopt freedom in the 
place of artificial stimulation only so far as it will build, not 
pull down. In dealing with the tariff the method by which 
this may be done will be a matter of judgment exercised item 
by item. To some not accustomed to the excitements and 
responsibilities of greater freedom our methods may in some 
respects and at some points seem heroic, but remedies may be 
heroic and yet be remedies. it is our business to make sure 
that they are genuine remedies. Our object is clear. If our 
motive is above just challenge and only an occasional error of 
judgment is chargeable against us, we shall be fortunate. 

We are called upon to render the country a great service in 
more matters than one. Our responsibility should be met and 
our methods should be thorough, as thorough as moderate and 
well considered, based upon the facts as they are and not 
worked out as if we were beginners. We are to deal with the 
facts of our own day, with the facts of no other, and to make 
laws which square with those facts. It is best, indeed it is 
I will urge nothing upon 
you now at the opening of your session which can obscure that 
first object or divert our energies from that clearly defined 
duty. At a later time I may take the liberty of calling your 
attention to reforms which should press close upon the heels 
of the tariff changes, if not accompany them, of which the chief 
is the reform of our banking and currency laws; but just now 
I refrain. For the present, I put these matters on one side and 
think only of this one thing—of the changes in our fiscal system 
which may best serve to open once more the free channels of 
prosperity to a great people whom we would serve to the 
utmost and throughont both rank and file. 

I sincerely thank you for your courtesy. 
floor and in the galleries.] 


AMENDMENT 10 SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $125,000 for the purchase of a site and construction of a 
wharf and buildings and purchase of the necessary equipment 
for a depot for the sixth lighthouse district, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 


[Applause on the 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 10) to reduce tariff duties 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which were referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRONNA submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 10) to reduce tariff duties and 
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to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to 
be printed, 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution. which was 
read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That Mr. Gorr be assigned to service on the following com- 
mittees: Claims, Conservation of National Resources, Military Affairs, 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, Pensions, Railroads, and University of 
the United States. 


ALEXANDER MACKENZIE AND HENRY L. ABBOT. 


Mr. TOWNSEND submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
33), which was read and referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the claims of Alexander MacKenzie, United States 
Army, retired (S. 5119), and Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, re- 
tired (S. 5120), now pending in the Senate, together with all the ac- 
companying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 3, 1911; and the said court shall proceed with the same in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in 
accordance therewith. 

WATERWAYS OF CANADA AND THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 

32), which was read: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, respectfully re- 
quested to enter upon negotiations with Great Britain or the Dominion 
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The House met at 12 o'clock aoon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., off 1 
lowing prayer: 

OQ Thou who art from 
yesterday, to-day, and forever, our God 
infinite wisdom, power, and goodness 
on land and sea and sky, incline our he 


everlasting to eve sting e 
and our Father, wh 
re everywhere apparent 


rts to do Thy will that 
we may reflect those attributes in theught and deed 

Give us this day the bread that feeds the heart and strength 
the mind for the tasks before us, that we may live with Th 
in Thee, for Thee, and accumulate the wealth that never die 
and enjoy the heaven of the now by doing those tasks willingly, 
| patiently, faithfully, moment by moment, hour by hour, with 
malice toward none, with charity for all. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. There are several Members present this 
morning who were not here yesterday, and if they will c 
down in front of the Speaker’s desk they may be sworn in 

Mr. KALANIANAOLE, Mr. McDerMotr, Mr. KINKAID of Ne- 
braska, Mr. HerLin, Mr. Curtey, Mr. Faison, Mr. Wuitr, Mr. 


of Canada with a view to an international agreement for the concurrent | 


or cooperative improvement of navigation in waterways used, or which 
2 ee used, in common for the commerce of Canada and the United 

Mr. LODGE. I think that resolution ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I will say to the Senator that it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce in the last Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. It involves negotiations with a foreign power. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say that a similar 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce in the 
preceding Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. It may have been referred to that committee in 
the last Congress, but I think clearly any measure involving : 
treaty with a foreign power should go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. I ask the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the matter. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have no objection to its going to that 
committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

CHEAT AND NEW RIVERS, VA. AND W. VA. 


Mr. CHILTON. I submit a resolution and ask 
consent for its immediate consideration. 
documents and papers. 

The resolution (S. Res. 30) was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, requested to furnish to the Senate, if con- 
sistent with public interests, copies of all documents and papers in his 
office or under his control relating to the building of dams or reservoirs 
by private interests in the Cheat and New Rivers in the States of Vir- 
ginia and West Virginia and copies of all correspondence had with his 
department relating thereto, together with copies of all rulings or 
ermits, if any, issued or made by his department authorizing the build- 
| a of any such dams or reservoirs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not rise to object, but to suggest to 
the Senator from West Virginia to substitute the word “ di- 
rected” for “ requested.” That is the ordinary language. 

Mr. CHILTON. I accept that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the ques 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


POLICEMEN’S AND FIREMEN’S PENSION ROLLS. 


Mr. BRISTOW. I submit a resolution and ask for its immedi- 
ate consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 31) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, directed to furnish the Senate the names of all persons 
borne on the policemen's and firemen’s pension rolls of the District, and 
to inform the Senate what pone may ee such persons have, either in the 
service of the Government or in private life, and what compensation is 
received by each pensioner so employed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object to the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi ob- 
jects, and the resolution will go over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let it go to the proper committee. 

Mr. KERN. I mcve that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 20 minutes 
Pp. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 
9, 1913, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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SHACKLEFORD, and Mr. Moss of Indiana appeared at the bur of 
the House and took the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests that when Members rise 
to speak they announce their names and States. The Chair 
knows a good many of them, but he has not had an oppor- 
tunity to become acquainted with or recognize the faces of all 
of them. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
following resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 1, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of 
House of Representatives on Tuesday, the Sth day of April, 1913, 

2.3 for the purpose of recei 





2.30 o’clock in the afternoon, ving such com 
munications as the President of the United States shall be pleased 
make to them. 


LO 


JOINT SESSION OF SENATI 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make an announce- 
ment. During the joint session of the Senate and House about 
to be held 110 seats in front will be reserved for the Senate and 
the officers thereof. 

The Chair will appoint a committee of three to wait on the 
President in the Speaker’s room and escort him into the House. 
They will come in at this door on the left. 

At joint meetings of the Senate and House the Vice President 
sits on the right of the Speaker. In this joint meeting the 
Speaker presides, because it is our invitation to the Senate 

The Chair desires to admonish the occupants of the galleries 
that they are here by the courtesy of the House, and that a very 
little conversation on the part of each one of S00 or 900 people 
makes a tremendous buzz and uproar. Therefore, as far as it 
is possible under the circumstances, during the proceedings, after 
the President comes in, the Chair expresses the desire that the 
occupants of the galleries refrain from conversation. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNper- 
woop], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] as the committee on the 
part of the House to escort the President into the Hal! of the 
House. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House stand 
in recess until the hour of 12.30 p. m. 

Mr. MANN. Make it 12.29. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 will make it 12.25. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House stand in recess until 12.25 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess until 12 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m. 

At the expiration of the recess the House resumed its session. 

At 12 o’clock and 51 minutes p. m. the Doorkeeper announced 
the Vice President of the United States and the Members of the 
United States Senate. 

The Members of the House rose. 

The Senate, preceded by the Vice President and by their Sec- 
retary and Sergeant at Arms, entered the Chamber. 

The Vice President took the chair at the right of the Speaker 
and the Members of the Senate took the seats reserved for 
them. 


AND HOUSE. 
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The SPEAKER 


At the request of Vice President MARSHALL, 


I name Senators Keren, Bacon, and GALLINGER as a committee 
to join with the House committee to go to the Speaker’s room 
to escort the President into the Hall of the House. 

At 12 o’elock and 57 minutes p. m. the President of the 
United States, escorted by the joint committee of Senators and 


Representatives, entered the Hall of the House and stood at the 
Clerk's desk, amid applause on the floor and in the galleries. 

The SPEAKER. Senators and Representatives, I have the 
distinguished honor of presenting the President of the United 
States. [Applause.] 


The PRESIDENT. Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, gentlemen of 
the Congress, I am very glad indeed to have this opportunity 
to address the two Houses directly and to verify for myself the 
impression that the President of the United States is a person, 
not a mere department of the Government hailing Congress 
from some isolated island of jealous power, sending messages, 
not speaking naturally and with his own voice—that he is a 


human being trying to cooperate with other human beings in a 
common service. After this pleasant experience I shall feel 
quite norma! in all our dealings with one another. 

I have called the Congress together in extraordinary session 
because a duty was laid upon the party now in power at the 
recent elections which it ought to perform promptly, in order 


that the burden carried by the people under existing law may 
be lightened as soon as possible, and in order, also, that. the 
business interests of the country may not be kept too long in 
suspense as to what the fiscal changes are to be to which they 
will be required to adjust themselves. 
country that the tariff duties must be altered. They must be 
changed to meet the radical alteration in the conditions of our 
economic life which the country has witnessed within the last 
While the whole face and method of our industrial 
and commercial life were being changed beyond recognition the 
tariff’ schedules have remained what they were before the 
change began, or have moved in the direction they were given 
when no lirge circumstance of our industrial development was 
what it is to-day. Our task is to square them with the actual 
facts. The sooner that is done the sooner we shall escape from 
suffering from the facts and the sooner our men of business 
will be free te thrive by the law of nature—the nature of free 
business—instead of by the law of legislation and artificial 
arrangement. 

We have seen tariff legislation wander very far afield in our 
day—very far indeed from the field in which our prosperity 
might have had a normal growth and stimulation. No one who 
looks the facts squarely in the face or knows anything that 
lies beneath the surface of action can fail to perceive the prin- 
ciples upon which recent tariff legislation bas been based. We 
long age passed beyond the modest notion of “ protecting” the 
industries of the country and moved boldly forward to the idea 
that they were entitled to the direct patronage of the Govern- 
ment. For a long time—a time so long that the men now active 
in public policy hardly remember the conditions that preceded 
it—we have sought in our tariff schedules to give each group 
of manufacturers or producers what they themselves thought 
that they needed in order to maintain a practically exclusive 
market as against the rest of the world. Consciously or un- 
consciously, we have built up a set of privileges and exemptions 
from competition behind which it was easy by any, even the 
crudest, forms of combination to organize monopoly; until at 
last nothing is normal, nothing is obliged to stand the tests of 
efficiency and economy, in our world of big business, but every- 
thing thrives by concerted arrangement. Only new principles 
of action will save us from a final hard crystallization of 
monopoly and a complete loss of the influences that quicken” 
enterprise and keep incependent energy alive. 

It is plain what those principles must be. We must abolish 
everything that bears even the semblance of privilege or of 
any kind of artificial advantage, and put our business men 
and producers under the stimulation of a constant necessity 
to be efficient, economical, and enterprising, masters of com- 
petitive supremacy, better workers and merchants than any in 
the world. Aside from the duties laid upon articles which we 
do not, and probably can not, produce, therefore, and the 
duties laid wpen luxuries and merely for the sake of the reve- 
nues they yield, the object of the tariff duties henceforth laid 
must be effective competition, the whetting of American wits 
by contest with the wits of the rest of the work. 

It would be unwise to move toward this end headlong, with 
reckless haste, or with strokes that cut at the very roots of 
what has grown up amongst us by long process and at our own 
invitation. It dees not alter a thing to upset it and break it 
and deprive it of a chance to change. It destroys it. We must 
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make changes in our fiscal laws, in our fiscal system, whose 
object is development, a more free and wholesome develop- 
ment, not revolution or upset or confusion. We must build up 
trade, especially foreign trade. We need the outlet and the 
enlarged field of energy more than we ever did before. We 
must build up industry as well, and must adopt freedom in the 
place of artificial stimulation only so far as it will build, not 
pull down. In dealing with the tariff the method by which 
this may be done will be a matter of judgment exercised item 
by item. To some not accustomed to the excitements and 
responsibilities of greater freedom our methods may in some 
respects and at some points seem heroic, but remedies may be 
heroic and yet be remedies. It is our business to make sure 
that they are genuine remedies. Our object is clear. If our 
motive is above just challenge and only an occasional error of 
judgment is chargeable against us, we shall be fortunate. 

We are called upor to render the country a great service in 
more matters than one. Our responsibility should be met and 
our methods should be thorough, as thorough as moderate and 
well considered, based upon the facts as they are, and not 
worked out as if we were beginners. We are to deal with the 
facts of our own day, with the facts of no other, and to make 
laws which square with those facts. It is best, indeed it is 
necessary, to begin with the tariff. I will urge nothing upon 
you now at the opening of your session which can obscure that 
first object or divert our energies from that clearly defined 
duty. At a later time I may take the liberty of calling your 
attention to reforms which should press close upon the heels 
of the tariff changes, if not accompany them, of which the chief 
is the reform of our banking and currency laws; but just now 
I refrain. For the present, I put these matters on one side and 
think only of this one thing—of the changes in our fiscal system 
which may best serve to open once more the free channels of 
prosperity to a great people whom we would serve to the 
utmost and throughout both rank and file. 

I sincerely thank you for your courtesy. 
floor and in the galleries.] 


{Applause on the 


At 1 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m. the President retired from 
the Hall of the House. 

Thereupon the Vice President and the Members of the Senate 
returned to their Chamber. 


THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, before the House adjourns 
I ask unanimous consent that there may be ordered printed 
twenty-five hundred copies of the bill H. R. 10, the tariff bill, 
500 copies for the use of the Ways and Means Committee and 
2,000 copies to be distributed through the folding room for the 
use of Members. I understand the present print is exhausted, 
and that Members desire more copies. 

Mr. MANN. I take it that that is the bill as it stands now, 
and that when the bill is reported there will be printed a pleuti- 
ful supply. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
there is now quite a demand for copies of this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Illinois thinks 
that we need more copies at present, I will agree to enlarge 
the number in my request. If the gentleman thinks more are 
now needed, I will suggest that a larger number be printed. 

Mr. MANN. I think it would be well to have 5,000 copies in 
addition to the 500 to go to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the request 
that 500 copies be printed for the use of the Committee on 
Ways and Means and 5,000 copies to be distributed through the 
folding room for the use of Members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent tlt there be printed 5,500 copies of the tariff 
bill. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Alabama will permit a 
further suggestion, these copies that go to the folding room 
now should be in the ordinary document form instead of the 
bill form, as they are much more convenient. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the type of the bill is still set, and it would cost very little 
to run off these additional copies in its present form. If 
printed in document form it would require to be set anew. 

Mr. MANN. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama if any provision has been made for printing a 
copy of the bill with an index? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that the Democratic end of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee had prepared a handbook that explains the amendments 
in the bill, gives the imports and exports, the amount of the 
American production of each item, with the ad valorem rates 
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and real rates in the Payne bill, and the ad valorem equivalents 
and rates in this bill compared. By reason of a change of the 
text at the last moment it threw the paging of the index of the 
handbook out of place, and it had to be sent back to the print- 
ers to be reprinted and reindexed. It has delayed its coming 
in, but I hope to have it printed for the use of the Demo- 
eratic caucus by to-morrow and expect to bring it in as a 
part of the report on the bill. I will say that gentlemen on that 


side of the House, of course, will be furnished with such copies | 
as they need for their personal use immediately, and we will 


have it printed in larger numbers later on. 

Mr. PAYNE. So that it will ke available to the minority 
Members as soon as it is to the Members of the caucus. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is ‘his index in the pamphlet an index to the bill, 
or simply an index to the pamphlet? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is an index to the pamphiet. It is, 
however, really an index to the bill, because each pa 
the bill is indexed in the handbook, and by referring to the 
handbook it will give one the paragraph number of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I take it, it would delay the reprint if the gen- 
tleman had to make an index to the bill to go with it. Of 
course, it is very convenient in sending out the bill to people 
who are pecial things to have an index. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer not to have the form 
changed until it is reported to the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that four years ago 
we prepared an index to the bill over one night, after the bill 
was introduced, and it proved very convenient to the Members. 
The sooner the index to the bill can be prepared, of course the 


greater facility Members will have in reaching the information 
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terested in s] 


they desire 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wil! say to the gentleman that I am 
lin what particulars tie bill may 


not a prophet and I can not tell 
b- amended by the Democratic caucus. Therefore I did not 
have the index made until the caucus on this side of the House 
had disposed of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I had forgott 
that the cancus would have any say about it or would change it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire 
whether this handbvok of which the gentleman syp« 
a comparative statement of -he present duties and the proposed 
duties? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will, when it comes ont. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it not be well to provi 
ing of that at the same time? 








Mr. UNDERWOOD. The committee has leave to print, and I | 


think it will print enor \iembers of 
the douse 
taken care of later. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unant- 
mous consent that 5,500 copies of the tariff bill—H. R. 10—shall 
be prints 
and 5.000 to go to the 
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folding room. Is there objection? 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
House acjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 





ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House d 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 
18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, April 10, 
1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 


rials were introduced and severally referred as follows 


$y Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 1940) to regulate the issue 


of securities by transportation, telegraph, and telephone com- | 


panies engaged in interstate commerce, for the purpose of better 
protecting the people against unreasonable rates and charges; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1941) establishing a hospital to be known 
as Chippewa Hospital of Minnesota and creating a board of 
governors, and providing for the operation thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 1942) providing for the | 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building | 


at Bryan, in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1943) 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1948) for t ! 
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By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 1965) mak- 
ing the 12th day of October in each year a legal holiday; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1966) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to prohibit the importation and use of opium for other than 
medicinal purposes,” approved February 9, 1909; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1967) to amend the act of October 1, 1890 
(26 Stats., p. 1567), regulating the manufacture of smoking 
opium within the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

ty Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1968) to provide 
for the rental of premises in foreign countries for the use of 
the diplomatic establishments of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 1969) to im- 
pose a tax upon the production, manufacture, sale, and distri- 
bution of certain drugs and providing for registration with the 
collectors of internal revenue of dealers in or producers of 
certain drugs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 1970) to amend section 5136 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States permitting national 
banking associations to make loans on farm lands as security, 
and limiting the amount of such loans; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1971) to establish a fish hatchery in the 
State of Indiana; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1972) to regulate the shipping of live 
stock; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUPLEY: A bill (H. R. 1978) to increase the limit of 
cost of the public building authorized to be constructed at York, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1974) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell the old post-office building and the site thereof 
at York, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 1975) for the restoration of 
annuities to the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) 
Sioux Indians declared forfeited by the act of February 16, 
1863; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1976) restoring to the public domain cer- 
tain lands heretofore reserved for reservoir purposes at the 
headwaters of the Mississippi River and tributaries; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Two Harbors, 
Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1978) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Duluth, Minn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) to allot minor Indians of the Bois 
Fort Band of Chippewas, Minn.; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 1980) for the establish- 
ment of a national park and acquiring national forests in the 
Mount Katahdin region of the State of Maine; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 1981) to prevent obstructive 
and injurious deposits within the harbors and adjacent navi- 
gable waters of the city of Chicago, Ill., by dumping or other- 
wise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) to establish a fish-cultural station 
at or near the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 1983) to appropriate $10,000 
to aid in the erection of a monument. to the memory of the 
Cushing brothers—Alonzo Hersford Cushing, late of the Fourth 
United States Artillery; William Barker Cushing, !ate of the 
United States Navy; and Howard Bass Cushing, late of the 
Fourth United States Cavalry; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (HH. R. 1984) pro- 
viding for the revision of the banking, coinage, and currency 
laws; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 1985) to authorize the county 
of Aitkin, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River in Aitkin County, Minn.; to the Committee on lnterstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 1986) providing for taxation of and fixing 
the rate of taxation on inheritances, devises, bequests, legacies, 
and gifts in the District of Columbia, and providing for the 
manner of payment as well as the manner of enforcing payment 
thereof; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1987) to equalize 
the grant of lands to the State of Oklahoma for common schools 
with grants made to other States for such schools, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 1988) to except the ports 
of Bangor and Houlton, in the State of Maine, from the reor- 
ganization of customs-collection districts; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 1989) appro- 
priating the sum of $50,000 for the purpose of drilling and 
testing wells in Clark, Lincoln, and Nye Counties; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1990) to com- 
pensate the State of Oklahoma for the loss of revenue from 
nontaxable Indian lands, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 1991) to amend section 3 of an 
act entitled, “An act in reference to the expatriation of citizens 
and their protection abroad,” approved March 2, 1907; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 1992) prohibiting the is- 
suance of permits, license, or receipts for special tax authoriz- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in certain cases; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1993) to au- 
thorize the payment to the State of Oklahoma of an amount of 
money equal to 5 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands lying within what was formerly Oklahoma Territory, on 
sales made between April 22, 1889, and November 16, 1907, 
inclusive, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 1994) for the con- 
struction of a breakwater at Nawiliwili Harbor, island of 


Kauai, Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) to establish a national park in the 
Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 1996) for the protection and in- 
crease of State game preserves; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 1997) to establish 
a fish-cultural and biological station in the Territory of Hawaii; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1998) for the acquirement of private sea 
fisheries in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1999) to provide for the construction of 
a revenue cutter for service in the Territory of Hawaii; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also,_a bill (H. R. 2000) for the establishment of a lighthouse 
on the island of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 2001) directing and authorizing 
the Treasurer of the United States to cause to be printed, 
signed, and ready for issue circulating notes for specified pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 2002) providing 
aids to navigation in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) to provide a lighthouse depot at 
Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution (H. Res. 26) instructing the 
Clerk of the House to present to the House all statements of 
campaign contributions and disbursements on file in his oflice 
and providing that they be printed; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Resolution (H. Res. 27) providing for 
an investigation touching the practicability of the study of 
Esperanto as an auxiliary language; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, coneurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 3) providing for a 
Pan American commission for the geographical delimination of 
boundaries; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 40) to extend the invitation 
of Congress to the Interparliamentary Union and making an 
appropriation for the entertainment of its members; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) for the 
relief of sufferers from floods in the State of Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GARD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 43) for the relief 
of sufferers from the recent floods in the State of Ohio; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. BARKLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 45) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on Eleetion of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 
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By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State | 


of Idaho, for the establishment of a system of rural banks; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
favoring the Weeks bill providing Federal protection for migra- 
tory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, fa- 
yoring a bill providing for the leasing of the remaining unappro- 
priated public domain; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, for 
the retention of the military post at Boise, Idaho; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
favoring the acquiring of the land adjoining the capitol build- 
ings at Boise for a park; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial adopted by the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho, favoring appropriation for the completion of the Celilo 
Canal: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, praying that steps be taken to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States so as to prohibit polygamy, etc.; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Idaho, to transfer 50,000 acres of timberland 
held within the boundaries of the State of Idaho to this State 
for the purpose of creating a fund for establishing and main- 
taining good roads in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
authorizing the Federal Government to secure title to certain 
land within the city limits of Boise, Idaho; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
providing certain appropriations for the completion of Celilo 
Canal; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
urging compensation of Indian war veterans for services ren- 
dered ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
authorizing the President to appoint a commissioner to super- 
vise the erection of monuments and markers and locate the 
general route of the Oregon Trail; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
urging enactment of legislation transferring to the State of 
Idaho the Boise Barracks Military Reservation in event of its 
abandonment as an Army post; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, 


memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 


| Dakota, 
now 


| freight rates on the same; 


urging the enactment of legislation which will permit of the | 


organization of national land-mortgage banks; 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
favoring legislation authorizing the acquisition of Monticello 
by the Federal Government; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
urging the bill providing for the leasing of the public domain 
be not enacted into law; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 


to the Com- 


urging the enactment of legislation providing necessary appro- | 


priations for the building and maintaining of roads and bridges 
in forest reserves in Idaho; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Nevada, memorializing Congress to pass a bill 
for the protection of trout in the Truckee River in their spawn- 
ing season; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, joint and concurrent resolution of the Assembly of the 
State of Nevada relative to the grant by the United States to 
the State of Nevada of 1,000,000 acres of public lands to be dis- 
posed of for the benefit of a State road fund; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Washington, urging an investigation of 
the so-called Grain Bag Trust; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
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itnre of the State of Washinet 


Also, memorial! of the Legis] 


urging Congress to continue Federal « peration relating 1 
the forested watersheds of n: ble st: s; to the Commit 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THACHER: Memori of tl I inture of t) 
State of Massachusetts, memorializing ¢ gress to pass laws 
and regulations providing for the sale ment of berries 
and small fruits to conform to the standard 4d re: to 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the General Court of Massachusetts. ré 


tive to the equipment of the Charlestown Navy Yard: t 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

iy Mr. WILSON of New York Memorial of the Legis! , 
f the State of New York, memorializing Congress t 
certain ports of entry abolished by order of former Presid 


Taft; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: M 1! of the T 
ture of the State of South Dakota, 1 g the repe of th 
procity law of Canada; to the Committee Ways and Me 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State « 


Dakota, requesting that the Constitution of the United S 
be amended so that the President 
hold office for six years and be ineligible for re 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature 


of the United St 


Dakota, memorializing Congress to amend the hemest l 
so as to permit male minors to make entry; to the C 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of S 


memorializing Congress in the matter of desert-land 
interests; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, senate joint resolution of the Legislature of Sou I) 
kota, favoring the pas e of the McCumber bill relat 
Federal i ect 1 and grading of grain entering in 
commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ¢ 
werce, 

Also, resolution No. 13 of the Legislature of South D 
memorializing Congress to submit an amendment t 
Article III, of the Constitution of the United States, np 


that judges of the Federal district courts 
for stated terms, to be fixed by C 


more than 12 years; to the Committee on the Judiciai 


Also, senate joint resolution of the Legislature of S 
Dakota, petitioning the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
investigate the freight rates on coal into State of South 





Dakota from Wyoming and 


to the Committee on Interstat: ud 


Montana, and to establish j 


Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the S 
Wisconsin, urging a convention to propose an amendment to 
Constitution of the United States to prohibit polyga 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Memorial] of the Leg!slature of th 
of New York, urging enactment of legislation increasing the pay 
of letters carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Pos 


Roads. 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New Yor! 
memoralizing Congress to reestablish the ports of entry ree¢ 


discontinued ; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Memoria! of the Legis 
ture of the State of North Dakota, urging Congres 
law prohibiting the use of the parcel post for the mailing ot 
cigarettes, snuff, etc.; to the Committee on the Post Office I 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEVY: Memorial of the Legi fure of the Stats 
New York, memorializing Congress to restore certain ports of 
entry abolished by order of former President Taft; to the Con 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SABATH: Memorial of the Legislature of the St ; 
Illinois, urging a convention to propose an amendment to t! 
Constitution of the United States to prohibit polygamy; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOTT: Resolution of the Legis!: 
New York, favoring the proposed improvement of watery 
along the south side of Long Island from Jamaica Bay on the 
west to Peconic Bay on the east, er of ac 
through Rockaway Peninsula between Jamaica Bay and Great 
South Bay; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 


S to emis ’ 


ture of the State « 


including the eutt inal 


Also, memorial of the Legislature of the St: of New York, 
protesting against the Executive order al hing certain ens- 
toms ports; to the Committee on Ways and Means 


By Mr. GARDNER: Resolutions adopted by the General Court 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the paszaze 
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of laws by the Congress ef the United States relating to the sale | 
of small fruits; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and | 
Meusures. | 

ty Mr. LAFFERTY : Senate joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Oregon, asking Congress to investigate and institute proper 
steps to correct evils of the grain-bag monopoly existing on the | 


Pacific coast; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, senate jolnt memorial of the Oregon Legislature, favor- 
ing legislation by Congress to m.ke settlement of the claims of 


the Sherman County settlers; to t.2 Committee on Claims 

Also, house joint memorial of the Oregon Legislature, asking 
Congress to appropriate to aid the development of the English- 
walnut industry, for which the State has appropriated $2. 
to establish an experiment farm; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 2004) for the relief of 
Charles E. Shenk; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2005) granting a pension to Mary Gary; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) granting a pension to Moses G. 
Coates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2007) granting an increase of pension to 
James Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gump; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 2010) for the relief of 
the heirs of Julius P. Garesché, lieutenant colonel, United States 
Army; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTON: A bill (H. R. 2011) granting an increase of 
pension to Lyra ©. Garber; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to 
Thomas D. O’Shea; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 2013) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza E. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bil! (H. R. 2014) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Loomis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill CH. R. 2015) authorizing the President 
to appoint Richard Hatton as pay inspector in the Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 2016) granting a pension 
to Ellen Louise Tripp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 2017) for 
the relief of Leon Greenbaum; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE;: A bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief 
of Sam Mana, owner of the schooner Moi Wahine, sunk in col- 
lision with a Government vessel; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of the owners of the | 
cargo laden aboard the schooner Moi Wahine; to the Committee | 
on Claims. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to 
Norman Devol; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) granting a pension to Frederick R. | 
Merchant; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca M. Liening; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 2023) for the relief of Joseph A. Steven- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2024) to correct the mill- 
tary record of James Burroes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2025) granting an increase of pension to | 
Sarah L. Mount; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2026) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Lafor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 2029) granting an | 
increase of pension to Thomas E. Nason; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 2080) for the relief of the 
deacons of the Missionary Baptist Church, of Toone, Tenn.; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) for the relief of the Court Avenue | 
Presbyterian Church, incorporated as the First Cumberland 
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Presbyterian Church, of Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 2032) granting an increase of 
pension to Dawson Drais; to the Comnerittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 2033) granting a pension to 
Hattie H, Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2034) granting a pension to Delila Peter- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2035) for the relief of Bar- 
bara Edelbrock; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2036) for the relief of William E. Silver- 
nail; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) granting a pension to Sarepta R. 
Durrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) granting a pension to Emma J. Good- 
rich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) granting a pension to Kate Johnson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) granting a pension to Charles N. 
Ashford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) granting a pension to Edward Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Plummer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) granting a pension to Emma E. 
Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) granting an increase of pension to 
8S. P. Marlette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin B. Force; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) conveying certain lands to the T. R. 
Foley Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) granting a pension to Mary L. Rey- 
nolds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 2048) granting a pension to 
8. B. Leamons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Gard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 2050) granting a pension to Martha Jane 
Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) granting a pension to Presley F. 
Black; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) granting a pension to Sarah McDon- 
ald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2053) granting a pension to Ella A. Robi- 
son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) granting a pension to George W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) granting a pension to Annie E. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) granting a pension to Flora Pred- 
more; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2057) granting a pension to Lida J. Paul; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) granting a pension to Ward Pine; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) granting a pension to Martha 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2060) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus W. Patch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew C. McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) granting an increase of pension 
Vincent Miley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2063) granting an increase of pension 
Robert Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) granting an increase of pension 
David H. Robey: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2066) granting an increase of pension 
George C. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2067) granting an increase of pension 
J. R. Stroup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2068) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Sellers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M, Tillinghast; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. |, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2071) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2072) granting an increase of pension. to 
Ryerson J. Parkhurst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2073) granting an incresse of pension to 
Silas Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 207+) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Burns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) granting an increase of pension to | on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 


Mclherson Bechtel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 2076) granting an increase of pension to | Equal Suffrage League and the Ohio Equa 


Barzallai H. Dershem; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 2077) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Dicus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) granting an increase of pension to 
John 8S. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Chipley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (H. R, 2081) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Bodkins;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter N. Hardman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Lrwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Grove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Fichthorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Eyman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) granting an increase of pension to | 


Casper Laager; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2092) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Worrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah ‘I’. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) granting an increase of pension to 
John Arnold; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A'so, a bill (H. R. 2095) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gedling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Earhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley Eichelberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Estey; to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Wolverton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) granting an increase of pension to | 


Eli Berreman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Butters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) granting an increase of pension to 


James D. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lald 
By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Licking Connty (Ohio) 
Franchise Associa 
tion, favoring the passage of legislation mak ig an amendme 
to the Constitution of the United States extending suffrage to 
women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Wisconsin Retafl Lumber 
Dealers’ Association and William M. Webster, Chicago, II! 
favoring the passage of legislation for the establishment of a 
lent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Poat Ollice 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the National As 
sociation of Real Estate Exchanges, Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring 
the passage of legislation intending to impreve and beautify the 
city of Washington; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Peace Society, Madison, Wis., 
favoring the passage of legislation placing for settlement of the 
controversy with reference to the free-tolls portion of the Pan 
ama Canai act before The Hague tribunal; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petiticn of the National Assoclation 
of Brass Manufacturers, of Chicago, I1l., favoring the passage of 
legislation for a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee ou 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Allied Printing Trades 
| Council of Greater New York, protesting against the passage of 
| legislation making any reduction in the present tariff on print- 
ing and bookbinding; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of G. O. Sanborn 
| and others, favoring the passage of legislation making an apprpg 
riation to construct a national highway in North Dakota, South 
Jakota, and other States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts: Petition of the New Eng 
land Conference of Cigarmakers, protesting against the passage 
of any legislation reducing the duty on cigars; to the Committee 

on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of the Woman's 
Club, Wallingford, Conn., and the Washington Wanaha Wool- 
growers’ Association, protesting against the passage of any leg- 
islation tending to destroy the present national system of forest 
control; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Clarkston, Wash., favoriff¢ 
the passage of legislation providing that it shall be a condition 
that the gates of the Panama Exposition shall be closed on S 
days before the payment of any and all appropriations in that 
act; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the State of Washington, 
favoring the passage of legislation making an investization of 
the persecution of the editors and publisher of the paper Appeal 
to Reason; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Lost Offi 
Department. 

Ky Mr. SABATH: Petition of the general executive committee 
of the Railway Business Association, favoring the passage of 
legisiation for the adoption of a national budget as a modern 
means of regulating the receipts and expenditures of the Gov- 


blie 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) granting an increase of pension to | ¢Thment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


William A. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) granting an increase of pension to 


T. J. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 2105) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen A. Clement; to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) granting an increase of pension to 


Harriett E. Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of the International Typographical Union, favor 
ing the passage of legislation making it unlawful for any person 
for 'n cash consideration or otherwise, to circulate, either oral or 
printed, any statement that can not be substantiated; to ths 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Papers to accompany bill granti 


il ; 3a 
. > 
pension to Charles E. Collard; to the Committee on Pensi« 


By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 2107) granting a pension to SENATE. 


Elizabeth Nazworthy; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2108) for the relief of 


Jabez Lumbert; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) for the relief of Cyrus Carpenter; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2110) for the relief of J. E. Mintline; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) to correct the military record of 


Henry S. Hunter; to the Committee on Milltary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2112) to correct the military record of | 


Israel Boyer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) granting a pension to Charles B 
Collzrd; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Wepnespay, April 9, 1913. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
Cor I. Crawrorp, a Senator from the State of South Dakota; 


Henry A. pu Pont, a Senator from the State of Delaware; and 

Boizs Penrose, a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania, 
| appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


| THE ISTHMIAN CANAL (S. DOC. NO. 2). 

The VICE PRESIDENT lald before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, recommending that immediate 

- | action be taken by Congress for continuing the work of the 

armament of fortifications for the Isthmian Canal, and recom- 


By Mr. WALLIN: A bill (H. R. 2114) granting an increase | mending the passage of a joint resolution to that effect, which 
of pension to Ira N. Haney; to the Committee on Invalid | was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 


Pensions. 


| to be printed, 
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Pr ITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CRAWFORD presented a joint resolution passed by the 
Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as | 


follows: 
STATE oF SoutH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
STATES OF Amenica, State of South Dakota, sz: 
slasner, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do 
tify that the annexed bill, to wit, house joint resolution 7, 
ed by the 1913 session of the Legislature of the State of 
1, approved by the governor, and is now in full force and 


here ave hereunto set my band and affixed the 
Stat f South Dakota this 4th day of March, A. D. 


Frank GLASNER, 
Secretary of State, 
By J. T. NELSON, ° 
Assistant Sceretary of State. 
House joint resolution 7 
n memoralizing Congress to repeal the pact or so-called 
reciprocity with Canada. 
t resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of South 
the Senate concurring) : 
iN 1. That the Congress of the United States be, and hereby is, 
zed to repeal and reject the so-called reciprocity with Canada 
» following among other reasons: 
I That the effect of the pact with Canada would be to decrease 
price of real estate in the United States, to the great injustice of 
downers and of farmers upon whom the prosperity of this country 


nds 


Second. Not only would a treaty or convention of reciprocity with 
Canada whereby farm products are admitted free seriously affect the 
real estate values of this country, but it would also reduce the prices of 
farm products, to the great detriment of those engaged in agricultural 
irsuits in this country 


rhird, That the treaty ts unfair, unjust, and discriminating against 


the agricultural interests of the United States, giving these interests | 


practically nothing in return for what it deprives them of. 

Fourth. That it wiil inure to the disadvantage, loss, and suffering of 
our producers without prospect of cheaper manufactured products 
to the consumer. 

Fifth. That the removal of the duty on wheat will accrue solely to 
the benefit of the miller, that of baricy to the brewer, that of flaxseed 
to the linseed mills, and that of live stock, hogs, poultry, and dairy 
products to the packers and middlemen, and, while not benefiting the 
consumer, will mean a great loss to the producers. 

Sixth. This pact, if agreed to, will retard and set back the progress 
toward a higher and b« r standard of farm life, which has become so 


} 


noticeable during the recent prosperous times; it will tend to bring on 
farmers—a struggle in which many went under; it will sen the op- 
portunities for a better education of our farmers’ children, and thus 
encourage them in leaving the farm. 

Seventh. It will lessen the purchasing capacity of our American pro- 
ducers to the extent of millions of dollars annually by depriving them 
of a legitimate and fair price for their products. All of this will repre- 
sent a corresponding loss to the commercial interests of our country, as 
the farmer’s profit invariably finds its way into all the channels of 
trade. Our commercial and manufacturing interests stand to lose as 
much in this way as they will gain by the expansion of thelr business. 

Eighth. Our American farmers, by their thrift, energy, and frugality, 
have made this country what it Is; they have made it possible for the 
great commercial interests to become wealthy and powerful ; without the 
farmer this would be apenas. In view of this, our commercial tn- 
terests should now stand by the farmer. To do otherwise lays them open 
to the charge of commercial greed and selfishness. 

Ninth. The term “ reciprocity ” as applied to the Canadian treaty is a 
misnomer. Reciprocity means an equitable trade or exchange between 
two countries of products one country produces and the other does not, or 
which it produces only in insufficient quantities. We produce every- 
thing tn this country that is produced in Canada. 

Tenth. It constitutes an agreement made recently and without regard 
to any settled polictes of our tariff laws. It means free trade for the 
farmer and protection for the manufacturer, and as such is discrimina- 
tion in its rankest form. 

Eleventh. That in trading off our home market of more than 
90,000,000 people, a market that is and has been abundantly supplied 
by our own producers, a market that has been built up by American 
thrift and frugality and which, by every inherent right and heritage, 
belongs to our producers, for that of 8,000,000 Canadians, with its 
doubtful increased advantages to commercial and manufacturing Inter- 
ests, would not only be unfair and unjust to our own producers but 
foolish and reprehensible, 

Twelfth, This pee, treaty, when divested of its sentimental fea- 
tures, can and will appeal only to those who are selfishly interested and 
who expect to gain thereby. As a whole, it will be a damage rather 
than a benefit to our country. We are opposed to its passage in any 
form which puts agricultural products on the free list and protects 
manufactured interests. 

Thirteenth. The proposed pact would not reduce the cost of living. 
It would not benefit the laboring man, the mechanic, or artisan in the 
great cities, as the exorbitant prices paid by them for preduce is not 
oceasioned by the price received by the farmer, but is the result of 
the excessive charges made by the railroads and middlemen. The 
farmer only receives 25 per cent of the price paid by the consumer, 
while the transportation companies and middlemen receive the other 
75 per cent. 

Fourteenth. That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President 
of the United States and to each of our Senators and Representatives 
in the Congress. 


Mr. GRONNA presented a memorial of members of the 
Woman’s Study Club, of Kenmare, N. Dak., remonstrating 
against the transfer of the control of the national forests to 
the several States, which was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, 


again that struggle for existence so well remembered ~ our pioneer 
es 


Arrin 9, 


Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
|of Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Irriga- 


tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 1. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas the settlers under the lower Yellowstone project, Montana and 
North Dakota, organized, under the supervision and direction of the 
Reclamation Service, the Lower Yellowstone Water Users’ Associa- 
tion, a corporation, and executed and delivered a contract to said 
corporation subseribing for stock in said corporation, which em- 
poweess said corporation, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
nterior, to sell their homesteads and their lands unless the owners 
made application for water rights and eomplied with the provisions 

of the act of Congress of June 17, 1902; and 

Whereas said contracts were entered into and exeeuted with the under- 
standing that the final estimated eost of the project was $30 per 
acre, and that the cost to them should not exeeed that amount per 
acre on their holdings, and that the farm unit under said project was 
160 acres; and 

Whereas the provisions of the act of Congress of June 17, 1902, pro- 
vided that the payments sbould be made with a view of returning to 
the reclamation fund the estimated cost of construction, and also 
that the farm unit should be fixed at the time the project is deter- 
mined feasible by the Secretary of the Interior; and 

Whereas the cost of construction of said project has exeeeded the origi- 
nal estimated cost $750,000, increasing the cest thereof te the settlers 
to $42.50 per acre; and 

Whereas many settlers prior to the initiation of said project have 
secured from the Government tracts of land embracing more than 80 
acres, and the Secretary of the Interior by his ruling has required 
that such settlers reduce their holdings to 80-acre tracts, the same 
being adopted as the farm unit under said project, which said ruling 
the said settlers denounce as contrary to the provisions of the recla- 
mation act: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved (the senate concurring), That we, the Thirteenth Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Congress of 
the United States for the passage of necessary legislation, and the 
abrogation of unjust rulings, providing that the settlers under said 
Yellowstone project shall not be required to return to the reelamation 
fund an amount exceeding the original estimated cost ef $30 per acre; 
and, further, that said settlers under said project who acquired from 
the Government prior to the initiation thereof tracts of land embrac- 
ing more than 80 acres be permitted to hold the same under safd 
profect, not exceeding 160 acres each, and to acquire water rights there- 
under for the whole of said holdings; further 


Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the Secrc- 
tary of State to the President of the United States and te the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and our Senators and Representatives In Congress, 
with the request that they use their every effort to bring about speedy 
action for the accomplishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 

A. D. MacDona.Lp, 
Speaker of the House. 

W. W. McDowagt., 
President of the Senatc. 

Approved February 25, 1913. 

S. V. Stewart, Gevernor. 

Filed February 25, 1913, at 1.10 o'clock p. m. 

A. M. ALpPnson, 
Secerctary ef State. 
UNITED States or Amrnica, State of Mentana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, oe of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint 
memorial No. 1, petitioning Congress for the enactment of sueh legis!a- 
tion as will relieve the settlers under the tower Yellowstone project, 
enacted by the thirteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Montana and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor ef said State, 
on the 25th day of February, 1913. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the oe of Helena, the capital of said State, this 25th day of 
February, A. D. 1913, 

[SEAL.] A. M. ALDERSON, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the Recoxp, as fol- 


lows: 
Senate joint memorial 4. 


Petition to Congress to enact such legislation as will be necessary for 
the establishment and the maintenance of an agricultural building for 
the display of agricultural products. 


To the honorable Senete and House of Representatives in Congress of 
the United Statcs assembled: 


Whereas the State of Montana desires to stimulate interest In and direct 
attention to agricultural pursufts, and we believe that an attractive 
display of agricultaral products will render good results in the matter 
of the settlement and cultivation of unoccupied lands In Montana 
and other States: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That we, the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Montana, the senate and house concurring, do hereby petition the 
| Congress of the United States for the passage of legislation providing 
for the establishment and maintenance, under the supervision and regu- 
lation of the Department of Agriculture of the United States, of an 
agricultural building in the city of Washington. D, C.. for the perma- 
nent and conspicuous display of agricultural products of eve kind 
| and description from every State and Territory of the United States. 
| That said building be kept open during business hours of all legal days 
and that an examination and inspection of said products be permitted 
by visitors from all parts of the world. 
Resolved further, That a copy of this memortal be ferwarded by the 
secretary of state to the honorable Secretary of Acriculture of the 
| United Btates and to our: Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
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with the request that they use every effort within their power to secure 
the enactment of such legislation as is necessary to carry out the pur- 
poses herein expressed, 


W. W. McDOowe Lt, 
President of the Scnate. 
A. D. MACDONALD, 
8 ker the House. 
Approved March 14, 1913. a? — - 


at 4.15 o'clock p. m 


STEWART, Gorernor. 


Filed March 14, 1913, 
A. M. ALDERSON, 


Secretary of State. 





hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint | 
memorial No. 3, petitioning Congress to cnact such legislation as will | 
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In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and 
great seal of said State 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 
of February, A. D. 1913. 


[ SEAL. ] A. M. ALDERSO 


| Mr. MYERS presented a joint resolution | 
|} lature of Montana, which was referred 
| Public Lands, and ordered to be 
| follows: 

















Filed March 14, 1913, at 4.15 o'clock p. m 
A. M. ALDERSON, Secretary 


be necessary for the construction of a system of paved public highways | 3y COPELAND C. Burc. Deput 
connecting the capitols of the several States of the Pinion with the | __ . 2 eager nme = _ 
National Capitol and with each other, «and also with the principal | UNITED SraTes OF America, State of Montana, ss 
national parks, enacted by the thirteenth session of the Legislative | I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of 
Stewart, | hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of 


Assembly of the State of Montana, and agucoves by 8. V. 
governor of said State, on the 25th day ef February, 1913. 





memorial No. 8, praying that the abandoned military post 


issed by the Legis 
to the Committ 
printed in the Lecorp, 


By CoreLaNp C. BURG, House joint resolution 5, relative to suspending entries l 
. Deputy. Reservation, 
Unirep States or AMERICA, State of Montana, 8s: Whereas a large number of citizens, on what was formerly the | 
I. A. M. Afderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do ee ee, ee _—- Glings on lands which 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint Wihenaad eg ee a — ejected and suspended by 1 
memorial No. 4, petitioning Congress to enact such legislation as will the fa t tl ; etl oF id ls @ hi ae tea Rr 2 gpa like yap 
be necessary for the establishment and the maintenance of an agricul- | woorcas m: mc ne oo Siiime tein ain aide ibaa 
tural building for the display of agricultural products enacted by the a ne a these settlers a made tae applications sev 
thirteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana re = said applications have bee m rejected OF susp 
and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 22d day oo fon the action of the department, which action has n 
of March, A. D. 1913. een taken : Be it therefore 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed the Resolved, That the Legislative Assembly of the State of M 
great seal of said State. does hereby protest against the dilatory action of the Departm« 
Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 14th day the Interior, and does hereby demand that said Departme 
of March. A. D. 1913. the Interior take steps to immediately classify and appraise said 
(sma. j A. M. ALDERSON. to the end that settlers may have proper filings accepted and th 
Secretary of State. land in question may be cultivated and become homes for cit : 
: the United States who have applied for and desire the m 
Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of | further . : ae ; 
Montana. which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture Resolved, Phat copies of this resolution be pres nted to the P sident 
: aua, < “a5 , of the United States, the Secretary of the Interior, and to the Membe 
and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- | of the United States Senate and House of Representatives fr 
lows: Montana 
Senate joint memorial 3. A. D Ma ee ada u 
Speaker o ve H 
Petition to Congress to enact such legislation as will be necessary for a Mi DOWELI 
the construction of a system of paved public highways connecting the President of the Se te. 
capitol of the several States of the Union with the National Capitol Approved February 25, 1913 
und with cach other, and also with the principal national parks. | S. V. STEW G nol 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress of | Filed February 25, 191 at 1.10 o'clock p. mw 
the United States assembled: A. M. A : 
Whereas a uniform system of national public highways or roads, con- s é Stat 
necting the capitols of the several States of the Union with the | UNITED States or America, State of Montana, ss: 
National ——— at Washington and with each other, and also with I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana 
the principal national parks will vastly promote commerce between | hereby certify that ‘the above is a true and correct copy Ho 
the several States and reduce the cost of transportation thereof, | joint ‘resolution 5, relative to suspending eutries on Flathead Re 
facilitate and cheapen travel and social intercourse between the | yation, enacted by the thirteenth session o 4 1e I ezislative A sem! 
people, discourage sectionalism, and render the entire people more | of the State of Montana and ‘approv d by sy Stewart. 
cosmopolitan intellectually, morally, and politically; aid the farmer | gaiq state. on the 25th day of Suhenas io] : : ee oe 
in marketing his produce, and make farm life more agreeable, attract- | In testimony whereof, | have hereunto set my hand i aii 
ive, and pueditatie ; induce Americans te see and know America; | great seal of said State m4 ; . — ; 
beautify all parts of the Union; intensify industrial activities; |~ PDone at thé city of Helena. the capital o id State. tl 
encourage good road building throughout the continent, and bring the | of February. A. D. 1912 ; “ , ’ . 
entire people countless blessings, convenicnces, and joys known only [SEAL.] - : \ M. Atpess 
to 2 highly developed country; and | 7 ; a t o* @ khot 
Whereas te secure uniformity, thoroughness, and economy in construc- a : , a 
tion, fitness, and adaptability of grades and avoidance of such local Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
controversies in the selection of routes as would probably delay, if | Montana, which was referred to the Committe \I 
not defeat, the entire enterprise, and the cost of such a system of | Affai and order a a. ate > ~ 
highways being beyond the probable financial resources of the several | #@!rs and ore ered to be printed in the Recon, as follov 
States, it would be necessary that it be constructed at the expense Senate joint met il 8 
and under the supervision of the General Government: Now, there- | 4 memorial t the Coner ft United State 
fore be it abandoned military post of Fort William Henry Hat b 
Resoived (the house concurring), We, the Thirteenth Legislative As the State of Montana 
sembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition and earnestly pray | [9 the honorable Senate and Mouse of Representatives of the ¢ 
the honorable Congress of the United States for the passage of legisla- of the United States : 
tion for the location and construction, under the supervision and by ll ee 
the General Government, of a system of national highways or roads Your memorialists, the senators and representatives of t 
which shall connect the capitols of the several States of the Union with Legislative om Sei aie State of Montana, | , 
the National Capitol at Washington, and with each other, and also | Your honorable bodies th SOO WINE SRCsS 
with the principal national parks; that such national highways be con- First. That ¢ miitary post neretorore | Fort 
structed on firm concrete bases with hard surfaces and as nearly dust Henry Harrison, situated nea * the city of Helet Li 
less as possible; that they be located solely with regard to the greatest Clark, State of Montana, has een abandoned 1 iit 
public good and feasibilty of route and grades; and be it further the reservation turned over to the control of the 8 I 
Resolved, That Congress provide in such legislation means of raising | "0°: subject to the direction of the Congress of the | ted St 
the necessary money for the location and construction of such nationa! Second. That the land upon which said 1 ta ! 
highway by the restoration of the internal revenue tax of 1879 on to- | Sether with the water rights appertaining thereto, wa : 
bacco or in some other manner, as to it shall seem meet and proper, | Citizens of the State of Montana, at great expense, and : 
and that the location and construction of such system of highways be United | States Government wu the ¢« ess undet 
commenced as means can be provided throughout the country generally, | S@me should be used as a sit x” the mainter 
without giving priority to any sections or locations; and it is further and the abandonment of said post will be an it t to 1 
Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary who donated said land and water right 7 
of state of the State of Montana to the Senate of the United States, Phird. That the abandoned post consists of 1,200 : 
and that copies of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary of | 4ppurtenances, water rights, and numerou ling ! 
state of the State of Montana to the Heuse of Representatives of the | struction in good repair; that if said building d 
United States; and be it further unoccupied and unused for any considerable time th 
Resolved, That copies thereof be transmitted by the secretary of state | condition of disrepair, and in time be rendered val 
of the State of Montana to the Senators ond Representatives in Con- | Such nonus¢ . ; 
gress of the State of Montana with the request that they use every Fourth. That the State of Montana has numerous State in 
effort within their power to bring about a speedy action for the accom- some of which are now filled to their utmost capacity, and tl 
plishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. buildings sitvated upon said reservation could be convenient 
W. W. McDowe ut. profitably used by the State for some of its State instituti« 
President of the Senate. } Wherefore your memorialists respectfully ask your honora ‘ 
A. ID. MACDONALD, by appropriate legislative action, to cause to be transfer I d 
Speaker of the House. | veyed to the State of Montana the said real estate, wat 
Approved February 25, 1913. buildings constituting said abandoned post 
S. V. Stewart, Governor. } And your memoritalists will ever prays 
Piled February 25, 1913, at 3.50 o'clock p. m " . oe oe 
A. M. ALDERSON, | A dD. Ma = ; 
Secretary of State. I oe a as 
Untrep STATES OF America, State of Montana, ss: } Approved March 14, 1913 —— sail 
I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do — : Ss. V. Str: G 
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] Her Harrison be ceded to the State of Montana, enacted by the 
nt 1 of the Leg itiie Assembly of the State of Montana, 
proved by 8S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 14th day 

r \ D. 19 
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at , th nl of said State, this 25th day of 
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AL. J A M. ALDr x, Secretary of State. 
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ASHURST. TIT present memorial & ed by various citi- 


ch I ask may be in« jorated in the Recorp 


Fina 


the memorial was 


Committee on 
referred to the 


C tee on Fi and ordered to be printed in the Rrecoxp, 


April 3, 1913. 


‘oconino Cattle 
( f ' ‘ } i ? t ' at yt? ly opl nse 
Senate placing 
r, would very 

sts of the 





in tl lirection will be appt 1 by this association. 


pted by the Assem- 
if y York, which vw I | to the Com- 
st Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be 


tments of 


: ‘ntatives in Con- 
th best endeavor in alf of the betterment of letter 
t I t lution be sent 
Congress from 


NAMER, 


Clerk of the Asse 


mbly. 


dopted by the board 


Mr. O'GORMAN presented a resolution 
New York, N. Y., favoring the construction 
‘ » of the proposed new battleships at the New York Navy 
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A bill (S., 
Ochoco 
ands, 

A bill (S. 584) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Burke (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 585) granting a pension to Anna Miller (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 536) granting an increase of pension to Anna D. 
Pace; 

A bill (S. 537) granting a pension to Alexander Weir; and 

A bill (S. 538) granting a pension to Sarah A, Wess; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 539) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1901 (31 Stat. L., p, 1133); 

A bill (S. 540) for the relief of Joseph Hodges; and 

A bill (S. 541) granting to the Emigration Canon Railroad 
Co., a corporation of the State of Utah, permission, in so far 
as the United States is concerned, to occupy, for a right of way 
for its railroad track, a certain piece of land now included in 
the Mount Olivet Cemetery, Salt Lake County, Utah; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 542) to provide for raising the volunteer forces of 
the United States in time of actual or threatened war; and 

A bill (S. 543) to correct the military record of John T. 
Haines; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 544) for the relief of the Virginia Military Insti- 
tute, of Lexington, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 545) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 8, 
Roberts; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 546) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 
Thatcher ; 

A bill (S. 547) 

A bill (S. 548) granting ¢ 

A bill (8. 
Pierson 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 


533) to 
National 


consolidate 
Forest, 


in the 
Public 


certain forest lands 
Oreg.; to the Committee on 
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pension to Susan T. Saunders; 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 


read the first time, and, by unanimous 


lands in 


| s. se the State of 
Oregon as a public park, to be known as the Saddle Mountain 
National Park: 

Ab 552) to amend an act granting to the Siletz Power 
& Manufacturing Co. a right of way for a water ditch or canal 
through the Siletz Indian Reservation, in Oregon; and 


1 (Ss. 


Greenwood, Del, | 


—— 


A bill (S. 5 granting an increase of pension to Fanny Far- 
ley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 555) to prov 
Chehalis, Wash 

A bill (S. 556) to provide a site and erect a public building at 
Waterville, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 557) to provide a site and erect a public building at 
Hoquiam, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 558) to provide a site and ereet a public building 
thereon at Centralia, Wash.; 

A bill (S. 559) to provide a site and erect a public building at 
Blaine, Wash.; and 

A bill (S. 560) to provide a site and erect a publie building at 
Anacortes, Wash.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 561) to provide for the award of congressional 
medals of honor to officers and enlisted men of the na 
and officers and enlisted men of the revenue marine, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 562) inereasing pensions of widows of the Civil 
War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 563) granting a pension to Florence Bayler; 

A bill (S. 564) granting an increase of pension to Annie §S, 
Aul; 

A bill (S. 
Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 
M. Marks; 

A bill (S. 
3urDs; 

A bill (S. 
Nichols; and 

A bill (S. 569) granting a pension to Bella E. Timmens (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 570) for the erection of a memorial amphitheater 
in the Gettysburg National Cemetery, Gettysburg, Pa.; to the 
Committee on the Library. 
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A bill (S. 571) to construct a Lincoln memorial highway from 
the White House, Washington, D. C., to the battle field of Get- 
tysburg, in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 572) to increase the limit of cost of the public 
building authorized to be constructed at York, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 573) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell the old post-office building and the site thereof at York, Pa.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


A bill (S. 574) granting pensions to soldiers confined in so- | 


called Confederate prisons; and 

A bill (S. 575) amending section 2 of the act of April 19. 
1908, increasing the pension of widows, minor children, etc., of 
deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant pen- 
sions to certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of the 
late Civil War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 576) for the relief of Gabriel Campbell (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 577) authorizing the President to appoint an addi- 
tional circuit judge for the fourth circuit; and 

A bill (S. 578) to provide for the bringing of suits against 


the United States by Virginia, West Virginia, Kentucky, Dela- | 
ware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Georgia, Connecticut, Massa- | 


chusetts, Maryland, South Carolina, New Hampshire, New York, 
North Carolina, and Rhode Island; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


A bill (S. 579) providing for a minimum wage for female | 


persons; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
By Mr. LODGE: 
A bill (8S. 580) to provide for the refund of duties on coal; 
A bill (S. 581) providing for the refund of certain duties 
incorrectly collected on cutch; and 


A bill (S. 582) to create a Tariff Board; to the Committee on | 


Finance. 

A bill (S. 583) incorporating the American Academy of Arts 
and Letters; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 584) for the relief of the stockholders of the First 
National Bank of Newton, Mass.; and 

A bill (S. 585) to indemnify the State of Massachusetts for 
expenses incurred by it in defense of the United States; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 586) providing for homestead and desert-land en- 


tries for such persons as shall have lost, forfeited, or abandoned | 


their former entries; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 587) relating to the disposal of coal and mineral 
deposits in Indian lands; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON: 

A bill (8S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. BP. 
Mackrill; 

A bill (S. 589) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Macklin; and 

A bill (S. 590) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 591) granting an increase of pension to Jerusha 
Hayward Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 592) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
T. Lucey (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (8. 593) providing for the inspection and regulation of 
coal mines; te the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 594) for the relief of James Belger ard others; and 

A bill (S. 595) for the relief of Drenzy A. Jones and John G. 
Hopper, joint contractors for surveying Yosemite Park bound- 
ary; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 596) to foster commerce between the United States 
and foreign countries by facilitating the reexportation in bond 
from ports of the United States of goods imported into the 
United States, duly entered for warehousing, and stored in 
bonded warehouses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to inquire of the 
Senater from Louisiana whether the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations or to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. RANSDELL. I think it should go to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BACON. What is the bill? 

Mr. RANSDELL. It is a bill concerning goods in bonded 
warehouses. It provides that where the person wishes to 
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take a part of them out, he may rebox them under Gove 
supervision, and that it shall be done without the Government 
being put to any expense. 

Mr. BACON. It should go to the Committee on Finance 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 597) for the relief of the estate of Henry Ware 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 598) to amend an act entitled “An act to ament 


sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to homesteads,” which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


A bill (S. 599) prohibiting Senators, Representatives, or Dele- 
gates from receiving compensation or acting as counsel in 
tain matters where the United States is i 
parties or corporations engaged in interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 600) extending the number of annual paym« to 
entrymen upon reclamation projects: and 

A bill (S. 601) to authorize further advances to the reclama 
tion fund and for the issue and disposal of certificates o 
debtedness in reimbursement therefor, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands 


‘ 
terested, or for 


A bill (S. 602) to accept a deed or gift or conveyance from 
the Lincoln Farm Association, a corporation, to the United 
States of America of land near the town of Hodgenville, County 

| of Larue, State of Kentucky, embracing the homestead of Abra- 


ham Lincoln and the log cabin in which he was born, te her 
with the memorial hall inclosing the same; and further to 
accept an assignment or transfer of an endowment fund of 
$50,000 in relation thereto: to the Committee on the Library 
A bill (S. 603) to provide for the a ‘quiring of t e to publ 
lands classified as and carrying phosphate deposits; to the C 
mittee on Public Lands. 
A bill (S. 604) for the relief of Sarah A. Clinton and Marie 
Steinberg; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (8S. 605) granting a pension to Josephine M. Buck; 
A bill (S. 606) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A, 
Brown; 
A bill (S. 607) granting an increase of pensi: 
ington ; 
A bill (S. 608) granting a pension to Richard W. Berry; 
A bill (S. 609) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Barrett; 
| A bill (8S. 610) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A, 
| Bailey; 
A bill (S. 611) granting a pension to Reinhard Anscheutz}; 
A bill (8S. 612) granting a pension to William Abernathy; 
A bill (S, 613) granting a pension to Joseph Holtz; 
A bill (S. 614) granting a pension to A. J. Henderson; 
A bill (S. 615) granting an increase of pension to Mary M, 
Hancock; 
A bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Robert Hamilton: 
A bill (S. 617) granting a pension to Robert Riley Lorton; 
A bill (S. 618) granting an increase of pension to John 
Finegan ; 
A bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fenning; 
A bill (S. 620) granting an increase of pension to Harman 
Eastman; 
| A bill (8. 621) granting an increase of pension to Darwin 
| Coykendall ; 
| A bill (S. 622) granting a pension to Mary Coleman: 
A bill (S. 623) granting a pension to James M. Woods; 
bill (S. 624) granting a pension to William FE. White; 
A bill (S. 625) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Wells; 
A bik (8S, 626) granting a pension to Sarah R. Vancourt; 
A bill (S. 627) granting a pension to Martin W. Sewall: 
A bill (S. 628) granting an imcrease of pension to Thomas 
Ryan; 
A bill (S. 629) granting an increase of pension to Margaret J, 
Roberts ; 
A bill (S. 630) granting a pension to Corrilla J. Robbins; 
A bill (S. 631) granting a pension to George W. Perry; 
A bill (8S. 632) granting a pension to Elizabeth Parker; 
A bill (8S. 683) granting an increase of pension to Marsena 
De Witt McKane; 
A bill (S. 634) granting a pension to Mary P. McIntire; and 
A bill (S. 685) granting an increase of pension to Ann BE. 
McGrew; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (8S. 636) for the relief of John Green and others, of the 
State of Idaho; to the Committee on Claims, 


n to Mary Boy- 
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by Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 637) providing for the leasing and purchasing of 
suitable official residences for ambassadors and ministers in the 
countries herein named, and for furnishing and equipping the 

me; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. WALSH: 

bill (S. 638) for the relief of William Liskey (with accom- 


panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 689) for the relief of John M. Sutor (with accom- 
punying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 640) for the relief of Eugene E. Colburn (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 641) for the relief of John I. Brown & Son and 


others; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 642) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Byrne: 


bill (S. 643) granting a pension to Lulu W. Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 644) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Adam; and 

A bill (S. 645) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Summerhayes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 646) providing for the labeling and tagging of all 
fabrics and articles of clothing intended for sale which enter 
into interstate commerce, and providing penalties for misbrand- 
ing; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 647) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the survey 
and allotment of lands now embraced within the limits of the 
Flathead Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the 
sale and disposal of all surplus lands after allotment,” approved 
April 23, 1904 (33 Stat. L., p. 302), as amended by the act of 
March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. L., p. 796) ; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 648) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 38, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 649) for the establishment of a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Montana, near the city of Hamilton, and appro- 
priating money therefor; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 650) to provide for the purchase of ground and the 
erection of a Weather Bureau observatory building at or near 
the Montana State University, at Missoula, Mont.; and 

A bill (S. 651) to provide for the purchase of ground and the 
erection of a Weather Bureau observatory building at Billings, 
Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 652) to place certain ex-acting assistant surgeons 
of the United States Army on the retired list of the United 
States Army; and 

A bill (S. 653) for the relief of William O. Mallahan; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 654) to accept the cession by the State of Montana 
of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands embraced within the 
Glacier National Park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 655) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
survey the lands of the abandoned Fort Assinniboine Military 
Reservation and open the same to settlement; 

A bill (S. 656) granting to the trustees of the Diocese of 
Montana of the Protestant Episcopal Church, for the benefit of 
“Christ Church-on-the-Hill,” at Poplar, Mont., lots 5, 6, and 7, 
in block 30, town site of Poplar, State of Montana ; 

A bill (S. 657) to authorize the reservation of public lands 
for country parks and community centers within reclamation 
projects, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 658) giving the right to an additional homestead 
to all persons who have exhausted or who shall exhaust their 
original right of entry through the purchase of Indian lands; 
and 

A bill (S. 659) to promote instruction in forestry in States 
and Territories which contain national forests; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of Robert F. Scott; 

A bill (S. 661) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Thomas B. McClintic, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 662) for the relief of Col. Richard H. Wilson, 
Fourteenth Infantry, United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 663) for the relief of Thomas G. Running; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 664) granting a pension to Daniel Morrissey; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 665) for the relief of John W. Barriger and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 666) granting to the State of Iowa all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to the land within 
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the meander lines, as originally surveyed, of the lakes within 
said State. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. It involves nothing but a question 
of law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
there is no objection. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 667) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved Febru- 
ary 4, 1887, and ail acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” approved June 
29, 1906; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. NELSON (by request) : 

A bill (S. 668) for the relief of Michael R. Morgan and 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 669) for the relief of William Abbot and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (8S. 670) to grant to the State of Nevada 1,000,000 acres 
of land in said State for the use and benefit of said State in 
the building, repair, and maintenance of roads in said State; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 671) granting to the State of Nevada 500,000 acres 
of land in said State for the use and benefit of the University of 
Nevada; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (8. 672) granting a pension to William H. Wolfe: 

A bill (S. 678) granting a pension to Junius Thomas Turner; 

A bill (S. 674) granting a pension to John T. O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 675) granting an increase of pension to Alice I. 
Simpson; and 

A bill (S. 676) granting a pension to John Kinney; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 677) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Decatur, Miss.; and 

A bill (S. 678) for the relief of the trustees of Evergreen 
Lodge, No. 77, Free and Accepted Masons, of Decatur, Miss.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 679) for the relief of George L. Neff; and 

A bill (S. 680) for the relief of Henry States; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 681) retiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the Naval 
Observatory, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 682) placing C. T. Dulin on the retired list of the 
United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 683) to place the name of Sergt. Herman C. Funk 
upon the officers’ retired list; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 684) for the relief of Fanny A. Crocker; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 685) to appoint James W. Keen as master’s mate 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service and to place him as such upon 
the retired list; and 

A bill (S. 686) to restore to the active list First Lieutenant of 
Engineers Henry O. Slayton, retired, United States Revenue- 
Cutter Service; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 687) for the relief of the heirs of L. A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 688) for the relief of the estate of Frederick 
Heisinger ; 

A bill (S. 689) for the relief of Matilda Elizabeth West; 

A bill (S. 690) for the relief of the Pacific Creosoting Co.; 
and 

A bill (S. 691) for the relief of Simon M. Preston; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 692) granting an increase of pension to Charles Van 
Dusen ; 

A bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to Julius Nix; 

A bill (S. 694) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Chidister ; 

A bill (S. 695) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Millin ; 

A bill (S. 696) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Yarnell ; 

A bill (S. 697) granting an increase of pension to John 
Bailey ; 

A bill (S. 
Nicely ; 

A bill (S. 699) granting an increase of pension to James HL 
Ragsdale; 


The bill will be so referred, if 
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4 bill (S. 703) granting an increase of pension to Anna B Mr. BRISTOW I he Se { 
( mpl li; the reso! n to y i 

A bill (S. 704) granting an increase of pension to James E. The Secretary re 
Bacon: ’ rhe r and na 

A bill (S. 705) granting a pension to Lucy Lowry; =eanee —— 

A bill (S. 706) granting a pension to Mary E. Murphy; orders sit iD y 1, t << 

4A bill (S. 707) granting an increase of pension to Laban | ord 
Pitzer ; Mr. BRISTOW. The resolut les for fur 

A bill (S. 708) granting an increase of pension to William | in*ormati: since January 1, 1900. I 1 
White; | words “since J lary 1, 1900” and t : 

A bill (S. 709) granting an increase of pension to William S. | “ since the passage of t il-se1 W 
Patterson (with accompanying paper) ; | the words “ by years” in the proper |] 

A bill (S. 710) granting an increase of pension to Silas Mr. TOWNSEND. Will that ow 
Rouch (with accompanying paper) ; covered into the civil service 

A bill (S. 711) granting an increase of pension to William W. | Mr. BRISTOW. The date of each order 
Mikels (with accompanying paper) ; | Mr. SWANSON Mr. President, I shi 1 | Oo a 

A bill (S. 712) granting an increase of pension to William F. | Senator from North Carolina a question | ‘ s$to! 
Steward (with accompanying paper) ; | he bas omitted one feature of information that w ! 

A bill (S. 713) granting an increase of pension to James F.| valuable. I should like to know how I ‘ 

Rankin (with accompanying paper) ; | classified service who have been put there w t a 

A bill (S. 714) granting an increase of pension to William | nation as to effi iency. I should like to have I } 
Redding (with accompanying paper) ; so amended as to insure obtaining th iforma as te W 

A bill (S. 715) granting an increase of pension to Cornelius | many have been appointed without an ex 3 effi 
Cayton (with accompanying paper); and | ciency, and so forth I should like t S r te ept 1 

A bill (S. 716) granting an increase of pension to Clinton | amendment of that kind 
Neligh (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on | Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator from Virginia w I 
Pensions. ime, the Executiv orders will cover exact] he iformat i 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WENDELL P. HOOD. | which the Senator wants, because the « loyees tha ive 
On motion of Mr. Lopser, it was | covered into the servis y Executive orde! 
Ordered, That the papers in the pension case of Wendell P. Hood (8S. | out examination. 
§203. 62d Cong.) be, and the same are hereby, withdrawn, no adverse Mr. SWANSON. I think possibl some of t I 
report having been made thereon. orders provided for examinations. 
RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. Mr. OVERMAN I tl the resolution covers e > 
| “ i l i I n ec 

Mr. DU PONT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. | If the Senator will listen to the reading of it, I belie 
35), which was read and referred to the Committee on Military | See that It covers every se of any person who has ey gol 
Affairs: into the civil service. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to the Mr. SWANSON All I desire is to have information to 
Senate of the United States, as early as possible, the following infor-| what extent appointments have en wade in the classified 
mation: arvice witho . : ration ‘ etl or . tar ¢) S 

(1) The nature and character of the duties that retired officers of oo oo a mous Cznresnate 48 Co efficiency. If unde I 
the United States Army may be detailed to perform under existing laws, | ‘Ution Chat Information w ' furnished, I do not desire to 
regulations, and orders ; have it amended; and the Senator from North Carolina assures 

(2) The laws, regulations, and orders, if any, that define what is | me that the information will be furnished 
known as aciive duty on the retired list, and whether such laws, | yr. Oyimpar, = ee ea ee 
regulations, and orders permit officers on the retired list to apply for Mr. OVERMAN. I do not see how a person could get the 
such duty; and service without examination, unless there was s bxecu 

(3) The number of retired officers of the Army who have applied for | order issued to that effect I have asked r a of t 
active duty on the retired list since January 1, 1908, and the percent-| 4 og : ee tea ate ee ; 
age of these applying who have been detailed on active duty om the | ’'“ ri ul the name of the persous who were thus pu nt 
retired list during this period. classified service. 

THE CIVIL SERVICE. ae hes per 7 . ao i " 

: weanaes . . . ‘ Will be easily obtained under the resolution? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I submit a resolution, for which I ask im- Mr OVERM AN. I thinl he a “om , sate ‘ 

in adhieaial iaae a . “ALLAN, HiInK Lhe resolution Willi cover ( Ss. 
mediate consideration. == ; Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I understand from th 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. ing of the resolution it vides that tl ae. ea 

rr . : . 2a i > Pesolructic l provices that the humper ot Li yer 

Lhe Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 36), as follows: | 5. ine ain = “ ~ A. ee d ' . D “ m 

. (aed the ierent dep ment SuOUI 2 ascel ed, re 

Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commission be, and | nd ator leret: 3 a : = : Sa a ; 
they are hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate the following informa- | * enator und x stan cme reseiution tO Covel 2 . 
tion : | each of the different departments? 

i The ee — 2. a by wae ts te peeseee system | Mr. OVERMAN. In each of the different departments. 

¥: wf I 3 Bi xte » Setz 8. . h , ' , ' 

as ge igh ype tle tlhe cng or ype pawleg hp Age ror > — Mr. SMOOT. Or the whole number in the different depart 


The number of employees and officers of the United States now em 
ployed in the different departments of the Government 
through, and subjeet to, the civil-service law and regulations Mr. OVERMAN. I hay 

fhe number and names of the employees and officers of the United be te : aby as 
States now employed in the different departments of the Government | 2© "0 GUestion about It. 
who bave been covered into the classified service by virtue of executive Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the number in e 
orders since January 1, 1900, together with the date and copy of each the different departments specified 
order | : rT. : “py eae ied aos 

The number and names of persons now in the classified civil service Mr. OVERMAN. That is exaetly what I think 
from each State and Territory and the District of Columbia, particu- | Covers, 
larly the number of persons in the classified civil service from each Mr. JONES 
State and Territery and the District of Columbia as differentiated from | js, : he : 
the number of sueh persons who have been appointed, also number and | C®™plicated one and that it should go over. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have it read again. 
Mr. JONES. I suggest that the resolution go over. 


appointed ments? 


the resi 


names of persons temporarily employed as differentiated from perma- 
nent employees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I should like to have the Sen- 
ator from North Oarolina modify the resolution, if he will, so 
as to ascertain how many employees have been covered by 
executive order since the law was originally passed. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Did the Senator from Kansas hear the 
third clause of the resolution read? That clause provides for 
furnishing the information as to those covered since 1900. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I know; but I want to go back of 1900, to 
the beginning. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ton object to the immediate consideration of the resolut 

Mr. JONES. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over 
objection of the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I suppose as the resolution goes over 
objection, it will be printed. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; let it be printed 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that it be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be m 
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Mr. President, I think this resolution is rather 


complicated and long resolution, and ought to be examined 
Does the Senator from Wa 
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FARM AND ORCHARD BIRDS. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 34), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized and 
instructed to cause to be printed 1,000 copies for each Senator of Bul- 
letin No. 513, known as Fifty Common Birds of Farm and Orchard. 

Mr. CLAPP. The resolution should “for the 
Senators,” not “for each Senator.” 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I accept the suggestion. 
it read “for the use of each Senator.” 

Mr. CLAPP. The word “each” should be stricken out, and 
it should read “for the use of Senators.” 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I am prompted 
to present the resolution by the fact that the bulletin mentioned 
was furnished to each Senator to the number of 250 copies, I 
believe. It is a bulletin, very nicely illustrated, treating of 
distinct birds, commonly known as farm and orchard birds. I 
distributed my quota liberally throughout my own State among 
the libraries and some few to the schools. In almost every in- 
stance I have received letters from the librarians and many 
from the principals of the schools asking that I might send 
them at least 100 copies, as they thought it would do more to 
instruct the students and the general reading public as to birds 
and the necessity of maintaining and preserving them than 
almost any other means that could be devised. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, do I understand the Senator’s 
purpose to be to have 1,000 copies of this document printed for 
each Senator? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That is my proposition. I 
felt that I should like to be as generous to other Senators as 
I was to myself, and I can find readily a place for a thousand 
copies in my little Commonwealth. Knowing the Senator’s do- 
main, I think he could do the same. 

Mr. STONE. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 
thousend for myself. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
New Jersey a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Has it been ascertained what will be the 
cost of the proposed printing? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Not strictly; but I can say 
it is a comparatively small document, and the plates are already 
in the hands of the Public Printer. It is the plates that involve 
the cost and not the little matter of printing. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, before the Senate takes action 
on this question, I want to call attention to what it wili ulti- 
mately lead. This provides for the printing of a bulletin issued 
by the Agricultural Department. I desire to say to the Senate 
that there is scarcely a department of the Government that 
has not asked time and time again for the printing of special 
bulletins issued by those departments. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. ‘That is true. 

Mr. SMOOT. And the House and the Senate Committees on 
Printing have absolutely refused to assent to such requests, for 
this reason: The Agricultural Department, in the annual appro- 
priation bill, is provided with $475,000 for printing and binding. 
If we now undertake to print extra copies of bulletins for them, 
Heaven only knows where it will end. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. 
President— 

Mr. SMOOT. Wait till I get through, if the Senator please. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Very well. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is not a Senator who has not had requests 
for the separate printing as a public document of some bulletin 
issued by some one or the other of the departments, but such 
requests have been universally refused. I say to the Senator 
now that if this resolution he has offered shall be agreed to by 
the Senate, there will be no end of similar requests made by 
all of the departments, and instead of confining themselves 
to the amount that is provided for in the appropriation bills 
for the printing and binding to each particular department, they 
will come to Congress and ask that such bulletins be printed 
as public documents and distributed instead of being printed 
and distributed out of their own funds. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have no desire, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to overstep the bounds of propriety or to make any un- 
reasonable demand; but I felt that inasmuch as the prevention 
of the destruction of agricultural crops throughout the length 
and breadth of our land is of so much importance and the fiit- 
ting about of a multiplicity of birds would relieve us from 
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much of that destruction, that this would be a fitting and proper 
resolution; but instead of asking for the immediate adoption 
of the resolution I will ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

POLICEMEN’S AND FIREMEN’S PENSION ROLLS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, morning business is closed. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 31, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Bristow, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, directed to furnish the Senate the names of all persons 
borne on the policemen’s and firemen’s pension rolls of the District, and 
to inform the Senate what employment such persons have, either in the 
service of the Government or in private life, and what compensation is 
received by each pensioner so employed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Kansas if his resolution provides that the amount of 
pension in each case shall be stated as well as the compensation 
received when the persen is employed in civil life? 

Mr. BRISTOW. That was my intention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That ought to be definitely included. My 
attention was diverted from the reading of the resolution for a 
moment, and I should like to have it again read. If that is 
not included in the resolution it ought to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the words “and the amount of pen- 
each person receives” be inserted. They can well be 
inserted at any point in the resolution. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will be glad to have those words inserted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 4, after the word “ District,” it is 
proposed to insert “and the amount of pension each person 
receives,” so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, directed to furnish the Senate the names of all 
perce borne on the policemen’s and firemen’s pension rolls of the 
istrict, and the amount of pension each person receives, and to inform 
the Senate what employment such persons have, either in the service 
of the Government or in private life, and what compensation is received 
by each pensioner so employed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT TO SATURDAY. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, after consulting with the junior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern], I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o’clock noon on Satyr- 
day next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 41 minutes 


p. in.) the Senate adjourned until Saturday, April 12, 1913, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 


Of course to that, Mr. President, I have no 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 10, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, draw us by Thy holy influence to Thee 
that we may be partakers of Thy spirit, denizens of the king- 
dom of heaven; that we may glorify the work Thou hast given 
us to do and pass on our way rejoicing, with music in our 
voice, a smile on our face, and the warmth of a generous heart 
in the clasp of our hand. Receiving, giving, giving and receiv- 
ing, spending and being spent in a willing service to our fellow 
men, and Thine be the praise. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday was read and 
approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. Howett, of Utah, appeared at the bar of the House and 
took the oath of office. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has in his possession, and will 
deliver to the Clerk, communications from the proper authori- 
ties in the State of New Hampshire stating thet they ave 
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ratified the-sixteenth amendment, and also from the States of | Covcurring therein), That in lieu of the first paragrap! t f 
North Dakota, New Mexico, and Wisconsin, stating that they | “\ ee en por go = n° as. pene: ae na 
have ratified the seventeenth amendment. [Applause.] | vacancies, and in lieu of all of r ‘ 1 s 1 + of 1A 
The following are the communications referred to: } on 00 Ter a8 the same relates { “ in ¢ st 
niter regule ms as to the mes or matr ! 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, j Senators, yoy Ae ng be | pox | as l ‘ ; e ¢ 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, — | tion, which shall be valid to all intents . \ 
Concord, March 25, 191%. | Constitution when ratified by the legislat : ‘ 
The honorable the Speaker of the House of Representatives, | States 
3 Washingtosw, D. C. | “*The Senate of the United States sh: ‘ fiwos 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a joint resolution of | from each State, elected by the people there f x 
the New Hampshire Legislature, ratifying the sixteenth amendment to | Senator shall have one vote rhe ele . - 
the Constitution of the United States of America. qualifications requisite for electors of the 1 f 
Very respectfully, Epwarp N. PEaRsoN. the State legislature 
Secretary of State Che times, places, ind manner of 
° ° . shall be s prescribed in each State by t 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, ‘When cian etna ttm eeneunel -s 
gq , ’ ees CF Case. | Senate, the executive authority of such Stat 
Yo all to whom these presents shall come, grecting: | tion to fill such vacancies: P ided, ‘I t the ‘ 
I, Edward N. Pearson, secretary of state of the State of New Hamp may empower the executive thereof to ke te 
shire, do hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true | until the people fill the vacanci "yy 
copy of joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution ratifying the six direct 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America” “*This amendment s! not be so trued t ‘ 
(approved March 14, 1913), as engrossed in this office and in my custody | or term of any Seuator chosen befé pie l 
as secretary of state. Constitution.’ ” 
In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed Therefore be it ‘ 
the seal of the State, at Concord, this day [= A. D. 19—. Resolved by the senate he ans wrrind). "I 
[SEAL.] EpWARD N. PEARSON, | posed amendment to the Constitution of the United S 
Secretary of State i he and the same is hereby, rat d by the Legis 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 1915. | Wisconsin: and be it furt 
Joint resolution ratifying the sixteenth amendment to the Constitution Resolved ! ‘ es of nt st 
of the United States of America. tary of state, be forwarded by the V to t s 
Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in general court | at Washington and to the presiding officers of I 
convened: National Congress 
Whereas both Houses of the Sixty-first Congress of the United States ; eae Se: Ene a 
of America, at its first session, by a constitutional majority of two- | : So ceeatlt 
thirds thereof, made the following proposition to amend the Constitu- | a ‘A 
tion of the United States of America in the following words, to wit: | | MI. W 
“A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the | ‘ 4 a 
United States. ( | . 
* Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United } Chief Cl of t { 
States of America in Congress assembied (two-thirds of cach House [) 
concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as an Recs a re : 7. 19128. 4.10 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when rati ; ni ’ ; eee ; rsp 
fied by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be 
valid. to all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution, namely, | 
Article XVI: | 
“* The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on incomes | Ss M 
from whatever source derived, without apportionment among the Ory ‘ s i Ss 
several States, and without regard to any census of enumeration.’ I } 
Now, therefore, be it To the Hon. CHAMP CLARK 
Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in general Npeaker of the House of Repres ‘ i } ) ¢ 
court convened, That the said proposed amendment to the Cx itution Sir: Pursuant to instru ! I 
of the United States of America be, and the same is hereby, ratified folnt resolution No. 20. by the Senate and H eof R , 
by the General Court of the said State of New Hampshire; and further | the state of New Mexico, “ ratifyir ! i 
be it Constitution of the United Stat pro 
Resolved, That certified copies of this joint resolution be forwarded | gates Senators by a t vote of t 1 I { 
*to the governor of this State, to the Secretary of State of the said | ~~" Wore respectfully : 
United States, and to the presiding officers of the Senate and House | ? me WittraMm CM ‘ 
of Representatives of the said United States. | ( 
WILLIAM J. BrittTor, a 
Speake) of the House of Representatives, _ 
Enos K. SAWYER, v = _ 
President of the Senate, I. Antonio 1 cere Se « wy « tate f t+) sf \ { 
Approved March 14, 1915. |} hereby certify that tl vas filed ! 
SAMUEL D. FELKER, Governor. o'clock a. m. on the 15th day of Mare A,B 
—_ tion No. 20, ratifying the proposed ar d 
EXECUTIVE CHAMBER | United States providing for elect se 
Madison, Wis., March 25, 1913. the people; and hat I 1 mpared f 
Hon. CHAMP CLARK, same with the ot t f nor ld 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. transcript theref nd t \ t 
Sim: Herewith inclosed please find a copy of joint resolution Given und r my hand and the : .. _ 
introduced as joint resolution No. 3 S., ratifying the proposed am at the city of Santa | t ipit t 
to the Constitution of the United States relating to the popular tion | 1913 
of United States Senators, recently passed by both branches of the Legis [SEAL.] 
lature of the State of Wisconsin, together with the attached certificate 
of the Hon. J. 8. Donald, secretary of state Like copies of this joint | Senate joint resolution 20 tif 
resolution are to-day forwarded by me to the Hen. William 28 Constitution of the United States f 
Bryan and the oe THOMAS R. MARSHALL, pursuant to the of tors by direct vote of the peopl 
the resolution itsel ; : wid iseuaedl f ft ‘ ‘ 
Please acknowledge that it has been received. wa 1 oeted as aiemvadl - paahanes re : 
Respectfully, yours, Francis E. MeGovery the Senate and House of Rep! 
Governor of Wisconsin posing an amendment to the ¢ 
Unirep STates OF AMERICA, 
Tue STaTe OF WISCONSIN, r t pa f 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT? Unit 
To all to whom these presents shall come: I 
if I, J. S. Donald, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin and ed “ . : 
keeper of the great seal thereof, do hereby certify that the annexed ; Pe ; _ 
copy of joint resolution No. 5, introduced as joint resolution No. 3, S., : : ; 
has been compared by me with the original enrolled act on file in this A 7 = 
department and that the same is a true copy thereof and of the whole | “‘ 17 ited Stat f , t 
of such original enrolled act. : 2» 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the nave ‘ ‘ : s 
great seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 20th | V a | il ns qu 
day of March, A. D. 1913. | branch of the State legislature 
[SEAL.] J. S. Donaton, “* When vacancies happen in the rej f 
Secretary of State Senate the ex itiv aut ty <« the St 
Joint resolution ratifying an amendment to the Constitution of the ele tion a ) fill such vacan: ies: PP ide I 
: United States relating to popular election of United States Senators oe es eee caked 
: Whereas both Houses of the Sixty-second Congress of the United States le ene etn A ae” 
: of America, at its second session, by a constitutional majority of two- | «. Thi alias ir — ‘ 
o| thirds thereof. made the following proposition to amend the Consti- ee cee, Meine ad 
» or term of any Senator chose! 









































































1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 145 

































tution of the United States of America in the following words, to wit: the Constitutior 


“A. joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the Therefore be it 
United States. Resolred by the Legislature of the tte of fi 
“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United | proposed amendment to the Const tior f tr ! 


States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of cach House | the same is hereby, ratified, and that certified « 
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be forwarded by the governor to the Secretary of State of the United 
States, to the President of the Senate of the United States, and to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States. 
E. A. Mipra 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 
Isiporo ARMIJO, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
RoMan L 3ACA, 
Boeaker of the House of Representatives. 
FRANK STAPLIN, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Approved this 15th day of March, A. D. 1913. 
WILLIAM C. MCDONALD, 
Governor of the State of New Mezico, 


Strate or Norta DAKOTA, 
EXECUTIVE OFrrics, 

Biemarck, N. Dak., March 6, 1913. 

Hon. Cramp Crarr, 
Speaker of the House, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: In obedience to the provisions of the joint resolution ratifying, 
on the part of the State of North Dakota, the amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States providing for the direct election of 
United States Senators, I herew ith inclose to you a certified copy of the 
joint resolution as passed by both branches of the thirteenth legislative 
assembly of this State. 

[SHAL.] L. B. Hanna, Governor. 
A joint resolution ratifying a proposed amendment to the Constitution 

of the United States. 

Whereas the Sixt second Congress of the United States of America, at 
the second session, by a constitutional majority of two-thirds thereo 
made and passed the following proposal to amend the Constitution o 
the United States of America in the following words, to wit: 

* Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution provid- 
ing that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States. 

‘Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

Btate 8 of America in Uongress assembled (two- — 8 of each House con- 

curring therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of 

Article 1 of the Constitution of the United States, ‘and in lieu of so much 

of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling of vacancies, 

the following be proposed as an amendment to the Constitution, which 
shail be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution 
when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the States 

“* The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof for six years, and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislatures 

‘When vacancies happen in the pagosnentatton of any State in the 

Senate the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of election 

to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any State may 

empower the executive thereof to make temporary appointments until 

the people fill the vacancies by election as the legislature may direct. 
‘This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 

or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 

Constitution.’ ” 

[Therefore be it = 

Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, 
duly convened, That the said foregoing proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America be, and the same is hereby, 
rati moe by the Legislative Assembly of the State cf North Dakota; and 
be further 

eceten d, That certified copies of this joint resclution be forwarded 
by the governor of this State of the Secretary of State of the United 
States of America, at Washington, and to the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the National Con- 
ress. 

Approved March 7, 1913, 9.25 a. oy 

L. B. HANNA, 
Governor, 

J. H. FRAINeE, 
pes aker of the "House. 

J. GEORGE, 

Orie? Clerk of the House. 
A. T. KRAABBL, 
President ef the Senate. 
W. D. AUSTIN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

This certifies that the within bill originated in the House of the 
Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota and is 
known on the records of that body as house bill No. 5 

M. J. Gnoron, 
Chief Clerk ef the House. 
Filed in this office this 18th day of February, 1913. 
THoMas HALL, 
Secretary of State. 
STATE op NorTH DakoOTa, 
OFrrice oF THR SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Bismarck, N. Dax. 

I, Thomas fiall, secretary of state of North Dakota and keeper of the 
@reat seal of said State, do hereby certify that the f¢ reg ding three pages, 
hereto attached, contain a true and correct copy of a joint resolution 
ratifying that amendment to the Constitution « if the United States pro- 
vidiz for the direct election of United States Ser —— as passed by the 
Thirteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Nerth Dakota, which 
was approved by the governor on the 18th day of February, A. D. 1913, 
the original of which is pow on file in my office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State at Bismarck, 
WN. Dak., this 6th day af March, A. D. 1913 

(SEAL. ] THomas HALL, 

Secretary of State. 
FLECTION OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the election of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, the Committee on Rules, the 
Committee en Accounts, the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and 
the Committee on Mileage, and I send the names of the various 
Members to the Clerk’s desk. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that 
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the Democratic names In this list were suggested as the choice 
of the Democratic caucus. The names of the Republicans on 
the list come as the suggestion of the Republican leader, and 
the Progressives on this list are at the suggestion of the leader 
of the Progressive Party. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report first the Ways and 
Means Committee, as proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee on Ways and Means.—Oscar W. Underwood, Ala- 
bama (chairman); Francis Burton Harrison, New York; Dor- 
sey W. Shackleford, Missouri; Claude Kitchin, North Carolina; 
Henry T. Rainey, Illinois; Lincoln Dixon, Indiana; Cordell 
Hull, Tennessee; Winfield S. Hammond, Minnesota; Andrew J. 
Peters, Massachusetts; A. Mitchell Palmer, Pennsylvania; 
Timothy T. Ansberry, Ohio; John N. Garner, Texas; James W. 
Collier, Mississippi; Augustus O. Stanley, Kentucky; Sereno B. 
Payne, New York; Joseph W. Fordney, Michigan; Augustus P. 
Gardner, Massachusetts ; J. Hampton Moore, Pennsyivania ; 
Sydney Anderson, Minnesota; William R. Green, lowa; and 
Victor Murdock. Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations? If not, 
they will be considered as agreed to. 

There were no other nominations, and the nominees were 
elected. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee appointments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee on Rules.—Robert L. Henry, Texas (chairman) ; 
Edward W. Pou, North Carolina; Thomas W. Hardwick, 
Georgia; Finis J. Garrett, Tennessee; Martin D. Foster, Illi- 
nois; James C. Cantrill, Kentucky; Michael F. Conry, New 
York; Philip P. Campbell, Kansas; Irvine L. Lenroot, Wiscon- 
sin; Edwin A. Merritt, jr.. New York; and M. C. Kelly, Penn- 
sylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations? If not, 
these are agreed to. 

There were no other nominations, and the nominees were 
elected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next list. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee on Accounts.—James T. Lloyd, Missouri (chair- 
man); William R. Smith, Texas; James A. Hamill, New Jersey; 
Michael F. Conry, New York; William S. Howard, Georgia; 
George J. Kindel, Colorado; John W. Abercrombie, Alabama; 
James A. Hughes, West Virginia ; William W. Griest, Pennsyl- 
vania; James S. Parker, New York; and Roy O. Woodruff, 
Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations? 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, are remarks in order? 

The SPEAKER. Nominations are in order, and remarks 
also, the Chair suspects. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

control of the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman has. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] how much time he desires? 

Mr. COOPER. Just three or four minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I rise at this time lest, by main- 
taining silence, I might seem to acquiesce in the present method 
of appointing the committees of the House. I refer especially 
to the method approved at the recent Republican caucus and 
to-day being put in practice. 

Three years ago there was a revolution on this floor, partly 
in protest against the practice of permitting the Speaker of this 
House to select the committees. That revolution was success- 
ful. The Speaker now is deprived of that power. 

But an attempt is being inaugurated through the action of 
the Republican caucus to restore it to him, for that caucus 
nominated a candidate for Speaker and gave to that candidate 


The Clerk will read the next list of com- 


Mr. Speaker, I assume that I have 


| the sole power to name the Republican members of committees. 


I did not attend that caucus. I would not ‘attend it, if there 


| were no other reason than is found in the fact that a Member of 


the House who attends a caucus is considered as pledging him- 
self in advance to abide by its decision, whatever it may be. 
I will not enter a secret mecting under any such pledge. 

This view of the nature of a caucus has often been expressed 
here. Men have been punished by Speakers, by removal from 
committees and otherwise, for no other reason than that they 


| refused to abide by a caucus decree. 


A conference differs from a caucus. Men may well attend a 
| conference—a meeting to which Representatives are free to go, 
with every desire to do what is best for their party, but, after 
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it is over, free to vote in the House as they believe, under their 


oaths, will be best for the country. 


But the Republican caucus bound the votes of those in attend- | 


ance and gave to one man—and, of course, I have no personal 
contest with him—the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], the 
exclusive right to name the personnel of the committees, so far 


as concerns the Republicans of the House. 


Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin believe 


that that is right? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 


to the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Mappen]? 
Mr. ce OPER. I yield. No 
Mr. MADDEN. Neither do I, 


; I do not believe that it is right. 


Mr. COOPER. It is not right, and no man ean convince to 
the contrary any candid, intelligent person familiar with condi- 


tions here under the old plan. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 


to me? 
Mr. COOPER. In just one moment. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 


to the gentleman from Kansas? 
Mr. COOPER. I yield. 


Mr. MURDOCK. I agree with the gentleman in his criticism 
of that manner of selecting committees, but I want to ask the gen- 
tleman this: Does he know that the Progressives met in an open, 
nonsecret conference, and that the entire conference selected the 


men whom they chose to name? 
Mr. COOPER. I knew that. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman approve of that? 


Mr. COOPER. Ido. That is a very proper way. [Applause.] 
It is not only a very proper way, but it is the only proper way. 


Mr. Speaker, I will read from the Washington Herald 
April 18, 1911, a very significant editorial utterance: 


of 


The experiment of appointing the committees of the House through a 
committee rather than by the Speaker seems thus far to have been suc 
cessful. It has certainly removed complaint concerning the autocratic 


power of the Speaker. Instances have been numerous enough in 


the 


past when Speakers deliberately framed committees so as to coincide 
with their own personal views, regardless of public sentiment. This 


personal equation has been removed. 


Observe that the Herald, a paper published in this city and 
familiar with the facts, declares that in numerous instances in 
the past Speakers have deliberately framed committees to carry 


out their own views regardless of publie sentiment 


I have known—and we might just as well tell the truth | 


about it-—— 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much time does the gentleman 


desire? 
Mr. COOPER. I would like about two minutes. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman five minutes 


more, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for five min- | 


utes more. 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I know that the statement in 


the Herald editorial is absolutely true. In my somewhat 


ex- 


tended experience as a Representative in Congress I have known 
Speakers deliberately to pack committees to defeat legislation 
demanded by the country—yes, demanded by a majority of the 


Speaker’s own party on this floor. 


A great writer and an able impartial observer has described 
the power of the Speaker under the old rules. Mr. Bryce, the 
ambassador from the Court of St. James to this country, in his 
splendid work, in many respects unrivaled as an analysis and 
study of American politics, discusses the Speaker’s power under 


the old rules. Mr. Bryce says that under the rules of 
House of Representatives a power is given to the Speaker— 
which in the hands of a capable and ambitions man becomes so 
reaching that it is no exaggeration to call him the second, if not 
first, political figure in the United States, with an influence on 
affairs of men and the course of domestic events superior in ordi 
times to the President. 


And now I beg the earnest attention of the Members of 





the 


far- 
the 
the 


nary 


the 


House to another and powerfully suggestive statement of Am- 


bassador Bryce: 
The disposal of committee assignments is a tremendous pie 


e 


of 


patronage, by which the Speaker can attract support to himself and 
to his own section of the party, reward his friends and give politicians 


opportunity of arising to distinction, or practically extinguishing their 


congressional careers 


This is saying only what intelligent Members of prior Con- 
gresses know—that through the power to make committee ap- 
pointments a Speaker can reward Members who do his bidding 


and punish those who do not 


If the gentleman from Illinois should be elected Speaker, with 
the sole power of recognition which he will have, and with the 
power to appoint the committees, what becomes of the indi- 


of what 
Ilerald editor 
ers to carry 
This being 


and 


i our 
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lative matters before the House. \ 
for if the Speaker is t 

these gentlemen going to vote up 
the Speaker and his committees do 
the floor? 


oOo appoint 


That sort of explanation does not 


took 


place here formerly 


vidual independence of legis!ators 

mering, just as it did before under tl 
Gentlemen say that they e d 

to themselves the right of indepen 


al, committees were dk 


out their wishes, regardles 


true, what does your reservati 
dependence in voting upon measure 


S amo 


The SPEAKER rhe time of the 


pired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Speaker 
Illinois 


[Mr 


MANN] desire any t 


Mr. MANN. No. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does th 


Murpock] desire any time? 


Mr. MURDOCK. No. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask fora 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. For what pur] 


| Tennessee rise? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I ask the chain 
Means for three minute 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemai 
nized for three minutes 





Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, it w 


Republican caucus to offer the re 
minority leader of this House the r 
lican Party in selecting the minority 
ous committees of this House. 


I have served only a limited pet 





Republican Party in this House of 
Mr. COOPER. Will the gentlem 
The SPEAKER Does the gent 

to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
Mr. AUSTIN. No; I have only three 


Mr. COOPER. You can get more 
Mr. AUSTIN. If the gent! 

| fortunate experience with 
resentatives, 
| forget our differences in the pas 
| the Democracy with their free-trade 
put on the statute boo 


seeking to 


enough: 


party let 


this Congress. 


Mr. Ml 


to me? 


we 


us 


email 


iod 


that water has gone 


have had dissensions 
sions enough in the Republican Party 


sink our differences 


RDOCK. Will the ge 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will 3 


Kansas five minutes 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, th 
[Mr. Austin] makes the very grav 
matter upon personal grounds. Th 
{Mr. Cooper] did not make a perso 
lican leader, Mr. Mann. He was 


He was : 


It has now 


tt 


icking the system, and 


been over two years 
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and the Democratic Party adopt 


system has 
it 


respects 


the House 


Back of Canno 
power lodged 

one man to have 
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bettered things in 1 
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has not bettered’ things 
by and large, the system the Democr: 


The Democrats have 


a late Speal 
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in the Speaker under 
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those four years I think I have h 
fully studying the conduct of the Hor 
Illinois. I believe that the Republi 
the selection of its representatives on the 
this House. |Applause.] He has never 
discharge of his duty. lle has never 
high standard of his colleagues in repre 
leader. It will be time enough to offer 


leader deserves them, but up to this ¢g 


he is entitled to—and will recei' 


almost complete control 


< 
} ‘ 
e 
} 
I 
‘ 
\ 
i 
\ 
} 
! y 
Ube 
> 
Kt 
f 
oO 
t 
4 
t | 
! 
il i 
, 
} 
it 
it he 
dese es 
i { 
rt 
] 
ol 
T 
1 
‘ 
Tr 
1 
ad 
had 
* Th 
1 
! 
‘ 
\\ 
\ 

























































1438 


have departed from it for all time ol 
Ways and Means Com- | 
s empowered, as I understand it, | 
by the Denwer: tke Us select the standing committees of 
th House 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
Mr. MURDOCK. 
de up 


lmittee—the 


inittee 


but to 


recommend them to the 
‘The Ways and Means Committee having 
such names ta the list to the Democratie caucus 
ry its approval Is 
Vr. UNDERWOOD 
MURDOCK. 
We h 


eleelion 


The Progressives have taken an advanced | 
committees which recommends 
and brings recommendations 
ck, not t but to an open conference, and I 
to all the Members of this Congress on sides of the | 
tion that that fair, and as e gentleman 
Wisconsin has said, is the only fair way. 
want to say more particularly to the Repul 
s: You have adhered to a system which 
return to power that you will 
have placed in 
to 


ive a conimit 
of Men b 


secret 


tee on 
“iS those 
CHUCUS, 
mit all 

th 


eminently 


lican Members 
; if you sheuld 
return to Cannonism., 
the hands of your leader, Mr. | 
ttees If in the future 
aS a party you will go back to 
disearded, and iving, if it is 
like this, any partisan feeling and 
viewpoint of an American citizen, I 
er return to the old system. The old 
for ation, it was not good 
government. [Applause.] 
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Careful cons 


to which they are to be assigned 


deration should be given to the ability and ex- 
of ey inan serving in the House by some committee 
to canvass the situation, and after that canvass has 
because of both experience and ability, as well as 
integrity, men should, without relation to their length of serv- 
ice or their allegiance to so-called leaders, be placed in positions 
of responsibility where they will be able to do the most good | 
for the people of the country. [Applause.] This fossilized | 
habit of selecting men regardless of their qualifications or abil- 
ity ol experience, und regardless of whether they will work or 
not, but enly because of their length of service and fealty to 
leaders, ought to be done away with. The people of the country 
are looking forward to the time when the House will be organ- 
along lines of the suggestions that I have just made; 
and for one, until such time arrives. I favor the selection of 

laces on the committees by a committee | 


perience 
qualified 
been 


ery 


maae, 


ized Lhe 
men for the various plac 
of the various parties represented in the House, instead of by 
any one man as the representative of a party in the House. I 
do more. I 
sit in open session [applause], and that all its acts should be 
subject to the scrutiny of the public and of the press. I believe 
that a reeord ought to be kept of what takes place in the vari- 
ous committees, and t am in favor of caucuses being held with 
open doors [applause], so that the people may understand. 
We ought to peopleize the Congress of the United States. If 
the people of the United States have confidence enough in a 
man to elect him to Congress, that man onght to justify that 
confidence by doing his work in the epen where the people can 
and understand it. In my judgment, one of the things 
that de Taft for the Presidency was that instead | 
of having confidence in the Republicans, who elected him Presi- 
dent of the United States, he could only find men for high places 
among the Democrats. |Laughter.] I told him more than once 


see 


feated Xir. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| from 
| House. 
| served one 


| Democratic free trade. 


| Towa 





that if the Republican Party had confidence enough in him to 
elect him President, he ought to have confidence enough in the 
Republicans to name his men from the Republiean ranks. I am 
a Republiean, and [ have no apology to make for my Repub- 
licanism. I am going to stand as a Republican, no matter how 
many isms there are in the country, and I am going to fight 
the Democrats every inch of the way. [Applause.} 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the | 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpett]. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Cooper} has criticized the manner of the nomination 
of the Republican members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I do not understand that the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin intended any reflection whatever on the ability or fairness 
of the Republican floor leader in that connection. Lest some | 
who are not fully acquainted with the gentlemen who were | 
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selected may be of the opinion, from what has been said, that 
there has been a mistake made in those selections, let me call 
the attention of the House to the fact that whatever the opinion 
of Members may be as to the manner of the nominations, the 


| selections are such as should, in my opinion, receive the unquali- 
| fied support of the entire House. 
| [Mr. MappEN] has suggested that Members should be selected 
|} not altogether by 


The gentleman from [Illinois 


of their 
Two of 


reason of seniority, but because 
ability and their fitness for the service to be performed. 


| the four new nominations of Republicans for the Comiittee 
|on Ways and Means are men serving the beginning of their 


second term in the House. Asa matter of fact, the gentleman 
Iowa [Mr. Green] has not served a full term in the 
The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] has 
full term. The other two gentlemen have served 
longer in the House, with distinction and with credit. Whatever 
we may think of the manner of the nominations, the selections 
themselves are most excellent; and whatever we may think 
of the manner in which selections should be made in the future, 


| let us remember that at this time there is no official organiza- 


tion of Republican Members in the House to whem the duty 
of selecting Republican Members for that committee could be 
delegated. We have no committee on committees, and the only 
way in which the Members could have been selected for the 
Ways and Means Committee, other than the way in which they 
were selected, was by a caucus of the Republican Members. 
My good friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer}) has suggested 
that uld not attend such a gathering. so that we wouid 
have been unfortunate had we selected them in that way in 
not having his valued presence. It seems to me, therefore, that 
under ‘ireumstances, having selected six good men, true and 
faithful to the Republican doctrine of protection, it is hardly 
the time or the place to criticize the manner of their selection. 
I am thankful as a Republican that we have on this great com- 
mittee four new men who may be depended upon to act in har- 
mony with the worthy and splendidly qualified men who have 
heretofore served on the committee. The gentleman from New 


he cr 


the « 


| York [Mr. Payne] knows more about the tariff than any man 
| under the flag, 
} [ Mr. 


| to be congratulated that we have on the Republican side of the 


and we have also the gentleman from Michigan 
ForpNey]}, stalwart and true. Mr. Speaker, our party is 


Committee on Ways and Means men who can be depended upon 
to stand as a wall of adamant against the advancing tide of 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to vield me three minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman from 
three minutes. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that before the ad- 
journment of the Sixty-third Congress gentlemen on that side 
of the House will have ample opportunity to apologize for their 
plan of appointing the standing committees of the House. 
Vicious as is the plan of allowing the Speaker of the House to 
appoint committees, the plan of allowing the Committee on 


| Ways and Means to appoint these committees is still more 
think that every committee in the House ought to | 


vicious. Look at the situation as it presents itself to-day. The 
committees of this House are not appointed and they will not be 
until the tariff bill has been passed. The Committee on Ways 
and Means, or the majority members thereof, will pot permit 
the appointment of committees until the Members on that side 
of the House have bowed down to their masters, the members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, and voted for their tariff 
bill. The Democratic Party is now considering, not in an open 
caucus but in a secret caucus, under the five-minute rule—ihe 
second house, if you please—the Democratic tariff bill. The 
Demoeratic Members of the House know all too well that if 
they would secure the committee appointments which they seek 
they must vote for the tariff bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UnpErwoop]. They must vote for the pro- 
gram laid down by the Democratic members of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Now, Members must, by their votes for 
the Underwood bill, buy their committee assignments. I am 
sure that if the people of this country have resented the old plan 
of the Speaker appointing committees they will resent still 
more the present plan of our Democrati¢ majority of permitting 
the Committee on Ways and Means to appoint the committees of 
this House. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to ask the indulgence 
of the House, but will the gentleman from Alabama kindly yield 
me four minutes more? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to close up 
the debate as we have a caucus this evening, but I will yield 
the gentleman four minutes. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I wish gentlemen to get clearly 
in mind, especially the new Members of the IHlouse, what is well 
understood here by Members of prior Congresses, and that is 
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| 
he distinction between a caucus and a c.nference. When the 
Vreeland currency bill was pending in the House five years ago 
the Republican Members of the House had a conference. That | 
meeting was called as a conference, and at the meeting, before | 


the transaction of any business, Mr. George Prince, then a Mem- | 


ber from Illinois, rose and introduced the following resolution, 


which was unanimously adopted. I copied this from the report 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorb, of a speech made by Mr. Prince | 
in the House, in which he read this resolution. I also attended | 
that conference, and know that what Mr. Prince said was true. 


This is the resolution that was introduced and adopted: 


Resolved, That this meeting, or any adjournment thereof, is only a 

ynference and not a caucus, and shal! not have the binding effect of a 
cancus, and that those who participate in its deliberations shall ! 

lutely free hereafter to act in accordance with their own judgment 
with reference to all matters considered before it. 





This resolution declared that the meeting was a conference. | 


and not a caucus, and should not have the “ binding effect of a 
caucus.” The resolution thus plainly recognized the well-under- 
stood difference between a conference and a caucus. 


Every gentleman who attended the recent Republican caucus 


the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, this discussion this mo 
has gone to the question of the system of appointing e ) 
tees nd, as has | s ed, I i y ¢ speiker, there 
nothing pers if l only rise fe | f re 
I think, one misapprehension th has e ' ged in in 
debate by some as to exactly what the situation is. It has beer 
;} assumed by my colleague and friend from my own State, M 
Coorrer, that what has been done upen the minority side 
; Synonymous with what is called “ Cannonism,” against wl 
both he and I and many others have fought long we have 


or any other caucus did it knowing that thereby he pledged | 


himself in advance to abide the decision of that secret meeting. 
Mr. Speaker, such an autocratic power as that described by 


the Herald and by Ambassador Bryce I had hoped was forever | 


driven from the Congress of the United States, and I am 
amazed that, after the great struggle of three years ago, the 
Republicans of this House would now call a caucus upon the 
question of the adoption of the rules and of selecting a candi 
date for Speaker, and in that caucus give the candidate the 
power to appoint committees, and that then, after that power 
has been given to the man who will be the next Speaker, if 
we are successful at the next election, they should send out 
cards, one of which I received yesterday, calling for a confer 
ence on the tariff bill. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle 
man yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from- Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Cooper] yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
BcrRKE]? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen 
tleman from Wisconsin if he attended 

Yhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
{Mr. Coorer] has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Unxperwoop] yield to me one minute? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield one minute to the gentle 
man 


11 in view of his criticism of the matter I want to say that 
the caucus was called by direction of the Republicans of the 
Sixty-second Congress pursuant to a resolution that was adopted 
on the 28th of February. The chairman and secretary of the 
Republican caucus in the Sixty-second Congress were to retire, 
and did retire, on March 4, and therefore it was necessary to 
delegate a committee to call a caucus of the Republican Mem- 
bers of this Congress, and if the gentieman from Wisconsin 
{Mr. Coorer] was not present when that caucus was held it 
was his fault. The committee that called the caucus in this 
Congress simply carried out the instructions received as I have 
stated, and there was no suggestion that the caucus be called 
a conference, but, on the other hand, the resolution was explicit 
that we were to call a caucus immediately preceding the con 
vening of the Sixty-third Congress. 

Ir. MANN rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise fer the purpose of 
explaining or apologizing. I have no apology to make for the 
recommendations I have made. It is true that the material on 
the Republican side is so plentiful that it sometimes becomes a 
work quite difficult to perform—to select men out of the wealth 
of that material. These gentlemen who do it in open caucus 
have to find somebody qualified to fill the places. 

Mr. Speaker, after all, it is not so much the method of 
appointing committees as it is the final results of legislation. 
The Republicans of this House are quite well qualified to speak 
for themselves and for their principles. They are not required 
to send their leader to some one man in the country and re- 
ceive his instructions as to legislation. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] They do not call upon the President or 
anybody else, in order to make up a tariff bill or other bills for 
them, as our Democratic friends do. [Applause on the Repub- 


i was known as “Cannonism.” And the old Members will be: 


| been Members of this House. But, Mr. Speaker, I want to « 


Mr. COOPER. Does not the gentleman know that the 
has bound e ery Member on this sid 
Mr. LENROOT. The caucus bound them years ag bru 
the never could have been elected in th Lis notwith 
| ing the action of the caucus at that time. I want to say that 
| am he irtily in favor of tl \ ws of the gentle: n from Ilf 
{[Mr. Mappen]. and I think the caucus ld always 
these selections; but in tl i | ed 1 m I *" mil 
‘eader, his power to re mmend Dese nor { ns is 
virtue of his being a candidate for Speaker, but by virtue 
being made the floor leader of the minority And neith 


| Republican Party nor any other party, when they elect a Spea 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I happened to | 
be one of the committee of three that called the Republican | 
caucus to which the gentleman from Wisconsin has referred, | 


| of this House, will ever again retw what been know 
| * Cannonism,” gi g¢g the Speaker le pow of apy 
| committees of this House I th c It ¢ \ I rto ma 
statement in order that this record that has been mad 
morning may be irate 
} UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I for 
SPEAKER. ' ques s ‘ t Mr 
l nated for electic ( ‘ - 
rhe « tion w ‘ 1 t] \ tod 
il SPEAKER. ( \ ! t « 
rl Clerk read follows 
Committec o hi j fy \\ I A Ast rook, ¢ 
(chairman): Robert G. Bremner, New Jersey: L. Lazaro, Le 
ana: S. Kirkpatrick, lowa; Simeon D. Fess, Obi and € 
M. Thomson, Illinois, 
The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominati ? if ‘ 
the ali ad 
i here \ 
elected. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil d tl 
The Clerk read as folloy 
Committee on Mileage Warr Worth Bailey, P 
(chairman): James P. Maher, New Yor! I { vi { 
Texas: Charles A. Kennedy, lowa;: and Jacob J 1, Ut 
The SPEAKER. Are there any ct ( J 
without objection, these men are de 1 « ted 
There were no other nominations, and the nomins 
elected. 
AVI FA 
Mr. ( nt i ( Te \ = by t cones W « rl ‘ 
leave of absence indefinitely. on account of sickness 
family. 
YRAFFIC REGULATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I de tt wish to take up ' 
but I want to ask um nous consent | ! » the 
editorial from the Evening Star, of this cit) ler « 
terday, and to give notice that at the proper time | 4 
duce a resolution to investigate the charges of the fa 
enforce the laws of the Dist: of ¢ mibia, as stated it 
editorial. I hope everybody will read it 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee {Mr 
asks unsnimous consent to have rinted in the Cox 
Recorp an editorial from the Evening Star of 4 erday, wih 


lican side.] Whoever will be selected for Republiean pinces « 


the committees will be qualified to 1 the places mi to ye 
form their functions without first asking either President Wils« 
or ex-President Reosevelt. [App ause i taughter.] 


Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield 
Mr. LENROOT rose. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes 


his attention and the att tion of t ‘ wel lembers of 
House to the fac that there is this very wide distinction 
what has been done by the Republican n rity amounts only 
a nomination, and the House now is required to vote on t! 


committees and elect them, which never was true under w! 


me out that if the Members of this H: e i year 
been permitted to vote on the committees appointed by lu 
Speaker 








he sends to the Clerk’s desk. Is there obj« 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to inquire what is the subject matter of this editorial? 

Mr. SIMS. I ask that it be read. It will take only a minute. 
I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the editorial be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the editorial be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas does not know 
whether there is or not. |Laughter.] Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





rHE TRAFFIC RULKY BREAKERS 

The Star has been noting with some interest lately the manner in | 
which the new traffic regulations are being enforced, especially in | 
regard to the disposition of cases by the police and the courts, and it 
finds a striking lack of uniformity in the treatment of offenses sug 


gestive of the need of a better understanding on the part of the traflic 
policemen and officers at station houses as to their dutie 
sibilities. In yesterday's Star was given a list of the t 
ing the past 24 hours, 45 in number, the charges ran 





fic cases dur- 





with a pedestrian The lowest penalty was $1 and the highest $10. 
The total amount of fines and collaterals was $181. Had all these 
Case been taken to court and all received the maximum fines pre 
scribed by the law the aggregate of penalties would have been $1,800. 
In other words, the penalties imposed were about one-tenth of the 
maximum fines prescribed by the rules 

It may well be asked why these 45 offenders were allowed to escape 
s0 easily from the consequences of their violation of the rules. The 
answer is simple It was because in 40 of the 45 cases the defendants 
forfeited collaterals deposited at the police stations. No attempt was 


made to bring them to court, the collateral being regarded as in the | 


nature of a fine. Of the 40 collaterals 6 were for $1 each and 16 
for $2 The average of the collaterals taken was $3.824. In four 


eases a collateral of $10 was required, all of these being for speeding 





automobiles. Probably in* most of these cases the court would have 
been justified in imposing the maximum penalty and the defendants 
were glad to be released on a smaller amount than they feared they 
would have to pay if they reported for trial 


The truth is these collaterals, taken in the 40 of 45 cases, are to be 


rated as no more than license fees for illegal driving and motoring | 


and cycling. It is to be remembered that only a small percentage of 
traffic-rule violators are arrested Those who regard the regulations 
as negligible under the present system of penalties are willing to take 
their chances. If every one’ caught were taken to court and fined to 
the limit there would be a much more wholesome respect for the law 


than there is at present It is easy to overtake a collateral forfeiter | 





with a court attachment. His license number is registered and, short 
of departure from the District, he can be brought to the bar in short 
order. With this advantage it is absurd to keep the law standing in 
its present terms and make no more practical attempt to enforce it. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the Star is not given to making 


sensntional statements, and the facts stated in an editorial in | 


that paper is sufficient authority to warrant this House in 
making a thorough investigation of the absolute failure to 
execute the laws of Congress intended to save life and limb in 
this city. A deposit of one or two dollars to secure the appear- 
nanee of an offender is so small as to suggest that his personal 
appearance is not wanted. 

“A number of years ago I introduced a bill and secured its 
passage by the House, which became a law limiting the speed 
of automobiles and all other vehicles in the District of Colum- 
bin and providing that parties violating that law for the first 
offense should be fined. for the second offense fined and im- 
prisoned, at the discretion of the court, and for the third 
offense it was made mandatory to impose both fine and im- 
prisonment. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as I am advised, very few persons have 
been imprisoned under that law, and if no better attempt is 
made than is indicated by the editorial just read to enforce the 
speed laws, they had as well be repealed. 

Mr. Speaker, I realize that few persons, in proportion to the 
number who are guilty of violating the speed laws and traffic 
regulations, are ever arrested, because it is a practical im- 
possibility to have enough policemen engaged in looking after 
automobile speeders to arrest all who are guilty. But this fact 
does not authorize such a mere pretense of enforcing the law 
as is shown by the Star editorial. It is useless for Congress to 
pass good laws if those charged with their execution make a 
mere farce of them. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress can pass laws that will end this sort 
of thing. We can make the machine liable for the fine and 
costs incident to violations of the law and authorize the seizure 
and sale ef same, and that no automobile shall be operated in 
the District of Columbia with a speed capacity exceeding 15 
miles per hour. With the broad streets and avenues in this 
city, with the absence of the numerous dray wagons that infest 
large jobbing and manufacturing cities, there is no excuse for 
the great number of accidents due to automobile speeding in 
the city of Washington. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of this 
editorial in the Recorp? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


and respon- | 


¢ from draw- | 
ing a wagon to the curb on the wrong side to the collision of an auto | 
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ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
| House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr,. Unper- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
when the House edjourns today it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, GARDNER. Was the rule making that a privileged mo- 
tion adopted permanently, or only for the last Congress? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI think the gentleman is mistaken. 
| The rule that was adopted in the last Congress was in reference 
to a recess. It is always in order to make a motion to adjourn 
to a definite time. 

Mr. GARDNER. I make the point of order, Mr, Speaker, that 
the motion that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet 
on a day certain is not a privileged motion. I have no objection, 
of course,,to that action, but I want to have the matter settled. 
It is one of the motions that used to be employed to filibuster 
with. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
wants to have the House come here to-morrow and adjourn, I 
have no objection, 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman from Alabama ask 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, if the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts wants to insist on the rule—— 

Mr. GARDNER. I have no desire to do that; but the gentle- 
man from Alabama objected to it when the Chair translated his 
| motion into a request for unanimous consent. 
| Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Alabama will permit a 
| 


suggestion, I am inclined to think myself that, there being noth- 
ing else in order before the House, the motion would be in order. 

Mr. GARDNER. I will withdraw my point of order. 
Mr. MANN. But without calling upon the Chair to rule upon 
| that —because it may become important if that motion should 
| be used at any time for filibustering purposes—I suggest to the 
| gentleman from Alabama that he ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr, Speaker, I withdraw my point of order. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
| GARDNER] withdraws his point of order. The question is upon 
agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UnpbDerwoop]| that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
until Monday next. 

Thé motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 1 o'clock p. m.) 
| the House, pursuant to the order agreed to, adjourned until 
Monday, April 14, 1915, at 12 o’clock neon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War in reference to the 
| appropriations for continuing work on the armament of fortifi 
cations in the Panama Canal Zone (8S. Doe. No. 2); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
East Rockaway Inlet, Long Island, N. Y. (H. Doe. No. 4); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be prinéed, 
with illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Huron Harbor, Ohio, with plan and estimate of cost of improve 
ment (H. Doc. No. 5); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
the Mississippi River at Dresbach and Dakota, Minn. (H. Doc. 
No. 6); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed, with illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
channel in Curtis Bay and in Patapsco River, Baltimore Har- 
bor, Md., with plan and estimate of cost of improvement 
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' 
(H. Doc. No. 7); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and Als 
ordered to be printed, with illnstrations. ’ { | State of 
6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination « By M CLINE: A] I ‘ : 
Rapid River Harbor, Mich., with a view to the removal of a ist of the Army tl e wi 
bar at the entrance (H. Doc. No. 8); to the Committee oni n ‘ l . f 
Rivers and Hi ind ordered to be printed, with stra- | approved J 5, 1870 rf 
tions. | Also (by request), a bill (H.R 
7. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | volur r ari : he ¢ \" Cor 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of the | Invalid Pens 
mouth of Brazos River to Velasco, Tex. (H. Doc. No. 9); to By Mr. RAKER: A H. R ! 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. | i n of y r sent by 
8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | plants, shrul 
letter from the Chief of Engingers, report of preliminary exami- | cott d, or ! t of v | 
nation of inland waterway from Pensacola Bay, through Bay of | of the ited § St eh i 
La Launch, to the western shore of Wolfs Bay, Fla. and Ala. | and where t I . 3 pre ed 1 le 
(H. Doc. No. 10): to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and | to perform such e: to the Cor eon A 
ordered to be printed. A] bill (H. I ! ) ‘ , 
9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | : ns t I 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinati f lopt the principle of probation regard to a 
River, Ill. (H. Doc. No. 11); to the Committee on Rivers | rem: 1 the United S é to ( , / 1 
larbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations, and Naturalization 
10. A let from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 2134) to pre le 
letter from the Chief of Ergineers, report of preliminary exami- | additior the post ice | ding Ila hill, 
nation of Little Kanawha River, W. Va., from Creston to the | Committee on Pul B ling nd G1 
head of prac ible navigation (H. Doc. No. 12); to the Cor Also, a I (H. R. 2135) to provide b ; d ribb 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with | of sand men now or formerly of the Volunteer and R 
illustrations. A y who part ated engagements or campaigns < 
|v such Con ttee on M ' 
i Affoire 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. — Bx uE MOOI 41 H. R. 2126) he | Rsatt 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo | site ; nd to begin the st} ' \ 1s 
rials ( f the following t tles were introduced and several y } the city of Philadel!ph P 2 a t Committee on Publie B 
referred as follows: | ings and Grounds. 


By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 2115) to author | Also, a bill (H. R. 2137) to provide for the su . 


ize the acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal build- | Schuylkill River, Pa.; to the Committee on Rivers and H 
ing at Elko, Ney.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and | Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) to provide for the eonsti 
Grounds. | lighthouse and fog-signal station in the 1 Jtw of Cy 





Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) providing for the establishment of a | Flats, Delaware River, N. J.; to the Committee on | 
Weather Bureau station at Ely, Nev.; to the Committee on Agri- | and Foreign Commerce. 
culture. By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2189) to provide for the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) to authorize the acquisition of a site | of circulating notes of the United States: te the Com: 
and the erection of a Federal building at Ely, Nev.; to the Com- | Banking and Currency. 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | By Mr. MOORE: At (I. R. 2140 thorizit es 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2118) to authorize the acquisition of a site | tary of the Navy to recover the hull, guns, and other equ 
and the erection of a Federal building at Las Vegas, Ney.; to | of the U. S. frigate Philadelphia, n lying in th art 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. lripoli, and making appropriation therefor: to the Co 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) to purchase lands and establish | on Appropriations 
homes for the Washoe Indians; to the Committee on Indian | Also. bi H. R. 2141) to e U.8 & Ad 


‘ d i 
Affairs. | electrical and wireless apparatus; to Committees , 
By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2120) to establish a | Affairs. 
fish-cultural station on the Indian River, in the State of Flor- | 
ida: to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. directors, managers, or trustees of corporat S or associ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2121) to prohibit the receipt of money by | to the Committee on the Jud ry 
internal-revenue officials of the United States in payment of spe- By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2143) to amend 
‘ ~=s ; 
i 





cial taxes by dealers in intoxicating liquors, except in certain | 8 of an act entitled “An act making appropriat for t 

eases, and to provide punishments therefor; to the Committee | ice of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending J 

on Ways and Means. | 30, 1913, and for other purposes,” approved August 24. 5 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2122) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- | to the Committee on the Post Office and P Roads 

cultural station on New River, in the State of Florida; to the} Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) to amend «s R62 , 


Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. | Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the J 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- | diciary. 
cultural station on the St. Lucie River, in the State of Florida; | Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) to provide for the eonstrueti 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. railroad in Alaska, to regulate transportation, and to fur 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) to provide for a fish-hatching and | transportation and fuel for the Army and Navy, and for Le] 
fish-cultural station on the Miami River, in the State of Florida; | purposes; to the Committee on the Territories. 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (HL R. 214¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2125) providing that no order or rule of | amend an act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
any department of the Government of the United States shall | dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year endir 
have the force and effect of a law of the United States; to the | June 30, 1899. and for other purposes,” approved July 1 
Committee on the Judiciary. to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) to provide for the purchase of ground 
cultural station on the St. Johns River, in the State of Florida; | and the erection of a public building thereon for an im 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. tion station in the city of Seattle, Wash.; to the Committ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) to prevent heads of departments of | Public Buildings and Grounds. 
the United States Government and all other Federal officials Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) to'provide a site and erect a 
issuing any order or promulgating any rule which tends in any | building at Blaine, Wash.; to the Committee on Public B 
way to prohibit Government employees petitioning the Congress | ings and Grounds. 
with relation to any matter relating to the public service, and Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) to provide a site and erect a pu 
prescribing penalties for its violation; to the Committee on the | building at Anacortes, Wash.; to the Committee on Pal 
Judiciary. Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- Also, a bill (H. R. 2150) to increase the appropriation f 
cultural station on Lake Okeechobee, in the State of Florida; | public building at Everett, Wash.; to the Committee on Pub 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Buildings and Grounds. 


’ 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) to increase the 
nublic building at Seattle, 


appropriation for a 
Wash.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill CH. R. 2152) to provide a site and erect a public | 


building at Snohomish, Wash.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 2153) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Mount Vernon, Wash.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 2154) providing for the 
erection of a monument to Col. William Jennings at Fort Jen- 
nings, Ohio; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment to Gen. Anthony Wayne at Defiance, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 2156) to au- 
thorize the payment of certain claims for damages sustained by 
prairie fire on the Rosebud Indian Reservation in South Dakota ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2157) regulating the payment of money to 
Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

Also, a bill (11. R. 2158) for the erection of a public building 
at Milbank, S, Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2159) to provide for the forfeiture of rights 
of way granted to railway companies across Indian lands; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PROUTY: A bill (TH. R. 2160) creating an emergency 
currency; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 2161) for the improvement 
if the Harlem River, N. Y., with a view of straightening the 
channel at the curve near the Johnson Iron Works, authorized 
by the river and harbor act of March 38, 1909; to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R, 2162) to reorganize and in- 
crease the efficiency of the grades of commissioned chiefs and 
warrant officers of the Navy of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 2163) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Vermilion, in the State of South 
Dakota; to the Commiitee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2164) to provide for the acquiring of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Canton, in the State 
of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2165) to 
provide a site and erect a public building at Bremerton, Wash. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

tv Mr. MOTT: A bill (CH. R. 2166) to regulate the sale of 
stocks. bonds, and other securities in the District of Columbia; 

un »on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. RB. 2167) to amend an act 


en “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the indiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on 
the y. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2168) to create a tariff 
board: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Riv Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2169) to pro- 


yide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Keyser, in the State of West Virginia; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OSHAUNESSY: A bill (HT. R. 2170) providing for 


the e: ‘ablishment of a naval base on Narragansett Bay, in the 
State of Rhode Island; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 2171) for the establishment 
of a currency board in connection with the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States and for the incorporation of associa- 
tions of reserve and discount throughout the United States; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 2172) to provide for the per- 
manent establishment of town and village mail-delivery service 
at post offices of the second and third classes; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 2178) to amend the act of April 
19, 1908, relating to pensioning widows of soldiers, etc., of the 
Civil War and granting pensions to certain widows of enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the late Civil War, 
ete.: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H.-R. 2174) to provide for a per- 
manent exhibit of the resources of the States of the Union in or 
near Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2175) amending 
section 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of man- 


| 


| 
| 
| 


ual labor, and -providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890; to-the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) to make October 12 of each and 


| every year a public holiday in the District of Columbia, to be 


known as ‘“ Columbus Day”; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Carlinville, I1l.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) to authorize the Supreme Court of 
the United States to make rules of practice for courts of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) amending section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act to increase the pension 6f widows, minor children, etc., 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pen- 
sion to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the late Civil War”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) for the erection of a public building 
at Hillsboro, Ill., and appropriating money therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) granting pensions to teamsters of 
the War of the Rebellion and Indian wars from 1861 to 1865, 


| inclusive; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Ne 
ee 





3y Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 2182) to provide 
for an appropriation to exterminate pests destructive of the 
potato; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. L’ENGLE: Resolution (H. Res. 28) on precedence; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 29) changing Rules X and XI; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 30) changing clause 2 of Rule XIII; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 31) changing Rule XXXY; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. HENRY: Resolution (H. Res. 32) creating a commit- 
tee on post roads and amending Rules X and XI; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res, 33) creating a committee on public 
health and national quarantine and amending Rules X and XI; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Resolution (H. Res. 34) amending the 
rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 
Rules, 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 35) authorizing the Speaker to ap- 
point three counselors; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res, 86) amending the rules of the House 
of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOORE: Resolution (H. Res. 37) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to fully inform the House of Representa- 
tives of the financial interest of the United States in the Chesa- 
peake & Delaware Canal; to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution (H. Res. 38) authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to Anna M. Coultry, widow of P. L. 
Coultry, six months’ salary and funeral expenses of said P. L. 
Coultry, late an employee of the House. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Resolution (H. Res. 389) amending Rules 
X and XI; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 46) directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to in- 
vestigate and report on the use of the Jennings combination 
railroad tie upon railroads engaged in interstate commerce; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 47) grant- 
ing relief to flood sufferers in Ohio; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) grant- 
ing permission to the Woman’s Titanic Memorial Association 
to erect a memorial structure in Potomac Park in the city of 
Washington; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MOORE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 49) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of State to arrange an international 
conference to fix the maximum depth of rivers, harbors, and 
the approaches thereto; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) 
relating to printing speeches in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial from the Legislature of. the State 
of New Mexico, urging the enactment of certain homestead and 
forest-reserve laws for the arid regions; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of New Mexico, urging the enactment of certain homestead anG 
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forest-reserve laws for the arid regions; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DILLON: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of South Dakota, protesting against alleged abuses by the 
General Land Office coincident to the system of employing 
special agents in homestead cases; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial from the State of Wisconsin, relat- 
ing to polygamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Califernia: Memorial urging a law to 
permit the postal savings banks to loan funds to school districts; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GERRY: Memorial from the General Assembly of the 
State of Rhode Island, approving the erection of a dry dock for 
the construction and repair of vessels of the United States Navy 
in the waters of Narragansett Bay; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

sy Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial from the Legis- 
lature of the State of Washington, relating to back taxes to be 
taxed by the State of Washington on property of railroads un- 
surveyed by the United States; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Wash- 
ington, urging the establishment of two boathouses on the Pa- 
cific coast near Klipson Beach Life-Saving Station; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, relating to the matter of railroad construction and develop- 
ment in the Territory of Alaska; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, relative to the opening of free navigation on the Celilo 
Carnal and Columbia and Snake Rivers during the year 1915; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washing- | 
ton, urging the construction of a dry dock at the Puget Sound 
Navy Yard, Bremerton, Wash.; to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 


Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washing- | 


ton, protesting against the establishment of the proposed new | 


channel between Sand Island and Fort Canby, Wash.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, relating to the construction of a waterway to connect 
Fidalgo Bay with Similk Bay in Skagit County, Wash.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | 


1] 


were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2183) granting a pension 
to Godfrey J. Andrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) granting a pension to Elmo M. 
Kellar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Salim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting a pension to Lucie Bostian ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 2187) granting a pension 
to Clara Sill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) granting a pension to Clara Fisher; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Durkee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTON: A bill (H. R. 2191) granting an increase 
of pension to W. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 2192) granting a pension 
to Charles Devalut; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Nora E. Single- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) granting a pension to Edward 
Waldo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2195) granting a pensicn to William L. 
Dines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to John H. Shaw; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2197) granting an increase of pension to 


Ralph E. Truman; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting an increase of pension to 


Oscar B. Zartman; to the Committee on Pensions. 


1 
i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2199) to remove 
iam A. Pyle; to the Committee on M 


the d 


] 


tary Affairs 


sabilities « 


¢ 


i 


By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia A bi (H. BR, 2208 
the relief of John Hood; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) for the relief of Willis B. C: 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) for the relief of J: iN 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2203) for the relief of J: I 


Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 2204) for the re 


McDonald; 


ief of I it. B 


to the Committee on Military 


Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) for the relief of Wi m D 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 
lief of John Edw 
John D. Edwards; to the Committee o 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) for the re 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) for the re 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) for the 


the Committee on War Claims. 


1 


Military Affairs 


ef of Louis F. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2223) for the 1 


to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (HH. R. 2224) for tl 


bell: to the Committee on War C 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) for the 


to the Committee on War Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


the Committee on War Claims. 
to the Committee on War Claims 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) for the 

Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) 

to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 

widow of Allen Arbog 





Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) for the 


re] 


reil 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) for the 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2230) for the re 


for the 


re 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 2229) for the re 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief 


reli 


of Berkley County, VW Va.: to the Committe o \\ ( 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 2209) for the relief of 
Custer, deceased: to the Committee on War ¢ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) for the relief of the estat 
Burns, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) for the relief of A. J. ¢ 
ministrator of the estate of Thomas Co ce ‘ 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of L. D. Cor 
ministrator of the estate of William C ad 
Committee on War Claims 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2213) for the he ¢ 
and the contractors who furnished cas gs to 
armory at Harpers Ferry, Va., from Janu 1, 1861 
1861, inclusive; to the Committee on W ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2214 to carry 1} »> ell 
the Court of Claims in the case of Mat . o 
| mittee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 2215) to carry ‘ 
the Court of Claims in the case of J es W. My 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief | \ 
lake; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) for the r« f $ I 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) for the 1 f of Edward 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) for the relief of e | 
Hill: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) for the relief of Will DD 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (TH. R. 2221) for the relief of Hi 
John R. W. Smith; to the Committee on War ¢ ms 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) for the relief of Cb 


fof Andt ‘ 


2233) for the relief of Frances 
t: to the Committee on War C 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) for the relief of the heirs 
L. Pyne, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 2235) for the relief of the he 
Davis; to the Committee on War C 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) for the relief of the 
A. Hockensmith, deceased; to the Committee on W 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2237) for the 
Sturm, deceased; to the Committ 


of 


aims. 
heirs « 
— 
relief ef the heirs 
on War Ciaimy, 





ed 


Wi 
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arge; to the 


relief 
ttee ¢ 


to the Comm 1 War ¢ 
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Vi r C laim 
f of 

nian Ss. 

f of 


the 


the heirs 
War Claims. 
f of the heirs of Benja- 
‘irs of Willia 
War Claims. 

relief of the heirs of James 
n, dece “1; to the Committee on War Claims. 
(TI, ‘or the relief of the heirs of 

mittee on War ‘ 
the relief of the hei 
and J. 


the | 


m 
bill 


, a bill » eh William 


we 


1; to the Con 

(CH. R. 225% 

ir of Jol} in 
War 

H. R. 


for 
. Dinkle 
Cc lim 3. 


3) Che irles 


to the 


rs of 
Daniel Dinkle; 
* the relief of the 
.< »> the C ad i War C 
ill (HH, R. 2255) for the relief « 
the Committee on War Claims. 
bill (H. R. granting a 
o the Committee on Pensions. 
bill (li. R. 2257) granting a pension 
ir.: to the Cominittee on Pensions. 
(H. R. 2258) granting a pension to George A. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill ¢ R. 2259) granting a pension to Lydia A. Long; 
‘committee on Pensions. 
bill (i. R. 2260) granting a pension 
mmittee on Penstons. 
i] (HL. R. 2261) granting a 
» Committee on Pensi 
ill (H. R. 2262) granting a 
the Committee on Pensi 
ill (H. R. 2263) granting a pe 
‘ommitt Invalid Pensions. 
R granting a pension to M. M. Sa 


of Bryson 
iims. 
f the heir 


2256) pension 


J. S. Collins; 


pension to George Simp- 

ms. 

pension to Joseph K. 

ns. 

nsion to Mary E. 

ee on 
Also, a R. 2264) 

to the » on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (if. It. 2265) granting a pension to Mary ¢ 

sall: to th ‘ommitt Invalid Pensions. 


2266) granting a pension to John 


yers; 
mmittes 
. Tatter- 
e on 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a (H.R. granting a pensi« 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) granting a pension 
calf: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 2269) granting a pension to George Myers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2270) granting a pension to Frances Har- 
ing: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2271) granting a pension to Lucy A. Lay- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) granting a pension to Sabina O. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2273) granting a pension to A. H. Dolly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) granting a pension to Stocten Spon- 
seller: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) granting a pension to Christian Wil- 
helm: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 2276) granting a pension 
Phares; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (HH. R. granting a pension to James L, Mc- 
Clanahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Todd; 


bill 267) m to George Sorrell; 


to Hiram Met- 


to Lucinda 


2277) 


| Met ‘auley : 


rs of Isaac | 
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AISO 


a bill (77. R za pension fo John 
the Committee on I lic 1% sik 5. 
Also, a bill (TI. R. 2279) granting a 
the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (HH, R. 2280) granting a pension to Virginia 1 
drick; to the Committe Intalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) granting a pension to Char! 
Keefer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (TI. R. 2282) granting a pension to Mary C, ! 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (HI. R. 2283) granting a p 
to the Committee on 
bill (HL. R. 2284) 
Mary J. Penrod; to the C 
| Also, a bill (HL. R. 2285) 

Invalid Pensions. 


the Committee on 
99 an iner 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) granting 
Pryor Guseman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 2287) granting an increase of pm 
John MaGill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2288) granting an increase of pen 
J. Ik. Murdock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pen 
John Sandy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a a (H. R. 2290) granting an increase of pen 
Samene Ss ‘H. hael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a oa (H. R. 2291) granting an increase of pen 
Elizabeth Landers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) granting an increase of pen: 
William F. Knisell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) granting an increase of pensi 
James Forsyth Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid I: 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 2294) granting an increase of pensi 
Helen Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) granting an increase of pens 
John I’. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) granting an increase of pen 
William T. McBee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2297) granting an increase of pensi 
George A. Porterfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) granting an increase of pen 
James Stonebraker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bil (H. R. 2299) granting an increase of pe 
Eleam Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) granting an increase of pen: 
John O. Shears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) granting an increase of pen 

. C. Stemple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) granting an increase of px 
Charles W. Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid ae 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) granting an increase of pens 
Mary A. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) granting an increase of pens 
Solomon S. Simpkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, bill (H. R. 2805) granting an increase of pens 
David H. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2306) granting an increase of pens 
Henry H. Guseman; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2307) granting an increase of pens 
Isane M. Locke; to the Gommitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) granting an increase of peus 
Marshall Canfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2309) granting an increase of pens 
John McWilliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2310) to correct the military record 
Urias Bolyard, deceased; to the Committee on Military Af 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) to correct the military record of 
grant to J. W. Mankins an honorable discharge; to the | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: 
the relief of Rathbun, 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3) authorizing the Secretary of 
Interior to approve allotments to Joseph Ellis, jr., and | 
Iren» Simmons; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) for the relief of Allen Ediv 
O’Toole and others who sustained damage by reason of 
dent at Rock Island Arsenal; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 2315) for the retief of Li: 
Commander Jerome E. Morse, United States Navy, retired; 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 2316) for the relief of \\ 
liam S. Shacklette; to the Committee on Clafms. 
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pension to Hiram ] 
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Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a 
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«oo. a bill CH. R. 2317) for the relief of the estate of An 
Sousa. deceused; to the Committee on Claims. 
(by request), a bill CH. R. 2518) for the relief of Bella 
and other heirs of the estate of James Bell, deceased ; 
m Claims. 


Committee 
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bill (HE R. 2819) to transfer Capt. Armistead Rust 
the retired to the active list of the United States Navy; 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| Vir. CARY: A bill CH. R. 2320) granting a pension to | 
( ne C. Weeks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
bill CH. R. 2521) for the relief of Patrick Powers; to 


ittee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief of Leonard Seis; 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


to 


wa) } 


Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2823) to incorpo- 
the East Washington Suburban Railway Co.; to the Com- 


on the District of Columbia. 
bill (HL. R. 4) for the relief of Thomas W. Moore; 
e Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. granting a 
sion to Roy Vest Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 


oo 
a0e 


\iso, a 


|9o- 
2525) 


Also, a bill (H. R. 


2556) granting an increase of pension to 

John W. Cummings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2857) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Pocklington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2358) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan H. Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) granting an increase of m to 
Jacob Lyerly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2860) granting an incresse of pension to 
Mary W. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2361) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman Bohlmann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) for the relief of John Pilcher; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 

ing on the rolls against 

Military Affairs. 


id 


Committee on 


2363) to remove ¢ harge of desertion star 


W. H. Mounce; to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) removing the charge of desertion 
against William H. H. Edwards; to the Committee on M i! 


| Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) to 
now standing on the records against 


remove the charge of desertion 
John IF. Harbaugh; 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CURRY: A bill CH. R. 2526) granting a pension to 
! as B. Kneedier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\ a bill (HL. R. 2827) granting a pension to Edward } 


Cof - to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 2328S) for the relief of 
of Wiley Jackson Kiser, deceased; to the Committee on 

\ (lands. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (1. R. )) granting a pension 
lary R. Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (HI. BR. granting a 

Helm. alias Francis Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


pn 


—t met 


2380) 


a bill OH. R. 2331) granting a pension to Celestia Betts; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i bill CH. R. 2332) granting a pension to Ann E. Cum- 
io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


» bill (CH. R. 2833) granting an increase of pension t 
| i M. Barrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill CH. R. 2334) granting an increase of pension t 
i &. Stowal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (AL. R. 2385) granting an increase of pension to 
Ml. Kynders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 28386) granting an increase of pension to 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 37) granting a pension to 
i. Rush: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 38) granting a pension to Barney Gor- 
» the Committee on Pensions. 
\iso, a bill (HL. R. 2389) granting a pension to Deborah R. 
Is wd: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (HL R. 2340) granting a pension to Laura Boysen; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
\ a bill (HL. R. 2341) granting an increase of pension to 


butte 
Putts: 

one 
Pa 


ore 
ae 


\ 
sO, a 


Ih ; R. Irons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso. a bill CHL R. 2342) granting an increase of pension to 
Abel Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 2343) granting a pension 


Ruth E, Hering; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bv Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2344) granting a 
sion Claim to Joseph Hunter; to the Committee on Claims. 
\lso, a bill (HL R. 2345) granting a pension to John Walker; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 2346) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
rripp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R,. 2347) granting a pension to Cora Edith 
Tanner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (HL R. 


to the 


2348) granting a pension to Antony Folee; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill CHL. R. 2849) granting a pension to Samantha L. 
Draper; to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 


’ \lso, a bill (HL R. 
Achilles Edwards; to 

Also, a bill (HL R. 

David Turpin; to the 

\lso, a bill (HL R. 


2350) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2351) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2352) granting an increase of pension to 
Ii. Mullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 2358) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta Van Deusen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill CH. R. 2354) granting an increase of pension to 
George Howarth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill CH, R. 23 
Henry M. Schell; 


W 


») granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





pension to Francis I. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Kreiser and grant him an honorab 
discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23867) for compensation for the nursi 


and treatment of sick soldiers of the United States by & 


Hospital at Springtield, Ill.; to the Committee on Claims. 









t. Johns 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


place the name of Joseph F. 
pany C 


Com 
Vol 


rolls 


Ritcherdson on the of 
. One hundred and twenty-second Regiment I] 


Lino 


| unteer Infantry, and issue him an honorable discharge; to the 


) i 


» | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 2369) for the relief of Shelby 
County, Ky.; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2370) for the relief of the estate of Jol 
Wesley Eubanks; to the Committee on War Claims 


By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 2371) for the relief of th 
heirs of Joseph H. Thompson; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Albert G. 
Jenkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23738) granting an increase of pension t 
Charles M, Adcock: to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2374) granting an increase of pens 
Benjamin F. Hall: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


)o7- 
avin) 


Also, a bill (HL. R. granting an increase of pension 
William F. Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid Ven 


Also, a bi (il. KR. 2376) granting an increa ot 
Byron C. Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi« 

Also, a bill (H, kh. 2377 ) to remove the charge of deserti: 
from the record of John H. Hubbard; to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (HI, R. 2378) granting a | 
Sena Shoppart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2379) granting an increase of pe 1 t 
Lester W. Bacon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M. Burch; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

$y Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (TH, R. 2381) yn 
viding for the homestead entry of certain lands in the State « 
Washington, and for other purposes; to the Committee on ‘ 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (11. R. 2582) ¢ 
a pension to John Yoder; to the Committee on Iny d | 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Lou Ved 
gree: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) granting an increase of 
Henry Miller; to the. Committee on Invalid Pensio1 
Also, a bill (HL. R. granting an increase of pensivor 


Jacob B. Sheid: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


"9 
-_ 


SD) 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) granting an increase of pen 
Charles A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) granting an increase of pen 
Edwin C. Manning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) to correct the military re 
C. W. Walker; to the Committee on Military Affairs 


"9 
-_ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 89) for relief of Philip Cook; t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2390) to reopen and extend certain Jette 
patent granted to Richard B. Painton; 
in said letters patent dated May 9, 1809; 
Patents. 


to insert certain ¢] 


to the Committee o 


l 
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By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill €H. R. 2391) granting a pension 
to Carrie Lourenia Briney; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2392) granting a pension to 
Couch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2393) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Stumpf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2394) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Bennett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2395) ! i to 
Samuel FE. Bish: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Stiles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2897) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Ann Louther; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2398) granting a 
pension to Jacob Freudenberger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) granting an increase of pension to 
rank E. Mekailek; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2400) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Sellers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Carroll, alias Peter Carl; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 2403) granting an increase 
of pension to Maria Klock; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Cullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2405) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo I. Gage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Kundinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of the 
Pennsylvania Engineering Co., of the city of Philadelphia; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) for the relief of the widow of Wil- 
liam F. McNamara: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) for the relief of the American Fire 
Insurance Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., and others; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar Duffield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) fixing the date of reenlistment 
Gustav Hertfelder, first-class fireman, United States Navy; 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PROUTY: A bill (H. R. 2412) granting a pension 
Charles Fuhry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Peter Bell; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to Fannie W. 
MacVey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting an increase of pension 
William T. Painter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) granting an increase of pension 
Joshua S. Osbourn: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2417) granting an increase of pension 
Stephen B. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2418) granting an increase of pension 
Henry L. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Cochran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) granting an increase of pension 
John L. Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2421) granting an increase of pension 
Simon N. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2422) granting an increase of pension 
John A. Vermeulen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2423) granting an increase of pension 
John Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 2424) for the relief of the es- 
tate of William Thomas Lowe; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Gy Mr. RUPLEY: A bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Hummelbaugh ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure suitable memorial tablets to commemorate the valor and 
patriotism of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, who were 
the first fully armed and equipped soldiers to do_active service 
in response to President Lincoln’s call for 75,000 volunteers, and 
for other prrposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill CH. R. 2427) for the relief of James 
Cassidy; to the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2428) for the relief of Charles E. Ma); 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of the heirs of Tho: 
Reed; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) granting a pension to Marg) 
Roddy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension 
Jordan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2432) granting a pension to Mary Pet) 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) granting a 
Buckowsky; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Gusta 
Tichy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2435) granting a pension to Joseph Tru 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) granting an increase of pensi 
Frank G. Cook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2437) for 
relief of J. L. Jones; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) for the relief of the heirs of Eu 
R. Gaines; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2489) for the relief of Martha Arnold anid 
others; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

$y Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 2440) for the relief of { 
county court of Allen County, Ky.; to the Committee on \' 
Claims. 


to Clara FE. 


pension to Is) 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of sundry bu 
men of Fulton, Bowling Green, Hannibal, Perry, Frankford, New 
London, Louisiana, Center, Vandalia, Laddonia, Aux J; 
Troy, Elsberry, Winfield, Matinsburg, and Bell Flower, 
favoring the passage of legislation compelling concerns 
goods direct to the consumer by mail to contribute their }» 
of the funds for the development of the local community, « 
and State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
merce. 

3y Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of sundry cit 
of Buffalo Gap, S. Dak.. favoring the passage of legislation : 
tive the relief of the settlers of the arid lands of South Da! 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr, CARY: Petition of the National Association of 1: 
Manufacturers, Chicago, Ill., favoring the passage of a bi 
a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post © 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Internati 
Conciliation, favoring the passage of legislation for the in 
diate settlement of the controversy on the free-tolls portion of 
the Panama Canal act, either by the rescinding of the c! 
an agreement reached through the channels of diplomacy, 1 
international arbitration before The Hague court; to the 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the International Brick, Tile, and Terra © 
Workers’ Alliance, Chicago, IL, protesting against the pa 
of legislation reducing the present tariff on floor and wa!! 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hosiery Manufacturers Legislative (0) 
mittee, New York City, protesting against the passage of ! 
lation making any change in the present duty on hosiery: 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bernhard Stern & Co., Milwaukee, \ 
protesting against the passage of legislation placing flour on 
the free list and at the same time a duty on wheat; to 1! 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Syracuse Gardens Co.., 
York, protesting against the passage of any legislation ch 
ing the present tariff on vegetables, ete.; to the Commiites : 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Stationers’ Association of New York, |)! 
testing against the passage of legislation preventing the fix'14 
of prices by the manufacturers of patent articles; to the Con: 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Fred Gretsch Manufacturing Co., Br 
lyn, N. Y., protesting against the passage of legislation reduc 
ing the present tariff on musical instruments; to the Com\\ 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of New 
York State, protesting against the passage of any legislation 
making a reduction of the present tariff on printed matter; ' 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr: DILLON: Petition of sundry business men of Mission 
Hill, Avon, Wagner, Tyndall, Geddes, Parker, Salem, Hartf rd, 


‘ 
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Tiumboldt, Montrose, Monroe, Canastota, Hurley, Tea, Baltic, 
nton, Fairview, Centerville, Hudson, Menno, Marion, Lester- 
» Corsica, Tripp, Scotland, Freeman, Platte, Yankton, Sioux 

 QGayville, Jefferson, Elk Point, Meckling, and 41 other 
ens of South Dakota, favoring the passage of legislation com- 
y i¢ concerns selling goods direct to the consumer by mail to 
ooytripute their portion of the funds for the development of the 
‘oea] community, county, and State; to the Committee on Inter- 
nd Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Belle Fourche Valley Water Users’ Asso- 
on, favoring the passage of legislation for investigation and 

of the water users in Belle Fourche Valley; to the Com- 

. on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of the Brookings Commercial Club, Brookings, 
@ Dak. favoring the passage of legislation granting Federal 
vid for the improvement of agricultural pursuits; to the Com- 
ym Agriculture. 

GERRY: Petition of the Rhode Island Woman Suf- 

\ssociation, protesting against the inadequate police pro- 
, given the suffrage parade in Washington, March 38, 1913; 
. Committee on the Judiciary. 
petition of the Appalachian Mountain Club, protesting 

inst the passage of legislation transferring the control and 

ership of the national forests to the States wherein they 
» the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of G. Andrews and Gertrude Carley, of Newport, 
Rn. I. favering the passage of a bill for Federal protection of 

ratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the Cigar Makers’ Unions, Providence, R. L., 
10, and Pawtucket. R. L, No. 94, protesting against the 
ge of legislation making an increase in the internal reve- 

ie on cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Rhode Island State Branch of the Ameri- 
Federation of Labor, favoring the passage of legislation 
ting voluntary labor organizations from the provisions of 
rman antitrust law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. MOTT: Petition of Mills Bros., of Chicago, Ill., favor- 
the passage of legislation for the placing of pineapples on 
st: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
petition of the Rocky Mountain Ore Producers, Salt 
» City, protesting against the passage of legislation making 
reduction on the duty on lead; to the Committee on Ways 
1 Means. 
Also, petition of George Bhoth and 150 other residents of 
nhagen, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation providing 
‘the closing of the Panama Exposition on Sundays; to the 
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
petition of the Board of Trade of Tampa, Fla., protest- 
inst the passage of legislation for the reorganization of 
the customs service as affecting Florida; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Hosiery Manufacturers’ Legislative Com- 
mittee, New York City, protesting against the passage of legis- 
tion making any change in the present duties on hosiery; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Cotton Underwear Manufacturers’ Tariff 
Committee, protesting against any change in the present duty 
on cotton underwear; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of Greater 
New York, protesting against the passage of legislation making 
ny reduction in the present duty on printed matter; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Petition of the New York 
Mercantile Exchange, favoring the passage of legislation for the 
removal of the tariff on butter, cheese, and eggs: to the Com- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
__ Also, petition of the United Hatters of North America, Local 
o. 8, Brooklyn, N. ¥., protesting against the passage of legis- 

ion reducing the tariff on hats; to the Committee on Ways 
nd Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Petition of the California Club 
of California, favoring the passage of legislation making an 
‘ppropriation for the suppression of the white-slave traffic; to 
Committee on Appropriations. 

_Also, petition of the Reno Commercial Club, Reno, Nev.; the 
Ch: mber of Commerce of Las Vegas, Nev.; W. B. Graham, Ely, 
rc : and L. F, Adamson, Carson City, Nev., favoring the pas- 
BAe of legislation making a grant of 1.000.000 acres of land for 
Creation of a road fund; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
oby Mr. RODDENBERY : Petition of the Atlantic Association 
of Credit Men, favoring the passage of legislation making an 
———— reform in the present banking system of the United 
States Government ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Cotton: Underwear Manu- 
facturers’ Tariff Committee, protesting against the passage of 
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any legislation changing the present tari 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, Local No. 211, Atlantic City, N. J., favoring the ] 
sage of legislation fixing the limit of eight | 
employees working on Government grants or 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Richardson Seale Co.. Passa 
testing against the passage of legislition placing 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the United Hatters of North America, 
Union No. 17, Orange, N. J., favoring the passage of 
making an increase of the present duty on hats; to the C 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hugo Reisinger, making a supplemental 
reply brief relative to electric-light carbons and tarifi 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Primos C! 1 Co., 
testing against assage of legislation making a 
in the present tariff on metals and alloys; 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hall Printing Press Co., 
protesting against the passage of legislat re 
duty on printing presses; to the Committ: 

Also, petition of the International Bri 
Cotta Workers’ Alliance, Chicago, Il., protesting 
passage of any legislation making a reduetion in 
floor and wall tile; to the Committee on ' 

Also, petition of the United Hatters of 
Nos. 13 and 14, of Newark, N. J., favorin 
lation making an increase in the 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: 
Rochester, Mich., favoring the 
into the offer of Theodore Munger relative 
the high cost of living; 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of 
mento (Cal.) Chamber of Commer protesting aga 
passage of legislation placing sugar on the free list; to 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Associated Chambers of 
the Pacifie Coast, San Francisco. Cal., favoring 
legislation making an appropriation for the 
menting with methods for unnecessary lo 
fruit raisers; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Iso, petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of C 
Angeles, Cal.. protesting against the of 
legislation for reduction of customs on California 
the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Associated Chambers of C¢ 
the Pacific Coast, San Franciseo, Cal., favoring the pas 
legislation for strengthening and improving the military 
naval forces along the entire Pa line; to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Associated Chambers of Commet 
Pacific Coast, San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage 
lation for the purpose of installation of additional 
stations on the Pacific coast; to the Committee o 
chant Marine and Fis! 
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SENATE. 
Sarurpay, April 12, 1912. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 

The VICE PRESIDENT being the President 
tempore (Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas) took the chair. 

NATHAN P. Bryan, a Senator from the State of FE 
peared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Wedn: sday 
and approved 


absent, 


lorida, 


PETITIONS ANT 


MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GRONNA presented a memorial of members of 
Art Club, of North Dakota, and a memorial of members 
Minot Musical Club, of North Dakota, remonstrating agai 
transfer of the control of the national 
States, whieh were referred to the Committee on 
of National Resources, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citize y and 
MeVille, in the State of North Dakota, praying for a reduction 
in the duty on sugar, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented a telegram in the nature of a 
rial from Joseph Ullman, Gordon & Ferguson; La 


forests to 


Harvey ! 


npher, Sk 
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MeKibbin, Driscoll & Dorsey; A. 
Rergman & Co., Ht Harris Co., FE. Slowik Co., E, Sundvist Co., 
G. ll. Lugsdin Co., T, W. Stevenson Bb. R. Menze Co., 
MeMillan Fur Co., the Northwestern Hide & Fur Co., Bermon 
Bros., Anderson Bros., and the Mack May Co., all of St. Paul, 
in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the imposition 
of a duty on raw furs, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Hie also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Duluth and 
Mankato, in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday 
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I present a joint resolution passed by 
the Legislature of Utah, which I ask may be printed in the 


Albrecht & Son, D. 
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Recorp and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. | 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
ihe Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


relative to aid from the Government of 

industrial education and the inauguration and 

a national university and department of education. 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Utah: 

Whereas the perpetuity of our form of government depends on the 
intelligence of a free and independent electorate and the ability of 
the people to meet the obligations of good citizenship in every sphere 
of human endeavor; and 

Whereas the people of the several States, firm in this belief, have estab- 
lished and maintained 
normal and technical schools and universities, 
training of the youth of the Republic; and 

Whereas the preservation of and the progress made under our free insti- 
tuilons have been largely due to the education and training thus 
given; and 

Whereas there exists 
instruction in 
suits; and 

Vhereas as results of education among the people are the mutual bene 
fits conferred upon all by an ideal American citizenship, so the ex- 
pense attending its achievement should be proportionately shared by 
the Nation and the several States; and 

Whereas the National Government should directly aid by a per capita 
appropriation to such grammar, secondary, and technical schools in 
the several States as furnish instruction in industrial 
scribed by Congress and by inaugurating and endowing at 
ton, D. C., a national university to head the educational system of the 
Union; and 

Whereas the time is at hand in our history when the cause of educa- 
tion should be advanced to a paramount position in the Government 
of the United States by the creation of a department of edacation 


A joint resolution 
Siates for 


ment of 


the United 


for the education and 


throughout 
branches that 


the land a growing demand for more 
will prepare pupils for industrial pur- 


Washing- 


and the appointment of a secretary thereof with a seat in the Cabi- | 


net: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives jointly, That our 
Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives requested to 
use all honorable means to secure the aid set forth in the foregoing pre- 
amble and also the inauguration and establishment of a national uni- 


versity and department of education at Washington, D. C.; be it further | 


Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit a certified copy of these resolutions to the President of the 
United States, the President and Speaker, respectively, of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the United States, the Commis- 
sioner of Education, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress; be it further 

Resolved That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, further 
directed to transmit a like copy 
public instruction, respectively, of each State, and also the presiding 
officers of the respective houses of the legislature of each State. 

HENRY GARDNER, 
President of the Senate. 
Wm. J. SEELY, 
Speaker of the House. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF UTAH, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully 
compared the annexed copy of senate joint resolution No. 8, of the 
Tenth Legislative Assembly of the State of Utah, with the original 
thereof as filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of 
Utah, on the 10th day of March, 1913, and that it is a full, true, and 
complete transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of the State of Utah. 

Done at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 10th day of March, A. D. 1913. 

[ SEAL, ] DAVID MATTSON, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I present a joint memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Utah, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 


the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in | 


the Recorp, as follows: 
STATE oF UTan, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial No. 2, asking an appropriation of 1,000,000 acres of arid 
lands for the benefit of veterans who performed services in the Indian 
wars of the Territory of Utali and the widows of such yeterans, and 
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be | 


establish. | 


at great cost public school systems, including | 


| completed it 





branches pre- | 


| expenditure 


APRIL 


for the improvement of public reads of th¢ 

of record tn my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
seal of the State of Utah this 4th day of April, A. D. 1913, 

[ SEAL. } DAVID MArrson, 

Secretari of x 
by T. L. HOLMANS, Dey 

A memorial asking an appropriation of 1,000,000 acres of arid 
for the benefit of veterans who performed services in the | 
wars of the Territory of Utah and the widows of such veitery; 
for the improvement of public roads of the State of Utah. <A 
rial from the governor and Legislature of the State of Utah 
President, the Senate, and House of Representatives of th 
States, 

To the President of the United States and to the Senate 
of Representatives of the United States of 
assembled: 

The governor and the Legislature of the State of Utah res; 
petition that there be donated to the State of Utah 1,000,000 a, 
public land, nonmineral, unallotted, and arid, within the State o 
to be sold by the State under such rules as Congress may prescri 
proceeds to be applied equally for the following purposes: 

First. For the benefit of the veterans who rendered actual ser) 
any of the Indian wars of the Territory of Utah in the regular : 
of the Territory or the widows of such veterans. 

Second. For the improvement of the public 
Utah, 

Your memorialists represent that under the provisions of cha; 


State of Utah, 


u“ 


th 


and 
America in ( 


roads of the 


| session laws of Utah, 1909, the legislature of this State provid 


and created a board of commissioners to be known as comm 
of Indian war records, and by such act provided that such 
should ascertain the names of the persons who were members of 


| organization performing military duty during any of the India 


or expeditions against the Indians, or who performed the duty) 
guards as members of any organization doing military duty du 
time of any Indian war or expedition in the Territory of Utah, 
ascertain the character of the services rendered, and the dur 
the same. 

That by the provisions of the foregoing act the facts relating t 
services are to be determined by the said board of commission: 
evidence produced before it, and upon affidavits of at least two 1 
witnesses in each case; that from the record so provided and 
appears that there are now surviving 2,500 of 
veterans, or widows of such veterans, and from such record it 2; 
that such services covered a period of years, the aggregate tink 
609,521 days. 

Your memorialists further represent that such services made p 
the reclamation and settlement, not only of the lands now in 
within the State of Utah but of the lands included within the ad 
States; that these veterans have been seeking relief from Congi 
several sessions last past, but have so far signally failed in 1 
any aid whatever 

Your memorialists keenly realize the debt of gratitude that 
to the veterans and to the widows of the veterans who perforni 


|} valuable services in the development and settlement of this 


and respectfully submit that financial aid should now be exter 
them and that it would be a most proper act on the part of Cor 
to set aside for such purpose, out of the public lands within thi 
500,000 acres. 

Your memorialists further represent that by means of bond 
appropriations from the general fund of the State, and by app: 
tions from the funds of the respective counties of the Stat 
the biennium of 1911-12 there has been expended in the ii 
ment of the public highways of this State more than $1, 
and that the present legislature of this State has provided 

during the coming biennium for such purposes a) 
mately a like amount, $50,000 of which is to be expended -— \ 
known as the Midland Trail, and which is to be a part of the | 
continental highway now projected. The building up of the 


| Ww 3 State w . ; SSE r y > *nsior 
to the governor and superintendent of | within this State which will necessarily follow the exten 


provement of the highways throughout the State will be a beim 
only to the people withio this State but also to the peop! 
United States, and to your memorialists it seems most proper | 
Government should aid in such work by contributing from tli 
lands within this State the amount herein asked to be approp! 
such purpose 

Resolved, That copies of this memorial be engrossed and for 
one each to the President, the Senate, and the House of Rep 


| tives, to Senator REED Smoot, Senator GrorGe SUTHERLAND, Co! 


man JOSEPH HOWELL, and Congressman JacoB JOHNSON with 
quest that Utah’s congressional delegation use every legitimate c!! 


| cause the provisions of this memorial to be enacted into law 


Congress of the United States. 
Approved March 19, 1913. 
WILLIAM Spry, Gor 
HENRY GARDNER, 
President of the Se) 
Wma. J. SEELY, 
Speaker of the H 
Attest: 
[SEAL,] DAVID MATTSON. 
Secretary of * 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
islature of Utah, which I ask may be printed in the Kk 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was refer (| 
the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be printed in 
Recorp, as follows: 

STatre or UTAN, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF ST 

I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do ! 
certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy of 
joint memorial 2, memorializing the Members of Congress to 
into law the pending Crago pension bill, as appears of record 
office, 





I present a joint memorial of the I: 
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1915. 


hand and affixed 


hereunto | 
} 
| 
! 
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troops, upon continental establishment, should, from the North. Carolina 
line bearing in farther upon the Cumberland lands than was expected, 
prove insufficient for their legal bounties, the deficiencies should be 
made up to the said troops in good lands to be laid off between the 
Rives Scioto and Little Miami, on the northwest side of the River 
Ohio, in such proportion as have been engaged to them by the laws of 
Virginia; that all the lands within the territory so ceded to the United 
States and not reserved for or appropriated to any of the before 
mentioned purposes or disposed of in bounties to the officers and sol- 
diers of the American Army shall be considered as a common fund for 
the use and benefit of such of the United States as have become, or 
shall become, members of the confederation or federal alliance 
sald States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual respective pro- 
portions in the general charge 
and bona fide disposed of for 
purpose whatsoever: Provided, That 
Delegates of this State not be executed unless 
least, are present in Congress; and 

*“* Whereas the said general assembly, by the resolution of June 6, 
1783, had constituted and appointed us, the said Thomas Jefferson, 
Samuel Hardy, Arthur Lee, and James Monroe, Delegates to the said 
Commonwealth in Congress for one year from the first Monday in 
November then next following, which resolution remains in full force: 

‘Now, therefore, know ye that we, the said Thomas Jefferson, 
Samuel Hardy, Arthur Lee, and James Monroe, by 
und authority committed to us by the act of the said General Assembly 
of Virginia before recited, and in the name and for and on 
the said Commonwealth, do by these presents convey, transfer, assign, 
and make over unto the United States, in Congress assembled, for the 
benefit of the said States, Virginia inclusive, all right, title, and claim, 
as well of soil as jurisdiction, which the said Commonwealth 
the territory or tract of country within the limits of the Virginia char- 
ter situate, lving, and being to the northwest of the River Ohio, to 
for the uses and purposes and on the conditions of the said recited 
In testimony whereof we have hereunto subscribed our names 
affixed our seals in Congress the 1st day of March, in the year of our 
Lord 1784, and of the independence of the United States the eighth.’ 

* Resolved, Vhat the United States, in Congress assembled, are ready 
to receive this deed whenever the Delegates of the State of Virginia 
are ready to execute the same, 

“The Delegates of Virginia then proceeded and signed, sealed, and 
delivered the said deed, whereupon Congress came to the following reso- 
lution: 

‘* Resolved, That the same be recorded and enrolled among the acts 
of the United States in Congress assembled ;’ and 

“ Whereas by said proceedings the State of Virginia granted to the 
United States the territory embracing the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, part of Minnesota, amounting to one hun- 
dred and seventy million (170,000,000) acres of land; and 

* Whereas said cession of the State of Virginia to the United States 

of America was not an absolute gift, but the same was upon expressed 
eonditions, as follows, to wit, the same being set out in the clause of 
the act of Virginia and in the deed of cession: 
“*That all land within the territory so ceded to the United States 
and not reserved or appropriated to any of the before-mentioned pur- 
poses, or disposed of in bounties to the officers and soldiers of the 
American Army, shall be considered as a common fund for the use and 
benefit of such of the United States as have become or shall become 
members of the confederation or federal alliance of the said States, 
Virginia inclusive, according to their usual respective proportions in 
the general charge and expenditure, and shall be faithfully and bona 
fide disposed of for that purpose and for no other use or purpose 
whatsoever; and 

Vhereas West Virginia, until the 20th day of June, 1863, was a 
part of the Commonwealth of Virginia, and upon said 20th day of June, 
1863, was formed into the State of West Virginia; and 
“Whereas the United States, after said grant went into 
pressly recognized that said grant was not absolute in its 
was upon conditions; and 

“ Whereas the conditions of said grant 
cifically set out in the act of the General Assembly of Virginia and in 
the deed of cession, and said iand was not used for the benefit of all 
of the Btates, as expressly provided for in said act of cession. but Con- 
gress appropriated 58,868,212 acres of land and practically $3,000,000 
derived from the sale of these public lands to the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinols, Michigan, Wis¢onsin, and Minnesota, and the same 
were used entirely and absolutely for local purposes within said States 
for the construction of schools, canals, roads, and other local purposes 
therein, thus in no manner carrying out the reservations in said deed 
of cession. The value of said land so donated to local uses, at the 
price at which said lands were fixed per acre, would make the value of 
said donation for local purposes for said States, contrary to the terms 
of said deed of cession, amount to $80,695,078; and by the action of 
the United States, in reference to said conditional cession, one-fifth of 
the land conveyed by Virginia under such conditional cession has been 
disposed of and Virginia has derived no use and benefit for the same, 
Virginia's proportion in the general charge and expenditure being about 
one-seventh of the whole, giving her interest in the lands not applied 
as directed by the deed at about one-seventh of the whole: and 

** Whereas Senate bill 6247, to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the United States by Virginia, West Virginia, Kentucky, Delaware, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Georgia, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Mary- 
land, South Carolina, New Hampshire, North Carolina, and Rhode Island, 
has been introduced in the Senate of the United States by WiLiiam BP. 
CHILTON, a Senator from West Virginia, for the purpose of allowing 
each of the said States to institute a suit in the Court of Claims in 
and about the matters arising from said cession; and 

“Whereas West Virginia, being part of the original Commonwealth 
of Virginia, is directly interested in the adjustment of Virginia's re- 
serve interest in the lands ceded to the United States March 1, 1784: 
Therefore be it . 

“ Resolved by the Senate of the State of West Virginia (the House 
of Delegates concurring), That the Congress of the United States be 
memorialized to enact said bill into law, allowing an adjustment of the 
sums of money due the State of West Virginia derived from the dispo- 
sition of the lands ceded by Virginia to the United States March 1, 
1784, in contravention of the terms of the said cession to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and that the just proportion of the amount 
justly due the State of Virginia be held for the use and benefit of the 
State of West Virginia, and that the Senators and Representatives of 
the State of West Virginia in the Congress of the United States be 
requested to use all honorable efforts to bring about the action of the 
Congress of the United States, so that the rights of West Virginia in 
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Se | of Charleston, this Sth day of April, 10913. 


virtue of the power | 


behalf of | 


hath to | 


and | 


i | Whereas the population of the State of West 
and | 


APRIL 12. 


the premises may be protected, and that her part of the sums of 1 
above set out shall be paid to her under and according to the te; 
the convention aforesaid between Virginia and the United States 
Adopted by the senate January 30, 1913. 
Joun T. THarnis 
Clerk of the S¢ 
the house of delegates January 31, 1913. 
JoHN GUY Pricrarnp 
Clerk of the House of Deilcy 


Adopted by 


STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA: 

I, Stuart F. Reed, secretary of state of the State of West Virgi: 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct 
joint resolution No. 4, adopted by the 
January 31, 1913. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the said State at | 


copy of 


Legislature of West \ 


[SEAL. ] Strvart F. Reep 


Secretary of St 
Mr. CHILTON. I present a concurrent resolution of 
Legislature of West Virginia, which I ask may be print 
the Recorp and referred to the Cominittee on the Judiciar 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution 8. 


Memorial of the Legislature of West Virginia to the Congress 
United States asking that West Virginia be divided into thr 
eral districts for judicial purposes, and that an additional dis 
be known as the central judicial district, be created. 

Virginia has gre: 
creased since the division of the State into two judicial dist: 
the establishment of the southern United States district 
said State; and 

Whereas the wealth and other interests of said State 
more rapidly than the population; and 

Whereas transportation lines and other 
have also vastly increased within said period, so that it is 
sary that additional facilities for transacting the business 
public in the district court of the United States within said § 
should be increased, to the end that the people may have th 
troversies speedily settled with the least possible cost and 
Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and t! 

is hereby, respectfully petitioned and memorialized to create wit! 

State an additional Federal district court, and that it be lo 

and have jurisdiction over the territory extending from the ea 

the western line through the center of said State, to include su 
ritory and population as proportionately te divide said State int 


have in 


publie service corp: 


; sections, to be known as the northern, central, and southern di 


and that a judge and such other officials necessary to prope 
said court be appointed to discharge the duties thereof; and t 
legislature will ever pray. 

Adopted by the house of delegates February 8 1913. 

JOHN GUY PRICHA! 
Clerk of the House of Dele 

Adopted by the senate February 13, 1913. 

Joun T. Harri 
Clerk of the 
Strate or WEST VIRGINIA: 

I, Stuart F’. Reed, secretary of state of the State of West \ 
do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct 
house concurrent resolution No. 8, adopted by the Legislature « 
Virginia February 13, 1913. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the said State 
city of Charleston, this 8th day of April, 1913. 

[ SEAL. ] Stuart F. Ree! 

Secretary of 

Mr. BRISTOW presented petitions of sundry citizens of | 
Walnut, South Mound, Erie, Americus, Parker, and Fort s 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for an adjustment « 
pay of railway mail clerks on account of the conditions b 
about by the parcel-post law, which were referred to the ( 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of McPl: 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiti: 
sale of opium and cocaine, excepting for medicinai uses, \ 
was referrred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the Board 
Trade of Everett, Mass., favoring the adoption of a 1-cent 
postage on first-class mail matter, which were referred 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the faculty « 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, praying for the | 
of the clause in the Panama Canal law exempting An 
ecoastwise shipping from the payment of tolls, which w: 
ferred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. BRADLEY presented a petition of sundry citizens 0' 
State of Kentucky, praying for the adoption of an amet 
to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to 
which was referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage 

Mr. McLEAN presented resolutions adopted by the C! 
of Commerce of New Haven, Conn., remonstrating agains 
consolidation of the customs districts in the State of Co! 
cut into one district, which were referred to the Com 
on Fincnce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Equal frau 
chise League, of Greenwich, Conn., favoring the adopt 
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oy amendment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage | A bill (S. 748) granting a pension to Alfred E. Zemp; 
+, women, which was referred to the Committee on Woman A bill (S. 744) granting an increase of pension to Mary R 


. 


| 
anffirami Kendall; and 
PROTECTION AND PRESERVATION OF BIRDS. A bill (S. 745) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hiler (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on VPen- 
\lr. ROOT, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to | sions. 


which was referred Senate resolution 25, requesting the Presi- By Mr. TILLMAN: 
dent to propose an international convention for the protection of A bill (S. 746) for the relief of Capt. Frank Parker (with 





nirds, reported it with amendments and submitted a report accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
(No, 1) thereon. A bill (S. 747) to limit United States judges to declaring the 
‘ ee Ss ine law when charging juries; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. | A halk 40. Chen; fant welled of: Men. Themes G. Prickeau 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first } and others, heirs at law of Thomas G. Prioleau, deceased: and 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred A bill (S. 749) for the relief of St. John’s Episcopal Church, 
as follows: at Winnsboro, S. C.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Ry Mr. McLEAN: | A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Dora D. Walker; to the Com 

A bill (S. 717) to correct the military record of Thomas | mittee on Pensions. 

Smart; and By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 

\ bill (S. 718) to correct the military record of Charles K.| A bill (S. 751) to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Statutes 
Bond, alias Kimball W. Rollins; to the Committee on Military | of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Affairs. A bill (S. 752) for the proper observance of Sunday as a day 

A bill (S. 719) regulating the use of names by fraternal or- | of rest in the District of Columbia: to the Committee on the 
ders; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, District of Columbia. 

bill (S. 720) to establish a system of wireless telegraphy A bill (S. 753) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
in the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on the Philippines. | Shannon: to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 721) authorizing the State Department to deliver By Mr. KENYON: 
to Chirles B. Hagadorn a gift from the Government of Mexico; A bill (S. 754) for the relief of Jacob M. Cooper: and 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. } A bill (S. 755) to correct the military record of William A. 


A bill (S. 722) granting an increase of pension to Mary Lotty | Blades; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 723) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. 
Lynch (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 724) placing certain positions in the Post Office 
Department in the competitive classified service, and changing A bill (S. 75S) providing for the improvement of Sullys Hill 
the salaries of postmasters at first and second class post offices, | National Park; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Civil Seryice and| By Mr. GOFF: 

Retrenchment. A bill (S. 759) for the relief of the county courts of Marion 

A bill (S. 725) to correct the military record of Aaron S. | and Monongalia Counties, W. Va.; to the Committee on Claims. 
Winner; By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 726) to correct the military record of Lorenzo A bill (S. 760) to create the coast guard by combining therein 
Brown; the existing Life-Saving Service 2nd Revenue-Cutter Service; 

A bill (S. 727) to correct the military record of Joseph | to the Committee on Commerce. 

Gorman; and By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 728) to correct the military record of Nathaniel A bill (S. 761) to extend the time for certain homestenders 
Monroe; to the Committee on Military Affairs. to make entry or establish residence upon their lands; to the 

A bill (S. 729) granting a pension to Wenzel Patzelt; Committee on Publie Lands 

A bill (8S. 780) granting a pension to Thomas Noble; A bill (S. 762) to pay an award in favor of the heirs of John 

A bill (S. 7831) granting an increase of pension to Daniel | W. West, deceased: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Cook ; ty Mr. GALLINGER (by request) : 

A bill (S. 7382) granting an increase of pension to Jason O, A bill (S. 768) to incorporate the National Christian Cor 
Keeney ; gress Association of America; to the Committee on the Distric! 

A bill (S. 7383) granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. | of Columbia. 
Yorty; By Mr. BRIS 

A bill (S. 784) granting a pension to Ada Hess; A bill (S. 7 

A bill (S. 735) granting an increase of pension to James | Jones; 

Adams: and 

A bill (S. 736) granting an increase of pension to William 
Liebhart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 737) prohibiting the use of fish traps or other 
device for impounding fish in waters in and adjacent to Alaska; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 7838) to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries or occupational diseases in the 
course of their employment, and for other purposes; to the Com- 


A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Sarah Childress; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 757) to provide for the disposal of certain lands 
in the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak.; to the 
Comunittee on Indian Affairs. 


a ER LO — 


rOW: 


ee 
64) granting an increase of pension to Barzilla B. 


A bill (S. 765) granting an increase of pension to David P. 
De Tar; and 

A bill (S. 766) granting a peision to Jennie L. Luppie; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 767) granting permission to the city of Marshfield, 
Oreg., to close Mill Slough, in said city; 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 76S) for the relief of August Donnerbet 

A bill (S. 769) for the relief of the estate of J. E. Bruce 
deceased : 


to the Connnittee on 


luittee on Edueation and Labor. A bill (S. 770) for. the relief of Thomas Coyle and Bridget 
By Mr. SMITH of Georgin: | Coyle and their legal representatives; and 
A bill (S. 789) to authorize the President of the United States A bill (S. 771) for the relief of George R. Campbell, Milton B. 
to appoint Cassius E. Gillette a lieutenant colonel in the Corps | Germond, and Walter D. Long (with accompanying papers); to 


of Engineers, United States Army, and for other purposes; to | the Committee on Claims. 


the Committee on Military Affairs. A bill (S. 772) granting a pension to William S. Curtis (with 
By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions 
A bill (8S. 740) to promote and encourage the construction of By Mr. CUMMINS: 
Wagon roads over the public lands of the United States; to the A bill (S. 773) to establish a primary election for the noml- 
Committee on Publie Lands. nation by political parties of candidates for President and Vice 
A bill (8S. 741) to correct the military record of Clayton H. |} President of the United States, and tor other purposes; to the 
Adams; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


A bill (S. 742) authorizing the Northern Arapahoe Tribe of A bill (S. 774) to amend section 1014 of the Revised Statuses 
Indians, residing on the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming, | of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
to submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on A bill (S. 775) to make an appropriation for the removal of 
Indian Affairs. l the body of Lieut. Col. George Pomutz from St. Petersburg, 


L—-11 
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Russia, to Arlington Cemetery, Va.; to the Committee on Appro- 
pri: tions. 
A bill 
marines ¢ 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill to 
of the United States. 

Mr. POMERENE. ‘This 
Senate at the last session. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

$y Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 778) for the relief of the heirs of John W. Graves; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 779) to correct the military record of John L. 
O’Mara and grant him an honorable discharge; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 780) for the relief of Thomas Drury and others; 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to Jane C. Watkins; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to William 8S. Shaffer; and 

A bill (S. 783) granting an inerease of pension to Jackson 
Tibbens (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 784) to place Lieut. Col. Junius L. Powell on the 
retired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier general 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 785) to relinquish, release, and quitclaim all right, 
title, anc interest of the United States of America in and to cer- 
tuin lands in the State of Mississippi; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 786) for the relief of the trustees of the Sageville 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Sageville, Lauderdale 
County, Miss.; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 787) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
excLange lands for school sections within an Indian, military, 
national forest, or other reservation, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 788) for improvement of the Sacramento River and 
tributaries, Cal.; 

A bill (S. 789) to authorize aids to navigation and other 
works in the Lighthouse Service, ard for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 790) to authorize the improvement of Santa Bar- 
bara Light Station, Cal, including a fog signal and a keeper’s 
dwelling; 

A bill (S. 791) to provide for improvements at the Santa 
Cruz Light Station, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 792) to authorize the establishment of a light and 
fog-signal station on or near North Farallon Island, Cal.; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 793) granting a pension to Napoleon B. Dixon; and 

A bill (S. 794) granting an increase of pension to Fredericka 
Trilley; to the Committee on Pensions, 

hy Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 795) relating to the money reserves of national, 
banking associations and to authorize such associations to make 
loans on real estate security in certain cases; and 

A bill (8S. 796) authorizing national banking assoeiations to 
make loans on real estate security in certain cases; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 797) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Minnesota: to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 798) to correct the military record of John Berris- 
ford; 

A bill (S. 799) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Inglis; 

A bill (S. 800) for the relief of John Miller; and 

A bill (8S. 801) to correct the military record of Calvin O. 
Tyler, alias John Wood; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 802) for the relief of F. W. Tyler; 

A bill (S. 808) for the relief of the firm of Herreid Bros. ; 

A. bill (S. 804) for the relief of William BEB. Culkin; and 

A bill (S. 805) for the relief of Mary B. Lovell; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 806) granting an inerease of pensién to Mary J. 
Richardson ; 

A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Jane Gascoigne; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Emelia McNicol; 

A bill (8, 809) granting an increase of pension to John 
McConnell ; 


(S. 776) granting pensions to soldiers, 
olfined in Confederate prisons; 


sailors, and 
to the "Committee on 


(S. 777) amend section 985 of the Revised 


Statutes 


bill is presenteé as it passed the 
I ask that it be referred to the Com- 


The bill will be referred to 


to 
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A bill (8. 810) granting an increase of pension to Marvy - 
White; ; 

A bill (S. 811) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Kelly; a 

A bill 
States; 

A bill (S. 813) 
Lucken ; 

A bill (S. 814) 
Salisbury; and 

A bill (S. 815) granting an increase of pension to Ange! 
Shaw; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 816) to provide water for the irrigable lang 
the Yakima Indian Reservation, State of Washington; to | 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 817) to authorize the city of Everett, Wash 
purchase certain lands for the securing, establishment, , 
tenance, and protection of a source of water supply for 
city; 

A bill (S. 818) to amend an act entitled “An act making ; 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other pur) 
approved July 1, 1898; and 

A bill (S. 819) providing for the homestead entry of ec 
lands in the State of Washington, and for other purposes | 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

A bill (S. 820) for the relief of volunteer officers and : 
diers who served in the Philippine Islands beyond the per 
their enlistment; and 

A bill (S. 821) authorizing the Secretary of War to re 
the Washington-Oregon Corporation, as far as he may < 
advisable in the public interests, from certain conditions j 
act entitled “An act granting to the Washington-Oregon < 
poration a right for an electric railroad, and for telep! 
telegraph, and electric transmission lines across the Vanc 
Military Reservation, in the State of Washington,” apy 
August 9, 1912; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 822) providing for the survey and commen 
of construction of a road in the Olympic Forest Reserve; ani 

A bill (S. 823) appropriating $100,000 to be used by the I 
Service in constructing a road from the town of Glaci 
Mount Baker, in the Mount Baker Forest Reserve; to the ( 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 824) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 8 
of Washington; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 825) to amend, revise, and codify the laws re’: 
to the public printing and binding and the distribution of © 
ernment publications; to the Committee on Printing. 

A bill (S, 826) to establish a national park service, and f 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 827) relating to bills of lading; to the Committ 
Interstate Commerce 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of Peter Gannon (with a 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Wi! 
Ramsey (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

A bill (S. 831) granting an increase of pension to Josep! 
Mason; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 832) granting pensions and increase ef pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

A bill (S, 833) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and eertain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; and 

A bill (S. 834) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to tie 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 835) for the relief of John Dalton; and 

A bill (S. 836) for the relief of Thomas Huggins; to the ©o- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 837) granting a pension te Thomas Baxter ; 

A bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to Barney |. 
Bull; 

A bill (S. 839) granting a pension to Mabel F. Coen; 

A bill (S. 840) granting a pension to Effie M. Crail; ; 

A bill (S. 841) granting a pension to Virginia C. Craw!» 


(S. 812) to amend the pension laws of the U 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza! 


granting an increase of pension to Lydia } 
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\ bill (S. 842) granting a pension to William S. Davidson ; 

\ bill (S. 8483) granting an increase of pension to Brazil Van 
Dusen, 

\ bill (S. S44) granting a pension to James B. Gillick; 

\ bill (S. 845) granting a pension to Maria L. Graves; 

\ bill (S. 846) granting a pension to Lucina C. Hatch; 

\ bill (S. S47) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A 
Higby: 

4 bill (S. S48) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hurlburt; 

\ bill (S. S49) granting an increase of pension to Jens C, 
Jensen ; 

A pill (S. 850) granting a pension to Ella S. Kyes; 

\ bill (S. S51) granting a pension to Charles A. Barthrop; 

A bill (S. 852) granting a pension to Fred T. Macomber: 

A bill (S. 853) granting an increase of pension to Lucy M. 
Martin ; 

\ bill (S. 854) granting an increase of pension to Carrie A. | 
Miller; 

A bill (S. 855) granting a pension to Patrick Moore; 

A bill (S. 856) granting an increase of pension to Eldridge | 
Morse; 

A bill (S. 857) granting a pension to Sarah E. Muzy; 

A bill (S. 858) granting a pension to Blanche Packard; 

\ bill GS. 859) granting an increase of pension to Anna L. 
Phillips; 

\ bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to Martin B. 


Richardson ; 


A bill (S. 861) granting a pension to Ottiwell M. Roberts; 


A bill (S. 862) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Sapp; 

A bill (S. 863) granting an increase of pension to Millard F. 
Shaw; 

A bill (S. 864) granting a pension to Mary Standifer; 

A bill (S. 865) granting a pension to George A. Torchio; 

\ bill (S. 866) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
rurner; 

\ bill (S. 867) granting an increase of pension to Annie A. 
Voigt; and 

\ bill (S. 868) granting a pension to Commodore P. White; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


by Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill CS. 869) to amend “An act to establish circuit courts 
of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the’ juris- 
diction of courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 

pproved March 3, 1891; to the Comittee on the Judiciary. 


by Mr. ASHURST: 

\ bill (S. 870) relating to the reclamation and irrigation of 
arid lands: 

A bill (S. 871) relating to the reclamation and irrigation of 
arid lands; 

\ bill (S. 872) relating to the reclamation and irrigation of 
arid lands: 

A bill (S. 878) relating to the reclamation and irrigation of 
arid lands; 

A bill (S. 874) relating to the reclamation and irrigation of 
arid lands: and 

A bill (S. 875) relating to the reclamation and irrigation of 
arid lands; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 876) for the relief of William M. Miller; to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 13) directing the Secretary of 
War to lay out and survey a road in the Mount Baker Forest 
Reserve and to submit an estimate of the cost thereof; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) to donate a 4-pound cannon 
to the State of Mississippi (with accompanying papers); and 
_A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 15) for the relief of Edward L. 
Keyes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

INTERSTATE 
by Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (8S. 829) to create an interstate trade commission, to 
define its powers and duties, and for other purposes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, regarding this bill I wish 
to say that it was introduced by me during the last Congress; 
it was considered by the Interstate Commerce Committee and 
‘mended and perfected by it, but was not reported to the Sen- 
‘ite by the committee, the committee having come to the conclu- 
Sion that it would not report any bill, but woul’ make simply a 
general report upon the subject matter of trusts and combina- 
tions in which the members of that committee would give their 


TRADE COMMISSION, 





; and consent 


| ferred to the Committee on 
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individual views. That report was presented by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINS] during the closing days of the last 
session and included the approving, qualifying, or differing 
views of other Senators, including my own views, in which I 
continued to urge, as I had for many years, the creation of a 
trade commission for the enforcement of the Sherman Act and 
other legislation relating to trusts and monopolies. I introduce 
this bill as a measure perfected by the committee. but not as a 


NATE. 


measure having its favorable indorsement. No final vote was 
| had in the committee upon it. I ask that the bill be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com 
merce, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that 


order will be made. 

The bill (S. 829) to create an interstate trade commission, to 
define its powers and duties, and for other purposes, was re 
Interstate Commerce and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


A bill (8S. 829) to create an interstate trade commission, 
powers and duties, and for other purpose 


Be it enacted, etc., That this act shall be referred to and cited as the 


to define its 


interstate trade commission act. Corporations a majority of whose 
voting securities is held or owned by any corporation subject to the 
terms of this act are referred to herein as subsidiaries of such holding 


or owning corporation. 

Src. That there is hereby created a body to be known as 
interstate trade commission, which shall consist of three members, of 
whom no more than two shall belong to the same political party. The 
commission shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and the terms of such commissioners so first 
appointed shall be three. six, and nine years, respectively, and shall be 
so designated by the President in making such appointments; and 
thereafter all the commissioners shall hold office for the term of nine 
years and shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
of the Senate. Vacancies shall be filled by like appoint 
ment and confirmation for the unexpired term. Each member of said 
commission sha!l receive a salary of $10,000 a year. The office of the 
commission shall be at Washington, in the District of Columbia, bul 
the commission may hold meetings elsewhere when necessary and con- 
venient. 

Sec. 3. That the Bureau of Corporations is hereby transferred to and 
merged in said commission, and all of the powers, duties, records, 


the 


papers, and funds pelonging or pertaining to the Bureau of Corpora 
tions shall hereafter belong and pertain to the interstate trade commis 
sion, and all the officers and employees of said bureau shall thereupon 
be officers and employees of the interstate trade commission. The said 
commission shall also have a secretary, a chief clerk, and such clerks, in- 
spectors, examiners, experts, messengers, and other assistants as from 
time to time may be necessary and as may be appropriated for by 
Congress. 

Sec. 4. That all corporations engaged in commerce among the 
eral States or with foreign nations, excepting common carriers, shall 
from time to time furnish to the commission such inforu on, stat 
ment, and records of their organization, business, financial condition, 
conduct, and management, and the organization, busin financial 
condition, conduct, and management of their subsidiaries, at such time, 
to such degree and extent, and in such form as may be prescribed by 
the commission; and the commission at all reasonable tim: or its 
duly authorized agent or agents, shall have complete access to all r 
ords, accounts, minutes, books, and papers of such corporations and 
their subsidiaries, including the records of any of their executive or 
other committees. Failure or neglect on the part of any corporation 
subject to this act, or of any of its subsidiaries, to comply with the 
terms of this section within such time after written demand shall have 
been made upon such corporation by the commission requiring such 
| compliance, as shall be fixed by the commission, shal! constitute a mi 
demeanor, and upon conviction such corporation shall be subject to a 
fine of not more than $1,000 for every day of such failure * neglect 


iblie 


Sec. 5. That the information so obtained shall be pr 
the commission shall from time to time make public 


and 


such information 


in such form and to such extent as it may deem necessary. 

Sec. 6. That the district courts of the United States, upon the appli 
caticn of the commission alleging a failure to comply with any order 
of the commission or alleging a failure to comply with or a violation 


of any of the provisions of this act by any corporation subject t oO 


shall have jurisdiction to issue a writ or writs of mandamus or injun 
tion or other order enforcing such order of the commission ot 
manding suck corporation, its officers and employees, t comply with 
the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 7. That for the purposes of this act the commission ill ive 
the power to require by subpeena the attendance and testimony of wit- 
| nesses and the production of all books, papers, contracts, rreements 
documents, or other things of every kind and nature whatsoever reiat 
| ing to any matter under investigation by the commission Such attend 
ance of witnesses and the production of such documentary evidence 
may be required from any place in the United States at any designated 
place of hearing, and in case of disobedience to a subpena the comm 
sion, or any party to a proceeding before the commission, may invoke 
the aid of any court of the United States in requiring the attendan 
and testimony of wiinesses and the production of books, papers, and 
documents under the provisions of this section 

And any of the circuit courts of the United States within the juri 
diction of which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy 
or refusal to obey a subpeena issued to any corporation subject to the 
provisions of this act, or other person, issue an order requiring such 
corporation, or other person, to appear before said commission (and 
produce books, documents, and papers, if so ordered) and give evidence 
touching the matter in question, and any failure to o uch order of 
the court may be punished by such court as a contempt thereof. The 
claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the 
person giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from 
testifying. 

The testimony of any witness may be taken at the instance of a 


arty in any proceeding or investigation pending before the commission 


y deposition at any time after the inquiry is instituted. The com 
mission may also order ee to be taken by deposition in —_ 
proceeding or investigation pending before it at any stage of suc 
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port atl on iereafter comply with the terms of said acts and of this 
act, and 1 tran { of the said finding in full to such cor- 
poration, If within 6 iys after transmitting said finding, or such 
extensio given by the commission, the corporation 
shall not he ‘complied with the terms of the finding, and shall not 
have p 1¢ acts prescribed as necessary to make it comply with 
the said with this act, the commission shall report the fact of 
non the Attorney General, together with a copy of such 
find ‘ tion under the said acts or of this act. But the com- 
mission may, if it deems it proper, report the facts to the Attorney 
General witheu g upon such corporation for compliance with said 
acts or 
Notl in this act shall be construed to prevent or inter- 
fere wi \ttorney General in enforcing the provisions of the act to 
protect commerce, etc., approved July 2, 1890. 
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AMENDMENTS TO *RIATION BILLS. 
thy 7 


Mr. BRISTOW submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $500 to pay the expenses incurred in connection with the 
death of and transportation to the place of interment of the 
body of Charles Woodyard, of Baldwin, Kans., ete., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was sala r to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed 

Mr. Gi MRE 
$300,000 in 
Choctaw, ¢ 


nitt 


of 


sul ed an amendment proposing to appropriate 
aid the common schools in the Cherokee, Creek, 
hickasaw, and Seminole Nations in Oklahoma during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. M. ARTIN of Virginia submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 39), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized during the a third Congress to send for per- 
sons and papers and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer 
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SUBWAY ELECTRIC 


STONE submitted the following resolution 
which was read-and referred to the Committee 
Resolved, That 


MONORAIL, 
Mr. (S. Re 
on Rules: 
the Committee oa Rules be, and is hereby, di: 
inquire and report to the Senate under and by what authority ¢t 
lied electric monorail 1 ne through the subway connecti 
nitol with the Senate Office Building was constructed, the cost 
Government of the uction, and such other information 
ary to fully advi the Senate with respect to the premises 
2. That said com inquire and report to the Senate wi 
some other methods of conveyance than those now in operation t 
said Office Building and the Capitol, more economical and comf 
be provided, or whether all conveyances for that 
not yntinued., 


con as 


be disc 


should 


ra 


PAINT CREEK COAL I RG 


Mr. KERN submitted the following resolution 
which w read and referred to the Committee 
Contro! the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolve d, That a commi 


[ELDS, WEST VIRGINIA, 


(S. Res. 


18 to Audit 


three Members of the §S 
inted by the President of the Senate to make a thorough an 
plete investigation of the conditi existing in the Paint Cr 
fields of West Virginia for the purpose of ascertaining 

First. Whether or not a system of peonage is maintained ir 
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Third, Wh 
ng violate 


voursn. I 


ttee of 


ns 
Ms 


Whether or not access to post offices is prevented, and 


by 


or not laws of this count: 


so 


all of 


the immigration 
by whom. 
those conditions exist, the eauses lead 
not 


the 


Labor, or any 
in ad 


of 
can be of service 


the Commissioner 
Government, 


ther or 

oflicials of 

not op : 
Sixth. Whether or 
violation of the laws 
Said committ« or 
to sit and act during 
House thereof, at such 
require by subpeena or 
production of papers, 


stril 

are being convicted 
States. 

thereof, is 
of Co 
it may 


not parties 
of the United 
any subcommittee 
the or 
time and place 
otherwise the attendance of witness 
books, and documents; to employ eee 
to take and make a ‘ord of all evidence taken and received 
committee and keep a record of its proc e to have such 
record, and other matter required by 1e committee printed and 
ably bound; and to employ such ccaidenes as may be deemed 
sary. The chairman of the committee any member there« 
administer oaths to witnesses. Subpoenas for witnesses shall be 
under the signature of the chairman of the committee or subco! 
thereof. The claim that any testimony or evidence given may 
incriminate the person giving such evidence shall not exct 
witness from testifving, but such evidence or testimony shal! 
used against such person on the trial of any criminal proc 

pt in prosec g for perjury committed in giving such 

ery person who, having been moned as a witness by aut 
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more than $1,900 nor less than $100 isonment in a 
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Senate on Vv ordered by 
thereof and approved by the 


less than one month, 
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Com! 
EMPLOYMENT OF 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resoiution (S. 
88), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the on Coast and Insular Surv 
Enrolled Bills; on Expenditures in the Department of Agricul 
Expenditures in the Departments of Commerce and I rs 
penditures in the Department of State; on Forest Reservations 
Protection of Game; on National Banks; on Public Health and N 
Quarantine; on Woman Suffrage; to Examine the Several [rat 
the Civil Service; on Indian Depredations; on the Mississipp 
and its Tributaries: on Pacific Railroads; and on Transportat 
Sale of Meat Products be, and they are hereby, authorized to e! 
one assistant clerk each, at $1.440 per annum, to be paid fri 
cellaneous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate until ot 
provided for by law. 


ASSISTANT CLERKS. 


Committees 


sr 
al 


from 
irot 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 


Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama submitted the following 
tion (S. Res. 40), which was read and referred to the ( 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses ol! 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any * 
mittee thereof. be authorized to send for persons and papers 
administer oaths and to employ a stenographer to report such 
as may be had in connection with any subject which may be | 
before sald committee, and to have the same printed for its use 
the committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Be 
and that expenses contracted hereunder shall be paid out of th 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


PROHIBITION OF SMOKING IN THE SENATE CHAMBER. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I submit the following resolution, whic! 
ask may be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 42), as follows: 
led, That Rule XXXIV be amended as follows: 
ke out the period at the end of the first clause and insert a 
sJon, and then add the following: “no smoking shall be permitted 
ny time on the floor of the Senate, or lighted cigars be brought into 
Chamber.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to amend the rules, it will lie over. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Rules, as there is a similar resolution pend- 
before that committee. 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution can only be 
so referred by unanimous co1sent. 


As the resolution proposes 


} The Chair understands the 
Senator from North Carolina to ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be referred as he requests. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

SILK INDUSTRY IN THE UNITED STATES (S. DOO. NO. 3). 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have a brief article, taken from the 
New York Commercial of April 10, 1915, on the silk industry 
he United States, which I ask shall be printed as a Senate 
cle meut. 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire presents a paper which he asks unanimous consent may 
be printed as a public document. Unless there is objection, such 
will be the order. The Chair hears none. 


PUBLICATION OF CRIMES AND ACCIDENTS, 


Mr. WCRKS. I desire to give notice that on next Thursday, 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning busi- 
ness, I shall submit some remarks on clean and reliable jour- 
nalism, in support of the bill (S. 496) making it unlawful to 
publish details of crimes and accidents in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further con- 
current or other resolutions, morning business is closed. ‘The 
Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from a 
former day, which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 36) submitted by 
Mr. OVERMAN on the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the United States Civil Service Commission be, and 
they are hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate the following infor- 
mation: 

i laws, orders, and regulations by which the civil-service system 
was established and has been extended in the United States. 

The number of employees and officers of the United States now 
ployed in the different departments of the Government appointed 
igh, and subject to, the civil-service law and regulations. 
ie number and names of the employees and officers of the United 
States now employed in the different departments of the Government 
who have been covered inte the classified service by virtue of Executive 
orders since the passage of the civil-service law, together with the date 
and copy of each order. 

The number and names of persons now in the classified civil service 
from each State and Territory and the District of Columbia, particu- 
larly the number of persons in the classified civil service from each 
State and Territory and the District of Columbia as differentiated from 
the number of such persons who have been appointed, also number and 
names of persons temporarily employed as differentiated from permanent 


empiovees, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. OVERMAN. As suggested by the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson] when this resolution was last before the Senate, 
I do not think, as I then said, that it exactly covers the point 
that the Senator from Virginia then made. I therefore move to 
amend the resolution, on page 2, by adding, after the word “ em- 
ployees,” in line 8, the following: 

The number of civil-service employees who have been promoted for 
causes other than upen their records for efficiency. 

The number and names of laborers who have been promoted to clerk- 
Ships without regard te their records for efficiency to clerical work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by 
the Senater from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed to add, at the end of the reso- 
lution, the following words: 


The number of civil-service employees who have been promoted for 
causes other than wpon their records for efficiency. 


_ he number and names of laborers who have been promoted to clerk 
Ships without regard to their records for efficiency to do clerical work. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator in charge of the resolution the object of obtaining the 
hanes as well as the number of these employees and also to 
ask him whether he has considered the size and the number of 
volumes that it will take to print ell the names for which he 
calls in the resolution? It seems to me, if I have any under- 
Standing about the number of these employees, that it will take 
4 good many volumes to print the names and to distinguish 
one class from another. I do not understand that there is any 
Provision contained in the resoiution for an appropriation to 
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cover that expense or for the extra cler! 
to compile the information. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the Civil Service Commis 
sion has been busy since this resolution hus been introduced, 


‘ who will be required 


and I think the Senate ought to “ call the bluff." I send to the 
desk a letter sent here by the Civil Service Commission, in 
which they say that to obtain this information will cost about 
$29,000. If it does cost $29,000, or if it costs even $50,000, I 
think Senators ought to know the facts. I think everybody 
wants to know them. In order to do justice to the Civil Servis 
Commission, I ask that the letter of its president be read and 
that the accompanying exhibits be printed in the Recoxp, 
gether with the letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Carolina asks unanimous consent that the letter which he send 
to the desk may be read and that the accompanying exhib 
printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
Unitrep Stares Civi. Service ¢ 
Washington, D. ¢ 


Hon. Lap S. OveERMAN, 
United States Senate 
Str: The commission notes with concern certain features of S. R 
36, regarding the executive civil service Sou 









I of the inf 1ation 
can be readily supplied, and the commission is desirous of affording all 
the information possible. The furnishing of the laws, orders, and regu 
lations by which the civil-service system was esta! red and en 
extended is a matter of ready compilation. The number of | 3 
and officers now employed in the different depart eo Gi n 
ment appointed throv ind ib t to \ I ‘ iw and reg 
tions is printed in the appendix of the commission's t nty-ninth re- 
port. (See Exhibit A, herewith.) 

The commission has published tn its annual reports; as required by 
the civil-service act, the name of each employee appointed tn the c! 
fied service by Executive order, watving any requirement of the 1 4 
in his behalf, and these names and Executive orders cat idly f 
nished. If, however, it ile the intention of the last two paragraphs of 
the resolution to call for the names of all person m the fied 
service, by States, who owe their appeintment to exa na n nder t 
civil-service rules, as distinguished from those who were already it 
service when the rules were extended to cover thelr positions, t} | 
aration of this information for 297,472 individuals will be a ta t 
great magnitude, similar in extent and fully equal in cost to t I 
aration and printing of the Official Register, for which it was ne ry 
in 1909 to expend $28,489.20 for clerical work, and for which a large 
number of clerks were required to perform the necessary compilation, 
this being exclusive of the cost of printing the Register, which was 
$27,487.76 additional. The percentage of persons in the cla fied serv 
ice who entered the service without examination is rapidly diminis! a 
now being 21.4 per cent. The commission in its twenty-nint rey : 
now in press, is presenting tables (Exhibit A) showing by States and 
departments, in Washington and elsewhere, the number and per cent of 
classified employees now in the service who entered the service through 


examination and through classification. 

The civil-service act of January 16, 1883, classified clerks at $1,200, 
$1,400, $1,600, and $1,800 im the several departments and employees 
in post offices and customhouses having as many as 50 employees, a 
total of less than 14,000. This was the original extent of the classified 
service. When the act took effect every one of the employees was cov 
ered into the classified service without examination nder the ¢ 


service act of 1883, and this has been true of every classification since 
that time. The per cent of persons in the classified vice who e 
appointed through examination for several years was very smal! it 
has gradually increased, until now 78.6 per cent of all those in ¢ 

classified service have entered through competitive examinatior nder 


the civil-service act and by this commission, the per cent at W 


ton being 66.3 and elsewhere, 80.2, and this process continued lina 
few years make the number of persons in the service without examina- 
tion negligible. The commission transmits herewith a statement show 
ing the various extensions of the classified service and the number of 


persons brought into the service without examination by each such 
extension. (See Exhibit B.) 

The commission begs your indulgence in one particular. Its entire 
force is now working an hour beyond the regular office hours, owing to 
the pressure of work. Work of the commission, which should be strict 
current, is now months im arrears It is heped that ff this additional 


information shal: be called for your resolution will carry ym ppro- 
priation for a temporary ferce, to enable the commission to give the 
desired information in a satisfactory manner, without e! arra ng it 


in the performance of Its regular dutics. 
By direction of the commission : 
Very respectfully, 


Joun C. Biack, P t 
Dear SENATOR: We will do all we can and as soon as ¥ t 
you should know our predicament and you can then cd ( r you 
wish to push the resolution in its present shape or I 
Truly, yours, 
J ( B ' 
The exhibits referred to are as follows: 
Exuipir A. 
NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES WHO ENTERED THR SERVICE RY 
AND CLASSTFICATION 
From July 16, 1883, to the present time appointr t » vacancies 
in the classified service have been through competiti minations ; 
but the persons occupying positions at the date of their classification 
have been covered into the classified servic« For many yea the 


number appointed through examination amounted to a very smal! share 
of the entire service, but has steadily increased until now the official 
force is mainly composed of those who were appointed through exami 
nation. 

On February 15, 1912, according to service-record cards in the files 
of the commission, there were 224,665 employees in the competitive 


Of these 176,666, or 78.6 per cent, entered 
17.909, 21.4 per cent, entered through classifica- 
imber of employees in Washington was 25,860, of whom 
17,150, or 665 per cent, were appointed through examination, and the 
number outside of Washington was 198,805, of whom 159,516, or 80.2 
per cent, were appointed through examination and 19.8 per cent through 
classification. These figures indicate that over three-fourths of al]! 
classified competitive employees at present in the service entered 
through competitive examination, two-thirds of those in Washington 
and four-fifths of those outside having entered thus. 

The Civil Service Commission leads all Government establishments in 
Washington in the matter of employees who entered the service through 
examination, 88.5 per cent having so entered. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission follows with 82.8 per cent; Department of Agricul- 
ture, 78.8 per cent; Navy Department, 74.8 per cent; Post Office De- 
partment, 70.3 per cent; Treasury Department, 69.1 per cent; interior 

epartment, 67.0 per cent; Isthmian Canal Commission, 67.1 per cent; 

State, War, and Navy Department Building, 62 per cent; Department 

of Justice, 61.4 per cent; State Department, 60 per cent; Department 

of Commerce and Labor, 57.3 per cent; Government Printing Office, 56.2 

per cent; Smithsonian Institution, 53.2 per cent; and War Department, 

O2.7 per cent. 

Outside of Washington the Interstate Commerce Commission has 97.1 
per cent who entered through examination; Agriculture, 90.9 per cent; 
Civil Service Commissior, 86.4 per cent; Post Office, 82.5 per cent; 
Navy, 80.5 per cent; Interior, 79.5 per cent; War, 75 per cent; Com- 
merce and Labor, 69.7 per cent; tre asury, 66.7 per cent; Isthmian 
Canal Commission, 58.3 per cent; and Justice, 49 per cent. 

Considering the Washington and field branches of each department 
and independent offce m their entirety, the percentages of employees 
appointed through examination are as follows: Civil Service Commis- 
sion, 88; Agriculture, 87.6; Interstate Commerce Commission, 86.8; 
Post Office, 82.3; Navy 78.9; Interior, 74.5; War, 72.9; Treasury, 
67.4: Commerce and Labor, 66.4; State, War, and Navy, 62; Isthmian 
Canal Commission, 59; Government Printing Office, 56.1; Smithsonian 
Institution, 53.3: Justice, 52.7. 

The following tab:e contains more extended information regarding the 
methods by which the present empioyees of the Government entered the 
service : 

Statement showing by departments and independent offices, in Wash- 
ington, D. C., and outside, the number and per cent of competitive 
classisicd employees in the service Feb. 15, 1912, who enicred by exami- 
nation and by classification. 


IN WASHINGTON, D. 


i through 
examina and 


tion fhe n 


or 


Cc. 


Examination. Classification. 


Department or office. 


| | Total. 
Number. Per cent. | 


Number 


117 
4,828 
896 
709 
1, 630 
3,319 
o4 


60. 
69. 
52. 
74.8 
70. : 
67.§ 
61. 
78. 
57.: 


78 

2, 163 
805 
239 
690 
1, 569 
80 
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Justice. . 

Agriculture 

Commerce and Labor 

Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion 

Isthmian Canal Commission... . 57 

Civil Service Commission. ..... 138 

Waterways Commission........].....-....- 

Government Printing Office.... 2,012 

Smithsonian Institution........ . 

State, War, and Navy Building 


a 
1,713 
965 


“Ibo 


376 82. 


OUTSIDE WASHINGTON 


, 


| 


Avriculture.... 
Commerce and Labor ; 
Interstate Commerce Commis- 


Isthmian Canal Commission.... 
Civil Service Commission. . .... 
Emithsonian Institution 





159, 516 


ENTIRE SERVICE. 


State 
Treasury 


117 

15, 707 
13, 063 
2,697 
121,399 
8, 403 
365 
7,059 
4,180 


545 
679 


60.0 
67.4 
72.9 
78.9 
82.3 
74.5 
52.7 
87.6 
66.4 


2o 


Interior 

Justice 

Agriculture 

Commerce and Labor 
Interstate Commerce Commis- 


im WO Ost 


Isthmian Canal Commission.... 
Civil Service Commission 
Waterways Commission 
Government Printing Office.... 
Smithsonian Institution........ 
State, War,and Navy Building. 


—>— 
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Exuipit B. 
CLASSIFIED SERVICE 
PRESIDENT ARTHUR. 

Jan. 16, 1883, to Mar. 3, 

(Approximate.) 

Classified by the first order of classification 
Extensions of classification—-— 7 
By growth of the service to Mar. 
each attaining 50 employees_- 


EXTENSIONS OF THE SInce Jax. 16, 1882 


1885. 


1885—4 “post offices, 


9. 
Oy, 


Number of places classified Mar. 3, 1885 
PRESIDENT CLEVELAND (FIRST TERM), 
Mar. 4, 1885, to Mar. 8, 1889. 
Extensions of classification: 
United States Civil Service Commission, Mar. 1, 1888 
Revisions of departmental classifications, June 29, 1888_ 
tailway Mail Service, Dec. 31, 1888. to take effect May 
1, 1889 eased ae 
By growth of the service, 1885 to 1889: 
16 post offices, each attaining 50 employees...-_--_--- 
Miscellaneous growth................. ccwtinpidajsdaiiaataaphtannint 


Number of places classified Mar. 3, 1889 
PRESIDENT HARRISON. 
Mar. 4, 1889, to Mar. 3, 1893. 
Extensions of classification : 
School employees and physicians, 
Repel ae 
United States Fish Commission, May 5, 1892 
Weather Bureau, Jan. 5, 1893 
548 free-delivery post offices, Jan. 5 
By growth of the service, 1889 to 1893: 
10 post offices, each attaining 50 employees__.-_------ 
Other miscellaneous growth 


Indian service, 


Number of places classified Mar. 3, 1893__-----_---_ 
PRESIDENT CLEVELAND (SECOND TERM). 
Mar. 4, 1893, to Mar. $, 1897. 
Extensions of classification: 
In the Department of Agriculture (Bureau of Animal 
Industry and Weather Bureau), May 24, 1895 
In the Department of the Interior, July 25, 1894____--_ 
In the Post Office Department, Nov. 2 and Dec. 3. 1894_ 
mnamaeeen and watchmen in all departments, Nov. 2, 
189 
Firemen in all departments, June 15, 1895 
Census employees (act of Congress of Mar. 4, 1895)_-- 
Internal-Revenue Service, Dec. 12 1894 
Government Printing Office, June 18, 1805 
ey See Sune Se. POE asco ccncceameenawce 
Indian service at large. May 11, 1894 
Customhouse service, Nov. 2, 1894 
Indian agency and school employees, Mar, 20, 1896 _-- 
Revision of rules of May 6, 1896— 
Executive office 
Civil Service Commission— 
Laborers performing classified duty 
State Department— 
“Laborers performing classified duty 

Allotment force under superintendent State, 

War, and Navy Department Building 
Treasury Department— 

Laborers performing classified duty 

a ae eee 

Revenue-Cutter Service 

Life-Saving Service 

Lighthouse Service 

Marine-Hospital Service 

Steamboat-Inspection Service 

a nih er id ee cleat daa intetntnes 

Immigration Service 

et Eee 

Special castoms inspectors 

Chinese inspectors 

NT, ee - 

Shipping commissioners 

Special Treasury employees 

Field force, Coast Survey 

UN I nic eiulitetenietepniepate 

Custodian and janitor service 

Construction of public buildings 

Internal-Revenue Service, deputy collectors. 

Miscellaneous positions 

War Department— 

Laborers performing classified duty and mis- 
cellaneous 

Engineer Department at large 

Ordnance Department at large 

Civilian employees at Army and department 
headquarters 

Various militar 

With Medical, 
Departments 

Department of Justice— 

Laborers performing classified duty and mis- 
cellaneous (including 98 assistant attorneys 
excepted from examination) 

Penitentiary, Fort Leavenworth, Kans 

Clerks to district attorneys 

Office deputy marshals and clerical assistants_ 

Post Office Department— 

Mail-bag repair shop__...- esiiiiaiatiieed ee 

Mail-lock repair shop 

Laborers performing classified duty 

Navy Department— 

Laborers performing classified duty and mis- 
cellaneous 

Clerks at navy yards and naval stations 

Naval Academy 

Navy pay officers......._. ccicliantinstcteeatabigyeiercinenaincinan 


ark commissions 
ubsistence, and Quartermaster's 
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Extensions of classification— Continned. 
~ Reyision of rules of May 6, 1896 
Navy Department—Continued. 
Marine Corps - 
Inevease cf Navy....<.....-------—— iieaniaeieun al 
Interior Department— 
Laborers performing classified duty jibe 
District land offices wasandl Sa ae 
Offices of surveyors general__.............. a 
Alaska school service 
Architect of Capitol force—- A 
Goveroment Hospital for the Insane 
I eI ia ec cisciiepstineieniniiannneennicltilll 
I, II nce eninss encensicitneantiannapmnnntienintiety 
Indian Service 
Pension examining surgeons_.........--.-... 
Department of Agriculture 
Laborers performing classified duty 
SS ee 
Department of lLabor— 
Laborers performing clerical duty..._._...---~ - 
Fish Pesteniaiieses 
Laborers performing classified duty.._....-.. 
iis cieditirte seme eenreientennenntnneenet 
Interstate Commerce Commission_...-....-.----. 
ON i 
Se na nieninnpeneiieiieiineiatel 
Government Printing service, laborers performing 
classified duty 
Internal-Revenve 
By growth of the service : 
~ 96 post offices given free delivery_...............-.... 
2 customs perts attaining 20 employees____._._.__.-__-- 
DER ORTERITTED.. IO en cect trier tinier eee nineniniaimnn 


Continued. 


Number of places classified Mar. 3, 1S97.-_.--.--.-. 
M’KINLEY. 
Mar. 4, 1897, to Sept. 13, 1901. 


msions of classification : 

Classification on July 27, 1897, of customs ports having 
TK Eee 

Classification ef men enlisted to man and equip vessels 


PRESIDENT 


in the Coast and Geodetic Survey (act of June 6, 
SS CU Ee ee eae 
Additions of positions and employees properly subject to 
classification, but omitted from original lists._..___. 


Temporary employees in Navy Department made per- 
manent under special rule of Jan. 20, 1899_..--.--.~ 

Temporary employees serving on May 29, 1899, and 
made permanent by Executive order of that date_._. 

Yeomen in Navy Department classified under special 
SN aii chai s certian ta calla taseepameasilgnapitieaiainic 

Employees of Florida board of health transferred to 
— Health and Marine-Hospital Service Aug. 1, 
oe Spcnidhendskadncihiamepebutnicnttiettninimaninipcatiinicalivanienunenantin ia 

By growth of the service: 

War Department, Porto Rico, clerks and messengers, 

May 1, 1900 : 


Treasury Department, Porte Rico, May 1, 1900_...._.- 
Post Office partment— 

Classified in new building at Washington, D. C., 

eT ny 3 See 

241 post offices given free delivery from Mar. 3, 


1897, to June 50, 1901, estimated number___-_-~ 
3 post offices in Porto Rico given free delivery 
OY ER Re a ee eee 
Engineer Department, ciassification of employees of 
Monongahela Navigation Co by transfer of property 
CD a NS nec cicctsetieercsccensesnciahtinicesniteinnmninttibiniaiiniiensial 


Total classified to Sept. 13, 1901___..__-__-_-_-_-_ 
Deductions by withdrawal from classification. 


PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. 
Sept. 14, 1901, to Mar. 3, 1909. 


Field services, War Department, reincluded Nov. 18, 1901_~ 
Rural Pree Delivery Service, clerks, route inspeetors, special 
agents, messengers, ete., Nov. 27, 1901 
Rural Free Delivery Service, carriers_...___.__.__._________ 
Temporary war emergency employees transferred to classified 
_ Service by act of Congress, Apr. 28, 1902_....._....__ 
Census Office employees classified July 1, 1902, by act of 
a a mel 
Temporary employees at 
CO Teme Te | is pester messes chee ceacneen aceon 
i competitive by revision of the rules on Apr. 
OO Ol 
Employees in post offices given free delivery from July 1, 
1901, to Mar. 3, 1909 
One clerk to act for each pension agent during his absence, 
‘made competitive Ang. 10, 1903_............._._______ 
War Department employees in Philippines classified under 
lah ee cncinteentnitegpdihteaieaetinagiescatidlctitinn tietiint 


Employees made competitive by consolidation of small post 
ohices 


‘Indian agents classified under Rule Il, sectfon 9_._._._._____ 


ro of Isthmian Canal Commission, order of Nov. 15, 


WN i 
Forest Service, General Land Office, Dec. 17, 1904_._______ 


Laborers. assigned to classified duties, orders of Jan. 12 and 
Mar. 36, 1905. 


Laborers classified in fietd services, order of Feb. 24, 1906_~ 
Cashiers, uty collectors, and deputy naval officers in the 
Customs: Service, Mow. 22, 1904... 


Emplo, ees. of the Juneau customhouse, Jan, 24; 1905... 
Special agents and imspectors, Land Service, Mar. 3, 1905..__ 
Cashiers and finance clerks in post offices, Mar. 30, 1905. ___ 
Employees of the Immigration Service in contiguous foreign 
COUN NO ES ia a wtidicbaienebéen 
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Skilled laborers to act as messengers tn lieu of 1 
the General Land Office, ay 1 fo t 
of Mar. 13, 1904 
13 | Special agents of Census Off} Ss] vy t 
63 | above act 
| The deficiencies act, approved M m0 
96 tion for employment in ! ( 
199 who had been paid out of tribal fund f the ¢ 
216 Chickasaw Nations 
32 | Others transferred by act of ¢ 
65 | Feeders in mints treated as clas i 
455 ment 
TO | Detailed enlisted m tinued as s 
92 Officers of a « irt ed cut rr iw 
8,278 | cutter went into comn n 
4,120 | ployees of Indian warehouses, Nov. 11, 1 
nt assayers, Dee. 7, 1905 
98 | Employees of fifth internal-revenue distri f Not ( 
17 lina, June 21, 1906 
By change from contract to regular employment in | t 
3 Office Department ‘ 
Laborers doing classified work in Bureau of Fi 
15 17, 1906 te 
4 | Deputy collectors of internal revenue transferred i 
137 cepted to competitive class, Nov 7, 1906 
227 | Laborers in Boston customhouse, May 10, 1907 
449 | Clerks in quartermaster’s department at Honolulu, 6 
L907__ Siiestincatinniieea 
10 | By appropriations under new designations for labort " 
310 | Clothing examiners, Philadelphia, Quartermaster’s D« rt 
ment, order of Sept. 23, 190% 
67 | Employees in Geological Survey, o 7 
52 | Chief clerks, weigh clerks, assis e pul 
1, 394 assistant coiners, Mint and A 1 to 
competitive class Feb. 4, 1908 
76, 826 | Physicians retained when State quarantine statio 
under pational control 
Persons appointed under exceptions from examinat ! 
denatured-alcohol act, classified by expiration of e 
Employees in purchasing department, Isthmian Ca 
mission, Oct. 3, 1908__ ns 
Employees appointed without examination, under misap; 
57 hension, order of Oct. 9, 1908: 
a ite leeais ntmisinioenllh a 
Additional farmers acta i - 
54 Employees of the Five Civilized Tribes Commission 2 
National park employees________ 
191 Transcribers of records and plats, General Land Office_. 
Employees in penitentiaries : a = 
134 Clerks fn offices of district attorneys__..-~-~~- * 
Miscelianeous .........14.-.-~ aici . " 
1, 221 | Positions excepted under paragraph 11, Subdivision VI of 
Schedule A, decreased from five to three, Nov. 306, 190% 
26 | Fourth-class postmasters made competitive by amendment of 
paragraph 4, Subdivision V of Schedule A, Nov. 30, 1908 
Army Transport Service, Dec. 3, 1908 ee aiaual 
32 | Order of Aug. 12, 1907___-—_ me Us Fes a 
Office deputy marshals, Mar. 2, 1909... - 
Classification by change In status of position 7 . 
17 | Penitentiary, Fort Leavenworth, under order of May 29, 
172 I aici aeriiiiidintiatiini tincindainarnan sin oa : 
3 clerks and 9 additional members of the Board of Pension 
Appeals, Interlor Department, classified by act approved 
23 May 22, 1908__- . RE 
By consolidation of mission school with Uintah School a 
, 
a Number of places classified Mar. 3, 1909 ieucenedeadeal 
54 PRESIDENT TAT 
Classification by act of Congress in effect July 1, 1909: 
Engineer, schooner Grampus___........_- 
69 Attendant, Military Academy cienhaiiemiaid 7 
aaa Consolidation of Jemez mission school with Government day 
80, 4 v2 a eeipuaiintanny 7 ; 
385 Under order of May 6 1896.......-.... ------- - 
a OG i OE Se 
80, 087 Orders of Jan. 12 and Mar. 30, 1906......................... 
By change in status of positions_._..........-... aa i 
Order of June 26, 1907, Honolulu___—- aime a 
Laborers classified as watchmen in the New York custom 
1, 888 house (order of June 29, LOUD) a — . 2 
Laborers classified as laborers in New York cust se 
842 (order of Aug 5, 190%) 2 . 
6, 009 | Extension of city delivery service to post offices from Mar. 4, 
1909, to June 30, 1909 os - 
850 | Same from June 30, 1909, to June 30, 1910, 55 post offices 
Classification by changes in appropriation acts : 
837 | Oilers in Quartermaster’s Department at Large (orde: ily 
28, 1909) ee : a . 
34 | Private secretaries and cashiers in assay offices (order Apr. 
eee . * 
118 | Solicttor to the collector at the port of New York 
Laborer classified in the New York custombouse (order 
1, 658 I a : 
Laborers classified in New York customhouse (order Sept. 
18 BO IR io inieatinntisien 
Positions of assistant postmasters in post offices classified 
430 under order of Sept. 30, 1910, effective Dec. 1, 1910 
Positions of clerks in post offices classified under orde st 
8 I ccinennstition mle ll ai al 
29 | Positions of substitute clerks classified under same ordet < 
Classification in Philippines under order of Mar. 1, 1904 ‘ 
562 | Labevers classified under order of Mur. 30, 1905 
Laborers classified wader order of Feb. 24, 1906 
46 | Classification under order of Oct. 9, 1908 
548 | Classification by consolidation of mission school with in 
a ilies device inact 
I, 283 | Classification by increase of pay 
1, 051 | Office of deputy classified under order of Ma » 19er 
Classified for long and meritorious service over sexs der 
426 erder Aug. 12, 1907- ‘ 
29 | Permanent appointment, under order of May 29, 1809 a 
90 | Cinssification under order of May 6, 1896 
353 | (lessification by adoption of position 
By extension of city delivery to 11 post offices, 1910, D j 
Be Oe  Ciittecinnescennencens 
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Clerks In charge of stations 


rtd 


el ( 


(post office), amendment May 


istoms, New York, amendment June 12, 1911 
orer instead of driver, office Secretary of Com- 
nd Labor (legislative act Mar. 4, 1911) = 
superintendents, Life-Saving Service, sundry civil 
act 4, 1911 (Min, Aug. 9, 1911) - oman 
Army ‘Transport Service, order Dec. 3, 1908 (Min. Mar. 15 
Pott) 
Positions paid from tribal 
under order of Oct. 9, 1908 (Min, June 28, 
Classificatior Sy adoption of position: 
Sacred Sleart Mission School (Min. Oct. 5, 
St. Patrick's Mission School (Min. Noy. 18, 
lublic Health Service, Louisiana Quarantine 
27, 1912) a ils . 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, switchboard operator (Min. 
May 27, 1911) - -- 
ified for long and meritorious service over seas under 
Aug. 12, 1907 (Min. Oct 11, 1911, and Jan. 4, 1912)- 
ation. order Noy. 11, 1905, Indian warehouse (Min. 
Nov. 3, 1011) ianriaisiaieomesh ante ~= 
Storekeeper unaer order Mar. 1, 1904 (Min. Nov. 7, 1911)-- 
By consolidation of post office (Min. Apr. 2, 1912) -_- - 
Change in appropriation and order of Aug. 24, 1912, State 
Department sient sin delinihaaehinetiaalinasa - 
Change in appropriation, superintendent of melting and_ re- 
fining in mints at Denver, Philadelphia, and San Francisco 
(act Aug. 23, 1912) 
Special employees, 
1912) . Siietiuitnas ; aaa onpiiacmincals 
Experts and agents, Agriculture, order Aug. 26, 1912_ - 
Fourth-class postmasters (order Oct. 15, 


Total additions 
growth 
Withdrawals as below __- 


ified 
1911), about 


funds, Indian Service, cl: 


1911) ‘je 
il) 


(Min. Apr. 


Cla 
order 
Classifi 


Internal-Revenue Service (order Aug. 24, 


iis), aueat....-« 


under President Taft apart from 


16, 1912 41,559 
Withdrawals from competitive class from Mar. 4, 1909, to Oct. 16, 1912. 
Chief law officer, Reclamation Service (Dec. 10, 1909) 
Superintendent of construction, Corregidor, P. I. (July 
1909) iS 2 = : = — 
Chief post-office inspector (Jan. 4, 1910) a 
Additional special agents, Land Office (Aug. 6, 1909) 
Temporary histopathologist, Government Hospital (Mar. 2% 
1910) : — S ete omwe 
Secretaries in military parks (Feb. 8, 1910)__- 
Assistant secretary in military park (Apr. 12, 1910) _____-- 
Scouts, buffalo keepers, and park rangers (Min. Jan. 11, Jan. 
14, and Mar. 15, 1910) ol > ee i 
All employees at leprosy station, Molokai, Hawaii (Sept. 
24, 1900) ae apis ate ai . an entailed neh . 
amperes acting as openers and packers, Hawaii (July 12, 
N10) 
Field assistants for reconnoissance parties, Forest Service 
(Sept. 24, 1910), about ee ee aa ei ile 
“ee ialist in higher education, Bureau of Education (July 1, 
910) ini daelaeniianbepatiadaiadiiataian siesta ahaa elon ‘ - 
Temporary machinists in Census Office (order Dec. 29, 1909) — 
Paymaste's’ clerks acting as principal clerks to storekeepers 
at navy yards (Bec. 2, 1910}_~_- 
Employees under the Navy Department: 
In Island of Guam (Jan. 26, 1911) 
In Island of Samoa (Feb. 21, 1911) 
Miners under Bureau of Mines (Jan, 30, 1911) _.________-~ 
Clerks actually on duty with each assistant paymaster, 
United States Marine Corps (Apr. 3, 1911)-_ ecnianslans 
Assistant to secretary in office of Secretary of the Interior 
(Apr. 21, 1911) i seine tai cla hth ate pt einen 
rmy paymasters’ clerks given military status by Army act 
Of Mar. B, LBAL (iW Ceti: Bog ie Penetertiestcitrtrtcnieon 
Recognition of classification withdrawn (Min. Jan. 9. 1912)- 
Inspectors with confidential duties, Interior Department 
{Apr. 10, 1912)- siniectaiaiiieeeapsallta ibaa cians Mes atan ttle ipods 
Clerk, District of Columbia sinking fund, not now regarded 
as in executive civil service (Min. Aug. 19, 1912)______~ 
Officers to aid in important drafting work, State Department 
(Aug. 24, 1912) 


Net additions to Oct 


Total 
COMPARISON OF EXTENSIONS BY ADMINISTRATIONS. 


WRB r OR i ciccitesinai ciidathtalerctabden tnd 


President 
President 
President 
President 
President 
President 
President 


15, 573 

11, 757 

10, 535 

38, 961 

3, 261 

34, 766 

41, 559 

156, 412 

The above does not show the number of pessene in the classified sery- 

ice, as increase by mere natural growth has not been included. The 

number of positions subject to examination as reported to June 30, 

1912, was 236,061. 

On December 7, 1912, the President classified navy yard artisans, the 

estimated number being 25,000, 


As stated above, the number of positions subject to examination on 
June 30, 1912, was 236,061. Including the above extension, natural 
growth of the service, etc., the number at the present time (April 11, 
1913) is about 300,000, 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, it will be noted from that 
letter that most of the information asked for can be readily fur- 
nished without much expense. The only expense will be that 
involved in furnishing the names of some 297,000 persons, 
showing who they are, where they are located, and from what 
States they hail. I am told that a great many people are on 


Harrison 

Cleveland 
McKinley 
Roosevelt 
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| have been filed? 
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the rolls claiming to be, for example, from North Carolina, who 
never saw North Carolina. If Senators could see the names of 
these persons they would know that they are not always 
charged to the right State, and that some of them are fraud 
lently there. I want to say that if one-tenth of what I hay 
heard since I have introduced this resolution and what I hay 
read from people who seem to knew about the administrat 

of the affairs of the civil service is true, it bears out the chars: 
I have heard that its administration is a fraud. I do not m: 
that charge; but I say if one-half that is said is so, there oug)h 
to be an investigation by the committee appointed to look 
such matters, to wit, the Committee on Civil Service 
Retrenchment. 

It is said in the letter which has been read at the desk that 
it will cost $29,000 to furnish those names. That would be tu 
cents a name. Some Senators know that we can secure tli 
names of persons in our own States, where they are scattered! 
all up and down the State, for about 1 cent each. 

The names involved in this inquiry are right here on the ree 
ords, and why it should cost 10 cents each merely to copy t! 
names, I can not understand. I believe it can be done fo; 
$2,900, or a cent a name. That is the only difference between 
the commission and myself. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, does not the Senator realize 


| that the information he is asking for really requires an inquiry 
/as to 


the individuals named? It is not merely copying the 
names. If it merely involved copying a list of names you 
might get it for a cent a name. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It only asks for the name and the State 
from which the employee is appointed; and that is on the 
record. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And when he was appointed, and whether 
he took an examination. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Well, that is all on the record. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It will take some time to ascertain fhe f: 


in regard to the individual names. 


Mr. OVERMAN. John Smith, North Carolina, examined so 
and so, and date; that is all that is required. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
sRISTOW] is perfectly right; no doubt there will have to be an 
inquiry made as to every name. I krow, so far as the Siate 
of Utah is concerned, that there are persons under the civi! 
service and accredited to Utah who never saw Utah, just as in 
the case reported by the Senator of North Carolina and per 
haps of every State in this Union; but if you will inquire you 
will find that such employees made affidavits that they were 
from those particular States. In such cases it will furnish no 
information to the Senate to have a copy of the records of the 
Civil Service Commission sent to it. 

Mr. POMERENE,. If I understood the Senator from Utah 
correctly, he stated that there were on this list, accredited to 
the State of Utah, the names of many persons who had neve! 
seen the State of Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; a few. 

Mr. POMERENE. He also siated, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, that this record was made up from affidavits which were 
Do I understand the Senator to mean that false affidavits 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should have said that the ap- 


| plications, instead of the affidavits, showed that the persons 
| were from those 
| whether they are now required to make affidavits or whether 


States. I really am not informed as to 
they did make affidavits in years past as to whether they were 
from a particular State or not; but I do know that the appli 
cations require the name of the State in which they live. 

Mr. POMERENE. Do I understand that men who are now 
occupying positions in the civil service have made applications 
in which they have made misstatements as to the facts? 

Mr. SMOOT. I so understand, and understand that that is 
the case in all of the States. Therefore, Mr. President, if this 
information is given just as shown by the records, it will not 
convey to the Senate the information it desires. There wi!! 
have to be an investigation of all the names to find out whetler 
the statements as to residence are true or are not true. 

Mr. OVERMAN. We can make an investigation after we get 
the names and know who they are and see them on the rolls. 

Another thing, if the Senator will permit me. It will be 2 
very easy matter for the Civil Service Commission to comply 
with this resolution. It is not going to require all of this ex- 
pense. They can send to the heads of the departments for the 
information. They can send to the Navy Department, for ex- 
ample, and the Navy Department in 24 hours or in a week can 
furnish them the name of every person in that department, with- 
out any expense to the Civil Service Commission. They have 
the records also. So it is not going to cost all this amount, in 
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my opinion. I do not believe it will cost over $2,900. 
nose it does cost $50,000? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 


But sup- 


yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Ir. WILLIAMS. I desire the Senator to yield simply for a 
syegestion. While it may be true that, in response to this reso- 
lution, we would not get information that would be accurate or 
orrect, because it might appear from the rolls that A, B, C, 
and D were accredited to Utah and did not belong to Utah, we 
would still acquire some very valuable information, to wit, 
t A, B, C, and D were guilty of falsehood and misrepresenta- 
sion in order to procure an office. Does not the Senator agree | 
with me that any man who is guilty of that sort of conduct is 
unworthy of office and ought to be discharged for cause at once? 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if I had not been interrupted | 
but had been allowed to proceed, I should have stated frankly | 
that I do not care whether this information costs $29,000 or 
more. I am not complaining as to its cost. It certainly ought 
to be investigated. I think, however, that in the annual report 


l 
th 
Lt 


that will be made by the commission ail the information asked 
for in the resolution will be furnished, with perhaps the excep- 
tion of the 294,000 names. As this will require the expenditure 
of money, the resolution ought to go to the Committee to Audit 
und Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Not at all, Mr. President. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution on 
does not call for the expenditure of any money. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Not a dollar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Some such information as 
that may be communicated to the Senate by the committee to 
which it is referred. There ts nothing on the face of it, how- 
ever, that calls for the expenditure of public money. It may be 
that the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment may find 
ihey can make the investigation without the expenditure of any 
money. However, that is a matter for the Senate. Before any | 
money is taken out of the Treasury, the resolution, or some ap- 
plication for action under it, must be referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator from Utah knows very well 
ihat if there is a deficiency it can be cared for in an appro- 
priation bill. That is the way those things are done. If in- 
formation comes from the heads of departments that they have 
not sufficient funds to carry out the orders of Congress, the 
Appropriations Committee investigates it and gives them a 
sufficient amount to cover the matter. 

Mr. SMOOT. That does happen every year, Mr. President; 
there is no question about that. But this is a resolution that is 
offered in the Senate, and its adoption is asked without refer- 
ence to a committee, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the resolution offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, if the resolution were going to the 
appropriate committee I would not have anything more to say; 
but if the adoption of the resolution is asked, I think the ques- 
tion ought to be decided as to whether it should not go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I respectfully suggest that 
the request for immediate consideration was made when the | 
resolution was introduced, and at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Jonres] it went over, and it now comes 
up regularly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is properly before the 
Senate now, having come over from Wednesday. The Senator 
from North Carolina has offered sundry amendments, which 
have been read to the Senate. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
amendments. I only want to suggest that the resolution as 
drawn makes no draft upon the contingent fund of the Senate. 
It requires the Civil Service Commission to furnish certain 
information. If that necessitates the expenditure of money, it 
Will be provided in an appropriation bill. It has nothing to do 
with the contingent fund of the Senate. It would not go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate in any event. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr, President, I think a statement ought to be 
inade in this connection. The presentation of this resolution, 
of which I am in favor, and especially the discussion of it, 


its face | 
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might be construed as a reflection upon the Civil Service Com 
mission. The Recorp is quite generally read; and I think the 
statement ought to be put in the Recorp now that the comniis- 


sion are in no way to blame for the fact that clerks are acered- 
ited to States to which they do not belong. ‘hat is not a 
matter for the commission to investigate. ‘I hey take the appli- 
cation; they accept as correct the statement as to residence. 
While we all understand that, \he public might not. 


For that 
reason I make this statement for the Recoxp, so that no criti- 
cism may attach to the commission on that account. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I am so thoroughly in s) 
pathy with the general purpose of the resolution that [ hesi 
tate even to express a dissent from the part now under debate 
I think there is no subject that more imperatively demands a 
revision than the law which relates to the executive civi 

While I was chairman of the Committee on Civil Servi 


service. 


e i 


nd 


Retrenchment I spent some time in an effort to codify the liw 
upon the subject. It is in dire confusion; and I applaud the 
attempt on the part of the Senator from North Carolina to 


bring some order out of the chaos that now exists, 

I want very much to see the law so amended that the Exee- 
utive shall not have the power either to exempt any individual 
from the operation of the civil-service law or to cover c¢! 3 
into the civil service. That ought to be determined by the law. 
It is a power that never ought to have been de! 


asse 


egated to the 

Executive. 
I trust, therefore, that there will be a persistent and con 
tinuous effort made to correct the law in this respect and bring 


it into harmony with its original spirit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I believe it never has been eontended 
that the civil-service law gives the Executive that power; but 
it is found in some other statute, to which I ean not refer the 
Senator at the present moment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from New Hampshire is quite 
right about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have read that statute several times, 
and I have been constrained to feel that there may well be sor 


from Iowa 


question as to whether it gives the sweeping power that Dresi 
dents have exercised in putting into the classified service thou 


sands and thousands of men and women who underwent no 
examination 
Mr. CUMMINS. I have the gravest doubt about it, and I 


always have had; but, nevertheless, it is a power that has been 
exercised many times in the past. I have no doubt that from 
the standpoint of the Executive it was exercised for the public 
good; but so long as we have ordained a competitive civil serv 
ice, Congress ought to declare what classes of employs 
be drawn into it. 

The difficulty with regard to the distribution of appointments 
in the civil service has not been the fault of the Civil Service 
Commission. Until within two years the applicant was not re- 
quired to hold an actual residence in the State from which he 
made his application and to which he was accredited. About 
two years 1go—possibly three years ago—the law was amended 
so as to require actual residence of a year in the State from 
which the applicant alleged that he came, and there bas been 
no real difficulty since that time. 

I rose primarily to say that I hope the Senator from Nort! 


} j 
S snail 


til 
Carolina will reflect upon the value of the 300,000 names sought 
by this resolution. It will cost a great deal of money; but that 
is not the real objection I have to it. It is a list that ehanges 


every day, every month, and it will be of no consequence at all 
within a very short time after it is received. 

From my examination of the subject, I think the Senator 
from North Carolina can reach every point which he desires to 
reach, and which I hope he will reach, without asking for the 
names of all the employees in the classified civil service. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I appreciate what the Sena- 
tor from Iowa says. If he will draw an amendment which will 
carry out his idea and mine, and give us the information which 
we desire without calling for these names, I shall certainly ac- 
cept it and be glad to have it adopted. I do not want to expend 
money unnecessarily; and if the Senator will suggest how 


it 
can be done at less cost, I shall be obliged to him. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. OVERMAN. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I simply wish to ask a question. Is it 


not the purpose to send the resolution to a committee 


after th» 


amendment offered to it by the Senator is accepted, so that 
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amendments like that of the Senator from Iowa may be consid- 
ered and it may be reported back here after some deliberation 
by the t seems to me that that ought 
be e of the inportance of the subject and the 
using cure in the phraseology of the resolutim 
OVERMAN, not see why we 
on le re, Mr. r ident. Tie Senator 
ted that the desired result might be a 


r this money; and i 1¢ Can draw an amend 


comniuttee ? It 
necessity for 
l. 


from lowa 
lished without 


ombl 
ring that «about, hi ve giud to accept it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. Pre , I am not prepared to write, 
upon the momet i al that I think would answer 
the object of North Carolina. There are in 
the on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment a pers that I think would be of value in 
reaching have in mind. While I 
do it, I suggest a refer of the resolution to 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. I have no doubt that, after 
conference with the Senator from North Carolina, that comumit- 
tee could very speedily report a resolution that would accom- 
plish all that we desire to accomplish. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Since a question has arisen 
as to the apportionment of the names to States from which the 
people did not come, I should like to ask the Senator from North 
Carolina whether there is a law affecting that matter, and 
apportioning them to the States, so many to each? What is the 
rule on that subject? 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is no rule about it. My idea is that 
when we have the information we sball see that bundreds and 
hundreds of men are now on the rolls by fraud that ought to be 
turned out because they got into the service in that way. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The specific point upon which 
I want information is this: In the apportionment of employees 
in the executive civil service are they apportioned to the several 
States by some rule or law? 

Mr. OVERMAN. As the Senator from Iowa has said, three 
years ago we passed a law requiring that that should be done 
thereafter; but prior to three years ago it was not done. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. But now there is a law 
apportioning them according to the States? 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is, now. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Therefore, if on referring to 
the roll we should find that certain individuals were accredited 
to States to which they did not belong, they would be removed 
from the roll, and that State would be given its quota of bona 
fide applicants? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It would then be possible to correct the evil. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the able Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. CuMMiNS] was the chairman of the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment; he knows more about this matter 
than any other individual on the floor of the Senate, and I 
adopt his suggestion. I ask that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from North 
Carolina asks that the resolution, with the pending amendments, 
be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the amendments I offered have not 
been adopted, and I should like to have that done before the 
resolution is referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They can be referred to the 
committee, together with the resolution, and be considered by it. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask also that an amendment that I 
wanted to offer may be referred to the committee with the 
resolution, after the word “ order,” in line 


the Senator from 
the 
ny pa 
point we all 
¢ 
i 


archives of 
great ih 


the 


Committee 


erence 


The amendment is, 
16, to add “and the number affected by each order.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Washington will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 1, line 16, after the word “ order,” it 
is proposed to insert: 

And the number affected by each order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Washington will be re 
ferred to the same committee to which the resolution and the 
pending amendments have been referred. The Chair hears no 
objecticn, and it is so ordered. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TUESDAY. 


Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it shall stand adjourned until next Tuesday, at 12 o’cloek 
meridian. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed. What is the further pleasure of the Senate? 


to be done, | 


can not perfect the | 
bas | and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, A 


went which | 


hesitate to | 
the Committee | 


APRIL 19. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes s 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 0’ 


15, 1913, at 12 o’ciock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 12, 1 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Franklin P. Colcock, of South Carolina, to be collector of 
toms for the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Ca 
in place of Robert Smalls, whose term of office expired by 1i 
tion July 31, 1910. 

Andrew H. Evans, of Texas, to be collector of customs fi 
district of Saluria, in the State of Texas. Mr. Evans w 
pointed under a temporary commission issued during the 1 
of the Senate. 

Turrp ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

Dudley Field Malone, of New York, to be Third Assi 

Secretary of State, vice Chandler Hale, resigned. 
COUNSELOR FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

John Bassett Moore, of New York, to be counselor for 

Department of State, vice Chandler P. Anderson, resigned. 
Univrep States District JuDGE. 

Rhydon M. Call, of Florida, to be United States district judge 
for the southern district of Florida, to which position he \ 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice Jolin 


| Cheney, whose recess appointment expired March 4, 1913. 


Unrrep STatTes ATTORNEY. 

J. L. Camp, of Texas, to be United States attotney for tl 
western district of Texas, to which position he was appointe 
during the last recess of the Senate, vice Charles A. Boynton, 
resigned. 

Unitep STaTes MARSHALS. . 

William J. McDonald, of Texas, to be United States marsha 
for the northern district of Texas, to which position he was 
appointed during the last recess of the Senate, vice George LI. 
Green, resigned. 

John H. Rogers, of Texas, to be United States marshal for 
the western district of Texas, to which position he was ap- 
poiuted during the last recess of the Senate, vice Bert J. Mc 
Dowell, recess appointee, resigned. 

MEMBER OF THE MISSISSIPPI River COMMISSION. 

Col. Lansing H. Beach, Corps of Engineers, United Stxtes 
Army, for appointment as member of the Mississippi [River 
Commission provided for by the act of Congress approved Ju 
28, 1879, entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a 
Mississippi River Commission for the improvement ‘of said river 
from the Head of the Passes near its mouth to its headwaters.” 
vice Col. William T. Rossell, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, (o be relieved. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICER. 

Col. Hugh L. Scott, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier general 
from March 23, 1913, vice Brig. Gen. Edgar Z. Steever, retired 
from active service March 22, 1913. 

CAVALRY ARM. 

To be second lieutenants with rank from March 25, 1913. 

Harold Melville Clark, of California. 

Clarence Ferdinand Ellefson, of Wisconsin. 

Harold Thompson, of Washington. 

Richard Bronaugh Barnitz, of Texas. 

Raymond Morris, of the District of Columbia. 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 


Howard Eager, of Maine, to be second lieutenant, with rank 
from March 25, 1913. 


a 


INFANTRY ARM. 

To be second lieutenants with rank from March 25, 1913. 
John Charles Palmer Bartholf, of New York. 
James Perry Cole, of Louisiana. 

Rebert Harwood Barrett, of Virginia. 
Ernest Joseph Carr, of Minnesota. 

Patrick James Hurley, of New Hampshire. 
Colin Kingsley Lee, of Missouri. 

Donald Rebert MeMillen, of Pennsylvania. 
Hugh Broadus Keen, of Virginia. 

Ora Mathias Baldinger, of Virginia. 














1913. 


CHAPLAIN, 

Rey. William Richard Arnold, of Indiana, to be chaplain 

th the rank of first lieutenant from April 8, 1913, vice Chap- 

in Edward R. Chase, Thirteenth Infantry, who died December 
95, 1912. 
"e PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 

Maj. George O. Squier, Signal Corps, to be lieutenant coionel 
f om Mareh 17, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. Frank Greene, retired 
from active service March 16, 1913. 
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| with the rank of lieutenant 
| of March, 1913, 


Capt. Walter L. Clarke, Signal Corps, to be major from March | 


17. 1913, vice Maj, George O. Squier, promoted. 
CAVALRY ARM. 

Capt. Lawrence J. Fleming, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from 
Mareh 16, 1913, vice Maj. Charles W. Farber, Eighth Cavalry, 
retired from active service March 15, 1913. 

Virst Lieut. William E. W. MackKinlay, Eleventh Cavalry, to 
pe captain from March 16, 1913, vice Capt. Lawrence J. Fiem- 

¢g, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Gordon Johnston, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from March 27. 1913, vice Capt. Edwin A. Hickman, First 
Cavalry. detailed in the Signal Corps on that date. 

Second Lient. Verne R. 
tenant from March 16, 1913, vice First Lieut. 
MacKinlay, Eleventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry W. Baird, Fifth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
enant from March 27, 1913, vice First Lieut. Gordon Johnston, 
lifteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Lucien G. Berry, Fourth Field Artillery, to be 
colonel from March 16, 1913, vice Col. Alexander B. Dyer, 
Fourth Field Artillery, retired from active service March 15, 
115. 

Maj. William Lassiter, Field Artillery, unassigned, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from March 16, 1913, vice Lieut, Col. Lucien G. 
Berry, Fourth Field Artillery, promoted. 

Capt. Manus McCloskey, Third Field Artillery, to be major 
from Mareh 16, 1913, vice Maj. Otho W. B. Farr, Fifth Field 
Artillery, detached from his proper command. 

Charles Dudley Daly, late second lieutenant in the Artillery 
Corps, to be first lieutenant of Field Artillery, with rank from 
March 5, 1913. 


William E. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Capt. Albert G. Jenkins, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major 
from March 7, 1913, vice Maj. James A. Shipton, detached from 
his proper command. (This officer was nominated to the Senate 
March 10, 1913, for promotion with rank from March 2, 1913, 
and his nomination was confirmed March 15, 1913. This nomi- 
nation is submitted for the purpose of correcting the date of 
rank of the nominee.) 

INFANTRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. John S, Parke, Infantry, unassigned, to be colonel 
from April 4, 1913, vice Col. Samuel W. Dunning, Infantry, 
unassigned, detached from his proper command. 

Capt. Lewis S. Sorley, Fourteenth Infantry, to be major from 
March 11, 1913, vice Maj. Benjamin C. Morse, Infantry, unas- 
signed, promoted. 

Capt. William M. Morrow, Fifth Infantry, to be major from 
March 15, 1913, vice Maj. Dwight E. Holley, Eleventh Infantry, 
retired from active service March 14, 1913. 

First Lieut. Ward Dabney, Twenty-first Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from March 16, 1913, vice Capt. Arthur Cranston, Sixth 
Infantry, resigned March 15, 1913. 

First Lieut. Paul M. Goodrich, Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain from March 19, 1913, vice Capt. Wilson B. Burtt, Twen- 
tieth Infantry, detailed in the Signal Corps on that date. 

First Lieut. Frank H. Kalde, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 
from April 8, 19138, vice Capt. Isaac A. Saxton, Twenty-sixth 
Infantry, retired from active service Aprii 2, 1913. 

First Lieut. William W. Taylor, jr., Twelfth Infantry, to 
be captain from April 5, 1913, vice Capt. Walter B. Elliott, In- 
fantry, unassigned, retired from active service April 4, 1913. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Wyman, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to 

be first lieutenant from March 16, 1913, vice First Lieut. Ward 
Dabney, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 
_ Second Lieut. Edward H. Teall, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from March 19, 1913, vice First Lieut. Paul M. 
Goodrich, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John W. Lang, Ninth Infantry, to be first lieu- 


tenant from April 3, 1913, vice First Lieut. Frank H. Kalde, 
Sixth Infantry, promoted. 





sell, First Cavalry, to be first lieu- | Gee 
i 


wa 


Infantry, to be 
Lieut. William W. 





Second Lieut. George T. Everett, Fifteenth 
first lieutenant from April 5, 1913, vice First 
Taylor, jr., Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Richard Grady, a citizen of Maryland, to be a dental surgeon 
in the Navy for duty at the United States Na Academy, 
(junior grade), from the 4th day 
in accordance with a provision contained in anu 
act of Congress approved on that date. 


sp] 
Vall 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 14, 1913. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. 
lowing prayer: 
Eternal God, our heavenly Father, always present and ever 


D., offered the fol- 


| ready to help those who seek Thy help, impart unto us plen- 
teously of Thy grace, that with courage and fortitude we may 


; and 


live our convictions, according others the same right to think 
act their convictions that we claim for ourselves; that 
with open minds and hearts we may give and take with per- 
urbanity, and pass on to the larger life, in Christ Jesus 
our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, April 10, 


1913, 
was read and approved. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. There are certain Members here who desire 
to be sworn in. If they will present themselves, the oath of 
office will be administered to them. 

Mr. DaNnrortH, Mr. Newtson, Mr. SuMNerRs, and Mr. Gray 
appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath of office. 


LEAVE TO FXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. WALLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a 
ask unanimous consent to have it inserted in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to insert in the Recorp a paper which the Chair 
undertands consists of certain tables touching the tariff ques- 
tion. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


paper, and 


Tariff comparisons based on handbook issucd by the 


Ways and Means 
Committee. 
DYES 

1896, 1905, 1910, 1912, | Under 

Wilson | Dingley Payne Payne | wood 

bill. | bill. bill, | bill, | pin. 
Average rate..... per ss 25 | 80 | 30 30 ) 
a .-| $729,583 $1,690,549 |$1,818,310 $2,069,627 $2,070, c00 

| 


SINGLE 


YARNS OF JUTE NOT FINER THAN 6 LEA OR NUMBER 





= 

Average rate.....per cent_ 30 29.24 | $2.28 | 29.90 15 

RITE iid ets acciuaat cane $41,405 | $50,026 | $233,915 | $74,357 $82 , 500 
i i 











SINGLE YARNS MADE OF JUTE FINER THAN 5 LEA OR NUMBER 











Average rate..... per cent. 30 35 | 35 85 °5 
ee baba $41,408 | $17,635 | $43,566 | $10,178 $11, °60 

COTTON THREAD AND YARNS. - 
Average rate. ...- per ry $7.85 84.20 | 22.18 21.54 19.99 


DI. cincimiinnnedis $850,081 ae $4,289,008 ($4,013,926 $4,586,000 


SINGLB YARNS MADE OF FLAX OR MIXTURE OF ANY OF THEM, NOT FINER 
THAN 8 LEA OR NUMBER. 











| | 
Average rate... -. per cent. 85 41.39 23.21 | 99 29 | 1% 
Imports. ...........-...--- $455,695 | $205 $75 | $342 $381 
SAME, FINER THAN 8 LEA OR NUMBER AND NOT FINER THAN 80 LEA OR 
NUMBER. 

Average rate... per cunt) es 40 | 40 40 oy 
nade data taceill Ae daehuehaeee | $73,917 $71,177 $148,661 | $162,500 
SAME, FINER THAN 80 LEA OR NUMBER, 

“ eR: 10 Bs . : ‘ 
| Average rate.....per cent_|....-....-- 15 15 | 15 | 10 
PE cans: cobadedentncepeneneccas« | $21,464 $69,820} $51,951 | $70,000 


| | ; 
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Tariff comparisons besed on handbook issued by the Ways and Means 
Committce—Continued. 


YARNS WHOLLY OR IN PART OF WOOL. 


! 
1896, 
Wilson 
bill. 


1905, 
Dingley 
bill. 


1910, 
Payne 
bill. 


1912, 
Payne 
bill. 


Under- 
wood 
bill. 


| | 
82.38 | 

$326,886 | 

' 


Average rate per cent 89.90 
I ris pkciainn 1,081,077 


79.44 20 
$59,470 | $600,000 


COTTON CLOTH, 


42.13 


41.62 28.54 | 
,785 |$9,681,846 $7,638,631 


$4,944,125 ($8,217 


$10,645,000 
WHARING APPAREL WHOLLY OR IN PART OF 
WOOL. 


82.20 81.3 79.56 35 
$1,691,751 ($1,776,236 '$2,190,202 $4,000,000 


SHIRTS AND DRAWERS COTTON. 


Average rate 
Se 


50 | or 


| 
per cent 50 | 61.44 25 
$700,000 


l l 
$523,403 | $612,889 | 


$520,222 | $361,587 


*HTS AUBUSSON, AXMINSTER, CHENILLE, 


| 
| 


MOQUETTS. 
64.62 | 85 


62.00 & 
5, 864 $90, 000 


$62,700 | $F 


rent 40 
$258 ,975 


| 
69.46 
$38,178 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


CARPETS—SAXONY, WILTON, TOURNAY. 
ee ee 

40 | 74.07 70.14 | 

$128, 057 $44,690 | $40,711 | 


BRUSSELS, FIGURDD OR PLAIN, 


CARPETS— 


69.45 | 
$2,290 | 


76.29 | 
$8,222 | 


| ' 


79.57 


614,705 


Average 
Imports 


rate__.._per cent... 40 


$148,165 


23 
$10, 00 


CARPETS VELVET AND TAPESTRY. 


62.05 | 30 
968,338 | $90,000 


63.74 


62.46 | 
$45,495 


$41,058 


Average rate... 40 
oo $102,356 





CARPETS—TLAPESTRY BRUSSELS. 





42.50 | 61 
$24,513 $121 


64.41 83.58 20 
$187 | $225 $4,000 


| — 


Average rate__.._per cent_ 


CARPETS TREBLE INGRAIN, 
areetitesinnsinncnnacemitiitiiinnainimcititiitaageaanmnrmati . 
32.50 
— $17,745 





Average rate.....per cent. 
a 


| wa 64.34) 60.94 | 


$11,000 $1,675 | $8,942 | 


CARPETS—WOOL DUTCH AND TWO-PLY. 
nineteen 


Average rate._...per cent_| 30 
Impoates..ancccsas | 


55.82 | 20 
$420} $1,000 


62.50 | 
$22 | 


57 .88 
$2,270 


CARPETS OF BVERY DESCRIPTION WOVEN WHOLDP FOR ROOMS, AND ORIENTAL 
BERLIN, AUBUSSON, AXMINSTER, AND SIMILAR RUGS. 


| | 
Average rate.....per cent. 40 | 62.74 60.57 | 58.10 +) 
Imports..............--...| 9258,975 (@2,708,744 ener $3,781,059 $4,000,000 





SKINS FOR MOROCCO—TANNED, UNFINISHED. 
Average rate.....per cent. 10 18 5.37 
GROUOS.. .ccni cdniedabeee $8,170,447 |$2,231,409 ($1,824,222 
' 


SKINS FOR MOROCCO—FTINISUIED. 


| 


5 5 
$1,972,180 |$2,000,000 


15.88 15 15 
$95, 869 $64,801 $60, 000 


Avcrage rate 


...per cent. 20 20 
Imports 


$73,735 | $105,9 


GLOVES. 





— 


Average rate. ...-per cent_| 85.38 52.58 | 49.52 44.15 81.77 
SMIPUEE.. .n.kdcnasseownsced ($6,609,232 $4,899,704 ($7,755,239 /$7,841,830 $9,106,000 
| | 


PIANOFORTE AND GLOVE LBATHER. 





Average rate.....per cent. 20 20 20 20 10 
PRNOTUE.. ..ncnakanuseenien $695 | No eae '$1,798,572 |$2,000,000 
oa | 


BROOMS. 


i 
Average rate 40 


40 | 40 15 
Imports ‘$12,060 $1,192 


$4,390 $4,829 $6,000 
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Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a letter writ 
by the Hon. William Randolph Hearst to the editor of 
Washington Post, appearing in the Washington Post of Apri| 14 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanim 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by publish 
letter written by the Hon, William Randolph Hearst 
published in the Washington Post of April 14. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. H; 
WIcK] objects. 

Mr. MANN. We will get it in the Recorp later, all right. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex 
my remarks in the Recorp by inserting an article on the sul 
of pensions to mothers with dependent children. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. D 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rr 
by publishing an article on the subject of pensions to dey 
widows and their children. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ol 
I desire to suggest this to the House, at a time when my act 


|} can not be eonstrued as being in any sense personal: I[ t! 


there has been a great abuse in the use of the Recorp, a: 
far as I can as an individual Member, I want to preve! 
use of the Recorp for purposes other than what seem to b 
proper purposes. Where there are extensions of remark 
where there are articles directly relating to matters before 
House, and about which gentlemen have spoken, I see no o! 
tion; but touching matters which tend to make the procee 
appear to be something they are not, and to deceive the pu 
as to what occurs on the floor, I shall in the future object. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. I will state to the gentleman that I am sur 
will not object to this, because it is an article on public pens 
to mothers with dependent children, concerning which 
is now in many States a movement to provide for suc! 
sions. . 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have no objection to publishing, when the 
House sees fit, various articles on various subjects as docun 
but I do think that the ConcresstonaL Recorp ought to be | 
as a method of showing the proceedings of this House. 
ought not to be abused to the extent it has been in the pa 

Mr. DYER. I heartily agree with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Considering that the House is now meeting 
twice a week and adjourning over for three days at a 
there is very little in the Reroogrp, the business of the [| 
being transacted in a secret Democratic caucus. In view of 
that fact, does not the gentleman think that, in the ordin 
amenities of the situation, it is permissible for members of | 
minority, who are awaiting the pleasure of the Democrati 
cus, to print things in the Recorp that may be iustructive : 
interesting? 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
meant seriously 

Mr. MANN. It is meant seriously. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think it is desirable that the [i 
should show the proceedings of Congress. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And nothing else. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And that it ought not be padded with a 
of matter which individual Members may think important : 
which may or not be important. 

Mr. MANN. Since the Recorp does not now show the pro 
ings of Congress, as the preceedings of the House at the pre~ 
time are not being published, because they are taking place 
secret Democratic cancus, does not the gentleman think | 
bers of the minority ought to be allowed the courtesy of in: 
ing other things in the Rrecorp? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am giad to see that the time has am 
when the gentleman from Illinois admits that Republicans | 
not count in the House of Representatives. [Applause 
laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MANN. We do not count at all in the Democratic ca" 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘The gentleman is undertaking to confus 
proceedings of the caucus with the proceedings of the Hous 

Mr. MANN. No; it is the Democrats who are undertakin: 
confuse the Democratie caucus with the House. It is not 
side of the House at all. [Applause on the Republican sid: 

Mr. SHERLEY. The trouble with the gentleman from | 
nois is that he finds himself loath to admit that any situaue! 
is proper in which he is not allowed full sway to speak. 


In so far as the gentleman’s questi 











1915. 





\ MANN. Well, very likely it would add very much to 


t interest of the proceedings of the Democratic caucus if 
from this side of the House could be admitted to its 
d tions. {Applause on the Republican side. | 
SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object to this request for 


? 1 cons 


SPEAKI 
s the end of it. 
Mr. KENT. Mr. Speaker, prior to the organization of the 
hird Congress a number of Members of Congress here in 
organized obtain funds for the relief of the flood 
I ask unanimous consent to publish a statement of 
ted sements of that committee. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
it xtend hi in the Re Is there 


nt. 


Rk. The gefitleman from Kentucky objects, and 








to 
and the disbur 
cous to ¢ remarks RD, 
ol tion? 

BARTLETT. Let us hear what it is. 
Mr. KENT. I ask that it be read for information; it is only 


f es in length 
BARTLETT. No; that gets it into the Recorp. 
SPEAKER. What does the gentleman’s paper refer to? 
KENT. It is a statement of the funds raised among the 
i rs of the House for the sufferers by flood and the dis 
n of this fund. It is only four lines long. 
~ Mr. LANGLEY. That has nothing to do with the proceedings 
! the House. Why does not the gentleman from Kentucky 


SHERLEY] object? 
BARTLETT. I will object, and that will 
! ‘om Kentucky from objecting. 


[ONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I 


if ask unanimous 


consent to 
| my remarks in the Record on the subject of woman suf 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani 


nsent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the sub- 


of woman suffrage. Is there objection? 
SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, that I may not be misunder- 
I know from the practice of the gentleman that his re 
wi pe so idieated that it will be evident that they are 
ed under the leave to print. 
MONDELL. They will. 


SHERLEY. 
LAFFERTY. 


With that understanding, I do not object. 
Mr. Speaker, the right 


reserving 


MADDEN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 


» SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
MADDEN. I would like to ask the Speaker if he will 
the He » under what rule of the He >a Member re 
the right to object and then goes on to discuss the merits 
( ‘stion? 


SPEAKER. That has been the practice ever since the 








( ias been in the House—for 18 years. 
MADDEN. Und what rule? 
e SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 
ir. LANGLEY. Under the rule of immemorial usage. 
» SPEAKER If the gentieman from Illinois wants an 
( 1 from the Cha the Chair thinks that debate under the 
tion to ob. is frequently employed to the waste of 
\ 


MADDEN. That is what 
he SPEAKER. There is no 
t has grown up in the House. 
Mr. MADDEN. Then I to resery 
n to insist on a strict enforcement of the 
of this kind. 
SPEAKER. 
t recular order. 
Mr. MADDEN. I demand the regular order now. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the r 
; I have not objected. 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
regular order, and that 1s equivalent to a 
ienie 
tion? 


I think. 


rule about it; it is a practic 


am going 


All the gentleman has to do 


ight to ob 


Tilinois 
demand for the 
of the question whether there is objection. Is there 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
*n the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday 


demands the 


put 


objec 


next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
RECOGNITION OF 
Mr. AUSTIN rose. 


m The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Tennessee rise? 


Mr. AUSTIN. I rise to ask unanimous consent for the con- 


sideration of the following resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, 


THE CHINESE GOVERN MENT. 
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The SPEAKER. Is it a priv “Ml I tion? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will have to ; the S } r to dete } 
that after it is read 

The SPEAKER. The is not } i d vi will 
have to take the usual course der the ri 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will te 


Mr. MANN. The ge 
ognized by the Speaker 
Mr. FITZGI Ld. 


recognized. 


wntls ) 


RAI 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennes: ] n 
recognized. ‘The Chair asked him d netly for wv 
he rose. 

Mr. MANN. The ¢ tler 1 from J nes ! 
and addressed the Speal no one ed 
Speaker, under the rules of the Ho yt t 
Tennessee entitled to re gnitioi 

The SPEAKER N 

Mr. MANN. Th b no 1 iar der of t 
the Hlouse? 

Che SPEAKER. ! f 
he ¢ ir may possil have 1 Ld ( 
nessee ”’ | re he j Vv t | 
whole statement is to be taken togethe! rhe ¢ 1 
for what purpose he rose. 

Then the gentleman sent up t { ! | ‘ 
h ng in mind e Unanimous ¢ ‘ ‘ ! . 
: ‘ ion fr ti ( d read ‘ 
that it was a pr : 7 ‘ 
10ul i th would t ws \ | ) 
through the basket 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution might pros 
nut in the basket, but the S| k rr { 
time there is nothir g be fore the H wl 1 takes 
of anything else that I know of, ess it | _ 


adjourn. 
Mr. HARR 


ISON of New i 


[iouse do now adi 
rl} SPEAKER \ hel » a t 1 ' ! 
| nr, t Chair y tal ti Di t i 
end of the Sixtieth Cons : -< re : 
i ‘ blished a Calendat Une ‘ ( 
last summer there were severa ! 
ti Government wi I i lon 
were not put roug t G | 
c e of the « rio n of w ‘ 
stretched the rule ffi ntly to n ‘ ‘ 
1 Then ad shed } er of t 1 e 1 j 
protested against the | ed 1 know 
‘re going b or rein] i » ft | i ) 
| had ex het ] f 
we were not going to do anything of t 
Chair has been very care i 
bring up matters that ought not » be b t uy ‘ 
rule. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
to any strict count ty f re ' 
he intended to for v t purp ‘ } 
he recognized him. 
The SPEAKER. The Cl yt 
nan i! 1 iil $ d ris for il I ( 
then k for hat purt e eo we 
iy re< 
ietl I ] » I ' } \ ' 
ihe iir did ( t t. ! ‘ ; 
y rec ! m i I ter l hh the | ! , 
ring up: but afterwards the Chair ad i ( 
of pound! a-q tion that is very | ‘ 
W 1 n I . for ‘ hat ] rl ~ t] , 


Chair thinks that is the onl rr ly way to 
Mr. MANN. 
ber the Chair held a 
on the floor. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair 
lapse of time. 
Mr. 
party. 








nm 


LANGLE 


Mr. HARRISON of New York i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentien 
York to withhold his motion for a1 ent 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
resolution from the Committee on Accounts, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 38 (H. Rept. 3). 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay. 
out of the contingent fund, to Anna M. Coultry, widow of P. L. Coul 
try, late an assistant foreman of the folding room of the House, a 
sum equal to six months of his salary as such employee and an addi- 
tional amount, not exceeding $250, for the funeral expenses of said 
PP. L. Coultry. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Coultry, a House employee, 
died in the early days of March last. This is the usual resolu- 
tion that is adopted in the event of the death of a House em- 
ployee, whereby the widow is paid an amount equal to six 
months of the deceased's salary, and funeral expenses, not ex- 
ceeding $250. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

MESSENGERS FOR POSTMASTER OF HOUSE. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privileged 
resolution from the Committee on Accounts, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 24 (H. Rept. 2). 

Resolved, That the Postmaster of the House be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to appoint seven messengers, who shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House at the rate of $100 per month from and 
including the Ist day of April, 1913, during the first session of the 
Sixty-third Congress. 

The SPEAKER. 
lution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if this is the usual resolution or the usual number of 
extra employees that is provided for the postmaster? 

Mr. LLOYD. This is the usual number. It is the number 
we always have during the regular sessions of Congress. It is 
not provided for in the appropriation bill, because the appro- 
priation bill did not provide for the extra session of Congress. 
There are some amendments to this which I desire to have the 
Clerk report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 4, after the word “and,” strike out the word “included” and 
insert the word “ after.” 

5, after the word “ thirteen,” insert the word “ and.” 


Line 5, 
Mr. LLOYD. 


The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


is to provide that these individuals may receive pay from the | 
The resolution is intended to provide that | 
pay, but it is so worded that there is doubt as to whether or | 


Ist day of April. 


not 
These 


it does it. The purpose of the amendments is to make sure. 
individuals have been at work since the Ist 


here and the services needed to be rendered. 
dered by these individuals. 
Mr. MANN. 


day of April. 

The SPEAKER. 
ments, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 
resolution, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 


oo 
-~-v 


(H. Rept. 1). 

Resolved, That 
authorized to appoint four messengers, who shall 
contingent fund of the House at the rate of $100 per month during 
the first session of the Sixty-third Congress. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this provides for four messengers 
in the House post office. Three of those will be new employees 
or appointees. Under the regulations heretofore, we have pro- 
vided by House resolution for one messenger, but three addi- 
tional messengers are needed because of the addition to the 
membership in the House and because of the necessity for the 
use of the Maltby Building. The purpose of this resolution is 
to provide mail facilities for those Members who are at the 
Maltby Building. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman”yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. What are the duties of the three employees 
just provided for in the prior resolution at $125 per month? 


3 } 
Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the amendments | 


day of | 
April, and the membership of the House—nearly all of it—was | 
They were ren- | 
If the individuals rendered the services, I do | 
not know that anyone can object, although I think there were | 
comparatively few Members of Congress present on the 1st | 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


The question is on agreeing to the amended | 


the Postmaster of the House be, and he is hereby, | 
be paid out of the | 


APRIL 14. 
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Mr. LLOYD. 
Mr. MANN. 
at $125. 
Mr. LLOYD. No; in both the rate is fixed at $100 a month). 
Mr. MANN. Are the duties the same? 
Mr. LLOYD. They are similar duties. 
Mr. MANN. There is no distinction? 
Mr. LLOYD. None whatever. 
Mr. MANN. Except that the three are not carried in +! 
annual appropriation bill for the regular session? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. And this one messenger heretofore has been psii 
out of the contingent fund? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir; and this now provides that the fi 
shall be so paid. 
Mr. MANN. Does the Maltby Building require the additions) 
three messengers? ' 
Mr. LLOYD. ‘The postmaster insists that it does. He has 
ohe man over there who has charge of the stamps and registere| 
letters and that kind of work, and two other men, one of wh 
receives mail and the other distributes it. 
Mr. MANN. The gentieman’s committee has not yet becom 
liberal enough to provide for the delivery of mail in the Capito! 
Building itself, 1 believe? 
Mr. LLOYD. No, sir. The gentleman from Illinois andj 
myself occupy the same position, along with the Speaker. 0 
mail is not delivered to us at all. 
Mr. MANN. We have to go and get our mail. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. There are some compensating 
advantages, however. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the res 
lution. 
Mr. HELM rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise’ 
Mr. HELM. I would like to ask the gentleman from Misso 
[Mr. Luioyp] a question, if he will yield. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HELM. I have had some difficulty, and I think it 
quite generally true that mail that passes through the pos! 
office, where it is of real value, such as these United St 
maps and some kinds of books, often goes astray. I have hind 
| so many instances of that kind that I seldom, if ever, give ; 
order for the mailing or delivery of one of those large m 
| without having to put a registered stamp on it. Is the g 
man from Missouri familiar enough with the situation to k 
where that fault lies? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir; I am not. 
| point out where the fault lies—— 

Mr. HELM. That is what I am trying to find out—— 

Mr. LLOYD. And if the fault lies with any appointee 
this House of Representatives, I think we will take steps pr 
| quickly to get rid of the individual responsible for the wro 
doing. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I will say to my colleague from Kent 
| {Mr. Het] that I think the fault is due to the fact that 1) 
is a Democratic administration of the House post office. ‘4 
| is the reason it is not running smoothly. [Laughter on 
Republican side.] 

Mr. LLOYD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. We had thes 
| trouble under the Republican administration of the House. 
| Mr. BARTLETT. We had more trouble under the Repub 
can administration. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. I never heard of it. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield furt! 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Heim]? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HELM. Judging from the remarks of my colleague f! 
Kentucky {|Mr. LANGLEY], and the remarks in response ther 
| by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bartietr], it seems (1 
| this is no new thing, and [I judge from what has occurre! 
| here that in the matter that I have brought to the attentio! 
| of the gentleman from Missouri I am not the only victim. [ 
further conclude that in this matter that I have inquired ab 
there are others who are in the same boat as myself, who | 
had the same trouble and experience that I have had. It is * 
condition that ought to be remedied in some way, it occurs to 1° 

Mr. LLOYD. So far as “the gentleman from Missouri ” 
concerned, I may say that I have never heard, during | 
administration of the House by the Democrats, of the 1 
delivery of maps. 

Mr. HELM. What I have said has reference to the fore! 
régime; I have no such trouble under this régime; but | 
afraid that something of that kind may occur hereafter. 


They are provided for at $100 a month. 
I thought the prior resolution provided for the 


But if the gentleman 
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Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- : he Clerk read the titles of the following bills: 
ileman yield? bill authorizing the extension of First Street east, and for ot! 
rhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield purposes “s ae aes ; . , 
ts the gentleman from South Dakota? i” —— i aut ize the extension of Twenty-fifth Street SE. and 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes. A bill granting an increase of | nsion to Frederick C. Hammeter 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- A bill to pension w “ w and minor children of any officer or enlisted 
fieman from Missouri whether, under his observation, he con- | ™@" Whe served in the War with Spain or Philippine insurrection 
ciders that the mail at the House Office Building is delivered The SPEAKER. This last bill is the one th: it had Mr. Crago’s 
as early as it should be? My room in the House Office Build- | Dame atta hed to it. Mr. Crago is no longer a Member of the 
ing is located on the third floor, and according to my observa- | House. 
tion for some months past my mail is delivered there by 9.15 LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
o'clock in the morning. If a Member has his mail sent to his | By unanimous consent, Mr. Martin of New Jersey was er: 
hotel, it will arrive there at something like 7.30 o’clock in the | yoave of absence for one week. on ccount of important b 
morning. Does not the gentleman think there is a possibility | pocs ; F oe 
that in the operation of the postal service under the contro! of ADJOURNMENT 
ihe administration of this House the mail should be delivered to ; , 
the House Office Building earlier than 9.15? Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that 


Mr. LLOYD. It could be arranged for; but I think it has 
heen the custom to have it delivered, for a number of years 
ast, at that time. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
invidious comparisons. I am more interested in the service 
than in a comparison, but my recollection is that heretofore, at 
least before the last two years, our 
House Office Building much earlier than it is at the present 


I do not want to bring up 


Mr. LLOYD. If there are any complaints about the service 
of the post-office department of the House, the Committee on 
Accounts will be glad to have them presented. If there is any- 
thing that ought to be remedied, and can be remedied, it shall be 
done, 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I desire to make 


1 } - 

Mr. LLOYD. I am speaking authoritatively when I make 
that statement. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. As a Member of the House, 
I desire to suggest that the delivery of mail to Members, often 
relating to the business of the day’s session, at their oflices at 


9.15 in the morning is a very tardy delivery, and I should like 


to ask the gentieman whether that can not be improved upon. 
Mr. LLOYD. I will make inquiry about it and see whether 


itcan be done, and if it is the desire of the Members of the House 
to have an earlier delivery we shall have it earlier. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman note my 
desire for an earlier delivery? 

The SPEAKER, The question is on 
lution. 


Mr. HAMLIN, 


agreeing to the reso- 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. HAMLIN. How many Members are at present domiciled 
in the Maltby Building? 

Mr. HOWARD. Forty-four. 


Mr. LLOYD. Forty-four, I understand. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I should like to know why it is that those 
of us who are officing in the Capitel can not have our mail 
delivered to us, 

Mr. LLOYD. We are supposed to be a select class. Ordi- 
nirily the man who finds himself in the Capitol is connected 
vith a committee, and he is supposed to have a messenger to 
send and get his mail. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is a very rash presumption, so far as 
the majority of us are concerned. We find ourselves without a 
messenger, and at the present time we find ourselves without 
any committee. There are about a dozen or 15 of us, I think, 
who are officing in the Capitol. If 45 are entitled to have 4 
men deliver their mail to them—— 

Mr. LLOYD. Three. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Three—why are we not entitled to at least one, 


~ that we can get our mail? It seems to me that is hardly 
air. 


Mr. LLOYD. I think that will adjust itself so that there will 
be no trouble about that later on. 


Mr. HAMLIN. All right. With that assurance, I will not 
press the. matter. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


The SPEAKER. There are three or four bills that have been 
put into the basket without the names of any Members attached 
to them. The Clerk will read the titles of the bills, and the 


—— who put them in the basket can put their names on 
em 


mail was delivered to the | 


a sugges- | 


} 





the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 35 
minutes p.m.) the House, under the order previously agreed to, 
adjourned until Thursday, April 17, 1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communication: 


“ 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fo Hows Ss: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of ey transmitting a 

from the chairman of the Chickamaug and Chattanooga N 
tional Park Commission inclosing a letter from the superintend- 
ent of the park relative to the appropriations for said park (FI. 
Doc. No. 13); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary e 
amination of Missouri River at St. Joseph, Mo., with a view to 
preventing a diversion of the river through Lake Contrary and 
contiguous lakes (H. Doc. No. 14); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
Jackson Creek Bar, Va., with a view of cutting through same to 
provide a harbor at Deltaville (H. Doc. No. 15); te the Com 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 


illustration. 


4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
Lake Worth Inlet, Fla. (H. Doe. No. 16); to the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


5. A letter from the Secretary of War, trausmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
Cape Fear River, below Wilmington, N. C., with a view to se- 
curing a depth of 20 feet to quarantine station (H. Doc. No. 


17); to the Committee on River 
printed with illustration. 


s and Harbors and ordered to be 


6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on examination and 
survey of Anclote River, Fla. (H. Doe. No. 18); to the Cen 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors 
illustration. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
Choctaw Bayou, Tensas Parish, La. (H. Doe. No. 19); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustration. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, 


and ordered to be printed with 


transmitting, with a 


transmitting, with a 


letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
tSliack River, Ark., near Buttermilk Bank (Bend), with a view 
of protecting the bank in the interests of navigation (H. Doe. 
No. 20); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed with illustration. 

9. A letter from thé Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
harbor at Great Salt Pond, Bloek Island, R. I. (H. Doe. No. 


21); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
New River, Dade County, Fla., from head of navigation to its 
outlet in the Atlantic Ocean, with a view to creating a deep- 
water harbor for seagoing vessels (H. Doc. No. 22); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustration. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmifting, with a 


letter from the Chief of Engineers, report 
Dutch Island Harbor, R. I., with a view 


rmination oF 


om eX! 


to removal of 
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now obstructing approach channel (H. Doc. ‘No. to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 
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Also; a bill (H. R,. 2448) to provide for the refunding of ¢ 
tain moneys illegally assessed and collected in the district 


12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | Utah; to the Committee on Claims. 


letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on examination and 
survey of Newbegun Creek, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 24); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustration. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam- 
ination of harbor at Elk Rapids, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 25); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 


Charlevoix Harbor, Mich., with a view to an increased depth | 


between Lake Michigan and Pine Lake (H. Doc. No. 26); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustration. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on examination and 
survey of north and south forks of Tred Avon River, Md. 
(H. Doc. No. 27); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed with illustration. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam- 
ination of San Luis Obispo Harbor, Cal., with a view to re- 
moval of rocks and other obstructions (H. Doc. No. 28); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustration. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary exam- 
ination and survey of Hampton Creek, Va., with a view to mak- 
ing this river deeper and more suitable for anchorage and use 
of boats and vessels (H. Doc. No. 29); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustration. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam- 
ination of Buffalo Harbor, N. Y., with a view to increasing the 
width of the entrance of the inner harbor to 400 feet by remov- 
ing the Government south pier at the mouth of Buffalo River; 
also, with a view to increasing the width of Black Rock Harbor 
and the entrances thereto (H. Doc. No. 30) ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustra- 
tion. 

19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
Fox River, Wis., with a view to determining what repairs or 
extensions, if any, should be made to the levee at Portage, Wis., 
in the interests of navigation and to prevent injury to the Gov- 
ernment works on Fox River, consideration being also given to 
the question of cooperation on the part of the State of Wiscon- 
sin and other local interests in the repair, extension, and main- 
tenance of such levee (H. Doc. No. 31); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustration. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


” 
os) 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 2441) making appro- | 


priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 2442) granting certain 
lands of the Colville Indian Reservation, Wash., to the Wash- 
ington Historical Society; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2448) granting to the State 
ef Utah 1,000,000 acres of public land within the State, to re- 
imburse the State for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian 
disturbances from 1865 to 1868; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2444) to amend section 2325 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to mineral lands; to the 

Jjommittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) pensioning the surviving officers and 
enlisted men of the Utah volunteers employed in the defense 
of the frontier settlements of the Territory of Utah against 
Indian depreddtions during the years from 1865 to 1868, inclu- 
sive, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Nephi, Utah; to the 
Conunittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

Also, a bill CHL. R. 2447) providing for the establishment and 
maintenance of a Weather Bureau station at Brigham City, 
Utah; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) to establish a fish-cultural station 
the State of Utah; to the Committee on the Merchant Mar 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) providing for the establishment of 
Weather Bureau station at Provo, Utah; to the Committee , 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) to extend the provisions of the 
of June 27, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisi: 
limitations, and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting je 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, jn 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Cherokee disturbances, s)\; 
the Seminole war,’ approved July 27, 1892”; to the Commi! 
on Pensions. 

sy Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2452) to enlarge, . 
tend, remodel, etc., post-office building at Battle Creek, Mich. - 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 2453) making appropriation for 
payment of certain claims, in accordance with findings of | 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts a) 





proved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and under the provisio 
of section No. 151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, comme 
known as the Judicial Code; to the Committee \ 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) making appropriation for payment « 
certain claims of churches and fraternal organizations for prop 
erty destroyed during the Civil War, in accordance with tin! 
ings of the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of 
the act approved March 3, 1887, commonly known 
Tucker Act; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2455) to amend the natura! 
tion laws by providing for the naturalization of aliens who bh:ve 
served in the War of the Rebellion, War with Spain, Philip 
insurrection, or one regular enlistment in the Army, Navy. 
Marine Corps; to the Committee on Immigration and Natur 
zation. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) to provide a temporary home in th 
District of Columbia for ex-Union volunteer soldiers, sa 
and marines; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) to give preference in the civil sery- 
ice to those persons who have been honorably discharged fr 
the military or naval service of the United States; to the Co 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) to provide for the appointment of 
additional judge of the District Court of the United States for 
the Eastern District of Missouri; to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) to provide campaign badges for oli 
cers and enlisted men of the Army who served honorably in tli 
Spanish, Philippine, or China campaigns; to the Committe 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) to require that the printing of 
ords which is done under the supervision of the clerks of 
United States courts shall be let annually upon competi! 
bids; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) to provide for the examinati 
| determination, and certification by the Interstate Comme! 
| Commission as to the competency of roadmasters, foremen, 
other employees of common carriers by railroad subject to tl 
act to regulate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate : 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) appropriating $30,000,000 for the 
purpose of maintaining, raising, and protecting against future 
floods the levees on the Mississippi River; to the Comuitice 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) to appropriate $15,000 out of | 
funds in the United States Treasury to the credit of the Chero 
kee Indians to pay Charles M. Rice, of St. Louis, and his assv 
ciates for legal services; to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) for erecting a suitable memori 
Gen. William Tecumseh Sherman, United States Army; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) providing for the appointment of 
commission to be known as the commission on salaries ud 
allowances of postal employees; to the Committee on the Lost 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 2466) amending section 2 of 
an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of widows, 
minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc, 


on 


as thy 














1915. 





1 to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased sol- 


aiers 


DIOS; Xt 
By Mr. DYER: 


io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 2467) to provide for preference | 


‘ing to appointment in the civil service by giving preference | 
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¢) certain ex soldiers, sailors, and marines; to the Committee 
oy Reform in the Civil Service. 

ty Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 2468) to pension widows and 
minor children of officers or enlisted men who served in the | 
War with Spain or Philippine insurrection; to the Committee | 
on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2469) relating to the money reserves of 
national banking associations and to authorize such associations | 


ty wake loans on real estate security in certain cases; to the 
Ci »mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARTON: A bill (H. R. 2470) for purchasing a site 
for the erection of a public building at Red Cloud, Nebr.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2471) for purchasing a site and erecting 


Buildings and Grounds. 

\Ise. a bill CH. R. 2472) for purchasing a site for the erection 
of a public building at Minden, Nebr.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 2473) to construct and equip a 


vessel for the South Pass entrances to the Mississippi 


Rive La.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2474) to repeal an act approved March 2, 
iso5. entitled “An act to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘An 


» regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts 
» United States,’ approved August 1888S"; to the Com- 
on the Judiciary. 
a bill (H. R. 2475) providiug for the celebration of the 
( dredth anniversary of the battle of New Orleans, fought 


mp 


: field of Chalmette on January 8, 1815, providing for the | 


n of a suitable memorial thereof, and making an appro- 

nn for that purpose; to the Committee on the Library. 
Ry Mr. FERRIS: A bill (CH. R. 2476) to provide for the pur- 
fa site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
ell, Okla.; tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Ii Mr. MANN: A bill CH. R. 2477) to amend proviso in meat- 
‘ on law concerning products prepared according to direc- 

f foreign purchasers; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mir. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 2478) to promote the safety of 
ees and travelers upon railroads by requiring the use of 

k system by common carriers engaged in interstate com- 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 

foreign Commerce. 

a bill (H. R. 247%) to promote the safety of travelers on 
ds by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate 
erce to strengthen the construction of day or passenger 
. nail cars, chair, smoking, and combination cars, and 
sleepers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 

tate and Foreign Commerce. 

. a2 bill CH. R. 2480) to amend an act to establish a bu- 

I of immigration and naturalization and to provide for 

rm rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the 

Lnited States, approved June 29, 1906, as amended in section 4 

by the act approved June 25, 1910; to the Committee on Immi- 
on and Naturalization. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 2481) to provide for the investigation of 
oversies affecting interstate commerce, and for other pur- 

Doses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bil CH. R. 2482) to establish a fish hatchery in the 
Seventh congressional district in the State of Wisconsin; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
by Mr. HAWLEY: A Dill (H. R, 2483) to declare Mill 

igh, in the city of Marshfield, Oreg., a nonnavigable water- 
Way of the United States; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

by Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 2484) granting 
public lands to the city of Fallon, Churchill County, Nev., for 
luunicipal purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2485) to 
establish a fish-cultural station in the State of Washington; to 
‘te Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 2486) to repair a Government 
ae at Jeffersonville, Ind.; to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors, 

3y Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 2487) to limit and define 


So powers of the judges of the district courts of the United 
“tates; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1g 


S] 


IL——12 


. , . . : | 
nublie building at Superior, Nebr.; to the Committee on Public 





| to the Committee on 


V7 








sy Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2488) to prescribe 


and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved April 19, the conditions under which corporations may engage in inter- 


State Commerce and to provide penalties for otherwise engaging 
in the same; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (1H R. 2489) to make it un- 
lawful for certain Federal officeholders to serve as delegates in 
a convention called to nominate a President of the United States 
or other elective United States officers: to the Committee on 
lection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2490) to amend section 2 of an 
act entitled “An act to promote safety of employees and trav- 


elers upon railroads by limiting the hours of service of em 
ployees thereon,” approved Mareh 4, 1907; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 2491) to provide for the 
selection and qualification of grand and petit jurors in the east- 
ern division of the southern district of to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 2492) to make improvements to 


’ 


Georgia; 


| the aids of navigation and establish new aids on the Mississippi 


River below New Orleans, La., at a cost not to exceed $50,000; 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 2493) providing for che pay- 
ment of certain claims of the State of California growing out 
of the Indian wars; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 2494) to investigate illiteracy 
among the adult population of the United States and the means 
of eliminating or reducing the same; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 2495) to provide for the estab- 
| lishment and regulation of bonded districts at the ports of the 
United States; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 2496) to amend section 15 of 
the act to regulate commerce as amended June 29, 1906, and 
June 18, 1910; to the Committee on Interstate and Ik nu 
Commerce. 

$y Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 2497) to provide eY 
| for the irrigable lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, St 
of Washington: to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

gy Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 2498) for the control and regu 
lation of the waters of the Niagara River above the Falls of 
Niagara, and for other purposes; to the Committee on kl 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 2499) to 
late congressional caucuses, conferences, and similar party I 
ganizations, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2500) pro- 


a} 


viding for the survey and commencement of construction of a 
road in the Olympic Forest Reserve; to the { Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 


Commit 


Lee on 


o> 
a) 


01) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


relieve the Washington-Oregon Corporation, as far as he may 
deem advisable in the public interests, from certain conditions 
in an act entitled “An act granting to the Washingeton-O1 n 
Corporation a right for an electric railroad, and for tele] hone, 
telegraph, and electric transmission lines across the \ ouver 
Military Reservation in the State of Washington,” approved 
August 9, 1912; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 2502) making it u vful for 
any society, order, or association to send or receive through the 
United States mails, or to deposit in the United Sta ma 
any written or printed matter representing such s ty, fi 
ternal order, or association to be named or designated or en- 
titled by any name hereafter adopted, any word or part of 


which title shall be the name of any bird or animal the name of 
which bird or animal is already being used as a part of its title 
or name by any other society, fraternal order, or ass 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 2503) to relinquish, release, re- 
mise, and quitclaim all right, title, and interest of the United 
States of America to all lands entered by or set apart to certain 
Creek Indians or their heirs or representatives under certain pri 
vate acts of Congress, and also all claims and demands on the 
part of the United States for the use and occupation of any of 
said lands for any damage done thereto and for timber t 
therefrom ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITZHENRY: A bill (H. R. 2504) to amend section 2 
of an act entitled “An act to incorporate the National Society 
of the Daughters of the American Revolution”; to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


lation; 


aken 


> T. 


CONG] 


A bill (HI. R. 2861) 
et NE., and for other purposes; 
‘t of Columbia. 
li (H. R. 2862) 


fi} street 
t et 


authorizing the extension 


to the Committee 
to authorize the extension of 

! trict of Columbia. 

y Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 2863) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Norman, Cleveland County, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Bu and Grounds. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A Dill 
Daughters of the Ame Revolution old trails act, to pro- 
Vide a na | ocean-to-ocean highway over the pioneer trails 
of the N: yn, thus making a continuous trunk-line macadam 
road fr te of Jamestown, Va., and from the city of New 
York, N. Y., to the city of Washington, D. C.; thence by way of 
St. Louis, Mo., to Gardner, Kans., and there to branch, one 
branch leading through Santa Fe, N. Mex., the other branch 
leading from Gard Kans., through Kearney, Nebr., to 
Olympia, Wash.; also to aid the States through which the high- 
way herein described as the National Old Trails Road shall run 
in extending, constructing, rebuilding, and repairing same; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Resolution (H. Res. 40) requesting certain 
information concerning the Weather Bureau; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution (H. Res. 41) providing 
for consideration of sundry civil and Indian appropriation biils; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DUPRE: Resolution (H. Res. 42) for a reprint of the 
soil survey of the New Orleans area, Louisiana; to the Commit- 
tec on Printing. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 43) referring to publication of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RecorD; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SIMS: Resolution (H. Res. 44) to amend the rules; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 45) to amend the rules of the 
House; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. POU: Resolution (H. Res. 46) to amend paragraph 
2 of Rule XXIII; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 47) to amend paragraph 1 of Rule 
XV; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 51) providing 
for a monument to commemorate the services and sacrifices 
of the women of the country to the cause of the Union during 
the Civil War; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) congratulating the peo- 
ple of China on their assumption of the powers, duties, and re- 
sponsibilities of self-government; to the Commiitee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

ty Mr. FOWLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 53) to appro- 
priate $2,000,000 to relieve the homeless and helpless occasioned 
by recent floods in Illinois; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LIEB: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 54) for the relief 
of sufferers from floods in Gibson County, in the State of 
Indiana; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ty Mr. GOULDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to deliver a condemned cannon to 
the Army and Navy Union, United States of America; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: Memorial of the Legislature of New Mex- 
fico, favoring the enactment of just and appropriate homestead 
laws for the arid regions; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Memorial of the Legis- 
lature of California, urging legislation to permit the grazing of 
sheep on ‘national forest and other Federal reservations; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: Memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, 
regarding appropriation for a walnut experiment station at 
McMinnville, Oreg.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of the Legislature of California, 
requesting Congress to authorize and direct the postal savings 
system to loan funds to school districts; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. SCULLY: Memorial from the General Assembly of 
the State of New Jersey, advocating a change of the United 
States navy yard from Brooklyn to the waters of New York 
Bay on the shore of New Jersey; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYAN: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of Washington, proposing an intercoastal canal from the Straits 
of Juan de Fuca inland through Puget Sound southwestward to 
Grays Harbor; to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
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SE. and of White Place; to the Committee | 


(H. R. 2864) to be known as the} 


| 


| 


| 


APRIL 


By Mr. DALE: Memorial from the Legislature of the St: 
New Mexico, relating to homestead and forest reserve law 
the arid regions; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Memorial from the | 
islature of the State of Washington, proposing an intere 
canal from the Straits of Juan de Fuca inland through | 
Sound southwestward to Grays Harbor; to the Committ 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. DILLON: Memorial from the Legislature of the s 
of South Dakota, memorializing Congress to amend the h 
stead laws so as to permit male minors over 18 to make e 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of S 
Dakota, praying for the repeal ef the reciprocity act; to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memoria! from the Legislature of the State of | 
Dakota, requesting that the Constitution of the United & 
be amended so that the President may be elected for a t 
six years and be ineligible for reelection; to the Commit 
Election of President, Vice President, and Representatiy: 
Congress. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial from the Tx 
lature of the State of Washington, relating to the recog 
of China as a Republic; to the Committee on Foreign Afi 

Also, memorial from the Legislature ef the State of Wa 
ton, relating to an appropriation to reclaim a burying gi 
on the island of San Juan; to the Committee on Appropri 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of W: 
ton, relating to State and Federal! cooperation in forest-iire 
tection; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of W: 
ton, relating to an investigation of the so-called Grain 
Trust; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolu 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 2505) granting an in: 
of pension to Franklin Converse; to the Committee on L 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) granting an increase of pens 
Calvin M. Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) granting an increase of pen 
William Knight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) granting an increase of peu 
Alexander Rachiey; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 2509) grantin,; a p 
Richard-H. Cutter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) granting a pension to Marg: 
Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) granting a pensien to Virgin 
Mills; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) granting a pension to Reb: 
Billingslea; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2513) granting a pension to Harvey Sw 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R, 2514) granting a pension to Eliz 
McDowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2515) granting an increase of pensi 
William T. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) granting an increase of pensi 
Andrew De Veau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2517) granting a pe! 
to Avis C. Vail; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 2518) granting an inc! 
of pension to Curtis A. Nichols; to the Committee on Inyill 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2519) g 
ing a pension to Charles I. Trowbridge; to the Committ 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) granting an increase of pensi0! 
John MeWilliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensivuns. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 2521) granting a pe 
to William H. Mayo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H, R. 2522) for the relief of 
Rogers and Augustus Mackenzie; to the Committee on Clai! 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2523) granting a pensi 
Kate Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2524) granting a pension to Patric 
Harkin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) granting a pension to Thomas h 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) granting a pension to Blizabeth 
Muller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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\Jso, a bill CH. R. 2527) to place on the retired list the name 
, e \aron 1. Comfort; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ny Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill CH. R. 2528) granting a 
pens on to Annie Dougherty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2529) for the relief of George Killeen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Ry Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 2530) granting an increase of 
py cion to Anna O. Stanton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
~ Ry Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 2531) granting an increase of 
I sion to Edward L. Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid 
en Sions, 

Ry Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 2532) granting a pension to 
John H. Bostick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2533) granting an increase of pension to 
George Baldey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 2584) for the relief of Mrs. John W. Aus- 
tin: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2535) for the relief of W. W. Lamberton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2536) for the relief of John Streckfus; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2537) for the relief of heirs of Francis M. 
Fisk; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) for the relief of the estate of John 
Carr, deceased; to the Committe@ on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2539) for the relief of the estate of Hy- 
polite Abadie, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2540) for the relief of the estate of Philip 
Felix Herwig, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2541) for the relief of legal representative 
of George E. Payne, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2542) for the relief of the estate of John 
Pemberton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2543) to restore the endowment of the 
Judah Touro Almshouse, of New Orleans, La.; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Joseph Henry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) to remove the charge of desertion 
caiinst Henry W. Ross; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CHL R, 2546) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Joseph K. Haggett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2547) granting a pension to 
Clarinda Pike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) granting a pension to Paul Heine- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2549) granting a pension to Cordelia Sulli- 
yan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to Anna Burh- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2551) granting a pension to William Tepe, 
jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2552) granting a pension to Caroline 
Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2553) granting a pension to Emilie S. 
Buder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2554) granting a pension to Patrick Burke; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2555) granting a pension to Henry Briggs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2556) granting a pension to Elijah Morgan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) granting a pension to Freda Burow; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2558) granting a pension to Margaret 
Cassidy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2559) granting a pension to Horace Clive 
Gray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) granting a pension to John G. Hunt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill CH. R. 2561) granting a pension to Josephine C. 
Nixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) granting a pension to John J. Led- 
ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2563) granting a pension to Lincoln 
Mothersbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2564) granting a pension to Tony Judd; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) granting a pension to Wilbur K. 
Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) granting a pension to Oscar Grear; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) granting a pension to Thomas 
Payne; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) granting a pension to Joseph W. 


Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (Hl. R. 2569) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Hassett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2570) granting a pension to Palmyra 


Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) granting a pension to Fritz Wil 


bert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) granting a pension to Daniel J. 
Begley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) granting a pension to Joseph Don 


nelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to Jesse H 
Wade; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) granting a pension to Laura Hilge 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) granting a penvsion to Joseph Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) granting a pension to Celsus G. 
Gross; to the Committee on InvaNd Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) granting a pension to Helen 
Mathews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Laurient; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2580) granting a pension to Mary Gonter; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) granting an increase of pension to 


| C. L. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2582) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Thomas: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2583) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Schubert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2584) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Bonger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2585) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Nixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Messick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret M. Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey S. Page; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Houlihan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H, Frank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2591) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Bieger;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Westerfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2594) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2595) granting an increase of pension to 
Lawrence Ring: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Zimmerman: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension to 
William Martin Miller: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Edve; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice W. T. Groesbeck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Helser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Spann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2603) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Connor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2604) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. McDonough; to the Committve on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fritz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2607) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Messick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) granting an increase of pension t 
Henry Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) for the relief of Camille Noel Dry; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) for the relief of James Bartlett; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2611) for the relief of Thomas S. McKee; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) for the relief of James Clarkson; to 
the Commlttee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) for the relief of John Dieter; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) for the relief of Aaron B. Van Pelt, 
alias Benjamin Van Pelt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2615) for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) for the relief of John H. Drossel- 
meler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2617) granting an increase of pension to 
Florida Kennerly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) for the relief of Bartholomew 
Buckley; te the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2619) for the relief of John H. Rhein- 
lander; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) for the relief of John A. Wanless; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) for the relief of C. M. Perkins; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2622) for the relief of John A. Kress; to 
the Committee on W: 4 L laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) for the relief of Isaac W. Harding; 
to the Committee on Milizary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2624) correcting the hospital record of | 


Edward J. Wehrle; to the Committee on Military A‘Tairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) to correct the military record of Pat- 
rick J. Carmody; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) to correct the military record of 
Allen Barnes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2627) to 
appoint James W. Keen master’s mate in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service and to place him as such upon the retired list; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 2628) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Hurt; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Dobson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (i. Rt. 2630) for the relief of John Kelly; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of Augustus Poole; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 2632) for the relief of William HE. Culin; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) for the relief of the widow of 
Michael Ryan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (i. R.. 2634) to place the name of Brig. Gen. Tim- 
othy C. Moore upon the officers’ retired list; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 2635) for the relief of the 
Georgla Railroad & Banking Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Evans, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2637) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Mary A. Cameron and John Cameron, deceased; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

ty Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 2638) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Thurston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Marcia J. 
Dewey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) granting a pension to Rachel Haw- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2641) granting a pension to Elmen E. 
Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2642) authorizing the President to rein- 
state Joseph Eliot Austin as an ensign in the United States 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2643) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis K. Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucien A. McWithey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2645) for the relief of H. A. M. Steen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 2646) for the relief of E. De 
Atley & Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) for the retief of the heirs of Lindley 
Abel, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 2648) granting a pension 
to Sadie J. Jenuings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. HAMLIN (by request): A bill (Hl. R. 2649) for t the 
relief of A. P. Holcomb and the heirs of Samuel Thomp 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYBS: A bill (H. R. 2650) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) granting a pension to Margaret L 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) granting a pension to Gertrude y, 
Farrar; to the Committee on Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) granting a pension to Charles A, 
Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) granting a pens 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) granting an increase of pension io 
Daniel M. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2656) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Domingos; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelia Inman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2658) for the relief of Thomas Bingham; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) for the relief of Marraton Upton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) for the relief of R. S. Thornton: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) fot the relief of Harlan W. Jen 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2662) for the relief of Andrew J. Lawren 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2663) for the relief of Patrick G. Do!! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) for the relief of Albert C. Walten- 
spiel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) for the relief of William Richard 
Hogg; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) for the relief of John Vreeland: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Parker S. Rouse, deceased; to the Committee on C):: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) for the relief of the heirs of 1! 

B. Wilmar; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) for the relief of the widow and 
heirs of Samue) A. Bishop; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) for the relief of the Western Dis- 
tilleries of Agnew, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) for the reimbursement of the !ezal 
representatives of James Harvey Dennis for moneys exjended 
by the said James Harvey Dennis for the improvement of the 
Tennessee River; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HINEBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 2672) granting an 
crease of pension to Nelson J. Weller; to the Committee « 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. BR. 2673) granting a pensiot 
to William L. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2674) granting a pension to Mary E. }er- 
rell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) granting an increase of pensio 
J. L. Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Vandergriff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) granting an increase of pensio! 

Canton A. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) granting an increase of pension 
George W. D. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) for the relief of E. D, Judkius; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2680) for the relief of the estate of David 
Wise ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) for the relief of Andrew J. McW Lir- 
ter; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) for the relief of Charles Lowe; (0 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2683) for the relief of Joseph B. McGee; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Burris; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
award the congressional medal of honor to Arnold Delffs, !ate 
private, Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Voluuteet 
Cavalry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2686) granting a pension to 
Matilda Robertson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) granting a pension to Samuel! A. 
Sellars; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ion to William Trots; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2688) granting a pension to George B. 
Haight, alias William Riley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S, Gunn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to 
M. Z. Sims; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2691) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Grant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2692) for the relief of RB. B. Quay; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) for the relief of James Lafferty; to 
e Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2694) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R, 2695) for the relief of Daniel F. Cahoon; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2696) for the relief of Thomas Haycock; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2697) to correct the military record of 
omas Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill) (H. R. 2698) providing for the military status of 
John Gray; to the Committee on Military Affuirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) to reimburse George Heiner, post- 
master at Morgan, Utah, for loss of postage stamps; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 2700) for the relief of Edward 
S. Farrow; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2701) for the relief of Charles Hellyer; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2702) for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of John W. Geering; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 2703) for the relief of Drenzy A. Jones and 
John G. Hopper, joint contractors, for surveying Yosemite Park 
boundary; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (HL R. 2704) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William C. Taylor; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 2705) for the relief of 
Davis C. MeGee; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2706) granting an increase of pension to 
lerman F. Bonorden; to the Committee on luvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2707) granting an increase of pension to 
David L. Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 2708) granting a pension 
to Nancy J. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bid (H. R. 2709) granting a pension to Erastus M. 
Daily; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Peunsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2710) granting a 
pension to Millie E. Dressler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) granting a pension to Daniel M. 
Moyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2712) granting « pension to John R. Bren- 
nan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) granting a pension to John Dowdy; 
to the Committee on Pensions 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 2714) granting a pension to Sabina O’Don- 
nell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2715) granting a pension to Albert 
lenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to Mary Ellen | 
Bousman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2717) granting an increase of pension to | 
Patrick F. Heenan; to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) granting an increase of pension to 
John Drobel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (FL R. 2719) granting an Increase of pension to 
William H. Bartolet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) removing the sentence of dishonor- 
able discharge from the military record of Isaac Purnell and 
granting him an honorable discharge; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2721) to correct the military record of | 
Christian Reichert: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2722) to correct the military record of 
Thomas J. Rose; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2723) to correct the military record of 
William 8. Russell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2724) to correct the military record of John 
Berger; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2725) to correct the military record of 
Alfred Trainer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 2726) granting an increase 
of pension to Asa Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. 3A FOLLETTSH: A bill (H_ RB. 2727) for the relief 
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of the legal representatives of Joshua Curtis; to the Committee 
on War Clainis. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 2728) for the relief of 
George P. Heard; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. MANN: A Dill (H. R. 2729) granting a pension to 
Sarah C. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting an increase of pension to 
Emil G. Herman; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Qinlan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2732) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret 8S. McNiff; to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 2783) authorizing J. A. 


Matheny, of Colony, Wyo., to make homestead entry; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (HL R. 2734) granting a pension to 
Lucy A. Rhykerd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank J. Stupp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2736) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Munson B. Sparks; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to 
Jesse H. Ringgsld; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie E. Rayburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also a bill (A. R. 2739) granting a pension to James 
Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2740) granting an increase of pension to 
Tamson E. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 2741) granting a pension to Charles M, 
Baughman; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) granting au increase of pension to 
John M. Barkley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2743) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Hudnall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) for the relief of Joseph Fries; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (HL R 
ing a pension to Mary G. Doyle; 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 2746) granting a pension to 
Roy B. Wilcox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting a pension 
Wampler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting a pension to John R. P. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) granting a pension to Mary A. Swag- 
gerty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) granting a pension to Stanley S. 
Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2751) granting a pension to Shelby T. 
Shipley; to the Committee ou Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) granting a pension to William C. 
Scott: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 2753) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension 
Sartin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to Murray Peirce; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2756) granting a pension to Bascom M. 
Meyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) granting a pension to Nancy J. Lane; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) granting a pension to James G. 
Kuhnert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2759) granting a pension to John W. Kel- 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) granting a pension to James A. Kel- 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting a pension to Minta Jones; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2762) granting a pension to Eugene Jobe; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Algo, a bill (HL. R. 2768) granting a pension to John R. Janes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting a pension to Daniel P. 


T. 


" 


45) grant- 
to the Committee on luvalid 


a= 


to Isaac A. 


to Calvin D. 


Hensley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2765) granting a pension to Charlie Forbes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting n pension to Barneybasa 
Eastridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (IL Mf. 
non: to the Coniumittee 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 2768S) granting a pension to Aaron YW. 
Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2769) granting a pension to Thomas C. 
Crow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2770) granting a pension to Rebecca Cres- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HU. R. 2771) granting a pension to Mary E. Con- 
stable; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting a pension to John K. Bow- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting a pension to Daniel M. 
slevins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting a pension to Ed. G. Beal; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IL R. 2775) granting a pension to William P. 
Barlow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to W. M. Balch; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2777) granting a pension to John H. Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (IL. R. 2778) granting a pension to Walter Allen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting a pension to William L. 
Guffee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting a pension to W. B. Gass; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting a pension to Pierce B. 
Boyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting a pension to James D. 
Miles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2783) granting a pension to John Depew; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) granting a pension to Thomas 
McCavan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2785) granting a pension to Christopher H. 
Dippre; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting a pension to Richard H. 
Humphries; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2787) granting a pension to Jesse L. Ren- 
fro; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to George W. 
turleson; to the Committee on Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting a pension to Lewis H. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to 
James White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) granting an increase of pension 
William C, Tilley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob N. Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) granting an increase of pension 
Worley H. Stepp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) granting an increase of pension 
D. K. Rowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2796) granting an increase of pension 
Calloway Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2797) granting an increase of pension 
John K, Ricker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel H. Parrott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred T. Moreland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2800) granting an increase of pension 
Aaron M. MeCown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2801) granting an increase of pension 
Edward McClellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Lethco; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28083) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Laughters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2804) granting an increase of pension 
James R. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) granting an increase of pension 
Sherman G. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) granting an increase of pension 
William J. Ingle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2807) granting an increase of pension 
John R. Holt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) granting an increasé of pension 
William T. Higgins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Green; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) granting an increase of pensici 
James Goulden; to the Committee on Invalid VPeusions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) granting a peusion to Ollie Frezj 
to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (71. RR. 2812) granting an increase of pension | 
W. H. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) granting an increase of pension to 
Della A. Cooter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) granting an increase of pension 
William Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) granting an increase of pensio: 
William A. Charles; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2816) granting an increase of pension 
John Carver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2817) granting an increase of pensio; 
Hugh H. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) granting an increase of pension | 
John F. Burrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) granting an increase of pension 1. 
Samuel Burrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) granting an increase of pension | 
Alexander R. Blazer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) granting an increase of pension t 
Johnathan N. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) granting an increase of pension | 
Alexander Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) granting an increase of pension | 
Joseph McCloud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Gulley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) for the relief of the estate of Jolin II 
Stout, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the ease of William Raines; to the Con- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) for the relief of James B. Leedy; t: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2828) for the relief of Nathan H. Howard 
administrator of the estate of W. G. Howard, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) for the relief of the estate of Adam B. 
Fullen, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2880) for the relief of R. N., A. T., and 
F. F. Dosser; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) for the relief of Robert H. Donne'!ly; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2832) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of James H. and Benjamin ‘ 
ington, heirs of Daniel Covington, deceased; to the Comm 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) for the relief of Arthur Allen; to ihe 
Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2834) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza C. Spears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28385) granting a pension to Lizzie \. 
O’Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) granting a pension to Winifred Db. 
Shanks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) granting a pension to Amanda Dvoy- 
den; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) granting a pension to Mrs. M. Liglit 
ner; to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) granting a pension to Emma M. 
Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2840) granting a pension to Loretta 
Strouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) granting a pension to George Abbiecr- 
back; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) granting an increase of pension t' 
Fannie E. Newberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2843) granting an increase of pensioi | 
Archie E. Booth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2844) granting an increase of pension t 
Edwin. Collar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2845) granting an increase of pension | 
Jonathan Milbourn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2846) granting an increase of pension 
Sylvester Rumsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) granting an increase of pension 
Edmund Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2848) granting an increase of pension 
James M. Fink; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2849) granting an increase of pension \ 
Stephen H. Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2850) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Hewitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R,. 2851) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrenous Dalley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

“also, a bill (H. R. 2852) granting an increase of pension to 
J hn Ehret: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2853) for the relief of Martha H. Hamlin; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 2854) restoring the name of Sarah BE. 
Wilson to pension roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 2855) restoring the name of Harriet 8. 


te the pension roll; to the Committee on Invalid 





ight 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2856) restoring Jane A. Keck to the pen- 
sion roll; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 2857) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel J. Strout; to the Committee on Invalid 
,enSions, 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 2858) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth K. Norton; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2859) 
granting an imcrease of pension to Estelle H. Wholley; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 2860) for the relief of Mary 
J. Webster; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under elause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Richmond 
Chamber of Commerce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of 
legislation for an immediate reform in the present banking sys- 
tem of the United States; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also (by request), petition of Alice Paul and other women 
assembled at a meeting at the Columbia Theater, Washington, 
D. C., also the Woman’s Suffrage Association of Racine, Wis., 
favoring the passage of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States enfranchising the women of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of the Richmond Chamber of 
Commerce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation 
making an immediate reform in the present national banking 
system of the United States; te the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Pitman, N. J., favoring the passage of 
legislation providing for the closing of the Panama Exposition 
on Sundays; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the Collar, Cuff, and Shirt Manu- 
faciurers of Trey, N. Y., and vicinity, protesting against any 
change in the present duties on collars and euffs; to the Com- 
Inittee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the National Association of Tanners, Chicago, 
Til, favoring a reduction of the duties on leathers; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Benjamin Young, Milwaukee, Wis., protest- 
ing against the reduction of the tariff on the manufactures of 
harness and saddlery; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Wholesale Grocers’ Associa- 
tion, Milwaukee, Wis., asking that if the tariff on sugar is 
reduced that the law shall immediately go into effect; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Indianapolis, | 
favoring the passage of legislation for an investigation of the | 


conditions of labor in the mining districts of West Virginia; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Peace Society, favoring the 
passage of legislation repealing the free-tolls section of the 
Panama Canal act or the submitting of same to The Hague 
tribunal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
Merce. 

_Also, petition of the New York Mercantile Exchange, New 
York, N. ¥., favering the placing of butter, cheese, and eggs on 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Milwaukee Association of Credit Men, 
Milwaukee, Wis.. favoring the passage of legislation for making 


an immediate reform in the present national banking system of 


the United States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Columbia Knitting & Manufacturing Co., 
Milwaukee, Wis., asking that a separate clause in the tariff 
Schedule be given the manufacturers of fancy knitted woolen 
goods and that a protective duty be put om same; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of A. L. Salzstein, general agent New England 
Mutual! Life Insurance Co., Boston, Mass. protesting against the 
passage of the legislation taxing life insurance policies; to | 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the American Cutlery Co., Chicago, DL, 
other manufacturers, protesting against the reduction of 
tariff on table cutlery; to the Committee on Ways and Meuns. 

Also, petition of the Vilter Manufacturing Co., ) 

Wis., protesting against the reduction of the tarif 
sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bernhard Stern & Sons, Milwaukee, Wis 
protesting aguinst the passage of Senate bill 8177, known as the 
Federal feeding-stuff law; to the Committee on Interstate ane 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURLEY: Petition of Robert M. Morse and other 
izens of Greater Boston, and the executive council, Massnachu 
setts Board of Trade, favoring the passage of legislation repeal- 
ing the free-toHs portion of the Panama Canal aet; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of Snyder & Wheeler, New 
N. Y., protesting against the proposed duty on ivory nuts; 
Committee oa Ways and Means 

Also, petition of Ellison & Ellison, New York, N. Y., protest- 
ing against the passage of the proposed legislation for placing 
typewriters on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Leo H. Hirsch & Co., New York, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the proposed reduction of duty on pearl but- 
tons; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich- 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation making an im- 
mediate reform in the present banking system of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency 

Also, petition of Edward W. Allen, president of the Life Un- 
derwriters’ Association of New York, and Charles H. Straus 
general agent, New ringland Mutual Life Insurance Co., protest- 
ing against the passage of legislation taxing life insurance; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Van Duzer Extract Co., New York, N. Y., 
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protesting against the increase of duty on vanilla beans; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the Master Stone Masons’ Asso- 
ciation, St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of legislation for a 


l-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation makin: 
diate reform in the present banking system of 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Also, petition of the American Sugar Bureau, Wa 

C.. fay the removal 


Rich- 
in imme- 


the United States; 


} ngton, 


dD. 


oring 


of the Dutech-standard clause in 
the sugar schedule; to the Committee on Ways and Mea: 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., 
favoring the adoption of the national! budget as a modern means 
of regulating the receipts and expenditures of the National 
Government; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. ESCH: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Loca! Union, No. 61, 
La Crosse, Wis., protesting against an increase of the internal 
revenue on cigars; to the Committee on Ways and M iS. 

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich- 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation for making an 
immediate reform in the pres ent banking system of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

3y Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Associated Chambers of Com 
merce of the Pacific Coast, San Francisco, Cal., favoring . 
passage of legislation making an appropriation for prevent e 
destruction of fruit by frost; to the Committee on Agi e, 

Also, petition of the Associated Chambers of Commerce of the 
Pacific Coast, San Francisco, Cal., approving the aims and 
purposes of the Army League of the United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Associated Chambers of Con ‘ree of 
the Pacific Coast, favoring the pas e of | tion for the 
installation of additional light and fog si: | P 
coast: to the Committee on the Merchant Mar ! 

Also, petition of the Retail Butchers’ A 
cisco, Cal., and the Alameda County Butci 
ing the passage of legislation making a 1 
| tariff duties on meats and cattle; to the y3 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor C san Tran- 
cisco, Cal. protesting against passage of any | on for the 
United States iutervening in Mexico; to the Com tee on Fx 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation for making an 
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investigation of the labor condition in West Virginia; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation pro- 
viding for the building of a home in Washington, D. C., for 
the widows of soldiers of the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Santa Barbara 
County, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation for Federal 
aid for vocational education; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, 
San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation making 
an investigation of the condition of labor in West Virginia 
mining districts; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 
2727) for the relief of A. W. Curtis; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of the Board of Trade of Tampa, 
I'la., protesting against the reorganization of the customs serv- 
ice as affecting Florida; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Association of Biology Teach- 
ers, favoring the passage of legislation prohibiting the impor- 
tation of aigrettes, plumes, ete., of wild birds for the use of 
milliners; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the United Hatters of North America, Local 
No. 8, Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against any reduction in the 
present duties on hats; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Mercantile Exchange, New 
York, N. Y., favoring the removal of the duty on butter, cheese, 
and eggs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Stationers’ Association of New York, 
protesting against the passage of legislation prohibiting the 
fixing of prices by the manufacturers of patent goods; to the 
Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. MADDEN: Petition of importers, dealers, and manu- 


facturers of leaf tobacco, St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Il., fa- | 
voring the passage of legislation for the repeal of section 29, act | 


of 1909, and suggesting a substitute for same; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of the National Shoe Tariff Commit- 
tee, protesting against the placing of boots and shoes on the 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Snyder & Wheeler, New York, protesting | 


against the proposed duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on vege- 
table ivory nuts; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of George C. Lewis, attorney, Washington, 


D. C., favoring the passage of legislation for the payment of | 


the Norton claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: Petition of citizens of New York, N. Y., 
protesting against any change in the present tariff on boots and 
shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Old Bridge Enameled Brick 
& Tile Co., Old Bridge, N. J.; the Atlantic Tile Manufacturing 
Co., Matawan, N. J.; No. 3, C. Pardee Works, Perth Amboy, 
N. J.; Matawan Tile Co., Matawan, N. J.; Agriculture Tile & 
Paint Co., Maurer, N. J.; and the Ostergaard Tile Works, Perth 
Amboy, N. J., protesting against any reduction of tariff on tile; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Brotherhood of Operative Pot- 
teries, Trenton, N. J., and Local Union No. 35, Trenton, N. J., 
protesting against any reduction of tariff on earthenware and 
pottery ; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the Standard Underground Cable Co., Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; relative to the proposed change of duties on lead- 
covered wires and cables for telephones, telegraph, etc.; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also petition of the Joseph Dixon Crucible Co., Jersey City, 
N. J., protesting against any reduction of the duties on lead 
pencils; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the John Reilly Co., Newark, N. J., protest- 
ing against the passage of the proposed bill for placing patent 
and enamel leather on the free list; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the German-American Stoneware Works, New 
York, N. Y., protesting against any reduction of the duties on 
stoneware; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of the Senate of the 
State of Michigan, protesting against the reduction of the tariff 
on sugar beets or wool; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Petition of the Milwaukee Association 
of Credit Men, Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of legis- 
lation making an immediate reform in the present banking 
system of the United States; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of W. A. Beck, 
B. M. Kelly, J. Leach, J. Stolz, C. 8S. Gillett, P. H> Miller, L. F. 
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| F. H. Hawkins, I. M. Brush, P. Cigalotti, W. F. 


| Riley, Lucy Brown, M. Petersen, 
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Moore, J. F. Dalton, J. C. Thorne, George Y. Scott, W. R. Reeves, 
M. D., E. Halloran, William P. Rouse, F. G. Tuttle, Charles 


| Bouchard, Sheldon A. Allen, Rs Rhyner, E. R. Towt, H. R. Lamp. 


J. A. Vollmer, R. E. Jack, jr., I. R. Riley, F. A. Anderson, C. 5. 
Gomez, M. M. Pierson, Nellie M. Perry, C. E. Allen, Juli 

Schloarr, Henry Heer, A. P. Madsen, J. F. Fitzgerald, J. \4 
Coleman, E. L. Scott, Mathew Schadeck, R. F. Allen, J. R. Mv; 
rill, A. Boyd, Tracy McKinley, George E. Stactler, Leo Schiyter, 
William Davis, C. A. Harrington, C. B. Jared, Peter R. Hye 

W. B. Goodrick, M. D. Guhrrfeed, Joseph L. Goodrick, H. ¢ 
Grotheer, John B. Kelley, Aleen Bushnell, John Rowe, Car! A. 
Hanson, Joseph Darrell, L. L. Putnam, J. S. Maclean, 0. | 
Dunbar, B. 8. Johnson, J. M. Waterhouse, J. W. Jessen, W. p 
Levy, T. Connor, W. F. Johnston, N. R. McBride, John A. [of 
dahl, Joseph Rhymer, J. S. Woods, W. H. Lake, J. M. Favellj. 
D. M. Bernt, J. A. Graton, George Harlowe, O. M. Hiscemasan, 
R. A. Wilson, F. E. Miles, F. S. Johnson, W. Blackie, FE. © 
Young, W. I. Tibbals, Anton Johnson, J. E. Fagorthey, E. Hf, 
Staber, W. J. Hatch, Hugh Forden, Andrew Hoffer, E. Seegelken. 
Harry Hatch, Andrew Jensen, J. D. Kalar, and P. H. Schni, 


| of Spreckels; M. M. Purkiss, F. J. Pratt, W. H. Hamelmson M 
| Rose, G. N. Ash, W. E. Marsh, 8. Clauson, C. J. Hardman, Harry 


Parnell, W. J. Buck, F. R. Smith, F. McFarland, F. J. Me 
G. C. Derter, F. J. Conaty, James A. Armstrong, Albert J. Reid 
A. M. Vazquez, Sydney Barbettini, Henry R. Gewe, Andrew I! 
Werberg, R. W. Bennett, A. Palmer, J. A. Litenberg, Farr 
Arnold, Frank L. Gray, J. P. Deleau, H. V. Haleomb, E. J. I 
rish, H. L. Anderson, J. Avington, W. M. Goggin, A. M. Charvoz 
greene, J. i. 
Rogers, A. R. Rains, Charles Valenzuela, Elsie M. Bennett, J. | 
Willet, C. A. Olsen, and G. W. Moore, of Betteravia; Fred Bar 
low, J. G. Conover, R. Joy, R. Garside, Theodore Cossebooin, 
Pedrono Bros., O. P. Bardin, Conrad A. Storm, Charles L. Pioda, 
S. J. Klett, William Tetrick, L. Nissen, Paul Tavernetti, Jos 
W. Warth, J. V. Britton, Ross Nissen, P. Pedrazzi, J. J. Hark 
Peter Bonde, W. H. Bentley, Hans Bruen, J. M. Hughes, Peter 
Madsen, W. H. Paulsen, John Hunter, A. J. Bramers, F. Av 
Titus Panziera, and T. C. Closter, of Salinas; Mrs. M. Day 

A. Vielsen, William Alps, Enos Henricks, Mrs. Legue, J. © 
Rose, Fred Lassen, E. Darling C. S. Burr, E. C. Bunker, Il:ze! 
H. Braun, J. P. Ivers, George 
Roderick, N. M. Boyou, and E. N. Manitou, of Alvarado; W. 
Powell, Ernest H. Gibson, R. E. Easton, L. J. Morris, I. 
Chandler, R. W. Brown, M. D.. Joe Brass, jr., Samuel G 

A. L. Smith, A. R. Jones, and T. C. Nauc, of Santa Maria; G 
Bayes and L. P. Euchsen, of Soledad; C. H. Pardee, of Wats 
ville; H. W. Bodie and W. EB. Murray, of San Francisco; 
Thornton, Parmdee & Barshwiger, and the H. Hecker Co., of 
Gilroy; N. C. Briggs, N. C. Briggs, jr., Thomas Flint, and Ro! 

P. Stephenson, of Hollister; J. M. Sims, of San Luis Obi 

C. B. Scott, of Artesia; Albert Sheuler, of Santa Barbara; and 
F. D. Marshall, of Guadalupe, all in the State of California, 
protesting against reduction of present tariff on sugar; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THACHER: Petition of Hon. John D. Long and oi! 
citizens of Hingham, Mass., favoring the repealing of the free 
tolls portion of the Panama Canal act; to the Committee on |! 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILDER: Petition of the Fitchburg (Mass.) Won 
Club, favoring the passage of legislation making an appro) 
tion for the suppression of the white-slave traflic; to the ( 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of J. A. Runyan and 35 other 
zens of Union County, Ohio, favoring the passage of lexis 
lation providing for the closing of the Panama Expositio! 
Sundays; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposit 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Steuben 
Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation for a 1-cent leit 
postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and lL’ 
Reads. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the New York 
sociation of Biology Teachers, favoring the passage of legis: 
tion prohibiting the importation of aigrettes, plumes, etc., o! 
wild birds for the use of milliners; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Stationers’ Association of New York, [! 
testing against the passage of legislation prohibitin the fixing 
of prices by the manufacturers of patent goods; to the Commt- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Champlain Silk Mills, Brooklyn, N. Y.. 
protesting against the proposed reduction of tariff on combed 
silk; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich- 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation making an imme- 
diate reform in the present banking system of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


185 

















SENATE. 
Turspay, April 15, 1913. 


) incaniepchancaaiaehaadtaiaiaiheaicsieDticinanianitied 


“*The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sena 
tors from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and 
} each Senator shall have one vote The electors in each State shall 
| have the qualifications requisite for electors of the 
rey of the State legislatures 
| 





















































































most numerous 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. _ '* When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 
The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of ele¢ 


“ : : . ae tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any State 
WitttiAM P. DiLLINGHAM, a Senator from the State of Ver- | may empower the executive thereof to make t , 


“ ate * emporary pointments 
mit and Luke Lea, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, | until the people fill the vacancies by election as the legislatu bay 
, . . : . , — lirect. F 
nina ‘ed il ir seats to-day. Circe 
appeared in their Bs its to-day . . ' Ti als “*This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the 

he Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read | tion or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid a sae eel 
aud approved. the Constitution.’ ; 
and a ( 


| Therefore be it 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. | Resolved ty the Assembly of the State of Nevada (the Senate 


— e i T Tha oi nr . : y sant a CC sti BY 
ha VICK PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution adopted | “!"7). That said proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United 
Phe VIC I I RESII ENT tals ted a : cre a ™ of States of America be, and the same hereby is, ratified by the Legi 
by the Legislature of Tennessee, which was ordered to lie ON | of the State of Nevada. 


the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: That certified copies of this preamble and joint and concurrent reso 


. on lution be forwarded by the governor of this State to t President of 
; iarooee rr ATR the United States, to the Secretary of State of the United States. to the 
ee ee , presiding officer of the United States Senate, and to the Speaker of the 
to whom these presents shall come, greeting: United. States House of Representatives 
1 It. R. Sneed, secretary of state of the State of Tennessee, do hereby | Starr oF Nevapba, Department of State, ss 
a. _ anna ‘ fo « on . , so 4 _ ] ; s . a od 

that the annexed is a true copy of —_ — ee Se , I, George Brodigan, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary 
1 joint resolution ratifying an amen me nt to the onstitution | of state of the State of Nevada. do hereby certify that the { ing 

ling that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several | jc 4 tryoe 7 “eat : , : 
e ae : hich i , ile j : , ¢ record ii is a true, full, and correct copy of the original assembly joint and con 
s, the original ot which is now on file and a matter of record in | current resolution ratifying the amendment to section 2 of Article I 
t oflice. f sila of the Constitution of the United States of America, approve: ruar 
stimony whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my official signature ; rade ; ra — 80 A! ’ 


nt | 19, 1913, now on file and of record in this office. 


order of the governor affixed the great seal of the State In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed th 





in satiate s - ahha ¢ *, 4 " fi ° cs , 7 “ I . : rea tie 
! ‘ oe —— nt in the city of Nashville this 12th day of | great seal of State at my office in Carson City, Nev., this 20th day of 
4 ) r..° S a : 
A \ - £9hv. . ? . . February, A. D, 1913 
\L. J R. R. SNEED, Secretary of State [sna ] Geo. Bropican, Seerctary of Stat 
House joint resolution 48. | By J. W. Lecate, Deputy 
A nt resolution ratifying an amendment to the Constitution pro PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


ng that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 


\ as both Houses of the Sixty-second Congress of the United States | Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the 
\merica, at its second session, by a constitutional majority of | Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rerc- 
t thirds thereof, passed a resolution submitting to the several ‘BD. as follows: 
tates the following proposition to amend the Constitution of the | “*’» “> oo S : : 
Inited States of America in the following words, to wit: Senate joint memorial 1. 
“Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution pro- | 70, the President of the United States and the honorable Senate and 
ng that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several | House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
S 3. The Senate and House of the Territorial Legislature of Alaska me 
| ize » reside an > 5 vere of ’ j ate for e 
olvcd by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the | ae yang and | the Pano gy chen f the United wens. for th 
T d States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each mn “oe aw ae — act extending the time in which to file 
. rae : : f rerse ¢ san I »¢ -erse 2 nor 8 ‘ral ea e n the 
] concurring therein’, That in lieu of the first paragraph of sec- | Ti VErsG CaMas are an aety oe a ible Se ee ee 
{ } of Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in lieu | (O*itc* ° eee a ees 6, one ae Sa San), wanen law 
of & uch of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling SPO od as hlieetion y, and + ows moaths additional to the 60-day 
ancies, the following be proposed as an amendment to the ad ee ee in _— A, adverse Se for mineral pat 
e . > 3 ; f e yenrs o ‘x , ’ > , e onstra t suel 
‘ tution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part ater in este cae are ae a a aad Fo nce mstrated = ch 
of t mstitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of | (* 0° "Met. sCCEESATY SNC Serves NO Users Purpose, Dut, on tu 0 
‘ , eneeeaae o J * s re ‘ ee | trary, it imposes additional delays upon an already tedious procedure 
The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators = _ pe tigen coer oy Sages ay aos n tl m —_ set nN am xO nd fa ) to 
. , ’ . evel , 1 *ri i ° I gC ‘eas *xists for s I spe eg 
f each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and each j lation in ila , The “ eilitiaton te ‘this 4 a one : - at p . ~e 
Senator Shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the } sible effort ‘to simplify the I roct ane dt : « xpedite ; a ae att 
8 ” Sil Bi > —D > > an ‘ , > such applications 
: a oe “ site for electors of the most numerous branch of the | instead of imposing additional delays and unnecessary burdens as is 
: — al . . » by is objectionable : just law 
When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the ~~ eae oiaek te toad aioe of the comin law causes an additional 
s te, the executive authority of each State shall issue writs of me th - a : 2 te egy eae 50! 


: ‘ : fear’s assessme le “r the law . ll marly asses ent 
( m to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any ve $100 to be ee ee fe te teen ne , , 
Stat ay empower the executive thereof to make temporary appoint- : Yi - 101 7 ; 











. ; ; d ad | > senate ar 26, 1913. 
I S ul the people fill the vacancies by election as the legislature Adopted by the senate ech 26, 191 L. V. Ray 
4 This a 1endment shall not be so construed as to affect the election President of the Scnate. 
inis ame > shal ot ye 8 ns as a 2c ne elec ) ‘Yoncurre YW he ie Apri 913 
m of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the Concurred in by the house April 1, 1913. — 
eae EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
4 Phereieen ta it Speaker of the House. 
retore ) 4 . Tree . Cpr . ; »* 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of | UNITED States or AMmeRIcA, District of Alaska, ss: 
nessee, That the said proposed amendment to the Constitution of I, William L. Distin, secretary of the District of Alaska, do hereby 
t United States of America be, and the same is hereby, ratified by | certify that the above is a full, true, and correct copy of senate joint 
the General Assembly of the State of Tennessee; and further be it | memorial No. 1 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature 
esolved, That certified copies of this joint resolution be forwarded | In testimony whereof | have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
by t governor ot this State to the Secretary of State at Washington | great seal of Alaska, at Juneau, this 2d day of April, A. D. 1915. 
i to the presiding officers of each House of the National Congress. [SBAL.]} Wma. L. Distin 
Adopted, April 1, 1913. Secretary of Alaska. 
W. M. STANTON Wn TCR prrs were ‘ oo cs z 
. , : > SSIDED ‘sented : i mn rf e 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. The VICI PRE [DI N'I - ented , Joint me , rial — th 
Newton H. WHITE, Legislature of Arizonia, which was referred to the Committee 
: Speaker of the Senate. on the Library and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
Approved, April 4, 1913. follows: 
now 7 oT Y - 1 - . 
Ben W. Hooper, Governor. House joint memorial 1. 
Mr. NEWLANDS presented a joint resolution adopted by the To the Senate and Howse of Representatives of the Congress of the 
Legislature of Nevada, which was ordered to lie on the table United States of America in Congress assembled: 
and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: Your memorialists, the First Legislature of Arizona, in special ses- 
330 "P s ‘ sion convened, respectfully represent : 
aii Assembly joint and concurrent resolution 4. ; Agile That the title and possession of Monticello, the home place of 
R ying the amendment to section 3 of Article I of the Constitution | ~)omas Jefferson, is vested in Mr. Levy, a private citizen of the State 
of the United States of America. of New York, and the place is now practically in a state of ruin d 
Approved February 19, 1913. decay ; 
\ 1 : . oe T a] ave é rs r elr lie °® rema 
Whereas 1 ith houses of the Sixty-second Congress of the United States That the A — Stave of caeanen, ¥ on in _ th rem: 
of America, at its second session, by a constitutional majority of the author =e ae — of me - ey ‘ D ndence a id those o 
two-thirds thereof, made the following proposition to amend the | bis beloved wi e, and Ww ue 1 Pio tle ‘lo ae er Spee SEeur 200 
‘onstitution of the United States of America, in the following words, ae oo. of the grounds 0 onticello, is vested in e descendan 
» wit: enerson , 
“ ! . . That access to the grave of Jefferson is open to his descendar it 
J t resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution, pro- not to the general public, except upon the payment of a fe Mr. 
viding that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several | Levy, thus commercializing one of the most sacred spot » America: 
2 a but no admission to the house of this great apostle of um t is 
.,_scsolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United | allowed to any person: 
* es of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con- Now, therefore, it is peculiarly appropriate that t! place should 
(ureing therein), That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of | not be in private ownership; and it is peculiarly appropriat i 
mi le I of the Constitution of the United States and in lieu of so | Monticello, the home in life as it is the home in death of this great 
. - paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling of | American, shonld be the common heritage of the people of this country. 
Sheakts a — the following be proposed as an amendment to the Constitu- It is especially fitting now for the people of the United Stat to 
Sneneal ich shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the | obtain this hallowed place, that they may keep and beautify and adorn 
Gs ‘stitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the | it as a shrine to which every lover of liberty may go at will to pay 
Stat 








his tribute of respect: Therefore be it 
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Resolved by the Renate and House of Representatives of the Legisla- 
ture of the state of Arizona, That the Congress of the United States 
be, and it is hereby, urged to enact such legislation as may be neces- 
sary to vest in the United States the title and possession to the home | 
and grave of Thomas Jefferson: and 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial and these resolutions | 
be forwarded to the President of the United States, the President of 
the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to the 
representatives of Arizona in Congr and that our representatives 
in Congre and they are hereby, requested to do all in their power 
to accomplish the enactment of such legislation. 

Pe d the Senate April 7, 1913, by a vote 
absent, 2 excused, 


SS, 
ce be, 
of 17 


ayes, — noes, | 


M. G. CUNNIFF, 
President of the Senate. 
1913. Read third time in full and passed by the following 
29 ayes, 3 nays, 1 absent, 2 excused. 


March 22, 
vote: 


H. H. Linney, 
Speaker of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of Local Union 
No. 335, Boilermakers’ International Union, of Grand Junction, 
Colo., praying for the appointment of competent men as Federal 
boiler inspectors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I present a resolution adopted by the Sen- 
ate of the State of Michigan, which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, 
as follows: 

SENATE, STATE OF MICHIGAN, 


Lansing, Mich., April 9, 1913. 


Hon. CHARLesS BB. TOWNSEND, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


My Dear Spxator: By direction of the senate, I hand you herewith 
copy of the resolution this day adopted by the senate relative to pro- 
posed changes in the tariff. 

Very vespectfully, Dennis EB. ALWARD, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


me 
(a. 


Senate resolution 
Whereas there are located and have been in operation in the State of 
Michigan during recent years 17 beet-sugar factories, which factories 
represent an investment of about $12,000,000, and which factories 
have paid out to the farmers of the State of Michigan during recent 
years about $7,000,000 per annum for sugar beets; and 
Whereas the beet-sugar industry in the State of Michigan employs a 
large amount of labor, both in raising sugar beets and in manufac- 
turing said beets into sugar, and said industry has resulted in largely 
increasing the value of the farm lands in the State of Michigan, and 
any injury te said beet-sugar industry in this State would be a seri- 
ous blow to the State; and 
Whereas the sheep and wool industry In this State is an important one, 
the number of sheep now owned by the farmers of Michigan being 
approximately two and one-half millions, and their value more than 
$10,000,000 ; and 
Whereas both the beet-sugar industry and the sheep and wool Industry 
above mentioned are of great importance to the aenene of the State 
of Michigan, as well as to other classes of its people, and any reduc- 
tion of the tariff upon either sugar or wool would be a great blow to 
both said industries, and a great injury not only to the farmers of 
the State, but also to the laboring classes: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the State Senate of the State of Michigan, That the 
President and the Congress of the United States be, and they are 
hereby, respectfully requested not to take off or reduce the tariff upon 
sugar or upon weol, as by so doing they will be striking a heavy blow 
at the State of Michigan; and be it further 
Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be mailed by the 
secretary of the senate to each of our United States Senators, to each of 
our 13 Representatives in Congress, and to the President of the United 
States 
I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the 
senate this 8th day of April, 1913. 
Dennis EB. ALWARD, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. NEWLANDS presented a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of Nevada, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 
Assembly joint and concurrent resolution 9. 


Joint and concurrent resolution of the Assembly of the State of Nevada 
relative to a grant by the United States to the State of Nevada of 
1,000,000 acres of public lands to be disposed of for the benefit of 
a State road fund, approved March 15, 1913 


Whereas good roads and highways are fundamentally an economic neces- 
sity affecting directly and indirectly all industry and commerce, 
intrastate and interstate, and the social and economic welfare of 
the citizens of this State and its sister States; and 

Whereas the State of Nevada is the sixth State in the Union In the 
amount of its area, and contains a smaller number of inhabitants 
than any of its sister States, and contains thousands of miles of 
roads, with limited means of building and maintaining the same, and 

by reason thereof ta unable to construct sew roads and te accom 
plish the equally important task of maintaining them after they 
are constructed or improved; and 

Whereas the improvement of the present roads in the State of Nevada 
and the construction of new roads necessary to its economic welfare, 
and the maintenance of both after construction, will require a vast 
sum of money: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Assembly of the State of Nevada (the Senate con- 

curring), That we urge our Representatives In CongreSs to earnestly 

request the Congress of the United States to enact a proper legislative 
grant to the State of Nevada of 1,000,000 acres of unoccupied and un- 

appropriated nonminera! lands of the United States for the benefit of a 

State road fund of the State of Nevada. That such grant be a fluating 
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| of state of the Staie of Nevada, do hereby certify 


», 


APRIL | 


grant and the land thereby granted to be sold and disposed of 
the same terms and conditions as the grant lLeretofore made of 
acres for the benefit of the public schools of this State; be it f 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to « 
resentatives in Congress and to the President of the United si 
STaTwe oF Nevapa, Department of State, ss: 

I, George Brodigan, the duly elected, qualified, and acting : 
that the 
is a true, full, and cerrect copy of the original substitute for A 
joint and concurrent resolution 7, relative to a grant by the 
States to the State of Nevada of 1,000,000 acres of public lands, 
disposed of for the benefit of a State road fund, approved M 
1913, now on file and of record in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and afix 
great seal of State, at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 
of March, A, D, 1913, 

{SBaL,] 


Geo. Bropican, Secretary of Siat 
By J. W. Lecate, Deputy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS presented petitions of the Commercia] ( 
of Reno, the Chamber of Commerce of Las Vegas, the Cha 
of Commerce of Fallon, and of sundry citizens of Carson ¢ 
Reno, and Yerington, all in the State of Nevada, praying 
1,000,000 acres of the public lands be granted to the Sta f 
Nevada for the creation of a road fund, which were referred 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of {| 
Nevada Bar Association, held at Reno, Nev., favoring the e 
ment of legislation to simplify Federal procedure on the 
side of the court, which was referred to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the executive committ 
the Nevada State Equal Franchise Society, remounstr: 
against the treatment accorded the participants in the wo: 
suffrage parade held in Washington, D. C., on March 8, 19 
which was referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. McLEAN presented resolutions adopted by the Busin 
Men's Association of Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against the 
consolidation of the customs districts in the State of Connect 
cut into one district, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Spri 
field, Greater Boston, Winchester, Watertown, Lexington, and 
Medford, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the Panama Canal law exem 
American coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls, w! 
were referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a petition of members of 
National Woman’s Temperance Union, praying for the en: 
ment of legislation providing for the closing of the Panama 
Exposition grounds on Sundays, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Industria! Expositions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by members of the 
Woman's Suffrage Association of Racine, Wis., praying for | 
acoption of an amendment to the Constitution granting 
right of suffrage to women, which were referred to the Comm 
tee on Woman Suffrage. 


TARIFF DUTY ON SUGAR, 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have been receiving bund! 
of communications from my own State and from other ) 
protesting against placing sugar on the free list. A great m 
of these communications are merely formal in their chara 
and they might as well not have been sent. 

Some of the most earnest appeals for protection that 
come to me are from the Hawaiian Islands. I have here 
letter from Right Rev. Henry B. Restarick, bishop of the E 
pal Church in Honolulu, on that subject. I have known 
Restarick for a good many years. At the time I went to | 
fornia, 30 years ago, or very soon thereafter, he was the 
of the Episcopal Church in the city of Los Angeles. He 
been in Honolulu for a good many years and is familiar with 
conditions in the islands. He is a man of bigh character, 
superior intelligence, and a keen sense of right and jus 
His letter contains, I think, most valuable information 
subject. For that reason, Mr. President, I ask that the 
may be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the © 


mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recor, : 
follows: 


’ 


Hononvu.v, Hawatt, March 26, 191 
The Hon. Jonun D. Works, 


Senator from California, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: You will remember me as rector of St. Paul's Church, 
Diego, and my relations with you have always been pleasant 
to write you in regard to the proposed reduction or abolition 
duty on raw sugar 

I have been a resident of the islands nearly 11 years. I! 
every one of the sugar plantations by personal inspection. [ kn 
the managers; | know also the condition of the laborers in the is 

I hope, therefore, that you will bear with me for a statement 
regard to the matter, because a large reduction in the tariff wou 
absolutely ruin these islands. The sugar industry was built up oW+! 
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Many of the sugar planta- 


iprecity 
until years after the venture of 


ic 


ver paid a 


« was made, Two plantations known to me, Olaa and McBryde, 
never paid in the 12 or 15 years of their existence one cent on 
k, and have had difficulty in meeting the interest on their 
Tl is no other crop which can be raised on the Hawaiian | 
ts on the lands now occupied by sugar. Most of the land prevwus | 


sugar industry was comparatively barren, and much of it would 
da cow to the acre It was covered with brush and weeds and 
rass. Immense sums of money have been spent by the corpora- | 
for irrigation purposes Many of the ditches and Irrigation 
have cost half a million dollars. Take one plantation—Ewa. 
‘ y years ago their pumping from artesian wells cost them for coal 
0a day. That has been reduced since they have used oil. In a 
vears, when sugar is high, there may be large profits; but when 
. js drought, there are none. I know of one plantation, Pahala, 
the island of Hawaii, where the leaf hopper destroyed the entire 
,: where they expected 22,000 tons, they got less than 2,000. Other 
ntations were affected by the loss of a third of the crop. 
t must be remembered, also, that the plantations are not owned by 
ividuals. I meet Army officers and Navy officers occasionally who 
think that Spreckels owns most of the ——- in the islands. 
a matter of fact there are no Spreckels interests here in any plan- | 
mn. That is why the Spreckels interests want free sugar, so that | 
can buy Java and Philippine sugar free of duty. The stocks in 
sugar companies are widely distributed. ‘There is hardly a teacher 
clerk in the islands that does not own shares in some company. 
th the exception of two small plantations, there are none that are | 
ed by individuals. The stocks are for sale in small blocks—5 and | 
iares can be purchased. If some men have gotten rich here, it | 
en by ventures of faith, by hard work, and by ability to take ad- | 
tage of circumstances. ‘The sons of the old Congregational minis- 
were almost always educated in the United States, and most of | 
were college men. When the reciprocity treaty was signed they | 
advantage of the situation, and many of them are wealthy. | 
I wish to say to you that nowhere in the world where I have been | 
the managers of large corporations so generous in the support of 
hureh, charitable, and benevolent institutions as the people here, | 
did 1 ever see anywhere in any industries the consideration, the 
ndliness, and the good feeling there is here between the employer and 
ie employee 
it aaa not be thought that we have cheap labor here. I 
that on the whole it is a highly paid labor, far higher than it is in 
most of the States of the Union. The lowest paid of any Portuguese, 
Spanish, or Russian laborer is $22 a month, house rent free, water free, 
doctor and hospital free, fuel free. The Japanese and other workers 
on the plantations send large sums of money home. I have said that 
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the lowest wages are $22 a month, but most of the labor is done now 
on the contract system, and a great many men in cutting cane or plant- 
ng make from $35 to $40 a month, in addition to the free house and 

» other things mentioned above. 

There is another thing to be remembered. 
who have come here have come in touch with western civilization, and 
while neither Japanese nor Chinese are coming now, yet those who are 
here are learning western ways and being enlightened with western 
We of our church have nearly 50 boys studying in universities 
1 China and the United States. The late Provisional President of 
hina was five years in one of our church schools. The chief justice 
under the empire was also from our school here, afterwards a graduate 
of Cambridge, England. The mining engineer of a Province in China 
is also another of our boys, after graduating at Columbia. A Chinese 
woman of great intelligence told me that our Honolulu boys had revo- 
lutionized the university at Shanghai, not only by teaching them sports 
and giving them western ideas, but by teaching them patriotism. The 
late revolution in China really sprang from Honolulu. 

_I have gone into details in rather a rambling way that you may 
judge of the importance of this “ crossroads of the Pacific.” 

As I said before, no crop can be substituted for sugar. We can and 
do produce pineapples, but there is only a limited demand for them. 
We can and do produce coffee, but we can not compete with Brazil. 
We can send a certain number of bunches of bananas to San Francisco, 
but we can not compete with Central America. If the duty on sugar is 
materially reduced, most of the white people will have to leave the 
islands, and Hawaii will be ruined as Jamaica was by the action of the 
British Government in the early part of the last century. I have no 








nancial interests whatever in sugar. I do not own one share of sugar 
tock, and I_ am independent for my salary upon the people here, but I 
know the United States thoroughly and know the situation here. 
Ifawali is a melting pot for the nations and races, and, as Prof. Black- 
man, of Yale, says, people of different races are living together in 
Hawaii on terms of more intimacy and kindly oC than any- 
Where else in the world. It is a serious thing not only for Colorado 
and California and other places in regard to the beet-sugar eens, 

it it would omer paralyze industry of every kind in the islands. t 
seems to me that because of the treaty of reciprocity and annexation 
what the United States owes something to these islands. We imported 
*-3,000,000 worth of goods from California last year—hay, grain, 

rses, mules, and general supplies. It would be a considerable loss to 
California if these were stopped. The Hawaiian-American Steamship 
Line depends entirely for its return cargoes upon Hawaiian sugar, and 
With free sugar this line would have to go out of business. So would 
the Matson Line. In fact, American steamship lines may be counted 
as those which do business with the Hawaiian Islands, as there are very 
lew which go elsewhere. 

It will be interesting for you to know that there is no 
county farm in the islands. The poor are taken care of by private 
benevolence. There is a splendid hospital free to all who need it, and 
a large endowment. ‘There is a home for old people and Incurables at 


oorhouse or 


ho ‘expense to the Territory. There are homes for old women and old 
How created and endowed by private benevolence. You may live in 


fonolulu a long time without seeing a beggar. The Americans who 
have made money here are democratic, _— and patriotic. To de- 
eer the industry of the islands would be a far-reaching calamity, 
tional as “Crossroads of the Pacific,” our civilization, our educa- 
ional institutions and our Americanizing influence goes far and wide. 
it i me give you one point: Two men who had been in Cuba told me 
ae that they would wager anything that Cuba would be annexed in 
= years. They told me that they had been all over Cuba, and the 
enetican Sugar Co. was buying up every piece of available land and 
a they were so anxious for free sugar that they would seek to brin 
' = a revolution that would necessitate annexation. I told them tha 
did not believe it; that the people of the United States would not 
t number of Spanish-Americans and 
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negroes. They were quite positive that it was going to he done I 
American Sugar Co. is now back of this movement for 1 _ 8 r be 
cause they know positively that they would make the profit and that 
| the consumer would have to pay ist as much as he does now, and 
that the revenue of over $50,000,000 a year would be lost to the Trea 
ury of the United States 

I believe that if the frauds of the American Sugar Co. had not deen 
exposed, that they would have endeavored to have rried out their 
scheme for the annexation of <‘uba. 

As soon as the beet-sugar industry and the Hawalian at lana 
sugar industries are knocked out by taking off re tariff, tl world’s 
sugar supply would be so affected that, in my opinion, var would 


go up in price instead of down. 
Asking your pardon for this long letter, and with kin 
Faithfully, yours, 


} . 
gest re 


Henry B. Re 





TARICK, 
Bishop of Honolulu 
P. S.: I would add to the above, that in accordance with the de 

of the authority at Washington the planters and igar men here have 
spent large sums in trying to get white labor. All incomes above a 
| certain amount are levied on by an income tax for the bringing in of 
white labor. tut, of course, under the laws of the United States 
any contract with such labor is impossible, and many of them take a 
free trip from Vortugal, Spain, or Russia to the Hawaiian Islands, 
and some of them before they have done a stroke of work go on to 
San Francisco, and many more when they have worked here a few 
months. They have used the assistance of the Territorial Government 
(given through the money derived from the income tax) to get this 


far on their way to California. 
Again, Alaska canners and others have had frequent agents here to 
the labor away—Filipino, Portugese, Spanish, and Russian. 
If people would only consider that the Tropics produce staple articles 
such as sugar, coffee, and so on, and that the production of these arti 
cles need a certain class of labor, and that the Hawaiian Islands are 


in the Tropics and have to compete in the production of sugar with 
Java, Cuba, and other countries, which could increase their production 
indefinitely and have no restrictions as to labor, it would readily be 
seen that the tariff taken off would mean the ruin of these islands 
from a commercial point of view. 

Two Congressmen here, on separate occasions, have said to me: 
“These large holdings must be broken up, and the people must have 
the land.”” One of the men was from Kansas. 1 said to him, “ Why 
do not you break up your big farms?” “And besides,” I asked, “ what 
would you produce on these lands if divided up?"’ Of course, he could 
not tell, nor can anyone else. I have been all over these islands 
and know all about homesteads and small holdings, but there is not a 
white man living who could make his living expenses from the land 
Many have tried, and all have failed. When a homestead is taken up 


the man works on the plantation for a living and uses his smal! home 


stead as a side issue. There is not much tillable land on the islands 
anyway, for they are all mountainous in the middle and the strips 
around the sea are the fertile parts 
In speaking of wages, I aid not mean that the Japanese got $22 
a month. They get about $18, with room or house, fuel, doctor, etc. 
In addition to their wages the Planters’ Association have an agree 


ment that each year they will give to all employees a certain percentage 
of the earnings of the plantation. Last year being a good one, with 
large crops and high prices, this addition was 13 per cent, which in 
creased the wages of all considerably. 

A man from California recently said to me: “I saw women working 
on the plantations, and they told me they only got $14 or $15 a month.” 
I said to him: “Did you ever hear of the women In Pennsylvania 
working on the coal dumps for less money when you think that 
women get so many things free?”’ ‘* Moreover,” I said, “ those Japanese 


Luese 


women are married, and they are working simply because they like 
work and to add to the family income, so that they can send more 
money home to Japan or save it for investments here. The work is 
light hoeing, and as they were used to working in the fields in their 
own country it is no hardship.” 

It. B. R. 


PROPOSED TARIFF LEGISLATION, 


Mr. WORKS. I present a telegram in the nature of a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of Corona, Cal., 
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

Corona, Cau., April 12, 1913. 
Hon. Joun D. Works, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. 0C.: 

At a meeting of the Corona Chamber of Commerce held on Iriday 
evening, April 11, 1913, at 8 p. m., the following resolution was 
passed and secretary instructed to wire same to you at Washington, 


m Cs 

Whereas the proposed new tariff bill, which was introduced into the 
House of Representatives April 7, 1913, by the Hon. Oscar UNpDER 
woop, of Alabama, and which is now before the Committee on Ways 


and Means of the House for consideration, reduces the customs rates 


on a great number of California products to such a degree that in 
several instances it will have the inevitable result of seriously crip 
ling if it does not absolutely destroy great interests upon which 


depend large numbers of people and the public welfare of the State; 


and 
Whereas the ay reading of the proposed tariff bill indicates tha 
California has been more seyerely dealt with than other States of 


the Union, and its products more severely and 

posed to foreign competition: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed by the Corona Chamber of Commerce, That an earnest 
test is hereby made against the adoption of the tariff bill in its pr 
form and with its severe discrimination against the pr 
State of California. 

Resolved, That this protest be mailed to the Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 
OscaR UNDERWOOD, and the California Senators and Representatives in 
Congress with the request that they use their utmost endeavors to 
have the proposed tariff bill amended so that it shall deal more justly 
with California and Pacific coast products. 


unnecessarily ex 


pro 
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Sancer E. Frencn, 
Secretary Chamber of Commerce. 
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STEAMSHIP “TITANIC” (8. DOC. NO. 8). 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, a year ago the steamship 
Titanic weut down in mid-ocean, having on beard 2,223 per- 
sons, when she collided with an iceberg. Fifteen hundred and 
seventeen human lives were sacrificed in that great disaster. 
The United States promptly toek action looking to an inquiry 
into the causes which led to the wreck of the Titanic, and has 
tuken steps to afford possible remedies and to provide further 
for the safety of life at sea. 

i think on this occasion it would be well for us to take stock 
of whut has been accomplished in that regard. I inquired of 
the Secretary of Commerce and requested that he submit a 
statement upon the subject. and be has very kindly responded. 
IT believe &{ would bé instructive and helpful to have this in- 
formation as to what has been done up to this time in promoting 
safety of life at sea available to all and in some public, perma- 
nent form. 

I therefore request that the letter from the Secretary of Com- 
merce to which I have referred be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I would suggest to the Senator 
from Florida that he ask to have the letter also printed as a 
document, for the use of Senators. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am perfectly willing to add to the re- 
quest that the letter be printed in the Recoxp and also as a 
public document. 

There being no objection, the letter was orderd to be printed 
as a2 document and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMBPRCE, 
Orrice OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April 10, 1912. 


LOSS O! 


ion. Duwcan VU. Flercerer 


inited States Senate. 


Dear Sexaror Firorcuer: it afferfs me pleasure te reply to your 
inquiry of the Sth instant as to what has been done or is being done 
with veleremce to the international conference and also in promoting 
safety to life at sea. 

You will recall that the magnitude of the disaster which occurred 
on April 18, 1912, fereed thoughtful men on either side of the Atlantic 
to the conclusion that the real problem eae ealled for internatienal 
solution, end that such a sulution could be reached satisfactorily only 
after searching inguiry into all the conditions affecting the sa ety of 
ocean travel. This thought found immediate utterance in the British 
press and the German Emperor was prompt in summoning his technical 
advisers to determine the attitede which Germany should take towaid 
i problem which all recognized could not be settled by any one nation. 
The first measure, however, dealing with the subject in comprebensive 
detail was the joint resolution introduced on April 18 by Mr. ALEexan- 
por, of Missourl, chairman of the Cemmittee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries of the House of Representatives. This resolution has 
been the basis of action at home and bas belped to shape action abroad. 

After informal censultation, London has been deemed the most suit- 
able and cenvenient place for the assemblage of the conference, and by 
common consent the British Goverwment will take the lead in deter- 
mining the date, which will prebably be late in the coming summer or 
early in the aubuma. 

PRELAMINARY WORK. 


In the meantime technical committees of the most competent men 
have been muking painsteking studies in Great Britain and Germany 
of matters which must be determined at the conference. I need scarcely 
remind you of the great amount of time and effort which you and your 
colleazues of the Senate Committee on Commerce and the members of 
the House Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries devoted 
during the last session te seme of these subjects. Indeed, it must be 
gratifying to yeu, as it Is te all who served in the Sixty-second Cen- 
“xress, to recall] that within a fortnight after it assembled on December 
4, 1911, amd weeks before the steamship Titanic left ber builder's 
hands, committees of botb branches of Congress Bad begun werk on 
legisiation relating to the safety of ocean navigation and were well 
advanced teward the solution of problems to the existence of which the 
attention of the rest of the world was turned abruptly on April 17, 
1912 

The preparations for the conference have so far advanced that the 
tritish Government has proposed an informal consultation at London 
in June or July between representatives of the technical committees at 
work in Great Britain and these who will be qualified te express with 
some technical precision the views beld tn the United States. Toward 
this end the British Government late last December sent tnformally to 
Weshingten Mr. George E. Baker, representing the British Board of 
Trade. He submitted to my predecessor, Secretary Nagel, and to mem- 
bers of the Senate Committee on Commerce and the House Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, lovited to meet at the art- 
ment, the revised British regulations concerning lifeboats which sub- 
sequentiy were put iwto effect. 1 welcome this opportunity to express 
my appreciation of the efforts of Secretary Nagel to promete the Inter- 
national conference and to endeavor te secure adequate preparation on 
the 7 of the United States for the performance of our saare of the 
work. 

I regret that during the pressure of the closing days of the late ses- 
ston of Congress and the general and intense interest attending the 
change of administration and ef the control of Congress the eppropria- 
tion of $10,000 to make eur necessary preliminary arrangements failed 
to secure the approval of the conference committee on the general 
deficiency bill. am entirely confident, however, that Congress at an 
early date will vote the mepey needed for the purpose. 

The time remaining for preparation is short, and very much hard 
work must be done. For this reason I have already aken, sub- 
ject to apptenee Congress, to organize technical committees to 
study in this country subjects covered by the Alexander resolution, 
which in essentials are similar to the lines of inquiry followed for some 
months by the British expert committees. 


HULLS AND BULKHEADS. 


Had there been Hfeboats fer all on board, the great loss of life on the 
Titanic could have been averted. We may perhaps be allowed the sad 
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satisfaction of contemplating that while she carried boats for 
1,040 persons, our own rules then existing would have required a 
lar vessel with a like complement of passengers and crew to 
carried lifeboats for 2,367. 1 do not overlook the fact, however, 
the circumstances attending this calamity were exceptional, and tho 
many cases, when the sea runs bigh, the launching of lifeboats is « 
cult, if not impossible. Ve must go more thoroughly into the su 
if we are to meet adequately the perils of the sea. 

I am disposed to believe that the following utterance, a few w 
after the lass of the ship, by the late Sir William H. White, point 
the most important and the most dificult problem to which we s}y 
address ourselves: 

“When calmer consideration of the subject becomes possible i| | 
be seen that the question of boat equipment, important as it undon); 
edly is, must be treated as subordinate to that of efficient water; 
subdivision. Possibly the time is approaching when shipowners 
concur in action by which such subdivision shall be made the su 
of legislation on lines to be agreed upon by the board of trade 2; 
themselves. In view of the experience gained in connection with | 
lation for the load lines of merchant ships it is permissible to 
that if such action is taken it may be of an international charac: 
and that arrangement would undoubtedly be most advantageous 
could be made.” 

The subject of the efficient water-tight subdivision of hulls of v 
has been under consideration now for over 10 months by a com 
of some of the most eminent authorities in the United Kingdom; : 
in Germany the excellent bulkhead and hull regulations of the 
berufs-genossen-scbaft, framed after two years’ inguiry following 
sinking in 1895 of the German 8. 8. Elbe, are being thoroughly rey 

Meanwhile the Olympic, sister ship of the Titanic, has had her 
ae reconstructed, so far as bulkheads and double skin are 
cerned. 

Nearly 2,000,000 passengers cross the Atlantic annually to and from 
the United States. By far the greater part of these are either Am: 
can citizems or those who seek to take up their homes her: The 
American delegates to an international conference must meet the most 
highly trained minds ef Europe on the subject of ship construc! 
which is of direet interest to our people. I am sure, therefore, th: 
is prudent to endeavor to secure now the strongest possible Ame) 
advisory committee on this phase of the subject. 

1 wish to organize a committee on which shall be represented [! 
American Society of Naval Architects and Marine Engineers, the A 
can Society of Naval Engineers, and the technical schools which o! 
instruetion In naval architecture and marine engineering, such as the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, the University of Michigan. 1). 
Leland Stanford Junior University, Cernell University, and the Stevens 
Institute of Technology. I have requested the principal ship) 
ing companies which build ocean passenger steamers to suggest to me 
names of those most competent to express the views of shipbuilders on 
this subject. The American passenger-ship owners on the Atlantic and 
en the Pacific, respectively, have been asked to mame these most co: 
vetent to express their views; and I have also invited Mr. W 
Avingstone, president of the Lake Carriers’ Association, to sugs: \ 
name that will carry authority throughout the marine interests of the 
Great Lakes. The American Record of Shipping, generally known as 
American Lioyds, has also been invited to participate; and I have ; 
designated Mr J. Bernard Walker, editor of the Scientific American, 
with whose instructive work, An Unsinkable Titanic, you are doubt- 
less acquainted. To this committee I have asked the Secretary of | 
Navy te add an officer ef the construction corps of that department 
although the hulls of battleships and oeean passenger steamships are 
—— to meet quite different conditions, I wish to avail myself of 
the h technical ledge and standing of the members of this corp:. 
Of cour the Steamboat-Inspection Service of the Department of (: 
merce w be represented. Suggestions will be welcomed from other 
sources, for the above list is not meant to be exclusive. 


EFFICIENT OFFICERS AND CREWS. 


In the last analysis the efficacy of all material precautions acai 
marine disasters depends on the efficiency of the officers and crew 
handle the ship a all that goes with it. Superficially, unifor 
ternational regulations presc ng standards eficiency of of! 
and men may seem difficult to establish and maintain, but I am con- 
fident that if the subject be approached in the proper spirit an int 
netional agreement on at least some essential points may be reac! 

I am confirmed in this opinion by the knowledge that the provis 
for efficient lifeboat hands included in the seamen's bill—upon w'! 
the committees of the Senate and the House spent so much time an 
study at the tast session—is acceptable in principle to the LE 
authorities, and, indeed, in substance resembles the recommendi tio 
of the British committee which considered the subject of lifeboats, 
their manning and equt t. Already the laws of Germany, Norwey, 
the Netherlands, and France are in advance of our laws in prescribed 
tests of the vision of leokouts, adequate rest for those required to 
stand watch, and sanitary conditions of the forecastle and the enzine 
room; and in so far as the seamen’s bill would have raised standards in 
these respects, its failure to receive Executive approval on March 4 |3 
a matter for general regret All the work done by Congress at ¢! 
recent session as well as foreign laws and regulations wil! be avail 
able for the use of the committee on efficiency of officers and crews 
which ts being formef. I have asked the American Association ‘ 
Masters, Mates, and Pilots to propose a suitable deck officer, the Marin 
Engineers’ Beneficial Association to propose a suitable representative 
of the engine-room staff, and Mr. Andrew Furuseth, president o! tie 
International Seamen’s Union of America, has been also requested t? 
serve on this committee. The maritime exchanges and chambers 
commerce of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, San Francisco, Portlanc, 
Oreg., and Seattle have been requested to propose captains ef trails 
Atlantic and trans-Pactfic Ocean passenger steamers, respectively. 1" 
active service or retired, to serve on the committee, and trust t 
American shipowners on the Atlantic and Pacific will agree upon repr’ 
sentatives of their views on the subject. With the cooperation of ()° 
Secretary of the Treasury I hepe to secure the advice of officers ‘ 
the RevenueCutter Service and of the Public Health Service. T's 
last service, the marine tals and because of its visua! 
tests of licensed cers, is acguainted with the physical condition ©! 
officers and crews in our merchant service. Here also the list is not 
meant to be exclusive; light frem any source will be welcome. 
RADIOTELEGRAPHY. ; 

You bh to frame the acts of Congress concerning radiotclegra)y 
and nineties wl ratification of the Berlin and Lendon radici:' 

conven’ 


so Il» that on this subject ‘ic 
the Dnited States, in yok most of its pro 


of 
amaty has been qouapeed. accepted, as 
the basis for the international prescription and regulation of this far 


t it 


in 








1913. 





You will, I am 


ing ageney for the promotion of safety at sea. 
illow me to take this opportunity to recall that the principle of a 


‘ant wireless watch on ocean passenger steamers (two operators) 
measure of Government regulation, to which there is now no dis- 
was first proposed by my colleague, the Secretary of State, Hon. 

J. Bryan, in November, 1911. Our own act of June 24, 1910, 






t heen amended in accord with this suggestion, and at the interna- 
tional radictelegraphic conference last June in London 31 countries 
ved the principle of a constant wireless watch, at least in the case 
‘ry t ier steamers, as a measure of international regulation. 
i same convention also provides for auxiliary apparatus for use in 
‘vent of the failure of the ship's main power plant, as does our act 
July 23, 1912. So far as radiotelegraphy is concerned, the work, 
from our point of view, before an international conference will be 
y the adjustment of minor differences between our regulations and 
“which may be suggested by other powers so as to secure uni- 
rmity. To prepare for this work I have requested the wireless com- 
jes furnishing operators and apparatus for ship and coast stations 
ud the shipowners concerned to propose the names of suitable experts 
who may confer with the Commissioner of Navigation and represent- 
atives of the Naval Radio Service and the Bureau of Standards. 
AND PERILS NAVIGATION, 
noted that the Secretary of the Treasury 


e prsse 


ro 


AIDS 


You have doubtless has 


ready dispatched two revenue cutters to the North Atlantic to main- | 


and summer tracks of 
verils from ice, 
Dur- 


tain alternately a patrol sorth of the spring 
transatlantic steamsbips and to give wireless notice of 
rvice performed last year by two scout cruisers of the Navy. 


ing his December visit here, Mr. Baker, of the British Board of Trade, | 


fnguired informally whether our Government would cooperate in endeav- 
ore whieb the British Government contemplated, to make a thorough 
scientific study, covering several years, of ice movements in the North 


Atlantic and simultaneously to provide warnings to ships of approach- | 


ing ice, The British Board of Trade and transatlantic companies have 
eady sent the Antarctic exploring ship Scotia, equipped with powerful 
radio apparatus to vive ice warnings, and with a scientidc staff and 
equipment to study ice movements and meteorological conditions in the 
recions of early ice appearance. The Hamburg-American Line has also, 
in behalf of German companies, announced its cooperation with patrol 
work 
Thus the way is prepared for an agreement on this subject at the 
conference on safety at sea. In the meantime I bave 


rnational 
ested the Secretary of the Treasury to allow Capt. Commandant 
Bertholf, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, who has had long experience in 
t Aretic, to serve on a committee on aids and perils to navigation, 
V h will consider ice and other problems. The same committee will 
msider transatlantic steamship lanes, on which a British com- 
ittee already has reported, and I Rave requested, through the Secre- 


tary of the Navy, the cooperation of the Hydrographic Office. The 
London radiotelegraphic convention, ratified by the Senate on January 
7 1913, provides for the wireless dissemination of meteorologica! re- 
norts, and I have asked the Secretary of Agriculture for the help of the 
Weather Bureau on this committee, which under the Alexander resolu- 
tion will be requested to consider systems of reporting and disseminat 
ing weather reports and information relating to aids and perils to navi- 

tion. The Maritime Exchanges of New York and Phijadelpbia and 
Boston Chamber of Commerce have been asked to unite on the name 
of the captain of an ocean passenger steamship and also on the name 
of a representative of their organizations for duty on this committee. 

i know of no other body of men brought so frequently and continu- 
ously into eontact with the varied perils of North Atlantic navigation 

m the Grand Banks to Nantucket as the captains of the deep-sea 





fishing fleets of New England, so I particularly desire to secure the 
eervices of a member of the Gloucester Master Mariners’ Association. 
But it will be unreasonable to ask for the services of many of those 
whose experience and knowledge are needed unless Congress shall pro- 
vide for their necessary expenses while engaged in work to enable this 
country to offer intelligent advice, perform intelligent work, and secure 
rational results at an international conference in which ail our people 
rich and poor, have so much at stake. 


\tlantic yachting forms so large a part of our national maritime 
life that I have asked the yacht clubs, through the New York Yacht 
Club, to be represented on this committee. The Lighthouse Bureau has 
W experience with submarine bells, high-powered lights, and similar 
apparatus, of which I shal] avail myself through its representative, 

LIFEBOATS AND DAVITS. 

The loss of the steamship Titanée led to an immediate demand for life- 
boats and life rafts for ail on board, and that principle is now generally 
recognized by regulation or the voluntary action of shipowners. The 


subject, however, is not as simple as it might seem at first blush, be- 
cause the use of davits and other means of putting such boats over the 
ship's side, of lowering them fully loaded, or lowering passengers into 
them when afloat, as well as stowage on deck, which may affect the 


Ship's stability, all offer difficulties. The Steamboat-Inspection Service 
has already done much good work in these lines, and the regulations 
recently approved will, I trust, prove effective. As already stated, the 
new British regulations on the subject were informally laid before my 
predecessor and members of the Senate and House committees espe- 
cially concerned before they were put into effect abroad. Good progress 
has thus been made toward agreement on this subject, but its tmpor- 


tunce warrants consideration of all details, The rescue work of the 
Life-Saving Service and of the Revenue-Cutter Service is carried on 


mainty with lifeboats, often under conditions of peril, and I have asked 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the cooperation of skilled officers of 
those services with the Supervising Inspector General of the Steamboat- 
napection Service in preparing in detail a statement of American views 
on this subject. I have also requested the shipowners and the ship- 
on —_ > name men, representing their views, to work with the officers 
entioned, 
FIRE PROTECTION. 


The Alexander resolution wisely provided that the United States 
should lay before nations the subject of protection against fire at sea, 
which, to my mind, is of equal importance with subjects that have at- 
tracted more general notice. Loss of life from this source is, of course, 
much less frequent than tn the days of wooden vessels. On the other 
hand, the inflammable character of many cargoes, which under the lower 
modern freight rates can be carried, gives opportunity for spontaneous 
combustion, creating a risk almost unknown in earlier days. In trying 
ae adequately this requirement of the joint resolution, I am ask- 
ue for the services of expert representatives of the National Board of 
Pe Underwrite the National Board of Fire Underwriters, and 
—*s , the Associa Factory Mutual Fire Insurance Companies, whose 
whose ent 2ware, are applied mainly to apparatus used on shore but 

ose experience will be valuable. also count on securing technical 


advice from the Patent Office when needed and on the committee to 
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study fire conditions on shipboard, and shall, of course, include a repre 
sentative of the Steamboat-Inspection S$ charged more immedi 
ately with the approval and supervision of existing fire-fighting 


appli 

ances. 

LIABILITY OF SHIPOW RS 

You recall that in January, 1912, the we te ratified the Brussels 
international convention unifying certain rules 1 irding assistance and 
salvage at sea, and subsequently Congr enacted legislation to give it 
effect. One of the provisions of the convention and of ¢ statute pre 
| scribes that every master is bound, so far as he « do so wit out 
serious danger to his vessel, crew, and passengers, to render assistance 
to everybody found at sea in danger of being lost, and failure to 1 nd r 


such assistance subjects the delinquent master to heavy penalties, 'T) 





obligation imposed by humanity has thus been strengthened by statu 
tory requirement. The question of limitation of the liability of «s 
owners has taken large proportions in the thoughts of men c nd 
abroad since the disaster of last April It was already a topic set 
for consideration by the Brussels international conference on the ut 
cation of maritime law In view of its increased importance, the 
gian Government decided to postpone until September of this year the 
international maritime law conference, which will be quite apart from 
the London conference, to consider this subject. Congress has already 
made the necessary appropriation for the expenses of a delegation of 


men of the highest legal attainments to represent the United States at 


this conference, and the Secretury of State and myself have already 
invited the Hon. A. J. Montague, of Richmond, Va., and Edwin W 
Smith, Esq., of Pittsburgh, Pa., to continue to represent the United 
States at the conference, and have secured the services of the Hon 
Hlenry Galbraith Ward, United States circuit judge of the second cireuit. 
The composition of the delegation will probably be completed soon, and 
Secretary Bryan and myself will arrange for consultation with the deleé 
gation at Washington, so that the aititude of the United States on this 
difficult subject may be carefully and fully determined. 
Yours, very truly, 
, WILLIAM C. REDFIZLD, Secretary 
OVERFLOW OF THE GREAT MIAMI RIVER, OHIO. 


Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, during the recent floods in 
the State of Ohio the city of Dayton, among our growing cities 
which suffered, was particularly stricken. In the city of Day- 
ton, with a population of perhaps 125,000 people, 14,000 homes 
were flooded. Nearly all the business portion of the eity was 
inundated. Lives were lost and property to the estimated value 
of more than $100,000,000 was destroyed. 

The cause was primarily the excessive fall of water. Sec- 
ondarily, it was due to the condition of a navigable stream, the 
Great Miami River. This condition was due in part to the fact 
that bridges had been constructed across the river the abutments 
of which encroached upon the channel of the stream, and great 
piers were builded in the midst of the stream, thereby lessening 
the channel? and increasing the opportunity for the damming 
up of the river. The city council of Dayton feel that the Na- 
tional Government should have given more attention to the con 
struction of those bridges, and that the channel of the stream 
should be changed. 

The other day the city council adopted a preamble and reso- 
lution in the nature of a petition addressed to the Congress of 
the United States, looking to ultimate relief against the possi- 
bility of a recurrence of floods of this character. I send the 
preamble and resolution, in the form of a petition, to the desk, 
and ask that it be read and referred to the Commerce Com- 
mittee. 


There being no objection, the resolution was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 
A resolution offered for consideration to the council of the eity of 


Dayton, State of Ohio 


Whereas the Great Miami River is controlled as a navigable stream by 
the Federal Government, it is the duty of the Government to examine 
plans for all bridges and to prevent the channel from being en 
croached upon by private interests; and 

Whereas the Goyernment has failed to perform fits obligation In regard 
to the inspection and supervision of our waterway and Is thi 
directly responsible, in our opinion, to the people of Dayton for tl 
great calamity from which they are now suffering; and 

Whereas the neglect of the Government in this instance has resuited 
in a great loss of life and a monetary !oss to Dayton of more than 

> 


$100,000,000, through the disastrous forces with 
weak to cope; and 
Whereas the Federal Government should not continue its negieet of this 
condition, but should at once appropriate a sufficient amount of mone 
to 
sue 
be it 
Resolved by the council of the city of Dayton, State of Ohie, That we 
now respectfully demand some just reparation from the Government for 
the neglect from which we are suffering; this demand is made beca\ 
it is just, and because we are entitled to that protection which the 
Federal Government affords and gives to all cities located along navi 
gable waterways; and 
That we now petition the Congress of the United States to provid 
sufficient funds to cut a new channel for the Great Miami River and 
to supervise the work of cutting this new channe!; and 


which we a 


Mace the city of Dayton beyond the liability of another disast: 
as that through which we have just passed: Now, therefore, 


That the clerk of council be, and he is hereby, directed to certify 
copies of this resolution to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States 

Adopted by council, April 9, 1915. w — 

M ). UBER, 


President of Cowncil 
Attest: 
Wayne G. Lun, 
Clerk of Council. 
I hereby approve the foregoing resolution this 11th of April, 1913. 
EDWARD PHILIPPS, 
Mayor of the City of Dayton, State of Ohio. 
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I, Wayne G. Lee clerk of council of the city of Dayton, State of 
Ohio, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy 
of a resolution duly adopted by the city conncil at a special meeting 
had and held in the council chamber of the city of Dayton, State of 
Ohio, on the 9th day of April, A. D. 191%, and which is duly recorded 
in minute book C-—I, page 455, of the records of the council of said 
city of Dayton, State of Oblo, 

[SWAL.] 


WAYNr G,. LED, 
Clerk of Council, City of Dayton, State of Ohio. 
ACTING ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER CARL A, LOEFFLER. 

Mr. KERN, From the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
I submit the following unanimous report. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana pre- 
sents a report from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the report (No. 3), as follows: 

Mr. President, your Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom 
were referred the verbal charges made on the floor of the Senate on 
the 153th of March, 1913, against the official conduct of Carl A. Loeffler, 
Acting Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate, having considered and fully 
investigated such charges and the facts upon which the same were 
based, unanimously report: 

Kirst. That there is no evidence showing any official misconduct on 
the part of the said Loeffler. 

Second. That the Senate 
such charges, 

Your committee asks to be discharged from further consideration of 
the matter so referred to them and that the whole subject be indefi- 


nitely postponed. 
JOHN W. KERN, Chairman. 

Mr, KERN. Inasmuch as the report is unanimous, and as an 
act of justice to the young man against whom the charges were 
imide, [ ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 
of the report that I may move its adoption. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none. 

Mr. KERN, I 
adopted, 

The motion was agreed to. 


should make no further investigation ‘of 


The Chair 


move that the report of the committee be 


FRED N. WEBBER. 


Mr, WILLIAMS. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contigent Expenses of the Senate, to which 
was referred Senate resolution 29, to pay Fred N. Webber, jr., 
i suin equal to six months’ pay of his late father, Fred N. 
Webber, sr., a Senate policeman, to report it back favorably, 
and [ ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Secretary read Senate resolution 29, submitted by Mr. 
BRADLEY on the 7th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
to Fred N. Webber, jr., son of Fred N. Webber, sr., deceased, late a 
Senate policeman, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate he was 
receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to be considered as 
including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
of the resolution, 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I move to amend the resolu- 
tion by inserting “twelve” instead of “ six,” making the allow- 
ance of pay for 12 months in lieu of 6 months. I do this because 
the Senate set a precedent at the close of the last session fixing 
one year’s salary as the amount voted to the widow of a de- 
ceased Sergeant at Arms, and I see no reason why there should 
be a discrimination against an employee who received a much 
smaller salary than did he. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I hope that the amendment 
will not be adopted by the Senate. Perhaps the worst thing 
that any legislative body can do is to follow a wrong precedent. 
soth the Senator from Kansas and I, as members of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, opposed the amendment which granted 12 months’ pay 
to the family of the deceased Sergeant at Arms. Simply because 
something has been done which was, both in his opinion and in 
mine, a wrong thing to do, is no reason why it should be fol- 
lowed by making the wrong universal with regard to all the 
employees of the Senate. 

In my opinion the whole system of paying the families of 
Senators -and employees when they happen to die, for time 
which they have not served, on this earth at any rate, is wrong; 
but it is a custom, and has been for a long time, to grant 6 
months’ pay to the family of a deceased Senator or a deceased 
employee. During the last session we went beyond precedent to 
some extent and granted 12 months’ pay to the family of one 
of the employees of the Senate. I do not mean by saying that 
we went beyond precedent to some extent that there never had 
been any precedent at all for it. There had been three or four 


The question is on the adoption 
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bad precedents, which ought to have been “honored in the 
breach” rather “than the observance.” 

I hope the amendment will be voted down, and I hope the 
resolution as reported by* the committee will be passed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missi 
sippi will yield, I desire to say that I am in absolute harmony 
with his views as to what ought to be done. I opposed wit|, 
what vigor I could the precedent that was set in the paymen| 
to the family of a higher officer of the Senate a full year’s 
salary, but it seems to me to pay to the family of an officer 
who has received a salary of five or six thousand dollars a year 
a full year’s salary and then refuse to pay to the family of jus; 
as faithful an employee who received, say, a thousand dollars 
a year a full year’s salary and to cut his family down to six 
months’ salary, is an ubjustifiable and indefensible discriming 
tion. 

I do not want to set any precedent of allowing 12 months’ 
pay in such cases. I do not believe in it. I tried to prevent jj 
before, though I could not; but I want the Senate to be consist- 
ent, to do one thing or the other, so as to treat the families of 
it: deceased employees alike. That is the reason why I made 
the motion to amend, and I hope if the amendment is voted 
down that action will be observed as a precedent in the future. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I do not think there is really 
any difference between the Senator from Kansas and myself, ex- 
cept that he seems to think the proper way to right a wrong is 
to do another wrong thing just like it. I want the Senate to 
pursue a consistent course, and I want to make it consistent by 
going back to the regular practice of allowing six months’ pa) 
to families of deceased employees until such time as possil)|s 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate may destroy the whole system. 

Mr. President, I have finished what I have to say, and I ask 
for the adoption of the resolution as reported. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, as a member of the commit 
tee that passed upon this resolution I voted against it, because I 
do not believe that the practice involved is good; but the Se1 
tor from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] has proposed an amendmen! 
which, it seems to me, if it should be adopted as a precedent, 
will make the practice still worse. Six months’ pay is surely 
enough to give to the families of deceased employees of the Sen 
ate. In fact, it seems to me that the law which prescribes the 
exact amount of compensation to Senators and Representatives 
and employees of Congress is really what ought to be adhered to. 
Inasmuch, however, as the practice has heretofore been |! 
which is proposed in the pending resolution and this case has 
occurred while that practice remained, I do not know tht | 
shall now object, although I did vote against the resolution 
committee; bat to add six months’ more salary in the case o! 
the death of an employee seems to me is going far beyond whit 
ave ought to do, and I hope the Senate will vote down the amend 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state t! 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bris 
Tow]. 

The Srecrerary. In line 5, before the word “ months,” i! 
proposed to strike out “six” and to insert “ twelve.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to | 
amendment. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I simply desire to say a wor 
about this question, because I want my own position to be cle: 
With great reluctance I yielded to the report as made. I do! 
believe the Senate is justified in appropriating money beyo 
the salary due at the time of death in any case, and I stated to 
the committee I would prepare a bill to that effect, in orde 
that this practice might be terminated. It is not justifiable. 
my opinion. It is a mere grant of largess; it is a devotion 
the people’s money to an illegal purpose. It never should bh 
been the custom; the custom should not longer prevail; but 
seemed, in view of the fact that the custom has heretofore 
existed, rather an invidious thing to do, to stop the operation 0! 
the custom as to a particular man whose relatives are to receive 
this reward, the death having already occurred. So I was 0! 
tent then, and am content now, to see this particular resolutio! 
pass in-the form reported by the committee; but I shall intr 
duce at my earliest convenience a bill to stop the practice, sud 
I shall ask the Senate to consider it. 

With reference to the position taken by the Senator fru 
Kansas, it seems to me that its logic is that if a legislative bol) 
has ever made a mistake it must continue to make that mist:ke 
and the greater the mistake the more incumbent is the duty | 
perpetuate it. That is really not the position of the Senator 
from Kansas. What he desires to do, I think, is to impress 
upon the Senate the evil of this practice. The lesson havin 
been given and the expresssion of opinion having been very fu!!, 
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his amendment ought to be voted down, and that we Mr. WILLIAMS re v ] LT ted a 
vive six months’ pay in this instance and then cease | t | ‘ I ' 
‘Lice, t ‘ 
VICE PRESIDENT. The éuestion is on the amendment | fr. GALLINGER Mr. Pr ’ Thea ¢ 
ed by the Senator from Kansas. | mitte on the Dis of ¢ 
amendment was rejected. from time to tin id they | ! } ‘ 
VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the adop- | $1.25 per pri l page. There } 
of the resolution. tion as between the employ t { 
resolution was agreed to. under the ral law. b a 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, now I am inelined to 
ILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Control | Compt haat 1 inasn we | , 
ngent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorabiy, | Stenesrap: upon whom w as 
\ : un amendment, Senate resolution 26, and I submit a re- | . ruth o% Pass e© olin M 
(No. 4) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its im- | Teported It 
te consideration. Tl ea ent w if 
the VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. | fhe resolut al ad was agreed t 
rhe Secretary read the resolution; and there being no objec- | ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT FOR 1 I 
_ the Senate proceeded to its consideration. a : 
rhe amendment of the committee was, in line 4, after the | Mr. CHILTON. From t von on me J ry I 
\ | “stenographer,” to insert “at a price not to exceed $1 | Teport back Zar ral ve . . = ~ 
ner printed page,” so as to make the resolution read: authorizing the President to yy a 
d, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any for eS — — Tt ~ A of ere 
f ittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and | refers to a purely local matter [ am going to a u 
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a price not to | consent for its immediate cor lera . I desire to explain 
é 1 $1 per printed page, to report such heari — = oN be had in | that it provides for the apy tment of an Ldlitic l iit 
‘ ion With any subject W nay be pending before said commit : : ° : s 1 
tee; that the committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the | Judge in the fourth circuit, a circuit which is | ‘ n 
s 1d that the expense thereof be paid it of the contingent | the United Stat limping along with two «¢ it 
i f the Senate. | The need for an additional judge has been great 1 num 
VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | of years, and in the Sixty-secoud Congress a bill I r to the 
amendment. one now reported was passed, but for ne reason it failed of 
SMOOT. Mr. President, I inquire if that is an amend- | passage in another pla I think the bill should be pa ! dl 
ment reported by the committee? I hope there will be no opposition to its I late e ler 
Ir. WILLIAMS. Yes. | The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator fron t 
Mr. SMOOT. I think that that will involve an expense per- | asks unanimous consent for the immediate consid tion of 1 
haps greater than would be incurred by hiring a stenographer | bill reported by him from the Committee on the Judiciai I 
regularly by the day. The amendment, I understand, proposes there objection ? 
to fix the rate of compensation at $1 per printed page. Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I must object. What are we 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the present law provides | going to do after the 1st of July with the fou t 
t what is proposed by the amendment, except that the present | who are now serving as judges of the Commerce ¢ ! \ 
law stipulates that the rate of compensation shall not exceed | can not.one of them be assigned to this work’ 
25 per printed page. We have here reduced the rate to a Mr. CHILTON. I hope the Senator will not 1 
‘ r per printed page. one of them to West Virginia or to the fourth ci 
By the way, I want to say in this connection that it was Mr. BRISTOW. Well, there are four of them who will ! ( 
stated to the committee that during a contested-election case a | to be assigned somewhere. What are we going to do with t 
stenographer, paid at the rate fixed by law—$1.25 per printed | Mr. CHILTON. That is not our affair, Mr. Presid vu 
¢ de nearly $50 a day in reporting the hearing. It | course, though, if the Senator objects the bill can not | 
was thought that the rate fixed by law could not be affected or | sidered. 
I l except by law, but that in a matter merely concerning | Mr. BRISTOW. I think we have a sury of cil t j ; 
a Senate committee the committee could fix the maximum rate, | now, or will have after the Ist of July 
provided it did not exceed the maximum fixed by law. We]! Mr. CHILTON. Mr. Presid this bill was ] ed | he 
therefore reduced it from $1.25 to $1 per printed page. | Senate during the last Congress nd the Ser or « not 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am fully aware that the law | then. although the same condition re ! he j to 1 m 
I des that the rate shall not exceed $1.25 per printed page, | he refers was present then that is pr nt now 
[ am quite in harmony with the amendment so far as it Mr. BRISTOW. Well. I have been lectured this morn or 
‘ ; but I want to ask the Senator— undertaking to perpetuate a bad precedent, and so 
. WILLIAMS. It the Senator from Utah will pardon me Mr. CHILTON. I voted with the Senator after he w 
just a moment, I will state for the benefit of the Senate that tured, and I did not join in the lecturing. I went Sy rc 
ie Committee to Audit and Control the’ Contingent Expenses | one petter. I voted for his amendment when he did not vote for 
of the Senate has appointed a subcommittee to look into the it himself. 
é ie matter of the payment of stenographers for reporting Mr. BRISTOW. Of course, I regret to object to anything that 
ings, and so forth, to examine the House system and to he Senator from West Virginia wy desire. but I fe 
examine other systems, and see if we can not inaugurate a | Be Senator from West \irginia may Cesire, ou ee 
better syste 18 > one whic « nravaile Tha Senatar | Strained, until we know what is to become of the four sur} 
better system than the one which now prevails. The Senator | |... udges who will be on r hands after the 1st of Jul: 
is aware of the fact that over in the House they have a certain circait judges ° = ; er a a 
number of men, called committee stenographers, who are borne object to ome a. 
upon the roll at an annual salary, and who are detailed from Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I merely want to say to the 
time to time to attend committees and report bearings. Senator that he ought to have considered that when he was 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was fully aware of that. and voting to create extra judges for almost every other circ nit in 
I thought at this particular time it was opportune to call atten- | the United States except the fourth circuit. I hope the Senator 


tion to that facet, because I think such a system would save 
the Senate committees a great deal of money. I am fully aware 
of just what the Senator says—that many of the stenographers 
reporting committees of the Senate have made perhaps as high 
as the Senator says, $50 a day. It would be much better for 
the Senate to employ certain stenographers and have the com- 
mittees use those stenographers. I believe that would be 
cheaper—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am inclined to think that the House sys- 
tem is better than ours. ; 

Mr. SMOOT. And that is the reason why I brought up the 
question. I thought perhaps it could be arranged in this reso- 
lution, but tf not—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I would rather this resolution would not be 
complicated with that matter—— 

Mr. SMOOT, If not, I shall not object to the resolution, 


will now consider this proposition. It is not an idle matter; 
the fourth circuit ts really suffering for an additional jud 
It needs him. There is so much business there that it really can 
not be transacted without another circuit judge. I think the 
Senator is making a mistake now in interposing the objection. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I understand if there is a crowded condi 
tion of business there, judges can be assigned to attend to th 
business for a couple of months at any rate, and there will be 
four circuit judges on our hands on the Ist of July, and what 
are we going to do with them? 

Mr. CHILTON. That is a matter for the Senate to 
termine; it is not for me to answer. I only know that the Con- 
gress of the United States has been treating the fourth judicial 
circuit very badly for a number of years, and I want the Senate 
to correct the situation by taking the same action that it toek at 
the last session. 


de- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 
insist upon his objection? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I certainly must; yes. 

Mr. GOFF. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas not to 
object, and to state that there are reasons why he should not. 
That was my motive in rising. Am I too late for that? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Of course I regret very much to oppose the 
Senators from West Virginia in this matter, but I shall have to 
insist upon my objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GOFF. The Senator probably would not he 
heard the facts to the contrary. 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘The facts can be presented when the bill is 
up for consideration, and amendments can be offered to it at 
that time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
go to the calendar. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. From the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
report back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 281) 
providing for an increase of salary of the United States attor- 
ney for the district of Connecticut, and I submit a report (No.2) 
thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The 


ain iter 


the 


I )0eS 


Senator from Kansas 


do so if 


Objection being made, the bill will 


FOR CONNECTICUT. 


jimendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in line 
the word “of,” to strike out “$5,000” and insert 
“34.000,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted That from and after the passage of this 


salary of the United States attorney for the district of Conn 
be at the rate of $4,000 a year. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
sideration of 


ctc., 


act the 
cticut shall 


the bill, but 1 should like to have a little explana- 
tion from the Senator from Connecticut as to why this change 
in the salary should be made. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. 
by the Senate at the last session of Congress, and it was unani- 
mously reported favorably by the Judiciary Committee in the 
House, but failed of action by the House itself. The present 
salary of the United States attorney for the district of Con- 
necticut is $2,500. The whole State, containing a million and 
a quarter people, is one district. The business of the office has 
increased greatly in recent years. Both Judiciary Committees, 
that of the and that of the Senate, have thought the 
salary ought to be increased so as to put it on a par with the 
salaries paid in other States similarly situated. 

I will ask that the report be printed in the Recorp, as it ex- 
plains the whole matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be made. 

The report 
as follows: 

Mr. BranpeGces, from the Committee on th submitted the 
following report, to accompany 8S. 281 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 281) providing for an increase of salary of the United States attor- 
ney for the district of Connecticut, having had the same under con- 
sideration, unanimously recommend that the bill do pass with the 


following amendment: On line 5, after the word “of,” strike out 
“$5,000” and in lieu thereof insert “* $4,000.” 

The State of Connecticut comprises one judicial district with a popu- 
lation of 1,114,756, and the law provides for the holding of court at 
New Haven and Hartford The present salary of the United States 
attorney for this district is $2,500, with no allowances for assistance 
except $350 a year for a clerk. The district has increased more than 
400,000 in population since the salary was fixed at $2,500, and your 
committee believe that at present it is wholly inadequate, and a com- 
parison of the salaries paid in the other districts and number of cases in 
which the United States is a party can only justify such a conclusion. 
It was represented to your committee by those familiar with the duties 
of the United States attorney for this district that the number and 
importance of the cases in which the United States is a party have very 
largely increased, 

The salaries paid the United States attorneys, their assistant attor- 
neys, and clerks in the New England districts are as follows: 

Maine, $3,000; assistant attorney, $1,200; clerk, $600. 

New Hampshire, $2,000; clerk, $500, 

Vermont, $3,000; clerk, $840, 

Massachusetts, $5,000; assistant attorneys, $8.600; clerk, $3,760. 

Rhode Island, $2,500; assistant attorney, $1,500; clerk, $750. 

Connecticut, $2,500; clerk, $350. 

The clerk was paid in 1911 $4,939.60. 
this district is $2,500. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Llouse 


Without objection, that order will 
(No. 2) submitted this day by Mr. BranpgcGeer is 


Judiciary, 


The salary of the marshal for 
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Mr. President, I did not object to the con- | 


Mr. President, a similar bill was passed | 


APRIL 15. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. On Saturday last I intro 
duced a bill (S. 737) prohibiting the use of fish traps or other 
device for impounding fish in waters in and adjacent to Alask: 
At my request the bill was referred to the Committee on Con 
merce. I have since been informed that the proper committe 
is the Committee on Fisheries. I reintroduce the bill and ask 
that the reference be corrected. 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the firs 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 877) prohibiting the use of fish traps or other 
device for impounding fish in waters in and adjacent to Alaska; 
to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: , 

A bill (S. 878) to provide for the appointment of a distr 


judge in the northern and southern judicial districts in the Si 
| of Mississippi, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 1! 


Judiciary. 

A bill (S. S79) to regulate the employment of minor childr 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Educati 
and Labor. 

A bili (S. 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. S81) for the relief of heirs or estate of John Mills, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. S882) 
hoff ; 

A bill (S. 883) 
Mabry, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 884) for the relief of the heirs, devisees, and 
tees of Willis Lowe, deceased; 

A bill (S. 885) for the relief of Harry P. Lee, John M. Lee 
and the heirs of Nathaniel W. Lee; 

A bill (S. 886) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Lanier and est 
of N. B. Lanier, deceased; 

A bili (S. 887) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Kuyk 
dall; 

A Dill (S. S888) 
Hurdle, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 889) for the relief of James K. Hamblen; 

A bill (8S. 890) for the relief of the estate of Gladney, G 
ner & Co.; 

A bill (S. 


880) for the relief of heirs of Winston Morris, 


for the relief of the estate of Francis M 


for the relief of heirs or estate of J: 


for the relief of heirs or estate of Eu 


891) for the relief of heirs or estate of Benj 
Garrett, deceased; 


A bill (S. 892) 
berry, deceased; 

A bill (8S. 893) for the relief of Mrs. P. A. Eskridge: 

A bill (8S. 894) for the relief of Clarissa Duncan and Ch 
E. Duncan; 

A bill (S. 
deceased ; 

A bill 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 897) 
nelius, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 898) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. Clark: 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of the heirs of Louis C: 
deceased : 

A bill (S. 900) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth Burnett: 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of the estate of R. C. Bumpass, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 902) for the relief of the heirs of J. L. W. 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 903) 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 904) 
Belino, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 905) for the relief of Louis T. Barnes; 

A bill (S. 906) for the relief of Mary Maynor; 

A bill (S. 907) for the relief of heirs of James Porter, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 908) for the relief of the estate of William Richards 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 909) for the relief of the estate of Joseph S. Rogers 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 910) for the relief of the estate of Phereby | 
Sheppard ; 

A bill (8S. 911) for the relief of M. T. Sigrest; . 

A bill (8S. 912) for the relief of heirs or estate of W. R. Smit), 
deceased ; 


A bill (8S. 913) for the relief of the estate of William Penn, 
deceased ; 


for the relief of the estate of J. M. by 


i 


895) for the relief of the estate of Mary D 


(S. 896) for the relief of the estate of Enos ID 


for the relief of heirs or estate of E. C. ¢ 


sullocl 
for the relief of the heirs of U. H. Buc! 


for the relief of the estate of Capt. Jo! 








1915. 





\ bill (S. 914) for the relief of the heirs of Joshua Nicholls; 
pill (S. 915) 
deceased ¢ 


Hill «S. 916) for the relief of heirs or estate of Louis Sum- 


\ i 


\ 


deceased ; 
ill (S. 917) for the relief of W. W. Warren, administrator | 
» estate of Jackson Warren, deceased; and 
bill (S. 918) for the relief of the estate of Nevin Phares; 
Committee on Claims. 
\ bill (S. 919) granting an increase of pension to Agnes E. | 
‘sown: to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BRYAN: 
A bill (S. 920) to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act 
king appropriations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ent for the fiscal year ending June 20, 1913, and for other pur- 


ol the 


li 
poses”; and 

A bill (S. 921) to repeal section 3 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900”; to the Commit- | 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr, NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 922) providing for an increase of salary of the 
United States marshal for the district of Nevada; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 923) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide | 
for the opening, maintenance, protection, and operation of the | 


Panama Canal and the sanitation and government of the Canal | 
approved August 24, 1912; to the Committee on Inter- | 


Zone.” 
oceanic Canals. 

A bill (S. 924) to authorize the inclosure of certain lands in 
the State of Nevada containing dangerous quagmires; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 925) authorizing the preparation and submission to 
Congress of a plan for the gradual acquisition of parks and 
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| wars of the United States prior to April 12, 1861; 
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A bill (S. 948) granting an increase of pension to Henry M 


for the relief of the heirs of W. H. Sneed, | Tillinghast; and 


A bill (S. 949) granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 950) providing for the adjustment the 
the States and Territories to lands within national forests; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 951) to provide for the formation of | ' 
porations for carrying on the business of banking in th 
tory of Alaska, and for other purposes; to the { \ 
Territories. 

A bill (S. 952) awarding a medal of honor to George Mury 
late private, United States Marine Corps; to the Co “ i 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 958) extending the provisions of the bounty d 


» 
o 


law of March 


, 1855, to persons who participated in the Indian 
to the Com 
mittee on Public Lands. 


A bill (S. 954) forbidding the use of spurious currency, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 955) validating and confirming conveyances of ids 
made by allottees on the Yakima Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

A bill (S. 956) to increase the pensions of the blind who 
served in the War with Mexico, the Civil War, and the War 
with Spain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. KENYON: 
A bill (S. 957) to define and punish lobbying; to the Commit- 


tee on Privileges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 958) to require hours of rest for employees on rail- 
roads; to the Committee on Education and Labor 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 960) for the relief of Richard Brady: 





playgrounds in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (S. 926) for the relief of the Georgia Railroad & Bank- 
ing Co.; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (8S. 927) to make lawful certain agreements between 
euplyees and laborers, and persons engaged ine agriculture or 
horticulture, and to limit the issuing of injunctions in certain 
cases, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

A bill (S. 928) for the restoration of Park Howell, late 
captain, to the Medical Corps of the Army of the United States; 
and 

A bill (S. 929) to promote the efficiency of the Hospital Corps 
of the United States Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 980) for the relief of the estate of Epenetus Heath, 
‘eased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By \ LIPPITT : 

; A bill (S. 931) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Mun 

A bill (8S. 982) granting a pension to Margaret L. McDermott; 

A bill 933) granting an increase of pension to Carrie H. 
Chace: 


de 


Sos 
i. 


‘ 
(S. 


A bill (S, 984) granting an increase of pension to Horace P. 
Lester; 
A bill (8. 985) granting an increase of pension to Nancy M. 


Vinton; 

A bill (8. 
Harris; 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (8S. 
Crowell; 


9386) granting an increase of pension to Mary FE. 


937) granting a pension to Sarah B. Potter; 
938) granting an increase of pension to Harriet N. 


\ A bill (S. 989) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
“aylor; 
A bill (8. 940) granting a pension to Mary W. Gross; 


A bill (S 
Hunt; 


A bill (8S. 942) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Hatfield; 


A bill (S. 943) granting an increase of pension to Flora 


Annis; 


A bill (8. 944) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 


Spencer ; 


A bill (8S. 945) granting an increase of pension to Amanda M. 


Dixon; 


A bill (S. 946) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 


Cady; 





Jennison ; 





L——12 





. 941) granting an increase of pension to Josiah D. 


A bill (8. 947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas L. 


A bill (S. 961) for the relief of James M. Blankenship; 

A bill (S. 962) for the relief of Edgar A. Darling; 

A bill (S. 963) for the relief of Israel Sturges; 

A bill (S. 964) for the relief of John Lynch; 

A bill (S. 965) for the relief of George Peyton; and 

A bill (S. 966) for the relief of William M. Burns; to the 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (S. 967) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
| Merrill; 
A bill (S. 968) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
McGrew; 
| <A bill (S. 969) granting an increase of pension to James H, 
| Meekin; 
| A bill (S. 970) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
| Loughry; 
A bill (S. 971) granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
| Langston; 
|} A bill (S. 972) granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
| Langston ; 
| A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Charles 8, 
Leonard: 
A bill (S. 974) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 


Kennedy; 
A bill (S. 
Keefer ; 


975) granting an increase of pension to Calvin W. 


A bill (S. 976) granting an increase of pension to Richard F. 
Jacks; 

A bill (S. 977) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
Stauter; 

A bill (S. 978) granting a pension to W. H. Padgett; 

A bill (S. 979) granting an increase of pension to Ryland W. 
Darnall; 

A bill (S. 980) granting a pension to John T. Drinkwater; 

A bill (S. 981) granting an increase of pension to Milton 
Cobler: 

A bill (S. 982) granting a pension to Sarah L. Craig; 

A bill (S. 988) granting a pension to Elizabeth EF, Carr; 

A bill (S. 984) granting an increase of pension to Robert FP, 
Catterson ; 

A bill (S. 985) granting a pension to Robert T. Burton; 


A bill (S. 986) 
Havens; 


granting an increase of pension to Benjamin FPF, 


A bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Omar Ek. Brown; 

A bill (S. 98S) granting an increase of pens to Hiram 
Brubaker ; 
| A bill (S. 989) granting an incre of pension to Josiah L. 
| Burton; 
A bill (S. 990) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Butler ; 

A bill (S. 991) granting a pension to Watson Nickelson; 

A bill (S. 992) granting 2 pension to William H. Albert; 
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se of pension to Andrew 


» of pension to George W. 


on to Edward W. 


Itz; 


Robert | 
| in the U 
|} and 


o Cass M. 


crease of pension to Schuyler 


(S. 1001) eri ting A 
ton?) 
LOUS ) 


pension to Benaldine Smith Noble; 
granting a pension to Durance R. McFeely; 
granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill 

A bill 
KE. McGee; 

A bill (S. 1004) 
Woodford Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 1005) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Moore; 

A bill (S 
Ti. Sumption: 

A bill (S. 1007) granting an increase of pension to Charles M. 
Saughman; 

A bill (S. 
Medsker ; 

A bill 
surk ; 

A bill (8S. 1010) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
V. Purdy: 

A bill (S. 
Purdy; 

A bill (S. 
Roberts: 

A bill 
Shreeve: 

A bill i ya pension to Rose A. Doyle; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting an 
Edwar 

A h | (SS, {* cy “97 ne 
Dye 

A bill (S. 
Fodr 


cS. 


iS. 


granting an increase of pension to William 
1006) granting an increase of pension to William 


1008) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 


(S. 1009) granting an increase of Pension to Thomas 


1011) granting an iner 


“ase of pension to Rachel B. 


112) granting an 


inerena 


ran inere: 


an increase of pension to Jacob 
1017) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 


1018) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
B. Gi 
b (8. 1919) granting a pension to Delia E. Godfrey; 

A bill (S. 1020) granting an increase of pension to James HL 
Goldsboro 

A bill (S. 1021) granting a pension to Mary F. Gaddie; 

A bill (S. 1022) granting a pension to William Howell; 

A bill (S. 10235) granting a pension to Anna Hohndorff; 

A bill (8S. 1024) granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
Isaacs; 

A bill (S. 1025) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Jared; and 

A bill (S. 1026) granting a pension to Lewis C. Jones; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 1027) to provide for an enlarged homestead; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (8. 1028) prohibiting the issuing of revenue stamps to 
and the receiving of a special tax upon distilled spirits and 
fermented liquors from persons designing to sell such spirits 
and liquors for use as a beverage in any State or Territory, or 
subdivision of any State or Territory, in which the sale of dis- 
tilled spirits and fermented liquors for use as a beverage is pro- 
hibited by law; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1029) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Shannon (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8S. 1030) granting an increase of pension to Norman 
P. Wood (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (8S. 1031) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations,” approved March 38, 1891; to the Committee on 
Indian Depredations. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 

A bill (S. 1082) to amend section 1342 and chapter 6, title 14, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| and 


| lies,” 


se of pension to James 


se of pension to George W. | 


increase of pension to James | 





3y Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1083) for the relief 
ware Indians (with accom) 
on Indian Affasirs. 

A bill (S. 1034) to prevent 
adulterated commercial feeding stuffs for live stock a 
providing a penalty for the violation of 
Committee on Manufactures. 

A bill (S. 1085) 


the transportation interstate 
“lt 


0 


the act: to 


, 


for the estal 


nited States cot 


jishment of a probation s 
rts, except in the District of Colu 

A bill 
trade 


(S. 1086) to amend an act entitled “An act to pri 
and commerce against unlawful restraints and mo) 
approved July 2, 1890; to the Committee on the Judic 

A bill (S. 1037) providing means for making effective the 
relating to the publicity of campaign contributions, and 
other purposes; to the Committee on Privileges and Electio 

A bill (S..1038) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior ¢ 


| permit exchanges of lands of Osage allottees, and for other pu 


poses ; 


A bill (S. 1039) to adjust and settle the claims of the | 


| Shawnee and loyal Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; 


A bill (8S. 1040) for the relief of the Ottawa Indian Tribe 
Blanchard Fork and Rouch de Boeuf; 

A bill (S. 1041) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
Osage Nation of Indians against the United States; 

A bill (S. 1042) for the relief of the Miami Indians; and 

A bill (S. 1043) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the 
Ponca Tribe of Indians against the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. BURTON: 

A bill (S. 1044) for the relief of Byron W. Canfield; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1045) for the relief of Erskine R. K. Hayes; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1046) granting a pension to Mary J. Thomas: 

A bill (S. 1047) granting an increase of pension to Emily B. 
Smith; 

A bill (8S. 1048) granting a pension to Jennie FE. Howell; 

A bill (S. 1049) granting a pension to Ellen C. Beam; 

A bill (S. 1050) granting an increase of pension to Mary Me- 
Clure; 

A bill (8. 1051) granting an increase of pension to Pauline G. 


| Murphy; 


A bill (S. 1052) granting a pension to Louise W. Stezman; 
and 

A bill (S. 1053) granting an increase of pension to Emma HB. 
Myers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 1054) to establish a national aeronautical labora- 
tory; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1055) for the relief of the county of Barton, State 
of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 1056) for the relief of the estate of George 
son, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1057) for the relief of the county of Boone, State 
of Missouri: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1058) for the relief of Dommick Taheny and John 
W. Mortimer (with accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1059) for the relief of George M. Bryan (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1060) fixing the date of reenlistment of Gustav 
Hertfelder, first-class fireman, United States Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1061) for the relief of Thomas Amick; 

A bill (8. 1062) for the relief of David Steers (with accom- 
panying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1063) for the relief of Philip Cook; 

A bill (S. 1064) for the relief of Thomas Miller; and 

A bill (S. 1065) for the relief of John C. Barrett; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1066) granting an increase of pension to George V. 
Shaffer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1067) granting a pension to Margaret Crawford 
Irwin ; 

A bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Mary A. Mussey (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1069) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J. Strayer ; 


Patter- 
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\ bill (S. 1070) granting an increase of pension to George By Mr. NELSON: 
Fox: A bill (S. 1064) to promote the efl eney of the Life-Sa g 
, bill (S. 1071) granting a pension to William Wesley Blaine; | Service; to the Committee on ¢ 1 
\ bill (S. 1072) granting a pension to Amelia Harmon; By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 
\ bill (S. 1078) to pension certain soldiers and nonenlisted A bill (S. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
, who served in the War of the Rebellion; | Schantz (with accompanying pa s): ft ‘ e on 
\ bill (S. 1074) granting a pension to Florence Sparrow; ard | Pensions. 
By request.) A bill (S. 1075) extending the benefits of the | By Mr. McLEAN: 
ge eral pension laws to the members of the Eighth, Twentieth, | A bill (S. 1096) granting an increase of | 1 t A) i 
rwenty-sixth, Twenty-seventh, Twenty-eighth, Twenty-ninth, | Parmelee (with accompanying papers) ; 
hirtieth, Thirty-first, Thirty-second, and Thirty-third Regi- | <A bill (S. 1097) granting an increase of | to M 
i s, the several batteries of Artillery, the several troops of | E. Rice (with accompanying papers): and 
Cavalry, and the several independent companies which com | A bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pension to Flora ] 
prised the Pennsylvania Volunteer Militia, otherwise known as | Cummings (with accompanying papers); to the Committ on 
the emergency men, who were called into service by the Presi- | Pensions. 
dent of the United States of America, officered by United States By Mr. NEWLANDS: 
ficers, and sworn into the service of the United States for an A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 16) regarding the Panama Canal 
inite period, the same as if they had been in the service of | tolls; to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 
the United States for a period of 90 days or more; to the Com- far joint resolution (S. J. Res. 17) granting permission to the 
ynittee on Pensions. | Woman's Titanic Memorial Association to erect a memorial 
By Mr. CUMMINS: | structure in Potomac Park, in the city of Washington; to the 
\ bill (S. 1076) concerning baggage and excess baggage car- | Committee on the Library. 
ried by common carriers in the District of Columbia and the; By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: 
rerritories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce | A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 18) for the relief of destitute 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations, | persons within the State of Alabama in the districts devas- 
d prescribing the duties of such common carriers in reference | tated by the recent floods and storms; to the Committee on 
thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fixing | Appropriations. 


e punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting laws; to 
» Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
\ bill (S. 1077) to extend the provisions of the act of June 
©7, 1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, 
and benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known 
as the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbance, and the Semi- 
nole War,’ approved July 27, 1892”; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1078) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An act 


Lue 


to establish posta] savings depositaries for depositing savings at | 


interest with the security of the Government for the repayment 
thereof, and for other purposes,” approved June 45, 1910; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

bill (S. 1079) to correct the military record of Showers 
Nelson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


‘ 
ak 


A a (S. 1080) granting an increase of pension to Susan PE. 
Smith; 

A bil (S. 1081) granting an increase of pension to Walter | 
Smith; 
. A Dill (S. 1082) granting an increase of pension to John 
OnKEeT 5 
A vil (S. 1083) granting a pension to William Llewellyn; 
i bill (S. 1084) granting a pension to J. W. Jewell; to the 


Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CLAPP: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1085) to supplement an act to pro- 
tect trade and commerce against unlawful restraint and monop- 
olies, as approved July 2, 1890; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 


> 
»\ 


A bill (S. 1086) for erecting a suitable memorial to John 
Fricsson; to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1087) authorizing the exchange of certain lands 
within the Fishlake National Forest, Utah; to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 1088) to make Oklahoma City, Okla., a subport of 
entry under the jurisdiction of the surveyor of customs at Kan- 


Sas City, Mo., and extending the privileges of the seventh section | 


of the act of June 10, 1880, thereto; to the Committee on Com 
merce, 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 1089) for the relief of the estate of T. J. Semmes, 
deceased; and 
A bill (S. 1690) for the relief of the estate of John Pemberton. 
ceceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (8. 1091) to transfer the Pacific Branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the War Department ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1092) granting a pension to Louise Amy (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (8. 1098) granting an increase of ;-nsion to Lydia A. 


pe (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
ensions: 


$y Mr. CRAWFORD: 


A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 19) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Ly Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20) proposing a method of 


amending the Constitution of the United States by establishing 


constitutional majority rule; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY AND WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 

| Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I introduce a bill to 

provide compensation for accidental injuries, resulting in dis 

ability or death, to employees of railroad companies. I desire 


to say just a word, with the indulgence of the Senate, with 
| reference to it. 
This is a bill which was before the Senate at the last 


and passed by a vote of 64 to 15, and in an amended form 
passed the House by a vote of 218 to 81, as I recall it. In the 


| preparation of this draft of the bill I have adopted most of the 
House amendments. Some of them I have not adopted. 
principal amendment which I have not adopted is that which 
14 days’ 


The 


| provides for a 5 days’ waiting period instead of a 

| waiting period, as provided in the Senate bill. I have restored 
| the Senate provision in that respect. The House amended the 
| bill so as to provide for a maximum salary upon which the 


computation of compensation was to be made of $120 per month, 


ef 


In the bill that 1 have introduced I have taken off the maxi 
| mum altogether, simply providing for a minimum salary, upon 
| which the computation of half wages is to be de. of S50 a 
| month, so that the minimum compensation under this bill, if 

passed, will be $25 a month, and there will be 1 naxXimium 
| whatever. I have thought best to do that, bec: I think if 
| we restore the provision with reference to the \ iz period 
| to 14 calendar days instead of 5 calendar days, the aggregate 
lof the amount which will be saved by doing th will justify 
| us in taking off the maximum. ‘The 9 days hich w be 
| saved, applied to all of these employees, will amount in the 
| aggregate to a considerable sum, while it will amount to a 


very trifling sum to each individual. 
The policy of this sort of legislation is primarily to take care 


of the serious accidents, the calamities; and by cutting out 
these trivial injuries we will save a large sum of money to 


apply to the more serious injurie 
I ask, Mr. President, that 5,000 additional copies of the bill 


be printed, 2,000 of which shall be for the use of the Committee 


ou the Judiciary, and $3,000 for the document roon [ make 
that request because this bill applies to some seventeen hundred 
| thousand railroad employees. There has already been a demand 
| for many copies of it, and there will be a demand for large 


| number of copies. 

| The bill (S. 959) to provide an exclusive remedy and compen- 
sation for accidental injuries, resulting in disability or death, 

| to employees of common carriers by railroad engaged in inter- 


state or foreign commerce, or in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. The Senator from Utah asks that 
5,000 additional copies of the bill be printed, 2,000 for the use 


» =F 
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of the on the Judiciary, and 3,000 for the Senate 


If there be no objection, that order will be 
THE TARIFF, 

int nade ( to be 

tariff duties a1 

for other p 

and 


an amendment proposed 
10) 


ernment, 


n to the bill CH. R. 


venue for the 


to redux 
which 


ordered to be 


(,0 and irposes, 


Committee on kinance 


referred to the 


submit an amendment 


bill (H. R. 10 


INS. I 


fe MEA intended to be pro- 
“l by ime to the 


to reduce tariff duties and 
nrovide .-venue for the Government, and for other 
ask that the amendment be printed and referred to the Com- 
ee on I e, ond that it also be printed in the Recorp. 
Chere being the amendment was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, ordered to be printed, and to be printed 
in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


purposes, 


no objection, 


mendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CuMMINS to the Dill 

Rn. 10, viz to paragraph 552 the following: 
‘Provided, however, That none of the foregoing meats 
d into the United States from any foreign country 
|! the l’resident, after due investigation, has found and 
ie government of any such foreign country bas established and is 
lining a sy m of meat inspection which is the substantial 
and is as efficient as the system established and maintained 
y the laws of the United States in the Department of Agriculture; and 
pecially that the em of foreign country provides for the 
ination of all cattle, sheep, swine, and goats, before they are 
ed to enter Into any slaughtering, packing, meat canning, render- 
wv osh ir establishment in which they are to be slaughtered and 

eat or meat products thereof are to be used for food; and 

Pra further, That no meat imported into the United States from 
reign country shall be sold in the United States until it is exam 
ind inspected, after arrival and before sale, by inspectors appointed 
secretary of Agriculture; and the provisions of an act making 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
‘Oo, 1908, relating to post-mortem examinations and in- 
’ the carcasses and parts thereof of cattle, sheep, swine, and 
hereby made applicable to carcasses, parts thereof, and 
imported into the United States from any such foreign 


Add 
shall be inm- 
unless and 
proclaimed 


“juivale 
julv: 
such 


ided 


ntry.’ 


oll LANDS OF NATION. 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to enter 
an order authorizing the return to the Secretary of the Interior 
of certain papers relating to the leasing of oil and gas lands of 
the Osage Nation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AND GAS OSAGE 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the proposed leasing of oil and 
gas lands of the Osage Nation, Oklahoma, with rules and regulations, 
etc., forwarded to the Senate by the Secretary of the Interior in re- 
Senate resolution 485, Sixty-second Congress, third session, 
agreed to February 28, 1915, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and returned to the Secretary of the Interior for the files of his office. 


Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Okla- 
homa if there has been any action taken upon the resolution? 

Mr. OWEN. No action was taken upon it. 

T VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 


sponse fo 


rhe 
order will be made. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the resolution ought to be 
amended by inserting the words “no action having been taken 
upon the resolution.” 

Mr. OWEN. It is simply an order returning the papers which 
are now on file in the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection at all to the order, but it 
ought to state that no action has been taken upon the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. OWEN. The original resolution simply called for the 
papers, and no action was necessary. I have no objection to 
those words being added. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think, though, the amendment ought to be 
made, because that is the usual form—* no action having been 
taken upon the resolution.” 

Mr. OWEN. Let there be added to the order the words “no 
adverse report having been made thereon.” 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Without objection, those words 
will be added, and the order as amended will be agreed to, 
ASSISTANT CLERKS TO SENATORS, 


Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 44), 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That each minority Senator not the chairman of a com- 
mittee be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ one assistant clerk, 
at $1,440 per annum, to be paid from “ miscellaneous items” of the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 

SENATE RESEARCH BUREAU. 


Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution (8S. Res. 45), 
which was read and referred to the Committee on the Library: 


Resolved, That there is hereby established the research bureau of 
the Senate, to be located In, or as near as practica) to, the Senate room 
in the Library of Congress, The duties of the staff of the sald bureau 
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| expert 


ad to pro- | 


| ant, and a stenographer. 


APRIL 15. 


shall be (1) to brief legislative issues for the Senate committees w} 
ever so requested, the work to include bill drafting; and (2) to ass 
the Senate conference committees whenever so requested. Rules 
the operation of the bureau shall be formulated by the mai 
leader. ; 
Second, Under the said rules the bureau 
in political science, political economy, 
eral, who shall be elected By the Senate, anc 
per year. The appointments within the burean shall be under a 
petitive system, the aim of which shall be to secure the servi; 
those who are best fitted to do the work. The confirmation of app 
ments shall be by the majority leader. At the start the number o; 
ployees in the bureau shall be the expert in charge. one expert ; 
The salaries shall be adjusted to cfliciency 
the bureau. , 


shall be in charge of 
and social science in 
receive a salary of § 


be fixed by the director of 
SOIL SURVEY OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLA, 


Mr. BRYAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, Tat there shall be reprinted 1,000 additional co; 


the Soil Survey of Escambia County, Fla., for the use of the Se: 
document room. 


HEARINGS BE¥YORE THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDs. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted the following resolution (S, 
Res. 47), which was read and referred to the Conimittee 
Audit and Control] the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, or any subcom 
thereof, be anthorized during the Sixty-third Congress to send fo 
sons and papers, and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenog 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any s 
which may be pending before said committee, and to have the 
printed for its use, the expense thereof to be paid out of the contir 
fund of the Senate, and that the committee or any subcommitice t 
may sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMRIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
48), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed Sogetnee in pamphlet form, for the 
use of the Senate document room, 1,000 copies of an act entitled “An 
act for the government of the District of Columbia, and for othe: I 
poses,” approved June 20, 1874, and an act entitled “An act to provi 
a permanent form of government for the District of Columbia, 
proved June 11, 1878. 


GOVERNMENT 


CLAIMS OF COLOMBIA. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 

50), which was read: 

Whereas there has been published in Colombia what purports to be 
official version in Spanish of the minutes of a conference betwe: 
American minister to Colombia and the minister of foreign affa 
Colombia, held February 15, 1913, at Bogota, together with a | 
randum then presented by the American minister outlining the | 
of a proposed settlement and arbitration of certain claims of Co! 
against the United States, which proposals the Colombian mi: 
foreign affairs then and there rejected, according to said pu! 
minutes: Therefore, in order that the Senate may be fully int 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if ! 
compatible with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate a « 
the minutes of said conference between’ the American minister to ( 
bia and the Colombian minister of foreign affairs, together with : 
of the memorandum offer then submitted by the United States, 
as copies of all correspondence between the two countries not b 
submitted to the Senate and relating to the claims of Colombia a 
the United States, including also a copy of the report made to th 
Department September 30, 1912, by the American minister to Col 
and mentioned in said memorandum, 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, I ask unanimous consent for the pr 
consideration of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, in explanation of the reso- 
lution I desire to say that something over a year ago I offered 
and the Senate passed a resolution calling upon the President 
to present to the Senate copies of all correspondence which lad 
passed between the United States and Colombia relative to 
claim of Colombia against the United States arising out of | 
secession of Panama in November, 1903. 

The Senate passed the resolution, but the President returned 
it to the Senate later with a letter from the Secretary of Stite 
to the effect that it was not deemed expedient at that time t 
send the correspondence of recent years to the Sennte, for 
reason that certain negotiations were then pending, and a re} 
from the minister of the United States was expected. It 
pears now that the report has been received; that negoti 
have been had at Bogota, and that Colombia received ce! 
proffers from the United States amounting, as I am told 
something over $25,000,000, which were rejected by Colon) 

I think the time has arrived when the Senate and the country 
should be advised of the character of the proposition made and 
the present status of the negotiations between the two countries 
on this important question, I ask for the adoption of the 
resolution. ; ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption + 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, 











1913. 





GOVERNMENT EXPRESSAGE ON LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I send to the desk a resolution which I 
to buve read for the information of the Senate, and then I 


ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 





rhe resolution (S. Res. 49) was read, considered by unani- 

! - consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
lved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
a ] to report to the Senate whether or not payments have been 
time to time made out of public moneys to express companies for 
nsportation of property of the United States over lines of rail- 
mpanies wnich received grants of land from the Government upon 
t express condition that such lines “shall be and remain a public 
y for the use of the Government of the United States, free of 
t or other charges upon the transportation of property or troops of 
t United States; and the same shall be transported over said roads 
the cost, charge, and expense of the corporations or companies own- 


ing or operating the same, when so required by the Government of the 

Inited States,” or conditions of like import. 

And the Secretary the Treasury is further directed, in case pay- 
s for transportation of property of the United States over such 

d-grant railroads have been made to express companies, to report to 
Senate the authority for making such payments and the extent to 

which the practice of making them bas been followed. 


> 
ot 


CONFERENCE 
Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to give a notice, and I send it to the 
desk to be read, with the accompanying resolution (S. Res. 43). 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Pursuant to the rules of the Senate, I hereby give notice that on 
J day, the 17th day of April, or the next of the Senate, I 
| offer a resolution proposing the adoption of an additional standing 


REPORTS ON TARIFF MEASURES. 


ine 


session 
Wii 
rule A copy of the resolution and rule is attached hereto. 

Resolved, That there shall be added as one of the standing rules 
of the Senate the following, to wit: 

When the report of a conference committee upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses upon a bill proposing to change duties upon 
orts from a foreign country into the United States is under consid- 
eration by the Senate there shall be, upon the request of any Senator, 

separate vote on any point or item of disagreement concerning which 
there is a recommendation that the Senate recede in whole or in part.” 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, in pursuance of the rules of 
the Senate, the notice that I have given must lie on the table 
until the next meeting of the Senate, and it can then be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
lution will lie on the table. 





The notice and accompanying reso- 


INTERNATIONAL IRRIGATION CONGRESS (S. DOC. NO. 6) 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a public document proceedings of the International Irriga- 
tion Congress of October, 1912, containing certain resolutions 
adopted by that congress and the constitution adepted by it. 

Mr. SMOOT, I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
lf that has not already been printed as a public document. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, It is my recollection that the Senator from 
Utah was to make that motion, but that in the pressure of 
business near the close of the last session it was not done. 

Mr. SMOOT. I may be mistaken, but if my memory serves 
me aright it is now a public document. I can find out in a few 
moments, however. 

_ Mr. NEWLANDS. I will then withhold the request until the 
Senator from Utah ascertains the fact. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection at all to the printing, and 
if I did not ask that it be printed as a public document I 
int nded to do so. I will let the Senator know in a very few 
minutes, 

Mr. NEWLANDS subsequently said: I learn from the Sena- 
tor from Utah [Mr. Smoot] that he was mistaken in the impres- 
Sion that the matter referred to a few moments ago has already 
been printed as a document. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be published as a document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Nevada? 
_ Mr, FLETCHER. Mr. President, I do not care to object to 
this request, but it does seem to me that we have to draw the 
ine somewhere in the matter of printing public documents, and 
it should not be done without some thought or understanding as 
to the expense. I have no doubt the Senator makes the request 
in perfect good faith, and perhaps the paper ought to be printed; 
but [ think it is due to the Senate, due to the public, and due 
‘0 everyone that such matters should be referred to the com- 
m ttee which has in hand this sort of business. There is a 
Committee on Printing which, when matters of this kind are 
referred to it, has an investigation made as to the cost of the 
Printing, and then we get an idea as to whether it is advisable 
to print the different papers that are offered to be printed. 

_ think it is a bad precedent to insist that we should print 
Whatever is asked ti be printed at any time without any regard 





Is there objection to the request 
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to what the expense may be and the number of copies 
or anything of that 


sort, 


I wish the Senator would allow the request to be referred, 
so that we may have it understood that such matters shall go 
to the committee which is charged with the business of ascer- 


taining the cost and the necessity of printing matters as publie 
documents. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 


that this paper comprises a pamphlet of four or five | 


I will state to the 


Senator from |] rida 





represents the resolutions passed by the International [rri i 
Congress at its session last fall and the ion ot iat Ck 
relating to a new constitution enlarging its scope 

The congress bas already received the recognition of the ¢ 
gress of the United States by two appropriations regarding its 
meetings. Those meetings are of national consequence and 
cover a subject matter of great interest. This has been a very 
potential organization in the formation of publie opinion 1 
garding the method of dealing with our waters. 


Of course if the Senstor from Plorida insists that the matter 
shall go to the committee, I will have to yield, but the pub! 
importance is so obvious and the expense Is so trivial I hope 
the Senator will not press his objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that 


Senator from Florida objects. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not yet quite catch the request of the 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The request is for unanimous consent for 
the publication as a public document of the matter referred 

Mr. FLETCHER. I realize the importance of the subject to 
which the Senator has referred, and I will not make an obje 
tion now. I do, however, insist that the proper course is to 
refer such requests to the Committee on Printing. I do 
object to the Senator’s request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 


to. 


REPORT OF PARK COMMISSION. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the report of the Park 
Commission of the District of Columbia, a very valuable publi- 
cation, has been several times reprinted, but it is now prac- 
tically out of print. Many calls are being made for that publi- 
cation. 

I present a condensed form of that report. It is considerably 
abbreviated. I would like to have from five ten thousand 
copies of it printed, but will ask that the document be referred 
to the Committee on Printing for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The publication, with the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

INCOME-TAX PROVISION THE TARIFF BILL (8S. 

Mr. CLAPP. I make a request for the publication of 2,000 
copies of section 2 of House bill No. 10. It is the section which 
relates to the income tax. Requests are being made for it, and 
there is no use to print the entire bill in order to comply with 
the requests. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Minnesota? 
so ordered. 


to 


oF poc. NO, 4) 


Is there objection to the request of 
The Chair hears none, and it 


iS 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask unanimous 
reprint of a Senate document of the last Congress. At the last 


consent for 


Congress I submitted to be printed as a Senate document the 
Constitution of the United States with annotations There | 

been such a demand for it that the edition has been exhausted. 
I ask now that it be printed with corrections to date as a 


Senate document and that 1,500 additional copies be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be so ordered. 


If not, it 


Is there objection? 


ADJOURN M rO THURSDAY. 


Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
adjourn to meet on Thursday next at 12 o’clock noon. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIV! SSION, 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pr ded to the 
consideration of executive business After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

REORGANIZATION OF CUSTOMS SERV E (S. DOC. NO. 7). 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States, which was 
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read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed: 


T'o the Senate and House of Representatives: 
On August 21, 1912, and October 19, 1912, there were ap- 
pointed by the President, in accordance with the authority 


granted to him to reorganize the customs service, Winfield T. 
Denison, Esq., an Assistant Attorney General; William Loeb, 
jr., Esq., collector of customs at New York; and Felix Frank- 
furter, Isq., law officer of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, as a 
committee to inquire into the procedure, practice, and adminis- 
trative methods of the Board of United States General Ap- 
praisers, 

I transmit 
subjects. 


herewith the report of this committee on these 


Wooprow WILSON. 

THe Wittre Hovse, April 15, 1913. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 3S minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, April 17, 1913, at 
12 o’clock meridian, 

NOMINATIONS. 
RLeccutive nominations received by the Senate April 15, 1918. 
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William H. Osborn, of North Carolina, to be Commissioner 

of Internal Revenue, in place of Royal BE. Cabell, resigned. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

John E. Osborne, of Wyoming, to be Assistant Secretary of 

State, vice Huntington Wilson, resigned. 
AMBASSADOR, 

Walter Hines Page, of New York, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
Great Britain, vice Whitelaw Reid, deceased. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Hi. Snowden Marshall, of New York, to be United States 
attorney for the southern district of New York, vice Henry A. 
Wise, whose term has expired. 

SurvEYoR GENERAL OF OREGON. 

Edward G. Worth, of Portland, Oreg., to be surveyor general 

of Oregon, vice George A. Westgate, term expired. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Samuel Butler, of Marysville, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Sacramento, Cal., vice John C. Ing, term expired. 

Lee A. Ruark, of Del Norte, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo., vice Julins H. Weiss, term expired. 

William A. Maxwell, of Brighton, Colo., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Denver, Colo., vice Hugh Taylor, term expired. 

Samuel B. Berry, of Grand Junction, Colo., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Montrose, Colo., vice William C. Blair, 
whose term will expire April 26, 1913. 

Sam Mothershead, of Burns, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Burns, Oreg., vice Frank Davey, term expired and 
resigned. 

Nolan Skiff, of Halfway, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at La Grande, Oreg., vice Colon Eberhard, term expired. 

lL. A. Booth, of Prineville, Oreg., to be receiver of public 
moneys at The Dalles, Oreg., vice Louis H. Arneson, term ex- 
pired. . 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Onuias C. Skinner, of Montrose, Colo., to be register of the land 
oflice at Montrose, Colo., vice Bryson P. Blair, term expired. 

John H. Bowen, of Glasgow, Mo., to be register of the land 
office at Springfield, Mo., vice Cornelius N. Van Hosen, deceased. 

James F. Burgess, of Lakeview, Oreg., to be register of the 
land office at Lakeview, Oreg., vice Arthur W. Orton, whose 
term will expire May 31, 1913. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 

S. J. Griffin to be postmaster at Cullman, Ala., in place of 
John F. Sutterer, removed. 

Richard D. Williams to be postmaster at Opelika, Ala., in 
place of Dallas B. Smith, deceased. 

ALASKA. 

Minnie E. Swineford to be postmaster at Ketchikan, Alaska, 

in place of A. Zilpah Hopkins, resigned. 
ARKANSAS, 

Mrs. L. H. Hall to be postmaster at Pocahontas, Ark., in 
place of Hiram L. Throgmorton, resigned. 

J. EB. Pringle to be postmaster at Hoxie, Ark., in place of 
Alexander Jackson, resigped. 
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CALIFORNIA, 
John A. Rollins to be postmaster at Tulare, Cal., in place of 
William P. Ratliff, resigned. 
COLORADO. 
Eva B. Hamilton to be postmaster at Stratton, Colo., in p); 
of J. A. Smith, resigned. 
Thomas Ryan to be postmaster at Salida, Colo., in place 
Michael J. Guerin, resigned. 
FLORIDA. 
Arthur B. Brown to be postmaster at Fort Pierce, Fla., jy, 
place of William L. Keefer, resigned. 
Charles E. Kettle to be postmaster at Hastings, Fla., in p! 
of R. C. Harris, resigned. 
Elmer J. Roux to be postmaster at Fernandina, Fla., in pls 
of Oliver S. Oakes, deceased. 
GEORGIA, 
Stephen D. Cherry to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, ‘ 
in place of William E. Perry, resigned. 
M. S. Cornett to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, Ga., in p 
of William C. Cole, resigned. 
ILLINOIS, 
James M. Nunamaker to be postmaster at Greenup, III, in 
place of Joseph G. Greeson, resigned. 
M. O. Scott to be postmaster at Neponset, Ill, in place of 
Charles M. Carpenter, resigned. 
INDIANA, 
William E. Aydelotte to be postmaster at Sullivan, Ind., in 
place of Arthur A. Holmes, deceased. 
John Davidson to be postmaster at Lyons, Ind., in place of 
Charles T. O’Haver, deceased. 
William Kostbade to be postmaster at Hobart, Ind., in place 
of Harry C. Linkhart, deceased. 
Willard S. Pugh to be postmaster at Greenfield, Ind., 
place of George W. Duncan, deceased. 
KANSAS. 
Jefferson Dunham to be postmaster at Little River, Kans., in 
place of James W. Crawford, deceased. 
William A. Matteson to be postmaster at Abilene, Kans., 
place of Richard Waring, deceased. 
KENTUCKY. 
John C. Carrithers to be postmaster at Taylorsville, Ky., in 
place of William H. Stratton, deceased. 
Ernest W. McClure to be postmaster at Leitchfield, Ky., in 
place of William A. Wallace, deceased. 
Mary Alice Sweets to be postmaster at Bardstown, Ky., in 
place of John B. Weller, resigned. 
LOUISIANA. 
Charles De Blieux to be postmaster at Natchitoches, La., in 
place of J. Ernest Breda, deceased. 
William G. Chapman to be postmaster at Lake Arthur, La. 
in place of Robert B. Johnson, resigned. 
H. H. Schindler to be postmaster at Sulphur, La., in place of 
John J. Drost, deceased. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
George T. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Sandwich, Mass 
in place of Charles E. Brady, resigned. 
MICHIGAN. 
Fred B. Carr to be postmaster at Dundee, Mich., in place of 
Charles H. Pulver, resigned. 
Edwin C. Maxwell to be postmaster at Carleton, Mich., in 
place of Cash B. Herman, resigned. 
MISSISSIPPI, 
Elijah T. Butler to be postmaster at McComb, Miss., in place 
of Seth W. Collins, removed. 
Cc. W. Carr to be postmaster at Newton, Miss., in place of 
Henry C. Majure, resigned. 
Samuel W. Pendarvis to be postmaster at Magnolia, Miss., in 
place of Alfred T. Leggett, resigned. 
MISSOURI. 
Edward H. Moran to be postmaster at Clarksville, Mo.. 
place of William L. H. Silliman, deceased. 
William G. Pike to be postmaster at Martinsburg, Mo., in place 
of Edwin W. Pritchett, resigned. 
M. W. Spurling to be postmaster at Higbee, Mo., in place of 
John P. Rankin, deceased. 
MONTANA. 
Roy M. Corley to be postmaster at Stevensville, Mont., i0 
place of William E. Baggs, removed. 
William Crofft to be postmaster at Chouteau, Mont., in place 
of William Cowgill, resigned, 


in 


in 
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e VICE PRESID 
ry nk Cox to be postmaster at Sutherland, Nebr., in place of The resolut 7) ; read, ‘ ‘ lered yu I iS ¢ t, 
Castillo M. Reynolds, resigned. and agreed to, as follow 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. Resolved, That Mr. SHERMAN appointed a mber of the ¢ 
: on : mittee on the District of Colut 1 i } ‘ \l I re ! 
David V. Cahalane to be postmaster at Charlestown, N. H., in] of the Committee on Canadian R ions in pls At ‘ ' a 
f Fred H. Perry, resigned. 1; of the Committee on Pri i} s a 
R, 1 rel of the Committ on Dist itto i | 
NORTH DAKOTA. tive Dey nts in of I I I 
. hua atmantar +s Rol aco 1 Es dit n the Post O t ! 
John Galyen to be postmaster at Belfield, N. Dak., in place of aula iat tien Ghanem . er stalin 2 
reswell C. Davis, resigned. d in} ' h ] dt t Cor 
{rthur L. Menard to be postmaster at Wilton, N. Dak., in 1S d tion ; in |} i M 





. of Merton W. Woodworth, resigned. 


OHIO. LICEMEN’S AND FIREMEN'S PENSION ROLI Doc, 


John Q. Baker to be postmaster at Middletown, Ohio, in place 
of Edmund L. McCallay, resigned. 

John C. Gorman to be postmaster at Ironton, Ohio, in place of 
Tereminh Davidson, removed. 

Albert Schnell to be postmaster at Morrow, Ohio, in place of 
Adolphus D. Haney, resigned. 

Charles Warnke to be postmaster at Huron, Ohio, in place of 
William H. Tyler, deceased. 

s D. Warren to be postmaster at Fairport Harbor, Ohio, 


| 
| The VICE PRE SIDI NT laid before the Senate a comn 
i 

in place of Thomas M. Irwin, deceased. | PETITIONS AND MEMOEIAI 
| 


cation from the Co iissioners of the District of Colum! 
transmitti in res nse to a resolution of the 10th in 
certain inf rmation relative to the names of all persons bot 
on the policemen’s and firemen’s pension rolls of the D ict, 
ete., Which, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was, with the ac 
panying papers, ré seer 1 to the Committee on the Dists 


Columbia and ordered to be printed. 





OREGON. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair presents a cor 
\runah Longwell to be postmaster at Echo, Oreg., in place of | TeSo!ution | adopted by the Territorial Legislature of Hawaii, 
EE. R. Ware, resigned. which will be referred to the Committee on Finance and printed 
A. MeMorris to be postmaster at Condon, Oreg., in place of | ™ the Rec lea cica ——s 
John F. Reisacher, resigned. j_, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand that that is an 
Frank 8S. Myers to be postmaster at Portland, Oreg., in place rial of a leg’ eee , , ‘ , 
of Charles B. Merrick, deceased. Phe VICE PRESIDENT. It is a memorial of the Legislature 
eudiiieelie of Hawaii. 
PENNSYLVANIA. ; ; Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It occurs to me that it should be 
Cornelius Allen to be postmaster at Dubois, Pa., in place of | read. 
John B. Hess, deceased. | Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 


William C. Kreider to be postmaster at Mauch Chunk, Pa., Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. All right. 
in place of Edwin F. Luckenbach, deceased. The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read if the 


Christian S. Lichleiter to be postmaster at Elk Lick, Pa., in | Senator from Wyoming desires 















| 
place of Albert B. Lowry, resigned. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. ‘To have it printed iu the Recorp 
TENNESSEE. | is sufficient. 
John E. Conner to be postmaster at Chattancoga, Tenn. in| TM . a tea oe [ to the Committee on Finance and 
, ’ o ‘re » rinte T . 4 > as yi} s+ 
place of William S. Raulston, resigned. ordered to be printed in the Krcorp, as follows 
Samuel W. McKinney to be postmaster at Etowah, Tenn., in Concurrent resolution. 
place of John Rains, resigned. | Whereas a special session of the Congress of the United S . 
eet aoe been called by the President for the purpose of revising ta : 
TEXAS, | and 
15% ae . There } I iercial life ‘erritory ils sil ry slim ; te 
— I mi is Durham to be postmaster at Wellington, Tex., in W -_ oe seein aS ee om ' ry ee ‘ ad aid : 
> "2 ad, oo . torre. = : ss : = v R ue Susi nau . n a Aerr 
ace P William B. Kirby, resigned. tory, in which industry there is at present invested more than one 
T H. Hood to be postmaster at Wortham, Tex., in place of | _ hundred and fifty millions of dollars; and 
arn ot Poss. resigued } Whereas a material reduction of the tariff? duty on sugar will rk 
. : ° aspen ‘ Sa , - i | incalculable harm to the industry, and the abolition of the said du 
R. HH. Newton to be postmaster at Midlothian, Tex., in place | will actually destroy the same and impoverish the thousands \ 
of John S. McEldowney, ret ed. | savings are invested therein, or whose business or employment is 
rT) anicse to he nostmaster at Netteville. Tox. } ‘ieee depet ident thereon; and 
= A. Paul tot 7 mi Hallettsville, Tex., in place | Whereas in the pa st eight years in addition to the amount derived from 
of William J. Miller, resigned | taxes, it has been necessary to borrow money upon bonds of the Ter 
= to be postmaster at San Diego, Tex. in place of | ritery to es amount of ace in order to provide funds for 
Naa stilt cal _hecessary improvements; an 
Vidi a owe ee aii J Whereas out of the total annual taxes assessed upon al and personal 
Ir: right to be postmaster at Mission, Tex., in place of property and upon incomes the receipts from which tor the year 1912 
C. W. F rick, resigned. | amounted to $2,702,533.07, the sum Of $1,758,544.39 was paid di 
VIRGINI rectly by sugai states as shown by the returns on file, being 65 per 
IRGINTA, cent of said taxes, and there was paid by the industries directly 
P. W. Pugh to be postmaster at Broadway, Va., in place of dependent upon go ee d es “ao per cent hw Be 
Tamac i rs773, aan . Same, ma ng an ugerega eo » per cen ‘ ne entire recelpis 
James M. Williams, removed. the Territory derived from the sources above specified; and 
WEST VIRGINIA. “ie . y sul tantial eS oe — Sopatee this a rritory of 
i sak ortion ot its re ue . *h conic 10 » epiacer rom ot 3 
J. Garland Hurst to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, W. Va., | sources, and the Territory would be unable to meet its current 1 
in place of William L. Erwin, resigned. | Sey Gpenews: ew, Therein, Ue 2 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawe 
| (the Senate coneurring), That we de respectfully petition the Congress 


SENATE not to reduce the present duty on sugar; and be it further 


Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the Presi 

. . a Vv Q dent of the United States, the President of the Senate of the United 

Tuurspay, April 17, 1913. Stat " the Speaker of the House of Rep entativ«e of the i i ] 
States, and to the Delegate to C: mngre g. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. ‘Tam Sausee op Tun Teentront HAwatt, 


The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and ~ Honolulu, Hawaii, M 
approved. We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution w finally 
SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, adopted in the Senate of the Territory of — ll oon 1 31, 1913. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator elect from the ” President of the Senate. 
State of Illinois [Mr. Lewis], whose credentials have heretofore | JOUN a. Wi . ee 
been presented and filed, is now present and ready to take the | "7 oe ele i . 
oath of office. SBCRS OF DEFRSSERTATIVE a a “oo : aii. ‘4 ‘i 1. 191% 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator elect will present him- We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was finally 
self at the desk for the purpose of taking the oath of office. adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on 
Mr. Lewis was escorted to the Vice President's desk by Mr, | April 1, 1013. st: Soe 
SHERMAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- Speaker House of Representatives. 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. ; kDWARD WOODWARD, 
Clerk Hou of Representolives. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, >EN’ tot 
Mr, LODGE. I offer a resolution placing the Senator from| The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joiat memorial of the 
Illinois [Mr. SHerMaN] on sundry minority committees. Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the Com- 













2000) 


mittee on 


Territories and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


i follow 
Senate joint memorial 2. 

To the President and Congress of the Unitcd States: 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of Alaska, That the following me- 
morial be sent to the President and Congress, with the request that 

early action as possible compatible with public business be taken 

We respectfully represent that by the organic law creating the 
Territory of Alaska, approved August 24, 1912, in section 3 thereof 
the Legislature of Alaska is prohibited from in any manner inter- 
fering with the laws of the United States “ providing for taxes on 
business and trade.” 

We further represent that by the same enabling act the Legislature 


of Alaska 
{ax 


is further prohibited in section 9 thereof 
any or taxes upon railways or railway property 
the period of five years from the date of said act. 

With the wisdom of the above inhibition the entire people of Alaska, 
we declare, is in full accord, because the prosperity and further develop- 
ment of Alaska depends upon a wise solution of the problems of trans 
portation, 

We 


in Alaska’”’ for 


further re 


provisions for a civil government for Alaska,” approved June 6, 1900, 
in section 29 thereof a license tax is imposed by the United States, 
as follows: “ Railroads, $100 per mile per annum on each mile 
operated rr 

We further represent that because of the requirement of the payment 
of such license or tax a great hardship is imposed on miners and 
prospectors in various mining districts of the Territory, notably 
Kongarok and Solomon River precincts in the Seward Peninsula. Dur- 
ing the season of 1912 the license was not paid and the railroads were 
not operated, except by dogs and mules pulling small tram cars. 

We therefore request Congress to remit the license tax of $100 per 
mile per annum on all railroads in the Seward Peninsula until August 
24, 1917. 


Adopted by the senate March 20, 1915. 
c.¥. Rar, 
President of the Senate. 
2, 1913. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House, 
Unirep States or America, District of Alaska, 8s: 


I, William L. Distin, secretary of the District of Alaska, do hereby 


Concurred In by the house April 


certify that the above and foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy 
of senate joint memorial 2 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of Alaska, at Juneau, this 4th day of April, A. D. 1913, 
[SEAL] Wma. L. DISTIN, 


Seerctary of Alaska. 
Mr. THOMAS presented a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of Colorado, which was referred to the Committee 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorpb, as 
follows: 


Ol 


Senate joint resolution 22. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statics in 
Conaress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 


would respectfully represent that under and by direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior the Hon. R. R. Marshall, chief geographer of the 
department, recently visited Colorado to determine by personal obser- 
vation whether there should be established in Colorado a national park. 

hat the said Marshall, following the said order, visited Colorado, 
and after a careful and painstaking examination of the country pro- 
posed to be included in said national park, recommended the creation 
of the same. 

That the people of Colorado desire that said park shall be established. 
It includes the highest mountain peaks in the State; the area is little 
adapted to either agriculture or grazing; its scenery for sublimity and 
grandeur is not excelled on the continent. Its location is easy of access 
to America’s millions who seek health and recreation in the summer 
months, it being situated in the front and main range of the Rocky 
Mountains. 

We therefore urge that you pass an act creating the said Rocky 
Mountain National Park, adopting the metes and bounds as set forth 
in the report of said Chief Geographer Marshall to the Secretary of the 
Interior, and embodying provisions as contained in a bill for an act 
creating the said park, prepared and introduced in the National House 
of Representatives for that purpose, and hereby declare the willingness 
of the State of Colorado, upon the passage of a congressional act estab- 
lishing said park, to cede jurisdiction in the manner customary in such 
CHSeR, 

And this your memorialists will ever pray. 

That the secretary of the senate is hereby instructed to transmit to 





the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the President of the 
United States, and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress a 
copy of this resolution. 
STEPHEN R, FITZGANARD, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
Mark A. SKINNER, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. ‘THOMAS presented resolutions adopted by the Trades 
and Labor Assembly of Colorado, remonstrating against the 


tyranny of using State and National troops and the declaring 
of martial law whenever and wherever working people are on 
strike for better working conditions, ete., which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SMOOT. I present a petition signed by 150 citizens of 
the Cherokee Nation, praying for the payment of the award 
made to the heirs of John W. West, deceased. I ask that the 


petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
that the body of the petition, omitting the signatures, be printed 
in the Recorp. 
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“to fix and impose | 


present that the provisions of “An act making further | 








The petition was referred to the Committee on Indian Affai; 
and, there being no objection, the body of the petition , 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Petition for the payment of the award made to the heirs of John 
West, deceased. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

We, the undersigned citizens and members of the Cherokee Nat 
respectfully petition the Congress of the United States to authoriz 
payment, without further delay, of the award made by the comm 
appointed, pursuant to the seventh article of the treaty of 1846, , 
of the funds now standing to thé credit of the Cherokee Nation in 
Treasury of the United States, said award being made May 25, 1s 


and approved by the Secretary August 29, 1883, reaffirmed by de: 


| of Secretary Teller September 16, 1884, and again reaffirmed by 
cision of Secretary Lamar April 26, 1886, together with int: 


thereon, as provided for in the award since October 30, 1843. 

This award was made by Commissioners John Q. Tufts, acting 
the United States, and D. W. C. Dunean, a Cherokee citizen, act 
for the Cherokee Nation We believe that the action of our « 
missioner in approving this award was binding upon the nation, 
that the failure of our nation to pay the award is a reproach to 1 
honor of both the Cherokee Nation and the United States. To avoid 
continuation of such reproach the payment of said award is by 
petitioners demanded. 

The United States has dealt fairly and equitably with the Chero! 
Nation. On our claim arising in part out of the same treaty, w! 
the principal sum was $1,111,111, we secured judgment in the Co 
of Claims, which was affirmed by the Supreme Court of the Unit 
States (202 U. S., 101), for more than $5,000,000. As our nation | 
been allowed interest on its claims, there is no justification for 
refusing to pay interest on this award regularly aud duly made, 
binding force and <ffect of which no honest mai can question. 


Mr. KENYON presented a petition of the Farmers Graj 
Dealers’ Association of Iowa, praying for the creation of 


commission to investigate and determine the cost of producti: 


and cost of preparation for distribution of the leading ceres|s 


APRIL 17. 






cattle, hogs, and sheep, ete., which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I send to the desk a telegram frv) 
Thomas R. Cutler, of Salt Lake City, Utah, with reference | 


the tariff duty on sugar, which I ask may be printed in the 


Recorp, and 
Finance. 


There being no objection, the telegram was referred to 1! 


without reading, 


referred to the Committee on 


Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recon, 


as follows: 
SaLtt LAKE City, Urau, April 16, 19! 
3EORGE SUTHERLAND, 
Washington, D. C.: 


_ Utah-Idaho Sugar Co., Amalgamated Sugar Co., Lewiston Sugar ‘| 
join in plea for full and complete hearings to be given to every ind 

by Finance Committee on tariff bill. Late hearings by Democ: 
Ways and Means Committee were absolutely incomplete. Western 
terests in sugar, wool, etc., are especially interested. ‘Tariff bil! Il. | 
10 would cause widespread suffering and, as far as sugar is conc: 
would close up our factories and play into the hands of the refiners 
foreign sugars. 


Senator 


THOMAS R. CUTLER 
Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens 
Galesburg, Kans., praying for an adjustment of the pay of ra 
way mail clerks on account of the conditions brought about 
the parcel-post law, which was referred to the Committee 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Mr. LODGE presented petitions of Mayor John F, Hurley 


46 other citizens of Salem, William H. Lewis and 37 other ci! 


zens of Boston, and Elwyn G, Preston and 119 other citi 
of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for 

repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal act exempting Amv 
“an coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls, which we 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. GOFF presented a memorial of the National Wind 

Glass Workers’ Local Union of Weston, W. Va., and a memor 
of the National Glass Workers’ Local Union of Clarksbm 


W. Va., remonstrating against any reduction in the duty o 


window which 
Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Quin 
mont, Raymond City, Welch, and Winona, all in the State « 
West Virginia, remonstrating against the enactment of leg 
tion prohibiting any society, fraternal order, or organizati: 
from sending through the mails any written or printed matt: 
representing such society, etc., which is already being used 
a part of its title or name by any other society or frate 
organization, which were referred to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 


glass, were referred to the Committee « 





<PEECH OF MR. JUSTICE HOLMES. 


Mr. LODGE. 


exhausted. I have many inquiries for copies. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
know what the document is. 





I ask for a reprint of Senate Document 1105 
It is a speech by Mr. Justice Holmes, and the print is entire’: 


I do not rise to object, but I should like | 


Is there objection to the request of 
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| 
Vr. LODGE. It is a document already printed by the Sen- | Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 
PI 


at It is a short speech made by Mr. Justice Holmes last Feb- | ‘The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Michigan has 

apy. The edition is entirely exbausted. the floor. 
ir. WILLIAMS. On what subject was the speech? Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 
‘ir. LODGE. It was on the general subject of the judiciary, Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely wanted to add to what I have 
think already said that, speaking for myself and I think for others. it 
\lr, WILLIAMS. I have no objection to the order being | seems best for the country that such tariff legislation as shall 

I dle. be enacted shall be enacted as speedily as possible, and we should 
\r. LODGE. It has already been printed as a document. | hot engage in the consideration and hearing of Tom, Dick, and 
rhe VICK PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the order | Harry who apply to be heard befere the committee. The busi 


to print will be made. ness of the country is to a certain extent being held up, the 
; : importations are being affected and to some extent suspended, 
and it brings around, as things of that sort always do, a consid 
Mr. LODGE. I ask to have printed as a Senate document the | erable degree of uncertainty in the minds of those who want to 
correspondence between the secretary of state for foreign purchase goods. The country has heard from every man who 
irs of Great Britain and our State Department in regard to | wanted to be heard. During the last three or four years Con 
Panama Canal tolls. It has been published, but never printed | gress has been having more tariff hearing than upon any other 
as a Senate document, and there is a great demand for copies. | sort of business. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of It has seemed to us that— 
the Senator from Massachusetts? If there is no objection, it If it were done, * * ®* then ’t were well 
will be so ordered. It were done quickly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 
; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator frem Michi- 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I have received numerous | gan yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
telegrams and letters in reference to hearings or proposed Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
hearings on the tariff. There are very many people in the | ghire., 
United States who feel that they have never been given an| Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to make a sugges- 
opportunity to be beard on the proposed bill, and that they are | tion to the Senator from Mississippi [|Mr. WriLLiaMs}. 
entitled as a matter of right to a hearing on a question which | sentatives of almost every industry in my State 
so vitally affects them. | very numerous—have written to me urgently requesting that 
I rise at this time for the purpose of asking the majority | they shall be given an opportunity to be heard in reference to 
whether it proposes to permit hearings on the tariff bill which | the pending tariff bill. They are men of substance, of standing, 
is to be considered by the Finance Committee hereafter. I | of integrity; and I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that 
tice that the chairman of the Finance Committee is not it was rather unfortunate that he should have referred to them 
present, but other members of that committee are here. I | as Tom, Dick, and Harry. 
would like to be able to answer my correspondents correctly Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, Mr. President, these gentlemen may 
in reference to a matter which is of such great importance to | pe all that: but if we open the doors to hearings generally, not 
them. They feel that there must be a misunderstanding of | only they, but Tom, Dick, and Harry can also knock and be 
the industrial situation in this country on the part of the admitted. 
Democratic majority and they would like to be heard. | Mr. GALLINGER, The Senator is wrong about that. The 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the chairman of the com- | eommittee can restrict the number who shall be heard repre- 
mittee, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. StaMons] seems | senting each industry, but they surely ought to be given some 
to be in his seat, nor the senior member, the Senator from | opportunity to present their case. 
Missouri [Mr. Stone]. I am the next ranking member, and I Mr. WILLIAMS. 
| 
| 
| 
, 
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Repre- 
and they are 


I have never known the committee to refuse 
to hear everybody who came. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have known it to be done. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
this question: What proportion of these people who want to be 


will give an answer to the Senator’s question to the best of 
my ability. 

While the committee has never passed a resolution to that 
ffect, I am satisfied that the majority of the committee con- 
sider hearings absolutely unnecessary. The Committee ou | heard have already been beard? 

Ways and Means of the House gave very full hearings, and the Mr. GALLINGER. 1 hey may have been heard on some other 
Finance Committee of the Senate in the last Congress had a / pjjj, possibly; but I do not recall the fact that there has | 

long series of hearings. Prior to that, in connection with the | any hearing on this particular bill on the part of th ays and 
Payne-Aldrich bill, the hearings were dragged out at infinite | Means Committee of the other House. 


length The Government Printing Office has printed a multi- Mr. WILLIAMS. Has there been any change in the indus 
}ticity of stuff in the shape of hearings. I am satisfied that the | trial condition of the country that would make the facts they 
majority of the committee do not desire to have any hearings. | testified to formerly untrue now? 


| 

rhat is my opinion. Mr. GALLINGER. ‘There certainly has been a change in the 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President—— rates named in this bill as compared with the rates in otlier 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator from Michigan permit me | bills; there are very serious changes. 

to interrupt him? Mr. WILLIAMS. Are not these rates, taken upon the whole, 
pretty much the rates that were sent to the Senate last year by 
the other House and considered then, after very full hearing 

Mr. PENROSE. On behalf of the minority members of the} Mr. GALLINGER. I confess that I have been unable to d 

Finance Committee I desire to inform the Senator from Michi- | cover that to be a fact. Industries are threatened w 

gan that they intend to make a very vigorous request that the | tion in this bill that were reasonably protected in the other bill. 

ae rity shall grant hearings. Of course, there is no tariff | The other bill was bad enough, but this bill is infinitely worse 

pi 
‘ 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I will yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Vania, 


| before the Senate at the present time, but when the measure Mr. WILLIAMS. There have been some changes, especially 
mes over here the Republican members of the Finance Com- | with regard to wool, sugar, and some other few things; but 
mittee will, as far as I know, «e unanimous in requesting hear- | upon the whole, I take it, the Senator from New Hauipshire will 


ings in compliance with the thousands of requests which we | agree with me that the bills are about the same. 





| 

are all in reeeipt of every day from manufacturers and persens Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not care to eigage in 
iuterested in the tariff that such hearings be granted. a tariff discussion this morning: we will have opportu for 
Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President that in the future; but I do want to say that I think the cor 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan | try will be interested to learn the attitude of the majority Vd 
yield to the Senator from New York? minority members of the Finance Committee of the Senate in 

- TOWNSEND. I will yield. reference to this question. The manufacturers and th riers 
Mr O’GORMAN. I simply desire to ask a question of the | ox the country want to be heard on this bill. Of 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Is he speaking also for the Mem- majority sees fit to exclude them froin hearing, the m rity 
bers of the Progressive Party who are upon the Finance Com- | is powerless, and as one member of the minority | iv ig 
lnittee? that that matter shall go to the country precisely as has 

Mr. PENROSE. I am speaking for the Republicans or the | suggested by the Senator from Mississippi, leaving the respons 
iinority members of the Finance Committee. I can not say | bility for refusing hearings upon the Democratic majority 
that I speak for everyone, for I have not had an opportunity to Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it is not a question of refus 
confer with ali of them; but I have talked with most of them | ing to hear the manufacturers and farmers of the country. The 
Within the last two or three days. position which I take is that we have heard them; that during 
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rd to the tariff bills 
House and with 
regard to ’ nadian reciprocity bill, so called, ere were 

hearings: all those matters were gone into; and 
every interest in the country that desired to do so sent men here 
to.be heard. Those men were heard, and what they said is in 
print If there has been no change in the industrial condition 
of the country, what they said in the nature of facts—and it 
was only the communication of facts that would have any 
weight with the committee—the facts could not have changed in 
the meantime. If they testified to the truth then, what they 
have testified to as printed is still the truth. There has been 
no change in the industrial condition of the country to make a 
change in the inony necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It might be shown, Mr. 
other hearing that there has been a serious cha ; that 
tations from foreign countries under the existing law 
greatly increased in certain lines of industry, and hence 
further reductions in duties should not be made. 

Again, the Senator from Mississippi alludes to the 
matter. Why, Mr. Presi we had some reciprocity offered to 
this country in the bill of the last Congress, but we have not 
any reciprocity at all in this bill. It is coolly proposed to give 
away everything to Canada in this bill; we are getting nothing 
whatever in return. So that on presents a new aspect, 
and it would be well for us to hear some of the farmers of this 
country in reference to that feature of the so-called Underwood 
bill There have been material changes, both as regards the 
manufacturing industry and the agricultural industry, and 
these men ought to have some opportunity to present their views. 
To deny them that right does not commend itself to the Repub- 
iican memibe the Finance Committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope, Mr. President, that in saying what 
I have said the Senate will understand that I have been speak- 
ing for myself and merely giving my judgment as to what will 
be the action of the majority; but I think myself justified in 
drawing that inference and coming to that conclusion from pri- 
vate conversations with members of the majority. There has 
been no organized action either on the part of the committee or 
by the members of the majority. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I should like to say 
words before yielding the floor further. I said, to begin with, 
that I had received hundreds—perhaps they amount to thou- 
sands—of petitions in the form of letters and telegrams from 
business men who are interested in the prosperity and the con- 
tinued prosperity of this country. They have felt that they 
have never had an opportunity to be heard on the questions 
peculiarly involved in the pending tariff bill. 

If I understand the uttitude of the Democratic P 
rectly, not only as demonstrated by the bill that is now pending 
before the other House, but also from the late message to Con- 
gress by the President of the United States, there is no propo- 
sition to maintain even “a tariff for revenue only.” The clear 
idea is to go to a free-trade basis in this country, either now or 
in the immediate future. The country so understands it. No 
such proposition has been pending before Congress since the 
Civil War. The President does not attempt to hide his free- 
trade purpose. The Senator from Mississippi feels that if 
this deed is to be done it is perhaps well to do it quickly and 
to do it in the dark. But is haste the principal thing to be con- 
sidered in tariff making? Is it not important to consider the 
nature of the bill itself and how it will affect industries which 
are vital to the prosperity and happiness of the people? Can 
the Finance Committee have too much information on a matter so 
greatly important? Will publicity embarrass them in their work? 

I am not tn favor of delaying a consideration and determina- 
tion of the tariff; I realize that the Democratic Party are 
charged with the responsibility of legislation; but while I am 
perfectly willing that they should assume that responsibility in 
almost any way that they shall see fit, yet I feel that I am not 
fulfilling my duty to my constituents unless I ask the Demo- 
cratic majority to at least give a fair consideration to the needs 
of the people of the State of Michigan. I do not believe that 
the men who are petitioning the Congress are actuated entirely 
by selfish purposes. I believe they feel that the proposed action 
is going to be their andoing, and I agree with them on that. 
I hope I am mistaken, but I think that the least that the 
majority can do in this case is to give hearings to the men who 
are deeply interested in these schedules. 

It is not true, Mr. President, that this bill is a copy of the 
old bill. It is not true that the same principles are involved in 
it as were involved in its predecessors. It seems to me that even 
Senators on the other side who are actuated by a patriotic de- 
sire to serve their country ought at least to be willing and 
anxious to obtain all the facts which are possible to be obtained. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Senator 


Mr. President, I should. like to ask 
from Michigan a question. I take it ‘that the Se; 
from Michigan does not deny that upon this identical pi}; 
Ways and Means Committee of the other House has 
abundant hearings—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do deny that, Mr. President. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That those hearings have been publi 
and that these very people from the Senator’s State were 
the committee, and were heard for the most part. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. That is not my understanding. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the use of printing their 
mony twice? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is not my understanding, Mr. P; 
dent, that there were full hearings had before the Ways ; 
Means Committee of the other House. I know there were » 
in this city from the State of Michigan who came down | 
with the purpose and desire to be heard by the Ways 
Means Committee, and they were told that the time was |); 
ited; that they could not be heard; and they were restricted 
some cases to 15 minutes in which to present their propositi: 
on this great subject. Many who came here could not be hy 
at all. I submit, Mr. President, that that is not a hearing, 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mi 
will yield to me, I should like to ask him if, in addition to ¢) 
time being limited to 15 minutes, a very large proporti 
many cases, of that 15 minutes was not taken up by qui 
that were asked by members of the Ways and Means Committ 
in such manner that the witnesses were not allowed and 
permitted to give their testimony as they would have lik. 
have done? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. 


vel 


Quite so; and that fs the complaint 
has been made. Furthermore, the bill is being made n 
secret caucus, and no witness who appeared before the H: 
committee could have anticipated what the bill as final!; 
ported would be. Certainly no one could have even 
what the administrative features would be; but now, 

a thorough understanding by the country of what is 
porated in the House bill, there is a better opportunity to « 
tain information directly on the matters involved than 
have been had heretofore. So, I am pleading for hearing 
the people, who are quite as patriotic as are any Members 
this body and who are much more vitally interested in 
fiscal policy, because that policy may mean industrial lif 
death to them, according as that policy is wise or otherwi 

Mr. LANE. I should like to ask the Senator a que 
if he will allow me. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mi 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LANE. I understood the Senator to refer to a 
number of telegrams which he had received in relation 
tariff measure. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The Senator understood correctly 

Mr. LANE. Letters and telegrams protesting ag:ins 
contemplated action of the majority party. I also und 
the Senator to say that the action of the party was now b 
taken in secret, and that it would not be known what the f 
were. I wish to ask the Senator if he is receiving large nu 
of telegrams and letters from consumers or whether they ar 
merely from the class of producers and manufacturers? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, in this country there | 
a great difference between producers and consumers, They ar 
all consumers, and every able and competent person should 
a producer. But if by consumers the Senator from Oreo! 
means laboring people, I will say, for his information, tha! 
have received letters and telegrams from some labor org: 
tions asking that the House bill be not passed because, in their 
judgment, it would be detrimental to American labor. ‘The 
Senator himself will undoubtedly hear later from this same 
source. Laborers can not be placed exclusively in the con- 
suming class. They are the great producers of the world 
and you must not close the door of American opportunity 
them. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I simply desire ‘0 
ask a question for information. Is it a fact that any hearinss 
of any length have been given upon the tariff question and the 
rates of the pending bill before the present Ways and Means 
Committee of the House? 

Mr. STONE. Before the majority members of the Ways and 
Means Committee there were extended hearings on this very 
bill. I have in my office now five published volumes of thos 
hearings embodying verbal statements and printed briefs *' 1b- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. May I ask the Senator were 0° C 


ries 
eu 


those hearings rather upon a bill that was indeterminate in ‘tS 
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character? And is it not a fact that the present bill that is | last two Congresses the majority of the Finance Committee have 
heing considered, as I understand from the Senator from Mich- | never refused a hearing to anybody; and at the request of the 
». in secret caucus, was not introduced in the House of | then minority on numerous occasions, particularly when the 


he resentatives until April 7 of the present year, and since | cotton schedule was being considered, extensive and patient 
hill has been introduced there have been no hearings of | hearings were given to representatives of southern industries 
sort either by the majority or by the minority or by the | who desired to be heard on measures then pending 

committee? Mr. STONE. Mr. President, just why this matter has been 

“Mp. STONE. I do not think there have been hearings since | injected at this tine upon the Senate is not difficult t Tait 
»nresent House bill was introduced and referred to the | It is not pertinent to any business before the Senate. The ques 

( nittee on Ways and Means—none that I know of—but | tion as to hearings will, of course, be determined by the 


ere were extended hearings before the majority members of | mittee on Finance. The present occasion affords some oppor 
. Ways and Means Committee during the preparation of the | tunity for Senators on the other side to expand their vocal 
1, chords, perform a political vaudeville stunt, and get some 
Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt | tention by way of denouncing a revenue measure which has no 
even been considered by the House of Representatives, and 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri | which, therefore, under the Constitution, can not now be before 
d to the Senator from Pennsylvania? the Senate. In other words, the manifest purpose is to creat 
‘ir. STONE. I do. some kind of adverse public sentiment in advance It is 
\ir. PENROSE. The Senator uses the term “extended hear- | political maneuver by distinguished and very adroit politicians 
g Of course our estimate of the word “extended” is| Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNrosr] 
eytirely relative. Does the Senator consider it an “ extended | said that this bill fell like a clap of thunder from a clear sky, 
ering” to give one day to each schedule upon which ordi- | astounding the industrial interests of the country. I have no 
it would take several weeks to have adequate hearings, | doubt that the bill produced some astonishment and some ap 
‘ to restrict persons representing thousands of employees | prehension. It always happens that when we come to a pro 
and millions of dollars of investment to 15 minutes, the time | posal to reduce tariff taxation, to pare down a little the in- 


=> 


wed them being largely taken up by questions addressed to | justices of tariff schedules that have been built up in the in- 
Does he consider a hearing on a measure which is not | terest of special classes having a sort of political partnership 
existence an “extended hearing,” when impressions were | With the Republican Party, that those special interests feel and 


eyed to manufacturers and to employees that certain lines | express astonishment and apprehension—naturally so. his 
of policy would be adopted and then schedules were an- | always happens. jut that is no reason why the mandate of 


ed and published, such as the cotton schedule, that came | the American people should not be executed, or why the Demo 
.a bolt from a clear sky upon the interests affected? Does | cratic Party should not go resolutely forward to reform abuses; 

je consider it reasonable that the cotton people should not be | and that is what we intend to do. 
mitted to have a hearing when a schedule has been placed The Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsenp] said that in 


ore the country entirely different from any schedule which | the hearings had, only 15 minutes was given to particular sched- 


had reason to expect’? | ules or items in schedules. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— Mr. TOWNSEND. No, Mr. President; the Senator from 
Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator will excuse me for one mo- | Michigan did not say quite that. 

I will stop. After the bill is introduced the Democrats} Mr. STONE. What did he say? 
1 the House of Representatives, by a large majority, solemnly | Mr. TOWNSEND. ‘The Senator from Michigan said that 


decree that the proceedings: shall be secret, and for some time | witnesses were not allowed, in many cases, over 15 minutes. 
ically three-fourths of the House of Representatives have | I did not say that whole schedules were confined to 15 minutes 
legislating in secret caucus, so that the American people | I said that witnesses were given only 15 minutes in many 
‘no official information as to the details of the transaction | cases—not time enough to present their views. 


e reasons or arguments leading to the conclusions embodied While I am on my feet, may I ask the Senator for information 
the bill. on another subject? 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis- Mr. STONE. Let us dispose of this subject while we have it 


+ 


allow me to ask a question of the Senator who has just 
c his seat? Mr. TOWNSEND. It is one that the Senator has just passed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri | Did I understand the Senator from Missouri to say that the 
} | to the Senator from Wyoming? Democratic Party, or the Democratic Members of the Senate, 
Mr. STONE. I do. . had received the mandate of a majority of the American people 
Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the ex-chairman of the } on this question? 
Committee on Finance whether the tariff bills which have been Mr. STONE. Yes; I said that. 
under consideration heretofore contained the same provision as | Mr. TOWNSEND. ‘The election record does not so show 
to the date on which they should take effect as the measure now Mr. STONE. Yes: I said that we have a mandate from a 
uding in the other House? As I understand, the present bill | majority of the American people to revise the tariff downward 
s to take effect on the day following its signature by the | Mr. TOWNSEND. Did the Senator take that mandate from 
President. Was that true of the former bills which were under the last election? 


in hand. 


onsideration ? | Mr. STONE. From the last election. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator means the Democratic tariff | Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator maintain thi the 
bills that were offered in the last Congress? Democratic Party received a majority of the votes at that 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. election ? 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not remember whether they were to go Mr. STONE. No; but I do mean to say that the Democratic 
into effect at once or not. | Party received a very substantial plurality, and that the Pro 


Mr. WARREN. My remembrance is that they were not to | 
£0 into effect at once, and former tariff bills have not taken | vision of the tariff, and the vote received by the two constituted 
eflect immediately on their enactment. That alone is a part} a large majority of the American electorate. 


} 
downward re 
| 

of the problem that ought, in my judgment, to have been con- | Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the Senator understand that the pro 
| 


gressive Party was also demanding « substan! 


sidered and evidence taken of those who are interested on both | gressive element of the American people, or the Progressive 
sides—the consumers, the manufacturers, and the farmers. | Party, was for free trade as enunciated in this bill? 
fhe Wilson-Gorman bill passed in August, 1894, but as to Mr. STONE. Nobody is for free trade. Why does the Senator 


Schedule K it did not become effective until the following July, | speak of free trade? I am not speaking for free trade. T! 
heirly 11 months. The bill of last year, 1912, regarding that | Democratic Party is not for free trade, but it is against a tarif 
same Schedule K was not to become effective until January 1, | system that enables special interests to plunder the great bod 
1915, and the same was true as to the bill relating to cotton; it | of the American people almost at pleasure. 

was not to become effective until about 6 months after its}; Mr. TOWNSEND. Is the Senator opposed to the free-trade 
passage. There are other features of the bill that are entirely | items in the bill? 

hew even to the Members of the majority of the House of Rep- Mr. STONE. To some of them, perhaps; not to all of them. 


resentatives. They knew nothing of the bill until it was pre- | But does the Senator desire now to go into a discussion of the 

sented after the hearings were all over. ‘The bill is a stranger to | items of this bill in detail? 

everybody except the Ways and Means Committee of the Mr. TOWNSEND. No. 

House. Mr. STONE. If he does, I shall decline to accommodate him. 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, one more point, and I am | We will take up the bill when we get it before the Senate in 

doue, if the Senator from Missouri will permit me. During the | proper form. 
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Mr. TOWNSEND. No; I simply wanted to understand the | of recent origin, are all accessible to everybody. Mr. Pp; 
tor as he went along. dent, the hearings on the Payne-Aldrich bill were only { 
r, STONE. The Senator’s question could not elicit informa- | years ago, or thereabouts. We have had hearings withiy 
rol anyone, unless he intended to open up the entire tariff | present year covering the items of this bill while it w; 
sion now, and that purpose he disclaims. course of preparation. We have had hearings in the jn; 
rLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator to yield | between these twa dates—volumes of them, as I have said. 
> moment, in order that the Recorp may be set straight On yesterday, in conjunction with another member o 
to this question of hearings. Finance Committee, I had a hearing on the plate-glass sc), 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri | in my committee room, and a very interesting hearing j| 
yield to the Senator from Florida? The gentlemen who appeared before us, voluntarily a; 

Mr. STONE I do. their oWn motion, represented opposing interests. One 

Mr. FLETCHER. The actual facts are that the Committee | sented the manufacturers of plate glass—among them bei 
on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives had a | president, secretary, and counsel of a manufacturing esta 
regular calendar of assignments for the hearings on this bill | ment—and upon the other a gentleman representing one 
while it was being shaped, beginning January 7 and continuing | largest plate-glass importing establishments of the count: 

d through February 1, practically one month. I have in These gentlemen sat down at the table in front of 
hand the various calendars and assignments of those hear- | around us. We held an old-fashioned conversational “ se 
, the name of the witness, what he represented, his | We discussed plate glass in all its phases from beginning | 
address, the items in respect to which he appeared, and the Mr. GALLINGER rose. 
time given. So these hearings were actually extended over a Mr. STONE. Wait a moment until I finish this stat, 
period of nearly one month by the Ways and Means Committee. | We kept this up in a kindly conversational way for 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, may I ask the Sen- | hours. There was little of resentment among the antag 
ator before what committee those hearings were held? before us—only now and then a flash, but nothing to ad 

Mr. FLETCHER. 'The Committee on Ways and Means of the | the sweet harmony of the occasion. We continued this 
House of Representatives. change of views for nearly the whole of yesterday after 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Of what Congress? just to oblige these gentlemen. All of them seemed anxi 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Sixty-second Congress. talk. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The last Congress. What did it amount to? All of them had already submitted 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Sixty-second Congress? briefs or made statements before the Ways and Means ¢ 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. mittee of the House; that is, before the very men who fv: 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Do the same members constiiute | lated the bill now pending in the House. 
the Committee on Ways and Means of this Congress that Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator pe 
formulated this bill? Was this bill formulated in the Sixty- | me? 
third or the Sixty-second Congress? Mr. STONE. Ina moment. These gentlemen appeared b: 

Mr. FLETCHER. I have just stated that these hearings | us and made statements; they filed their briefs with us as t 
extended from January 7 to February 1. While the present | had with the Ways and Means Committee, and they practi: 
members of the committee were not all members of it at that | followed the briefs and statements they made before the \W;: 
time, the present members of the Ways and Means Committee | and Mearns Committee. In what they said to us in the thre 
are gentlemen sufliciently qualified to read and understand the | four hours of our conference was but substantially a repeti' 
English language, and those hearings were all printed. of what each had said to the members of the Ways and M: 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. ‘The hearings to which the Sevator | Committee. 
refers, then, are hearings held during another Congress, before Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 
another Ways and Means Committee, which was composed of Mr. STONE. If the Senator will allow me a second, | 
different people, and on another bill? but I wish to finish this statement. 

Mr. FLETCHER. ‘There were only a few changes, as I What was said at this hearing yesterday was all taken «1 
understand. I had a reporter there—Mr. Galt, one of the Senate committ: 

Mr. STONE. The personnel of the Ways and Means Com- | reporters, and a very:capable man, as all of you wil! adn 
mittee of this Congress is substantially that of the last Congress. | Every word of the hearing was taken down, and what was s 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I rise simply to make an |can be compared with the statements made by the saine gent! 
explanation, men, pro and con, before the Ways and Means Committee. )\ 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, if I am going to say anything | will find there is no substantial difference. 
at all, I shall have to ask Senators not to interrupt me so much. From what I have said, I draw this conclusion: If the Se 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator refuse to yield? | should conclude to give hearings to the plate-glass indu 

Mr. JONES. I simply wanted to suggest that there are five | for example, and if we should open the door, as the Senator 
new members of the committee. from Michigan would have us, and let the representatives of 

Mr. STONE. Five out of seventeen are new members. all plate-glass manufacturers throughout the country col 

The Senator from Michigah [Mr. TowNsEeND] says that 15 | and be heard, and then have the importers come in and 
minutes only was accorded to many witnesses. I have sat | heard, and then have the retail interests come in and be lhe: 
in the Finance Committee and heard hearings. Ordinarily 15 | and then, if possible, have the consuming interests come in : 
minutes is as much as or more time than is accorded to any | be heard, it would take us a week or more to cover that one 
single speaker. When you take up the tariff bill for hearings, it | item in that one schedule. 
rarely happens that any gentleman appearing before the com- It seems to me, Mr. President, that would. be an impossi! 
mittee comes to discuss a schedule as a whole. He comes to | waste of time if we expect to pass a tariff bill. If this w 
address himself to some particular item in or part of the | new there would be something to it, but we have time ani 
schedule. again gone over and over this ground, We have had t: 

For example, if we had the metals schedule before the com- | hearings after tariff hearings, too often multiplied, year in a) 
mittee and hearings were being had, how many men would | year out. It seems to me that two or three or four months 
undertake to discuss the entire metals schedule? You would | the time of the Senate should not be occupied by the Fina 
have some gentlemen talking about lead ores, some about other | Committee in listening to a mere repetition of things that hay 
ores, some about this branch and some about that branch of | already been said and printed even more than once in pu! 
steel and iron manufactures, and so on. No one would under- | documents. 
take to discuss the schedule as a whole, because no one would Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator perm 
likely be familiar with or directly interested in all the detailed | now? 
items of the schedule. Mr. STONE. I will. 

That being true—and it is true—if you gave every man 15 Mr. GALLINGER. I beg to suggest, Mr. President, th 
minutes, and many came to speak on the various items, the | can conceive of nothing more charming than for any gent! 
hearings would be extended into weeks and even into months. | to sit on one side of a table and talk to the genial and \ 
When we had the hearings on the so-called Canadian reciprocity | Senator from Missouri on the other side. I have no doubt !! 
bill I think fully two months of time was absorbed by those | that little interview was a very delightful affair. The 5 
hearings. They have been printed. Those books are accessible | speaks of it as a “seance.” I am gratified to know that 
to every Senator. When the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill was being | porter was present, and that the “ seance” has been wrill' 
prepared there were hearings in the House, and hearings before |in some form. 
the Republican members of the Finance Committee of the I should like to ask the Senator if the rest of us are ! 
Senate. There are volumes of testimony, so called, and these | given permission to see exactly what was said on that o¢cis 
books filled with statements made by interested parties, and all IIs it to be printed? 
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Mr. STONE. I hope so. 
wr GALLINGER. It is a new idea to me—— 

\ir, STONE. I hope it will be printed. 
‘ir. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator will see that it is 
ed. 

\ir. STONE. I hope it will be printed. 

ember of the Finance Comumnittee. 

“Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. STONE. It will be written out in type, and the Senator 
have the benefit of reading it. if he wishes, and of compar- 
it with the statements made by the same gentiemen before 

the Ways and Means Committee. 

~ Mr. GALLINGER. But the old-fashioned way was that I, 


The Senator is a 


W 


a member of the Finance Committee, would have been invited | 


to any hearing that was held. It is a new idea to me that two 
I hers of the majority of the Finance Committee will hold 
he nes in a committee room and that the rest of us will have 


opportunity to know what was said or done during that 


l ing . 


[edo not doubt that such so-called hearings may be profitable 
to the Senator and to bis colleague, whoever he may have been, 


but really it would have been interesting to me to have wit- 
nt d that delightful interchange of views as between the 
Senator. and the gentlemen who appeared representing a very 


industry in the United States. Having been denied that 
sure, I repeat that I hope the interview will be printed. 
Mr. President, of course this was not an au- 
interview or hearing. 

Mr. OGORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STONE. I hope the Senator—— 

Mr. OGORMAN.,. I think we might 
r r order of business. 

Mr. STONE. This is the regular order. I hope the Senator 
permit me to reply to the Senator from New Hampshire. 
The hearing was not by order of the Committee on Finance. 

facturers come to me frequently. and 
ther Senators, to confer. It so happened that recently on 
the sume day gentlemen representing opposing interests in the 
glass business called to see me. They did not come at the 
time; they were not together. They did not come to my 


ple 
Mr. STONE. 


thorized 


well go on with the 


e together nor come to this conference together. In fact, 
they never did “get together.” I suggested to them that I 


ught it might be valuable if gentlemen representing oppos- 
ing sic who desired to talk to me, should come and talk at 
the same time; that I would like to hear both sides at once by 
n speaking face to face 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator from Missouri permit a 
suggestion ? 


Mr. STONE. 


les, 


In a moment. We had this friendly conversa- 


tional conference. There was nothing combative or exciting 
about it. A competent reporter took down al) that was said. 


I was impressed by the fact that the statements made before 
us on yesterday were substantially a repetition of what was 
said by the same people before the Ways and Means Committee 
a month or six weeks before. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have a question to ask which may relieve 
this situation. If the minority can not get the majority of the 
Finance Committee to grant hearings, perhaps we can get a 
promise from the Senator from Missouri to hold hearings daily 
with a reporter. If the Senator is willing to continue this per- 
soual investigation, I have a large number of constituents and 
visitors every day whom I will be glad to refer to him. 

Mr. STONE. No; I decline. 

Mr. PENROSE. Is this the last hearing the Senator is to 
hold or is he to continue these hearings? 

Mr. STONE. I think it is the last I will hold. I gave three 
hours to that one, and if I should give like time to every item of 
all the three or four thousand items in the bill, I could never 
hope to finish my task. 

Mr. PENROSE. One more question and I am through. I 
have likewise been the recipient of visits from glass matiu- 
facturers, and listened to their tale of woe. I am curious to 
know whether after the four hours’ recital of the hardships 
under whieh they will labor when this tariff bill becomes a law 
= — made any impression on the mind of the Senator from 
auissourl, 

Mr. STONE. Oh, yes; it made a distinct impression in a way. 

Mr. PENROSE. ‘Then will the Senator come around to a 


higher rate of duty on plate glass? 
Mr. O°GORMAN. 
regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. If 


there are no further petitions or memorials, reports of commit- 
tees are in order, 


Mr. President, I respectfully insist on the 
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Mr. OVERMAN. I report ba fr he Comnu on R 3 
Senate resolution No. 4, and submit report ae 1 | 
ask that the Secretary may read, in order tl] the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] may be } d 
before action is taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The S« r f l 
presents a report from the Committee on R ’ 
read. 

The Secretary read the report (No. 5), as f W 

The Committee on Rules, to whom is ref ;-s i i 
4, having considered the sam I rt t 
Senate with the recommendation that i 1 col Lit 2% l 
| be referred for consideration to the proper tte I 
tion of the subject matter, to wit 

That section relating to tariff and tax n, t 1 
Committee on Finance 

That section 3, relating to interstate-commerce mat : I l 
to the Committce on Interst eo r 

That section 4, relating to interstate exchange, be r t for th- 
sideration to the newly created Committee on B £ ‘ 

That section 5, relating to publi inds au } 
referred to the Committee on Public Land 

That section 6, relating to n ry expense and a 
referred for consideration to the Committe on Mili i l 
Affairs, respectively 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I wish to ea ] 
mentary inquiry. Is this matter in order at th } 
proceedings ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the report of a co . It 
is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not know that we had reached re- 
ports of committees. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, on the 17th day of March 
I offered in this body a resolution providing for a leg 8 
program covering certain questions relating to the to 
interstate commerce, to the conservation of our natu re 
sources, to the regulation of our rivers, and to the diminution 
of military and naval expenses. The purpose of that res , 
as stated at the time 

Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. President, I desire to : vi er 
is before the Senate at the present time 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A report of the C ee on 
Rules, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Is it before the Senate with 1 3 
consent for its present consideration? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Naturally the report will take its place on 
the calendar. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I object to its consideration 

Mr OVERMAN. But the Sen itor from Nevada wi ) be 
heard on the report. 

Mr. McCUMBER.,. Some of us have been waiti - I l 4 
time to get through with the routine business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f » I th Da- 
kota object to the present consideration of the report 

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 object to its consideration until after we 
get through with the morning business. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will, of course defer to the ony ence 
of Senators in the interest of morning busines 

Mr. McCUMBER. There will be plenty of time t- d it 
afterwards. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be 1 1 the 
calendar, 

ASSISTANT CLERKS OR MESSENGERS TO SENAT 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am directed by the Commit ) t 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Se \ h 
was referred Senate resolution 15, to authorize the en 
of an assistant clerk to certain committees, to repo1 ith 
an amendment in the nature of a substi e S23! nit a 
report (No. 6) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The res 1 reported by 
mittee will be read. 

The Secretary read the substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coast and I Surv ; on I 
rolled Bills; on Expenditures in the Agricultural Depart: t d 
Expenditures in the Departments of Comme: ind Labor s | 
ards, Weights, and Measures; on Expenditures in tl Dey f 
State; on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Gam ' 
Banks: on Public Health and Nationa! Quarantine; on ¢ s 
vey; to Investigate Trespassers upon [Indian Lands; on t M pl 
River and its Tributariec on Pacific Railroads ; D n 
Transportation Routes to the Seaboard; on the Universit f ''nited 
States; on Woman Suffrage; t Examine the Sev I s of 
the Civil Service; on Indian Depredations Cra and 
Sale of Meat Products: on Engrossed B the ( ilized 
Tribes of Indians; on Additional Accomm s for tl I iry of 
Congress; on Private Land Claims; on I) 1 of I ss l’apers 
in the Executive Departments; on Re t ry Claims; on Corpora 
tions Organized in the District of Columbia, on conference of the 
minority of the Senate, be, and they are hereby, authorized to employ 
one oauietant clerk each, at $1,200 per annum, to be paid from “ miscel- 
laneous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate unt!! otherwise 


provided for by law: Provided, That if any of the committees recited 








ma 
| WO 
ly three employees the resolution shall not apply to 

t ‘ t t t proviso shall not apply to the conference of 
t if t senate 

Mr. OLIVER. Reserving the right to object to present con- 

eration 

Mr. JONES. I am going to ask that the resolution shall go 
over, 

Mr. OLIVER. While I am on the floor I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee whether that committee has 


considered the resolution offered some time ago by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] relating to the allow- 


anre aft addi 1 he Ser: "Ss , are ‘hairm } : ° ° . 
ance of additional help to Senators who are not chairmen of | the chairmen of the minority committees three men. 


comiittees. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘That resolution is pending before the com- 
mittee, but no definite action has thus far been taken upon it. 
We have thought proper at this time to go only so far as the 
majority went with us when we were the minority. They gave 
merely extra help to certain minority committees. We have pro- 
vided in this resolution for every minority committee, doing 
better by you than you did by us. When we were in the minority, 
], for one, and a great many of us, had to get along with two 
employees. That was all you gave us then. What the com- 
mittee will do with that resolution finally when it comes to act 
on it definitely I am not now prepared to say. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask that the resolution be read again? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is the same resolution the Senator saw 
this morning. 

Mr. WARREN. I saw only a part of it. 

Mr. PENROSE. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. SMOOT. Before the resolution goes over on objection, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi if he will not 
allow one amendment to be made at this time. Instead of 
“assistant clerk” I suggest to insert “ messenger.” I will state 
the reason why I make the suggestion. It seems to me it 
would be rather inconsistent to have an assistant clerk at 
$1.200 and a messenger at $1,440, and it would be just as well 
to have a messenger at $1,200. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the resolution go over and be printed. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. So far as I am concerned, I see no objec- 
tion to the amendment suggested by the Senator from Utah. 
It does seem to be rather incongruous to be paying a man whom 


you call an assistant clerk $1,200, while you pay a man whom 
you call a messenger $1,440. I do not see that it will affect 
the resolution in the slightest degree. What we are reaching 
out after is to give the Senators an extra employee, and we 
have concluded that that employee shall be paid $1,200 a year. 
It does not make any difference materially whether you call 
him assistant clerk or messenger. If the Senator from Utah 
chooses to offer the amendment, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi whether all the majority committees have a messenger at 
$1,440. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Most of the majority committees have. 
The substance of this will be that the minority committees will 
have a clerk at varying salaries, running up, some of them, 
as high as $2,500, and ther another employee at $1,440, who 
is now called a messenger, and then they will have this addi- 
tional employee at $1,200. By the way, I will just say that my 
own committee, which is going to be made a working committee, 
has no more help than that, and several of the working com- 
mittees will have no more help. I see no objection to the 
amendment to be offered by the Senator from Utah, if he 
chooses to offer it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. There are several branches of this matter, 
and I ask that the resolution may go over. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will withdraw the suggestion now and offer 
the amendment when the resolution comes up in regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. JONES. And printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that unless the resolution I 
offered the other day is acted upon by the committee before 
this matter comes up again, I shall expect to offer that reso- 
lution as an amendment, but making the amount $1,200 instead 
of $1,440. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This matter has been acted upon by the 
committee. It is before the Senate on a favorable report from 
the committee. 

Mr. JONES. I offered the resolution the other day, and, in 
conformity to the resolution that the Senator introduced, I pro- 
posed that assistant clerks of certain Senators should be paid 
$1,440. I would be perfectly willing to amend my resolution 
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by making the amount $1,200. So if that resolution should 
be acted upon by the committee before this matter comes uj) 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the Senator's resolution ? 
Mr. JONES. It proposes to give to each member of the }, 
ity not the chairman of a committee an extra employee, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the Senator from Washingtoy 
not attempt to complicate this matter with that. That 
bring us into a field of discussion. The other side did not 
each member of the minority an extra employee when you , 
in the majority, and I do not know but that there wou! 
objection to it upon this side. All that you did was to 
To s 
of them you did not even give three men. I hope that the ) 
ter will be permitted to be considered by the committee yy) 
its own merits and be brought up as a separate proposition ; 1 
not be complicated with this question. 





Mr. JONES. I simply desire to suggest- 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall feel compelled to resist the aye 
ment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the resolution may go over 

Mr. JONES. I had the floor, I understood. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not understand that anyone lias {he 


floor against an objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Washington ad tie 
floor, and I interrupted him with his permission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington j\° 
the floor. 

Mr. JONES. I merely want to suggest to the Senator fro 
Mississippi that I think the two propositions are really go 
mane the one to the other, because every Senator must concede 
that the fact that a Senator is chairman of a committee do 
not bring him any more work and does not make him any nore 
work at all. When we were in the majority we may not haye 
allowed to Senators the additional help, but I do not know 
whether you asked for more help. I wish to say that I live 
always been in favor of allowing a Senator what he actully 
needed to do the necessary business. I think that is what we 
ought to have. The Senator says that they have gone furtlier 
already in this matter than we went. I am simply asking them 
to go a little further and give us what I think is absolute) 
necessary. I do not want any more help than is necessary to 
do the official work that comes to us, but I do think we « 
to have this help. I did not want to have the matter 0 
brought before the Senate considered by it until there would 
be an opportunity to present this other proposition to the « 
mnittee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon one more iiier 
ruption, he says he simply wants each Senator to have the ai 
that is necessary to do his work. Hitherto Senators have | 


aged to do their work, and tolerably well, I take it—I manace 
to do mine, I know—under a less generous dispensation of aid 
than this gives them, and I think we had better acce}t this 


when it comes up. It is not now under discussion, howe, 

Mr. JONES. .I simply want to suggest, Mr. President 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the order of the introduction 
of bills has not been reached? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not yet been reached. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have some bills that I should like to have 
an opportunity to introduce when that order is reached. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, some days ago [ gave notice of 
my intention to submit some remarks to the Senate to-day, ut 
I am beginning to think that there is a conspiracy on foot to 
prevent me from submitting those remarks. I feel constrained, 
under the circumstances, in justice to myself, to call for the 
regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of committees are sti 
order. 

REPORT OF DAUGHTERS OF AMERICAN REVOLUTION (8S. DOC. NO. ‘). 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
the subject was referred, reported the following resolution, su) 
mitted a report (No. 7) thereon, and it was considered by un 
mous consent and agreed to (S. Res. 51): 


Resolved, That the Annual Report of the National Society o! t! 
Daughters of the American Revolution for the year ended Octo! 
1912, be printed, with the accompanying illustrations, as a 5 
document, together with the letter from the Secretary of the %: 
sonian Institution transmitting said report in accordance with th: 
visions of an act to incorporate the National Society of the Daug'ite's 
of the American Revolution, approved February 20, 1896. 


CHARLES B. HAGADORN. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 721) authorizing the State le 
partment to deliver to Charles B. Hagadorn a gift from the 
Government of Mexico, submitted an adverse report (No. 5) 
thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 


in 
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RILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
nd a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
{ and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as I ws: 
By Mr. PENROSE: 


(S. 1099) granting an annuity of $100 to officers and | 


¢ ed men of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps who have been awarded medals of honor for gallantry 
in action and other soldier-like qualities under acts of Congress, 

| authorizing the President of the United States to make 


and regulations for carrying the act into effect; 

A bill (S. 1100) granting an annuity equivalent to $50 per 
month to officers and enlisted men of the United States Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps who have attained the age of 65 years 


I ‘ 


for gallantry and heroism involving great personal peril, and 


horizing the President of the United States to make rules | 


and regulations for carrying the act into effect; and 
A bill (S. 1101) for the relief of the survivors of McLean’s 

nsylvania Regiment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (S. 1102) for the relief of George L. Thomas; 

bill (S. 1103) for the relief of Louisa Weaver; and 

bill (S. 1104) for the relief of Cecelia Barr; to the Com- 

ttee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 1105) granting an increase of pension to Frank P. 
as (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 1106) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; 

A bill (S. 1107) granting a pension to Edward M. Stevens; 

A bill (S. 1108) granting an increase of pension to William 


Lis 


rt 
A 

A 

A 

mi 


Hi 


\< 


Qr 
A bill (8. 1109) granting a pension to Frederick Wagner 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1110) providing for the retirement of noncommis- 
sioned officers, petty officers, ani enlisted men of the United 
States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, and for the efficiency of 
the enlisted personnel ; 

A bill (S. 1111) granting a pension to Minerva H. Perry 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1112) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Schroeder ; 

A bill (S. 1118) to pension widows and minor children of 
officers or enlisted men who served in the War with Spain or 
Philippine insurrection; 

A bill (S. 1114) granting a pension to James A. Stine; 

A bill (8. 1115) granting a pension to Margaret Montgomery; 

A bill (S. 1116) granting an increase of pension to Delight 
R. Allen (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1117) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
P. Brookens; 

A bill (S. 1118) granting a pension to Lucy M. Cooke; 


¥ 


A bill (S$. 1119) granting an increase of pension to Margaret | 


Boyd; 

A bill (8. 1120) granting a pension to Charles L. Greene; 

A bill (8. 1121) granting a pension to Ida E. Carter; and 

A bill (8. 1122) granting a pension to Fannie M. Carey; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 1123) to establish a commission to be known as 
the National Forest Demonstration and Experimental Commis- 
sion, and to make an appropriation therefor; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (8. 1124) for the relief of G. L. Taneyhill; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1125) for the relief of the heirs of Ann Gregory, 
deceased ; : 

A bill (S. 1126) for the relief of John B. Semmes, receiver of 
the Columbian Iron Works & Dry Dock Co., of Baltimore, Md.; 

A bill (8. 1127) for the relief of Samuel H. Walker; 

A bill (8S. 1128) for the relief of Frederick J. Ernst (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

» S bill (8. 1129) for the relief of the estate of George Lloyd 
ey; 


A bill (8. 1130) for the relief of the heirs of William Hickey, 
deceased ; 


‘aid bill (S. 1131) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Loker; 
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A bill (S. 1132) for the r t ’ 
African Methodist | ( le 
Committee on C S 

A bill (S. 1133) granting an inet » | ibeth 
McLaughlin; , 

A bill (S. 1134) ¢ ting a | ( \ ) 
and 

A bill (S 5) i ) 
the Committee on De 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 1136) to provide for a con m to 
com ‘sions and to Ke re 

| same: to the n ee on Ap] 
A bill (S. 1137) to revive the right of action 1 
tured and abandoned property d | to 
|} the Committee on the Judiciary 
| A bill (S. 1158) to prescribe the cond ub ( 
| porations may engage in interstate col a I 8 
| penalties for otherwise engaging in the same; to the ¢ ee 
| on Interstate Commerce 
| A bill (S. 1139) to establish a d é d lt le 
| for the reclamation of swamp and overtiowed lands in certain 
States; to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill (S. 1140) to reimburse T. C. Barrier, posimaster, 
| Phila lelphia, Miss., for registered mone y stolen in transit; to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
A.bill (S. 1141) providing for competitive designs for a naval 


in 


monument the Vicksburg National Military Park; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1142) providing for a monument to comme ate 
the services and sacrifices of the women of the country at the 


on the 


time of the American Revolution; 
Library. 


to the 


Committee 


A bill (S. 1143) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and adjudicate claims for the taking of 
private property and damages thereto as the result of the 


improvement of the Mississippi River for navigation; and 


A bill (S. 1144) to aid in construction of levees and embank- 
ments on the east side of the Mississippi River in Warren, 
Jefferson, Adams, and Wilkinson Counties, Miss.; to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 
A bill (8. 1145) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and adjudicate claims for the taking of 
private property and damages thereto as the result the 
improvement of the Mississippi River for navigation: and 
A bill (S. 1146) to carry into effect the findings of the C 
of Claims in the matter of the claim of Elizabeth Johnson 
| the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (S. 1147) for the relief of 
Howard; 


of 


urt 
; to 


Alfred Ale, alias James 

A bill (S. 1148) to correct the military record of Maj. Robert 
G. Smither, United States Army, retired; 

A bill (S. 1149) to correct the military record of Seth Wat- 
son (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1150) for the relief of Nathan Mendenhal!!: and 

A bill (S. 1151) to remedy in the line of the Army the in- 
| equalities in rank due to the past system of regimental promo- 
| tion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1152) for the relief of Thomas J. Keith; 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1153) granting a pension to David R. Todd; 


to the Com- 


A bill (8S. 1154) granting an increase of pension to William 
Holdaway; 
A bill (S. 1155) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Morritz; 

A bill (8. 1156) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Allen ; 

A bill (S. 1157) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Marks; 

A bill (8S. 1158) 
Watson; and 

A bill (S. 1159) granting a pension to Demmie Inman; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1160) for the relief of Isaac J. Reese; and 

A bill (S. 1161) to credit certain officers of the Medical De 
partment, United States Army, with services rendered as acting 
assistant surgeons during the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1162) allowing credit in computing the pay of any 
officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps for service while in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Naval Affuirs. 


granting an increase of pension to Seth 
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A bill (S. 1163) to incorporate the Greater Washington Poul- 
try & Pigeon Club, of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1164) for the relief of Charles Ashwell and others; 

A bill (S. 1165) for the relief of Capt. Frederick G. Lawton, 
United States Army; 

A bill (S. 1166) for the relief of Capt. James Ronayne, United 
States Army; and 

A bill (S. 1167) for the relief of Capt. N. 
States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1168) granting an increase of pension to John En- 
right; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JACKSON: 

A bill (S. 1169) to promote and encourage the building of 
modern public highways by granting aid thereto under certain 
conditions; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1170) to extend the provisions of section 4631, title 
m4, “ Prize,’ of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
of the act approved June 8, 1874, in relation to prize money to 
fleet officers; and 

A bill (S. 1171) for the relief of Samuel Henson; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1172) granting a pension to Martha A. Rea; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 1173) for the relief of the city of Pueblo, Colo.; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

ty Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1174) for the relief of William Walters, 
Joshua Brown; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 1175) to remove the charge of desertion on the first 
enlistment of Daniel B. Stone, alias Nelson Davis; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1176) to acquire certain land in Washington Heights 
for a public square, to be known as Columbia Square; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 1177) providing for publicity of contributions made 
for the purpose of influencing elections at which Representa- 
tives and Senators in the Congress of the United States and 
presidential electors are to be voted for and elected, and limiting 
the amount of campaign expenses; to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1178) to make an appropriation for the strengthen- 
ing and construction of levee or levees at and near the city of 
Cairo, Ill.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1179) for the relief of Edward N. McCarty; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1180) for the relief of William Thomas; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1181) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Denny; and 

A bill (S. 1182) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Chapman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

$y Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1183) authorizing and directing the Director of 
the Geological Survey to cause to be made a complete topo- 
graphic and hydrographic survey of the State of Texas; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 1184) for a complete soil survey of the State of 
Texas; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S, 1185) prohibiting changes in size and color of cur- 
rency without consent of Congress; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LANE: 

A bill (S. 1186) for additional protection of the Bull Run 
Forest Reserve and the sources of the water supply of the city 
of Portland, in the State of Oregon (with accompanying paper) ; 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of Frederick Zichendraft ; 

A bill (S. 1188) for the relief of Dudley Simms; and 

A bill (S. 1189) for the relief of William Schindler; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1190) granting relief to persons who served in the 
Military Telegraph Corps of the Army during the Civil War; 

A bill (8S. 1191) granting an increase of pension to Mahala E. 
Warmoth; 

A bill (8. 
Waggoner ; 

A bill (S. 1198) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
Wells; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Wareham ; 


FE. McClure, United 


| 


alias 


1192) granting an increase of pension to Aaron B. 
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A bill (S. 
Whitinger ; 

A bill (S. 1196) 
Willis; 

A bill (S. 1197) granting a pension to Sarah Thomas: 

A bill (S. 1198) granting an increase of pension to J, 
Taylor; 


1195) granting an increase of pension to Hi, 


iunting an increase of peusic to VW 


A bill (S. 1199) granting an increase of pension to J 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 1200) granting an increase of pension to P| 
T. Simmonds; 


A bill (S. 1201) granting an increase of pension to Jos 
Steller; and 

A bill (S. 1202) granting an increase of pension to Oliv: 
Stout; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 1208) for the relief of Indians who have | 
allotments on the public domain, and their respective fa), 
and descendants; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1204) for the relief of Daniel Butland; to the « 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A pill (S. 1205) granting an increase of pension tu J, 
Ogan; 

A bill (S. 1206) granting an increase of pension to Conrad [. 
Gabrielson ; 

A bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
Walton; and 

A bill (S. 1208) granting 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1209) granting a pension to Thomas S. Garen: 

A bill (8S. 1210) granting an increase of pension to B 
Benton; 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to B. EB. De Vall: and 

A bill (S. 1212) granting a pension to Stephen Konicka; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1218) to provide for the refunding of « 
moneys illegally assessed and collected in the district of U1 
to the Committee on Finance. 


D, 


es 


a pension to Edwift R. Gibs 


BE. 


A bill (S. 1214) to amend sections 2380 and 2381. Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on ['u!! 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 1215) to enlarge the Grand Canyon game refug 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. 

By Mr. GOFF: 

A bill (S. 1216) for the relief of Oakley Randall; 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1217) granting a pension to George W. Jol 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1218) construing the provisions of section 2 of 


the pension act of June 27, 1890, and section 1 of the act of 
February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 1219) providing for the holding of regular term of 
district court at Durango, Colo.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1220) to increase the limit of cost of the pu! 
building authorized to be constructed at Durango, Colo.; sid 

A bill (8S. 1221) for the erection of a public building at 
Montrose, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 1223) granting a pension to William C. White; (0 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 1224) to regulate the filing and hearing of » 
tests filed by agents of the United States against the acceptinc 
of proofs of residence and cultivation made by and the issuance 
of patents thereon to homestead entrymen; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1225) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-culture 
station at a point in the eastern portion of the State of South 
Dakota to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce (wit! 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1226) to enable the President to propose and in\:te 
foreign Governments to participate in an international conic 
ence to promote an international inquiry into the causes of [le 
high cost of living throughout the world and to enab'e t!¥ 
United States to participate in said conference; to the Cour 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1227) for the relief of Charles R. Crosby; 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


ro- 


> 


0 the 
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Ry Mr. SMOOT: A bill (S. 1264) granting an increase of pension to William 
\ bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Henry N. Bird; H. Wheeler; and 
\ bill (S. 1229) for the relief of John F. Wilkinson ; A bill (S. 1265) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Lachoneus Barnard: Buckley; to the Committee on Pensions 
\ bill (S. 1281) for the relief of Lemuel H. Redd; to the A bill (S. 1266) for the relief of Edward Byrne (with accom- 
Committee on Military Affairs. panying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs 
, bill (S. 1232) to provide for the erection of a public build- By Mr. THOMPSON : 
i t American Fork, Utah; and A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 21) proposing an amendment to 
~ “\ nat (S. 1283) to provide for the erection of a public build- | the Constitution providing that the President shall bold office 
t Nephi. Utah; to the Committee on Public suildings and | for one term of six years and that the President and Vice 
( nds, President shall be elected by direct vote of the people t the 
. pill (S. 1234) granting a pension to Charles O. Farnsworth; | Committee on the Judiciary. 
\ bill GS. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Margaret ne; Hee cea reetaun. 
hill (S. 1236) granting an increase of pension to Charles Mr. HUGHES. I introduce a bill, and ask unanimous con- 
( mon: sent for its present consideration. 
\ bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garland Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that has hardly ever been done 
| , necompanying papers) ; in the Senate, and I think I shall have to object. 
\ bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to John H. Kidd (with Mr. HUGHES. I should like to have the bill read. I under 
anying papers) ; and | Stand, of course, that objection can be made to its consid on 
: (S. 1289) granting an increase of pension to Maria The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill wil! be read by titk 
Howell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on | The bill (S. 1222) authorizing and directing the board of 
Pensions. : medical supervisors of the District of Columbia to issue to 
Ey Mr. OWEN: Friedrich Franz Friedmann, without examination, a license to 
\ Dill (S. 1240) to establish the Legislative Reference Bureau | practice medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia, was 
of the Library of Congress; to the Committee on the Library. read twice by its title. 
\ bill (S. 1241) to correct the military record of Joseph Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will have to object to 
Hawkins; to the Committee on Military Affairs. unanimous consent being given to have the bill acted upon 
A bill (S. 1242) granting a pension to Chester A. Walker; | at this time. There are pretty serious questions involved in it. 
to the Committee on Pensions. I ask that it be referred to the appropriate committee. 
By Mr. JONES: The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
A bill (S. 1248) directing the issuance of patent to John Rus- | be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
sell: to the Committee on Public Lands. Mr. HUGHES. _Mr. President, did I understand the Senator 
By Mr. JAMES: from New Hampshire to object? 
A bill (S. 1244) for the rellef of the trustees of Bloomfield | Mr. GALLINGER. I will have to object to the present 
Todce. No. 57, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Bloom- | Sideration of the bill. I should like to look into it and cor 
i, Ky.; the trustees of the town of Bloomfield, Ky.; and the | Some of the medical men of the District concerning it. I 
trustees of the Bloomfield graded common schools of Bloom- | S*rious matter. It proposes to suspend existing law. 
field, Ky.: Mr. FLt GHES. The whole matter is serious. The diseas 
A bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Lexington Lodge, No. 1, which this doctor is engaged in fighting is an extremely serious 
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Lexington, Ky., and the | ™#tter. Be ; 
Grand Lodge Ancient Free and Accepted Masons of the State of Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Kentucky : Mr. HUGHES. My object in laying the bill before the Senati 
\ bill (S. 1246) for the relief of the fiscal court of Bourbon | WS to see if we could not get away from objections raised by 
County, Ky.: : certain members of the medical fraternity and from the attitud 
A bill (S. 1247) for the relief of Shelby County, Ky.; of distrust and suspicion which seems to characterize tl 
A bill (S. 1248) for the relief of the estate of William Thomas Ulemen who are representing the Government in their d 
Lowe: and with this scientist. I have been the recipient of countless 
\ bill (S. 1249) for the relief of the estate of William J. | ters, telegrams, telephonic communications, and personal requ 
Sailing, deceased: to the Committee on Claims. from men who are standing on the brink of the grave who fee! 
Ry Mr. BRADLEY: that perhaps their lives may be saved if they are pern tted 
A bill (S. 1250) for the relief of the estate of Leopold Harth, | t0 take this treatment. Dr. Friedmann himself seems to I 
deceased: under the impression that he is absolutely under the control of 


the Federal service in this matter, and he thinks he is oper 
deceased ; ating under the same sort of governmental supervision that } 
\ bill (S. 1252) for the relief of J. Will Morton and the | Would be compelled to operate under in Germany. At his re 


\ bill (S. 1251) for the relief of the estate of James E. Mor- | 

estate of Clarissa H. Morton, deceased; = I have introduced the bill. I regret very much that the 
| 
i 


r 


A bill (S. 1253) for the relief of the Louisville Trust Co., | Senator from New Hampshire thinks it necessary thac t n 
nistrator of the estate of Emily Oldham, deceased ; sideration of this matter should be delayed, when his single 
\ bill (S. 1254) for the relief of the estate of R. G. Potter, | Objection perhaps will mean the loss of the lives of men, women, 
ed: and children who are eager and anxious to take all the 
\ bill (S. 1255) for the relief of the estate or heirs of Philip | real or fancied, in connection with this treatme 
P. Phillips, deceased ; _ Mr. STONE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a ques 
A bill (8. 1256) for the relief of the estate of James Sayre, | Hon? 
deceased; and The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
A bill (S. 1257) for the relief of the estate of John M. Abbott, | Yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. Mr. HUGHES. I do. ; 
A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Mariam Norris (with Mr. STONE. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
accompanying papers) ; Jersey— se . a 
A bill (S. 1259) granting an ifcrease of pension to Nathaniel| Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, [I again call for the regular 
J Smnith; and order, since objection is made to the present consideration of 


A bill (S. 1260) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. ree tenis PRESIDENT. Objection beine made. the bill will 
: Pheron (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on b coteveed a ae Chimes » the Distrt ; ? Colum! - i i 
ensions. < B ) tri o Oo} Dl: 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: : 1 : ; 
"he Sa amas , : , have read a letter which I have received bearing upon the sul 
A bill (8. 1261) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal tect Potearret of the bill I t intr an “d. 7. 


Church South, at Sageville, Lauderdale County, Miss.; to the 


SS 


Committee on Claims Mr. PENROSE. Mr. | lent, I object to the reading of a 
eal & alms. letter on this subject. 1 do not want to pronounce this man a 
By Mr. O'GORMAN: faker, but I think the Senate is going out of its way to give 
A bill (S. 1262) authorizing 15 days’ leave of absence with | him advertisement. He may be a quack, for all I know [ 

pay to per diem employees of the Lighthouse Service of the | have direct information that the reputable physicians of the 

Department of Commerce; to the Committee on Commerce. | country look with considerable doubt upon his maneuvers, and 





A bill (S. 1263) for the relief of James P. Ruggles and | that reputable medical journals criticize the Congress of the 
others; to the Committee on Claims. United States for the semiofficial recognition which they have 





L—14 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


him. T was surprised and shocked when I saw 
ent bad printed on his alleged cure. 
the incident was past and closed, I had 
uttention of the Senate to the gross impro- 
ognizing a questionable “cure” by an official ad- 

sement of that character. This is not an occasion for 
I diin sentiment; it is a practical proposition whether the 
lives of thousands of people may not be threatened by a “cure” 
which is purely based on quackery and fraud. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey if Dr. Friedmann intends to charge $25 for each treat- 
ment? 

Mr. HUGHES, I 
subject. 

Mr. LODGH. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. HUGHES. I did not presume to ask Dr. Friedmann 
about that. TI asked him if he would practice in the District of 
Columbia if given permission, and he said he would. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The regular order is demanded, 
If there be no further bills and joint resolutions, concurrent 
and other resolutions are in order. 


AMENDMENTS 


aocun been 
tirat 
Lie 


of re 


have absolutely no information on that 


TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $2,500 for the purchase of a library for the 
Federal prison at Atlanta, Ga., intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KENYON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $200,000 due to the estates of deceased colored soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the Civil War and which was in the 
liands of the Commissioner of the Freemen’s Bureau and have 
been repaid into the Treasury of the United States, ete., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MYERS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for support and civilization of the Indians at 
Fort Belknap Agency, Mont., including pay of employees, from 
$20,000 to $25,000, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

ITEARINC \ BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. THOMAS. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and, if it is in order, I ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

(the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
mits a resolution and asks unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 55), as follows: 

Resolved, Vhat the Committee on Woman Suffrage, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized to send for persons and 
papers and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to report 
such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which may 
be pending before said committee, and to have the same printed for 
its use, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, and that the said committee or any subcommittee thereof 
may sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado for the immediate consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think the resolution under 
the law has to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 


Colorado sub- 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM E, PRESSEY. 


JOHNSON of Maine submitted the following resolution 
Res. 56), which was read and referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate to the executor of the estate of William E. Pressey, late mes- 
senger at the card door of the Senate, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, 


said sura to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 


AGRICULTURAL 


Mr. 
(S. 


CREDIT AND LIVE-STOCK INSURANCE, 


Mr. FLETCHER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
52), which was read and, with the accompanying document, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the report to the British Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries of an inquiry into agricultural credit and agricultural co- 
operation in Germany. wth some rnetes on German live-steck insur- 
ance, by J. mR. Cahill. which was presented to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain, be printed as a Senate document, together with 
the accompanying i rations and letter. 


in- | 
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ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANA! 


Mr. O'GORMAN submitted the following resolution (S. 
57), which was read and referred to the Committee to A 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Interoceanic Canals is }y, 
authorized to employ one assistant clerk, at $1,800 per annum, ; 
paid from “ miscellaneous items” of the contingent fund of the So) 
until otherwise provided for by law. 

AVENUE OF THE PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resolution (S, 2 
53), which was read and referred to the Committee oy 
District of Columbia: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia } d 
hereby is, empowered to investigate and report by what authorit f 


law and under whose direction the name of Sixteenth Street 
changed to Avenue of the Presidents. 


HEARINGS 


if 
u 


Committee on 


was 


BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


Mr. PITTMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
54), which was read and referred to the Committee to A 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories, or any subcomn 
thereof, be authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to send for 
persons and papers and to administer oaths? and to employ a stenog 
rapher to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be pending before said committee and to hay 
same printed for its use, the expenses thereof to be paid out « 
contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any 
committee thereof, may sit during the sessions of the Senate. 


AMENDMENT OF ANTITRUST ACT, 


Mr. THOMAS. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, 
at the close of the routine morning business, I shall address the 
Senate upon the bill (S. 112) to restore section 1 of the act of 
Congress of July 2, 1890, chapter 647, Twenty-sixth Statutes at 
Large, to its original form as enacted, by striking out the 
words “ unreasonable or undue,” inserted therein by a decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 


CONFERENCE REPORTS ON TARIFF MEASURES, 


Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I offer the resolution attached 
to the notice I gave on Tuesday last and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. I had intended to submit 
observations with it; but in view of the great delay which the 
Senator from California has suffered, I will not do so, but ask 
its immediate reference to the committee. 

The resolution (S. Res. 43) was referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and is as follows: 


Resolved, That there shall be added as one of the standing rules 
the Senate the following, to wit: 

“When the report of a conference committee upon the disag: 
votes of the-two Houses upon a bill proposing to change duties 
imports from a foreign country into the United States is under cons 
eration by the Senate there shall be, upon the request of any Senat 
a separate vote on any point or item of disagreement concerning whic! 
there is a recommendation that the Senate recede in whole or in part.” 


PROPOSED LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, it was my desire to continu 
the discussion of the report of the Committee on Rules regarding 
a legislative program. I understand that the Senator from © 
fornia [Mr. Works] has given notice that he will address the 
Senate to-day. I will ask the Senator from California whetiier it 
would meet his convenience if I should conclude my remar'! 
regarding the report of the Committee on Rules now or defer 
them until after his remarks? 

Mr. WORKS. I should be greatly obliged to the Senator from 
Nevada if he would defer until I have submitted some remarks 
of which I gave notice. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then, Mr. President, at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from California I shall take up the 
discussion of the report of the Committee on Rules on a proposed 
legislative program. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Presidente I should like to ask the Sen 
from Nevada whether he intends to ask any action upon 
report to-day. I do this because a number of Senators 1 
leave the Chamber, thinking that there would be no © 
business attended to. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know whether I shall ask a: 
or not. The probability is that I shall. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then. Mr. President, if action is going to 0° 
asked upon this matter, I object to it, because I want it to £0 
to the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being objection, the report 
goes to the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT. I shall object to the consideration of the repo''. 
and let it go to the calendar, if the Senator is going to ask - 
action upon it to-day. I have no desire to stop the Seni' 
from speaking upon it, but I certainly do not want any ac" 
taken upon it to-day. 


some 
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NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I will defer taking up this 
ter until the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Colifornia. Meanwhile I shall consider to my course of 

on regarding it. 

\ir. NEWLANDS subsequently said: I desire to give notice 
‘hat on Monday next, during the morning hour, I shall address 
the Senate on the resolution (S. Res. 4) providing for a legisla- 

program during the extra session. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 
KERN. Mr. President, I move that when 
adjourns to-day it shall be until Monday next at 
meridian. 

fhe motion was agreed to. 

PUBLICATION 

Mr. WORKS. 

be read and 
VICE 
ested. 
The Secretary read the bill (S. 496) making it unlawful to 
iblish details of crimes and accidents in the District of Colum- 
and for other purposes, introduced by Mr. Works April 8, 
as follows: 


as 


Mr. 


the Senate 
12 o'clock 


OF CRIMES AND ACCIDENTS, 


Mr. President, I ask that Senate 
laid before the Senate for discussion. 
PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 


bill No. 496 


rhe read as re- 








Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person, corpo- 
tion, or association to print or publish in any newspaper or other 
lication in the District of Columbia an account of any murder, or 
eged murder, or any other actual or alleged crime, suicide, or other 
dtat, injury, or tragedy of any kind wherever the same may have 

mmitted or happened, or alleged to have been committed or hap- 
|, other than a mere statement of the fact that such a crime, 
tragedy, or accident has happened or is alleged to have happened, with- 
out details or comments of any kind with respect to such crime, ac- 
ident, or tragedy, or in respect of, or about, any person connected 
with or related to or alleged to be or to have been connected with or 
related to the same. 

Sec, 2. That any person, corporation, or association who shall vio- 
| iny of the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, to which 
may be added imprisonment in the District Jail or Workhouse for not 
exceeding one year. 


Mr. WORKS. 


nh ¢ 


Mr. President, during the first session of the 
Congress I introduced a bill, Senate No. 3221, making it 
awful to publish in the District of Columbia details of 
rimes, accidents, and tragedies. 
for consideration by the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which it was referred, and was not acted upon. I have again 
introduced it at this session. 
That something should be done to elevate the standard of 
journalism in this respect in this country, not only in the public 
interest but in the interest of the great profession of journal- 


aet 
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He may make his publication an influence and support 
for the very best in private and public life It finds its way 
into the homes of the people and may be an inspiration and 
uplift that can do more than almost any other force to purify 

| thought, elevate manhood and womanhood, direct the steps of 
| the young to a higher standard of purity and righteousness, ele 
vate citizenship, inspire young and old to a better understand 
| ing of the obligations of citizenship in a free Republic like ours, 
and a higher and more unselfish patriotism. Such should be the 
mission of every publication. 
That some of our newspaper men are not living up to this high 


| of the bill and treated seriously the broad questions to whicl 
| it 


| such legislation as this bill proposes will be futile 


The bill was not pressed by me | 


. : : ; : aa a : | 
sm itself, must be obvious to all observant and discriminating 


people. 


I have introduced this bill as one means of attracting 


ubliec attention to the evils growing out of the indiscriminate | 


publication of information that is detrimental to the morals of 
the people, distracting and fear inspiring in its tendencies, de- 


grading to the journalistic profession, and in every way poison- | 


ous and deleterious in its effects both upon publishers and read- 
ers of it. This is one phase of the subject to which I desire to 
attract the attention of the Senate and the country. Another 


phase of newspaper work that should challenge attention, by the | 


mere mention of it, is the well-known want of’ reliability of | 


journalistic news and information. 

What I am about to say is not inspired by any sense of ili 
will toward newspapers or their reporters or publishers. I have 
ho personal grievances against either. I have had my share of 
misrepresentation and abuse from newspapers, but I am glad to 
say that it has left in my mind no sense of malice, hatred, or 
desire to reciprocate in kind. I take it that if a newspaper mis- 
represents or unjustly assails me it can do me no harm, and 
that if it tells the truth about me I have no reason to complain. 
So lam not at war with any publication. What I have to say 
is not in any sense directed at individuals. It is intended to 
assail a custom that has grown up of publishing objectionable 
matter in newspapers and other publications and to call for re- 
lie f from conditions resulting from such journalism. In this 
effort I should have the support of all high-minded newspaper 


ideat of true journalism none, I believe, will be more re: 
admit than journalists themselves, and none, I am very ul 
would be better pleased than they to remedy the evils that have 
resulfed from a departure from the higher standard. 

Mr. President, I noticed with some interest the comments t! 
were made by the newspapers upon the bill introduced by 1 
Most of them, I think, were inclined to treat it 
of them were disposed to treat it 
miserating its author. 


to 


1c, 
lightly Some 
! ! ! 1 , 
Wile KINnGIY col 
Still others went beyond the mere terms 


us a joke 


at least attracted attention. 

I do not wonder that the bill should have excited the ridi 
cule of the man who looked upon it as nothing more than an 
attempt to check, by law, the publication of such objectionable 


matter as is mentioned in it. No one realizes more fully than I 
do that without the help of the newspaper workers themselves 
as 2 means 
of accomplishing the beneficial results its author bas in mind. 


Newspapers are published for profit. They will print what their 
readers want and will pay fer. With altogether too many of 
them it is a purely commercial question. So regarded, it is 


only a question whether a paper which publishes such matter 
this bill proposes to prohibit is a better seller and will 
wider circulation and more advertisements than one that 
lishes only legitimate news. 

Whether people do want this kind of news or not is one of 
the questions to be considered, looking at journalism as nothing 
higher than a means of making money. Newspaper men main 
tain that they furnish this kind of news because the people 
warit it and will have it, and therefore it is the only of 
maintaining their publications on a paying basis. If is 
true, it is certainly a melancholy fact. If it untrue, 
grave charge to make against the American people. Undoubt 
edly it is true of some people. gut LT am convinced that the 
masses of the people who support the newspapers would prefer 
to have such news omitted and many people do not read the 
newspapers and exclude them from their homes because of this 
objectionable matter. 


as 
ure a 
pub 


Wily 
this 
it isa 


is 


But, assuming that the greater number of people really want 
their papers to publish such stuff, who is responsible for this 
depraved appetite for deleterious and hurtful news? The men 
who publish the newspapers should seriously ask themselves 


that question and act accordingly. I know, Mr. President, that 
all these things are matters of dispute. They may well be so, 
because neither the one assertion nor the respecting 
them is susceptible of proof. They are almost entirely mat 
of speculation. 


other 


In the consideration of this question we will have to dis 
tinguish between the legal question of privilege or the lia 
| bility to individuals for false publications and that of the pub 
lication of matter which is objectionable because of its tend 
ency to poison the minds of the public, whether true or false 
or generally deleterious news unfit or injurious in its character. 
In order that I may be better understood, let me point out 
some of the publications that should be suppressed by law. 
Chief of these is the publication of the details of crime. If a 
crime is committed anywhere in the country, it is published 
with greater or less particularity and detail in every town 
where a newspaper is printed. The more horrible and atrocious 
the crime the greater the space given to it and the more specific 


| and 


men who have right ideals of the duty they owe to themselves | 


and their country. Indeed, I know there are newspaper men 


who are doing a much greater work for the advancement and | 


elevation of their profession in this respect than I can do by 
anything I may say here to-day—much more than can be done 

’ any law or laws that can be enacted by State or Nation in 
the endeavor to suppress objectionable publications. It is to 
that higher class of journalists that we must look for the ulti- 
hate remedy for these evils. 

rhe newspaper is a great and powerful influence in a free 
country like ours, where the press is free and untrammeled. 
rhat influence may work for good or evil. The publisher of a 
newspaper takes upon himself responsibilities of the highest 


minute the details that are given. This so-called 
that should on every account be suppressed, is spread hefore 
the readers of the newspapers all over the country with flaunt 
ing and alluring headlines to attract attention. It is rend by 
millions of people, young and old alike. But, unfortunately, 
does not stop there. The lives of the participants in the crime, 


news 


both the perpetrator of it and his victim, are laid bare to the 
world. It is not confined, either, to the immediate parties con- 
cerned, but their innocent and stricken friends and relatives 
are hunted down, and the alleged history of their lives, more 
often than not false and distorted, is given out to the world. 


This seems to be a particularly attractive field for the average 
newspaper correspondent if anyone remotely connected with 
the unfortunate affair happens to be a man or womun of proml- 
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nence and well known to the public. It gives spice and interest 
to a “story” that should never be told and advertises the news- 
paper as one of great enterprise. The sensational newspaper, 
of which there are altogether too many, “ features” this kind 
of news and congratulates itself on the opportunity that a 
dreadful crime or fearful accident gives it to exploit its un- 
paralleled facilities for gathering the news and its unequaled 
enterprise in furnishing it to its readers. It boasts that it 
spures no expense in its efforts to supply the public with what 
it assumes the people want. 

A few instances will suffice to show the extent to which this 
effort to supply the morbid and criminal classes with news that 
panders to the taste for the horrible and immoral and makes 
more criminals and causes more crimes than almost any other 
influence has been carried. 

We need not go back very far or very far away from the 
Capital of the Nation to find some of the most appalling in- 
stances of this kind of journalism. Something like a year ago a 
most atrocious and cruel murder was committed in the near-by 
State of Virginia. A young woman, married and belonging to a 
highly respectable family, was brutally murdered. Her young 
husband, who was out driving with her at the time she was 
shot, and who likewise was of good family, was soon suspected 
of the crime, was arrested, tried, and executed for the murder 
of his young wife. From the time the crime was committed 
until it was expiated by the life of its perpetrator, the news of 
the crime in all its details, the lives of the victim and her 
slayer, and those of their innocent and suffering relatives, near 
and distant, were published day after day for weeks. The 
papers, or most of them, were full of it. 
the bare statement of the facts would have been enough, but 
they were amplified and distorted, and alleged facts fabricated 
and sent out as the truth about it. The pictures of everybody 
concerned that could be obtained were printed over and over 
again. The infamy of the thing was enhanced in a way that 
should have.aroused the indignation ef all decent people. There 
was a woman in the case who had, it was claimed, broken up 
the home of this young couple and brought one to a tragic and 
the other to a felon’s death. The details of this woman’s life 
and her relations with the murderer were published and ampli- 
fied upon and distorted. And to crown it all, the photographs of 
the wife, the mistress, and the husband and murderer were pub- 
lished together, the man appearing between the two. Could one 
conceive of a more brutal and inexcusable piece of so-called 
journalism than this? Think what it must have meant to the 
innocent and agonized parents of both the husband and the wife! 
I can not conceive of anything more fiendish and inhuman than 
this in the way of newspaper printing. 

Mr. President, this is only a very imperfect description of the 
extent to which some newspapers went in this one instance. It 
does not half picture the extent to which the published news 
and fiction relating te it went, or the enormity of the offense 
against innocent people to whom the crime had brought sorrow 
and shame, or the injury that was done by poisoning the minds 
of the readers of these papers with their offensive and horrible 
recitals of a brutal crime and the immorality that preceded and 
brought it about. 

This is only one out of thousands of like cases. It has been 
specifically mentioned here because of the flagrancy of the pub- 
lications relating to it and because it took place so recently that 
it is fresh in the minds of newspaper readers. The crime was 
a most distressing one even to think about. The publication of 
the revolting details of all of the circumstances connected with 
it, paraded before the readers of such newspapers as made 
these publications, was most shocking. 

The mere mention that such a crime had been committed was 
enough. To go further was an offense against the common rules 
of decency. It was calculated to arouse the worst passiens of 
men. The reading of it could do no possible good. It was 
wholly inexcusable and revolting, looking at it from any point 
of view. If there is any real desire of any of the readers of 
the newspapers of this country to read such deleterious and 
offensive stuff, it should be one of the highest duties of a jour- 
nalist not to feed any such morbid sense, but to correct it and 
suppress any such news as detrimental to health and morals 
and unfit to be published or read. No greater wrong can be done 
by a great newspaper than to pander to such an appetite and 
thus create and continue a demand for such news. 

Mr. President, however serious such an offense may be as 
affecting the individual reader, it is even more serious as affect- 
ing the newspaper men who gather and publish such news. They 
live constantly in an atmosphere of crime and immorality. Their 
purpose is to trace down and send out to their fellow men the 
details of misconduct of every kind. They live in it, think about 
it, and give it out to others in all its horrible forms. ‘Their 
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minds are filled with thoughts of immorality, crime, and hum.) 
tragedies, misfortunes, and misery. The newspaper reporter 
must dive into this sea of crime and corruption and dress jj j) 
such form as to attraet the readers of the paper. To make jt 
attractive and readable he adds to the horrors of it, pads 

with false and more attractive matter to render it more senss 
tional. He haunts the homes of everybody connected with tho 


crime, shadows them day after day, and publishes facts anq 
i 
1 


falsehoods about them in order to embellish his “story” a 
make it still more attractive. The kodak man is his aid 4 
abettor. What is lacking in the written story is made stil] more 
graphic and sensational by pictures of everybody connected w th 
the crime. Reporters and kodak men thrust themselves into the 
privacy of the home, snap the unwary unawares, write up iy) 
aginary stories about people concerned or connected, direct|y 
or indirectly, with the crime—the innocent, suffering, and si; 
rowing along with the guilty. They seem to lose all sense of 
decency or of respect for the rights of others in their eager 
quest for what should be unreadable news and the desir 
furnish copy for a newspaper that seems to have lost all s 

of decency and propriety in its dealings with the affairs of . 
people, often of the most sacred kind. 

Mr. President, what a life this is for any man to lead. [i 
makes one shudder to think about it. And most of the men wh 
are instrumental in this wholesale poisoning of the minds of 
eur people are young men, often mere boys. It is appalling to 
think of such a school of vice, falsehood, and violation of the 
sacred rights of others. It can not but be degrading in the 
utmost degree. No man can live in such an atmosphere anid 
not suffer from its poisonous impurities. He not only suffer 
from it himself, but he is constantly instilling it into the min 
of others. 

Mr. President, I have referred to one case merely as an j 
tration of the general course of journals that deal with suc} 
news. The papers are full of such matter day after day. Som 
of them feature it and make it chief among all others. So) 
publish the fact that a crime has been committed without em- 
bellishment or exaggeration. Such a course is to be highly 
commended. There are many just and high-minded journalists 
in this country who deprecate sensational and objectionable 
news as earnestly and as strongly as I do. They would rej 
to see a complete reform in this respect. To such as these the 
bill I have introduced would be welcome if it could be enforced. 
Its enforcement would depend largely upon the attitude of the 
newspapers toward legislation of this kind. That many jour- 
nals deplore these methods and such news is evident from the 
sentiments they have expressed. Here is an editorial on the 
subject from one of the leading newspapers on the Pacific coast: 

BARRED '‘*N NEW YORK. 

Moved by a proper regard for public decency and morality, the « 
missioner of licenses in New York City has notified the managers of 
the 600 or more moving-picture shows in that town that the [lenry 
Clay Beattie case must not be made the subject of any of their 
exhibitions. 

The prohibition was made complete. “ No moving asec or other 
views representing scenes from the trial of Henry Clay Beattie, 
for the murder of his wife, or in any way connected with the case,” 
are to be exhibited under penalty of the revocation of the license of 
the place in which they are shown. The action of the license co: 
missioner was most commendable. He has made a wise use of tl 
authority with which he is vested. 

Morally speaking, the publication of all the wretched details of tha 
crime is as indefensible as the exhibition of moving pictures purpo! 
to pote them. Let offenders present such specious excuses us tlic) 
will, setting forth the obligation that rest upen thon to “ print 
news ’’—they are governed by greed, and to coin a profit do not 
tate to offend against decency. They —— to depraved tastes 1 
instincts, being moved by their own cupidity and their pocket revenu 
that are won at the cost of morality. ; 

Inasmuch as there will always be publishers whose itch for gain and 
contempt for decency, left unrestricted, would lead them to pollute th 
public mind by magnifying and exploiting every story of hate and 
murder, lust and passion, it is probable that laws eventually must be 
enacted for the protection of the community. Offenders wil! loudly 
protest against an invasion of the freedom of the press, but freedom 
was never a warrant for license. Newspapers that print lottery adver 
tisements are excinded from the mails, as are publications containins 
ebscene pictures, but no one pretends that the freedom of the press as 
sustained any injury therefrom. 

Similarly newspapers that convert themselves into gazettes of crime, 
that seize with eager haste on every salacious happening and exp! 
it to its last sensational detail, magnifying and emphasizing evr 
disgusting obscenity and 7 nerate phase of abandoned life, should ' 
debarred from the mails. ‘ere they so debarred, the freedom 0! | 
ress would suffer the least injury and the cause of morality would be 
mmeasurably advantaged. 

So far, Mr. President, I have spoken only of the publicatio! 
of the details of crimes; but the manner of treating acciden'- 
is almost as bad. It is quite as bad in many if not mvs 
respects. Take the late disaster to the steamship Titanic as °'! 
example. It was an accident that cost many lives and brows! 
sorrow to many homes in this country and beyond the s-. 
Before it was possible for anyone not on the ship to know “1y 
thing more than the simple but appalling fact that the sii) 
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i been lost the papers throughout the whole country were 


of stories of the most sensational character about it—stories 
‘ vere without foundation and wholly faise. The truth of 
{ » stories, if they bad, in fact, been true, could not have 
hoe wh to the newspapers that gave them out. They were 

ribie injustice and cruelty to the agonized friends and rela- 
fives who were waiting anxiously to know the truth, besides 
the false impressions made upon the minds of others that could 
never be erased. ‘There could have been no object in all this 


other than to make money. Extras were put out almost hourly 
1] of the large cities containing these false and misleading 


faith in the correctness of news given out Iz the papers are 
gt believing, some of them wholly unjust as well as mis- 


ding. But even this spurious matter, published as mere 
miecture and speculation and without any knowledge of its 

th, was not the worst. After the facts began to be knowa, 
d when some degree of accuracy was attainable, the unwar- 

ted and wholly false stories manufactured for sensational 
effect continued to be published. One of the passengers on the 
ill-fated ship, who lived for some time after the disaster, de- 
clared long after all the stories about it had been published 
thit most of them were false. 
will be corrected. 

‘he extent to which many of the newspapers of the country are 
devoted to the publication of such hurtful stories as these, 
which can not justly be called news, is appalling to think about, 
In one issue of one of the papers published in this city about 
the time this bill was introduced by me appeared no less thau 
f4 separate accounts of murders, suicides, accidents, and other 
tragedies happening all over the country. Most of them were 
occurrences in which none of the readers of this particular 
journal could have any personal interest. 
could be justified or excused only on the ground that its readers 
want that kind of news. I give here the headlines appearing 
in this issue of the paper relating to each—not all the head- 
but only the first one or two in each case. In many 
cases there were others of a most startling kind, and the body of 
the articles published contained, in some instances, the most 
objectionable details of these occurrences. The principal head- 
lines in the several cases are as follows: 





hes, 


Their publication | 
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These never have been and never 
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Man lost in Atlantle City—Claims to be brother of millionaire— Sta) 
with police 

Hog tears his hand—Enraged animal rely injures man earryip 
it—-Unusual case, doctors say : 

Seeks daughter and man—Father asks police to find Florence Coc! 
rane and I. Leatherwood. P 

Beattie’s trial near—Jury likely to be selected by end of this w 
Inguiry to begin to-morrow ’ 

Capt. Howard shoots self—Grandson of Revolutionary general not ex 
pected to live—Baltimore resident, a Confederate veteran, suffered from 
nervousness 

Shoots mother who rewed—Boy’'s bullets also wound a little Philadel 
phia girl. 

Three men bitten by dog—Patrolmen kill animal after an « I 
chase. 

Bride of three days dead—Wife of Roanoke farmer stricken 
fatal malady. 

Run down by an auto 
_ Her tale reveals murder—-Woman chai that companion was pb 
in mountains. 

Launch sinks; 18 in perll—Officers and seamen of battleships have 
narrow escape 

Wife keeps hubby's date—With infant in one arm, she pummels rival 
at ferryhouse. 

Shot dead in motor boat—Mysterious killing may have been caused by 
stray bullet. 

Human chain saves three-—Exhausted men rescued at Atlantic City 
by fellow bathers 
. burglars at Narragansett—J. W. Converse, of Philadelphia, robbed 
$700 while dining. 

Lassos autos in street-——Man tries out stage act, but is eaptured and 
tried. 

Says captive shot keeper—Anonymous letter informs woman husband 
kidnaped—Missing man is alleged to have gone insane, killed membet 
of band, and escaped. 

Brother's blood fails to save him. 

Boasts of jail escape—Policeman overhears William Donglas and ré 
arrests him-—* I'd like to see any officer t me again,” his last ds 
while free. 

His head in the mail—-Midhat Pasha nin, and letter says at 
Sultan's order. 

Explain loss of memory—Malady due, London doctors say, to ain 
of modern life. ‘ 

Shields slayer as he dies—Abbe Guibault shot down in his home in 
France—Mystery surrounds murder which the victim could but would 


not explain——-Neighbor’s gun used 

Mystery in beauty’s death—Inquiry may be made concerning M) 
Lantelmes drowning 

Girl tries to bury herself 
after tramping 200 miles 

Dead from explosion of 


’ 


sroken le 


hearted because ad 


ve 


engine boiler. 

Think of such a collection of crimes, immoralities, seandals 
and terrible accidents being served up to its readers by a new 
paper in one of its issues. And this issue was by no means an 
exceptional one of this or other newspapers, some of them 1 
garded as among the leading journals of the country. People who 
read the newspapers are served with such shocking and degrad 


ing matter in every issue of the paper that comes daily into 
their homes. In some there are more and some less than | 
| humber given above, but the one I have taken as an exam) 


Washington woman injured—Lies in hospital 36 hours before she 

lentified. 

Shoots wife as burglar—Man probably fatally wounds mate, who 
closed window. 

Shot down in own home—William Stewart-killed by his guest during | 
quarrel, police say. 

Sees her sister shot—Wife is then felled with gun and husband 
flees—Posse on trail of fugitive—New York woman probably fatally 
wounded in family quarrel near Pocomoke City, Md.—-Alleged assailant, | 


rother of railway superintendent, may not be taken alive. 
Slays brother with stone—Aged men fight to finish, ending 30-year 


feud 

Body of Merritt arrives—Battleship North Carolina brings victim of 
marine explosion. 

Find loot in women’s room—Police charge wholesale shoplifting in 
12 different towns. 


Offers to sell his tongue—Man in jail would aid girl hurt in auto 
crash 

Two children save her 
drowning. 
Sea victims’ diary found—Messages carved on a hatch cover tell of 

es of castaways—Flotsam reports deaths of shipwrecked men and 
ars note of farewell to loved ones. 


Tugboat is sunk by liner—Collision In East River cuts small craft 


Girl of 9 and boy of 10 rescue woman from 


D 


Battle in Liverpool—Strikers, soldiers, and police fight for three 
hours—Succeed in moving supplies. 
Falls from yacht; drowns—Arthur W. Yates strikes head on side of 
boat, then sinks. 
Dig to save three in mine—Rescuers work frantically for freedom of 
comrades—Urged by faint tappings. 
Knocks woman senseless—Mrs. C. 
dside—Blow from negro follows 
low—Whole police force after him. 
Jealous; slays girl—W. H. -Sabens kills woman who was to marry 
another—Shoots at self, but misses—-Ada Haynes, 22 years old, had 
feared former sweetheart, her friends say, ever since she decided to wed 
New York man—Murderer is caught in Pennsylvania Avenue. 
At 0 she is expert thief—Little dimpled girl picks 13 pockets in space 
«- nours,. 
Woman takes carbolic acid—Mrs. E. M. Frederer removed to hospital, 
and will recover, doctors say. 
Waitress, 17, is missing—Sister of Miss Lucy Dillon asks police to 
and find her. 
Chase over three States ends—Ex-cashier charged with fraud is cap- 
tured after week. 
Not in a land deal—One Senator denies the tale two “ promoters” 
tell—Detectives after the facts. 
me Owen confident—Alleged kidnaper of Harris girl protests inno- 
ence. 
an workers perish—Boat is capsized in Frazee River by swift 
urrent, 


, a gives up man hunt—Day’s hunt is fruitless—Victim of shooting 
lear death. 


Toney awakes to find burglar at 
Robbed of $37 she had under pil- 


¢ 
I 


try 


Three slashed with razor—Two men may die of wounds inflicted dur- 
ing quarrel with merchant. 
Heatiae a failure—Miss Houghton must return to Emergency 


presents a fair average of impure and otherwise objectionable 
news items of the metropolitan journal of the time. 

Mr. President, time will not permit me to go into the detsi! 
of such offenses of the newspapers against the rules of decen 
and propriety. It is unnecessary. They are known to every 
newspaper reader. They are the subject of very general 
favorable comment on the part of respectable people, who feel 
that they must read the papers in order to keep up with the 


rN 


times. Sueh readers do not read these objectionable articles, 
but in trying to sort out the legitimate news they can not 
escape the glaring and offensive headlines that precede such 
matter, and it is next to impossible to keep them from the 


younger members of the family who do not realize, as they do 
the dangerous and poisonous nature of such news. 

The feeling against such publications was strongly expres 
in a letter of December 13, 1908, addressed to the newspaper 
of New York City, signed by men of standing and prominence, 
in which it was said: 


The aim of securing newspapers for our homes which shall at 1 
times be free from lewd or suggestive articles detrimental to morals 
| offensive to decency, and damaging to self-respect is one which all 
admit to be desirable. Some might perhaps say that it is possible | 
enjoy it at all times by simply buying only good newspapers. But 
unfortunately, there ceme perlods when overweening public inte: 
and unworthy public curiosity provoke the editors of even some of the 





best af our journals to overstep the mark and to lay before us and th 
modest home circle, including the tender children of the schools, Ibid 


nous details of criminality which are revolting even to men cha 
with the punishment of those who prey upon society We attemp 
escape It and close our door to it for a short period, only to find 

to keep In touch with our usual social or business needs we m 

tinue our patronage of a journal which we are ashamed to bring 

Then our school children or others must have the objectionable 

and detestable headlines thrust upon their sicht in the publie cony 
ances or other places. Each editor escapes censure by claiming that a 
his brother editors will surely present the same matter, and he can not 


be exceptional. 

The community—all communities—were shocked by the long-con- 
tinued revelations of the Thaw case, set forth in bold type. We a 
now promised another of similar character by reason of the approa 
of certain sensational murder trials, during the course of whieh, as 
have been credibly informed, materia! more interesting to the prurient 
mind, and consequently more dangerous to the home and more di 
gusting to the self-respecting man, is about to be presented in court. 
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good authorities that a respectful protest presented 
by men of serious character, representing 
i the care of their own children or children con- 


s ed by 

ai 0 h to the | 
onsibilties ir 

the 


I s 
mre 


to them by 
ediate and sympathetic response, 
and similar news matter that no 
ig community by indecently offensive suggestion. 
is felt that with such views support will be obtained 
the whole country. Several editors have already expressed their in 
tention of observing even greater care than in the past over news mat 
ter of this kind In their columns. You are therefore asked to give this 
movement your editorial support 


fided 


jm 


eareful 
be 


resulting in such 
harm shall 


editing 


done to the 


Mr. President, there is another phase of the question I am 


discussing, but not covered by the bill, that calls for serious 
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| 


| debased 
duties of their positions in life, will meet with an | 


throughout | 


APRIL 


“Resolved by the Home Study Club, That we protest against th; 
wrong being done our children, ourselves, and the whole city p 
journalistic ideals at present dominating the publish 
these papers, and we ask that they who are responsible for the py 
tion of such news as is suggestive of evil and demoralizing to aj! 
read it adopt a higher standard of morality and decency for thei: 
if they hope to have them remain in our homes.” 

In addition to this courteous yet emphatic protest, matter 
been taken up by some of the ministers of the city, one of whom 
from his pulpit: 

“How are you and I going to protect the minds and morals of 


} 


he 


| growing boys and girls if we put that sort of thing within their r 
| We all remember what earnest objections our people made to our 


| ing the old yellow dime novels when we were young, and if we 


consideration and unqualified condemnation, and that is the un- | 


reliability of the newspapers, their misrepresentations, unjust 
coloring of alleged news, the faking or manufacturing of ac- 
counts of events or alleged events, and the like. 
nected with newspaper work has done more than this to 
the papers the confidence of the public and destroy their in- 
fluence. The inaccuracy of newspaper accounts of proceedings 
of public bodies and the acts and sayings of men in public life 
has become proverbial. 
and deceived and public men misrepresented, their positions 
on publie questions misstated, often willfully and maliciously, 
and accounts given as actual occurrences that never took place, 
but have been a readable story that may be in- 
teresting as fiction. 
but as fact, and often about public matters of grave importance. 
Such journalism is a violation of the duty a newspaper owes to 
iis readers. It is continuously and persistently deceiving the 
people who pay for it on its implied obligation te supply them 


lose 


concocted as 


its 


with the news, with facts and not fiction wrongfully put out as | 


facts. It is a grave wrong to the individual who is misrepre- 
sented, misquoted, and often persistently and willfully put in the 
wrovg without reason or excuse. Anaggravated case of this kind 
of unreliable and unfair journalism may be found in what the 


of the newly elected President of the United States. Men were 
named with perfect assurance as being decided upon as mem- 
of the Cabinet, and conversations and consultations be- 
tween the President 
had been said about supposed aspirants for these high places, 
good and bad, were given day after day, as if the newspaper 
writers had been present and heard what was said. Of course 
people who knew what was going on understood that all of 


bers 


tion in fact, but many readers did not, and took them seriously. 
But the fact that such publications are false is not the worst 
of it. Sometimes they are willfully and maliciously false. 
other cases they are intended to be embarrassing to public men 


Nothing con- | 


. . | 
Unfortunately it is not published as fiction | 


elect and his alleged advisers and what | 


written about, and often have that effect and do great injustice. | 


But, Mr. President, this is only one instance out of hundreds 
where many newspapers are reckless, insincere, untruthful, and 
wholly unreliable. 


of dealing with the public and with public affairs. They have 


lost the confidence and very generally the respect of their read- | 


ers. Journalism, which should be one of the highest and most 
trusted professions, has suffered immensely in public esteem 
from this character of journalism on the part of some of its 
members. 


questions are distorted, colored, and often misstated; the read- 
ing public is deceived and misled about public affairs and public 


men, and if such papers were believed the most serious results | : 
| of the constantly recurring publications of descriptions of these 


might follow from such unreliable and mendacious journalism. 
Mr. President, I am glad to say that the better class of jour- 

nalists do not approve of this kind of so-called journalism and 

are striving to protect their profession and their newspapers 
from its blighting effect. Here is an evidence of it taken from 
one journal which condemns it in unmeasured terms: 

In these days of competitive sensationalism in the newspaper field 
it sometimes seems as if all consideration for the home life of the peo- 
ple has been lost sight of in the efforts made by the newspapers to 
outdo each other in reporting the scandalous and salacious details of 
some case which happens to be on trial or in the exploitation of some 
crime that has been committed. Because we are condemning the evil 
itself rather than the persons concerned, we refrain from mentioning 
the name of any city or paper; but it is to be deplored that such a 
condition seems to exist in one of our principal cities at the present 
time, and the only excuse offered in defense of it is that the publishers 
believe their patrons desire to read such stuff. This, however, is scarcely 
to be considered flattering to the community as a whole, and in proof 
that the desire for “news” of this kind is not unanimous, in this 
particular city at least, we quote the following resolutions, which 
were adopted by one of its leading women’s clubs, and all other women’s 
clubs were asked to indorse: 

“ Whereas certain daily papers in this city are continually giving in 
revolting detail the accounts of crimes and scandals, setting forth 
the same in the most conspicuous manner; and 

*“ Whereas if these papers are received into our homes, the filthy and 
demoralizing news above referred to must come under the eyes of our 
children: Therefore be it 


They have suffered greatly from this manner | ¥! 
They h rw . : | wife murderer is not half bad when you get to know him.” 


Men in publie life are misrepresented and misquoted 
habitually by some newspaper writers; the facts about public | 


what they want in order to command circulation. 
| case, Christian men and women can best impress the newspapers 


| do they ask that legitimate news be suppressed. 


| stance. 


, : * : . ; Stands out in viv "0 st. 
these publications were purely imaginary and without founda- | ands out in vivid contrast 


|} what 


In | 





Will 
a moment to consider the psychology of the thing we will sex 
much worse it is to give our children daily access to the most dezra 
facts of actual life as published by these newspapers. If you hav 
doubt on this point, just stop for a moment and ask yourself what 
would think of me if I were to gather your boys and girls togethe 
put such stuff into their hands as fit literature for them to read 

** When we criticize the newspapers for these things we are consta 
reminded that they are commercial enterprises and must give thx D 
Since that is { 


what they want by some form of commercial treatment. Many of 


* ate ee ; men are patrons of the advertising columns of these newspapers ; 
The public is constantly misinformed | 


you see fit to do so you can very quickly let the publishers know 
your disapproval of their news columns means, for it is the publi 
who are directly responsible for the present situation. By refusi: 


| read their papers as long as they follow their present policy, 


refusing to patronize them, you can make the most effective » 
against this kind of journalism.” ; 

In common justice, however, it should be stated that one of 
newspapers of the city, a paper which had the courage to ann 
in a recent issue that at the expiration of existing contracts n 
advertisements of beer, liquor, or cigarettes would be accepted, in 
commenting on these protests says: 

““ Nor do these public protests reflect in full the disgust of many t 
sands of respectable citizens who give vent to their feelings in | 
conversation whenever the press is mentioned. Yet these peo; 
not seeking a quarrel with the press out of hand. Many of them : 
tain a mystic fear of newspapers; some of them cling fo a faith 
moral integrity of the press that amounts to a childlike affection 
They only as! 
the news be presented in such form that it will not corrupt the 


ae | nor spread crime and immorality among the ignorant. 
newspapers printed about the pretended make-up of the Cabinet | 


“U nder sufficient pressure we think the newspapers will come | 
way of handling news; and that pressure will be sufficient wl 


| people who demand clean journalism can demonstrate to the 


papers that they are better worth considering than the people w)! 
mand unclean journalism. An ‘epidemic of crime’ is in the 
wpnenee largely an epidemic of the bespangled and bejeweled | 
ol crime. 

Nor shonld it be inferred, in citing the conditions which 
in this particular section, that it is by any means an isolat 
It is unfortunate that this pandering to morbid and 

is so nearly universal that anything in the way of 


For instance, a prominent metro 
newspaper had this to say about a recent murder case which 
largely exploited by the press: 

“The mushy sentimentality of which this case has furnished : 
extreme illustration is a more serious element in our 
life than most people realize. In the matter of homicide itself \ 
no doubt that’ it constitutes one of the chief reasons of our co 
most unenviable prominence. * * * No sooner does a case 
conspicuously in the newspapers than it is turned over in eve 
ceivable way on its sentimental side, and the monstrousness 
crime lost sight of in the “human interest” of the criminal 
wrecker of banks is a staunch comrade and a dead-game sp 


tastes 


The time was when space in newspapers was too valuable for 
thing save the most important news and that briefly told, 
lessened cost of production that has made possible the modern 


| paper at a popular price has not worked altogether for the 


the public; the choice of reading matter wherewith to fill its « 
has not always been wisely made, and this evil has grown wi 
years, 

Another ieading newspaper, in commenting on the bill 
duced by me, has this to say: 

No one deplores more sincerely the frequency of crime than t! 
scientious publishers of first-class newspapers or regrets the 1 


It may be that there are newspapers that take pleasure in killines 
other forms of crime for the sake of the appeal to the morbid ! 
of those who delight in narrations of tragedy, but the genera! 
American newspapers can not be so classed. 

The term “general run of American newspapers” use: 
this editorial writer is rather indefinite. And the guaried 
statement that it may be that there are newspapers that “| 
pleasure’ in publishing the details of crimes is significant ai 
wholly fails to meet the evil of which I am complaining. 1! 
not alone the newspapers that “ take pleasure” in it that pubis 
such objectionable news. Many of them publish it against their 
judgment and sense of right and decency and only because 0! 
their belief that the people want it, and to make money. Such 
newspapers are the most dangerous of all, They are geler:'') 
publications of standing and a degree of influence. They J." 
with the sensational and distrusted newspapers in these pub! 
cations and thus give them an appearance of respectability «0! 
proper journalism that they do not deserve. Such jours 
if they should leave such publications to newspapers know!) 
belong to the class designated “ sensational,” could do much | 
break up this custom of printing such news and advance (the 
interest and elevate the standard of their profession immeds 
urably. 


‘ 
t 
a) 
t 









iot alone the better cla of journalists and newspapers 
re ehdeavoring to protect themselves from such violations 
ss of true journalism, but the people generally are 
against and denouncing it, and many civie organiza 
S » entering their protest ainst it in the interest of | 
and cis ie righteousness. 
National Ethical Press Association in a letter on the 
ct has this to say: 
association was formed with the object of promoting clean 
1 and the cause of newspapers which strive to publish un- 
i news In our first effort to interest public servants in out 
n an effort to induce them to see that there is a legislative 
- which can be used to protect the public—we addressed a special 
» of the Legislature of lilinois, and later the members of the 
e itself, 
particular point we tried to make was that a certain class of 
ners now published in this country were not giving either the 
or public servants a just deal through the manner in which the 


t important and official news is published, 





we addressed the Subcommittee of Privileges and Elections of 
ody and after that the full committec, sending to them copies of 
rrespondence and arguments presented to the Illinois Legislature 
is a popular demand throughout the Nation, among private 
as well as public men, for authentic, uncolored information as 


affairs. The people wish to read unbiased news as to matters 
rnment, which directly affect their daily life. This demand is 
i upon the fact that many of our leading newspapers, not all, 
cial proceedings of the Government, of State legislatures, and 
11 bodies, not as those proceedings actually take place, but dis- 

‘ ‘olored, to suit the private ends of the publishers. 
Council of Jewish Women have appointed a national 


of the press. In a circular issued by this 


nittee on purity 


‘ So oni « 
con tee 1t 18 Said: 
47 


trien nt was formally 


ed as one 


iial convention of 1908 this departm 
of the activities of the council 

stest against the publication of indecent, criminal, sensational, 
rwise objectionable news matter as presented in the circular 
led has received many indorsements alike from individuals 
ranizations. Many have expressed their appreciation of our 
started a campaign for a cleaner journalism and have promised 









ration. Many articles and editorials have appeared commenting 

ly on the evils of the modern press. Thus do we observe that 
vessity for this work we have initiated is rapidly becoming 
nt to thinking people. As newspapers are widely circulated, the | 

! ce of our work will reach beyond the bounds of any one 


As it is only through concerted action that a strong public opinion 
rmed, we appeal to all sections to take an active interest in 
prophylactic work, aiming as it does, to prevent the continuance 


al further extension of a harmful practice and its consequence. 
S editors claim that they merely supply the demand of their 
rea s, it devolves upon us to create a strong public sentiment for a 
( * journalism, 

One of the good women connected with this work wrote me 

after I introduced the bill under discussion, as follows: 

I was delighted to see in last night’s Star that you had introduced 
a for “ Suppressing the publication of crime in the newspapers.” 
It is a subject in which I am much interested, upon which I have 
written and thought—hopelessly—for months. I belong to the “ Coun- 
cil of Jewish Women.” Am chairman of the local section on “ Purity 
( press.” If our society can in any way aid your efforts at 
1 in the daily and weekly papers that publish so much that is 
pernicious to the rising generation, | would be most happy to aid you 
to the extent of our power. 


States statutes have been enacted to meet 


In some of the 
tl The following act passed by the Legislature 


this growing evil. 


of Indiana is a fair sample of the efforts made in that way: 
A prohibiting the publication or sale of pernicious literature, and 
providing for punishment for the violation of the same, 

Section 1, Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of 
In a, That it shall be unlawful for any person to sell, or offer for 
s or to print or publish, or to bring into this State for the purpose 

ng, giving away, or otherwise disposing of, or to circulate in any 
Way, any paper, book, or periodical, the chief feature or characteristic 
( ‘hich is the record of the commission of crime, or to display by 
cut or illustration crimes committed, or the acts or pictures of crimi- 
nals, desperadoes, or of men or women in lewd and unbecoming posi- 


tions or improper dress. 
dec. 2, That any person guilty of violation of this act 
fined not less than $10 and not more than $200. 

Missouri and Kansas have similar statutes, 

Now, Mr. President, what is the remedy for this evil that is 
poisoning the minds of the readers of the newspapers, contami- 
hating the atmosphere with its impurities, and leading the young 
into lives of immorality and crime by its attractive and mislead- 
lng suggestions? The one effective and sure remedy lies with 
Journalists and newspaper publishers themselves. They can, if 
they will, so discountenance and condemn such unworthy and 
hurtful journalism and stand for clean and reliable effort, by 
both precept and example, that the practice will soon be made 
80 odious that such newspapers will not be read and will not 
pay. Another remedy rests in the hands of the readers of such 
hewspapers. If the men and women who really believe in clean, 
reliable, and respectable journalism only had the moral courage 
to refuse to read such newspapers, or to advertise in them, 
this would have the same effect. But this can not be done by 
one or a few persons here and there. It must be a concerted 
effort by the many. If the various organizations that are 


shall be 
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commenced in e 
would have o uUnWwoO! ! ' 
and an education ‘ 

of news they are getting throuch 

Still another remed 
such publications under penalt: \ 
the cry that it is in violation ( 

States. The Constitution pr 

Congr shall mak ) ° \ 
speech ¢ oft th p s 

This provisi« f the ¢ 
to give full effect to its terms. The f { 
one’s views on any and every subject, especial 
ing the public welfare, should be ears L 
served and protected. This is a pi that lt l 
sacred in a country like ours But I" ! 
privileges on the part of the publ tl i 
Sacredly observed and as carefu d. So 
tion is, How far can an individual newspay {1 
rights and liberties of the publie and c¢1 m imm 
provision of the Constit on? <As it fects the i ‘ 
is unjustly assailed by a newspaper he h his remet 
an action for damages, wl 1 may be regarded 
remedy for the wrong done him But when pul 
detrimental to the public in general, as in the cases I ha 
considering, the question is an altogether different « { 
Constitution be so cor strued as to prot au new ) | 
habitually publishes obscene and other matter det h ’ Lo 
the public morals and tending to make criminal ! t 
crime? Is it an abridgment of the liberty of a 1 | 
forbid it to publish such stuff? 

The Government has gone so far as to prohibit the send e 
such matter through the mails, and this law has been « l 

|} in many cases. Of course, this is not to prohibit the 

tion, but in most cases it has that effect. Besides, to prolil 
the sending of a newspaper containing such news throug the 
mail is to abridge the freedom of publication. 

It is well for the liberty of the people that censorship of the 
press is no longer allowed in this country. It was this that th 
Constitution was intended to prevent. But to censor the pi 
and thereby say what shall and what shall not be published is 
one thing, and to make one responsible for a violation of the 
privilege thus secured to him is quite another thing. The very 


fact that the right to publish what one pleases without abridg- 


ment exists is the strongest possible reason for making the pub- 
| lishers of news liable for abusing their right and privilege. 
This liability has always been recognized and enforced rhe 








newspaper may publish what it pleases about an individual, but 
if its publication is false and injurious it is liable both « 

and criminally. This will deny. And, sir, I maint ! 
that if a newspaper publishes matter that is deleterious and 
poisonous to the minds of its readers, thus violating the ru 
of good morals and decency, it should be made criminally liable 
for this offense, an offense far more important and hurtful than 
the libel of the individual and upon precisely the same principle 
There should be this difference, however: Proof of the truth of 
the matter is always a defense to an action for libel by the indi- 
vidual. It should not be so in all cases, where the prosecution 
is for publishing any matter injurious to health or morals or 
against public policy. Often a publication of the truth may be 
more injurious and more reprehensible than that of falsehood 
or fiction. 

Mr. President, this brings us face to face with the great ques- 
tion ef the police power of a State and the extent to which that 
power may be enforced to protect the public. It i. a broad field. 
It has given rise to much important litigation and hundreds of 
decisions, many of them at variance witb each other. As to the 
general scope of the power, Mr. Freund has this to say in his 
work on Police Power: 

That freedom of speech and press does not mean freedom from rr 
sponsibility for the abuse of that freedom appears not only from , 
history of the right but from express constitutional provisions to that 
effect. Above all, the constitutions do not legalize libel and slander of 
other persons, against which the remedies provided for by the common 
law may be applied. So, also, there is no doubt that speech and pre 
may not be used to corrupt public morals, and obscene or profane utter- 
ances by word of mouth, in writing, or in print may be made punishable 
offenses. In Missouri and Kansas statutes have been upheld punishing 
the sale of newspapers largely devoted to the publication of scandal, 
lechery, and immoral conduct. 

For some unaccountable reason the notion prevails that 
greater latitude is given a newspaper than any other vehicle for 
conveying information without responsibility for what it says. 
This claim was put at rest by an early case in New York, re- 
ported in Second Hill, at page 513. In response to a claim of 


ho one 
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oath principle freedom of discussion is useful and desirable .only 
Bi . ; it secures advantageous social results. Freedom of discussion 
We were also told that if the law were not thus indulgent some legis- | from its results is not in itself a worthy end. 
lative relief might become necessary for the protection of this class of | (3) Endowed and puplic-owned newspapers have been propo 
citizens. Undoubtedly if it be desirable to pamper a depraved public | remedies for the present evils springing from a system of private-ow; 
appetite or taste, if there be any such, by the republication of all the | newspapers. While public-owned newspapers might secure the kind 
faischoods and calumnies upon private character that may find their | news which is desirable—at least in some respects—they are sy 
way into the press—to give encouragement to the widest possible circu- | far-off contingency that it is more practical to consider proposals 
lation of these vile and defamatory publications by protecting the re- | can be put into operation more quickly. The endowed newspaj. 
tail of them-——some legislative interference will be necessary, for no | an adequate solution of the problem, is at present as impractica 
countenance can be found for the irresponsibility claimed in the com- | the public-owned newspaper. It would moreover be but a parti 
mon law. That reprobates the libeler, whether author or publisher, and | so long as private-owned newspapers were in the ficld. 
subjects him to both civil and criminal responsibility. His offense Is | (4) Therefore, it is important to consider methods possible at 
there ranked with that of the receiver of stolen goods, the perjurer and (a) We need new and adequately enforced laws defining strict! 
suborner of perjury, the disturber of the public peace, the conspirator, | power of newspapers to deal with news, laws analogous to those a! 
and other offenders of like character = waneneeee in regard fo use of the mails, billboards, ete 
a aa ar Reel ak ; ite dns totures ara | aws would, as a matter of fact, in many cases be mere formulat ix 
Objectionable exhibitions by means of moving picture are | practices already in vogue. Courts, both in the United Stat 
not only subject to prosecution, but they are rigidly censored | England, have alr ady shown their power to restrain newspapers 
and suppressed. While the newspapers were publishing the | er . — them for, detailing certain types of antisocial facts 
shocking and otberwise objectionable details of the celebrated nase petals saul eae es 
Beattie murder case and illustrating them with photographs | (c) Public opinion needs to be educated to secure support 
and pictures, the proprietors of moving-picture shows were, in | SeRnOERDD reg tenes along this line and to support such law 
bys vernmnentive Gratht a . thi a a6 P : ry lave or aS May be mace. 
many CILle 3, expressly forbidd 1 to exhibit pictures of the very (d) Further investigation of the relation of newspaper sus 
same things. No one seemed to doubt either the power to sup-| and other suggestion to crime and other antisocial activity 
press such exhibitions by these places or the wisdom or pro- Pics ae ee eee such 20 probation officers, juvenil 
: ; : =e a Et ead vary eenerally com. | Judges and other judges, superintendenis of institutions, ete., sh 
priety of it. In fact, the cours taken when very sem iad com encouraged and required to keep records of cases of such conn 
mended, and for good reason. sut at the same time the newS- | Ip this way a better basis for activity regarding the newspape: 
papers of the country were allowed, without molestation, to do | be established. 
the very same thing in a much more injurious way and to the} Another interesting paper on the subject, showing 


detriment of millions more people 


th’; kind in defense of the editor of a newspaper, the court | ana the desire for gains at the cost of the public;-and (2), that as 


w! 


apa 


esp 
the extent to which the space given in the leading and st 
newspapers to scandals, crimes, and the like, will be fou 
n, ul as to war-| an article by John Gilmer Speed, in volume 15 of the F 
‘ference of the lawmaking power to prevent them. | entitled “Do the newspapers give the news? 
ting dissertation on this subject will be found in In the course of the article the author says: 
by Frances Fenton entitled “The influence of | Suppose we examine representative New York newspapers of 1: 
tati upon the growth of crime and other | ago and oe them eerie _— papers ae year. qifor 
eva } <1} ‘ : Wwe will take 1¢ Sun, the World, imes, ant ribune of Sun 
ne aut y . Kes ‘ Systenit : - . ° _ 
He AUTHOT undertakes, in a Systematic | 17 1881, and compare them with the same papers of Sunday, 
reentage of newspaper space given to ob- | 1893. I wish to remark here that I selected this date in Ani 
’ of it. and its effect by evil sug- | by chance and not because I was aware of anything in the | 
+ » and criminals 11 1 public that day making them at all extraordinary. Indeed, it may 
ue at ene eee eee we oe they were more commonplace than usual, for it happened t! 
general observations on the | pefore there were no “carnivals of crime” or “bloody b 
anywhere within telegraphic reach. The Sunday Sun and \\ 
the date given in 1881 were each &-page, T-column paper 
Tribune had 12 pages of 6 columns each, and the Times 16 | 
dous influence i the mm itv Its | 7 columns each. Men remarked 12 years ago that these w 
mber of persons 2 r hem fre large papers; but on the corresponding Sunday of 1895 the 
should, therefore, be an ative and | was just twice as large, having 24 pages of 6 columns e: 
educative value has searcely been | Times had 20 pages with 7 columns each; the Sun had 28 
matter should be exeluded from it. | 7 columns each: and the World 44 pages of 8 columns e: 
mention of antisocial matt shou was expansion in earnest. But if the quality of the readin 
tr" iat the publie should be informe: n al had 1t suffered by this expansion, and if it were not bad 
‘an assist in improving. But the h gives ‘xpansion began, then probably no one has the right to compl: 
should 1 b ouched in tert or presented i For the purpose of comparing the various kinds of subject 


hich make it cr nally suggestive or fa a nis- | in the papers of the different dates I have made the following 
sible to deal with antisocial matters Columns of reading matter in New York newspapers, Apr. 17, 
ze the possibility of suggestion to antis 


4 en ral ments of fact by selectit = a cae Apr. 16, 1893. 


The question naturally arises whether such publications as I 
have been lking about are so injurious and huri 


‘ ” 
i 


e 
i 
1 
! 


n ruc ‘ in the ma t s lik | 
wise possible to use all of the media which contribute argely to | | Trib- | Trib- iworld,|World, Times, Times, Sun 
intisocial results in gaining ‘reased social results. Many of tl! } 5 te } une, | une, | i881 | 1893 ; 1881 \ y803.” iS 
methods constiti \ \ ique ready-made for educative pur s. 1881. | 1893. a wa 
Large type, vivid and picturesque writing, illustration 
diagrams, et are just as easily the media of social as 
sugeestion, and when the content conveyed by them is of a s | 
acter they are indispensable for readers who are fatigued or who read | Religious... ie 200 ‘ f J 100 
in poor light Seientifie 109 5 ANY 209 } 100 : 
Chere are, however, strong forces working against such changes | Political ” 375 : , 0 100 409 
e been suggested at the present time. Commercia! influences op Literarv ‘ . rm) FOO 100 ps S00 200 
erating upon the policy of newspapers serve to suppress facts important Gossiy - ' 100 | 2.300 100 | 6,25 £0 , 675 
to the public. Any accident, theft, crime, which is likely to react | Seandals.... 5 190 |. a 5 100 250 
unfavorably on the buying public is not coupled with the name of the | Sporting.... 100 650 250 6 200 000 
firm with whom it occurs For example, if an accident occurs in a | Fietion.................!. 3 700 150 100 170 
State Street department store in Chicago, whether due to fault of the | Historical...... 250 250 275 250 iro 
company or to some other cause, the newspapers do not mention spe- | 1, 400 700 


cifically where it occurred, because such mention hurts the store’s | Crimes and criminals...'... 50 100 
trad 


| 
} 
. . | eee 
pS Eee 100 100 300} 200 
| 


600 


fn 


Music and drama...... 250 400 159 


fhe newspaper is a 


Iso accustomed to play up or distort facts when 
such a course pays An example of this Is to be found in the fact that | ——-— - --——- - - - 
while the opera Salome was under fire in Chicago and not yet sus- The true significance of this table. of course, lies in the pet 
pended some of the Chicago papers, and likewise Cleveland pa (for | relation of the different subjects to the total number of columns 
which city the opera was booked after Chicago). took the side of the | Thus while the Times on this particular Sunday in 1881 conta 
opera and mintisized its suegestiveness. columns of literary matter, or 16 per cent of the total space 

The fact that the newspapers work for a margin of sales also strongly | Whole paper, the literary matter in the corresponding Sunda 
influences their policy in printing antisocial matter. There is a cir year is 12 columns, or only 9.6 per cent of the total space 
culation which can be pretty definitely counted upon. i. ec. a certain | “ gossip” in the Times in 12 years increased from four-tenths « 
number of people buy papers constantly for the news, regardless of the | cent of the total space to eleven and seven-ténths of 1 per cen 
content Beyond this, featuring, doctoring, and faking draw a wide | space-—that is. from one-half a column it had grown during t 
circle of buyers who would not otherwise be attracted For example, | years to 163 columns. The religious matter had dropped from or! 
the sporting section is usually printed on colored paper and placed on | umn in 1881 to nothing in 1893. Scientifie matters decreased 
the outside of the evening paper for the purpose of attracting this | in the same way; while the seandals, which filled only one col 
margin of sales among a class who are not generally interested in the | 1881, now needed two columns and a half to hold them. The s 
political and social news of the day. Likewise there are girls who | news grew from 3 to 10 columns; art criticism dropped fron 
would not buy a conservatively gotten-up paper, i. e., one dealing | umns to nothing. 
vith the essential and standard facts of life presented in an uncolored | In the Sun of 1881, on the particular Sunday alluded to, the: 
and dependable manner, who will buy a copy which bears the caption | no scandals printed; on the corresponding Sunday of 1893 the se: 
in large red type, Turns revolver upon woman—Shoots self. filled 2 columns of the paper, or about 1 per cent of the total 

In short, advertising columns and pecuniary reward muzzle the news | and the gossip increased from 2 to 13 columns. ‘The literary mai 
columns and distort and coior the facts which they contain, thus | the Sun remained about the same, while more space was given to 
destroying their accuracy and utility and leading to antisocial presenta- | ligious, scientific, and art subjects. 
tions When any argument is made for the control of newspaper The Tribune in 1881 has 2 columns of religious matter ond 
presentations, however, it is met by the time-honored appeal to freedom | line in 1893. ‘he scandals, however. which were nething in 
of discussion. But, as an answer to this appeal, it should be remem- | had increased to a columm and a haif, while the gossip had grow 
bered (1) that, as a matter of fact, the public does not get freedom | 1 column to 23, and so filled more than 16 


i i i ; per cent of the sp: ( 
of discussion in the newspaper. It gets discussion which is strictly | paper. Sporting, too, grew from 1 column to 64 co'umns, while 1 


censored in the ways mentioned above, in large part by special interests ' years editorial comments and art criticism remained the same. 











- _ a 
The World in 1881 had no se andals and only a column of gossip In 
409% the scandals filled a column and a half and the gossip 634 col 
se ~=6 Phe music and drama in the former year required a column 
nd a half, while 11 columns were used in 18938. It is likely that fully 
2 of these 11 columns devoted to music and the drama should be 
credited to gossip. In 1881 the World had no stories of crimes and 
inals; in the paper of April 16, 1895, G columns were devoted to 
these subjects. | 
In an article by Charles Emory Smith, one of the noted news- | , 
paper men of the country, in the Independent, defending the | - 
newspapers and condemning a libel law passed by the Legis- | 
ture of Pennsylvania, he has this to say of the objec tionable | 
features of present-day journalism: 
dom of the press undoubtedly degenerates at times into license. | 

We have seen invasions of the sanctity of private hfe which are wholly 
d able and unjustifable, We have seen newspapers intrude into the 
d realm of purely domestic concerns and drag out that which 

id remain behind the veil for sensational effect or the salacious 
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important as I conceive 1 
cases béaring upon it. 
ence to some 
satisfactory. 


‘with a crit 


eg cases would be 


| ing with the question. 
United States 
has this to 
“ONSTUTUTIONALITY 


ed that the a 


Harrison 


Constitution, 


‘ this obj eth 
to entitle it 
titutionality 


tiation of an eager public In the fretful race of competition there | ¢< 


probably been too much disposition to regard everything which 

\ ; eyes can detect as the legitimate subject of the remorseless news 
er. The public are quite as much at fault as the newspapers. 
| tendency to seize upon personal affairs and to exploit them in | 
esque style ministers to a popular taste which is as old as man- | 
There ought doubtless to be some reform of newspaper ethics, 

e surest path to it would be an anterior reform of human nature 


s quotation reveals the excuse for the newspapers that the 
e want that kind of sensational news. I am coming to 
little further along. 

(Another excuse, as it relates to the publication of particulars 
mes, is that it is an aid to the detection and conviction of 
‘iminats. That, also, I will come to later. 
re are a few, fortunately a very few, who justify the pub- 


on of obscene literature, not because it is demanded by the | 2" 


e, but upon the broad ground that it is a right that should 
he abridged and is actually beneficial. A book entitled 
a ene Literature and Constitutional Law” is a conspicuous 
unworthy example of this kind. It is written by Theodore | 
ler, who gives himself the title of “ Legal counselor to | 
\ledico-Legal Society of New York.” As the purveyor of |! 
e and poisonous literature it is one of the worst of its ; 
It gives the substance of many of the worst and most 
e books that have been excluded from the mails under the | 

[ have mentioned. I wonder how this book escaped the 
ice of the Post Office Department. In the estimation of | 
iter of it nothing can be too vile and indecent to publish, | 
ouly it claims to be educational, especially if it emanates 
he Medico-Legal Society, of which he is counselor. A 
fair estimate of the book and the perverted mind of its | 
may be reached by reading the following passage in the | 


imerous smug friends, who pride themselves on their “ emine 





bility,” often reproach me gently for my extensive advoca 

of spe ch and press, and of uncensored mails and express 

the right of all humans to an opportunity to know all there Is 
even about the subject of sex, to the polluted minds of my 
friends, is to defend an “ uncleanness ''—not at all ae n so 





it relates to their own bodies, but “ unclean” to talk and re na | 
rt “ unciean’’ as to any acts or facts in their own bi s, but 
n” only to admit a consciousness of those facts. I ctantly 
that all such hypocritical moral cant or diseased oex ‘ nsitive- 
uses In me the most profound contempt of which my phlegm ‘ee 
is capable. Perhaps that is one reason why I was impelled t 
uncompensated and unpopular work, and sometimes to do it in 
+ that is devoid of tact, according to the judgment of those who 
ot countepance robust frankness. 


mg other things the author maintains that the constitu- 

i lity of the act of Congress, or other similar State statutes, 

‘ ust sending obscene matter through the mails has never 

been passed upon by the courts, although hundreds of convic- 
Lions have been affirmed. He takes this broad ground: 

lhe postal laws against “ obscene” literature are void under the con 














th e ‘foll owing 


The question is discussed 


Van ee (13 


ional prohibition against the abridgment of freedom of speech | s 


and of the press. Likewise all similar State legislation is void unde1 
State constitutions. 

Of course, the prohibition against sending obscene matter 
through the mails is not a direct provision against the publica- 
1) of such matter. But it is an abridgment of the freedom 
of publication by depriving the publisher of the use of the mails 
is a means of such publication, a right granted to others, and 
denied to him only because of the objectionable nature of the 
matter offered by him. 

So, Mr. President, the principle involved is precisely the same 
whether we forbid the use of the mails to distribute such matter 
to the public or impose a penalty for the printing and public: 
tion of it. In either ease, if the freedom of the press gives the 
constitutional right to publish the poisonous criminally sug- 
cestive and deleterious matter that I am condemning, then both 
the law now on the statute book denying the use of the mails 
for such publications and the one proposed by me are an abridg- 
ment of that right and void as a violation of the Constitution. 

it must be obvious that I can not take up the time of the Sen- 
ate in any lengthy discussion of this constitutional question, 
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2 ant of he prea’ as we under- The kodak man follows in the wake of the reporter and 
‘ ely i r ane I 41) what . , . . 

prot 1 in oar a ing. provided | OPen violation of the same rules, snaps the pictures of the | 


and scan- | Sons, homes, and places of business of all persons connected y 
inst the | the particular matter that is to be worked up into a se: 
affec the char- : iar ya oe” . 4 mh z 

fat The eon- | UOnal story for public reading. Then comes the cartoonist w 
ibility for abuse of | distorted pictures intended to ridicule, humiliate, and disgr; 

el upon ones the individual that the newspaper has undertaken to dis 

aietingall a eee Equally | It is a combination that has more of inhuman brutality al 

that obscene publications are | it than almost any other power of the present day. Ii 

our constitution brought discord, unhappiness, and ruin to many housely 

» on the subject may be | riven thousands of innocent people to despair, sometim: 

, , death by their own hands, led many to crime, others to 

| grace and sorrow, degraded the minds of the millions of 1m 
| paper readers, lowered the standard of citizenship, convic: 
may | hundreds of innocent men and women of crimes of which t! 
Bway ee Sal eee oe ae | were not guilty, and stultified and disgraced the news): 

m in evidence e jury. and if | that have indulged in such practices. 

matter was publishec yr jus- jut, Mr. President, this is not to say that the newspay 

aa —~ ys prover publica. | the kodak or the cartoon should be suppressed. I have onl; 
; indulging in such publications, but | Pointing out their abuses, all of which should be corrected 
f newspapers especially devoted to| make them useful and valuable instruments in the hand 
te hy ae es men for the education, instruction, and edification of their 


eondact of tadividuais. spreading | low men. It is the wrongful use of all of these that I com, 
an unsavory mass of corruption and moral degrada-/| of, The caricatures of men in public and private life for 
ee ee Le ot  thake bone licious, selfish, or other ulterior purposes so frequently res 
ecially to corrupt the morals of the young, and lead | to by the newspapers through the cartoonists are inexcus 
hem into vicious paths and immoral acts. We entertain no doubt that | and a disgrace to the papers and their publishers. It is 
1 An _ . © vio a ing the const isenas Meck aeacaeee am ath the dignity and in violation of the obligations of the t 
What is meant by “liberty of the press” and the extent to pourBaln. 7 a unblushing effrontery of some o the ke 
wiiatiele: idiom: amuenasinines power crt anion aeantesinniianes shdestion: | men in intruding themselves into the privacy of others and 
aay ies ieee _s tetas eid on ; to ay. | displaying to the world the most sacred things is somet 
‘t le matter frem being published are very well stated in the shocking, even revolting, in the extreme. 
opinion of the court in State v. MeKee (73 Conn., 18), in the Within a very short time, 1, in company with other Me 
following language: of this body, was in attendance at the funeral of a distingui 
_ The primary meaning of “liberty of the press,” as understood at the | officer of the Government, and a man who was held in 
ane SUE 2A Oe, ee See ee ee "an panies. | highest esteem by all who knew him and in peculiarly sii 
tions as had been practi »y other Governments and in early ‘times | and warm affection by his relatives and friends. It was 
here to stifle the efforts of patriots toward enlightening their fellow | occasion of great solemnity and an exhibition of unusu 
Hubjects upon their rights and the duties of rulers. | (commonwealth ix. | spect and affection for the distinguished dead. It was mai 
ther; It recognizes the free expression of opinion on matters of church | by the persistent and unseemly efforts of a number of k 
nf ag ech see — to See eae Sea S a governm at, one |men to secure pictures of what was being done and ef 
al on @ Con n of civil berty. The right to discuss D iblic matters | People present. As the body was removed from the cl 
e necessity of that right to the operation of a gov- | followed by the mourning family and others, these men v 


ple; but, with this exception, the right of every | swarming like ghouls, snapping pictures here and there. 
sentiments on all subjects stands on the | 7 


stands in part on tl 
ernment by oO 
citizen to fre« i : : : 

a ad prin ple which supports the equal right of all to exercise gifts | Of them perched on the steps and other higher projections 


I 
i 
é 


of property : any pursuit in life—in other words, upon | the church, wherever they could gain a footing, plying tli 
the essential principles of civil lioerty as recognized by our Constitu- | trade over the heads of the crowds of people who were there 
ion ry citizen has an equal right to use his mental endowments | . . re 
as well as bis property in any harmless occupation or manner, but he | 40 honor to the memory of their friend and fellow citizen 
has no right to use them so as to injure his fellow citizens or to endan- | me it was a shocking and humiliatigg spectacle that I sha! 
ger the vital interests of society. Immunity in the mischievous use 18 | soon forget. This, Mr. President, is one of the striking « 
as inconsistent with clvil liberty as prohibition of the harmless use. . . oo 
Both arise from the equal right of all to protection of law in the enjoy. | Of the abuse of this very proper means of supplying inform 
ment of individual freedom of action, which is the ultimate fundamental | to the public. Unfortunately, it is only one of many that 

t . a . nt} » Tk xpressec i e ls guace of acti « e ° : . tas . ‘ 
principle. This truth is plainly expressed in the language of section 3 | gone far to discredit this legitimate calling and give the 
and of section 5 rhe liberty protected is not the right to perpetrate re : : “ + ” 
acts of licentiousness or any act inconsistent with the peace or safety | engaged in it the unenviable title of “ kodak fiends. 
of the State. Freedom of speech and press does not include the abuse | ‘The abuses on the part of the cartoonists are much the si 

» ywer of tongue or p any ore tha frreedo of other acti " : i i , 
of the power of tongue or pen any more than freedom of other action | To my mind, one of their worst offenses is the treatment of 
includes an injurious use of one’s occupation, business, or property. > * ok . , 

‘ 4 ‘ ° ‘ ‘. President of the United States. Whoever he may be, and w 

The notion that the broad guaranty of the common right to free | ¢ver his personality, the office itself should be respected 
speech and free thought contained in our Constitution is intended to | protect its occupant from such caricatures of him as are alt 
erect a bulwark or supply a place of refuge in behalf of the violators of | gether too common. I often wonder what other countries 1" 
laws enacted for the protection of society from the contagion of moral oe. ] 7 41 l : hi of we to | 
diseases belittles the conception of the constitutional safeguards and | think of a people who will allow their Chief Magistrate to 
implies ignorance of the essentials of civil liberty. subjected to such treatment. 

Mr. President, no discussion of this question would be com- Mr. President, there is another agency for the distributi: 
plete without some reference to the kodak and the cartoon. | news that should not be overlooked in the consideration of | 
They have become a part—and a very important part—of the | question. The Associated Press sends out broadcast over | 
facilities of the modern newspaper in its effort to instruct, in- | Whole country such news as should never see the light of day. 
form, and please the reading public. Indeed, it seems to select such items as are most sensational! 

They have their valuable uses and are not to be condemned | and least important or useful. If a Member of this body ai- 
or despised except for their excesses and abuses. The kodak | dresses the Senate and discusses serious and important q\cs- 
often furnishes in picture form a much clearer understanding | tions that the country should know about, but in connection 
of conditions than can be done by written description. The with it attacks or criticizes anyone else, or says anything that 
cartoon has been a powerful instrument in exposing wrong- | is regarded as sensational, it is the latter and not the former 
doing by bringing the wrongdoer to the attention of the public | that is selected and telegraphed out. This gatherer and dis- 
and holding him there. Besides, both of these newspaper ad- | tributor of the news rarely misses anything of the sensatio 
juncts furnish harmless entertainment and pleasure to many | kind in its work. Its accounts of crimes, suicides, accide' 
newspaper readers. divorce proceedings, and other matters of no importance 

But, Mr. President, no part of the work of a newspaper can | Which should never be published, crowd the telegraph wires | 
be or has been more grossly unfair, obtrusive, and objectionable | the exclusion of legitimate and useful news. 
in many ways than the operation of the kodak and cartcon. Doubtless the excuse for this is that it is that kind of ne\ 
The newspaper reporter forces himself into the privacy of the | that its newspaper patrons want and therefore it must be f' 
home and the affairs of men and mercilessly exposes them to | nished. In turn the newspaper publishers justify themse!ves 
the world without reason, in violation of the right of privacy | by saying it is the kind of news that their readers want. 1’e'- 
on the part of the citizen and often in opposition to the plainest | haps the newspaper side of it can be better stated by the New 


rules of decency and common respect for the feelings of others. | York World, one of the great metropolitan journals of the cou!- 


iy 
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On the 27th day of December, 1912, that paper carried this | But, Mr. President, besides the fact that this excuse i 
tat | well founded it is not sincere, if we judge by the course of the 
. cober-minded contemporary, the Wall Street Journal, is dis- | hewspapers themselves. They do not publish such news onl; 
} at the World's misguided methods of presenting to its readers where the criminal is unknown or undetected: they publis 
‘+ . dank. even to a casnal reader, that the aim of the World— j i€ indiscriminately, whether the perpetrator of re 
‘the case of other journals is not far removed—is to present the Known or unknown. We have had conspicuous proof of this 
to its readers in a highly sensational aspect Take, for exam very recently. On last Christmas eve, here in Was n, t] 
1 just as a chance selection, the headlines of December 13, flaring, Capital of this Nation. a good woman wa bri ‘ 


extravagant We are told in large capital letiers (hat the * Volice 


ed by woman’s exposé of graft on vice’; that ‘ Luring husband | Her assailant was detected and arrested on tl | } 


tries to kill woman’; that ‘Stock Exchange winks at all was no eall for the publication of the details ot! 
tions’: that ‘Daughter is in a plot, her father says,’ and s crime oe : cael sae } cies adicientsd 

i nauseum All of which may be true. but where is the tremendous | crime. hers was every reason WHS they “4 ; 

of it all?’ | Suppressed. No one could be benefited by their | 

World brazenly admits the soft impeachment and rises to explain | They were calculated to arouse the most dangerous of 

sconduct “The tremendous import of it all” is that the vast | ;  wnitnde Dita aera at kell aie Sn ‘ 
ors perfectly wholesome and normaliy intelligent men and in th minds of the ig lorant and criminal classe res] 

are a great deal more interested in the flesh-and-blood doings, | able person would desire to read them. <A just consideratir 
sing from flesh-and-blood motives of fiesh-and-blood human beings | for the feelings of the poor woman who had been so humiliated 
they are in theories of economics, problems of governments, per- | phe peine made the victim of such a crime should } e stuved 


: of diplomacy, or complexities of banking and currency : . : 
No sane man doubts that the latter class of questions is of infinitely | the pen of the man who wrote the story But assuming, I suy 
{ importance than the former class of stories. And yet, the fact | pose, that it was the kind of news that their readers wanted 
s that out of one thousand people nine hundred and ninety-nine inane ate ary vee ial oat ee 
nitely more interested in the woman who tried to kill the other the papers published the sickening detail of i, Hbtine comlun 
j I 


n than they are in the rival merits of the Aldrich and Fowler cur- | Of space. The relations and antecedents « 


the ities wel 


measures. ant as long on, the vast majority of perfectly worthy | ferreted out and made public; the description of the crime i 

prefer to read about the dramatic, the mysterious, the romantic, | io ia id ao Rico, 7 Se 
! OT the teaate ts Wiens Glaita cians Cone the tamneteant. ths all its cle tails was pt blishe d and thi nauseous ce tails of the 
World is not in the least ashamed of giving them what they want to | Condition of the clothing of the participants, the bloodstains 
' is fully and as prominently as it gives them what they ought to | and the like. were wound into the threads of this disgusting 

fhe World tries to balance the two types of news; avoiding an |, : i ws . : ae . 

morbidness on the one hand and an appeal to intellectual | and sensational story. Was there any excuse for it Non 

ishness on the other. We regret that our poor effort in this direec- | Whatever. The very publication of it disproved the sincerity 
t is unsatisfactory to our fastidious contemporary. All we can say | of the claims made in justification of such journalism If 


e are doing our modest best, according to our b ble lights. er , 7 
c We'aee ae e aeaees according to our bumbl be true that a majority of the readers of the papers that pul 


Mr. President, either this is a serious libel on the vast ma- | lished this so-called news wanted that kind of news, it should be 
y of “perfectly wholesome and normally intelligent men | the highest aim and purpose of the right kind of newspapers t 
women” of America or we need to elevate the standard of | withhold it from its morbid and unwholesome readers, not only 
mal intelligence.” I prefer to believe that the World is | jin their interest and in the interest of its more wholeson 


i 
staken in its estimate of its own readers. I am afraid that | minded readers, who do not want it, but in justice to its 
creit journal is mistakenly catering to and increasing the num-| Mr. President, there is another and more pleasing side to th 
of its unintelligent and abnormal readers. That this is | important question. I have pointed out as best I could the evi 
hat many newspapers are doing is made clear by the} of bad and unwholesome journalism. Surely they are serious 
ng extract from an article by Edward Alsworth Ross in | enough to challenge the attention of all normal and whole 
e 105 of the Atlantic Monthly, entitled “* The suppression | minded people. put the newspaper will continue to exist. 
f portant news ” | Rightly conducted it is a great educator. Its facilities for 
Most of the criticism launched at our daily newspapers hits the wrong spreading and disseminating news good or bad and sentiments 
Granted they sensationalize vice and crime, “ play up” triviali pure and impure exceed all other means of reac hing the pub 
cploit the private affalrs of prominent people, embroider facts. | '\" well-condiicted newspaper, containing useful and edueatio 


- > . . . . 
the means of meeting the demand, of “ giving the public what | news truthfully told, is a powerful instrument for the spread of 


nts.” The newspaper can not be expected to remain dignified and information and the education of the public mind Su 
s now that it caters to the common millions instead of, as for- | papers, once the reliability of their news and the put { thei 
to the professional and business classes. To interest errand boy | : : , ; . 
tory girl and raw immigrant it had to become spicy, amusing, | Character are established, are most powerful influences for good 
ial, and chromatic. For these blame, then, the American people. | in any community. Individual character and public sentiment 
So, according to this learned gentleman, this kind of news is | are elevated and purified by such journalism. Disbe! ! 
published for the edification of the “ errand boy, factory girl, suspicion of present-day journalism have become proverb 
| raw immigrant.” This certainly makes one feel more com- | If newspapers tell the truth, it is not believed, because of th 
fortable. It is not the intelligent reader, seeking information, | almost if not quite universal distrust of them, born of th 
lye 


wants such news, but the ignorant and more often disrepu- | eral unreliability. The journalists who have brought the mn 
ble and criminal class that want to be fed on the details of | paper to this discreditable pass have much to answer fot W hi: 
.. immorality, accidents, and sensational news of all kinds. | a splendid work they might have done for humanity by n 


If so, it is certainly not creditable to American journalism. the newspaper a truthful index of current events and 1 
There is still another excuse offered for the publication of | knowledge, the vehicle for pure and lofty sentiment nnd 
the details of crimes. It is maintained that it is a means of | prosecutor of evil and the defender of good. There are 1 


detecting and preventing crime. I do not believe either of these | papers that are earnestly striving to reach such a standard of 
is. I have no doubt that more innocent men have been | true and useful journalism. They are doing a wonderful wor 
convicted of crime by this sort of journalism than the number | They are, to some extent, leavening the lump of coarse ang uni 


of guilty ones who have been convicted of their crimes by such | liable journalism and helping to educate the public mind t 
inethods. It has more frequently than not been an embarrass- | just appreciation of a real newspaper. The opportunity of 

inent to officers whose duty it is to detect criminals and bring | a newspaper as an educator of the public mind is boundless, but 
them to justice. It often conflicts with the courts in their | it is an opportunity that has been sadly neglected in 


t* 


efforts to enforce the law, and in every respect is a hindrance | to make money and the seeming desire to pande! the lowe 

rather than a help to the authorities in the attempt to bring | and most vicious instincts of humanity 

the perpetrators of crime to justice. In an article in the seven-| Mr. President, the bill I have introduced will probably never 
| 


teenth volume of the Green Bag, by Clarence Bishop Smith, en- | become a law. The cry will be raised that it is an effort to 
utled “ Newspapers and the jury,” the writer has this to say | muzzle the press and censor the news, and this is usually 
on the subject : powerful when it is raised for the protection of the newspaper! 
It needs no argument to prove that the newspaper is an unquaiifiea | although other purveyors of informat on, through the moy 
ey in so or as it piece the trial of crime. Since the abolition of pictures and otherwise, appeal to it in vain. This is a discri: 
I ic executions it has been the policy of the law to hide all sensa ‘ j i Pawar "ar: >y° ‘ ingle het 
: oe 7 ee é ‘ av f the newspaper that finds no justification 
onal details connected with the punishment of criminals. The object ination = =m _ ; D . id at : eee Ae 
of most newspapers is just the reverse of this. By picturesque methods | law or justice. It has been my main purpose to call the atten 
ont seek to o oer readers see every incident from the conception | tion of the country to one of the greatest, most powerful, and 
fe crime in the brain of the man on trial down to the jury’s ver- - : aaa ig ; Nees ? , ave ' 
4 ; ; , Jur} st ec g evils ;: influence f the present ag It is 
dict and the erime’s punishment, if there be punishment. Consequently aay os — = ~ s he ia | 
the newspapers must always come in conflict with the courts. They are, | an evil which I admit can not be overcome by law. It must b 
however, here to stay and we must meet the situation. We can not met by a better and purer public sentiment that will demand 
{ 


rb the freedom of the press or prevent the public from reading ac- i iournali This 1 

u a »nlas . ¢€ . reli; » "hal mn. s bette fl pore 
counts of erime which ought not to be published, but we should recog- cleaner and more reliable journalism bs Phi . rand 1 ore 
niz : these various dangers arising from changing social conditions and | exalted sentiment may and probably will find expression in leg 
subth it io verre on oan mt influence of the newspaper is | islative enactments in the several States from time to time as 

<a 8 very strong and may easily impair our trial system almost . ima “a ae i “ely st if - civiligzati r 

Without our knowing it. For this reason the subject deserves the con- the sentime nt grows, as it surely must if our c! Higation. 7 
sideration of the bench and bar. purity, and civic righteousness are to be maintained. Federal 
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legislation on the subject must of necessity be limited in its 
scope and effect. It would mean more as an exam. ‘e and asa 
national expression of condemnation of corrupt and unreliable 
and approval of clean journalism and a powerful stimulant of 
a better and more exalted public sentiment on the subject than 
practicable, enforceable penal or restrictive law. Let us 
hope, Mr. President, that public sentiment will soon so improve 
that restrictive laws will not be needed. 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to present this important 
question with entire frankness and with malice toward none 
and charity for all newspapers. If it be true that the intelli- 
gent people demand impure and deleterious news, as some of 
the newspapers declare, conditions will inevitably grow worse 
and worse unless their mental food is changed. A depraved ap- 
petite grows on what it feeds upon. Such news increases the 
morbid desire for the sensational, the impure, and the horrible. 
Intelligent men and women cleanse their bodies, but fill their 
minds with impurities far more dangerous and degrading than 
an unwashed body. A pure mind makes a wholesome and 
healthy body. Purity of thought and conscience on the part of 
the people as a whole will make this countr; great and prosper- 
ous in the truest sense. The man who helps te make the public 
mind impure, whether he be a journalist or not, is a dangerous 
man and an enemy to the best interests of his country. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 20 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
April 21, 1915, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Leecutive nominations received by the Senate April 17, 1913. 
DIRECTOR OF THE CENSUS. 

William J. Harris, of Georgia, to be Director of the Census 

in the Department of Commerce, vice E. Dana Durand. 
GENERAL APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Jerry B. Sullivan, of Iowa, to be general appraiser of mer- 

chandise, to fill an existing vacancy. a 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

William W. Roper, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, in place of Fred P. Vincent, resigned. 

AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

Robert W. Woolley, of Virginia, to be Auditor for the Interior 

Department, in place of Howard C. Shober, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Herbert H. Manson, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the second district of Wisconsin, in place of Frank 
L. Gilbert, superseded. 

FiscaL AGENTS OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The Right Hon. Sir Edgar Speyer, Bart., P. C., and the Messrs. 
Henry Oppenheimer, Henry William Brown, Henry Gordon 
Leith, James Speyer, and Eduard Beit von Speyer, trading un- 
der the name, style, and firm of Speyer Bros., at London, Eng- 
land, to be special fiscal agents of the Navy Department at that 
place. 

JUDGE OF THE District Court. 

Robert W. Jennings, of Alaska, to be judge of the district 
court of the District of Alaska, to be assigned to Division No. 1, 
vice Thomas R. Lyons, whose term will expire at the close of 
May 3, 1913. 

Unrrep STATES ATTORNEY, 

Clarence L. Reames, of Oregon, to be United States attorney 

for the district of Oregon, vice John McCourt, resigned. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Benjamin F. Sherreil, of Texas, to be United States marshal 
for the eastern district of Texas, vice Phil BD. Baer, recess ap- 
pointee, resigned. 

RECORDER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Lucius Q. C. Lamar, of Mississippi, to be recorder of the Gen- 

eral Land Office, vice Henry W. Sanford, to be transferred. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Frank O. Williams, of Kalispell, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Kalispell, vice Andrew W. Swaney, term expired. 
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Francisco Delgado, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be register of 

the land office at Santa Fe, vice Manuel R. Otero, resigned. 
RECEIVER OF PuBLIC MONEYS. 

Luke Voorhees, of Cheyenne, Wyo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Cheyenne, vice William C. Deming, resigned. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR, 

Henry 8S. Breckenridge, of Kentucky, to be Assistant Secrp. 

tary of War, vice Robert Shaw Oliver, resigned. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, 

Samuel Houston Thompson, jr., of Colorado, to be Assi 

Attorney General, vice John Q. Thompson, deceased. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM, 

Second Lieut. Henry H. Arnold, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from April 10, 1913, vice First Lieut. Leighton 
Powell, Thirteenth Infantry, retired from active service April 9, 
1913. 

MEDICAL CORPS, 

Lieut. Col. Charles M. Gandy, Medical Corps, to be colonel 
from April 16, 1913, vice Col, Louis A. LaGarde, retired from 
active service April 15, 1913, 

Maj. Frederick P. Reynolds, Medical Corps, to be lieutenant 
colonel from April 16, 1913, vice Lieut. Col. Charles M. Gandy, 
promoted. 

Capt. James M. Phalen, Medical Corps, to be major from 
April 16, 1913, vice Maj. Frederick P. Reynolds, promoted. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Probational Second Lieut. Wistar Morris Chubb, Corps of 
Engineers, to be second lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers 
with rank from April 23, 1912, the date of his original appoint- 


ment. (The incumbent's probational appointment will expire 
with April 22, 1913.) 


CONFIRMATIONS., 
Erccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate Aprit 17, 1913. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICER. 
Col. Hugh L. Scott to be brigadier general. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 


Cavalry Arm, 
Harold Melville Clark. 
Clarence Ferdinand Ellefson. 
Harold Thompson. 
Richard Bronaugh Barnitz. 
Raymond Morris. 

Field Artillery Arm, 

Howard Eager. 

Infantry Arm. 


John Charles Palmer Bartholf. 
James Perry Cole. 

Robert Harwood Barrett. 
Ernest Joseph Carr. 

Patrick James Hurley. 

Colin Kingsley Lee. 

Donald Robert MeMillen, 
Hugh Broadus Keen. 

Ora Mathias Baldinger. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 

SIGNAL CORPs, 
Maj. George O, Squier to be lieutenant colonel, 
Capt. Walter L. Clarke to be major. 

CAVALRY ARM. 
Capt. Lawrence J. Fleming to be major. 
First Lieut. William E. W. McKinlay to be captain, 
First Lieut. Gordon Johnston to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Verne R, Bell to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Henry W. Baird to be first lieutenant, 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Lucien G, Berry to be colonel. 
Maj. William Lassiter to be lieutenant colonel, 
Capt. Manus McCloskey to be major. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 
Capt. Albert G. Jenkins to be major, 
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INFANTRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. John 8. Parke to be colonel. 

Capt. Lewis 8. Sorley to be major. 

Capt. William M. Morrow to be major. 

First Lieut. Ward Dabney to be captain. 

First Lieut. Paul M. Goodrich to be captain. 

First Lieut. Frank H. Kalde to be captain. 

First Lieut. William W. Taylor, jr., to be captain. 
Second Lient. Charles L. Wyman to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Edward H. Teall to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. John W. Lang to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. George T. Everett to be first lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, April 17, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Throw Thy loving arms, O God our Father, round about us, 
that we may be strong and pure, noble and brave, that the 
things which make for the universal and eternal values of life, 
fatherhood, brotherhood, may weave themselves into the tissues 
of the soul so that when the storms of adversity beat upon us, 
disappointments come thick and fast, sorrows encompass like 
clouds, and grief pours itself out like rain upon our face, we 
may be strong in Thee after the similitude of the Master. 
Amen, 

(he Journal of the proceedings of Monday, April 14, was read 
and approved, 
SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. There are certain Members present who 
desire to be sworn in. They will present themselves, and the 
oath of office will be administered to them. 

Mr. Hucnes of West Virginia, Mr. Guernsey, Mr. HAvGeEN, 
and Mr. BARNHART appeared at the bar of the House and took 
the oath of office. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the appointment of Mr. 
Burleson to the Cabinet created a vacancy in the tenth district 
of Texas, which has just been filled by the election of J. P. 
LBvucuaNaN. His certificate of election has not yet arrived, but 
there is no contest, and I ask unanimous consent that he may 
be permitted to take the oath of office. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, my recollection is 


th under the law of Texas there has to be 30 or 40 days 

the election before the result is canvassed; but in this 
case there is no question, there having been only one candi- 
date 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. There were two candidates, but there 
is no question about the election, as Mr. BucHANAN had a 
majority of over 3,000. He has a letter from his opposing can- 
didate making no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without 
sworn in. 

Mr. BUCHANAN appeared at the bar of the House and took 


objection, the Member will be 


the oath of office. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United 


States, was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


THE SPEAKER'S LOBBY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a statement to 
the House which he has been requested to make. Members 
now have no desks, and once in a while they want to write a 
letter. The Doorkeeper has provided tables in the Speaker's 
lobby, with pens, paper, ink, and so forth, and he requests that 
Members deposit their hats and coats in the cloakroom instead 
of in the lobby, so that Members can there avail themselves of 
the facilities for writing letters. 

THE COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a privileged resolution? 

Mr. HENRY. It is not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 48. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized to have such 


Coens and binding done as may be required in the transaction of its 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? 
There was no objection. 


The resolution was agreed to 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Mr. STEDMAN, by unatiimous consent, was given leave of 
absence for 10 days, on account of illness in his family 
THE WATERS OF TITE NIAGARA RIVER. 
Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, the bill H. R. 2498 was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commercs The 
bill was drawn for the purpose of carrying out the law « 


templated in the treaty between Canada and the United Stat 


Ss 


for the fixing of the international boundary line. Several bills 
have been referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I 
think this ought to be so referred. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. ADAMSON and Mr. MANN reserved the right to object. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2498) for the control and regulation of the wat ‘ he 


purposs 

Mr. ADAMSON. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. To change the reference to the Committce 
on Foreign Affairs from the gentleman's committee, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, of which the gen- 
tleman was chairman, and-of which, I presume, he will ag 


gain 
be the chairman. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
if this is substantially the same bill that was reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the last House? 

Mr. CLINE. It is the same bill, and I reintroduced it. It 


was perfected after a year’s hearing in the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Mr. ADAMSON. As it appears that the Committee on For 
eign Affairs has been dealing with these bills heretofore, 1 shall 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. That is the committee to which it ought to 
go. There are some bills which may be referred to two or 
three committees; but inasmuch as the clerks had 3,000 bills to 


refer in one night, it is not strange that they may have got 
two or three erroneously referred. Without objection, the 
change of reference will be made. 
There was no objection. 
MILEAGE OF MEMBERS, ETC. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill making appropriations for certain expenses incident to the 
first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and for other purposes 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would inquire of the gentleman if this bill has yet been intro- 
duced ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman mean through the 
basket? 


Mr. MANN. I mean prior to to-day? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it has not. 
The SPEAKER. This bill carries a 


mileage of the Members. 


If any gentleman desires the rule enforced, the Chair is ready 
to enforce it now. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, while I recognize the situation, 
that the Committee on Appropriations has not yet been ap- 
pointed and can not report a bill of this sort as a pavileged 
matter, it does not seem to me that the House ought to com- 
mence passing appropriation bills, covering six pages, contuin- 
ing a good many items, until the bills have been printed, at least, 
so that Members may have an opportunity to see them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the bili is in print. It is 
available, and it is very simple. If read by the gentleman, | 
would understand it thoroughly. There is nothing new or 


startling in it. 
Mr. MANN. About 20 minutes ago I obtained a copy of the 
bill through the courtesy of a member of the former Commit 


lem 


on Appropriations. I have not yet had an opportunity to scan 
it very carefully. There are several items in it that I think we 
ought to have an opportunity to see; and while I appreciate the 
desire of some gentlemen in reference to a particular item in 


the bill, yet I do not think it ought to come up in this way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have less interest in it than any other 
Member in the House. I am simply endeavoring to accommo- 
date the public business. 


Chedop 


ww 


Mr. 
New 


\\ nil ] 


MANN. I understand very well that the gentleman from 
York not acting selfishly at all, but I think the bill 
hetter be introduced, so that Members may have an op- 
portunity to see and read it. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I will give notice at this 
time that IT shall ask recognition on Monday next to pass the 
bill under suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 

SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he has in his 
but has mislaid it momentarily—a letter from the 
from Colorado [Mr. IKXiInpeL], resigning from the 
Committee on Accounts. Without objection, the resignation 
will be accepted, and the Chair asks unanimous consent to place 
the letter in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The following is the communication referred to: 
HiOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES 

Washington, D. C., April 12, 1913. 


The 
Possess: ion 


fenutienan 


IIon, CHAMP CLARK, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives 


Washington, D. C. 
1 hereby present you my resignation as a mem- 
ter of the Committee on Accounts to which the Committee on Ways 
and Means has appointed me. I have notified Mr. UNpgerwoop, chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee, and Mr. Luoyp, chairman of 
the Committee on Accounts, of my desire to be relieved from this duty. 
My reason for asking to be relieved is that I have been indorsed by the 
Members of the Colorado delegation for membership on the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Very truly, yours, Geo. J. KINDEL. 
REPORTS OF OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House for the 
purpose of printing, not reading, the reports of the various 
oflicers of the House. 

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Speaker, are the documents to which 
the Speaker refers reports of the various officers of the House? 

The SPEAKER. They are. 

Mr. MURDOCK, I will ask the Speaker if he knows whether 
there are included in these documents the contribution and ex- 
penditure statements of the various candidates which are on 
file with the Clerk of the House? I refer to the election expense 
accounts. 

The SPEAKER. They are not. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Are they not a part of the records of the 
Clerk, and ought they not to be printed as a part of his report? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not know. The truth about 
it is that neither the Clerk nor anyone else knows exactiy what 
to do with these statements except to file them, under the law. 

Mr. MURDOCK, I submit this to the Speaker, that inasmuch 
as the object of the law was publicity, would it not be a good 
plan for the Speaker to instruct the Clerk to publish those ex- 
pense accounts as a part of his report? 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker would have instructed the 
Clerk so to do if the Speaker thought he had any authority in 
the premises. The Clerk came to the Speaker last summe7y, 
when Members first began turning in these statements, and he 
wanted to know what to do with them. The Speaker told him, 
after reading the law, that he did not know what to do with 
them except to file them in the Clerk’s office. If any gentleman 
desires them included in these reports or in the reports of the 
Clerk, he can make a motion and the Chair will entertain the 
motion. 

Mr. MURDOCK. ‘Then I move that the Clerk of the House 
be instructed to include in his printed report the statements 
relating to contributions and expenditures in campaigns by 
Menters of Congress and national political committees on file in 
his office. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
the gentleman’s motion. 


My Dear Mr. CLARK: 


Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order 
It is not in order under the law 
nor under the rules of the House, 


on 


Mr. MURDOCK, 
motion. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Iam raising the point of order under the 
rules of the House. The gentleman would have to introduce a 
resolution and let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MURDOCK, I have already introduced a resolution, and 
it has gone to the Committee on Accounts, and the Committee 
on Accounts has not reported. If I can get at it more rapidly 
in this way, I am very glad to do it. Does not the gentleman 
think they ought to be printed? 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman would submit a request 
for unanimous consent, I would not object to it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But I made the motion. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas that he change his motion. 


The Speaker just invited me to make the 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obje 
I suggest that we ought not in this way to determine a |» 
that has been passed by Congress. There are certain duti, 
lnid upon the Clerk. If one of his duties is to give publicity 
a certain form, he should comply with the law; and, if not, t). 
remedy ought to be to change the law. 

The SPEAKER. The law does not say a word about publis), 
ing these reports. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to say to the gentleman that tho 
Clerk is an officer of the House, and the House has comple;e 
power over the Clerk and can order him to print these reports 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; but printing is only done in a cer. 
tain way. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman confuses the position of the 
Clerk as an officer of the House, where it is proper to command 
him, and his position as a custodian under the law of certain 
documents. I have no objection to the end sought, but, unlike 
the gentleman from Kansas, I believe in doing things in order; 
and it does not oceur to me that this is the way to reach that 
end. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I made the motion at the Speaker’s invita- 
tion, and the point of order has been made against the motion. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] rise? 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
has offered a resolution, which has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. About what? 

Mr. LLOYD. About this particular thing which he is dis- 
cussing now, and his resolution is to provide that these accounts 
shall be published, or that a statement of them shall be jub- 
lished, as a public document. Now, we have given notice to 
him that he can appear before that committee and make a 
statement of the situation. The truth is that these statements 
are all filed. There is no man on the floor but that can go to 
the Clerk’s office and get a statement of anything he wanis to 
know. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But, as 
knows, they are not public. 
figures? 

Mr. LLOYD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. So far as the 
office is concerned, they are published. Now, what he desires 
to do is to make it a public document. If he does so, it wil! 
make a voluminous publication, which will cost several thou 
sand dollars to,publish, and it ought not to be passed on now 
without consideration. 

The reports of the treasurers of the several national com 
mittees are voluminous; the report of the Democratic treas- 
urer will make a book of two or three hundred pages, the re- 
port of the Republican treasurer will make one pretty nearly 
as large, and the report of the Progressive treasurer will make 
one as large. The Chief Clerk says if it was required that 
all the reports be published it would make some 12 or 15 
large volumes. Now, I think this matter ought to be invcsti- 
gated. We ought to know something about its expense, and 
we ought to know something about the necessity for it, with- 
out rushing into the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are prob:ably on 
file with the Clerk some 5,000 statements; some of them are 
quite lengthy and some of them but a single line or two. I 
deny that publication will take any such number of volumes as 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] indicates. And | 
want to say this to the gentleman from Missouri: We pissed. 
in recent Congresses, measures dealing with the publicity of 
campaign accounts. It was not intended merely that those 
campaign statements should be on file with the Clerk. It 
intended that the public should see them. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact, have they 
not seen them? 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman will permit me to con- 
tinue my remarks, one of the laws we passed provided that 
these documents should be destroyed after being held a certain 
time by the Clerk. 

The thing we want to do is to get these statements published 
before they are destroyed. It is apparent from whet the gentile 
man from Missouri says here this morning that it is impos 
sible to get unanimous consent on this proposition. It is in the 
jurisdiction of the House to act on the matter now, and I am 
going to insist on the motion: which the Speaker invited me ‘to 
make. 

Mr. MADDEN and Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan rose. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield first to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MAppDEN]. 


the gentleman from Missouri 
Why not let the public get at the 


wis 
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The gentleman made the statement that the 
AS 
pas not every newspaper in the United States published them? 


Mr. MADDEN. 
expenses were intended for publication. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly not. They published some of 
hem piecemeal and in fragments, and not in their entirety, 
ot us see what the Congressmen and the candidates for Presi- 


one A, tad OO 


on where the law compelled them to make public statements. 
‘ir. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will 


to me? 
rhe SPEAKER. 


the gentleman yield 


To whom does the gentleman from Kansas 


[Mr. Murpock] yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr HAMILTON }. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I wanted to ask the gentle- 


man if he has any information as to how many Members of the 
House have failed to file these statements as required by law? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I have not. I do not think that is material 
to this proposition at all. I think the public is entitled to know 
who did not file and who did file, and the expenditures of the 
men who did file. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I am in favor of the publica- 


tion. I am with the gentleman on that. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Then I hope the gentleman will vote for 
my motion. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I thought the gentleman from 
Kansas might know. 

Mr. BARNHART rose. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BarnwHart}. 

Mr. BARNHART. Does the motion of the gentleman from 
Kansas merely contemplate the publication of those reports in 
the Recorp or in book form, to be distributed as a public docu- 
ment? 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
Clerk of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is one that has been referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
looking to the publication of these papers, or whatever it is— 
perhaps a memorandum—as a public document. 

Mr. MURDOCK. My motion, however, Mr. Speaker, does 
not involve 

Mr. BARNHART. Just a minute. Then the resolution would 
properly come before the Committee on Printing and not before 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. It is difficult to tell where it would go. 

Mr. MANN. The Committee on Printing has not yet been 
appointed, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
of order pending, it seems to me clearly that the point of order 
is well taken. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
has introduced a resolution. It has been referred to the appro- 
priate committee, and it is subject to a point of order. 

rhe SPEAKER. While the Chair invited the gentleman from 
Kansas to make the motion—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That makes no difference, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows that. While the Chair 
says he invited the gentleman to make the motion, and is there- 
fore really responsible for it, the Chair did not suppose anybody 
on earth would object to it—the Chair not being a mind reader 
[Langhter.] The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, before the Chair decides the point 
of order I desire to be heard. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, has the Chair ruled me out of 
order after having invited me to make a motion? 

the SPEAKER. Not yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Before the Speaker rules upon the point of 
order a gentleman on the floor makes a motion. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

rae MURDOCK. Has the Speaker ruled upon the point of 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has not ruled. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman on the floor makes a motion, 
after having recognition from the Chair for that purpose. 
Now, motions are made in order of precedence. A gentleman 
on the floor secures recognition and offers a motion, which is 
hot a motion of priority, and one can demand the regular order 
upon him and cut him out, because the regular order will bring 
before the House something which takes precedence over it. 
But what would a demand for the regular order bring before 
the House now? Nothing. There is nothing in order before the 
House, except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; but the gentleman is mistaken. 





I wanted it included in this report by the | 


Mr. Speaker, as I understand the point | 
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a matter of fact, | motion may be pending. 
| and the Speaker having stated that it was 


and their committees expended in the first national cam- | 





Mr. MANN. That is always in order, notwithstanding a 
Now, there is nothing on the « alendar, 
a work of superer- 
ogation to call the calendar when nothing is pending thereon, 
the next thing in order unfinished There no 


unfinished business, and the next order of business is to resolve 


is business. is 


the House into Committee of the Whole House: but there is 
nothing to resolve upon in the Committee of the Whole House. 
| There is nothing before the House which takes precedence of 
a motion made from the floor when recognition en 
for that purpose. 

Of course the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop 


| by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. 





| Kansas, it is to move now to insert in the report of the ¢ 


can mend the matter, if he has the votes, by moving to adjourn, 
but I contend that, without the motion to adjourn, any motion 
offered on the floor to-day, with the House in 
is in, is in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MANN] is mistaken in the proposition that was made 
He did not 
demand the regular order. He made a point of order that the 
motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murvock] was not 
in order because it should be referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee of the House. It was referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee of the House. and whether there is actually an appro- 
priate committee existing or not to consider the matter does 
not affect the case; and a resolution of this kind is clearly not 
in order to come up until it has been referred to the appro- 
priate committee. 


the situation it 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. MURDOCK, 

The SPEAKER, 
yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNper- 
woopD| misunderstands my motion and confuses it with my 
resolution. My motion was that the Clerk of the House be 
instructed to include in his report, which is submitted to the 
House for printing, the statements on file in regard to eam- 
paign expenditures. My resolution looks to the publication of 
this statement in a public document. My motion is clearly 
different from my resolution. The gentleman is talking about 
my resolution, not about my motion 

Mr. MANN. If I understand the object of the gentleman from 


Will the gentleman yield to me first? 
To whom does the gentleman from Alabama 


CLA 
a statement of these expenditures. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is my motion. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Kansas know that the 
report that the Clerk is now making is for the fiscal year end- 
ing last year? 


Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, yes; and I will also say to the gentle- 
man from I}linois that, as he knows, the report of the Clerk, 
which is to be filed and printed, also includes certain expendi- 
tures on the part of Members of Congress in detail. 

Mr. MANN. What is it that makes the gentleman from 
Kansas think the Clerk makes a report now? The Clerk makes 
annual reports, but those reports are not made at this session 
of Congress, toward the close of the fiscal year, but at the 
regular session of Congress, at the end of the fiscal year. T do 
not think we want to wait until next December to obtain this 
routine information. As I understand, various gentlemen ' ) 
are on the floor, or who are seeking by contests to ol! tl 
floor, have not made reports as required by acts of ( 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman is always s ne for a 
technicality. 

Mr. MANN. For instance, the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. MeDonald, who is seeking a seat here, has not made ch 
a report. I want to find out whether the law has been complied 
with now, and not in December, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Then, why does not the gentleman f ! 
Illinois want publicity? 

Mr. MANN. I always do. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why does he always come out, on a 1 
ure of this kind, and put in a technicality to defeat the pury 
Why does he not stand for publicity? What objection is the 
to the Clerk of the House publishing this statement? 

Mr. MANN. On the other hand, I was endeavor to put in 
a technicality to sustain the gentleman’s motion, which he did 
not know enough about the rules to make 

Mr. MURDOCK. “The gentleman from Kansa does not 
ask the help of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNper- 


woop] has the floor on the point of order. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, so far as seeuring publicity 
in this manner is concerned, there is absolutely nothing in it. 
These reports are on file in the Clerk’s office. They bave been 
on file for months. There is not a local newspaper in the United 
States that has not investigated them and published them 
already. I have no objection to their republication if it can 
be done in an orderly way and at a reasonable cost, but I think 
it is improper for the gentleman to inject a motion here that 
inay cost thousands of dollars, without the consideration of a com- 
mittee. The gentleman himself has recognized that it should be 
considered in an orderly way by a committee, and has intro- 
duced a resolution and had it referred to the committee. I 
think he ought to pursue his proposition in the way in which he 
started to pursue it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. MURDOCK. In justice to me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Certainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. On the first day of this session I attempted 
to get unanimous consent to have these statements published, 
and I was beaten by a motion to adjourn, being taken off my 
feet in that way, and the unanimous consent was refused. Then 
I took the regular course of introducing the resolution. Now, 
this morning the opportunity offers itself to get these state- 
ments published. I do not think the gentleman was quite 
within the facts when he said that these statements had been 
generally published. They have not been generally published. 
I have a statement in there—quite a long one—and I want to 
say to the gentleman that I do not think there is a soul on earth 
who has ever seen that statement since it was filed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Nobody was interested in it. 

Mr. FOSTER. Why did not the gentleman publish it in his 
own paper? 

Mr. MURDOCK. There was no particular demand that it 
be published at that time, but I will be glad to publish it. I 
am anxious to have all statements published. I do not be- 
lieve in keeping these things back, and I do not think the gen- 
tleman from Alabama ought to interposeé an objeetion at this 
point. These statements will be published eventually.’ Why not 
publish them now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from Kansas to 
the fact that I have been reliably informed by an officer of 
the House that if these statements are published in a book of 
the form of Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary they will fill four 
volumes of that size. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And they will not be bigger than—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit me to do my 
own talking? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly I will, although the gentleman 
interrupts when I speak. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Or if they are printed in the form of an 
ordinary House document they will fill 30 volumes. Because 
no newspaper in this country thought it was of sufficient 
news value to publish the gentleman's statement as to his elec- 
tion expenses—and even his own newspaper did not think it 
was of sufficient importance to waste valuable space in publish- 
ing it—is no reason why this House, without any investigation 
or a report from a committee, should gratify the gentleman's 
desire to publish these statements. My statements were pub- 
lished in of the metropolitan papers in New York and 
Boston, and in many magazines, showing that there was much 
keener interest in the manner in which my money was expended 
than the public had in the manner in which the gentleman from 
Kansas expended his, 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
me, of course. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
as an experienced 


mosi 


Upon which the gentleman congratulates 


And the gentleman from Kansas realizes 
newspaper man that the press publishes those 
things in which it believes the public is most keenly interested. 
I do not know whether the gentleman is to be congratulated. 

Mr. MURDOCK, I thought the gentleman wished to con- 
gratulate me. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My statement showed accurately the 
contributions that helped me in my campaign and the expendi- 
tures that were made. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Did the gentleman have contributions? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I did not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And they were so modest, both in the 
ninounts received and the amounts expended, that they at- 
tracted universal attention. Perhaps as much can not be said 
in behalf of the gentleman from Kansas. 


Mr. MURDOCK. I will say to the gentleman that I had no 
contributiens. 


| Mr. FITZGERALD. There were some people who, at le:si. 
thought my public services were of such value that they were 
willing to help me to be returned, even if nobody thought th.; 
of the gentleman from Kansas. [Laughter.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a ruling of tio 
Chair on the point of order, so that the House may proceed 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that when 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
| Mr. MURDOCK, 
Mr. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
j Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Those of us who are not privileged to enter 
the Democratic caucus which is considering the tariff bill would 
| 

| 

| 

| 


UNDERWOOD. 


like to know when the gentleman intends to report the tariff 
bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that we y 
report it at as early a date after the Democratie caucus is 
concluded its consideration of the bill as it is practicable to 
do so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. And further, the deponent sayeth not. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman seri- ; 
What part of the Democratic caucus is secret? The claim lis 
been made to me that there is a part of the Democratie caucus 
that is not secret. 

Democratic caucus? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman fro 
Kansas that so far as my observation goes and as far as | 
newspapers are concerned there has been no part of the De: 
cratic caucus that has been secret up to this time. [Laughter.} 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman if there 
is a roll call in the Democratic caucus? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Kansas that I am proud of the Democratic rules so far as pr 
posing an open caucus is concerned, because the Democrat 
caucus blazed the way to give publicity to caucus action. | 
the only legislative body that I know of in the United Si 
that did blaze the way, when my friend from Kansas 
located in a secret caucus where nothing could come out, w! 
not even a blast of dynamite could blow it out. 

The Democratic Party established the rule in its caucus th 
every resolution should be entered in the journal and 
journal should be kept open not only to members of the c: 
but to the press and everybody else interested, so that they « 
inspect it and see what has been done. That journal is | 
like the Journal of the House, on the same principle, with 
matters of legislation embraced in it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will it be published in the Concress: 
RECORD? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is this debate being carried on : 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, that when 
House adjourns it adjourn to meet at a future day? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is being carried on by unanimo' 
consent. 


Mr. MANN. 
might last. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We are getting information, and therefore 

| the gentleman from Illinois might object. 

Mr. MANN. We can not on this side hear what the t 

| gentlemen of the Democratic Party on the opposite side of tly 
House are saying. The gentleman from Kansas is where lie 
belongs, on the Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. With the leave of the gentleman from 
Illinois, does the gentleman from Kansas desire me to answer 
his question? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I may have order, Mr. Speaker. AS 
I was saying, every resolution which is offered in the Democratic 
caucus is entered in the journal, is open to inspection, and given 
to the newspapers if they desire to print it. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Alabama I will say, as secretary of the Democratic caucus, 
that the minutes are examined.almost every day by Members «! 
the House and by newspaper reporters and others who desire 
to examine them. They are open to the public. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman put those in the Reco", 
so that we may all see them? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I will if I am authorized to do so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Kiss 
that our journal is open to him as welf as his newspaper. :)\! 
if he is interested in the matter we would be gind to see th! 
he has an opportunity to scan the journal, but there is no ''s° 
in taking up space in the Coneressionar Recorp to print them tor 
those who are not interested. If the gentleman is interested! |" 


Can any Member of this House attend | 


)- 


I did not know how long the unanimous cousen| 
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an do like other newspaper men do, inspect it, and then | By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 2871) to promote the safety 





if he wants to print it in his home paper he has full oppor- |‘of employees and travelers upon railroads by requiring the 
tunity to do so. . use of the block system by common earriers engaged in inter 
\Ir. MURDOCK. I thank the gentleman from Alabama for | State commerce, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
explanation, and think it has been quite full. The Demo- | Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
- caucus does not admit reporters nor the public to the con By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2872) to pension widow and 
ncees, and therefore the journal is prepared in secret caucus | minor children of any oflicer or enlisted man who served 
| given only to inquirers. in the War with Spain or Philippine insur » the Cor 
Mr. FOSTER and Mr. SISSON called for the regular order. | mittee on Pensions. 
he SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the | By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 2873) to pro 
regular order is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama | hibit interference with commerce among the Stat ind ‘I 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on | ritories and with fereign nations and to remove ol ( 
M lay next. thereto and to prohibit the transmission of certa 
MOORE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a | by telegraph, telephone, cable, or other means of 
‘ tion? | tion between the States and Territories il foreign 
“Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. to the Committee on Agriculture. 
e SPEAKER. The regular order is to vote on the motion | Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) to « erate with the 
the gentleman from Alabama. | encouraging instruction in agriculture, the trac 1 in 
\Ir MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman yielded for | dustries and home economies in secondary schools 
question. | taining instruction in these vocational subj sin State not 
rhe SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not yield for a ques- | schools; in maintaining extension departments 
when the regular order is demanded, | leges of agriculture and mechanic arts: and to an riate 
\ir. MOORE. I merely wanted to know if the Republican—— | money and regulate its expenditure; to the Committee on 
‘Cries of “Regular order !”’] | Agriculture. 
~The SPEAKER. It does not make any difference what the | Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) concerning the issuance of rmits 
eman wants to know. The regular order is demanded, and | or special tax stamps for the sale of intoxik quors in 
the question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama | communities where State or local laws forbid the e thereof; 
th when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on | to the Committee on Ways and Me S 
Monday next at 12 o’clock. | By Mr. HARDWICK: A bi (H. R. 2876) to authorize the 
rhe motion was agreed to. | purchase or acquisition of an aviation field at Augus Ga.. for 
ADJOURN MENT. | aviation and other military purposes; to the Committee on 
. . ‘ Military Affairs 
Then, on motion of Mr. 1 NDERWOOD (at 12 o'clock and 42 Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) to amend section 7 of the act e 
tes p. m.), in accordance with the order heretofore made, titled “An act to amend an act to regulate comme! e, approved 
the House adjourned until Monday, April 21, 1913, at 12 o'clock | February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to e1 
Ol . | large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” 
“<7 }approved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on Interstate and 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | Foreign Commerce 
Under Clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary | eee ee knee en att) Pre p for the erection of monu 
of Commerce, asking authority to pay the rental for a refrig- | MeMts over the graves of Maj. Gen. Elijah Clark and Col. John 
erator plant in one of the buildings of the Department of Com- oars oe AACE: COENG,: SRS 8S SRS Comes: om tae 
ce out of the appropriation for the contingent expenses of Library. a a oe ; ; 
t department (HH. Doe. No. 32), was taken from the Speaker's Also, a bill CH. R. 2879) to repeal the tax on oleomargarine ; 
table, referred to the Committee on Appropriatic ns, and or- to the Colm ttee on Agri ulture . 
dered to be printed. eer bi nA H. R. 2880) to provide for the use of the block 
Eilat | system for all trains engaged in interstate comrserce, to pro- 
vide for the examination and license of all telegraph operato 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. engiged in handling block signals and telegraphic orders af 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. and memorials | fecting the movemeut of trains on such roads ud to ) 
introduced and severally referred as follows: vide for the hours of labor to be required of such tel iph 
By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. RR. 2865) to amend section 2 of | ° fors and their compensation; to the Comunitt 
et approved April 19, 1908, entitled “An act to increase the | Stite : nd Foreign Commerce 
pension of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers Also, a bill CHL. R. 2881) to limit the powers of certa 3 
sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, and | of the United States; to the Committee on the J 
rious Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain Also, a bill (IL. R. 2882) to prohibit any person ft 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil | Teceiving, or agrecing to receive, directly o1 d y giving 
War”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. or agreeing to give to any person any money or « \ ib! 
Ry Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2866) to provide for the con- | Consideration direct! lirectly to procure aid r 
demnation, acquisition, and construction by the United States | er tttempting to procure appointment to Federal « dl to 
of America of telegraph lines, properties, and holdings in the | Previde a punishment therefor; to the Committee on the Jud 
al States and Territories of the United States and the Dis- | Clary. 
of Columbia and to provide for the operation of said tele ty Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 2883) to amend ev ¢ 
craph lines and properties by the United States; to the Com- | titled “An act to regulate the imu I 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | United States”; to the Committee on Immigration and Natura 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 2867) to provide for the condemnation, | 2#tion. 
acquisition, and construction by the United States of America Also, a bill (CH. R. 2884) increasing th t of er won 
of telephone lines, properties, and holdings in the several States | public building at Santa Barbara, Cal.; to the Comuiittee on 
| Territories of the United States and the District of Colum- | Public Buildings and Grounds, 
bia and to provide for the operation of said telephone lines and Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) to place certain ex-acting assistant 
properties by the United States; to the Committee on the Post | surgeons of the United States Army on the retired list of the 
Office and Post Roads. United States Army; to the Committee on Military Aff 
Ry Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 2868) providing for the re-| Also, a bill (HT. R. 2886) to further regulate the immigration 
tirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the United States | of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on I 
Navy or Marine Corps and for the efficiency of the enlisted per- | gration and Naturalization. 
sonnel; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) to amend an act entitled “An act 
hy Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 2869) relating to the naturali- | granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers 
zation of aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- | who served in the Civil War and the War with M 
ralization, | proved February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Invalid IP 1s. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) to regulate the coming into and the | Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
residence within the United States of Chinese, Japanese, Ko- | regulate the immigration of allens into the United States”; to 
reans, Tartars, Malays, Afghans, East Indians, Lascars, Hin- | the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza ! 
doos, and other persons of the Mongolian or Asiatic race, and Also, a bill (H. R. 2859) extending the limits of the District 
persons of Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Tartar, Malayan, Afghan, | of Columbia; to the Commitee on the District of Columbia 
cast Indians: Hindoo, or other Mongolian extraction, and for Also, a bill (H. R. 2890) to amend the act to regulate com- 
‘er purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


L——15 


CONG RESSION AL CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 


= 


Rh. et to provide for the establis 
at Half Moon Bay, south of Point 
Reef, Cel: to the Committee on In 
7 ‘ommerce. 
bill (HH. 
lighthouse Pilar 
‘al.; to the Con 
By Mr 


lon of 


shment of 
Montara 
iterstate 
R. 2892) 


Point at 


for the vee of a 
the entrance to Hi: Moon Bay, 
mittee Interstate and Foreig Sadana 

. POWERS: A bil I (H. hk. 2893) to provide for the erec- 
a publie building an bur , in | the State of Ken- | 
tucky; to the Committee on P ublie Buil di ngs and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2894) to provide for the erection 
public building at Barbourville, in the State of Kentucky 
the Committee on Public Bui Idings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of I A bill (H. R. 
late the hours of labor tinuous a ing 
United State to the Com! on Labs 

By Mr. HU MP HREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2896) to 
prevent me s in combines and conferences from passing ‘through 
the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
on 

By Mr. 
building a 
ings nnd Grounds. 

Ry Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. 98) to 
of War to furnish two ak H ned cannon 
Post, No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, 
consip, at La Wis.; to the 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florids 
the preservation of the old 
miking appropriation the 
Affairs. 

A (H. R. 2900) granting pensions to the 
the differs Seminole Indian wars and their 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 2901) to remove criminal insane from the 
Government Hospital for the Insane in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (71. 902) providing for the repair and preser- 
vation of the sea wall at St. Augustine, Pla., and making appro- 
priations therefor; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 2903) to further regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the States; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2904) to provide for a 
public building at New Decatur, Ala.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 2905) to provide for the 
establishment of a life-saving station at West End, Lake Pon- 
chartrain, La.; to the Committee on Interstate and Yoreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 2906) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to amend sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to homesteads”; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) to define and punish k 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) to establish a primary election for 
the nomination by political parties of candidates for President 
and Vice President of the United States, to provide for primary 
and final election publicity pamphlets to be mailed to each 
registered voter, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Plection of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 
Congress. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 2909) to extend the 
privileges of the seventh section of immediate-transportation 
act to Bay City, Mich.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2910) establishing 
fin the District of Columbia a neurological hospital for the care 
and treatment of the indigent insane of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 2911) to create a Territory of 
the District of Columbia by the name of the Territory of Colum- 
bia and to grant Territorial government of the same; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2912) for the retirement of em- 
ployees of the Government who served in the War with Mexico 
or the Civil War; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 
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Also, a bill (H, R. 2914) permitting persons whose em; 
ment or business necessitates their absence from their rr: 
| tive*States at presidential elections to vote for presid 
electors in such other State as they may be on election da) 
| the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, 
Representatives in Congress, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) for the creation of the fire: 
relief and retirement fund, to provide for the relief and r 
ment of members of the fire department, to establish a m 
of procedure for such relief and retirement, and for other 
poses; to the C Se on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) to license chauffeurs, conductors 
motormen in the Dia strict of Columbia; to the Committee , 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2917) to prevent the use of mail 
certain purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and P 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2918) to amend H. R. 1339, Sixty 
Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2919) for the establishment of a uni 
system of weights and measures in the United States 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2920) to promote the production . 
mestic industrial alcohol, increase the productive value o 
land, and maintain its fertile qualities through the esta 
ment of small and scattered distilleries; to the Committ 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2921) to pension widaw and minor « 
of any officer or enlisted man who served in the Wa ar 
Spain or Philippine insurrection; to the Committee on Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2922) to provide for the retirement o1 
ployees in the civil service; to the Committee on Reform i 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 2923) to amend section 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Com 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (AH. R, 2 


2924) for the enlargement of the F 
building at San Jose, Cal. ; 


; to the Committee on Public Bu 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 2925) reserving fro) 
public lands in Idaho as a public park for the benefit « 
people of the United States, and for the protection and | 
vation of the game, fish, timber, and all other natural obj 
therein, a tract of land herein described; to the Committ: 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 2926) to provide fi 
payment of drainage assessments on Indian lands in W2: 
County, Okla.; to the Committee on Indian.Affairs. 

Also, a bill (i. R. 2927) granting to all Indians or tril 
right to sue in the Court of Claims, and for other purpos 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) to establish public highway) 
roads along all section lines in the Seneca, Wyandotte, Ot 
Eastern Shawnee, Peoria,; West Miami, and Quapaw Trib 
Indians in the Quapaw Agency, in eastern Oklahoma, 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) providing for the removal of r: 
tions from certain lands in the Cherokee Nation, Okla., : 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affauirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2930) directing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to deliver patents to Seminole allottees, and for « 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2931) to provide for the expenditure 
portion of the reclamation fund in the States in which such fu 
originates; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2932) to authorize diverting and use of 
the waters of the Arkansas River, in the State of Oklahoma, 
and the construction, maintenance, and operation of machinery. 
works, appliances, and structures in connection therewith for 
the purpose of creating and developing water power; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2933) to provide for 4 
public building at Tuscumbia, in the county of Colbert and Siate 
of Alabama; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Growcs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 2934) to regulate the 
migration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the Un 
States: to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 2935) to restrict the fran 
privilege; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (11. R. 2936) to an 
sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the U 
States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) to establish a fish-hatching and f 

cultural station within the second congressional district, =(\'' 


and 
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¢ Oklahoma, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the | in the eastern district of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; to 
hant Marine and Fisheries. | the Committee on the Judiciary. 
co. a bill CHL R. 2938) allowing a second homestead entry | By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 2962) to remedy in the line of 
mr in cases: to the Committee on the Public Lands. the Army the inequalities in rank due to the pa t system of reg 
. a bill CH. R. 2939) authorizing’ two persons to unite | mental promotion; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
king homestead entry, and for other purposes; to the Com By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 2963) to relinquish, release, 
: ‘ee on the Public Lands. and quiteclaim all right, title, and interest of the United States 


co a bill (HL. R. 2940) to provide for the purchase of a | of America in and to certain lands in the State of Miss ppi 
site nd the erection of a public building thereon at Alva, | to the Committee on the Public Lands 
Oo - to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 2964) to provide the 
\iso. a bill CH. R. 2941) to provide for the purchase of a site | establishment of a tariff commission: to the Committee on W 
he erection of a public building at Anadarko, Okla.; to | and Means, 
ne Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2965) to a 
By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 2942) authorizing 15 days’ | thorize James D. Markham and Chauncey A, Kelsey and others 
eave of absence with pay to per diem employees of the Light- | to construct a dam across the St. Croix River, between Minne 
house Service of the Department of Commerce; to the Com- | sota and Wisconsin; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
e on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Commerce. 
ry Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 2943) to increase the Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) to authorize the Secretary of War 
of cost for the new public building site for the West Side, | to make an agreement with the Municipal Electric C , 


( eo. Ill.: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | poration, for the disposal of the hydroelectric power developed 
Rv Mr. SABATH: A bill CH. R. 2044) to provide a system | by the dam between St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn.; to the 
of compensation for injuries resulting in disability or death to | Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
emplovees of common carriers subject to the regulative power By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2967) to provide for 
- | 


ef Congress, to civil employees of the United States Govern- | the disbursement of pension money of inmates of the Gover 
ind for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate | ment Hospital for the Insane; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen 

foreign Commerce. | sions, 

Ry Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2945) granting a By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 2968) to prohibit in the 

n to widows of deceased soldiers; to the Committee on | District of Columbia the intermarriage of whites with Eth 

Invalid Pensions. | opians, Malays, or Mongolians; to the Committee on the District 
By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (11. R. 2946) to pay rural mail car- | of Columbia. 

riers the sum of 10 cents per mile per day for each mile and | By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 2969) providing for an increase 


' 
fraction of a mile on routes of over 24 miles; to the Committee | of salary of the United States attorney for the district of Con 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. necticut; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
so. a bill CH. R. 2947) to amend section 13 of the natural- By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2970) prohibiting fraud 
vation law; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | upon the public by requiring manufacturers to certify to the 


materials of which a manufactured product is composed, and to 
a bill (H. R. 2948) providing that the United States | place their name upon manufactured articles or containers: to 
s] n certain cases make compensation for the use of high- | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ways for carrying free rural-delivery mail; to the Committee By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 2971) to prevent the use of 
n the Post Office and Post Roads. | the mails and of the telegraph and telephone in furtherance of 
Also. a bill CH. R. 2949) to carry into effect the findings of | fraudulent and harmful transactions on stock exchanges: to the 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist | Committee on the Post Offic® and Post Roads. 


Episcopal Church South, of Oak Bowery, Ala.; to the Committee sy Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 2972) forbidding the importa- 
on War Claims. . 1 ; s | tion, exportation, or the carriage in interstate commerce of 
Ry Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 2950) making an appro- | watchcases made, in whole or in part, of an inferior metal, hay 


priation to reimburse the Cherokee and Creek Indians in Okla- ing deposited or plated thereon, or brazed or otherwise affixed 
homa, formerly Indian Territory, for money deducted from the | thereto platings, coverings, or sheets composed of gold or of an 
royalties from leased lands of the Cherokees and Creeks, and alloy thereof, bearing words or marks importing a guaranty of 
f her purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. wear for a specified time, and of watchcases of less than 9 kare 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2951) to reimburse certain Eastern Chero- | pearing the word “ Gold,” and of watch movements not proper! 
who removed themselves to the Cherokee Nation under | marked in respect to the number of their jewels and their adiust 
the terms of the eighth article of the treaty of December 29, | ment, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
1885; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2952) to grant By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (HH. R. 
ad onal grade to officers and veterans; to the Committee on | y 
Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 2953) to promote the safety of 


2973) making appro 
priations for certain expenses incident to the first session of the 
Sixty-third Congress, and for other purposes; to the Committ 
on Appropriations. 


employees upon railroads by compelling common carriers en- Bv Mr. TOWNER: Resolution (H. Res. 49) authorizing the 
caged in interstate commerce to equip all locomotives regu- | qerk of the House to pay to Henry N. Lewis nephew and sole 
rly engaged in switching service with footboards and head- | poir of Elijah Lewis, six months’ salary and funeral expenses 


ts; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


; . ae ‘| of said Elijah Lewis, late an employee of the House; to the 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2954) to regulate the transportation of ; 


Committee on Accounts. 


habit-forminge . e * »sretata relic . ymerca : ha ; 4 , ‘  e 
— ee ts cn tenn 5 ete e; to the By Mr. MOON: Resolution (H. Res. 50) authorizing the 
ommittee o iterstate and fF oreig 0 1erce, ee . ; “om a 
: . > ' : ve appointment by the Speaker of an additional clerk; to the Co 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2955) to | “PPeim , i ” - 


mittee on Accounts. 


provide a site and erect a public building at Chehalis, Wash. ; - ile: eres ; ES ad : 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. By Mr. HAYES: Resolution (H. Res. 51) to amend paragraph 
Also, a bill CH. R. 2956) to provide a site and erect a public 4 of Rule mA i; _ = ee a ee : “ 
building at Hoquiam, Wash.; to the Committee on Public Build- | By Mr. GOODW IN of Arkansas: Reselution a Hi. Res. 52) 
ings and Grounds. | providing for the appointment of a commission of five qualified 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2957) to provide a site and erect a public | Citizens to inaugurate Improvements In the methods of transact 
building thereon at Centralia, Wash.; to the Committee on | /28 public business in the departments of the Government; to 
Public Buildings and Grounds. the Committee on Rules. 
by Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 2958) to amend the antitrust By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolution (H. Res. 53) directing the 
laws of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Clerk of the House to prepare and have published as a pub 
by Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 2959) fixing the price for use of | document an alphabetical list of the expenses of all candidates for 
telephones at private residences within the District of Colum- | Congress in the congressional election of 1912; to the Committee 
bia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of | on Accounts. 





Columbia. By Mr. HOLLAND: Resolution (H. Res. 54) authorizing the 
by Mr, BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 2960) to allow Saturday after- | Doorkeeper of the House to appoint an attendant for the ladies’ 

hoon for rest to all Government employees; to the Committee | reception room; to the Committee on Accounts. 

on Labor. By Mr. CARTER: Resolution (H. Res. 55) authorizing ap- 
by Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 2961) to provide for the 


pointment of janitors to committees; to the Committee on 
terms and places of holding district court of the United States | Accounts. 
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— rRILL: Resolution (H. Res. 56) authorizing the 
vint three laborers, three janitors, and a stenog- 
Journal Clerk; to the Committee on Accounts. 

POU: Resolution (H. Res. 57) authorizing and em- 
.r the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service to make 
n investigations; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


NEELEY: Resolution (H. Res. 58) to print report of 
Trust investigation; to the Committee on Printing. 

YOUNG of North Dakota: Concurrent resolution (H. 
1) providing for the printing of 500,000 additional 
Farmers’ Bulletin No. 513; to the Committee on 


HAYES: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) to provide 
nsportation by sea of men, material, stores, and 
for account of the United States, and of material, 

! ipment for use in the construction or maintenance 
Vanama Canal; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 


l Ist rics, 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) pro- 
pesing an amendment to the Constitution by providing that all 
of section 2 of the fourteenth amendment except its first 
sentence shall be repealed; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 58) proposing to amend 
{he Constitution by repealing the fifteenth amendment; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in 
lieu of paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 of section 1, Article II, providing 
for presidential primaries in the Several States on the same 
day and for more direct presidential elections; to the Committee 
on unection of President, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in lieu of Article 
V thereof, providing for an easier method of amending the Con- 
stitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) to direct and 
empower the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
revoke licenses under certain conditions; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memortal of the Legislature 
of Arizona, urging Congress to enact such legislation as may be 
necessary to vest in the United States the title and possession 
to the home and grave of Thomas Jefferson; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Hawail, 
against the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Utah, urg- 
ing the esteblishment of a national university and a national 
department of education; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Legislature 
of Wisconsin, urging the calling of a convention to propose an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy; to the 
erg on the Judiciary. 

By . FORDNEY: Memorial of the Legislature of Michigan, 
opposing the reduction of the tariff on sugar or wool; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Vv Mr. ‘HOW ELL: Memorial of Legislative Assembly of Utah, 
relative to aid from the Government of the United States for 
industrial education and the inauguration and establishment of 

national university and department of education; to the Com- 
mittee on Edueation. 

Also, memort il of the Legislative Assembly of Utah, memorial- 

g the Members of Congress to enact into law the pending 

o pension | bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘Also memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State of 
Utah, asking ¢ an appropriation of 1,000,000 acres of arid lands 
for the benefit of veterans who performed services in the Indian 
wars of the Territory of Utah and the widows of such veterans 
and for the eaneenent of the public roads of the State of 
Utah; to th ‘ommittee on the Public Lands. 

ty Mr. JOHNS ON of Utah: Memorial of the Legislature of 
Utah, favoring the establishment of a national university and 
department of education at Washington, D. C.; to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Washington, relating to the construction of State roads 
through national forest reserves at the expense of the United 
States : to the Committee on Agriculture. 

B: KXATIN: Memorial of the Legislature of California, 
requesting e United States Congress to authorize and direct 
the post: us avings system to loan its funds to school districts; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Was), 
ton, favoring an intracoastal canal connecting the Straits 
Juan de Fuca with Willapa Bay and the Columbia River: 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Utah, 
ing that 1,000,000 acres of arid land be given to the vet; 
of the Indian wars of the Territory of Utah and to the im) 
ment of the public roads of the State; to the Committ; 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEVY: Memorial of the Legislature of New M: 
urging the prohibition of further withdrawal of the lan 
New Mexico for any purpose whatever, and requestin 
restoration of all lands in the forest reservations of 
Mexico that do not contain merchantable timber; to the « 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and reso! 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 2974) granting an inc: 
of pension to David Neveau; to the Committee on Invalid I’ 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) granting an increase of pensico 
James R. Oldfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) granting an increase of pensi: 
William A. Spencer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2977) granting an increase of pensi: 
Frank Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of 
estate of Thomas F. Swafford, deceased, late of the State o 
Louisiana, for carrying United States mail on route No. s” 
in the State of Louisiana, during the period from Janu: 
1861, to May 31, 1861; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTON: A bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pensi: 
Ada Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 2980) for the relief of 1! 
estate of James E. Morgan, deceased; to the Committee 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R, 2981) for the relief of the estate of \Wil- 
liam J. Sailing, deceased; to the Committee on War Claim 
By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 2982) granting an in 

of pension to Charles Sells; to the Committee on Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) granting a pension to Elizabeth . 
Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2984) ger: 
ing a pension to Hans Hanson; to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) for the relief of Axel Jacobso 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (HL. R. 2986) granting a )» 
to James M. Ledbetter; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) granting a pension to Mary W 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) granting a pension to D. A. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) granting a pension to Lee Fr 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2990) granting a pension to Mary ‘ 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) granting a pension to Na 
Kirby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) granting a pension to And: 
Tiullett; to the Committee on Inavlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2993) granting a pension to P. J. &: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) granting a pension to W. K. * 

1; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Dani 
Youngblood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2996) granting a pension to Seborn 
sett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) granting a pension to Dan 
Norwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Lawso! 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) granting a pension to Posey Do! 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) granting a pension to Robert 
Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to John H. Pe} 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) granting a pension to Samu 
Minor; to the Committee on Pensions, 











an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 3025) granting a pension to 
George W. Sanders; to the Committee on Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HB. R. 8026) granting a pension to George F. 
Sibert: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 3027) granting a pension to 
James A. Ceyne; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8028) granting a pension to 
John T. Rossee; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3029) granting a pension 
to Susan Querry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3080) granting a pension to Mary BE. Bar- 
ber; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8031) granting a pension to Willlam War- 
ner, alias Samuel Mee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to John W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3083) granting an increase of pension to 
1 F. Wortman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 3084) granting an increase of pension to 
W m R. Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\iso, a bill (HL. R. 8085) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) granting an increase of pension to 
sAward S. Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sf » a bill (H. R. 3037) granting an increase of pension to 
vs | C. Baswell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Aliso, a bil) (EL R. 3088) to correct the military record of 
Piatoff P. Bush; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A'so., a bill (H. R. 3039) to correct the military record of Jesse | 
J. ene to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, 2 bill (HL. R. 3040) for the removal of restrictions from 


all the lands of Sarah Hair; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
» Also, a bill (H. R. 3041) to carry into effect findings of the 
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a bil! (11. R. 3003) granting a pension to William FF. | Court of Claims in the cases of Char! AD and Charles 
I . t] Committee on Pensions. M. Campbell; to the Committee on Claims 
o. a bill (H. R. 3004) granting a pension to Alexander | By Mr. FLOOD of Virgi: 4 bil I. R. 2042) for the ad- 
J - to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. judication and determination of t] arising under joint 
; «. a bill (HL R. 8005) granting a pension to Henry C. Fes lution of July 14, 1870, authorizing the Px ‘ Gen 
r to the Committee on Pensions. eral to continue in use in the posta! serv lar P ' 3 
~ sico a bill (H. R. 8006) granting a pension to Jacob L. | combined postmarking and stamp-canc z d > ‘nts 
T mer: to the Committee on Pensions. | or otherwise; to the Committee on the Vost Of d Dost 
. a bill CH. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to | Roads. 
] M. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. ty Mr. GALL AG Hf rR: A bill (A. R. 3043) granting a mn 
so. a bill (H. R. 8008) granting an increase of pension to | to William W. Hartigan; to the Committee on Invalid P : 
v m Wells; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3044) granting a pension to Luke Co 
o. a bill (CH. R. 3009) granting an increase of pension to | dron; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 
j L. Reid; to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. GERRY: A bill (H. R. 3045) granting an increase of 
o, a bill (H. R. 8010) granting an increase of pension to pension to James L. Spencer; to the Committee on | ilid Pen- 
I 1 H. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Sions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 8011) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 8046) granting an increase of 1 ion to 
i ha J. Russell; to the Committee on Pensions. Ellen M. Cutler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
, a bill (H. R. 3012) for the relief of Jesse J. Kennedy; Also, a bill (H. = 3047) granting an increase of pension to 
t » Committee on Claims. Dlizabeth A. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
o. a bill (H. R. 8013) for the relief of Nathan Whitaker; Also, a bil a R. 3048) granting an increas pension to 
t » Committee on War Claims, Hannah B. Crowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
; o, a bill (H. R. 8014) for the relief of the heirs of A. M. By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 3049) for the 
i nm: to the Committee on War Claims. relief of the heirs of Sarah Winter; to the ¢ ittee on War 
Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 3015) for the relief of | Claims. a 
‘ s and receivers of the United States land offices of the Also, a bill (H. R. 3050) for the relief of the heirs of Peter 
of Ka ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. | Pope, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr, CAMERELS.: &. MIM..(2h SUNG) te Ga ee) ne ee CE See) See the relied of Jen Beewns to te 
I S roo nha ti an a firn ae . ommittee on Var Claims. 
vaatiengy ow and the firm of S. J. Greenbaum; to the Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) for the rellef of Rebecca Walthall, 
so, a bill (H. R. 3017) for the relief of the estate of James | W'd0w, and the heirs of John Walthall, deceased; to the Com- 
, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. ~ ” beh ey Ke, ¢ eee: Se ; ° Neat} 
, & bill (H. R. 3018) for the relief of the fiscal court of | , “Wea. oy A CES. B. 2008) for the relief of heirs of Nathaniel 
Bourbon County, Ky.; to the Committee on War Claims. 8. Word; to the Committee on War Claims. __ 
30, a bill (H. R. 8019) for the relief of Lexington Lodge, Also, a bill (H. R. 304) to correct cae mil! rary ecord of 
No. 1, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Lexington, Ky., Jesse L. —— - the C aay ittee on Military At — 

| the Grand Lodge Ancient Free and Accepted Masons of the AiO, & a (CH. R. 3055) to correct the military record of 
State of Kentucky ; to the Committee on War Claims. sag nag Coyle; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a DI) (CH. R. 8020) to carry into effect the findings of Also, a bill (EI. R. 3066) to carry int« efhes t the findings of the 
the Court of Claims in the claim of George E. Johnson, adniints- Court of Claims in the case of Joseph H. Bean, administrator of 
trator of the estate of Leo L. Johnson, deceased; to the Com- eee of Joseph Bean, deceased; to the Commilice on War 
I >on "* P bt j ~ sae a. 
why Mr. CARY: A bill (HL R. 2021) for the relief of the Mu-| By Mr. GRTEST: A bill (H. R. 2057) granting an increase of 
. . Structural Steel Co. : to the Committee on Claims. pension to John W. Rudy; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Me CEL = le a ae atin sions. 
a Wilaay Neher tothe Committes on Gaiman |, BEME, HARDWICK: A OI (HR. 9052) granting a pension 

4} ; ar . > Oo hopert L.. es oad o the Committee on Pensions. 
th so, a bill (HL B. ‘9028) for the relies of x. R. Sandlin; to Also, a bill (H. R. 3059 ) granting a pension to J. L. Bailey; 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3024) to remove the charge of desertion to the Pe oe = Pensions. : s : a 
f the military record of James E. Dickerson and grant him Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) granting a pension to William J, 


Whitfield; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3061) granting a pension to Milo Le Seur; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3062) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wells; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3063) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlie L. Pennington; to ‘the Committee on daa sions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) for the relief of Eu » J. O'Connor 


and J. B. Schweers; to the Committee on Claims. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 3065) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Larr, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) for the relief of heirs of Eli Frasuer; 
| to the Committee on War- Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3067) for the relief of the heirs of Larkin 
Nash, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) for the relief of the heirs of Russell 
W. Johnson; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3069) for the relief of the estate of Willis 
Ramsey; to the Committee on War C! s. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) for the relief of estate of William 
Brantley Ryle, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief of M Mary W. 
| Bafley, W. A. Jordan, Mrs. M. EB. Turlington, d | n J 
| Jordan, heirs of Ephram J. Jordan, sr., deceased; to Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HAYES: A bil (H. R. 8072) for i of the 
| claimants to the Coppinger grant, in the count Ss \i - 
State of California, and all | other persons cl t ) Dor- 
tions of said grant by mesne conveyan : n Cop- 
pinger; to the Committee on the P I 
Ry Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. BR ) gra ng an ise 
of pension to Margaret Wiun; to the ¢ iittee on Pensions 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Washingt : A bill (HL. R. 3074) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Boyhan; to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 
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By Mr 


crease of 


Ohio: A 
pension to George 
valid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 
Robert R. Campbell; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 


bill (H. R. 3075) granting an in- 
Werley; to the Committee on In- 


KEY of 


3076) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3077) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Hickman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon FE. Foust; to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert McGhee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3080) for the 
relief of William S. Rote; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 3081) granting a pension to 
Herman Grasse; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) granting a pension to 
Kampo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30883) granting a pension to Adam Reu- 
land; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) granting a pension to 
Huckins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) granting a pension to Virginia M. 
Gaspard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) granting a pension to Caroline Lan- 
genkamp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) granting an increase of pension to 
I'rancis M. Mullins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) for the relief of Nels A. Nelson; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief of John Dombroski; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3090) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Conrad Stark; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, 


James H. 


Carlota 


a bill (H. R. 8091) to remove the charge of desertion 


standing against John G. Day; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A Dill (H. R. 3092) granting a pension to 
James H. George; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3093) granting a 
pension to John Brecker; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 3094) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Bomboy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3095) granting a pension claim to Robert M. 
MeCormick: to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3096) granting a pension to William H. 
Klinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3097) granting an increase of pension to 
Elins Fenstermaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) granting an increase of pension to 
George Showers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3099) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Zimmerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H, R. 3100) granting | 


a pension to Daniel S. Gilbert; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 3101) granting a 
pension to Neda 8S. Thornton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3102) granting a pension to Patrick A. 
Galvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) granting a pension to Cornelius 
Conly, alias Cornelius Conley or Cornelius Connelly; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 3104) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Haddock; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SLONS., 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 3105) granting 
a pension to James H, German; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3106) granting a pension to Nathan W. 
Willcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) granting a pension to Jefferson Pen- 
nington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3108) granting a pension to Marilla A. 
Castle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8109) granting a pension to Hester A. 
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) granting a pension to James M. 
Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3111) granting a pension to Frances C. 
Bates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Angeline G. 
Kee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3118) granting a pension to Louis See- 
berger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3114) granting a pension to Tho; 
Corey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3115) granting a pension to Clemen: 
Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 8116) granting a pension to Franc 
Perfect; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to Andrew 3 
Legg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 3118) granting a pension to 
Friedlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3119) granting a pension to Henry | 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3120) granting a pension to Margar I. 

srewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8121) granting a pension to Jol 
Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3122) granting a pension to Bennet{ s 
Musser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) granting a pension to William \ 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) granting a pension to Andrew Pie) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3125) granting a pension to Ann J») 
trayer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3126) granting a pension to M: ry E 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3127) granting a pension to Maggie F& 
Middlecoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) granting a jiension to Eliza J 
Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) granting a pension to Ede: 
Dailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) granting a pension to Myrtle We) 
ster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3131) granting a pension to Roly 
Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) granting a pension to Edward 4. 
Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) granting a pension to Louis MM, 
Fee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting a pension to Priscilla 
McCarty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) granting a pension to Mary D. 
Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3136) granting a pension to Mag: \, 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting a pension to Peter I. 
Weasel; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R.- 3188) granting a pension to Jesse 1D. 
McGee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) granting a pension to Addie MeGin 
nis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8140) granting a pension to John Schneider; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to Charles Glyck- 
herr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) granting a pension to Martin L. Van 
Buren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3148) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane K. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 3144) gra 
an increase of pension to William Hix; to the Commiiire on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3145) granting an increase of pension io 
Isabella Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Rader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) granting an increase of pension to 
James Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3148) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant H. Ripley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3149) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston Woodmansee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. McCann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3151) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman E. Hadley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3152) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Smyers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3153) granting an increase of pension (0 
John Swem; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah R. Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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. a bill (HW. R. 3155) granting an ise of pension to | 
( Alfor » the ¢ i >on Invalid Pensions. 
ib (H. R. 3156) gra ! in increase of pension to 
R. Hoope to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a bill (H. R. 3157) granting an increase of pension to 
ol » the Ce ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
a (H.R 5) granting an incr f pension to 
l Cc. Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
» al (H. R. 3159) granting an increase of pension to 
der J to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a bill (H. R. 3160) granting an increase of pension to | 
P. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. | 
. a bili (1H. R. 3161) granting an increase « f pension to | 
\ m D. McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
a bill (H. R. 8162) granting an increase of pension to 
He n H. Bockhorst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
a bill (H. R. 2163) granting an increase of pension te | 
h A. Baysinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
. a bill CH. R. 3164) granting an increase of pension to 
J P. McClarey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
; bill (Hi. R. 3165) granting an increase of pension to | 
] s BE. Barker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 3166) granting an increase of pension to | 
‘ Leeds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus H. Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, bill (H. R. 8168) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus W. Donnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 3169) granting an increase of pension to 


Stephen Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3170) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus Buxton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


‘Iso, a bill (H. R. 3171) granting an increase of pension to 


Willshier S. Hawley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8172) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Monroe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 31738) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Morrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3174) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Cable; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Romine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3176) granting an increase of pension 


James M. Blakeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Mecham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensjons, 


Aliso, a bill (H. R. 3178) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Sherer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 3179) granting an increase of pension 
Charles Devance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of pension 
Wyatt Botts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Castleberry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus P. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3183) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Crum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting an increase of pension 
James Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) granting an increase of pension 
James Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3186) granting an increase of pension 
mes W. Lucas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


to 


to 
to 


to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting an increase of pension to 
John Fulgreat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Odell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Ragsdale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3190) granting an inerease of pension to 
William Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3191) granting an increase of pension to 


Catherine F, Edsall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3193) granting an increase of pension to 
Lo is Remliatte; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (HL R. 3194) granting an increase of pension to 
William Starry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Also, a bill (HL. R. 3195) granting an increase of pension to 
George G. Fraim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
mn a bill (H. R. 3196) granting an increase of pension to 
‘lary D. Sheeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


noses LC CLL 


Also, a bill (HL R. i) 
C. E. Kenney; to the ¢ 

, a | (H. | ; ) 
VW bn H i¢ \ { 

so, a | ee un) to 
S: l s Vye: f 
aT th ‘ 
Sci re hh 1 i 

\ | ( ] ) 
( a I I » (% n I | 

\ , & ee I a? ill 
D °C, J t ( ( | ‘ 

Also | H. rR 2053 ) g i I 
Hiram F. ] el o the eon I 1] 

Also, a bill (H. 204) a I to 
John W. J to the ¢ 1 

Also, a b (Il. R. 3205) 2 g an inere m to 
Willism W lo: t he ¢ I 1 

Also. a bill (HH. R ~U6) gI - an | ) 
John M- Miller; to the Committe: Inva I’ 

Also, bill (H. R. 8207) grant ¢ an i . ey te 
Benet Messer: to the Committee on Invalid | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) gran in | rs | ) 
Richard Strother; to the Commit ym Iny d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3209) granting an ens f | to 
Orange Scott Cummins: to the nittee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3210) granting an I » of pension to 
James L. Saling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) for the relief of Howard V. Hinckley, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3212) for the relief of W im Redder; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3213) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Richard Corner; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3214) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Gilbert Acklen; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Shir ey; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 8216) for the relief of Mary E. Phillips: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Munson, alias W m 
Morgan, and grant him an honorable discharge: to the ¢ } 
mittee on Military Affairs 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3218) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Asa Morgan, alias William H. Fran 
cis, and grant him an honorable discharge; to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) to remove the charge of de y 
from the military record of Charles H. Mattoon, alias ¢ rie 
H. Waters, and grant him an honorable discharge; to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, bill (H. R. 3220) 


a oon to remove the charge of desertion 

against William J. Morris; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3221) to remove the charge of d ‘rtion 
against James M. Neal; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3222) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Cyrus McCue; to the Commitee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) to remove the charge of deser'ion 
against Marion A. Salmons; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3224) to remove the charge o ese on 
against Jacob Mull; to the Commit'ee on Military Aff 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) to remove the charge of de tion 
from the military record of Richard Dove and grant bim an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Aff 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3226) to remove the churge of desertion 
from the military record of Alonzo Northrup d grant him an 
honorable discharge ; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) to remove the charge of desertion 


against Rowland H. Hilton; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) for the relief of the dow and 
heirs of William K. Morrow, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Wi m A. Lowe; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3230) fer the relief of 1 Donnelly ; 


to the Committee on War Clai: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3231) for the i 1 fF 
to the Committee on War C! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) for the relief of J 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Kads; 


Nickell; 
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Also, a Dil OH. R. 8233) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Ernst and grant him an honor- 
able discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8234) to correct the military record of 
Willinin H. MeKown and grant him an honorable discharge; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3235) granting 
an increase of pension to G. W. Staats; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3236) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert C. Stanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3237) granting an increase of pension to 
Otillie Buzzard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 32388) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Johnson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3239) granting a pension to Lyman E. Tib- 
bitts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8240) granting a pension to Elsie M. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. } 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3241) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Burson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3242) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3248) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3244) granting an increase of pension 
sailey Spivey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3245) granting an increase of pension 
Charles W. Botkin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3246) granting an increase of pension 
Sue N. Inness; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3247) granting an increase of pension 
Andrew J. Barker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3248) granting an increase of pension 
Francis M. Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) granting an increase of pension 
Mary FE. Reder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting an increase of pension 
George O. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3251) granting an increase of pension 
Robert Harris: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) granting an increase of pension 
Martin Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3258) granting an increase of pension 
Jacob C. Rennaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3254) granting an increase of pension 
Jonathan Colyar;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 3255) granting an increase of 
pension to B. F. Morland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3256) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Rankin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3257) granting a pension to Ella Betsey 
Perry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. J. I. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Lyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3259) granting a pension to Robert F. 
Tietz: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3260) granting an increase of pension to 
John MeMahon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3261) for the relief of David Walker; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3262) for the relief of the minor nephews 
of Owen F. Solomon, first lieutenant, Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3263) for the relief of Jasper J. Henry; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) for the relief of certain officers of 
the Second Regiment Louisiana Volunteer Cavalry; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 3265) granting a pension to 
Catharine Slocum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 3266) for the relief of Maj. 
Horace P. Williams; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 3267) granting an increase 
of pension to David T. Manor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3268) authorizing the payment of a claim 
to Tolivar B. Clark; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8269) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Baughman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3270) for the relief of Oren H. Kunce; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3271) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary T. Parrish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3272) granting a pension to J. L. Jones; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3273) granting a pension to Bettie Br, 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3274) granting a pension to Joseph sj, 
art; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3275) granting a pension to Albert \j 
Geiger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3276) granting an increase of pensi: 
Robert L. Chick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8277) granting an increase of pensi 
Oscar Knott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3278) for the relies 
Thomas R. Mason; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) for the relief of the estate of G, 
Patterson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 3280) granting 
crease of pension to Christian C. Ellingson; to the Committ. 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) granting an increase of pensi 
James B. Whaley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3282) for the relief of A. R. Butle 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 3283) « 
ing an increase of pension to Kate Colver; to the Com 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3284) graniing 
a pension to August Jobst; to the Committee on Invalid Po 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3285) granting a pension to Marilla Lee 
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) granting a pension to Mitilde Kk. 
Schiffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 3287) granting a pension to Mary Dow 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3288) granting a pension to Regina bk), 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3289) granting a pension to Louis Rond 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3290) granting a pension to Walter II. 
Davies; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3291) granting a pension to Ole Hamrey; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3292) granting an increase of pension t 
Frederick Hester; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3293) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Moran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3294) for the relief of Lydia Mahoney; | 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of John I. Conroy 
others; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) for the relief of the McBride hh: 
tric Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3297) for the relief of William M. O'Keefe; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of Herman W. 
Reichow; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3299) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Edwards 
Simonton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3300) for the relief of the Minnesot: «& 
Ontario Power Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3301) for the relief of R. B. Whitacre & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3802) for the relief of Lucius P. Ordway, 
trustee for the creditors of the Dwyer Plumbing & Heating (0.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3303) to correct the military record 0! 
Charles Kostohryz; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3304) to correct the military record of 
Andrew J. Weidle; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3305) directing the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to credit and settle an account of Maj. George Il. 
Penrose; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3306) grantins 
an increase of pension to Charles Wilson; to the Committee 0! 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 3807) granting a pension 
to Julia F. Roraback; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3308) granting a pension to Ralph EP. Ilen 
derson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 3309) for the relief of Ernes' 
C. Stahl; to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 3310) granting a pension 
Minerva Ann Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) granting a pension to Martell: M. 
George; to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3312) granting a pension to Henry M. Fer 
gay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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\Iso, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting a pension to Eugene P. Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Association, New 
Twiford; to the Committee on Pensions. York, N. Y., protesting against the placing of duty on whol 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3314) granting a pension to Aubrey P. | spices; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Lawrence; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, petition of E. H. Van Ingen & Co., New York. N. Y.. rela- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8815) granting a pension to James E. | tive to the framing of the administrative sections of the pro 
Hooks; to the Committee on Pensions. posed new tariff law; to the Committee on Ways 1 Means 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3816) granting an increase of pension to| Also, petition of the Citrus Protective League of Calit rnia, 
Civde C. Elkins; to the Committee on Pensions. protesting against the placing of lemons on the fr - to the 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3317) to correct the military record of | Committee on Ways and Means. 

Tames M. Wright; to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, petition of the Pfister & Vogel Leather Co., Milwaukee. 

By Mr. WITHERSPOON: A bill (H. R. 3818) for the relief | Wis., favoring the passage of legislation making a red n of 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Decatur, Miss.; | the duty on leather; to the Committee on Ways and Me 

, the Committee on War Claims. Also, petition of the Washington Park Zoological Society, Mi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3319) for the relief of the trustees of the | waukee, Wis., favoring the passage of section 43S of the new 
Saveville Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Sageville, Lau- | tariff law, to prohibit the importation of feathers of wild birds 
derville County, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. for commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, a bill (EH. R. 3320) for the relief of the trustees of | Also, petition of the Milwaukee Mirror and Art Glass Works, 
Evergreen Lodge, No. 77, Free and Accepted Masons, of De- | Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against any reduction in the pres 

tur. Miss.: to the Committee on War Claims. | ent tariff on stained glass; to the Committee on Ways and 

Bs CS Means. : 
PETITIONS, ETC. Also, petition of the E. C. Kropp Co., Milwaukee, Wis., pro- 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | testing against any reduction of the tariff on view post cards; 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of E. E. Elliott and 938 Also, petition of the Prairie du Chien Woolen Mill Co., favor- 

other citizens of the following cities in the State of Cali- | ing the passage of a higher rate of duty than the proposed 30 
fornia: Anaheim, Alvarado, Artesia, Betteravia, Blanco, Buena | to 35 per cent on manufactured woolens; to the Committee on 
Vista, Casmalia, Castroville, Chino, Compton, Concord, Garden | Ways and Means. 
Grove, Gilroy, Gonsales, Guadaloupe, Harris Station, Hollister, Also, petition of the New York Life Insurance Co., New York, 
Iiynes, Huntington Beach, King City, Salinas, Santa Barbara, | protesting against the passage of the income tax on life insur- 
San Luis Obispo, Santa Maria, San Juan, San Francisco, Sar- | ance policies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

t, Spreckels, Soledad, Lompoc, Los Angeles, Los Alamitos, Also, petition of Atkin, Kroll & Co., protesting against the 


Orley, Monterey, Meridian, Pasadena, Pleasanton, Puente, Moss 
Landing, Oxnard, Leng Beach, Moss, Talbert, Watsonville, 
Whittier, and Spence, all protesting against the proposed reduc- 
tion of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BREMNER: Petition of the Forstmann & Huffmann 
, Passaic, N. J., protesting against placing raw wool on the 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of Rev. H. Ridgly Robinson, 
of Pitman, N. J., and the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Glassboro, N. J., favoring the passage of legislation 
requiring the closing of the gates on Sundays during the entire 
Panima Exposition; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

iy Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of sundry busi- 
ness men of Clear Lake, Bryant, Bushnell, Raymond, Elrod, 
Henry. Clarke, Doland, Hitchcock, Dempster, Huron, Arlington, 
Bancroft, White, Stockholm, Bonilla, Wolsey, Toronto, Tulare, 


? 


Crandon, Frankfort, Redfield, Aurora, Volga, Bruce, Elkton, 
Estelline, Big Stone, Bookings, Ramona, Vienna, Hazel, Willow 
Lake, Castlewood. Brandt, Manchester, Oldham, Erwin, and 


Reville, favoring the passage of legislation compelling concerns 
selling goods direct to the consumer by mail to contribute their 
portion of the funds for the development of the local community, 
inty, and State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of sundry business men of Cull- 
man, Ala., favoring the passage of legislation to require concerns 
selling goods direct to the consumer by mail to contribute their 
portion of the funds in the development of the local community, 
county, and State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CARY: Petitions of the Nordbery Manufacturing Co., 
Milwaukee, Wis.; the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, by 
D. W. Carmiachael, chairman, and S. Glenn Andrus, secretary; 
the Sacramento Valley Development Association, by O. H. 
Miller, secretary; and of J. E. Ayer and 1,000 other citizens of 
the State of California, protesting against reduction of the 
tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. T. Girmscheid, Milwaukee, Wis., favoring 
the elimination in the new tariff bill of the duty on importa- 
tions of common clay pipes in cases; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade, 
Lancaster, Pa., protesting against any change of the present 
tariff duty with reference to Philippine tobacco and cigars; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Woolen and 
Worsted Manufacturers, New York, N. Y., and the Carded 
Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, protesting against the re- 
oe ef the tariff on wool; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co., New York, N. Y., 
protesting against the reduction of tariff on brushes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


ral 















placing of a duty on vanilla beans; 
and Means. 


to the Committee on Ways 


By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co., New 
York, protesting against the reduction of tariff on brushes: to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Life Insurance Co., protest- 


ing against the enactment of the proposed income tax on life 
insurance policies; to the Committee on Ways and Mean 

Also, petition of the Eppinger & Russel Co. Creosoting Works, 
New York, protesting against the placing of a duty on creosote 
oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the C. H. Parsons Co., New York, protesting 
against the proposed tariff on burlap and jute bags; to the Con 
mittee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of Wilson Bohannan (Inc.), New Orleans, La 
protesting against any reduction of the duty on sugar; to tl 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Carded Woolen Manufacturers’ Associa 


r 


1e 


tion and the American Association of Woolen and Worsted 
Manufacturers, protesting against the placing of wool on the 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Federal Button Co., Newark, N. J., pro- 


testing against the proposed duty on vegetable ivory nuts; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. DILLON: Petition of sundry business men of Alpena, 


Letcher, Lane, Woonsocket, Wessington, Loomis, and Mitchell, 
all of South Dakota, favoring the passage of legislation com 
pelling concerns selling goods direct to the consumer by mail to 
contribute their portion of a fund for the development of the 
local community, county, and State; to the Committee on Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Charles Luce, favoring the 
passage of legislation providing for the retirement of old and 
infirm civil-service employees; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Hon. John F. Hurley and 
other citizens of Salem, Mass., favoring the passage of legis- 
lation to repeal the clause in the Panama Canal act exempting 
American coastwise shipping from payment of tolls; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the New England Conference of Cigar Makers, 
protesting against any reduction of the duty on imported 
cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New England Conference of Cigar Makers, 
protesting against any increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New England Conference of Cigar Makers, 
protesting against the passage of legislation levying a uniform 
duty of $1 a pound on all imported tobacco; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Jonathan Brown, jr., Mass., and 
Messrs. Hazen B. Goodrich & Co., Haverhill, Mass., protesting 
against the passage of any legislation making a reduction in 
the tariff on shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GERRY: Petition of the Embreaso Club, Rush Light 
Club, Audubon Society of Rhode Island, Rhode Island Hum 


Ss. 


Salem, 


ne 
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37, to reguinte the preper « 
in the District of Columbia; 
t of Columbia. 
By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: 
ib of Gering, Nebr., protesti 


Petition of 
g¢ against the p 
bservance of Sunday 
to the Committee on 


protest 
st 
Petition of the C 
ic against the 7 
tion reducing the duty on sugar; to the Committee on 
Means 

\lso, petition of sundry residents of the towns of Ainsworth, 
Valentine, Wood! Bassett, Longe Pine, Chadron, 
Springs, and Gordon, all in the sixth congressional district 
favoring the p ace of pelling con- 

to the consumer by mail to contribute 
their portion of the funds for the development of the local 
munity, county, and State; the Committee on Interst 
Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Ministers’ Asso- 
ciation of Shenandonh, Pa., favoring the passege of legislation 
to regulate the hours of Isbor in continuons-working plants of 
the United States: to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, Il, 
protesting agninst the change of tariff duty on boots and shoes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ry Mr. McGILLIct DDY: Petition of 1.461 shoe workers 
other citizens of Auburn, Me., protesting against the re 
of tariff on boots to the Committee 

ins, 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of the Railway Business Association, 
favoring the passage of legisintion for the adoption of a national 
budget means of regulating the expenditures 
of the National Gevernment; to the Committee 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tebacco Board of Trade, 
Lancaster, Pa., protesting against the passage of legislation ad- 
mitting Philippine tobacco free of duty; to the Com 
Ways and Means, 

petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, of 
Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation making an 
immediate reform in the present banking system of the United 
States: to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co., New York, pro- 

testing against the reduction of the duty on brushes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Iso, petition of the Ogdensburg Business Men’s Association, 
Ogdensburg, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation making 
the duty on mannfactured articles in proportion to that on raw 
material; to the Conmumittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. C. Morse, of Cleveland, N. Y., protesting 
against the passage of legislation placing a tax on life insur- 
ance policies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Association, pro- 
testing against the passage of the proposed duties on spices; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of the exeentive committee of the 
Massachusetts Weman’s Christian Temperance Union, citizens 
of greater Boston and vicinity, and members ef the Massachu- 
setts Institute of Fechnology, favoring the repeal of the clause 
in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise ship- 
ping frem the payment of tells or the arbitration ef the ques- 
tion at issue wit ! sh Government; to the Committee on 
Interstate and 1 Commeree 

iy Mr. POWERS (b q ty}: Petition ef certain citizens 
of Sanisville, K ring the prssege of section 438 of the 
new tariff law tation of feathers of wild 
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birds for 
Me 
By Mr. SCULLY: 
J., favorir 
n palm-kern: 


tha in tl 


commercial use; to the Committee on Ways a 
ion S. Scobey, Long Bra 
to bring about a d 
resoever produced ot 
low all 
; to the Committee on Ways 
the Hallock-Denton of Newark, N, 
against the proposed 50 cents per pound duty 
ans; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
tition of the Central Railroad Co. of New J 
against the proposed per cent duty on coa 
the Committee Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. ©. SMITH: Petition of 26 residents of (; 
er, Mich., protesting against the reduction of the tariff 
s; to the Con ttee on Ways and Means. 
y Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of the Ai; 
ris Neville Co. and the W, A, Plummer Manufacturing ‘ 
, i Cal., protesting against the passage of | 

» duty on jute bags and burlaps at 25 per « 

on Ways and Means. 

sO, petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, | 
eles, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation freeing f: 
American ships engaged in the coastwise trade p:s 
the Panama Canal, and opposed to submitting the 
to arbitration; to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the United Hatters of North America, Li 
No. 22, Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against the passage of 
islation reducing the tariff on hats; to the Committee on W: 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Robinson Hardware Co., Gilroy, (: 
H. S. Manheim, Pope & Talbot, Carl Raiss & Co., F. S. John: 
Co., Langley & Michaels Co., Columbia Steel Co., all of 
Francisco, Cal.; Akerman & Tuffley, North San Piego, Cal.; : 
H. Hackfelt & Co., Honolulu, Hawaii, protesting against 
reduction of present tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Wa 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Bemis Bros. Bag. Co., of San Francis 
Frank P. MeFadden, of Blanco: Fred Koch and 10 other c¢ 
zens of Artesia; William H. Sands, of Casmalia; John 
Colin, of Garden Grove; D. L. Allen and 1 other citizen 
Los Angeles: M. D. Moore, of Buena Vista; Mrs. William 
Bradly and 7 other citizens of Betteravia; H. C. Lawrence, of 
Anaheim; J. G. Parsons, of Talbert; E. E. Norton and 3 
o her eitizens of Long Beach; D. Burr, jr., and 2 other citi 
of Sargent; BE. V. Saunders & Sons, of Lompoe; Fred Rey: 
and 15 other citizens of Spreckels; J. C. Talkenberg and 21 
other citizens of King City; D. U. Copeland and 1 other citi 
zen of Hynes; H. J. Sommer and 8 other citizens of Gonzales; 
Fred Johnson, of El Monte; H. H. Harris, jr., of Harris S' 
tion: T. S. Hawkins and 1 other citizen of Hollister; C. R. 
Graf and 1 other citizen of Puente; Dolores M. Allen and 
other citizens of Monterey; John Seundder, jr.. and 1 
other citizen of Moss Landing; Con Donovan, of Nipon 
¢. J. Hobson, of Orby; Felix Frizoyen and 7 other citizen: 
Spence; Charles K. Tuttle and 1 other citizen of Pacific Gi 
D. J. Watson and 8 other citizens of Guadalupe; Frank Dow 
and 1 other citizen of San Juan; F. B. Travers and 1 other « 
zen of San Francisco; Sam T. Graham, of Pasadena; I. E. 
Vanghan, of Whittier: J. T. Stockton, of Santa Ana; Bernardo 
Viegas and 8 other citizens of Coneord; John E. White and 
16 other citizens of Gilroy; E. P. Albertson and 22 other ¢ 
zens of Meridian; H. E. Pheysey and 74 other citizens of 
Chino; David Lewty and 55 other citizens of Santa Mal 
Enos D. Prentice and 30 other citizens of Oxnard; H 
Little and 20 other citizens of Huntington Beach; EF. Ber 
dict and 22 other citizens of Pleasanton; E. S. Harvey and ‘5 
other citizens of Alvarado; J. C. Larson and 19 other citizens 
of Castroville; R. L. Angell and 39 other citizens of Compton; 
Neils BE. Hansen and & other eitizens of Salinas; W. J 
MeClary and 41 other citizens of Los Alamitos; W. L. Wiley 
and 39 other citizens of Soledad; and J. A. Norriss and 38 other 
citizens of Watsonville, all in the State of California, protest- 
ing against the proposed reduction of the present tariff on 
sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of the board of supervisors of tl 
county of Fulton, N. Y., protesting against the passing of pro- 
posed legislation relative to the glove industry; to the Commit 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Paul Lennule, of Schenectady, N. Y., protest- 
ing against the enactment of the preposed income tax on /1ie 
insurance policies; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of W. B. Charles, of Amsterdam, N. Y.. protest- 
ing against the enactment of the propesed income tax on insul- 
ance policies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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| 
SENATE. There being no objection, the resolutiou w referred to 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
7 *7 7 i i ‘ ‘ ‘ 
Monpay., Ap ue 27, 1913. as follows: 
Praver by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. ” ; = a reported in 
Joun W. Weeks, a Senator from the State of Massachusetts r duced 10 7 nts per > ; ana ' ' 
eared in his seat to-day. | are to be adr d fre i nd t 
i 5 . o mm dnet ‘ . . 
he Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and oducts is to in d 1 
; wv eas t idmission of f id o 1 ' 
{ roved. t will, in flex m , ’ 
r : rTL ER * ‘ is the price of wh t tot ice! i 
er ee ee ee is not apparent that Cong ontet 0 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | . which will in 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a Whine ae@ fects prodects with ouch maternally teaaced 
lution of the Sth insiant, photostat copies ot all papers, cor Therefore be it 
espondence, rulings, permits (without maps), etc., of the record | Resolved by the Senate of the State of Minnesota, That we 
he War Department pertaining to the construction of danis 1 7 ae ot iction of Congress reducing the tariff on w 
i . . . ' ° * . : o er irm ireducts 
( servoirs by private parties in the Cheat and New Rivers. in I 
SF _ — Se : . . F . STATE OF MINNESOTA, I islative Denartment g: 
Virginia and West Virginia, which, on motion of Mr. NELSON, | I, ¢ rze W. Peacl f f the § , M 
* . 1 ‘ : | « ‘ reoOT Re reacney, secretary o ‘ eer te of t state f mneé 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee | cota fer the thirty-eizhth ses A fo ne fe A. 2 
on Commerce and ordered to be printed. carefully ¢ voing paper writing \ . 
n of th e, oduced on the Sth day of April. 1 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. Senator George H. Sullivan, and that the same is a ¢ ane canter 
: ‘ ; copy thereof. 
Mr. PAGE. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of Geo. W. PEACHEY 
Vermont. favoring the so-called Francis amendment to section Secretary of the 
1747 of the Revised Statutes relating to the attachment of pen- Mr. NELSON presented a memorial! of the Joseph Ullmann Co., 
ns of United States soldiers and sailors under any legal or | of New York, N. Y., remonstrating against placing a duty on 
equitable process. I ask that the joint resolution be read and | raw furs, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. WORKS presented a petition of members of the Heme- 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was read and | steaders’ Irrigation Co., of Rannells, Cal., praying for the enact 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, as follows: ment of legislation providing for the conservation of the waters 
nt resolution relating to a request to the Vermont delegation in | Of the Colorado River, which was referred to the Committee on 
Congress. Commerce. 
Resolved by the senate and house of representatives, That the Ver Mr. GOFF presented a memorial of the National Window 


mont delegation in Congress assembled be informed tn the proper manner | Glass Workers’ Union of Salem, W. Va.. remonstrat 
that it is the sense of the General Assembly of the State of Vermont |, bal ott : . , : sc ai sa ; ta 
t section 4747 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be | ‘ reduction of the duty on window glass, ete, which was 


amend d as proposed by Representative Francis, of Ohio. referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Ing Avuinst 


vo 5 i ' Mr. GRONNA presented a resolution adopted by the Minis 

Cuanes 2 jaa | terial Association of Grand Forks, N. Dak., favoring the enact- 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. } ment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday as a 

Approved February 13, 1913. day of rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
; ALLEN M. FLercuer, Governor. the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

— race op VERMONT He also presented the petition of John Orchard, of Dickinson, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. N. Dak., and a petition of the Grocery Co. of Minot, N. Dak., 


I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolu- | praying for a reduction of the duty on sugar, which were 
tion entitled “ Joint resolution relating to a request to the Vermont | referred to the Committee on Finance. 

vation in Congress,” approved February 13, 1913, as appears by the He als esented : emorial of ea icen ee, 

s and records of this office. e aiso presen « am memorial ¢ mempers oL the Comme al 

Witness my signature and the seal of this office at Montpelier this | Club of Minot, N. Dak., remonstrating against any reduction in 
ith day of March, 1915. oy W.B me the duty on wheat and barley, which was referred to the 

{ SEAL. ] Vecubaneer teak Committee on Finance. 

. wPEPR . Wrese ‘ > 1Y siona hv "harle 

Mr, GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of | ut Set oe the Eeuth Dakote Millen as cine ns 
Goffstown, N. H., and a petition of sundry citizens of Ports- tive to the duty on wheat. I ask that the paper ha nats ed in 
mouth, N, H., praying for the repeal of the clause in the Panama the Recorp and referred to the Committee ome Fin * e 
Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping from the pay- There being no objection, the letter was refe! red to the Cor 
ment of tolls, which were referred to the Committee on Inter- mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recoxp ne 
oceanic Canals. follows: : aT — 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a telegram, in the nature of a joint a 
resolution, adopted by the Legislature of Califernia, which I 
ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee | Hon. THOMAS STERLING, ; 
on Agriculture and Forestry. | waeningten, D. ©. 


m ‘ : : Drar SENATOR: The millers of South Dakota most respectfull nd 
rhere being no objection, the telegram was referred to the urgently call your attention to the new tariff law proposed t : ioe 


8D. & S. W.M.M.C 
Aberdeen, S. Dak., April 1}, 1913. 


be acted 

Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be | by the majority party in Congress as it will affect the milling industry 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: of this State. AS we und rstand the proposed bill, it provide f a 
. tariff of 10 cents per bushel on wheat and 10 per cent ad valorem on 
SACRAMENTO, CAL., April 18, 1913. flour coming from countries that tax American flour but free flour com 

Hon. Groras C, Perkins, Washington, D. C.: | ing from —s that do not br American flour. That means that 
ols , et ot cr our our. ame - mac | ich « I en V 

Pursuant to the provisions of senate joint resolution No. 11, adopted poe nee Mig ong a ay Ae ee s plas saiters A ‘the a a = areal ! - 


by both houses of the California Legislature, I herewith transmit to | we have in the world, can import flour into this country free, while we 
you a copy thereof : have to pay 10 cents per bushel tariff on imported wheat 
“ Whereas a bill, House resolution No. 22871, known as the Lever bill, We protest against this injustice most earnestly. It will practically 
roviding for farm demonstrator under the direction of the col- | result in driving the milling business out of the United States into Can- 
eges of agriculture of the various States of the United States, | ada and England. 
has passed the House of seaureaennns sve in the Congress of the | Note the effect of 10 cents per bushel tariff on wheat. At a dollar per 
I nited States and is now penc ing in the Senate: Therefore be it bushel it means 10 per cent. tut wheat is usually cheape r than $1, and 
Resolved by the senate and assembly jointly, That the legislature | on 90-cent wheat this would be a tax of 11.1 per cent, and on 80-cent 
heartiiy approve all of the provisions in said bill and hereby respect- | wheat a tax of 12.5 per cent, and so on; the cheaper the wheat the 
fully requests our Senators in Congress to vote for and use every hon- | heavier per cent of tax against It. 











erable means to secure the passage of said bill by the Senate of thie | The ad valorem tariff of 10 per cent on flour acts in this same way. 
United States as it passed the House of Representatives, without altera- | A specific tax of 50 cents per barrel on flour would be about the equiva 
ui ‘n or amendment as to benefits provided: Be it lent of 10 cents per bushel on wheat at a dollar a bushel 

t ‘Resolved further, That copies of this resolution be sent by telegraph On the other hand, the English mill, at present prices all around, can 
ee h of the Senators from California in the Congress of the United import wheat from Argentina, pay water transportation to Liverpool, 
a grind it into flour, pay water transportation to New York, Boston, or 
W. N. Parris, | any American seaport, and sell its flour in New York at $3.97) per 
Secretary of the Senate. | Argent while it will cost the American mill to import wheat from 
- Were , Argentina, pay transportation and duty of 10 cents per bushel, $4.41 

. Mr. NELSON, I present a resolution of the Minnesota State | per barrel, one cost of the raw material in both instances 
ee relative to the duty on wheat and other farm products. | — average profit of the American mi!l on flour is about 5 cents per 

el. 


ask that the resolution be printed in the Recorp and referred 


arr 
x s { rg age t tl Live: 001 I ill is 434 “ s ver barre ° 
to the Committee on Finance. But this wdvantag o the pe m 4 4 cents per barrel 


Many of our South Dakota mills ship flour to these eastern cities. 
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» tec ’ " . 
‘r than AN presen a resolution adopt 
our in - . , 


1 than | trade of Hartford, in., favoring the en 
flour | the headquartel ‘or the customs district of 

as referred to th ‘onunittee on Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP pr nted a memorial of sundry 

| neapolis, Minn., rez strating aguinst the ensctment 
lation compellin h rvance Sunday a 
he District of Columbi ic was referred to the 
on the District of Colu ia. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of William Hoope 
other citizens of Manchester; of Conover Fitch and 
citizens of Waltham: and of F. FE. Lane and 147 « 
of Milton, all in the State of 


Massachusetts, praying 
repeal of the clause in the Panama Cernal act exenipt 
can ¢ istwise sl 


ipping from the payment of tolls, whi 


} le 


| referred to the Committee on Interoceanie Canals 
ir. TONES. yy nt a her Ps rans rol bor I’- He slso presented resolutions adopted by the New Ene 
ganizations of n State re ve to , eing tal Hardware Dealers’ Association, favoring the adoption of 1 
looking to an igation of working conditions in the coal] | postage on first-class mail matter, which were referred to 
mines in We gini mo mit the telegrams | “] | Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
to the Committee o lueation and ) Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented petitions of sundry 

The motion was a of Brule, Wis., praying for a reduction of the duty on sg 

Mr. JONES pr ntedar tion : ited by the Citv Ce which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
cil of Spokane. Wash. favoring the ennctment of legislation He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Milw 
viding for the Gover t ownership of a!l telegrap! nd tele- | Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
phone lines, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate | Closing of the gates of the Panama Exposition on S 
Commerce | which were referred to the Committee on Industrial 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of Local Union No. 33, | sitions. 

Cigar Makers’ rnational Union, of Indianapolis, Ind., re- | ELFCTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTF. 
monstrating agai the free admission into the United States | Mr. CRAWFORD. TI present a certified copy of a joint 
of cigars made in the Philippine Islands, which was referred to | lution passed by the Legislature of South Dakota ratif 
the Committee on se proposed amendment to section 3, Article I, of the Consti 

Mr. SMITH of Arizo pres nated a petition of the Chamber of | relating to the manner of electing Senators of the United S 
Commerce of Prescott, Ariz., praying for a reduction of the an- | I ask thet it be printed in the Recorp. 
nual asst t on mining claims, to be expended on the county 
roads leadi » or through the mining districts in which the re- | jie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as fol! 
spective mining claims are lo ated, which was referred to the Strate or SouTH Dak 
Committee MI ss and Mining. D RTMENT Of 

Mr. OLIVE! resent a memorial signed by over 200 em- | Unrrep Starrs or America, State of South Dakota, ss: 
ployees of the Railway Steel Spring Co., of Latrobe. Pa.. pro- I, Frank Glasner, secretary of state of the State of South 

. 5 ae ut : ‘ 5 . o hereby certify ¥ he annexed bill, to wit, joint resolution 

> ig acninst ; duction in the duty on wheels use or rail- | 4 l J fy that t at ; . ul 
testing 4 t a reduct a - q - wheels used for rail- | was duly passed by the 1913 session of the Legislature of the 
Way purposes and on railway tires. It is a very short memo- | south Dakota. 
rial, and I ask that the memorial, but not the signatures, be | In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affi 

wie Ben ties Ee OORD great seal of the State of South Dakota this 16th day of 
printed in ie RECORD. A. D. 1913 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the request? That a memoria] be “Tspau.] — FRANK GLASNER 
prinied in the Krcorp? Secretary of Stat 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from a 

. . . ° Af 8¢ sec ary of Sti 

PeannsVvival i i il ne memoria 2 rinte he ’ . . 2 . 

Pi in lia is that the 1 orial be printed in the ReEcorp, | 4 joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of South 1 
without the hames. ratifying and approving the proposed amendment to the fi: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is there any special reason why it should graph of section 3 of Article I of the Constitution of the | 
be ‘inted in the Recorp? States, and in lieu of so much of paragraph 2 of same sect 
m I _— ; sii L hi ie i ‘ ; It i | relates to the filling of vacancies. 

a OLS oe ; _— there me sts a statement on the part | Whereas the Congress of the United States by a joint rs 
of workingmen of the injury that will be done to them. by the passed June 12, 1911, proposed as an amendment to the fir 
proposed reduction. If the Senator desires—— graph of section 8 of Article I of the Constitution of the U: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will it object States, and in Hieu of so much of paragraph 2 of same s 

er. ee a 2 ee a eee relates to the filling of vacancies, and submitted the same 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the various States for ratification and approval, which said an 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Re ORD, is in words and figures as follows: 
omitting the names, as follows: “The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sei 

LatTropey, Pa,, April 18, 1913 | from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; an 
Hon. Gvorap T. Onrver = ts aeee yo | Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall ha 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. eae. requisite of the most numerous branch of the 

: : ; a sls 2s. 

D1 An Sir We, the undersigned, residents of this State, hereby re- | “When vacancies happen in the representation of any State 
spectfully call your attention to the matter of the proposed reduction | genate, the executive authority of such State shall issue wri 
in the tariff on “ Wheels for railway purposes and parts thereol, etc., | tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of 
os other railway tires or parts thereof, etc.,” now pending before may empower the executive thereof to make temporary app 

onzress, 


. . until the people fill the vacancies by election as the legislatut 
‘he proposed reduction in the tariff on the above-mentioned products | direct. —_ , 


ld seriously affect one of the most important industries as carried “This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the e! 
n by the Railway Steel Spring Co. in the town of Latrobe, and would | or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part 
pe itively result in the cessation of that company’s activities at Latrobe. Constitntion :” 

t is well known to you that the Railway Steel Spring Co. is one of the Now. therefore. be it 
best wage-paying factories in Latrobe, and upon its operation a great Resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dakota (the How 
many workmen and their families depend. Representatives concurring), That the foregoing joint resolution o 
We therefore earnestly petition you to use all honorable means at Congress of the United States, being the seventeenth amendment 
your command to prevent the proposed reduction in the tariff on the | Constitution of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, ad 


above-mentioned products. approved, and ratified by the Legislature of the State of South Dal 
Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of | Stare or Sourn Dakota, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 

Reaver Falls, Pa., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty Filed February 27, 1913, at 10.10 o’clock a.m. aa 

on glass and glassware, which was referred to the Committee on , "ee@are ee State, 

Finance. By J. T. NELSson, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry business men of Pitts- Assistant Secretary of St 
burgh, Pa., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to state that the secretary 
wheels for railway purposes, etc., which was referred to the | state of South Dakota sent a duplicate copy of the joint ™ 
Committee on Finance. lution to the Secretary of the Senate, which. I suspect. ! 

He also presented a petition of members of the Ministers’ | have been intended for the Secretary of State. Out ol 
Association of Shenandoah, Pa., praying for the enactment of | abundance of caution I ask for an order directing that the co 
legislation to regulate the hours of labor in continuous working | so received by him be forwarded to the Secretary of State. 
plants in the country, which was referred to the Committee on The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The C! 
Education and Labor, hears none, and it is so ordered. 


¢ 
i 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was ord: 





t 


} 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








SIZE AND 
SHEPPARD. I ask 


») prohibiting changes 


COLOR OF CURRENCY. 
that the of the Dill 
in size and color of currency with- 
nt of Congress be changed from the Committee on 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Texas 
t the Committee on Finance be discharged from the 
ier consideration of the bill he has indicated and that the 
e be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
(fr. GALLINGER. Let the title of the bill be read. 
ry VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the title. 
rhe Secrerary. A bill (S. 1185) prohibiting changes in size 
| color of currency without the consent of Congress. 
Nii GALLINGER. I have no objecti mm. 
e VICE PRESIDENT. The Committee on Finance will 
. discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it 
| be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
ESTATE WILLIAM FE. PRESSEY. 
WILLIAMS, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
resolution No. 56, submitted by Mr. Jomnson of Maine 
17th instant, reported it without amendment, and it was 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 
} lved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
ced and directed to pay ont of tl contingent fund of the 
S to the executor of the estate of William BE. Pressey, late mes- 
at the ecard door of the Senate, a sum equal to six months’ 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, 
1 sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 


reference 
TiS. 
* COLTS 


] nee 


OF 
Afr 
Co! 





HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 
WILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute Senate resolution No. 
40, submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. JOHNSTON] on 
the 12th instant, and I submit a report (No. 10) thereon. I ask 
for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

fhe amendment was to strike out all after the resolving 
clause and insert: 

rhat the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcommittee thereof, 


Mle 
ail. 





be authorized to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths, 
and to em a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed $1 per printed 
page, ft ey such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be pending before said committee; that the com- 
mitt may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate, and that 
‘ s contracted hereunder shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of e Senate. 
1 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which 
was referred Senate resolution No. 54, submitted by the junior 
Senator from Nevada |Mr. PirrMan] on the 17th instant, to 
report it favorably with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, and I submit a report (No. 11) thereon. I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment was to strike out all after the resolving 
clanse and insert: 


COMMITTEE ON 


that the Committee on Territories, or any subcommittee thereof, be 
a wized, during the Sixty-third Congress, to send for persons and 
papers and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a 
Cost not exceeding $1 per printed page, to report such hearings as may 


may be pending before 


be had in connection with any subject which 
? to be paid out of the contingent 


said committee, the expenses thereo 


fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any subcommittee 
U f, May sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
> amendment was agreed to. 
Che resolution as amended was azreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back Senate 
resolution No. 47, submitted by the Senator from Oregon 


VT we ‘ -.t . 
(Mr. ¢ HAMBERLAIN] on the 15th instant, with an amendment 


Striking out all after the resolving clause and inserting a sub- 
stitute, and I submit a report (No. 9) thereon. I ask for the 


present consideration of the resolution. 
fhe Senate by unanimous consent proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 
_the amendment was to strike out all after the resolving 
ise and insert: 
That the Committee on Public Lands, or any subcommittee thereof, 


be authorized during the Sixty-third Congress to send for persons and 
Papers and to administer oaths, and te employ a stenographer, at a 


( 





price not to exceed $1 per printed pare. to report such hea 


ri sa may 
be had in connection with any s pending befor 
said committee, the expenses thereot of t cont 
fund of the Senate, and that ‘ ' he ’ 
thereof, may sit during the sessions of t Se 

The amendment was agreed to 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

WORK OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I had intended to in e of the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of C nbi: hether 
it is the purpose to hold meetings of that co ttee at 1 early 
date, but I see that that Senator is not in his seat 

There have been hundreds of bills introduced in the present 
session that have been referred to committees \ number of 
those bills have gone to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. The committees of the Senate were fully organized 
during the special session in March. I see no renson why these 


bills should not be taken up by the committees and acted upon. 
I have now some spare time that I would 
the work of the committees of which I happen 
Among other committees of which I am a member is the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. Nun of the bills been 
referred to that committee. Some of them came over from the 
last session of Congress, and they are importantebills and should 
be acted upon. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is no reason why 
we should be wasting time in adjournments for three days 
without any action on the part of the committees while we have 
the opportunity now to do work that we can not do at a later 
period in the session. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have been impressed by the remark made 
by one or two other Senators that we are adjourning from day 
to day with nothing to do. I wish to suggest to the Senator 
from California that, so far as the senior Senator from Kansas 
is concerned, he never has been busier in his life. For one I 
have been trying to study the legislation which we have been 
called in special to enact with a view of informing 
myself in detail to some extent upon that measure. 

I wish to say if any Senator will investigate the tariff and the 
questions that are involved in it with a view of understanding 
the various features of the bill we are to consider he will fi 
a great deal to do, without 
on other bills. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I think I myself have not been 
idle in looking into the proposed tariff legislation. I know 
disposition of the Senator from Kansas to spend practieally 
his time upon a bill of that kind. I have not quite that dispo 
judgment is 


be giad to devote to 


to be 2 mem er. 


erous ‘Sse have 


Senator 


the from California 


session 





nd 
spending every day in committee 


the 


sition. There is other legislation here that in my 
more important than the tariff, and there are a great many 
Senators who are not spending as much time upon the tariff 


bill as the Senator from Kansas who could be very well devot- 
ing their time to other legislation. I notwith- 
standing what has been said by the Senator from Kansas, why 
the Senate should not be devoting some of its time to other 
measures. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will ask the Senator from Call- 
fornia if he has indicated to the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia that he desired him to 
committee to consider any of the bills to which he refers. 


See no reason, 


convene the 


Mr. WORKS. I have not, Mr. President. The chairman of 
the committee, subject, I believe, to some modifieations that 
have been made by the majority, has the right at all times to 


eall the committee together. I be 


lieve at the 
majority of the committee may tal 


ke that 


present time the 
course if they so de- 


sire. I call attention to the matter now not alone with respect 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia but other co 
mittees as well. I have referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, which I think is equally impertant so far as the dispatch 
of business is concerned. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It has ocenrred to me, Mr. Pre 
dent, that if the Senator from California had ind ted to t 
chairmen of those committees that he desired to have a meeting 
to consider any measure which he thought required considera- 
tion, he would have gotten a hearing very easily in that way. 


Mr. WORKS. I have not had that experience, Mr. President. 
This is a matter of general impo. , and not 
of the calling together of one committee 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in order that the remarks of the 
Senator from California may not be misunderstood, I will say 
that I do not know how it is in reference to the particular com 


mittees which the Senator bas named, but I know it to be a 


mere 


question 
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fact that several committees, of which I have the honor to be a 
member, are not only having meetings, but that each of those 
committees have questions which have been submitted to sub- 
committees, and while general committees may not be in session 
continuously, [ am sure there is net a day passes but some im- 
portant matter is being considered by some of the subcommit- 
tees. I am on several of them myself, and I have just had occa- 
sion to complain to one of my colleagues here on the Judiciary 
Committee of having been put on a subcommittee that, by rea- 
son of my service on other subcommittees, I would not have 
time to give proper attention to; and I think that is true as to 
other committees. 

The Senate is not idle by any means when not in session. 
Senators are very hard at work, and possibly doing very much 
more laborious and very much more valuable service than they 
do at any time when the Senate is actually in session. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, = appreciate what is said by the 
Senator from Georgia with respect to the Judiciary Committee. 
I understand that that committee is holding its regular sessions, 
and I am very glad to hear it; but there are numerous other 
committees that are not holding sessions at all. 

Mr. BACON. I happen to be on three important committees, 
and I can speak for all of them—the Committees on the Judi- 
ciary, Foreign Relations, and Rules. All of them have certainly 
been very active and very busy and laboriously engaged ever 
since the session began. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I came into the Chamber just 
as the Senator from California was beginning his statement. I 
understood him to intimate that the tariff hearings or the tariff 
consideration by the Finance Committee was interfering with 
other committee meetings. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. WORKS. No; I made no such statement, Mr. President. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 1267) to transfer Capt. Armistead Rust from the 
retired to the active list of the United States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 1268) to appoint Jere Maupin a passed assistant 
paymaster on the retired list of the Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1269) for the adjudication and determination of 
the claims arising under joint resolution of July 14, 1870, au- 
thorizing the Postmaster General to continue in use in the 
postal service Marcus P. Norton’s combined postmarking and 
stamp-canceling hand stamp patents; or otherwise; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1270) for the relief of Edward William Bailey 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1271) for the relief of the trustees of the Zion 
Methodist Church of York County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1272) for the relief of R. S. Thornton; 

A bill (S. 1273) for the relief of the trustees of the Zion 
Methodist Church of York County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1274) for the relief of the heirs of D. 8. Cowles, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1275) for the relief of the estate of Alfred H. 
Weaver, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1276) for the relief of David R. Mister; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1277) providing for the improvement of the road- 
way from the railroad depot at Fredericksburg, Va., to the 
national cemetery near Fredericksburg; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 1278) for the relief of the estate of Antonia Sousa, 
deceased; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 

A bill (S. 1279) to authorize the Supreme Court to prescribe 
forms and rules and generally to regulate pleading, procedure, 
and practice on the common-law side of the Federal courts; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 


A bill (S. 1280) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia to prevent the exhibition of obscene, lewd, in- 
decent, or vulgar pictures in places of amusement in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee 
on the District. of Columbia. 

ty Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 1281) providing for the retirement of certain officers 
of the Philippine Scouts; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1282) for the relief of Joshua F. Spurlin; and 

A bill (S. 1283) for the relief of Leon'.'as Stout; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 
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A bill 
Shrode; 

A bill (S. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Gar 
Patterson; 

A bill (S. 1286) granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 
O'Neill; 

A bill (S. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Samy 
Waggoner; and 

A bill (S. 1288) granting an increase of pension to If 
Fairley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 1289) for the relief of Lemuel E. 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to Emma Conkright: 

A bill (S. 1291) granting a pension to Ella Betsey Pe: 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1292) granting an increase of pension to Ifo 
Myers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (8. 1293) to correct the military record of Harrison 
Hollowell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S. 1294) to regulate the hours of employment and saf 
guard the health of female employees in the District of Co 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PENROSE: , 

A bill (S. 1295) providing for the regulation, identifien: 
and registration of all vehicles of the air, and the licensing 
the operators thereof; to the Committee on Interstate ( 
merce. 

A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of heirs of post-office cle 
city delivery carriers, and rural delivery carriers who die f: 
injuries received while on duty; and 

A bill (S. 1297) for reduction of postage on first-class n 
matter: to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1298) to purchase an oil painting entitled “| 
Death of Brevet Lieut. Col. Alonzo H. Cushing, at Geitys 
burg’; and 

A bill (S. 1299) for the preparation of a plan and the erect 
of a foundation and pedestal on ground belonging to the | 
States Government, in the city of Washington, upon which 1 
place a memorial or statue, to be furnished by the State 0! 
Pennsylvania, of Maj. Gen. George Gordon Meade; to the ( 
mittee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1800) for the relief of every officer or private s 
dier who was honorably discharged after 90 days’ service in 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States durin: 
War of the Rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1301) granting an annuity of $100 to officers 
enlisted men of the United States Army, Navy, and M 
Corps who have been awarded medals of honor for gallantry 
active and other soldierlike qualities under acts of Cong 
and authorizing the President of the United States to | 
rules and regulations for carrying the act into effect ; 

A bill (S. 1302) providing for the retirement of nonco: 
sioned officers, petty officers, and enlisted men of the Un 
States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, and for the eflicie: 
the enlisted personnel; and 

A bill (S. 1308) to consolidate the veterinary service, Uni 
States Army, and to increase its efficiency; to the Commitice 
on Military Affairs. ’ 

A bill (S. 1804) authorizing the Department of State to « 
liver to Capt. P. H. Uberroth, United States Revenue-C 
Service, and Gunner Carl Johannson, United States Revenue 
Cutter Service, watches tendered to them by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1305) for the better payment of pensioners; 

A bill-(S. 1306) for the better payment of pensioners; — 

A bill (S. 1807) to amend the act of Congress approved Te)- 
ruary 6, 1907, entitled “An act granting pensions to certain eli 
listed men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil We! 


(S. 1284) granting an increase of pension to Ja 


Cook (ww 


| and the War with Mexico”; 


A bill (S. 1308) providing pensions for commissioned officer 
noncommissioned officers, and enlisted men of the United Stat 


| Army who served on the western frontier during the [nc 


wars and campaigns from 1865 to 1890; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1309) to fix the rate of pension 
sailors and soldiers in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Means; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: z 

A bill (S. 1312) granting an increase of pension to Gilbc! 
Barnett, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 


























































Poe ree 


1913. 


JONES: 
1313) 
ciates in the classified service; 
\ bill (S. 1814) to place colle 
Inited States in the classified 
Finance. 
4 bill (S. 1815) to place surveyors 
in the classified service; and 
A bill (S. 1816) to place registers and receivers of the Gen- 
ind Office in the classified service; to the Committee on 
Lands. 
\ bill (S. 1817) to place United States district attorneys in 
ssified service; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
A bill (S. 1818) granting an increase of pension to Jane Har- 
ton; and 
A bi (S. 1319) granting an increase of pension 
ert: to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. JONES (for Mr. CLapp) 
\ bill (S. 1820) to amend an act entitled “An ac t to codify, 
and _— id the laws relating to the judiciary,’ approved 





By Mr. 
4 bill (S. to place collectors of customs of the Unite 
and 

‘tors of internal revenue of the 
service; to the Committee on 
United | 


general of the 


to H« 


Tman 


revise, 


[arch 8, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ae eee 

A bill (S. 1821) authorizing the Reclamation Service to exe- 
ite certifie a copies, and for other purposes; to the Committee 


ov Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

} CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (8. 1322) granting a pension to Mary M. Owens (with 
panying papers); and 

\ bill (S. 1828) construing the provisions of section 2 of the 

act of June 27, 1890; section 1 of the act of February 

7; and section 1 of the act of May 11, 1912; to the Com- 

1 Pensions. 

y Mr. GOFF 

A bill (S. 1824) to authorize Robert W. B 


By Mr. 


uskirk, of Matewan, 


W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at 

ewan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same forms the 
boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Ken 
tucky (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Com- 


By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 1325) to provide for the leasing of public 
containing coal; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 


tands 


\ bill (S. 1326) granting an increase of pension to Marion C. 

Turrill (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
’e Sik ns 

\ bill (8. 1327) for the relief of the estate of Philip Halsey 
Remington; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1828) to correct the military record of Jacob 
T 


Lillian; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (S. 1829) granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
Bachus; 

A bill (8S. 1830) granting an increase of pension to L. R. 
Young; 

A oo (S. 1831) granting an increase of pension to Moses N. 


A bil (S. 1832) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand 

A ‘pin (S. 13383) granting 
worth; and 

A bill (S. 1834) granting a pension to Henry M. Sw 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (8. 1335) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. B. 
Andrews (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8S. 1836) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Ferguson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1387} granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Dickey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 
B. B. layman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1839) granting a pension to Henrietta S. Hodgdon 
th accompanying papers) ; 
__A bill (S. 1340) granting an increase of pension to Edgar S. 
“cDonald (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1841) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
Quimby (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1342) granting a pension to Bridget Kelley (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1343) granting an increase of pension to Eunice 
B. Preseott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1344) granting an increase of pension to Warren T. 
Noyes (with accompanying papers); and 


a pension to Margaret J. Wood- 


igart; to 
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A oe (S. 1345) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
Pike (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen 
sions. 

A bill (S. 1346) to authorize the Eastern Maine Railroad to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge without a draw across 
the Penobscot River between the cities of Bangor and Bre er, 
in the State of Maine; to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 1347) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church at Missouri City, Clay County, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 


A joint resolution (S. 
Secretary of War to cause 
of the navigable 


J. Res. 


23) to authorize 
to be made exa 
rivers of Indiana and streams 
thereto and report plans to prevent floods from 
and promote navig the same; to 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTI 
A joint resolution (S. J 


and direct t 
minations and su \ 

tribut: r 
and conserve 


ation on the Committee on 


Res. 24) proposing an amend! 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, as follows: 


Resoived, etc., That the following ed as an ame 


article ts propos 






ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified 
by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid 
to all inte nd purposs s a part of the Constitution: 


“ArT. XVIII The Cong whenever a majority of both Tlonuses 
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or on the ; 
the legislatures of 10 States, or on the application of 
the vote of 


application of 
10 States throug! 





a majority c ors of each, voting upen the question 
of such application ail proy amendments to this Constitution, to 
be submitted for ratification in each of the several States to the electors 
qualified to vote the election ef Represer itatives. And the vote 
shall be taken at next ensuing election of Representatives in 
manner as the Congress may prese And if In a majority of t 





reve any prop ! 





States a majo of the electors voting thereon apy 
amendment, and if a majority of all the electors voting thereon ) 
approve any proposed amendment, it shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes as part of this Constitution.” 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
ment of a national commission to make investigation and repor 
as to the means and improvements practicable and nece ry 
for the prevention of loss by the overflow of navigable iniand 
waterways: to the Committee on Commerce 


25) providing for the appoint 


STOCK GAMBLING, 


Mr. ASHURST. I introduce a bill and ask that it be 
ferred to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 


The bill (S. 1311) for the regulation of the use of the mail 


by stock exchanges and their members, and to amend certain 
sections of the Criminal Code of the Compiled Statutes « 


United States, relating to lotteries, and for other 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I desire to sey in conne ! 
with the bill I have introduced providing for the regu! 
and use of the mails by stock exchanges and to amend certain 
sections of the criminal laws of the United States, that the 
enormous abuses growing out of stock gamblings have hee 


purpost 


apparent to us all for some time. I observe in the February, 
913, number of Everybody’s Magazine an article upon that 
subject by a citizen of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 


to wit, Mr. Thomas W. Lawson, who caused to be prepared a 
bill prohibiting steck gambling. I am confident that there is 
merit in the bill. If enacted oo law, should it preduce onl 
a small fraction of the beneficial results claimed by its pi 
ponents, it would take its one as salutary and whole 
legistation. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill which I in- 
troduced and the excerpt from the article in the February, 1913, 
issue of Everybody’s Magazine be printed in the Rrecorp, amd I 
herewith present the excerpt from the article. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? If not, the bill 
and the matter referred to will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BACON subsequently said: I wish to call attention to tl 
fact that the request just made by the Senator from Arizo 
which was acted upon, I think, without the Senate bein; 
sufficient order to hear what it was, is in ec mtion to w 
has been recognized as the established pra the Si 
and that is not to include in the Recorp the productions of 
ple who are not Senators. It is not proper that the Ricoxp 
should be made the vehicle for carrying to the public the utter 
ances of people who do not belong to this vody I trust the 
Senator from Arizona will not insist upon that request. 

Mr. ASHURST. I ask that a page may return the paper to 
me, and I will repeat my request. 

Mr. BACON. Probably I did not underst 
I understood the Senator, it was to 


ontrove 


ctice of 


it corre: 


and , ; 
the Rerceoxp an 


include in 
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extract from an article which was written by Mr. Thomas W. 
Lawson I have no objection to Mr. Thomas W. Lawson, but 
I object to anyone other than a Senator having the Record as a 
vehicle for communicating with the public. 

Mr. ASHURST. I think the fault was mine, in that I did 
not speak loudly enough or pause sufficiently long to give Se na- 
tors an opportunity to object. 

I now ask unanimous consent that I may include in the 
Record the bill which I have just introduced, together with an 
excerpt from an article in Everybody’s Magazine for February, 
1913, in exposition and explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I must object to the insertion 
in the Recorp of the article referred to. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I now give notice that imme- 
diately after the close of the morning business this morning I 
shall address myself to this bill, and I further state that I shall 
read such articies, papers, and proper arguments as I believe to 
be pertinent to the bill which I have just introduced. 


ABROGATION OF TREATIES. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I desire to introduce a 
joint resolution and ask its reference to the Committee on 
loreign Relations. In connection with it I desire to make a 
very brief statement, but not to make a speech. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon intro- 
duces a joint resolution, which will be read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 22) declaring that the United 
States are of right freed and exonerated from each and all of 
the stipulations of the treaties concluded between the United 
States and Great Britain of dates of April 19, 1850, known as 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and November 18, 1901, known as 
the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, was read the first time by its title, 
and the second time at length, as follows: 


Joint resolution (8S. J. Res. 22) declaring that the United States are of 
right freed anc exonerated from each and all of the stipulations of 
the treaties concluded between the United States and Great Britain 
of dates of April 19, 1850, known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 
November 18, 1901, known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

Whereas for many years prior to the 19th day of April, 1850, the matter 
of constructing a canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by 
the Nicaragua route had been the subject of general discussion, and 
it was almost unanimously conceded that a canal by the way of the 
River San Juan de Nicaragua and either or both of the lakes of 
Nicaragua or Managua to any port or place on the Pacific Ocean was 
the most feasible under all the circumstances; and 

Whereas most of the territory through which such canal would of 
necessity have to be constructed was under the jurisdiction of the 
Republic of Nicaragua while Great Britain was attempting to exer- 
cise jurisdiction over that part thereof known as the Mosquito Coast 
at the Atlantic entrance to said proposed canal, and whereas it was 
desired that there should be no question with reference to the pro- 
tection of such canal when constructed along the proposed route, the 
United States and Great Britain, on the 19th day of April, 1850, 
entered into a treaty known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaiy, under and 
by the terms of which the signatory powers expressed a « esire of con- 
solidating the relations of amity which so happily existed between 
them “by setting forth and fixing in a convention their views and 
intentions with reference to any means of communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacifie Oceans by the way of the River San Juan de 
Nicaragua and either or both of the lakes of Nicaragua or Managua 
to any port or place on the Pacific Ocean”; and 
‘hereas the particular object of said treaty was the construction and 
proper joint protection of a canal over the route indicated in the 
preamble thereof and no other, nor was any other at that time in the 
minds of the signatory powers, with the further purpose of establish- 
ing a general principle, of extending their protection by treaty stipula- 
tions to any other practicable communications, whether by canal or 
railway, across the isthmus which connects North and South America. 
and especially to the interoceanic communications should the same 
prove to be practicable, whether by canal or railway, which were then 
proposed to be established by the way of Tehuantepec or Panama; and 

Whereas no canal was ever constructed across said Nicaragua route nor 
were the terms of said treaty nor any of them at any time observed 
or regarded by Great Britain in any respect or particular, and said 
treaty was practically abrogated and abandoned by the acts of Great 
Britain in fuiling and refusing at all times to observe the material 
stipulations thereof with reference to occupying, fortifying, coloniz- 
ing, assuming, and exercising domain over a part of the route over 
which it was contemplated said canal should be constructed, all 
against the continued protest of the United States and her consti- 
tuted authority; and 

Whereas after said treaty had been practically and to all intents and 
purposes abandoned and abrogated, but nevertheless in order to re- 
move any objection which might arise out of the convention of Apri! 
19, 1850, to the construction of a canal to connect the Atlantic and 
Tacific Oceans by whatever route might be considered expedient under 
the auspices of the Government of the United States alone without 
impairing the general principle of neutralization established in article 
8 of said convention, the United States and Great Britain did on 


the 18th day of November, 1901, enter into another treaty known as | 


the Hay-Pauncefote treaty: and 

Whereas both the parties to sid treaty had in mind only the construc- 
tion of a canal through territory which was under the jurisdiction 
of a foreign power or powers, and did not have in mind at the time 
of the execution thereof the construction of a canal on territory 
entively subject to the jurisdiction and control of the United States, 
ind said treaty had not and could not have reference to a canal built 
wi ith in the territorial jurisdiction of the United States, and with a 
full knowledge of the treaty then existin oe the United States 
and New Granada, of date December 12 Ts46 ; and 





Whereas after the execution of said Hay-Pauncefote treaty and o1 
18th of November 1903, the United States entered inio a trea 
the Republic of Panama, under and by the terms of which the | 
States acquired, for the considerations therein expressed, a gr: 
yerpetuity of the use, occupation, and control of a zone of land 
and under water for the construction, maintenance, operation 
protection of a canal, of the width of 10 miles, extending to tj} 
tance of 5 miles on each side to the center line of the route 
canal to be constructed, beginning in the Caribbean Sea 8% 
miles from mean low-water mark and extending to and acr 
Isthmus of Panama into the Pacific Ocean to a distance of 3 p 
miles from mean low-water mark ; and 

Whereas under and by virtue of the terms of said treaty certain ; 
were reserved to the Republic of Panama with reference to the | 
of her ships through said canal, against which Great Britain h 
at any time interposed any objection ; and 

Whereas the United States, at great expense and without any gq 
as to her power, authority, or rights, has constructed a canal 
the Isthmus of Panama on territory over which she has so 
exclusive jurisdiction and authority, and has enacted a law { 
use of said canal by her own people as weil as by other natio 
strict conformity with her duties and obligations to all the m 
powers of the earth, and after the enactment of said law, but 
the President's proclamation fixing the canal tolls, Great |} 
entered her formal! protest against said act as violative of the | 
of November 18, 1901, and in particular to that portion of + 
granting free tolls to American vessels engaged in coastwise sh 
which is purely a domestic concern; and 

Whereas in said note of protest it is suggested that there are 
provisions in said act to which Great Britain may later fee! 
strained to enter protest, claiming that they are violative o 
treaty, particularly that part of said act which forbids the 
through said canal of railroad-owned ships, which provision 
tended for the protection of the internal commerce of the U1 
States: 

Now, therefore, in order that the views of the Congress of the | 
States may be understood, and room for future protest and o 
upon the part of Great Britain removed, be.it 


Resolved, That the United States are of right freed and exon 
from each and ali of the stipulations of said treaty of April 19, 
commonly known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and from each «a: 
of the stipulations of said treaty of Novi smber 18, 1901, known 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, heretofore concluded between the United s 
and Great Britain, and that the same shall not nor shall either : 
nor any of the stipulations in either thereof contained hencefort 
regarded as legally obligatory on the Government or citizens 
United States. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, in connection with 
following in the Recorp the joint resolution which I have jus 
troduced, and as a part of what I have to say, I desire to | 
printed the following: The Clayton-Bulwer treaty bet 
Great Britain and the United States, dated April 19, 1850; 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, of November 18, 1901; then, as show 
the relation between Great Britain, the United States, and 
Central and South American Republics at the time 
treaties were executed, I desire to have printed artic! 
of the treaty between the United States and the Repub 
New Granada, of December 12, 1846; also, as showing 
views that the Congress of the United States has taken in ret 
erence to its power and authority, notwithstanding 
treaties, with respect to the Panama Canal, I desire to bh 


i 


| inserted a copy of the act of June 28, 1902, providing for the 


struction ofa canal connecting the waters of the Atlanti 
Pacific Oceans, Thirty-second Statutes at Large, page 4581; : 
as showing the rights acquired by the United States in refe: 
to the treaty through which the canal has been construc 
a copy of the treaty with the Republic of Panama, of Nov 
18, 1903; and, as showing the construction which Congres 
placed upon the foregoing treaties, the act providing for r 
opening, maintenance, protection, and operation of the Pan 
Canal, and the sanitation and government of the Canal Zo 
approved August 24, 1912, together with the proclamati 
the President of the United States fixing the tolis to be cha! 
for vessels passing through the canal pursuant to the 
visions of the foregoing act; next in order, as showing 
viewpoint of Great Britain, the protest of Mr. A. Mitchell im 
of date of July 8, 1912, and the protest of Sir Edward (1 
handed to the Secretary of State of the United States b; 
British ambassador December 9, 1912, and bearing diate 
vember 14, 1912, and the reply of Mr. P. C. Knox, Secretiury 
State, dated January 17, 1913, to the note and protest of ‘ 
Britain; also, an article prepared by Mr. Feuille, law office 
the Isthmian Canal Commission, which was printed as a )! 
document, showing from his viewpoint the power of the Un 
States under the treaties with Great Britain; also an art! 
by Judge Samuel Seabury, one of the justices of the Su)" 
Court of the State of New York, printed as a public docun' 
on the same subject. 

Mr. President, in asking that these documents be printed [ 
do not expect to enlighten the American public or this Congress 
in regard to the relations of the two countries under these very 
important treaties, but there has been a great deal of discus 
sion with reference to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and the Iay- 
Pauncefote treaty, and much of it, I am sure, has been ! id 
without the publication of any consecutive statement as to Ule 














or as to what has been done by this 


treaties 
Government or by Great Britain in reference to any of them. 


of the 


t Ss 


| have not undertaken to get together the correspondence 


1 
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they may report as to whether they shall be printed as a public 
| document, because when that committee reports here on the 
subject as to what they think should be included in and printed 


ie part of this Government and the correspondence upon | 


of Great Britain with reference to what has been 


part 

t :. The protest of the United States has been repeatedly 
. in the past that Great Britain has repeatedly violated the 
s of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, as the records will dis- 
I have simply undertaken to get together consecutively 

of the things that have been done by these powers for 


ione by the respective Governments under the Clayton-Bulwer | 


. purpose of showing the attitude of the parties and that the | 


United States had rights at the Isthmus of Panama that were 
sive before either the Clayton-Bulwer treaty or the Hay- 


r: efote treaty were executed, all of which must have been 
| vn to Great Britain. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty and the 
Clavton-Bulwer treaty were made with full knowledge that the 
[ ed States had rights there that these treaties could not and 
1 . not intended to impair; and we are now asserting those 

when we ask that both of them be abrogated and an- 
] d. when rights are asserted by Great Britain which were 


contemplated at the time the treaties were executed, and 
ularly in view of the changed conditions in the relations 
of the parties to the subject of controversy. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection . 
tl 


ir. LODGE. Mr. President, I want to suggest to the Sen- 
from Oregon that the documents which he has asked to 
placed in the Recorp might with great advaniage be 
I d together as a Senate document. 
CHAMBERLAIN, I have no obje ction. 

Ir. LODGE. Perhaps the Senator made that request. 
CHAMBERLAIN. I have no objection to that, but I did 
ke the request, though I am glad to consent thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it will be a great convenience to have 
ogether. I offered, and had printed the other day, the 

ndence of Sir Edward Grey and Mr. Knox, and I think 
would be well to have those all united in this document, in 
mphiet. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I shall be very glad to have that 
LODGE. If there is no objection, I make the request 

t] hey also be printed as a Senate document. 
r. BACON. Mr. President, it was impossible, in the enumer 


1 of these various acts, communications, and treaties, to 
whether or not there had been a careful enumeration 


of all of them. I do not know how exhaustively the Senator 
1 Oregon has made his examination. It is very important, 
j se documents are thus printed, and especially if they are 
g to be printed as a document, that the document should 
lutely complete, and that everything which is pertinent 

to the question should be included in convenient form. If the 


e 


St r from Oregon will say that he has had an exhaustive 
examination made, of course I am willing to depend upon his 
judgment. If otherwise, if it is to take this permanent form, 
I would suggest to the Senator from Oregon that possibly it 
1 t be well to withhold his joint resolution until he can make 
a her examination and see whether or not he has included 
é thing which should be included. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, I 
v Withdraw my request that these papers be printed as a 
Senate document. Of course it can do no harm to have them 
( ed in the Recorp, as the Senator from Oregon requests. I 
would allow the matter of their being printed as a document to 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, who can put 
them in convenient form and have them printed. 

Mr. BACON. I think that would be a very proper course to 
pursue. I will suggest further to the Senator from Oregon, 
with his permission, that he spoke of the Panama act in general | 
terms, without giving the date, and as there have been numerous | 


acts with reference to the subject, possibly it might be well for 
him to insert the date of the act to which he refers. He can 
do that at his leisure. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I will see that the notes are corrected 
to carry out what I propose. 
for the government of the Panama Canal Zone. 

Mr. President, in reference to the request of the Senator from 
reorgia, I desire to say that I have not gone into this matter 
critic ally at all; but I think I have got together all the treaties 
affecting the particular question that I wish to have the people 
understand. I want them together in the Recorp, so that there 


an be a consecutive statement of the relations between the two 
io with respect to these treaties. 
hey be 
be 


I do not ask that 
published as a public document; I do not ask that they 
referred to the Foreign Relations Committee in order that 


L——16 


as a public document, I may want to object I have included 

} all that I want to have from my viewpoint, and I think I have 
asked for the printing of all that : nybody would w t to have 
in order to arrive at a full understanding as to these treaties 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, as I understand, this is the 
submission of a request for unanimous consent Unless the 
matter is referred to the Committee on Foreign R tions, so 
that the record can be made complete not only from the S« 
tor’s viewpoint but from the viewpoint of other Se [ 
shall feel compelled to object to the insertion in the Recorp 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I did not hear 
statement of the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I withdraw my request for 
unanimous consent to print the matter referred to by the Sena 
tor from Oregon as a document, and ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations so that they may select 
those documents which are necessary to make the com] on 
complete. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am perfectly willing for that. What I 

| said was that unless the Senator from Oregon would nsent to 
do that I would feel compelled to object to the requ x 
all these documents in the Recorp 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, m ] ’ 
Senator? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Cert ly. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN I did not make r f . 
mous consent. I simply d that I de lt O- 
ment. If the Senator objects t iving the « ted 
in the Recorp, I shall tnake tl time now or t 1 all 
of them into the Rercorp. I hope the § te object 
I am simply making a request that is 
The courtesy is usually extended to Senators atid ’ 
why a contrary rule should be invoked ogainst 1 

Mr. WILLIAMS Mr. President, tl Se ! 
must see that, if he took the oppor y ata ) 
read all these documents, in that ne probably ot Si s 

|weuld have other documentS which they would 

printed, and they could all go into the Recorp : ( d the 
same time. I think it w ld be 1 er, if the S \ ] 
consent, that this matter should go to the Cor tes 

eign Relations, so that they can make complete th list of 
documents. ‘Then we in have a tl record at one 

and Senators can get it all in « I h l 
will modify his request to that d inelud ‘ 

he has mentioned and such ethe Le nts as bear 
question and let the matte » to (Co ( i 
Relations, so that they may bring in full | f 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. May I interrupt the S 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN Mr. President, I think that is het 

} an unusual request for a 8S tor to mal of ‘ f | ( 
leagues. I have stated very frankly th: I | } 
gether the decuments that from my viewpoint affect the rela- 
tions between the United States and Great Britain 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; but the Senator gave 1 th 
same tin 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. If the Senator will pardon me u 
I finish. I do not pretend to say that I have gone ji t 
matter critically and analyzed all the notes, all the corre 
spondence, and all the treaties between the United St ul 
| Great Britain or any other of the powers, but I have t n 
pains to select those treaties that directly bear upon s sub 
ject—and I think I have them all. If there is anything else 
that should be printed, there is nothing to preclude any other 
Senator from making an addition to the Recorp; but I wanted 
the matter printed .from my viewpoint, just as the Senator 
| would want his speech to go into the Recorp from his view 
| point, without the interference of any committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is not a speech; this is a request for 


I referred to the act providing | 


j 
| 





the insertion in the Recorp of certain printed public docum 
of the Government, which are now accessible to everybody, for 
that matter. Sut the Senator gave noti the same e he 


made the request that he had not made any request to he 
matter as a Senate document, and that he might, when such a 
request was made, object to it. So, if he is going to pur that 
course, I think it would be very much better for the Senator to 
modify his request—he can withhold his remarks and they can 
all go in at once—send the matter to the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, and let them bring in these documents and such other 


documents at the same time as they think bear upon this con- 
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the Recorp and thus 
ate. I res] fully insist 
’ be the purpose or the motive or the attitude 
in attempting to engraft 
ght with respect to the 
I think the Senator 
request granted 
asking any favor of any Senutor. 
* President, the Senator from New York 
TI a right of a Senator. If it 
nsent would not be necessary. The 
must be had to do it proves 
ate, and not a right of Senator, 
tion at all to the insertion of these documents 
but I should like them to go side by side with 
nts that may have a direct be ipon this 
ere will be no harm done, because all that is neces- 
the Senator withhold his remarks from the RECORD 
ittee on Foreign Relations can meet and see if 
to add any other documents these.. I should be 
» have the Senator modify his request that far. 
CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I want to be as rea- 
sonable in my demands as any Senator; but I think I am en- 
titled to the rights that are accorded to Senators generally, 
and that have been more than once accorded to the distinguished 
Senator from Mississippi. Why should a request of mine for 
the publication of papers which I bave presented here, whether 
they be parts of a record or what not, be viséed by any com- 
mittee of the Senate? If that is to be the rule—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator must pardon me; I have not 
said anything about viséing them. 
CHAMBERLAIN. Pardon me, Mr. President. If that 
is going to be the rule I should like to know it, because I think 
I would have the same right hereafter, when the Senator from 
Mississippi or any other Senator introduces a paper, to appeal 
the Senate have it referred to a committee, and have it 
ide whether or not that is all of the given subject on either 


‘ | 
BiGe, 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For the purpose of putting the 
question, the Chair will inquire as to whether he understood 
the Senator from Oregon correctly. His request was to print 
the documents in the Recorp and have the resolution referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. That was the request, Mr. President. 
That was all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What was the request? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. My request was that the resolution 
should be referred to the committee in due course, and that I 
might have the consent of the Senate to have printed in the 
Recorp, along with it, not with the report of the committee, 
but with the resolution, the documents to which I have referred. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I have the floor, I believe. 

I hope the Senator from Oregon will not misunderstand me, 
and I do not see any necessity for any heat of any description 
about a matter of this sort. I am pursuing the rules of the 
Senate. When a request is made in the Senate to print matter 
in the Recorp, it is always made as a request for unanimous 
consent. The Senate keeps a string upon requests of that sort, 
for reasons which are perfectly palpable. A man might get 
up and request that there be inserted as a part of the Recorp 
the Constitution of the United States and the Declaration of 
Independence. He might make any request. So it is left to 
other Senators to judge as to whether a request, in the form 
in which it is presented, is a reasonable request. 


Having expressed my opinion to that effect, and having seen 
that it has produced some little heat upon the part of my good 


friend from Oregon, I withdraw the objection, because I do 
not want him to misunderstand me. 
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very important subject. It is « 
There are great demands fo; 


I would suggest that the request of the Senator from ¢ 
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e Committee on Foreign 
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uding 


treaties and everything appertaining to this question. I 


Mr. McCUMBER. 


Mr 


| like to submit that request. 
. President, I have no objection to 


ing in the Recorp the matter requested by the Senat 


Oregon, but I should like 
in the Recorp. 


The Senator referred to several treaties. 


stand exactly whether or 
For instance, he refers 
as the treaty of 1849. I 
an agreement that was ¢ 
to act as the agent of 
adopted as a treaty. I 


» to know deiinitely what he is pi 


I could not 
not he regarded all of them as ¢ 
to one document of which he 
do not know whether that wa 
sntered into by some one whi : 
the Government or whether 
know we had agreements wh 


submitted to the Senate and which were not adopted as 
I should like to know definitely, and- the Recorp < 


show, whether or not ev 
a treaty was actually a 
the United States as suc 
may have an accurate st 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 


erything that the Senator m 
treaty and adopted by the Se: 
h. We ought to have that, so 1 
atement of what is presented. 
Does the Senator desire to ! 


state again the papers which I desire to have printed 


REcoRD? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I 


will ask the Senator this que: 


Whether or not the treaty of 1849, which he says we h 
Colombia—which, I believe, was New Granada at that 


was a treaty adopted by 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
not in 1849, 
Senator will 


the Senate of the United States’ 
There was a treaty adopted in 


between New Granada aid the United State: 
find it in the Treaties and Conventions b 


the United States and Other Powers. 


Mr. McCUMBER. 
Senator mentioned. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 


I 


refer to the one of 1849 whi 


The one in 1849 was sought 


negotiated between the Republic of Nicaragua and the | 


States. 
aragua, 


It authorized the construction of a caual acro 
and Great Britain 


protested against it beca' 


claimed jurisdiction over the Mosquito coast, through 


the canal was to be constructed in part. 


attempted agreement bet 
that the Clayton-Bulwer 
Mr. McCUMBER. Bu 
ber, was not adopted by 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
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show. 
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ween the United States and Nic 
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t the instrument of 1849, as I 
the Senate. 

It was not consummated. 


That is what I wanted the Rec 


But the Recorp itself, if it is p: 


will show whether it was a treaty or whether it was sil)| 


unauthorized agreement. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 


I do not know whether the Recon) 


show it as the Senator would have it printed. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
printed as a treaty if it 


I shall not undertake to ha 
was not. The Recorp will show 


what it was if it is printed at all. 


Mr. McCUMBER. 


Very well. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no objection, th« 


ments will be printed in the Recorp, and the joint resolu! 


with the accompanying documents, will be referred to the Com 


mittee on Foreign Relat 


ions. 


The documents referred to are as follows: 
INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 
CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY OF APRIL 19, 1850. 
The United States of America and Her Britannic Majesty, bes 


desirous of consolidating the relations of amity which so happ!'y. 


sist between them, by setting forth and fixing in a convention 


views and intentions with 


by ship canal which may be constructed between the Atlantic a0 
of the River San Juan de Nicaragua 6% 


Pacific Oceans b 


the way 
either or both o 


the lakes 


reference to any means of commun! 


of Nicaragua or Managua, to any Pp 


place on the Pacific Ocean, the President of the United State 


conferred full powers on John M. Clayton, Secretary 


United States, and Her Bri 


tannic Majesty on the Right Honora)! 


Henry Lytton Bulwer, a member of Her Majesty’s most honorable | 


council, ight commander 


and envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of Her Britana! 


of the most honorable Order of the Sat, 


of State ot t 
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ul vy to the United States, for the aforesaid purpose; and the said | of the United States and Great Bi in shall be fr to afford their 
‘tentiaries having exchanged their full powers, which were found | protection to any other pers 1 ' ! hall be p it 
: n proper form, have agreed to the following articles : } commence and proceed with t! t \ ) 
, te 1. The Governments of the United States and Great Britain 8. The Government t 1 is d ¢ B in 
declare that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or »t only desired, in t neg int { ymplish 
n for itself any exclusive control over the said ship canal; agree- | icular objeet, but a { y | they 
neither will ever erect or maintain any fortifications command- | y agree to extend th i .. : ne to any 
same or in the vicinity thereof, or occupy, or fortify, or | other practicable communicatio whether ‘ ross 
or assume, or exercise any domain over Nicaragua, Costa | the isthmus which connects North and South At to 
R the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central America; nor will | the interoceanic communication ould t ul! ic 
make use of any protection which either affords or may afford, | ticable, whether by canal or railway, whi at be 
liance which either has or may have to or with any State or | established by the way of Tehuantepe Panam v 
‘ for the purpose of erecting or maintaining any such fortifi- | ever, their joint protection to an) 1 canals 
7 or of occupying, fortifying, or colonizing Nicaragua, Costa | this article specified, it is a ler dl is 
Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or any part of Central America, or of as- and Great Britain that the part ‘ t tir ‘ W 
; ig or exercising dominion over the same; nor will the United | shall impose no other charges or « f tr u 
ey or Great Britain take advantage of any intimacy, or use any | the aforesaid Governments shall apt s just and ¢ : 
‘ ! connection, or influence that either may possess with any | and that the same canals or railways, | to the « rd 
s or Government through whose territory the said canal may | subjects of the United States and Great bh ) il t i! 
' for the purpose of acquiring or holding, directly or indirectly, | also be open on like terms to the citizens 1 ects of y her 
¢ t citizens or subjects of the one, any rights or advantages in | State which is willing to grant thereto such protection l l 
. d to commerce or navigation through the said canal which shall | States and Great Britain engage to afford 
offered on the same terms to the citizens or subjects-of the | Art. 9. The ratifications of this convention shall be « ’ d at 
Washington within six months from this day, or soone! 
\ ®. Vessels of the United States or Great Britain traversing the In faith whereof we, the respective plenipotentiaries, hay gned this 
canal shall, in ease of war between the contracting parties, be | convention and have hereunto affixed our seals 
d from blockade, detention, or capture by either of the bel- Done at Washington the 19th day of April, A. D. 1850. 
g and this provision shall extend to such a distance from the JOHN M. CLAYTON [L. s.] 
two ends of the said canal as may hereafter be found expedient to Henry Lyrron Buiwer. [L. 8.] 
jieh 
3. In order to secure the construction of the said canal, the = 
ting parties engage that if any such canal shall be undertaken HAY-PAUNCEFOTE TREATY. 
1 fair and equitable terms by any parties having the authority of ieee ila . tien eleiiierioin sn. cet enn oe : . 
t 11 Government or Governments uieoann whose territory the same | “522468 FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STA’ ; we 
ne See at : oo A CONVENTION BETWEEN THB UNITED STATES AND : i 1 
I pass, then the persons employed in making the said canal, and FACILITATE THE CONSTRUCTION OF A SHIP CANAI , THB 
t property used, or to be used, for that object, shall be protected | SEL eeae Tie mdemanet commas io a a aaa Uadeaues carnation 
; ; ; eb ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC OCEANS, AND TO REMOVE ANY OB rION WHICH 
fr the commencement of the said canal to its completion by the MIGHT ARISE OUT OF THE CONVENTION COMMONLY ALLED THI LAY- 
G iments of the United States and Great Britain from unjust de- a ae a ee ma P ee ; a 
te n, confiscation, seizure, or any violence whatsoever. a TON-BULWEE TREATY. 
A 4. The contracting parties will use whatever influence they re- | 79 the Senate: 
s ively exercise with any State, States, or Governments possessing I transmit herewith, with a view to receive the advice and « ent of 
iiming to possess any jurisdiction or right over the territory which | the Senate to its ratification, a convention this day signed by the r 
d canal shall traverse or which shall be near the waters ap- | tive plenipotentiaries of the United States and Great Britain to facilt 
I thereto, in order to induce such States or Governments to | tate the construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pa 
{ itate the construction of the said canal by every means in their Oceans, and to remove any objection which might arise out of 0 
And, furthermore, the United States and Great Britain agree to | vention of April 19, 1850, commonly called the Clayton-bulwer treaty, 
eir good offices, wherever or however it may be most expedient, in | to the construction of such canal under the auspices of the Government 
to procure the establishment of two free ports, one at each end | of the United States. 
( said canal. WILLIAM MCKINLEY? 
\ The contracting anh further engage, that when the said | EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
shall have been completed they will protect it from interruption, | Washington, D. C., February 5, 1900. 
‘ or unjust confiscation, and that they will guarantee the neu- > sents : Mf itali 
t ty thereof, so that the said canal may forever be open and free, and | : [Amendments appear in italics. } 
t yital invested therein secure. Nevertheless, the Governments of The United States of America and Her Majesty the Queen of the 
t United States and Great Britain, in according their protection to | United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Empress of India, being 
truction of the said canal, and guaranteeing its neutrality and | desirous to facilitate the construction of a ship canal to con the 
when completed, always understand that this protection and | Atlantic and Pacitic Oceans, and to that end to remov ly « tion 
are granted conditionally, and may be withdrawn by both | which may arise out of the convention of April 19, 1850, commonly 
( nments, or either Government, if both. Governments, or either | called the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, to the construction o Ich inal 
{ nent, should deem that the persons or company undertaking or | under the auspices of the Government of the United States, without 
I ging the same adopt or establish such regulations concerning the | impairing the “general principle” of neutralization established in 
thereupon as are contrary to the spirit and intention of this con- | article 8 of that convention have for that purpose appointed as their 
V n, either by making unfair discriminations in favor of the com plenipotentiaries : 
I f one of the contracting parties over the commerce of the other, | The President of the United States, John Hay, Secretary of State of 
imposing oppressive exactions or unreasonable tolls upon the pas- | the United States of America, 
Ss, vessels, goods, wares, merchandise, or other articles. Neither | And Her Majesty the Queen of Great Britain and Ireland, Empress of 
however, shall withdraw the aforesajd protection and guaranty India, the Right Hon. Lord Pauncefote, G. C. B., G. C. M. G., Her Ma 
t first giving six months’ notice to the other. esty’s ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to the United 
6. The contracting parties in this convention engage to invite | States; 
f ite with which both or either have friendly intercourse to enter Who, having communicated to each other their full powers, which 
. lations with them similar to those which they have entered | were found to be in due and proper form, have agreed upon the follow 
ith each other, to the end that all other States may share in the | ing articles: 
and advantage of having contributed to a work of such general ARTICLE 1. It is agreed that the canal may be constructed under the 
est and importance as the canal herein contemplated. And the con- | auspices of the Government of the United States, either directly at its 
1g parties likewise agree that each shall enter into treaty stipula- | own cost or by gift or loan of money to individuals or corporat r 
with such of the Central American States as they may deem ad- | through subscription to or purchase of stock or sha nd sub 
e, for the purpose of more effectually carrying out the great design ject to the provisions of the present convention, tl uid G nt 
convention, namely, that of constructing and maintaining the | shall have and enjoy ail the rights incident to such « truet as 
inal as a ship communication between the two oceans for the | well as the exclusive right of providing for the regulation g 
of mankind, on equal terms to all, and of protecting the same; ment of the canal 
ul y also agree that the good offices of either shall be employed, | Art. 2. The high contracting parties, desiring to preserve and n 
requested by the other, in aiding and assisting the negotiation | tain the “ general principle"’ of neutralization established in ; 4 
1 treaty stipulations; and should any differences arise as to right | of the Clayton-Bulwer convention, which convention is hereb 
perty over the territory through which the said canal shall pass | seded, adopt, as the basis of such neutralization, thé , 
n the States or Governments of Central America, and such dif- | substantially as embodied in the convention betw G t B nd 
i es should in any way impede or obstruct the execution of the certain other powers, signed at Constantinople October r 
said canal, the Governments of the United States and Great Britain | the free navigation of the Suez Maritime Canal; that t 
a their good offices to settle such differences in the manner best 1. The canal shall be free and open, in time of war f 
suited to promote the interests of the said canal, and to strengthen the | peace, to the vessels of commerce and of war ll n ‘ 1s 
Oe of friendship and alliance which exist between the contracting | of entire equality, so that there shall be no di iinat ’ y 
= a nation or its citizens or subjects in respect of th ondition ges 
, Ant. 7. It being desirable that no time should be unnecessarily lost | of traffic or otherwise. 
; mmencing and constructing the said canal, the Governments of the 2. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war be 
Ur States and Great Britain determine to give their support and | exercised nor any t of hostility be committed within it 
“scouragement to such persons or company as may first offer to com- | 3. Vessels of war of a belligerent not revi al 1 i} 
me the same, with the necessary capital, the consent of the local stores in the canal except so far as may be strictly ne and t 
sUthorities and on such principles as accord with the spirit andj transit of such vessels through the canal shall be effected 1 t 
‘itention of this convention; and if any persons or company should | least possible delay, in accordance with the regulations in for nd 
aare dy have, with any State through which the proposed ship canal | with only such intermission as may result from the ne¢ i of the 
fled pass, a contract for the construction of such a canal as that speci- | service. 
= oo this convention, to the stipulations of which contract neither | Prizes shall be in all respects subject to the same ruls f 
ene contracting parties in this convention have any just cause to | war of the belligerents ; 
euect, and the said persons or company shall moreover have made | 4. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munit var, 
pt ‘parations, and expended time, money, and trouble, on the faith of | or warlike materials in the canal except in case of accid ndrance 
have ae it is hereby agreed that such persons or company shall of the transit, and in such case the transit shall be re ed with. all 
to the m = of claim over every other person, persons, or company | possible dispatch. 
Britain’ nen kon sf the Governments of the United States and Great | 5. The provisions of this article shall apply to wat to 
ratifications . allowed a year from the date of the exchange of the | the canal, within 3 marine miles of either end.  Vess fa 
Presentip  * this convention for concluding their arrangements, and | belligerent shall not remain in such waters longer than 24 I 
contem ieted ence of sufficient capital subscribed to accomplish the | one time, except in case of distress, and in such case she a 
tion of the undertaking ; it being understood that if, at the expira- | soon as possibile; but a vessel of war of one belligerent sh: de 
commen aforesaid period, such persons or company be not able to art within 24 hours from the departure of a vessel of war of the other 
mence and carry out the proposed enterprise, then the Governments 


lligerent. 





4 





however, that none of the immediatel oregoing condi- 

ulations in sections Nos. 1, 2, 8, 4, ond f of this article 
l which the United States may oe it necessary 

) by its own forces the defense of the United States 
of public orde 

buildings, and all works necessary to 
maintenance, and operation of the canal shal] be 
thereof, for the purposes of this convention, and in 

n time of peace shall enjoy complete immunity from at- 


’ 
bo ents and from acts calculated to impair their 


“urea 


Labiishinents 


Llige 
scted commanding the canal or the 

however, shall be at Liberty to 
canal as may be becessary to 


sate.) [The high contracting 
itely upon the exchange of the ratifications of this 
it to the notice of the other powers and invite them 
shall be ratified by the President of 
tes, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
lier Britannic Majesty; and the ratifications shall be 
Washington or at London within six months from the 
i earlier if po e 
reof the re 


p ent convention 


pective plenipotentiaries have signed this 
Hel npto aiixed their seals. 


duplicate at Washington the Sth day of February, A. D. 


JOHN Hay. 
PAUNCEFOTE. 
1900. 
In Executive Session, December 13, 1900. 
», as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consideration of 
on (Executive M, 56th Cong., Ist sess.) between the United 
jreat Britain to facilitate the construction of a ship canal 
he Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. 
1 nee of the order of December 7, 1900, the Senate proceeded 
t ie on the amendment to the convention reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations on March 9, 1900, which was as follows: 
J at the end of section 5 of article 2, the following: 
5 agreed, however, that none of the immediately foregoing con- 
and stipulations in sections numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this 
apply to measures which the United States may find it 
to take for securing by its own forces the defense of the 
and the maintenance of public order.” 
tion to agree to the amendment it was determined in the 
yeas 65, nays 17. 
ion y Mr. L, DGB, 
Senators present, 
» voted in 
on, B 


me Hay-Pauncerote Treaty or Ferrvuary 5, 


hall 


Siates 


the yeas and nays being desired by one- 


the affirmative are, Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, 
iker, Bate, Berry, Burrows, Butler, Carter, *Chandler, 
, Cockrell, Culberson, Cullom, Daniel, Deboe, Depew, 
Dillingham, Dolliver, Bilkins, YVWairbanks, Foraker, Foster, Hale, 
Hanna, Harris, Hawley, Heitfeld, Hoar, Jones of Arkansas, Kean, 
kenney, Kyle, Lodge, McBride, McComas, McLaurin, McMillan, Mal- 
lory, Martin, Nelson, Penrose, Perkins, Pettigrew, Pettus, Platt of 
Ne York, Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Scott, Sewell, Shoup, Spooner, 

Taliaferro, Teller, Thurston, Towne, Turley, Turner, Vest, 
and Wetmore. 
who voted in the negative are, Messrs. 
Gallinger, Hansbrough, Lindsay, McCumber, 
Morgan, Platt of Connecticut, Rawlins, 
and Wolcott 

So the amendment was adopted. 

rhe following amendments to the convention were proposed : 

By Mr. ELKINS: Insert, at the end of section 5 of article 2, to follow 
the 1endment proposed by the committee and adopted in Committee of 
the Whole, the following: 

“ But nothing contained in this treaty shall be construed to prevent 
the United States from acquiring at any time sufficient territory, and 
sovereignty over the same, upon which to build, manage, operate, defend, 
protect, and control said canal, or for any other purposes, as the United 
States may deem best in its own interests.” 

By Mr. TintuMan: By striking out the amendment reported by the 
committee and adopted in Committee of the Whole and inserting at the 
end of article 2 the following: 

“It is agreed, however, that none of the foregoing conditions and 
stipulations of this article shall apply to measures which the United 
States may find it necessary to take for securing by its own forces the 
defense of the United States and the maintenance of public order.” 

Ky Mr. ALten: To amend article 1 by striking out the word “‘ under,” 
in line 13, page 2, and imserting the word “ by’; strike out the words 

pices of the,” at the beginning of line 14, and the words “ either 
ctly,”” at the end of the same line; and by striking out the following, 

in lines 15, 16, and 17: “or by gift or loan of money to individuals 
er corporations, or through subscriptions to or purchase of stock or 
shares”; so that, when thus amended, the article will read as follows: 

“ArnricLe 1. It is agreed that the canal may be constructed by the 

Government of the United States, at its own cost, and that, subject 
to the provisions of the present convention, the said Government shall 
have and enjoy all the rights incident to such construction, as well as 
the excl ve right of providing for the regulation and management of 
the canal.” 
By Mr. Foraker: Amend article 2 by 
convention,” in line 24, page 2, 
gated.” Also, to amend by 
con vention. 

By Mr. Brvertpce: Amend by striking out article 8 of the pro- 
xosed convention. 

By Mr. Penrose: Insert at the end of section 5 of article 2, to 
follow the amendment proposed by the committee and adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the following: 
Put nothing centained in this treaty shall be construed to prevent 
t! United States from acquiring at any time sufficient territory, and 
guty over the same, upon which to build, manage, operate, de- 
fend, fortify, protect, and control said canal, or for any other purposes, 
as the United States may deem best in its own interests.” 

by Mr. Burter: Amend by striking out section 7 of article 2 of the 

proposed convention, 


Warren, 

l bose Bard, Beveridge, Frye, 
McEnery, Mason, Money, 
Stewart, Tillman, Wellington, 


inserting after the word 
the following: “ which is hereby abro- 
striking out article 3 of the proposed 


“ 


gover nty 
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APRIL 2]. 


DECEMBER 14, 19: 
Mr. Lopcr, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
following amendments to the said convention, which amendment 


| proposed by Mr. Foraker on the 13th instant: 


Amend article 2 by inserting after the word “ convention,” jn 
24, page 2, the following: “ which is hereby superseded.” 

Also to amend by striking out article 3 of the proposed eonyent! 

DECEMBER 15, 1 

Mr. Mason offered the following amendment: Insert after sect 
article 2, the following: 

“Provided, Nothing herein contained shall prevent the*United 
from protecting said canal in any way it may deem necessa; 
said United States shall construct said canal at its own expen 
DECEMBER 17, 1 
On motion by Mr. Lopes, 
Ordered, That a vote be taken on the said convention and a}! . 


| pending amendments, and all amendments whieh may be offered, uv 
| inal vete is taken, on Thursday, December 20, 1900, at 3 o’elock | 


without further debate after that hour. 
DecemMBeR 20, 1: 

Mr. Lopen, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, rep 
amendment to the first amendment proposed by Mr. Foraker, 
ported from the committee the 14th instant, as follows: After 
“ which” insert the word “ convention.” 

The amendment to the amendment 
consent. 

After debate, 

The bour of 3 o’clock p. m. having arrived, in pursuance of th: 
of the 17th instant, the Senate proceeded to vote on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Foraker, and reported by the Committ 
Foreign Relations, to wit: In article 2, insert after the word 
vention,” in line 24, page 2 of the printed copy, the foliowing: 
convention is hereby superseded " 

On the question to agree thereto, it was determined in the affirn 

On the question to agree to the further amendment proposed | 
Foraker, and ge by the Committee on Foreign Relations, ¢{ 
Strike out article 3, on page 3 of the printed copy, it was det: 
in the affirmative. 

On the question to agree to the amendment proposed by Mr. | 
to wit: Insert at the end of section 5 of article 2, to follow 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
adopted in Committee of the Whole, the following: 

“ But nothing contained in this treaty shall be construed to | 
the United States from acquiring at any time sufficient territor: 
sovereignty over the same, upon which to build, manage, operat 
fend, protect, and control said canal, or for any other purposes, : 
United States may deem best in its own interests.” 

It was determined In the negative—yeas 25, nays 45. 

On motion by Mr. Teiler, the yeas and nays being desired b: 
fifth of the Senators present. 

Those who voted in the affirmative are, 
Berry, Beveridge, Butler, Clay, Cockrell, Culberson, Daniel, | 
Mallory, Martin, Mason, Money, Penrose, Pettigrew, Sullivan, 
ferro, Teller, Tillman, Towne, Turley, Turner, and Vest. 

Those who voted in the negative are, Messrs. Aldrich, Allis 
rows, Carter, Chandler, Cullom, Deboe, Dillingham, Fairbanks 
aker, Foster, Frye, Gallinger, Hale, Hanna, Hansbrough, 1! 
Hoar, Jones of Nevada, Kean, Lindsa , Ledge, McBride, Me‘ 
McCumber, McEnery, McLaurin, McMillan, Morgan, Nelson, I 
Pettus, Platt of New York, Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Scott, 
Spooner, Stewart, Thurston, Warren, Wellington, Wetmore, and W 

Pairs were announced as follows, the first named voting 
affirmative, the last named in the negative: Mr. Allen with M 
liver, Mr. Chilton with Mr. Simon, Mr. Kenney with Mr. Sew 
Harris with Mr. Clark, Mr. Jones of Arkansas with Mr. Platt o 
necticut, Mr. Heitfeld with Mr. Kyle, Mr. Mason with Mr. Baker 

On the question to agree to the amendment proposed by Mr 
to wit: Amend article 1 by striking out the word “ ander,” In Iii 
page 2 (printed copy), and inserting the word “by”; strike « 
words “auspices of the,” at the sae of lime 14, and the 
“either directly,” at the end of the same line; and strike out t! 
lowing in lines 15, 16, and 17, “or by gite or loan of money to 
viduals or corporations, or through subscriptions to or purcha 
stock or shares “; so that, when thus amended, the article wil! r 

“ARTICLS 1. It is agreed that the canal may be constructed 
Government of » United States, at fits own cost, and that, sul). 
the provisions of the present convention, the said Government 
have and enjoy all the rights incident to such construction, as well 4 
the exclusive right of providing for the regulation and management ©! 
the canal.” 

It was determined in the negative. 

The amendments proposed by Messrs. Beveridge and PrNnnos 
respectively withdrawn. 

n the question to agree to the amendment proposed by Mr. BP 
to wit: Strike out section 7 of article 2. 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 26, nays 44. : 

On motion by Mr. Butler, the yeas and nays being desired by 
fifth of the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs. Bacon, Bard 
Berry, Beveridge, Butler, Clay, Cockrell, Culberson, Daniel, |! 
Lindsay, Mallory, Martin, Mason, Money, Penrose, Pettigrew, * 
van, Taliaferro, Teller, Tillman, Towne, Turley, Turner, and Vest. = 

Those who voted in the negative are Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, Bur- 
rows, Carter, Chandler, Culiom, Deboe, Dillingham, Fairbanks, I 
aker, Foster, Frye, Gallinger, Hale, Hanna, Hansbrough, Hav 
Hoar, Jones of Nevada. Kean, Lodge, McBride, MeComas, MeCur 
McEnery, McLaurin, McMillan, Morgan, Nelson, Perkins, Pettus, | 
of New York, Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Scott, Shoup, Spoor 
Stewart, Thurston, Warren, Wellington, Wetmore, and Wolcott 

Pairs were announced as follows: Mr. Allen with Mr. Dolliver 
Chilton with Mr. Simon, Mr. Harris with Mr. Clark, Mr. Kenney W'\" 
Mr. Sewell, Mr. Heitfeld with Mr. Kyle, Mr. Mason with Mr. Bake: 
Mr. Jones of Arkansas with Mr. Platt of Connecticut. = 

On the question to agree to the amendment proposed by Mr. Mas0®, 
to wit: In article 2, insert after section 7 the following: ia 

“Provided nothing herein contained shall prevent the United Sfa‘°s 
from protecting said canal in any way it may deem necessary }) \ 
said United States shall construct said canal at its own expense. 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 25, nays 44. Be ae 

On motion by Mr. Mason, the yeas and nays being desired by °"° 
fifth of the Senators present, 


was agreed to by unan 


Messrs. Bacon, Bard, P&P 
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Those who voted tn the affirmative are Messrs. Bacon, Bate, Berry, 
B tl Clay, Cockrell, Culberson, Daniel, Elkins, Lindsay, Mallory, 
M tin, Mason, Money, Penrose, Pettigrew, Scott, Sullivan, Talia- 
sero, Teller, Tillman, Towne, Turley, Turner, and Vest. 


Hanna, Hansbrough, Harris, Hawley, Hoar, Jones of Nevada, Kean, 
Kenney, Lindsay, Lodge, McBride, McComas Mectumber McEnery, 
McLaurin, McMillan, Mallory, Morgan, Nelson, Penrose, Perkins, Pettus, 





Platt of New York, Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Scott, Shoup, Spooner, 












t 

rhose who voted in the negative are Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, Bard, | Stewart, Sullivan, Taliaferro, Thurston, Turner, Warren, Wetmore, and 
Burrows, Carter, Chandler, Cullom, Deboe, Dillingham, Fairbanks, Wolcott. 
Foraker, Foster, Frye, Gallinger, Hale, Hanna, Hansbrough, Hawley, Those who voted in the negative are, Messrs. Allen. Bard. Bate, 
Hoar, Jones of Nevada, Kean, Lodge, McBride, McComas, McCumber, | Berry, Butler, Cockrell, Culverson, Daniel, Heitfeld, Martin, Mason, 
McEnery, McLaurin, McMillan, Morgan, Nelson, Perkins, Pettus, Platt | Money, Pettigrew, Teller, Tillman, Turley, Vest, and Wellington 
of New York, Pritchard, Vroctor, Quarles, Shoup, Spooner, Stewart, Pairs were announced as follows: Messrs. Baker and | iver in the 
7 ‘rston, Warren, Wellington, Wetmore, and Wolcott. 7 affirmative, with Mr. Towne in the negative: Messrs. Cla > Ganen 

Pairs were announced as follows: Mr. Allen with Mr. Dolliver, Mr in the affirmative, with Mr. Chilton in the negative: Ms \ ; 
( iiten with Mr. Simon, Mr. Harris with Mr. Clark, Mr. Jones of | Sewell in the affirmative, with Mr. Rawlins in the 1 tive: M 8 

1s with Mr. Platt of Connecticut, Mr. Kenney with Mr. Sewell, | Platt of Connecticut and Caffrey in the affirmative, with Mr. J s of 





Arkansas In the negative 
Ordered, That the Secretary lay the sald resolution before t P { 
dent of the United States. 
On motion by Mr Lopep, 





Mr Heitfeld with Mr. Kylie, Mr. Mason with Mr. Baker. 
~ On the question to agree to the amendment proposed by Mr. Bard, 
a substitute the following: 


+o wit: Strike out article 


set. 8. Phe United States reserves the right in the regulation and 
















r sement of the canal to discriminate in respect of the charges of Ordered, That the convention as amended and ratified be pr tod 
tr in favor of vessels of its own citizens engaged in the coastwise | for the use of the Senate, and that the injunction of secrecy be rem i 
t " rom the convention and the proceedings thereon, and from the votes on 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 27, nays 43. all amendments and on the final ratification of the convention 

On motion by Mr. Teller, the yeas and nays being desired by one- 

f the Senators present, MESSAGE FROM THE PRESID! r OF THE UNITED STA 3. TRANSMI NG A 
who voted In the affirmative are, Messrs. Bacon, Bard, Bate CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND GREAT BRITAIN TO FACILI 

nr . Beveridge, Butler, Clay, Cockrell, Culberson, Da tiel, Elkins, TATH THE COSTRUCTION OF A SHIP CANAL TO CON 1 ete eA ic 
I isay, Mallory, Martin, Mason, Money, Penrose, Perkins,, Petti- AND PACIFIC OCBRANS, SIGNED AT WASHINGTON NOVEMBER 1 


Sullivan, Taliaferro, Teller, Tillman, Turley, Turner, Towne, and 











December 4, 1901. Read; treaty read the firs ind rred to the 
Vest . ‘ Committee on Foreign telations and, to ‘ t 
rhose who voted in the negative are, Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, Bur orde! d to be pi nt d in ; if es ‘ or tt e of th ‘ 
‘ | ‘ : ; - le . ‘ ‘ . , pee add Col ce Hue Use O ‘ on 
rows, Carter, Chandler, Cullom, Deboe, Dillingham, Fairbanks, For December 9, 1901 Reported without amendn % 
aker, Poster, Frye, Gailinger, Hale, Hanna, asbrough, Hawley, Hoar, I : a t mm } 


Decemb ( { niunetic of rere Tr 
of Nevada, Kean, Lodge, McBride, McComas, McCumber, Me mber 19, 1901. Injunction ee , 


December 16, 1901. Ratified: injunction 


J — ane ATills area ste DPottwe "le p Tow 1 ¢ I 
Enery, McLaurin, McMillan, Morgan, Nelson, Pettus, Platt of New posed amendments and votes thereon, and vot 














Yi Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Scott, Shoup, Spooner, Stewart, ’ 7 
| t Warren, Wellington. Wetmore, and Wolcott. - . To the Senate: 
M leller proposed the following amendments: In article 2, section 





i 
in ti of war as in time of peace’; and in line 31 strike out the ion, a convention signed November 18, 1901, by the pective pleni 
words “and of war.” t J 
On the question to agree to the proposed amendment, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 
Mr. Teller also proposed the following amendments: Strike out the 
of sections 3 and 4 of 3+ in article 2, section 5. on 


t 
potentiaries of the United St ‘ ital to ! t 
consti tion of a ship canal to con the Atlantic and I le ( 
by whatever route may t 1 

pve any objection which 


article 19, 1850, commonly called 


| 
of printed copy, in lines 30 and 31, strike out the words | I transmit, for the advice and consent of the Senate to its ratifica- 
i 















v : wer tI t t ‘ 
page 3, of the printed copy, strike out, beginning with the word “ ves- | tion ‘ t} ‘ CG . 
S in line 12, the remainder of the paragraph down to and includ- | >'! Ss, wi iz prir ' ation 
ing the word “ belligerent " in line 17; in article 2, section 7, page 3, | ©St#! ed i of tl 
{ printed copy, strike out the first clause, beginning with the | I nciose @ report ir ry of S ) 
Ww ; “No fortifications " In line 30, down to and Including the word | nvention for my consideration, 
Os nt” in line 31, and In line 31 strike out the word “ however.” . ru I 
the question to agree severally to these amendments, it was WHITE Hovsr, : 
a ined in the negative. Washington, December 4, 1901 
} urther amendment being proposed as in Committee of the Whole, | _. , . 
t! nvention was reported to the Senate, and the amendments adopted | THE PRESIDENT: 
in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. [ submit for your consideration and for trans m to the Senate, 
I convention being In the Senate and open to amendment, Mr should you deem it proper to do so, with a view to obtaining the ad 
I 1AN proposed the fellowing amendment: Strike out the amend } and consent of that body to its ratification, a convention t No 
I reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations and inserted at | ber 18, 1901, by the respective plenipotentiaries of United Start 
t i of section 5 of article 2, on page 8 of the printed copy, and | and Great Britain to facilitate the construction of a hit na . 
1 in Committee of the Whole, and insert at the end of article 2 | connect the Atlantic and Pacifie Oceans by whatever roi ' 
t iiowing: “It is agreed, however, that none of the foregoing considered expedient, and to that end to remove any o 1 Ww ; 
‘ ns and stipulations of this article shall apply to measures which 0 irise out of the convention of April 19, 1850, « mo alled 
t 1 i States may find it necessary to take for securing by its | ‘ ton-Bbulwer treaty, to the construction of such ne 
orces the defense of the United States and the maintenance of | auspices of the Government of the United States tl t ) 
> r } the general principle” of neutralization established in article 8 of 
The question being to agree thereto, it was determined in the nega- | that convention 
t yeas 27, nays 43. Respectfully submitted, 
On motion by Mr. TILLMAN, the yeas and nays being desired by one- J TY 
of the Senators present. DEPARTMENT OF STaATe, 
e who voted in the affirmative are, Messrs. Bacon, Bard, Bate, Washington, December 2, 1901 
I Beveridge, Butler, Clay, Cockrell, Culberson, Daniel, Elkins. 
Kenney, Lindsay, Mallory, Martin, Mason, Money, Penrose, Pettigrew, The United States of America and His Majesty Edward the Seventh 
Sullivan, Taliaferro, Teller, Tillman, Towne, Turley, Turner, and Vest. | of the United K dom of Great Britain and Ireland nd of the 
se who voted in the negative are, Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, Bur- | British dominions beyond the seas, King, and Emperor of India, being 
rows, Carter, Chandler, Cullom, Deboe, Dillingham, Fairbanks, Foraker, | desirous to facilitate the construction of a ship canal t nnect the 
Foster, Frye, Gallinger, Hale, Hanna, Hansbrough, Hawley, Hoar, |! Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, by whatever route may | heredl 
Jones of Nevada, Kean, Lodge, McBride, McComas, McCumber, Mc- | expedient, and to that end to remove any objection w! irise 


i 
Laurin, MeMillan, Morgan, Nelson, Perkins, Pettus, Platt of New York, | out of the convention of the 19th April, 1850, 














com! ily called he 

Millan, Morgan, Nelson, Perkins, Pettus, Pettus, Platt of New York, | Clayton-Bulwer treaty. to the con tion of such canal under ; 

Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Shoup, Spooner, Stewart, Thurston, Warren, | auspices of the Government of the United States. without airing 

Wel ston, Wetmore, and Wolcott. the “general principle" of neutralization esta hed in article §& of 

Pairs were announced as follows: Mr. Allen with Mr. Dolliver, Mr. | that convention, have for that purpose appointed as their plenipo- 
Chilton with Mr. Simon, Mr. Harris with Mr. Clark, Mr. Jones of | tentiaries ~ ; : 

Arkansas with Mr. Platt of Connecticut, Mr. Kenney with Mr. Sewell, The President of the United States. John Har. Secretary of State of 

leitfeld with Mr. Kyle, Mr. Mason with Mr. Baker. the United States of America: , ’ , : 
No further amendment being proposed, Mr. Lopcr submitted the And His Maiesty Edward the Seventh. of the United Kir 1 of 
following resolution for consideration : Great Britain and Ireland, and of the British dominion iad the 


Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein), as, King, and Emperor of India, the Right Len. |! ] ! 
G. <. B., G. C. M. G., His Majesty's ambassado: <traordina 
plenipotentiary to the United States; 

Who, having communicated to each other their full powers, which 
were found to be in due and proper form, have agreed upon the fo Vv 
ing articles: 


| 

That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of the conven- | 

tion between the United States and Great Britain to facilitate the 
construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, 
and to remove any obstacle which might arise out of the convention 
commonly called the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, with the following amend 
ments : ‘ ARTICLE 1. The high contracting parties agree that the present 
; In article 2, insert after the word “convention,” page 2, line 24, of | treaty shall supersede the aforementioned convention of the 19th April, 
= printed copy, the following: “ which convention is hereby super | 














o 


ArT. 2. It is agreed that the canal may be constructed under the 
auspices of the Government of the United States ther dir y at its 
own cost, or by gift or loan of money to ind luals or e¢ : 
or through subscription to or purchase of stock or shares, and that, 
subject to the provisions of the present treaty, the said G ment 
shall have and enjoy all the rights incident to such const { is 
well as the exclusive right of providing for the regulation and m ‘ 
ment of the canal. 

Art. 3. The United States adopts, as the basis of t neut tion 
of such ship canal, the following rules, substantielly as « died in the 
convention of Constantinople, signed the 28th 
free navigation of the Suez Canal; that to 

1. The canal shall be free and open to th ssels of ecommerce and 
of war of all nations observing these rules on terms of entire equality, 
so that there shall be no discriminntion against any such nation, or its 
citizens or subjects, in respect of the conditions or charges of traflic or 
otherwise. Such conditions and charges of traffic shall be just ané 
equitable, 


In article 2, insert at the end of section 5, page 3, line 17, of the 
printed copy, the following: 

“It is agreed, however, that none of the Immediately foregoing condi 
tions and stipulations in sections numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this 
article shall apply to measures which the United States may find nec 


essary to take 


mar or securing by its own forces the defense of the United 
Hite 


8s and the maintenance of public order.” 

Strike out article 3 (page 3 of printed copy). 
on motion = Mr. LopGp, and by unanimous consent, the Senate pro- 
— d to consider the said resolution; and, on the question to agree 
mer to, it was determined in the affirmative. two-thirds of the Senators 
present having voted in the affirmative. 
ar ’n motion by Mr Lopen, the yeas and nays being desired by one- 
‘th of the Senators present, 

ai hose who voted in the affirmative are, Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, 
Die; Beveridge, Burrows, Carter, Chandler, Clay, Cullom, Deboe, 
lingham, Elkins, Fairbanks, Foraker, Foster, Frye, Gallinger, Hale, 


October, 1555, tor the 
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shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of nial The question being on agreeing to the final resolution of rati 
ny uct of hostility be committed within it. The | it was determined in the affirmative—72Z yeas, 6 nays. 
ywever, shall be at liberty to maintain such military | Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs. Aldrich, Allison. | 
canal as may be necessary to protect it against law Bate, Berry, Beveridge, Burnham, Burrows, Burton, Carmack. 

‘ orde } Clark of Montana, Clark of Wyoming, Clay, Cockrell, Cullom 
sels of war of a belligerent shall not revictual nor take any | Dietrich, Dillingham, Dolliver, Dubois, Fairbanks, Foraker, Fo 
in the canal except so far as may be strictly necessary ; and the | Louisiana, Foster of Washington, Frye, Gallinger, Gamble, Gibson 
it of such vessels through the canal shall be effected with the | Hansbrough, Harris. Hawley, Heitfeld, Hoar, Jones of Arkansas.’ 
sible delay in accordance with the regulations in force, and | Kearns, Kittredge, Lodge, McComas, McCumber, MecEnery, MeLa: 
nly such intermission as may result from the necessities of the | Mississippi, McLaurin of South Carolina, McMillan, Martin, M 
ay Millard, Mitchell, Money, Morgan, Nelson, Penrose, Perkins, [P.; 

Vrizes shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of | Platt of Connecticut, Platt of New York, Pritchard, Proctor, ©) 
war of the belligerents. Scott, Simmons, Simon, Spooner, Stewart, Taliaferro, Turner. 

1. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munitions of | Warren, Wellington, Wetmore ; 
wir, or warlike materials in the canal, except in case of accidental Those who voted in the negative are Messrs. Bacon, Blackburn, ¢ 
hindrance of the transit, and in such case the transit shall be resumed | son, Mallory, Teller, Tillman. 
with all possible dispatch. Pairs were announced as follows: 

he provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to Mr. Bailey in the negative with Messrs. Depew and Elkins 
canal within 3 marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a | aflirmative. 
elligerent shall not remain in such waters longer than 24 hours at Mr. Rawlins in the negative with Messrs. Hanna and Sewell 
any one time, except in case of distress, and in such case shall depart | affirmative. 
ns on as possible; but a vessel of war of one belligerent shall not Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from t} 
depart within 24 hours from the departure of a vessel of war of the | posed Amendments to the said convention, from the votes there 
other belligerent from the final vote to ratify the convention. 

6. The plant, establishments, buildings, and all works meeneey 4 oi 
the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal sha ve or mm ro : 
deemed to be part thereof for the parpeats of this treaty, and in _ Ant. 35. The U nited States of America and the Rep 
time of war, as in time of peace, shall enjoy complete immunity from | New Granada, desiring to make as durable as possible the r 
attack or injury by belligerents and from acts calculated to impair their which are to be established between the two parties by virtu 
ueefulness a8 A part of the canal. treaty, have declared solemnly, and do agree to the following ; 


) 


" 
i 
_ 


‘i , i . po 
Arr, 4 is agreed that no change of territorial sovereignty or of First. For the better understanding of the preceding articles, it 
international relations of the country or countries traversed by the | bas been stipulated between the high contracting parties that t 
befor entioned canal shall affect the general principle of neutraliza- | 20S, vessels, and merchandise of the United States shall enjoy 
tion or the obligation of the high contracting parties under the present | Ports of New Granada, including those of the part of the Grar 
treaty. territory generally denominated Isthmus of Panama, from its s 
Ant. 5. The present treaty shall be ratified by the President of the | Most extremity until the boundary of Costa Rica, all the exe: 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, privileges, and immunities concerning commerce and navigation 
and by His Britannic Majesty; and the ratifications shall be exchanged | 27¢ now or may hereafter be enjoyed by Granadian citizens, thei: 
at Washington or at London at the earliest possible time within six sels, and merchandise ; and that this equality of-favors shall be m: 
months from the date hereof. United States tn their trauale acroue the eaid territocy fromm 
Pal rharan 1° Precnective —P » artoa ava aeiona . , ot: 3 1e@ ans "ross e Vv oO one +s 
teenie aaa wee nftixed Fact sede PERSE Sere eee pd ng > Teak dee ate poo gee aie gee G 
Mag a BE po? pach nee ge pal sp A oe acini . ent o 1€ d § es >» right of way or transit a 
= ae er or ell Beales yo ved as ee ae Se mber, in the | jsthnmus of Panama upon any modes of communication that no 
ye: 4 sa ; Joun Hay. [seat] or that may be hereafter constructed shall be open and free to { 
PAUNCEFOT! [SEAL] ernment and citizens of the United States and for the transporta 
AUNCESULE. _ any articles of produce, manufactures, or merchandise of lawt 
merce belonging to the citizens of the United States; that no 
RATIFICATION OF THR INTEROCEANIC CANAL TREATY. tolls or charges shall be levied or collected upon the citizens of th 
IN EXEcUTIVE SESSION, December 16, 1901 United States, or their said merchandise thus passing over any road 0 
N EXECUTIVE SESSION, December 16, Iv0l, canal that may be made by the Government of New Granada, or 
The Senate having under consideration the convention between the] authority of the same than is under like circumstances levied 
United States and Great Britain to facilitate the construction of aj] and collected from the Granadian citizens; that any lawful | 
ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, signed November | manufactures, or merchandise belonging to citizens of the 1 
18, 1901, States thus passing from one sea to the other in either directi 
Mr. Lacon proposed the following amendments: the purpose of exportation to any other foreign country shall : 
In the preamble strike out all after the words “ United States,” in | lable to any import duties whatever; or, having paid such duti 
the tenth line, down to and including the word “ convention,” in line 11. | shall be entitied to drawback upon their exportation; nor shal! tl. 
Strike out from article 2, in line 10, the following words: ‘“ Subject | zens of the United States be liable to any duties, tolls, or charges 
to the provisions of the present treaty.” kind to which native citizens are not subjected for thus passing t! 
Strike out all of articles 3 and 4. Isthmus. And, in order to secure to themselves the tranquil and 
Mr. CULBERSON proposed the following amendment: stant enjoyment of these advantages, and as an especial compen 
Insert at the end of section 5, article 3, the following: for the sald advantages, and for the favors they have acquired 
“It is agreed, however, that none of the immediately foregoing condi- | fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of this treaty, the United States 
tions and stipulations in sections Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this article | antee, ae and efficac lously, to New Granada, by the | 
shall apply to measures which the United States’ may find it necessary | Stipulation, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Is 
to take for securing by its own forces the defense of the United States | With the view that the free transit from the one to the oth 
and the maintenance of public order.” Be rent cian Tan Viele aie nine noses 
» Te of ff Sceteat ‘ . 2 ine » . e Sts: é § ne > e als guara 
strike sak at antiens fume oe the same manner the rights of sovereignty and property which 
“ Substantially as embodied in the convention of Constantinople, Granete 5e6 ae BOORtEes SOE ane Sn, ll force 1 vig 
signed the 28th October,.1888, for the free navigation of the Suez Second. The present treaty ee eae See ae 
Canal ” sa , P ee — ey years mn ene day of pe exchange = a — 
— . . . : a r an rom the same day the treaty that was concluded betwee: 
Bacon, Tt was determined ti the negative-yeas 16, nays 60. "7 "| United States and Colombia, on the 15th of October, 1824. shal 
Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs. Bacon, Bate, Berry, 3 ie hieee dat pecisie MESING WSS Was Cepeme me the ars 
Blackburn, Carmack, Clark of Montana, Clay, Culberson, Dubois, Harris, Third, Notwithstanding the foregoing, if neither party notifi 
ay feld, = of Mississippi, Mallory, Money, Simmons, Taliaferro, | other its intention of reforming any of or all the articles of thi 
eller, and iiluiman, 12 months before the expiration of the 20 years stipulated : 
‘I hose who voted in the negative are Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, Bard, the said treaty shall contin binding on both a esties beyond ti 
severidge, Burnham, Burrows, Burton, Clapp, Clark of Wyoming, | 20 years until 12 months from the time that one of the parties 
Cockrell, Cullom, Deboe, Dietrich, Dillingham, Dolliver, Fairbanks, | its intention of proceeding to a reform. 
Foraker, Foster of Louisiana, Foster of Washington, Frye, Gallinger, Fourth. If any one or more of the citizens of either party s! 
Gamble, Gibson, Hale, Hansbrough, Hawley, Hoar, Jones of Arkansas, | fringe any of the articles of this treaty, such citizens shall |. 
Kean, Kearns, Kittredge, Lodge, McComas, McCumber, McEnery, | personally responsible for the same, and the harmony and good 
McLaurin of South Carolina, McMillan, Martin, Mason, Millard, Mitchell. | spondence between the nations shall not be interrupted there 
Morgan, Nelson, Penrose, Perkins, Pettus. Platt of Connecticut, Platt of | party engaging in no way to protect the offender or sanction 
New York, Pritchard, Proctor, Quarles, Scott, Simon, Spooner, Stewart, | violation. 
Turner, Vest, Warren, Wellington, and Wetmore, Fifth. If unfortunately any of the articles contained in this 
Pairs were announced as follows: should be violated and infringed in any way whatever, it is ex) 
Mr. Bailey in the affirmative with Mr. Elkins in the negative. stipulated that neither of the two contracting parties shall ord 
Mr. Rawlins in the affirmative with Mr. Hanna in the negative. authorize any acts of reprisal, nor shall declare war against thi 
The question being on agreeing to the amendment proposed by Mr, | on complaints of injuries or damages until the said party con 
Culberson, it was determined the negative—15 yeas, 62 nays. itself offended shall have laid before the other a statement of 5! 
‘hose who voted in the affirmative are Messrs Bacon, Bate, Berry, | juries or damages, verified by competent proofs, demanding justi 
Blackburn, Carmack, Culberson, Dubois, Heitfeld, McLaurin of Missis- | satisfaction, and the same shall have been denied, in violation 
ee Mallory, Money, Simmons, Taliaferro, Tillman, Vest. laws and of international right. - 
Those who voted in the negative are Messrs. Aldrich, Allison, Bard, Sixth. Any special or remarkable advantage that one or tic 
Beveridge, Burnham, Burrows, Burton, Clapp, Clark of Montana, Clark | Power May enjoy from the foregoing stipulation are and oush 
of Wyoming, Clay, Cockrell, Cullom, Deboe, Dietrich, Dillingham, | &lways understood in virtue and as in compensation of the ob!) 
Dolliver, Fairbanks, Foraker, Foster of Louisiana, Foster of Washing- | they have just contracted and which have been specified in ( 
ton, Frye, Gallinger, Gamble, Gibson, Hale, Hansbrough, Harris, | Dumber of this article. 
Hawley, Hoar, Jones of Arkansas, Kean, Kearns, Kittreage, Lodge, (Spooner Act.) 
McComas, McCumber, McEnery, McLaurin of South Carolina, McMillan, {[Public—No. 183. 
Martin, Mason, Millard, Mitchell, Morgan, Nelson, Penrose, Perkins, . a 
Pettus, Platt of Connecticut, Platt of New York, Pritchard, Proctor, An act to provide for the construction of a canal connect! 
Quarles, Scott, Simon, Spooner, Stewart, Turner, Warren, Wellington, | Waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. 
Wetmore. Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is 
Pairs were announced as follows: authorized to acquire, for and on behalf of the United States 
Mr. Bailey in the affirmative with Mr. Elkins in the negative. cost not exceeding $40,000,000 the rights, privileges, franchises 
Mr. Rawlins in the affirmative with Mr. Hanna in the negative. cessions, grants of lands, right of way, unfinished work, plants 
The question being on agreeing to the amendment proposed by Mr, | other property, real, personal, and mixed, of every mame an 
McLaurin of Mississippi, it was determined in the negative. ture, owned by the New Panama Canal Co., of France, ° 
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. 1s of Panama, and all its maps, plans, drawings, records on the | Navy, the said officers, respectively, upon the a or the 
7 s of Panama and in Varis, including all the capital stock, not | retired list of the Army or of the id comn ‘ 
wever, than 68,865 shares of the Panama Railroad Co., owned | each receive such compensation it ull f ibe u 
wld for the use of said canal company, provided a satisfactory | the same shall have been otherw Cong? In ! 
‘ ‘yo all of said property can be obtained tion to the members of said Isthmian Canal ¢ 1 er ! bend 
: ® That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the | is hereby authorized tt ugh said com 1 to emt ) i 
r « of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon | ice any of the engine the United 8 3s Al ! discretion, 
7 erms as he may deem reasonable, perpetual control of a strip of and likewi to employ engineers in v fé it | j é n ind 
e territory of the Republic of Colombia, not 33 than 6 miles | any other persons nec« ary for the p er and ' 
1, extending from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and | tion of said work rhe compensation of all such en r 
a to use and dispose of the waiters thereon, and to excavate, | pe! ns employed under this act shall be fixed vy s 1, 
; t, and to perpetually maintain, operate, and protect thereon a ! ct to tl al 1 of the President l off i if an 
of h depth and capacity as will afford convenient passage of | oflicer appoint: or employed under this act shall be ; i 
< the greatest tonnage and draft now in use, from the Caribbean | the amount salary r compensation provided by o 
S the Pacific Ocean, which control shall include the right to per- | fixed under t of this act Said « sission i 
: y maintain and operate the Panama Railroad, if the ownership | ters be subject to the direction and control of the Pr t 
; * or a controlling interest therein, shal! have been acyuired by | make to the President annually and at h other pe ' 
{ nited States, and also jurisdiction over said strip and the ports | required, either by law or by the order of the President, { ! 
f » ends thereof to make such police and sanitary rules and regula- | plete reports of ail their actings and doings and of all ! 1 
s shall be necessary to preserve order and preserve the public | and expended in the construction 5 1 work and in t 
th thereon, and to establish such judicial tribunals as may be agreed | of their duties in connection therewith, which said ré rt y 
thereon as may be necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. | the President transmitted to Congress And the said e« 1 Shall 
e President may acquire such additional territory and rights from | furthermore give to Congress, or either Hou of ¢ ’ 
( ia as in his judgment will faciiltate the general purpose hereof. | formation as may at any tim » required ther | t of ‘ 
. 3. That when the Il’resident shall have arranged to secure aj/| or by the order of either House of Congress The Pre t | 
5 tory title to the propests of the New Panama Canal Co., | cause to be provided and assicned for tl use of the cor } ! 
provided in section 1 hereof, and shall have obtained by treaty | oflices as may, with the suitable equipment of the s , 
| of the necessary territory from the Republic of Colombia, as | and proper, in his discretion, for the proper discharge f ti d ; 
' ed in section two hereof, he is authorized to pay for the prop- | thereof. 
‘ of the New Panama Canal Co. $40,000,000 and to the Republic | Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
of ¢ ymbia such sum as shall have been agreed upon, and a sum suffil- | borrow on the credit of the United States from time to time, as the 
A i t for both said purposes is hereby appropriated out of any money | proceeds may be required to defray expenditures authorized by this 
in the Treasury pot otherwise appropriated, to be paid on warrant or | act (such proceeds when received to be used only for the purpose of 
warrants drawn by the President. |} meeting snch expenditures), the sum of $130,000,000, or sort h ft f 
I President shall then, through the Isthmian Canal Commission, | as may be necessary, and to prepare and issue therefor ‘ 
hereinafter authorized, cause to be excavated, constructed, and com- | registered bonds of the United States in such form as he may |} cribe, 
pleted, utilizing to that end as far as practicable the work heretofore | and in denominations of $20 or some multiple of that sur deemabl 
d I the New Panama Canal Co., of France, and its predecessor in gold coin at the pleasure of the United ites after 10 years from 
( ! a ship cana! from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean the date of their issue, and payable 30 years from such dat nd bear 
s canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth as shall afford con- | ing interest payable quarterly in gold coin at the rate of 2 per cent 
\ nt passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft | per annum; and the bonds herein authorized shall be exempt m all 
I in use, and such as may be reasonably anticipated, and shall be | taxes or duties of the United States, as t tion i ny 
supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet the | form by or under State, municipal, or loc: Pp rirat 
necessities of vessels passing through the same from ocean to ocean; | said bonds may be disposed of by the 8 i not 
i he shall also cause to be constructed such safe and commodious | less than par, under such regulations as he may pre ibe ving t l 
} 1s at the termini of said canal, and make such provisions for | citizens of the United States an equal opportunity to subseribe the Yr, 
a » as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said | but no commissions shall be allowed or paid thereon nd a m not 
‘ and harbors. That the President is authorized for the purposes | exceeding one-tenth of 1 per cent of the a nt of nds rein 
af aid to employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and to authorized is hereby appropriated, out of y money tl Vv 
fix eir compensation. } not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expen: of | ring, ver- 
Sec, 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United | tising, and issuing the same. 
St 3 a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Approved, ne 28. 1902. 
Co. and the control of the necessary territory of the Republic of - 
( bia and the rights mentioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, | PANAMA—Surp CANAL 
W in a reasonable time and upon reasonable terms, then the Presi- | Convention between the United Stat nd the R. le of Paname for 
dent, having first obtained for the United States perpetual control by the construction of a ship canal to connect the ¥ of the At 


treaty of the necessary territory from Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon 
t s which be may consider reasonable, for the construction, per- 


| maintenance, operation, and protection of a canal connecting 


and Pacific Oceans. 
Signed at Washington, November 
fication advised by 

















‘ a : tati l t Senate, I ruary 23, 19¢ 
the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific Ocean by what is commonly known | pers a he the F moe rel ¥ 25. } 4 , M4. 
as the Nicaragua route, shall through the said Isthmian Canal Com satified by Pan her 2. 190. 
i tat a ‘ amé emp o ; 
I ion cause to be excavated and constructed a ship canal and water- R ped xchanzed at Washingt lary 26. 1904 
fro. ) on the shore of the Caribbean Sez ear Greytow . ee eae Oa 10: - ~ a ; 
y from a point t mn Sea near Greytown, Proclaimed, February 26, 1904 





by y of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito on the Pacific Ocean. 
Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 





A proclamation by the President of the United Statea of America 




























































| sage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in Whereas a convention between the United States of America nd the 
{ and such as may be reasonably anticipated, and shall be supplied | Republic of Panama to insure the constr tion of a 
v al! necessary locks and other appliances to meet the necessities of | the Isthmus of Panama to con t t) Atlantic : i Our 
y ls passing through the same from ocean to ocean; and he ghall was concluded and signed by their respective ple } irles 
' mstruct such safe and commodious harbors at the termini of Washington, on the 18th day of No I 190: t ia f 
g ( il as shall be necessary for the safe and convenient use thereof, which convention, being in the Englisl i if \ l 
é shall make such provisions for defense as may be necessary for as follows: 
t safety and protection of said barbors and canal; and such sum or ISTHMIAN CANAL CONVENTION 
sums of money as may be agreed upon by such treaty as compensation The United States of America and the Republi f Pan » 1 
to be paid to Nicaragua and Costa Rica for the concessions and rights desirous to insure the construction of a ship canal a i enema 
he nder provided to be acquired by the United States, are hereby of oman to connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceat and ( ‘ 
‘ priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- | of the 2° nited State 5 of America having passed 1D t June 
I d, to be paid on warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 198 1902. in furt nee of that et by which the I . af 4 
President shall cause the said Isthmian Cana! Commission to | [yitca States is authorized to acqu within a i t 
make such surveys as may be necessary for said canal and harbors to | ¢ontrol of the necessary territory of the Repul f 
be ide, and in making such surveys and in the construction of said | the sovereignty of such territory being act y Rey 
| may employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and may | of Panama. the high contracting irties } 
i xt elr con pensation. J pose to con lude a convention and ! uC , 
the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River plenipotentiaries 
r L. ke Nicaragua, or such parts of each as may be made available, The Presid nt of the United States of Amet rohn FI 
. be_ used. | of State, and : 
sec. 5. That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of | The Government of the Republic of Panama, Phi! Bur \ la, 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the |; enyoy extraordinary and minister pler of f 
project herein contemplated by either route so selected | Panama. thereunto sper empowered by said ¢ t t 
d the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into | egmmunicating with each other thelr t i to 
§ contract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper | pe in good and due form, have agreed upon tl on led t ing 
ex ition, construction, completion, and defense of said canal, bar- | articles: 
‘ and defenses, by the route finally determined upon under the | ARTICLE 1. The United States unt 1 will the in 
j ions of this act. Appropriations therefor shall from time to time | dapendence of the Re » of Panama 
‘ ereafter made, not to exceed in the aggregate the additional sum | Arr. 2. The Republic of Panama grants to the United Stat in 
1o),000,000 should the Panama route be adopted, or $180,000,000 perpetuity the ns« occupation, and control of a zon vf l ! 
d the Nicaragua route be adopted. under water for the « ynst ction, maintenance, o 
P G. That in any agreement with the Republic of Colombia, or | and protectior said | of t dth of 1 
with the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is author- distance of 5 miles on each side of the center line of t 
ized to guarantee to said Republic or to said States the use of said | canal to be constructed; the sald zon: inning in the ¢ 
¢ i and harbors, upon such terms as may be agreed upon, for all | 8 marine miles from mean low water mark and extend 
a 3 owned by said States or by citizens thereof the Isthmus of Panama into the I if Ocean t 
s 7. That to enable the President to construct the canal and works | marine miles from mean low water ! k wit he 
appurtenant thereto as provided in this act, there is hereby created | cities of Panama and Colon and the | 3 adjac 
‘ isthmian Canal Commission, the same to be composed of seven | which are included within the bound f t , 
rs, Who shall be nominated and appointed by the President, by | shall not be included within this tnt I i t 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall serve | further grants to the United States in | 
7 the completion of said canal unless sooner removed by the Presi- | and control of other lands and { 
; ind one of whom shall he named as the chairman of said com- | described which may be n¢ , fi 
: a on Of the seven members of said commission at least four of | maintenance, operation nit i ! 
hall be persons learned and skilled tn the science of engineering, | of any auxiliary canals « t ! 
aid of the four at least one shall be an officer of the United States | the construction, maintenance, opera I, i I i f 





“riny, and at least one other shall be an officer of the United States i the said enterprise. 


248 


The Republic of Panama further grants in like manner to the 
in perpetuity all islands within the limits of the zone 
and in addition thereto the group of small islands in 

lina, named VPerico, Naos, Culebra, and Flamenco. 
he Republic of Panama grants to the United States all the 
and authority within the zone mentioned and described 
in article 2 of this agreement and within the limits of all auxiliary 
lands and waters mentioned and described in said article 2 which the 
United States would possess and exercise if it were the sovereign of 
the territory within which said lands and waters are located to the en 
tire exclusion of the exercise by the Republic of Panama of any such 

sovereign rights, power, or authority. 

Arr. 4. As rights subsidiary to the above grants the Republic of 
Panama grants in perpetuity to the United States the right to use the 
rivers, streams, lakes, and other bodies of water within its limits for 
navigation, the supply of weter or water power or other purposes, 80 
far as the use of said rivers, streams, lakes, and bodies of water and 
the waters thereof may be necessary and convenient for the construc- 
tion, maintenance, operation, sanitation, and protection of the said 
canal, 

Art. 5. The Republic of Panama grants to the United States in per- 
petuity a monopoly for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
any system of communication by means of canal or railroad across its 
territory between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean. 

Art. 6. The grants herein contained shall in no manner invalidate 
the titles or rights of private land holders or owners of private property 
in the said zone or in or to any of the lands or waters granted to the 
United States by the provisions of any article of this treaty, nor shall 
they interfere rights of way over the public roads passing 


United 
above 
the 


with the 
through the said zone or over any of the said lands or waters unless said 
rights of way or private rights shall conflict with rights herein granted 
to the United States in which case the rights of the United States shall 
be superiol All damages caused to the owners of private lands or 
private property of any kind by reason of the grants contained in this 


employees, or by reason of the construction, maintenance, operation, 
sanitation, and protection of the said canal or of the works of sanita- 
tion and protection herein provided for, shall be appraised and settled 
by a joint commission appointed by the Governments of the 
States and the Republic of Panama, whose decisions as to such damages 
shall be final and whose awards as to such damages shall be paid solely 
by the United States. No part of the work on said canal or the Panama 
Kallroad or on any auxiliary works relating thereto and authorized 
by the terms of this treaty shall be prevented, delayed, or impeded by 
or pending such proceedings to ascertain such damages. The appraisal 
of said private lands and private property and the assessment of dam- 
ages to them shall be based upon their value before the date of this 
convention. 


ArT. 7 


and within the territory adjacent thereto the right to acquire by pur- 
chase or by the exercise of the right of eminent domain, any lands, 
buildings, water rights, or other properties necessary and convenient for 
the construction, maintenance, operation, and protection of the canal! 
and of any works of sanitation, such as the collection and disposition 
of sewage and the distribution of water in the said cities of Panama 
and Colon, which, in the discretion of the United States may be neces- 
sary and convenient for the construction, maintenance, operation, sani 
tation, and protection of the said canal and railroad. All such works 
of sanitation, collection, and disposition of sewage and distribution of 
water in the cities of Panama and Colon shall be made at the expense 
of the United States, and the Government of the United States, its 
agents or nominees shall be authorized to impose and collect water rates 
and sewerage rates which shail be sufficient to provide for the payment 
of interest and the amortization of the principal of the cost of said 
works within a period of 50 years and upon the expiration of said term 
of 50 years the system of sewers and water works shall revert to and 
become the properties of the cities of Panama and Colon, respectively, 
and the use of the water shall be free to the inhabitants of Panama 
and Colon, except to the extent that water rates may be necessary for 
the operation and maintenance of said system of sewers and water. 

The Republic of Panama agrees that the cities of Panama and Colon 
shall comply in perpetuity with the sanitary ordinances whether of a 
preventive or curative character prescribed by the United and 
in case the Government of Panama is unable or fails in its duty to 
enforce this compliance by the cities of Panama and Colon with the 
sanitary ordinances of the United States the Republic of Panama 
grants to the United States the right and authority to enforce the 
same 

The same right and authority are granted to the United States for 
the maintenance of public order in the cities of Panama and Colon and 
the territories and harbors adjacent thereto in case the Republic of 
Panama should not be, in the judgment of the United States, able to 
maintain such order. 

Arr. 8. The Kepublic of Panama grants to the United States all 
rights which it now has or hereafter may acquire to the property of the 
New Panama Canal Co. and the Panama Railroad Co. as a result of the 
transfer of sovereignty from the Republic of Colombia to the Republic 
of Panama over the Isthmus of Panama and authorizes the New Panama 
Canal Co. to sell and transfer to the United States its rights, privileges, 
properties, and concessions as well as the Panama Railroad and all the 
shares or part of the shares of that company; but the public lands 
situated outside of the zone described in Article II of this treaty now 
included in the concessions to both said enterprises and not required.in 
the construction or operation of the canal shall revert to the Republic 
of Panama except any property now owned by or in the possession of 
said companies within Panama or Colon or the ports or terminals 
thereof 

ArT. 9. 


States 


The United States agrees that the ports at either entrance 
of the canal and the waters thereof and the Republic of Panama agrees 
that the towns of Panama and Colon shall be free for all time, so that 


there shall not be imposed or collected customhouse tolls, tonnage, 
anchorage, lighthouse, wharf, pilot, or quarantine dues, or any other 
charges or taxes of any kind upon any vessel using or passing through 
the canal or belonging to or employed by the United States, directly or 
indirectly, in connection with the construction, maintenance, operation, 
sanitation, and protection of the main canal or auxiliary works, or upon 
the cargo, officers, crew, or passengers of any such vessels, except such 
tolls and charges as may be imposed by the United States for the use of 
the canal and other works, and except tolls and charges imposed by the 
Republic of Panama upcn merchandise destined to be introduced for 
the consumption of the rest of the Republic of Panama, and upon vessels 
aeons al the ports of Colon and lanama and which do not cross the 
canal. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


United | 


The Republic of Panama grants to the United States within | 
the limits of the cities of Panama and Colon and their adjacent harbors | 


APRIL 21. 


The Government of the Republic of Panama shall have the rie}: 
establish in such ports and in the towns of Panama and Colon 
houses and guards as it may deem necessary to collect duties on 
tations destined to other portions of Panama and to prevent 
band trade. ‘The United States shall have the right to make use «of 
towns and harbors of Panama and Colon as places of anchorag: 
for making repairs, for loading, unloading, depositing, or transshj 
cargoes either in transit or destined for the service of the canal anc ; 
other works pertaining to the canal. 

Arr. 10. The Republic of Panama agrees that there shall not 
posed any taxes, national, municipal, departmental, or of any 
class, upon the canal, the railways and auxiliary works, tugs, and 
vessels employed in the service of the canal, storehouses, works 
offices, quarters for laborers, factories of all kinds, warehouses, w! 
machinery and other works, property, and effects appertaining ¢ 
canal or railroad and auxiliary works, or their officers or emp): 
situated within the cities of Panama and Colon, and that there sha 
be imposed contributions or charges of a personal character of an, 
upon officers, employees, laborers, and other individuals in the s 
of the canal and railroad and auxiliary works. 

Art. 11. The United States agrees that the official dispatches 0: 
Government of the Republic of Panama shall be transmitted oy: 
telegraph and telephone lines established for canal purposes and 
for public and private business at rates not higher than those 1 
from officials in the service of the United States. 

ArT. 12. The Government of the Republic of Panama shall ; 
the immigration and free access to the lands and workshops « 
eanal and its auxiliary works of all employees and workmen of 
ever nationality under contract to work upon or seeking emplo) 
upon or in anywise connected with the said canal and its auy 
works, with their respective families, and all such persons s 
free and exempt from the military service of the Republic of Pana 

ArT. 13. The United States may import at any time into th: 


; e | i | zone and auxiliary lands, free of custom duties, imposts, taxes, or « 
treaty or by reason of the operations of the United States, its agents or | 


charges, and without any restrictions, any and all vessels, dr 
engines, cars, machinery, tools, explosives, materials, supplies, and 
articles necessary and convenient in the construction, maint: 
operation, sanitation, and protection of the canal and auxiliary \ 
and all provisions, medicines, clothing, supplies, and other things 1 
sary and convenient for the officers, employees, workmen, and la 
in the service and employ of the United States and for their f 
If any such articles are disposed of for use outside of the zon 
auxiliary lands granted to the United States and within the t 
of the Republic, they shall be subject to the same import or other 
as like articles imported under the laws of the Republic of Pana: 

Arr, 14. As the price of compensation for the rights, power 
privileges granted in this convention by the Repubile of Panama 
United States, the Government of the United States agrees to | 
the Republic of Panama the sum of $10,000,000 in gold coin 
United States on the exchange of the ratification of this conv 
and also an annular payment during the life of this convent 
$250,000 in like gold coin, beginning nine years after the date afo: 

The provisions of this article shall be in addition to all other b« 
assured to the Republic of Panama under this convention. 

But no delay or difference of opinion under this article or any 
provisions of this treaty shall affect or interrupt the full operatic: 
effect of this convention in all other respects. 

Arr. 15. The joint commission referred to in article 6 shall 
tablished as follows: 

The President of the United States shall nominate two pers: 
the President of the Republic of Panama shall nominate two 
and they shall proceed to a decision; but in case of disagreement « 
commission (by reason of their being equally divided in conclusi 
umpire shall be appointed by the two Governments who shall 
the decision. In the event of the death, absence, or incapacit) 
commissioner or umpire, or of his omitting, declining, or ceasi 
act, his place shall be filled by the appointment of another person 
manner above indicated. All decisions by a majority of the commi 
or by the umpire shall be final. 

Arr. 16. The two Governments shall make adequate provisi: 
future agreement for the pursuit, capture, imprisonment, detenti 
delivery within said zone and auxiliary lands to the authorities o! 
Republic of Panama of persons charged with the commitment of « 
felonies, or misdemeanors without said zone and for the pursuit, c: 
imprisonment, detention, and delivery without said zone to the au 
ties of the United States of persons charged with the commitn 
crimes, felonies, and misdemeanors within said zone and au» 
lands. 

Art. 17. The Republic of Panama grants to the United State 
use of all the ports of the Republic open to commerce as pla 
refuge for any vessels employed in the canal enterprise, and | 
vessels passing or bound to pass through the canal which may 
distress and be driven to seek refuge in said ports. Such vessels 
be exempt from anchorage and tonnage dues on the part of the Rv) 
of Panama. 

Art. 18. The canal, when constructed, and the entrances t! 
shall be neutral in perpetuity, and shall be opened upon the term 
vided for by section 1 of article 3 of, and in conformity with 
stipulations of, the treaty entered into by the Governments of the lL! 
States and Great Britain on November 18, 1901. 

Arr. 19. The Government of the Republic of Panama shall have ' 
right to transport over the canal its vessels and its troops and 
tions of war in such vessels at all times without paying charges 0! 
kind. The exemption is to be extended to the auxiliary railway { 
transportation of persons in the service of the Republic of Pana! 
of the police force charged with the preservation of public order « 
of said zone, as well as to their baggage, munitions of war, and su)! 

ArT. 20. If by virtue of any existing treaty in relation to the | 
tory of the Isthmus of Panama, whereof the obligations shall d 
or be assumed by the Republic of Panama, there may be any pr! 
or concession in favor of the Government or the citizens and su 
of a third power relative to an interoceanic means of commun! 
which in any of its terms may be incompatible with the terms < 
present convention, the Republic of Panama agrees to cancel or 0 
such treaty in due form, for which purpose it shall give to th 
third power the requisite notification within the term of four m 
from the date of the present convention, and in case the existing | 
contains no clause permitting its modifications or annulment, t!\ 
public of Panama agrees to procure its modification or annulm. 
such form that there shall not exist any conflict with the stipu!' 
of the present convention. : p 

Art. 21. The rights and privileges nted by the Repubdlic of lan 
ama to the United States in the preceding articles are understood (0 °° 
free of all anterior debts, liens, trusts, or liabilities, or concessions 
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nrivileges to other Governments, corporations, syndicates, or individuals, “In regard to the exact equivalence of words in both lan ives, I 

consequently if there should arise any claims on account of the | have to indicate the following changes which appear to be necessar 
nt concessions and privileges or otherwise, the claimants shall ‘1. In article 7, line of page 5, the word * puertos’” she i b 
rt to the Government of the Republic of Panama and not to the used instead of ‘bahfas’ for the English word ‘ harbors 

United States for any indemnity or compromise which may be required. | ‘2. In article 9, line 4 of the article, pa 6 of the conv submitted 

Ant. 22. The Republic of Panama renounces and grants to the | by you, the words ‘ customhouse tolls" have been rendered in echo 
United States the participation to which it might be entitled in| de aduana,’ which are understood to mean duties col! on oP 
; future earnings of the canal under article 15 of the concessionary | chandise entered for actual consumption in the country lieved 
contract with Lucien N. B. Wyse now owned by the New Panama Canal | that the word ‘ peajes" would be prefera! 

( nd any and all other rights or claims of a pecuniary nature aris- | “3. In article 13, line 2 of page 8, the | lish word ‘land has 

» under or relating to said concession, or arising under or relating to | been translated ‘ obras,’ for which ‘ terren uld obvi lv be su 
t concessions to the Panama Railroad Co. or any extension or modifi- | stituted 

mn thereof; and it likewise renounces, confirms, and grants to the “There are a number of other words, the accurate meaning of which 
Inited States, now and hereafter, all the rights and property reserved may give rise to a difference of interpretation, but inasmu 1s there 

the said concessions which otherwise would belong to Panama at or | could be no other difficulty in connection with the sald words nd in 

the expiration of the terms of 99 years of the concessions granted | view of the fact that the Spanish text has already been for V 
or held by the above-mentioned party and companies, and all right, | approved by your Government, the necessity of making further chan 

and interest which it now has or may hereafter have in and to | therein will be obviated by your official statement that the En 
lands, canal, works, property, and rights held by the said companies | text shall prevail in case of such difference of Interpretation 

ler said concessions or otherwise, and acquired or to be acquired by “ Accept, Mr. Minister, the renewed assurances of my highest con 
{ United States from or through the New Panama Canal Co., includ- | sideration. 

iny property and rights which might or may in the future, either by ‘Francis B. Loomyt 

e of time, forfeiture, or otherwise, revert to the Republic of Panama “Act j et 

ier any contracts or concessions with said Wyse, the Universal Pan- I am, sir, with great respect, your y« obedient it 

1 Canal Co., the Panama Railroad Co., and the New Panama F ‘ P. Bunau Va ‘ 

( I 1 Co, — 
the aforesaid rights and property shall be and are free and released | Decrero NomERo 24 pe 1903 (pp 2 pe DIcIEMBRE), POR EL CUAL SE 
m any present or reversionary interest in or claims of Panama and ; , Fates , : — : E 
title of the United States thereto upon consummation of the con- _ Aw BA UN PRATADO CON LOS EstTapos UNIpDos pp Norte AMERICA 
plated purchase by the United States from the New Panama Canal La junta de gobierno provisional de la Repiblica de Panama, 
Co., shall be absolute, so far as concerns the Republic of Panama, Por cuanto se ha celebrado entre el Enviado Extraordinario Mini 
( iting always the rights of the Republic specifically secured under | tro Plenipotenciario de la Repfiblica acreditado ante el Gobierno d 
this treaty. los Estados Unidos de América, y Sefior Secretario de Estado de 
nr. 23. If it should become necessary at any time to employ | 2quella Nacién un tratado que copiado 4 la letra di isi 
d forces for the safety or protection of the canal, or of the ships CONVENCION DE CANAL A TRAVES DEL ISTMO 
make use of the same, or the railways and auxiliary works, the _ ee ae ede : : ed 
United States shall have the right, at all times and in its discretion, to 1 Los st ud ° t nidos de América y la Repti ica de Panatr a, des » 
its police and its land and naval forces or to establish fortifications | (° ®Sesural la COnSSFUCeIve de un Canal par A haves 4 través del Istmo 
these purposes. | de Panama para comunicar los océanos Atlintico y Pactfico y habiendo 
irr. 24. No change either in the Government or in the laws and | @xPedido el a ongreso de los Estados Unidos de América una ley 
treaties of the Republic of Panama shall, without the consent of the aprobada el 28 de Junio de 1902 en prosecucion de aquel eto por la 
United States, affect any right of the United States ander the present | CU@! se aucoriza al Presidente de los Estados Unidos para adquiri de 
convention, or under any treaty stipulation between the two countries | !* Repablica de Colombia dentro de un plazo razonable el cont del 
that now exists or may hereafter exist touching the subject matter of | t¢'Titorio necesario y perteneciendo actualmente la soberania de 
this convention. territorio 4 la Repdtblica de Panam§é, las altas partes contratant n 
if the Republic of Panama shall hereafter enter as a constituent into | Tesuelto con ese propésito concluir una convencién y han designado de 
other Government or into any union or confederation of states, so | COnformidad como sus Plenipotenciarios od 
as to merge her sovereignty or independence in such Government, union, El Presidente de los Estados Unidos de América 4 John I 
onfederation, the rights of the United States under this convention | Secretario de Estado, y a P — 
shall not be in any respect lessened or impaired. _El Gobierno de la Repdblica de Panamf 4 Philippe Bunau-\ 
‘nr. 25. For the better performance of the engagements of thi Enviado Extraordinario y Ministro Plenipotenciario de la Rey i 
ntion and to the end of the efficient protection of the canal and | d¢, Panama, para ello especialmente facultado por dicho Gobiern 
the preservation of its neutrality, the Government of the Republic of | quienes después de haberse comunicado reclprocamente sus s 
Panama will sell or lease to the United States lands adequate and neces- | Plenos poderes y de haberlos bayado en bur na y debida 1 
sary for naval or cealing stations on the Pacific coast and on the west- | convenido y concluido los siguientes artficulos: 
ern Caribbean coast of the Republic at certain points to be agreed upon ArticuLo 1. Los Estados Unidos garantizan y mantendran la Ind 
with the President of the United States. pendencia de la Reptiblica de Panama. 

Arr. 26. This convention when signed by the plenipotentiaries of ArT. 2. La Repiiblica de Panama concede fi perpetuidad 4 } 
the contracting parties shall be ratified by the respective Governments | Estados Unidos el uso, ocupacién y control de una zona de t i ‘ 

d the ratifications shall be exchanged at Washington at the earliest | tierra cubierta por agua, para la construcci6n, conservacién rvici 
date possible. sanidad y proteccién de dicho Canal, zona de una anchura de diez 1 \ 

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed the | que se extendera cinco millas 4 cada lado de la | a central del ¢ ' 
present convention in duplicate and have hereunto affixed their respec- | que se va 4 construir, principiando dicha zona & tres millas de la | i 
tive seals. media de la baja mar en el mar Cari extendiéndose 4 tra del 

Dione at the city of Washington the 18th day of November, A. D istmo y terminando en el océano Pacifico & tr millas de distancia 4 
19 c In Ifnea media de la baja mar, con la condicién de que las ciudad 1 

Joun Fay. [SFAL.] Panama y Colén y los puertos adyacentes 4 dichas ciudades qu tin 
P. BUNAU VARILLA. [SEAL.] inclufdos dentro de los limites de la zona d a no ledardan 

And whereas the said convention has been duly ratified on both parts, | PF ndidos en esta concesi6n. La Reptiblica de imf concede an i 
and the ratification of the two Governments were exchanged in the | & Perpet lidad 4 los Estade sl nIcOs el uso, 0 ipacl ntrol ae 4 
city of Washington, on the 26th day of February, 1904; , tierras y aguas fuera de Ia eee oe puedan 

Now, therefore, be it known that I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of | Hecesarias ¥ conveni nte S para ta cos tru on i l, . 
the United States of America, have caused the said convention to be | S@nidad y protecci6n de dicha empt a . - 
made public, to the end that the same and every article and clause La Repfiblica de Panama con de también del t me mG 7 = Pe 
thereof may be observed and fulfilled with good faith by the United noe 4 los Estados nidos todas las Islas que ; n a 
States aah the aiihaneny Cleerene, de los limites de la zona ya descrita y ad mis el grupo has | i 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the | situadas en la bahia de Panamaé y conocidas con los nor de Naos, 
seal of the United States of America to be affixed Perico, Culebra y Flamenco. | — . . 

Done at the city of Washington, this 26th day of February, A. D. Art. 3. La RepGblica de Panama wesewun  5Ue Estad \ nidos todos 
1904, and of the independence of the United States the one hundred and | los derechos, poder y autoridad en la zona mencionada y di 2 om Ss 
twenty-eighth. Articulo II de este convenio y dentro de los Ifmites de tod the 

“AL. J THEODORE ROOSEVELT. y aguas auxiliares mencionadas y descritas en dicho Arti! » IT 

By the President : cuales poseerin y ejercitarfin los Estad Unido f 

' Joun Hay, Secretary of State soberanos del territorlo en que dichas tie i ‘ 
eo ‘ or situadas, con entera exclusién de la Repfiblica de Panama en ejer io 
nenitianitia’ . nase . 2 de tales derechos soberanos, poder 6 autoridad 
aauaneen iene oo wiaaumeson ArT. 4. Como derechos subsidiarlos de las concesiones que anteceden 
, ; ; ro. aie alee iat la Reptiblica de Panam concede 4 perpetuidad 4 los | dos Unidos el 
His Excellency Jonn HAy Weehington, D. O., February 8, 19%. derecho de usar los rfos, riachuelos, lag sy otras agua lentro de sus 
Becréanne of State a. Washington. D. 0. limites para la havegacion, provisién de ug a 6 agua i fuerza 

7 y , , , motriz i otros objetos, en cuanto el uso de tales 1 ri ya iS 

Sin: I have the honor of acknowledging the receipt of your com- | pnnedan ser necesarios y convenientes para la construccién, conservacién 
munication, No. 23, of January 30, 1904, in whcih you express to me | gervicio, sanidad y proteccién del dicho canal 
certain observations about the translation of the treaty of November ArT. 5. La Repfiblica de Panam&é concede & los Estados Unidos 4 per 
is, 1903, contained in the decree ratifying the treaty petuidad el monopolio para la construccién, conservacién y servicio d 

[ accept in the name of the Government of the Republic what you cualquier sistema de comunicaci6n per “dio de canal 6 fert ril 4 
Propose In said letter, which reads as follows: través de su territorio entre el mar Caribe y el océano Pactfic 
a SIR : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note of ArT. 6. Las concesiones que — se expresan de ninguna manera in 
7 Sth instant, transmitting a copy of the decree ratifying the treaty | validarfn los titulos de derecho de los ocupantes de tierras 6 du d 
of November 18, 1903, and containing its text in the Spanish language. propiedad particular en la referida z 6 alquiera de las t 
; In reply to your request to be notified ‘in case the translation is in | 6 aguas concedidas 4 los Estados U1 n | | ! 
act re respect satisfactory, I have the honor to invite your attention uler articulo de este tratado, nl tam; » s ) 
to a few omissions, as follows: 4 trinsito por las vias pGblicas que pasen 4 través de la refer Zona 

1. In article 8, line 4, of page 6 of the translation, the words | 6 por cualquiera de dichas tierras 6 aguas & menos q eso d 

- la Repfiblica de Panam4,’ after ‘ traspaso de soberanfa de la Rept- | trfnsito 6 derechos particulares se hallen en conflicto 

a de Colombia,’ should be added. que aqui se le conceden 4 los Estados Unidos, caso en 
? In the same article, last line of the article, the word ‘6’ should | chos de los Estados Unidos serfn de ma) V { rodos | dafios 
f serted between ‘ puertos’ and ‘ terminales.’ que se causen 4 los duefios de ticrras 6 de propiedad irth res d 

ot In article 9, last line but two in the second paragraph of the | cualquiera clase que sean, 4 causa de las concesiones q contiene est 
irticie, On page 7, the words ‘ cargar, descargar, almacenar y,’ omitted | tratado 6 por causa de las obras que se efectGen por los | os 
rom the English text, should come before the words ‘ trasbordar cargas.’ | Unidos, por sus agentes 6 sus empleados, 6 debido & la const ién 
a ‘1. In article 22, page 11, line 2 of the last paragraph, the words | conservaci6n, servicio, sanidad y proteccién de dicho canal 6 « 

present or’ in the English text have been omitted, and should be rep- | obras de saneamiento y proteccién de que aquf se hace mérit f 


resented by the words ‘6 actuales’ 
the words ‘derechos de reversién.’ 


placed in the Spanish text after 















































mixta que se nombraré por 
» 


valorados y arregiados por una comisién 
de la Repfiblica de PV: 


los Gobiernos de los Estados Unidos y 
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decisiones con respecto 4 dafios serfin finales, y cuyos avalfios venientes para los oficiales, empleados, obreros y jornaleros a! 
cublertos solamente por los Estados Unidos Ningut arte de | y en el empleo de los tados Unidos y para sus familias. Si ad 
( ce] Canal 6 de) Ferrocarri] de Panamf, ni ninguna de las | de esos artfculos se dispone y se hace uso fuet de la zona 
gue & éstos se refieran y autorizadas por lo ‘rminos | tierras accesorins concedidas & los Estados Unidos y dentro cd: 
itado, seri impedida, demorada ni estorbada mientras esten | torio de la Reptblica, quedarfn sujetos & los mismos impues 
los procedimientos para averiguar dichos daiios aprecia importacion 0 otros derechos & que lo estfin iguales articulos impo; 
1 avalde de jos daiios | bajo las leyes de la Reptiblica de Panamf. 


as tierras 6 propiedades particulares y el 
isados tendrfin por base el valor que tenian fntes de cele Art. 14. Como precio 6 compensaci6n por los derechos, po 
privilegios concedidos en esta convencién por la Reptiblica de 


este tratando 
Gobierno de los Estados Unidos 


tratade 


7. La Reptblica de Panamf concede 4 los Estados Unidos, | 4 los Estados Unidos, el Se | 
entro de los Ifmites de las cludades de Pannam& y Colén y de s8u8S| pagar f la Repfiblica de Panama la suma de diez millones de 
hias y territorios adyacentes, el derecho de i 


en ejerck 


, lout 


le adqguirir por compra 6] ($10,000,000) en oro amonedado de los Estados Unidos 
io de! derecho de dominio eminente, las tierras, edificios, Ce- | tuarse el canje de la ratificacién de este convenio y tan 
rechos de aguas 4 otras propledades necesarias y convenientes para la | anual de doscientos cincaenta mil dollars ($250,000) en la | 
construceién, conservaci6n, servicio y proteccién del Canal @ otras | moneda de oro durante la vida de esta convenci6n, principiando 
obras de sanenmiento tales como el recogimiento y disposicién de desper- | aflos después de la fecha antes expresada. 
dicios y la distribucién de agua en las referidas cludades de Panama y Las provisiones de este articulo serfn en adiclén 4 todos los «& 
Colén, y que fi juicio de los Estados Unidos sean necesarios y con- | beneficios asegurados fi la RepGiblica de Panamf&é en esta cony 
venientes para la construccion, conservaci6én, servicio, sanseamiento y | Pero ninguna demora 6 diferencia de opiniones repecto de este a1 
proteeclén de dicho Canal y del Ferrocarril. Todas las obras de sanidad, | 6 de otras estipulaciones de este tratado afectar4 6 interrumpira |a 
colecci6n y distribuci6n de desperdicios asf como la distribucién de | pleta ejecucién y efectos de esta convencién en todos los demAs resp 
1 3 en las ciudades de Panama y Colén se ejecutarfin por los Estados Art. 15. La Comisiém mixta 4 que se refiere el articulo 
y 1 costa, y el Gobierno de los Estados Unidos, sus agentes | establecerf como sigue: 
s tendrfn autoridad para imponer y cobrar tarifas de El Presidente de los Estados Unidos nombrar& dos personas 

lcantarillado que sean suficientes para proveer al pago de] Pre nte de la Repfiblica de Panam4é nombrarf& dos personas , 

y 4 Ila amortizacion ‘apital del costo de esas obras | procederfin 4 dictar una decisién; pero 


tbién un 


en caso de desacuerdo 4 
dentro del término de cincuenta afios; y al expirar esos cincuenta afos | Comisién (con motivo de estar igualmente divididas sus concl: 
el alcantarillado y el acueducto vendrfin 4 ser propiedad de las ciudades | se nombrarf por los dos Gobiernos un dirimente que dictarf su 
de Panam& y Col6n, respectivamente, y el uso del agua serfi libre para | sién. En caso de muerte, ausencia 6 incapacidad de un miembro 
iabitantes de Panamf y Col6én, excepto en cuanto la contribucién | comisién 6 del dirimente, 6 en caso de omisién, excusa 6 cesaci 
de agua sea necesaria para el servicio y conservacién de dicho sistema | actuar, su puesto seri llenado por nombramiento de otra persor 
de albafiales y acueducto modo antes indicado. Todas las decisiones dictadas por la mayo: 
La Repfiblica de Panamfi conviene en que las ciudades de Panam& y | la Comisién 6 por el dirimente serfn finales. 
Col6n cumplirfn 4 perpetuidad las disposiciones sanitarias de carfcter Art. 16. Los dos Gobiernos proveerfin de modo adecuado p 
preventivo 6 curativo dictadas por los Estados Unidos y si llega el caso | arreglo future 4 la persecucién, captura, prisién, detencién y ent: 
de que el Gobierno de Panam& no pueda 6 falte isu deber de hacer | dicha zona y tierras accesorias 4 las autoridades de la Repsb! 
que se cumplan tales disposiciones en Panam& y Colén, la Reptblica | Panamf de las personas acusadas de la comisi6n de crimenes, «i 
de Panam& concede 4 los Estados Unidos el derecho y la autoridad de} faitas fuera de dicha zona, y para la persecucién, captura, p 
ponerlas en vigor. El mismo derecho y la misma autoridad se concede | detencién y entrega fuera de dicha zona & las autoridades de los | 
f los Estados Unidos para el mantenimiento del 6rden pfiblico en las | Unides de personas acusauas de la comisién de crimenes, d 
cludades de Panamfi y Col6n_y sus territorios y bahfas adyacentes en | faltas en la zona mencionada y sus tierras accesorias. 
caso de que, & juicio de los Estados Unidos, la Reptiblica de Panama ArT. 17. La Repfiblica de Panam& concede a los Estados Uni 
no pueda mantenerlo , uso de todos los puertos de la Repfiblica abiertos al comercio 
Arr. 8 La Repfiblica de Panamf& concede 4 los Pstados Unidos | lugares de refugio para todas las naves empleadas en la em) 
todos los derechos que hoy tiene y que mfis tarde pueda adquirir sobre | Canal y para todas aquellas que hallfndose en las mismas circun 
las propiedades de la Compafifa Nueva del Canal de Panam y la Com- | de arribada forzosa vayan destinadas 4 atravesar el Canal y n 
paiia del Ferrocarril, como resultado del traspaso de soberanfa de 1a | anclar en dichos puertos. Esas naves estarfin exentas de der 
Reptibliea de Colombia sobre el Istmo de Panam& y autoriza A la Com anclaje y tonelaje por parte de la Repdblica de Panamf. 
patifa Nueva del Canal de Panam& para vender y traspasar 4 los Estados Art. 18. El Canal, uma vez construfdo, y las entradas fi é 
Unidos sus derechos, privilegios, propiedades y concesiones, como taM-| neytrales perpetuamente y estarfn abiertas en los términos de la s 
bién el Ferrocarri] de Panamf, y todas las acciones 6 parte de las I del artficulo tercero del tratado celebrado entre los Estados Uni 
acciones de dicha Compafifa, pero las tierras piblicas situadas fuera de | jg Gran Bretafia el 18 de Noviembre de 1901 y de conformidad 
la zona descrita en el articulo II de este tratado, actualmente inclufdas estipulaciones de este tratado. 
en las concesiones & ambas de las expresadas ees que ” — Arr. 19. El Gobierno de la Reptblica de Panam& tendr& el d 
necesarias para la construcct6n y servicio = bleda yy ne ‘a a ~~! de transportar por el Canal sus naves, tropas y elementos de 
de la RepGblica con excepci6n de aquellas propledaces que ahora pe " | esas naves en todo tiempo sin pagar derechos de ninguna clase. 
tenecen f 6 estan on povesioa ee Gichas Compafifas en Panam& 61 orencién se extiende al Ferrocarril auxiliar para el trasport: 
‘oli "T Ss puertos terminaies dade estas -ennad ewieln » Is sntihites ¢ > m7 ¢ 
ie ae — Ge taden tinidos convienen en que los puertos en ambas personas el servicio de la Reptiblica de Panama y de la fuerza d 
. . St aie encargada de guardar el orden paiblico fuera de la dicha zona, 
entradas del Canal y aguas de éstas, y la Repfiblica de Panama& con- ara sus equipajes pertrechos y provisiones 
viene en que las poblaciones de Panamf y Col6n an libres en todo | P* ca mo «~ i id ne. tad ad i ciifie 
tiempo de modo que en ellos no se impondrf ni cobraran derechos de ART. 20. f "gone aa ae a 0 a ee ete sae 
aduana, tonelaje, anclaje, faros, muelles, pilotaje 6 cuarentena ni nin- territ« rio de 1 tee & a ee obligactones corresponden 
guna otra contribucién 6 derecho sobre las naves que usen 6 que pasen asumidas * spel AN ng ee, ee a eee, eee 
por el Canal 6 que pertenezcan 4 los Estados Unidos 6 que sean empleados | COncesi nes en favor de ,Obierno 6 de los ciudadanos y 
I 
I 





or ellos directa 6 indirectamente en conexi6n con la construcci6n, manteni- | Ya tercera potencia, relativos 4 una via de comunicaci6n inte: 
miento, servicio, saneamiento y proteccién del Canal principal 4 obras | aue en alguna de ous estipulaciones puedan ser incompati l 
xiliares 6 sobre la carga, oficiales, tripulacién 6 pasajeros de ninguna | términos de la presente convencion, la Reptiblica de Panama 
is dichas naves, excepto los derechos é¢ impuestos que establezcan 4 cancelar 6 modificar tal tratado on debida forma para lo « 
stados Unidos por el uso del Canal 4 otras obras y excepto los | ®! dicho tercer poder la necesaria notificacion dentro del 
chos é impuestos que establezca la Repdblica de Panam4 sobre las | Cuatro meses desde la fecha de esta convencién, y en caso «dk 
eanecfas destinadas 4 » introducidas para el consumo del resto de | tratado existente no contenga eliusula que permita su modi 
publica de Panam& y sobre los buques que toquen en los puertos anulaciOn, la RepGblica de Panama se obliga 4 procurar su | 
Panam y Colén y que no crucen e! Canal. 6 anulacién en tal forma que no exista conflicto con las esti; 
1 Goblerno de la RepGblica de Panamf tendr& el derecho de esta la presente convencién 4 
en dichos puertos y en las ciudades de Panam y Col6n los edifi ART _2l. Los derechos: y privilegios concedidos por la Rep 
y vicilancia que crea necesarios para el cobro de derechos sobre Panama A los Estados Unidos en los articulos precedentes 
mportaciones distinadas 4 otras partes de Panam& y para impedir los | que est4n libres de toda deuda, limitacién, enfiteusis 6 resp 
contrabandos Los Wstados Unidos tendrfin el derecho de bacer uso | anterior, 6 de concesiones 6 privilegios 4 otros Gobiernos, 
de Ins poblaciones y puertos de Panamf y Colén como lugares de ciones, sindicatos é individuos, y en consecuencia si Surgiere 
anclaje y para hacer reparaciones, trasbordar cargas ya sean de trfn- | reclamos con motivo de las pr sen te: concesiones y privilegios 
i stinadas al servicio de Canal 6 para otros trabajos que perte- modo los reclamantes se dirigiran contra la Repfibli de Par 
‘ann? contra los Estados Unidas para obtener la indemnizacién 6 
Reptblica de Panamf& se obliga 4 no imponer contribu- | que pueda ser del caso. 
de ninguna clase, ya sean naclonales, municipales 6 departamen Art. 22. La Repfiblica de Panamf renuncia y concede 
sobre e] Canal, los ferrocarriles y obras auxiliares, remolcadores, | tados Unidos la participacién 4& que puede tener derecho en lo 
empleadas en el servicio de Canal, depésitos, talleres, oficinas, | productos del Canal fijada en el articulo 15 de Contrato d 
itaclones para obreros, fabricas de todas clases, almacenes, muelles, | celebrado con Lucien N. B. Wyse del cual hoy es duejio la ‘¢ 
iinaria y demfs obras, 4 sus oficiales 6 empleados que se encuen- | Nueva del Canal de Panamf y 4 cualesquiera otros derechos 
denti e las cludades de Panam& y Col6n; y 4 no establecer con- | de naturaleza pecuniaria que pudieran originarse de esa « 
f 6 impuestos de carfcter personal de ninguna clase que | relativos 4 ella 6 = pudieran surgir de las concesiones 4 
los oficiales, empleados, obreros y dems individuos al | del lerrocarril de Panam4 6 relativas 4 ellas, 6 4 algun: 
del Canal y ferrocarriles y obras auxiliares. ficaciones 6 prorrogas; y del mismo modo renuncia, confirma 3 
11. Los Estados Unidos se obligan 4& trasmitir los despachos | 4 los Estados Unidos desde ahora y pore el futuro todos los d 
de! Gobierno de la Repfiblica de Panamf& por las Ifneas tele- | propiedades reservadas en las mencionadas concesiones y qu 
telef6nicas establecidas para el Canal y usadas para negocios | modo habrian de corresponderie 4 Panama antes 6 4 la expir 
y privedos 4 precios no mayores que los exigidos de los em- | los términos de noventa y nueve afios de Ins concesiones oto 
al servicio de los Estados Unidos. interesado y 4 las Compaiifas arriba mencionadas y todo derec! 
12. El Gobierno de la Repfiblica de Panam4 permitirA la | y participaciém que ahora tenga y que en lo futuro pueda « 
cién y libre acceso 4 las tierras y talleres del Canal y 4 sus | derle en las tierras en el, Canal, en las obras propiedades y 
xiliares de todos los empleados y obreros de cualquiera nactona pertenecientes 4 dichas compafifas en virtud de Ins citadas <« 
1d bajo contrato de trabajar en el Canal 6 que busquen empleo en 61 | 6 de otra manera, y los que los Estados Unidos hayan ad 
esten relacionados con el dicho Canal y obras auxiliares, con sus | adquicran de la Compafifa Nueva del Canal de Panamf 
spectivas familias y todas estas personas estarfin libres del servicio | ducto incluyendo cualesquiera pregeneee 6 dereci 
tar de Ia Repfiblica de Panama pudieren corresponderle 4 la Repfiblica de Panama 
t 


os 


Arr. 13. Los Estados Unidos podrin importar en cualquier tiempo | curso del tiempo de caducidad 6 de otra manera, « t 
4& dicha zona y obras auxiliares, libres de derechos de aduana, impues segfin ios contratos 6 concesiones con dicho Wyse, I: 

tos. contribuciones y gravfiimenes de otra clase y sin ninguna restric- | versal del Canal de Panama, la Compafifa del Ferrocar! 

cién, toda clase de naves, dragas, mfiquinas, carros, maqguinarias, | la Compafifa nueva del Canal de Panama. 

instrumentos, explosivos, materiales, abastos y otros articulos nece- Los arriba menclonados derechos y propiedades quedardn 
sarios y convenientes para la construccién, conservacién, servicio, | todos los derechos de reversién que pueda tener I’anama 5 t 
sanidad y protecci6n del Canal y de sus obras auxiliares, y todas las | los Estados Unidos, cuando se ctectde la compra proyectada 
provisiones, medicinas, vostidos, abastos y otras cosas nmecesarias y con- | paiifa Nueva del Canal de Panam4, seri absoluto en cuanto 
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los derechos de la Re 


, 
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Panama, exceptufindose siempre 
samente usegurados en este tratado 
en algtin tiempo fuere necesario el empleo de fuerzas 
uridad y protecciOn del Canal 6 de las naves que lo 
ferrocarril y obras auxiliares, los Estados Unidos 
echo en todo tiempo y 4 su juico para usar su fuerza de 
fuerzas terrestres y navales para establecer fortifica 
ese objeto. 
Ningfiin cambio en el Gobierno en 
Repiblica de Panamaé afectara, el consentimiento de 
Unidos, los derechos que correspondan & los Estados Unidos en 
le esta convenci6én 6 en virtud de estipulaciones en tratades que | 
entre los dos pafses 6 que para lo futuro lleguen 4 existir en lo 
tivo al objeto de esta convencién. 
la Repfiblica de Panama llegare & ser ms tarde parte stitu 
de otro Gobierno 6 forme unién confederaci6n de Estados de 
do que su soberania 6 independencia quede confundida con la d 
Gobierno, unién 6 confederacién, los derechos de los Estados 
ios segin esta convencién no seran de manera alguna minorados 
ringidos. 
r.25. Para el mejor cumplimiento de las aciones de esta 
ivencién y con el fin de dar protecci6n eficaz al Canal y de preservar 
neutralidad, el Gobierno de la RepGblica de Panamfé venderf 6 | 
ras adecuadas y necesarias para 
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las leves y tratados 


i sin los 


con 
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ndarA & los Estados Unidos las tie 
ones navales 6 carboneras en la sta del Pacifico y en la parte 
ntal de la costa del mar Caribe de la Reptiblica en ciertos puntos | 
1 convenidos con el Presidente de los Estados Unidos. 
(ry. 26. Esta Convenci6n, dispués firmada por los Plenipoten 
ios de las partes contratantes, serf ratificada por los respectivos 
y las ratificaciones canjeadas en Washington 4 la mayor 
dad posible. 
fé de lo cual los respectivos Plenipotenciarios firman la presente 
nciom en duplicado y ta sellan con sus respectivos sellos. 
cha en la ciudad de Washington el 18 de Noviembre del 
de mil novecientos tres. 
(F do.) 
(Fdo.) 
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NAU-VARILLA, 
Hay, 


[HAY UN SELLO] 

[HAY UN SELLO] 

Considerando : 

Q *n ese tratado se ha obtenido para la Repdblica la garantia 

1 independencia ; 

Que por razones de seguridad exterior es indispensable proceder 

la mayor celeridad 4 la consideraci6n del tratado, 4 efecto de que 
ligacién principal por parte de los Estados Unidos de América, 

ipie & ser cumplida con eficacia ; 

Que con el tratado se realiza la aspiracién de los pueblos del 

» cual es la apertura del canal y su servicio en favor del comercio 

das las naciones; y 

Que la Junta de 


rf 





‘ as * 

li Gobierno Provisional formada por voluntad 

de los pueblos de la Repfiblica, posee todos los poderes del 
no del territorio, 





DECTETA : 


Artfeulo ftinico. Apruébese el tratado celebrado en Washington, Dis 

» Capital de la Reptiblica de los Estados Unidos de América, el dia 

de Noviembre de! presente afio, entre su Excelencia Philippe Bunau 

la, Enviado Extraordinario y Ministro Plenipotenciario de esta 

lica y Su Excelencia John Hay, Secretario de Estado de la Rept 

de los Estados Unidos de América. 

I liquese, 

Dado en PanamA&, & 2 de Diciembre de 1903. 

cd.) J. A. ARANGO. (sgd.) TOMAS 
(sgd.) MANUEL 





ARIAS. 
ESPINOZA B. 


El Ministro de Gobierno 
(sgd.) Eusrespio A. MORALES 
Exteriores 


(sgd.) F. V. 


Ministro de Relaciones 


DE LA ESPRIELLA 


El Ministro de Justicia 
(sgd.) CARLOS A, MENDOZA 
E!| Ministro de Hacienda 
; (sgd.) MANUEL E. AMADOR 
El Ministro de Guerra y Marina . 
(s¢d.) NICANOR A. DE OBARRIO 
lor el Ministro de Instrucci6én Pdblica, 
El Subsecretario, (sgd.) Francisco A, Facto 
IIAY UN SELLO DE LA REPUBLICA DB PANAMA] 
[Public—No. 337.] 
LH. R. 21969.] 
to provide for the opening, maintenance, protection, and a ra- 
n of the Panama Canal, and the sanitation and government of the 
Canal Zone. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the zone of land and land under water of the 


th of 10 miles extending to the distance of 5 miles on each side of 
‘enter line of the route of the canal now being constructed thereon, 
h zone begins in the Caribbean Sea 3 marine miles from mean low- 
ter mark and extends to and across the Isthmus of Panama into the 
Ocean to the distance of 3 marine miles from mean low-water 
excluding therefrom the cities of Panama and Colon and their 
ent harbors located within said zone, as excepted in the treaty 
the Republic of Panama dated November 18, {903, but including 
lands within said described zone, and in addition thereto the group 
siands in the Bay of Panama named Perico, Naos, Culebra, and Fla- 
co, and any lands and waters outside of said limits above described 
h are necessary or convenient or from time to time may become 
ary or convenient for the construction, maintenance, operation, 
fitation, or protection of the said canal or of any auxiliary canals, 
Ss, or other works necessary or convenient for the construction, 
tintenance, operation, sanitation, or protection of said canal, the use, 
ipancy, or control whereof were granted to the United States by the 
ty between the United States and the ——— of Panama, the rati- 
cations of which were exchanged on the 26th day of February, 1904, 
all be known and designated as the Canal Zone, and the canal now 
ig constructed thereon shall hereafter be known and designated as 
’ Panama Canal. The President is authorized, by treaty with the 
cepu lic of Panama, to acquire any additional land or land under water 
t already granted, or which was excepted from the frant, that he 
may deem hecessary for the operation, maintenance, sanitation, or pro- 
ction of the Panama Canal, and to exchange any land or land under 
a r not deemed necessary for such purposes for other land or land 
‘hGcr water which may be deemed necessary for such purposes, which 


additional land or land under water so acquired shall become part of 
the Canal Zone. 
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| of such 
| until such time as Congress may by law regulate tl 











See 2, That all laws, orders, 1 itions, nees ad “cl 
and promulgated in tl Canal Zon ordey dent ) 
government and sanitation of the Car Zor truction of 
the Panama Canal are herel rati ad « id and id 
ing until Congress shall otherwise | vid urts ia 
lished in the Canal Zo by I itive der a ri l and « 
firmed to continue in operation until tl irts pr led n this ac 
shall be established 

31 , ! the President is aut! i lt d Ix itive 

and and land under water within the li of tl Canal 
ry for the construction, maintenance t ita 
on of the Panama Canal, and to ext i 
ment hen advisable, all claims and titles of advers: it nd 
occupants Upon failure to secure by agreement tit to a I 
‘el of land or land under water the adverse lai or « INC 
disposed of and title thereto secured in the United Stat ind ¢ n 
| Sation therefor fixed and paid in the manner provided aforesa 
treaty with the Republic of Panama, or such modification « ich tl 
as may hereafter be made 

Sec. 4. That when in the judgment of the President the construction 
of the Panama Canal shall be sufficiently advanced toward compl mn 
to render the further services of the Isthmian Canal Commission ut 
necessary the President is authorized by Executive order to discontinue 
| the Isthmian Canal Commission, which, together with the pi nt 
organization, shall then cease to exist; and the President is aut! d 
thereafter to complete, govern, and operate the Panama Cat 


govern the Canal Zone, or cause them to be completed, 
operated, through a governor of the Panama Canal and 
sons as he may deem competent to discharge the vai 
nected with the completion, care, maintenance sanitati 
government, and protection of the canal and Canal Z 
the persons appointed or employed aforesaid shall be 
military or naval service of the United States, the amo 
salary paid to any such person shall be deducted fri 
salary or ipensation provided by or which ill 
terms of this act. The governor of the l’anama 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice 
Senate, commissioned for a term of four years, and until! his 
shall be appointed and qualified Ile shall receive a salary of $10,000 
a year. All other persons necessary for the completion, care, mia 
ment, maintenance, sanitation, government, operation, and protect 
the Panama Canal and Canal Zone shall be appointed the Pres 
or by his authority, removable at his pleasure, and compen 
persons shall be fixed by the l’resident, his autl 
it 
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Sal 


or 
or compensation fixed hereunder by the President shall 
exceed by more than 25 per cent the salary or compens 
the same or similar services to persons employed by 
continental United States. That upon the completion 
Canal the President shall cause the same to be 
opened for use and operation. 

Before the completion of the canal, the Commiss! 
report to the President of their recommendation r¢ 
character of the structures of the canal, such report 
to Congress. 

Sec. 5. That the President is hereby authorized to p: 
time to time change the tolls that shall be levied by 
of the United States for the use of the Panama Canal 
no tolls, when prescribed as above, shall be changed, unk 
notice thereof shall have been given by the President | 
No tolls shall be levied upon ls engaged in the 
the United States. That section 4152 of the Revised 
amended to read as follows: 

* SEc. 132. Vessels built within 
wholly to citizens thereof; and ves 
by citizens of the United States and 
which may be adjudged to be forfeit 
the United States; and seagoing 
which have been certified by the 
safe to carry dry and perishable « 
at the time they apply for registry, 
engage only in trade with foreign 
Islands and the islands of Guam and 
citizens of the United States corpol 
under the laws of the United States or of any 
dent and managing directors of which shall 
States or corporations organized and chartered under 
United States or of any State thereof, t pl den 
directors of which shall be citizens of the United 8S 
may be registered as directed in this title Foreign 
istered pursuant to this act shall not engage in the 
Provided, That a foreign-built yacht. pleasure boat, 
or intended to bee used for trade admi t Ameri 
suant to this section shall not be « the 
valorem duty provided in section 
1909, entitled ‘An act to provide 
courage the industries of the Units \ , 
That all materials of foreign production which may | 
construction or repair of vessels built in the | 
such materials necessary for the building or repa 
and all articles necessary for their and 
ported into the United States free of duty under 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Pre 
such vessels so admitted under the provisions of 
tract with the Postmaster General under the 
entitled ‘An act to provide for ocean mail 
States and foreign ports, and to promote 
vessels shall In all respects comply with 
ments of said act.” 

Tolls may be based wpon gross or net 
ment tonnage, or otherwise, and may be ba 
for warships and another for ships of « 
may be lower upon vessels in ballast than upon ve 
gers or cargo. When based upon net registered 
commerce the tolls shail not exceed $1 per 
be less, other than for vessels of the United 
than the estimated proportionate cost of the 
operation of the canal, subject, however, to 
19 of the convention between the United Stat 
of Panama, entered into November 18, 1{%5. If t te 
based upon net registered tonnage, they shall not exceed the 
of $1.25 per net registered ton as nearly the ul ms 
mined, nor be less than the equivalent of 75 cents per net reg 
ton. The toll for each passenger shall not be more than $1.50 
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President is authorized to make and from time to time amend regula powers and duties, their officia! : and the fe 
tions governing the operation of the Panama Canal and the passage | collected by them 
and control of vess through the same or any part thereof, including | Sec. 8. That there shall be in the ¢ 
the locks and approaches thereto, and all rules and regulations affecting | two divisions, one including B 
pilots and pilptage in the canal or the approaches thereto through the | and one district judge of the said district, who shall hold his 
adjacent waters both divisions at such times, as he may designate by order, at 
Such regulations shall provide for prompt adjustment by agree-|a month in each division. The rules of practice in such dist 
ment and immediate payment of claims for damages which may arise | shal! be prescribed or amended by order of the President 
from injury to vessels, cargo, or passengers from the passing of vessels | district court shal! have original jurisdiction of all feloriy 
through the locks under the contro! of those operating them under | offenses arising under section 10 of this act. all causes in ,; 
such rules and regulations In case of disagreement suit may be | admiralty, and all cases at law involving principal sums exceeding : 
brought in the district court of the Canal Zone against the governor | and all appeals from judgments rendered in magistrates’ courts 
of the Panama Canal. The hearing and disposition of such cases shall | jurisdiction in admiralty herein conferred upon the district \ 
be expedited and the judgment shall be immediately paid out of any | the district court shall be the same that is exercised by the | 
moneys appropriated or allotted for canal operation States district judges and the United States district courts, » 
The President shall provide a method for the determination and | procedure and practice shall also be the same. The district 
adjustment of all claims arising out of personal injuries to employees | the judge thereof shall also have jurisdiction of all other matters 
thereafter occurring while directly engaged in actual work in con- | proceedings not herein provided for which are now within the 
nection with the construction, maintenance, operation, or sanitation of | tion of the Supreme Court of the Canal Zone, of the Circuit (; 
the canal or of the Panama Railroad, or of any auxiliary canals, | the Canal Zone, the District Court of the Canal Zone, or thé 
locks, or other works necessary and convenient for the construction, | thereof. Said judge shall provide for the selection, summonin, 
maintenance, operation, or sanitation of the canal, whether such In- | ing, and compensation of jurors from among the citizens of the | 
juries resuit in death or not, and prescribe a schedule of eos States, to be subject to jury duty Ip either division of such « 
tion therefor, and may revise and modify such method and schedule | and a jury shall be ale in any criminal case or civil case 
at any time; and such claims, to the extent they shall be allowed on | originating in said court on the demand of either party Ph 
such adjustment, if allowed at all, shall be paid out of the moneys | be a district attorney and a marshal for said district it shal! 
hereafter appropriated for that purpose or out of the funds of the | duty of the district attorney to conduct al! business, civil and c1 
Panama Railroad Company, if said company was responsible for said | for the Government, and to advise the governor of the Panama 
injury, as the case may require And after such method and schedule | on all legal questions touching the operation of the cana! a: 
shall be provided by the President, the provisions of the act entitled | administration of civil affairs It shall be the duty of the mar 
“An act granting to certain employees of the United States the right | execute all process of the court, preserve order therein, and 
to receive from it compensation for Injuries sustained in the course | things incident to the office of marshal The district judge, th« 
of their employment,” approved May 30, 1908, and of the act entitled | attorney, and the marshal shall be appointed by the President 
“An act relating to injured employees on the Isthmian Canal, ap- | with the advice and consent of the Senate, for terms of fou 
proved Februafy 24, 1909, shall not apply to personal injuries there- | each, and until their successors are appointed and qualified, and 
after received and claims for which are subject to determination and | ¢heir terms of office shall reside within the Canal fone, and si 
adjustment as provided in this section no other office nor serve on auy official board or commissio 
Sec. 6. That the President is authorized to canse to be erected, | ceive any emoluments except their salaries. The district jud 
maintained, and operated, subject to the international convention and | receive the same salary paid the district judges of the Unit: 
the act of Congress to regulate radio-communication, at suitable places | and shall appoint the clerk of said court, and may appoint one 
along the Panama Canal and the coast adjacent to its two terminals, | when necessary, who shall receive salaries to be fixed by the 
connection with the operation of said canal, such wireless tele- | The district judge shall be entitled to six weeks’ leave of abs: 
phic Installations as he may deem necessary for the operation, | year with pay During his absence or during any period of d 
naintenance, sanitation, and protection of said canal, and for other | or disqualification, from sickness or otherwise, to discharge hi 
purposes if it is found necessary to locate such installations upon | the same shall be temporarily performed by any circuit o1 
territory of the Republic of Panama, the President is authorized to | judge of the United States who may be designated by the P 
make such agreement with said Government as may be necessary, and | and who, during such service, shall receive the additional m 
also to provide for the acceptance and ‘transmission, by said system, | fer diem allowed by law to district judges of the United Stat 
of all private and commercial messages, and those of the Government | holding court away from their homes. The district attorn 
of Panama, on such terms and for such tolls as the President may pre- | marshal shal! be paid each a salary of $5,000 per annum 
scribe: Provided, That the messages of the Government of the United | Sec. 9. That the records of the existing courts, and all c: 
States and the departments thereof, and the Management of the ceedings, and crimival prosecutions pending therein, as sbowr 
Panama Canal, shall always be given precedence over all other mes- dockets thereof, except as herein otherwise provided, shali imu 
sages. The President ts also authorized, in his discretion, to enter upon the organization of the courts created by this act be trans 
into such operating agreements or leases with any private wireless | to gnch new courts having jurisdiction of like cases, be enter 
company or companies as may best insure freedom from interference the dockets thereof, and proceed as if they had originally b« t 
with the wireless telegraphic installations established by the United | ¢p, rein; whereupon all the existing courts, except the Suprer 
States. The President is also authorized to establish, maintain, and of the Canal Zone, sha!l cease to exist The President may 
operate, through the Panama Railroad Company or otherwise, dry | tho Supreme Court of the Canal Zone and retain the judges tf! 
office for such time as te him may seem necessary to dete i 


docks, repair shops, yards, docks, wharves, warehouses, storehouses, ; 
and other necessary facilities and appurtenances for the purpose of any causes and proceedings which may be pending therein 

of the Canal Zone imposing duties upon the clerks or minist 
of existing coyrts shall apply and impose such duties upon t 


providing coal and otber materials, labor, repairs, and supplies for 
vA Is of the Government of the United States and, incidentally, for 
supplying such at reasonable prices to passing vessels, in accordance and ministerial officers of the new courts created by this act 
with appropriations hereby authorized to be made from time to time jurisdiction of like cases, matters, and duties. 
k Congress as a part of the maintenance and operation of the said All existing laws in the Canal Zone governing practice and | 
canal. Moneys received from the conduct of said business may be | in existing courts shall be applicable and adapted to the pr: 
expended and reinvested for such purposes without being covered into procedure in the new courts. _ 
the Treasury of the United States; and such moneys are hereby appro- | " ‘The circuit court of appeals of the fifth efrcuit of the United s 
priated for such purposes, but all deposits of such funds shall be sub- shall have jurisdiction to review, revise, modify, reverse, or aflirm t! 
ject to the provisions of existing law relating to the deposit of other | jigements and decrees of the district court of the Canal Zo 
public funds of the United States, and any net profits accruing from render such judgments as in the opinion of the said app: 
such business shall annually be covered into the Treas iy of the United should have been rendered by the trial court In all actions 
States Muothly reports of such receipts and expenditures shali be ceedings ‘tn which the Constitution or any statute, treaty, 
made to the President by the persons in charge, and annual reports or rivilege of the United States is involved and a right 
shall be made to the Congress. | denied, and in cases in which the value in controversy excee: 

Spc, 7, That the governor of the Panama Canal shall, In connection | ¢, pe ‘ascertained by the oath of either party, or by other 
with the operation of such canal, have official control and jurisdiction | gyjqgence. and also in criminal causes wherein the offense « 
over the Cana! Zone and shall perform all duties in connection with the | punishable as a felony. And such appellate jurisdiction, sub 
civil government of the Canal Zone, which is to be held, treated, and | right of review by or appeal to the Supreme Court of the United § 
governed as an adjunct of such Panama Canal. Unless in this act | ag in other casea authorized by law, may be exercised by said 
otherwise provided, all existing laws of the Canal Zone referring to the | eourt of appeals in the same manner, under the same reguiati 
civil governor or the civil administration of the Ounal Zone shall be | py the same procedure as nearly as practicable as is done in rev 
applicable to the goverror of the Panama Canal, who shall perform | the final judgments and decrees of the district courts of the U: 
all such executive and administrative duties required by existing law. | states. 
The President is authorized to determine or cause to be determined Spc. 10. That after the Panama Canal shall have been co 
what towns shall exist in the Canal Zone and subdivide, and from time | gng opened for operation the governor of the Panama Canal sha 
to time resubdivide, said Canal Zone into subdivisions, to be desig- | the right to make such rules and regulations, subject to the ap 
nated by name or number, so that there shall be situated one town In | the president touching the right of any person to remain upon < 
each subdivision, and the boundaries of each subdivision shall be clearly | oyer any part of the Canal Zone as may be necessary. Any | 
defined In each town there shall be a magistrate’s court with ex- violating any of such rules or regulations shall be guilty of a 
clusive original Jurisdiction coextensive with the subdivision in which | meanor, and on conviction in the district court of the Canal Zone 
it is situated of all civil cases in which the principal sum claimed does | pe punished by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment 0 
not exceed $300 and all criminal cases wherein the punishment that ceeding a year, or both, in the discretion of the court. It sh 
may be imposed shall not exceed a fine of $100 or imprisonment not | ygnlawful for any person by any means or in any way, to inju 
exceeding 50 days, or both, and all violations of police regulations and | obstruct, or attempt to ‘injure or obstruct, any part of the P 
ordinances and all actions involving possession or title to personal prop- | Canal or the locks thereof or the approaches thereto. Any 
erty or the forcible entry and detainer of real estate. Such magistrates | violating this provision shall be guilty of a felony, and on con\ 
shall also hold preliminary investigations in charges of felony and | jn the district court of the Canal Zone shall be punished by a | 
offenses under section 10 of this act and commit or bail in bailable cases exceeding $10,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding 20 years, 0! 
to the district court. A sufficient number of magistrates and constables, | in the discretion of the court. If the act shall cause the death o! 
who must be citizens of the United States, to conduct the business of person within a year and a day thereafter, the person so convicted 
such courts shall be appointed by the governor of the Panama Canal for | shall be guilty of murder and shall be punished accordingly. 
terms of four years and until their successors are appointed and quali- See. 11. That section 5 of the act to regulate commerce, appro’ 
fied, and the compensation of such persons shal] be a: 
dent, or by his authority, until such time as Congress may by law regu- | thereto a new paragraph at the end thereof, as follows: 
late the same. The rules governing said courts and prescribing the “From and after the Ist day of July, 1914, it shall be unlawfu! for 
duties of said magistrates and constables, oaths and bonds, the times any railroad company or other common carrier subject to the act [ 
and places of holding such courts, the disposition of fines, costs, for- | regulate commerce to own, lease, operate, control, or have any inte est 
feitures, enforcements of judgments, providing for appeals therefrom to | whatsoever (by stock ownership or otherwise, either directly, inc’ 
the district court, and the disposition, treatment, and pardon of con- rectly, through any holding company, or by stockholders or directors 
victs shall be established by order of the President. The governor of | in common, or in any other manner) in any common carrier by water 
the Panama Canal shall appoint all notaries public, prescribe their | operated through the Panama Canal or elsewhere with which said rall- 


to be charged 
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it , and the other fr uding ¢ t 
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xed by the Presi- | February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, is hereby amended by addins 














! or other carrier aforesaid does or may compete for traffic or any 
rrying freight or passengers upon said water route or elsewhere 

: which said railroad or other carrier aforesaid does or may com- 
traffic: and in ease of the vielation of this provision each day 


nhieh such violation continues shall be deemed a separate offense.” 
sdiction is hereby conferred on the Interstate Commerce Com- 
: to determine questions of fact as to the competition or possi- 
of competition, after full hearing, on the application of any rail- 
company or other carrier. Such application may be filed for the 
of determining whether any existing service is in violation of 
section and pray for an order permitting the continuance of any 
\ or vessels already in operation, or for the purpose of asking an 
to install new service not in conflict with the provisions of this 





ae raph. The commission may on its own motion or the applica- 
tion of any shipper institute proceedings to inquire into the operation 
( ny vessel In use by any railroad or other carrier which has not 

ied to the commission and had the question of competition or the 
i yility of competition determined as herein provided. In all such 
cases the order of said commission shall be final. 

If the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be of the opinion that 
a such existing specified service by water other than through the 
Pat Canal is being operated in the interest of the public and is of 
advantage to the convenience and commerce of the oe, and that 
5 extension will neither exclude, prevent, nor ‘reduce competition 
on the route by water under consideration, the Interstate Commerce 


mission may, by order, extend the time during which such service 
y water may continue to be operated beyond July 1, 1914. In every 
, such extension the rates, schedules, and practices, of such water 

shall be filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
shall be subject to the act to reguiate commerce and all amendments 
to In the same manner and to the same extent as is the railroad 

other common carrier controlling such water carrier or interested 
manner in its operation: Provided, Any application for exten- 

§ under the terms of this provision filed with the Interstate Com- 
I Commission prior to July 1, 1914, but for any reason not heard 
posed of before said date, may be considered and granted there- 





No yessel permitted to engage in the coastwise or foreign trade of 

t United States shall be permitted to enter or pass through said 
if such ship is owned, chartered, operated, or controlled by any 
n or company which is doing business in violation of the provi- 
yf the act of Congress approved July 2, 1890, 





si 2, entitled “An act 
to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopo- 
li or the provisions of sections 73 to 77, both inclusive, of an act 
approved August 27, 1894, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” or the pro- 
vi of any other act of Congress amending or supplementing the 
said act of July 2, 1890, commonly known as the Sherman Antitrust 
Act, and amendments thereto, or said sections of the act of August 27, 
1894. The question of fact may be determined by the judgment of any 
( of the United States of competent jurisdiction in any cause pend- 
i fore it to which the owners or operators of such ship are parties. 


iy be brought by any shipper or by the Attorney General of the 
d States 
rhat section 


6 of said act to regulate commerce, as heretofore 

is hereby amended by adding a new paragraph at the end 
f, as follows: 

When property may be or Is transported from — to point in 

the United States by rail and water through the Panama Canal or 

rwise, the transportation being by a common carrier or carriers, 

| not entirely within the limits of a single State, the Interstate Com- 

Commission shall have jurisdiction of such transportation and 

carriers, both by rail and by water, which may or do engage 





e same, in the following particulars, in addition to the jurisdiction | 





by the act to regulate commerce, as amerded June 18, 1910: 
a) To establish physical connection between the lines of the rail 
ca r and the dock of the water carrier by directing the rafl carrier 





to ke suitable connection between its line and a track or tracks 
\ have been constructed from the dock to the limits of its right 
or by directing either or both the rail and water carrier, indi- 

i ly or in connection with one another, to construct and connect 
with the lines of the rail carrier a spur track or tracks to the dock. 
y provision shall only apply where such connection is reasonably 
ticable, can be made with safety to the public, and where the 


RI nt of business to be handled is sufficient to justify the outlay. 
rhe commission shall have full authority to determine the terms 
nd conditions upon which these connecting tracks, when constructed, 
operated, and it may, cither in the construction or the opera- 
such tracks, determine what sum shall be paid to or by either 
The provisions of this paragraph shall extend to cases where 
ck is owned by other rties than the carrier involved. 
} To establish through routes and maximum joint rates between 
over such rail and water lines, and to determine all the terms and 
ons under which such lines shall be operated in the handling of 
trafic embraced. 
) To establish maximum proportional rates by rail to and from 
rts to which the traflic is brought, or from which it ts taken by 
water carrier, and to determine to what traffic and in eonnection 
what vessels and upon what terms and conditions such rates shall 
By proportional rates are meant those which differ from the 
Cor sonding local rates to and from the port and which apply only 
to traffic which has been brought to the port or is carried from the port 
mmon carrier by water. 
_If any rail carrier subject to the act to regulate 
,_ ers Into arrangements with any water carrier > rating 
in the United States to a foreign country, through the Panama Canal 
otherwise, for the handling of through business between interior 
points of the United States and such foreign country, the Interstate 
Commerce Commission may require such railway to enter into similar 
‘ngements with any or all other lines of steamships operating from 
Salc port to the same foreign country.” 
the orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission relating to this 
Yon shall only be made upon formal complaint or in proceedings 
istituted by the commission of its own motion and after full hearing. 
‘ orders provided for in the two amendments to the act to regulate 
vliimerce enacted in this section shall be served in the same manner 
and enforced by the same penalties and proceedings as are the orders 
or the commission made under the provisions of section 15 of the act 
to regulate commerce, as amended June 18, 1910, and they may be 
oe ones for the payment of any sum or the giving of security for 
he we tsmment of any sum or the discharge of any obligation which may 
"= quired by the terms of said order. 
nent 12. That all laws and treaties relating to the extradition of 
vcrsons accused of crime in force in the United States, to the extent 





nf 


commerce 
rom a port 
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that they may not be in conflict with 











or superseded by any special 
treaty entered into between the United Stat ad the Republic of 
Panama with respect to the Canal Zone, and a laws relating to tl 
rendition of fugitives from justice as between the several States and 
Territories of the United States, shall extend to and be considered in 
force in the Canal Zone, and for such purp nd ch irposes only 
the Canal Zone shall be considered and treated as an organized Tet 
ritory of the United States. 

Sec. 13. That in time of war in which the United States shall be 
engaged, or when, in the opinion of the President, war is imminent, 
such officer of the Army as the President may d nate shall, upon 
the order of the President, assume and have exclusi thority and 
jurisdiction over the operation of the Panama Canal and all of its 
adjuncts, appendants, and appurtenances cluding the entire control 
and government of the Cana! Zone. and during a continuance of i 
condition the governor of the Panama Canal shall, tn all respects and 
particulars as to the operation of such Panama Canal, and all duti 
matters, and transactions affecting the Canal Zone, be subject to the 
order and direction of such officer of the Army 

Sec. 14. That this act shall be known as, and referred to as, the 
Panama Canal act, and the right to alter, amend, or r nl any or all 
of its provisions or to extend, modify, annul any rule or regulation 


made under its authority is expressly reserved. 


Approved, August 24, 1912. 
PANAMA CANAL TOLLS 
INSTRUCTION OF THBP SECRETARY OF STATI F JANUARY 17, 1918, TO THE 
AMERICAN CHARGE D’AFFAIRES AT LONDON, AND THE BRITISH NOTES 
OF JULY 8, 1912, AND NOVEMBER 14, 1912, TO WHICH IT REPLIES. 
The Secretary of State to C€ hargé @’Affaires Laughlin 
No. 1833.] DEPARTMENT OF STaTn, 
Washington, January 17, 1913. 











IRWIN B. LAUGHLIN, Esq., 
American Chargé d’Affaires, London, England. 

Sir: I inclose a copy of an instruction from Sir Edward Grey to 
His Britannic Majesty's ambassador at Washington, dated November 
14, 1912, a copy of which was handed to me by th nbassader on the 
9th ultimo, in which certain provisions In the Panama Canal act of 
August 24 last are discussed in their relation to the Hay-VPauncefote 
treaty of November 18, 1901; and I also inclose a copy of the note ad 
dressed to me on July 8, 1912, by Mr. A. Mitchell Innes, His Britannte 
Majesty's chargé d'affaires, stating the objections ich his Govern 
ment entertained to the legislation relating to the Panama Cana) 
which was then under discussion in Con s. A copy of the Prest- 
dent's proclamation of November 13, 1912, fixing the canal tolls, ts also 
inclosed. 

Sir Edward Grey’s communication, after setting forth the several 
grounds upon which the British Government believe the provisions of 
the act are inconsistent with the stipulations of the Hay-VPauncefote 
treaty, states the readiness of his Government “to submit the question 
to arbitration if the Government of United St vuld prefer to 
take this course” rather than “to take such steps as would remove the 
objections to the act which His Ma ty’s Government have atated.” 
It therefore becomes necessary for this Government to examine these 
objections in order to ascertain exactly in what respe this act ts 

| regarded by the British Government : neonsistent with the provisions 
| of that treaty, and also to explain the vik of this Government upon 
| the questions thus presente and to consi the advisability at this 
| time of submitting any of these questi : to arbitratior 
| It may be stated at the outset that this G rt t does not agree 
| with the interpretation placed by Sir Edward t 1 the Hay 
| Pauncefote treaty, or upon the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, but for reasons 
| which will appear hereinbelow it ts not d ed I iry at present to 
| amplify or reiterate the views of this Government upon the mean 
| of those treaties. 
In Sir Edward Grey's communication, after explaining detail the 
| views taken by his Government as to the proper interpretation of the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, “so as to Indicate the limita ich” His 
| Majesty’s Government “consider {t imposes upon the freedom of ac n 
of the United States,’ he proceeds to indicate the points in which the 


canal act infringes what he holds to be Creat 
It is obvious from the whole tenor of Str 
nication that in writing it he could rot have 
President's proclamation fixing the cana! 
son of the dates of the proclamati 
respectively, November 13 and 
proclamation could hardly have been rece 
consideration in the note Thr 
Sir Edward Grey deals chiefly with the possib 
dent might do under the act, which in 
tolls, but merely authorizes the President to do so; and 
the note indicate that Sir Edward Grey was a 
dent actually had done in issuing this proclamation rhe. pi 
tion, therefore, has entirely changed ¢t situation which |! 
by Sir Edward Grey, and the diplomatic discussion, which his ¢ 


Britain's 
now makes inevitable, must rest upon the as they exist at present 
and not upon the hypothesis formed by t British Government at the 
time this note was written. 
Sir Edward Grey presents the question of conflict between the a 
and the treaty in the following language 
“It remains to consider whether the Panama Canal Act in its present 
ment maintain they are entitled 
“Under section 5 of the act the Presiden 1, within cer ’ 
defined limits, the right to fix the tolls, but to be i 


tre 
Edward ( 
taken 


tolls. 


ity ft 





ghts. 

ommu 
corcnizance 
Indeed, a on 
mn and the note, ich are 

November | 
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form conflicts with the treaty rights to wl Majesty's 


Govern 





upon ships engaged in the coastwise trade of the Uni 

tolls, when based upon net registered t 

are not to exceed ${ 

for vessels of the 

proportionate cost of the actual maintenance 

canal. There is also an exception for the exe! 

article 19 of the convention with Panama of 1903 
“The effect of these provisions ts that ves 

wise trade will contribute nothing to the : Similarly 

of the Repu f Panama 1 


nnage for shi f con 
net registered 
States and 


25 per 


United 


ton, nor be les other 


its citizen t 





aged In the const- 





vessels belonging to the Government 
in pursuance of the treaty of 1903, contribute n nz to 
of the canal. Again, in the cases where tolls a ied, 
the case of ships belonging to the United States 

be fixed at.a lower rate than in the case of foreign ships 
less than the estimated proportionate cost of the actual 
and operation of the canal, 


the upkeep 
the tolls in 
citizens may 
and may be 
maintenance 
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t { e fixed ile ild n and equitable, 
therefo not ply th f article 3 of the Hay 
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ith 
e of the Clayt 


‘arly conflict w 
it ity 


rom ils it appears that three 
of the first, that no 


objections are made to the provisions 
{ are to be levied upon ships engaged in 
the coastwise trade of the United States; ynd, that a discretion ap- 
pear given to the President to discriminate in fixing tolls in 
favor of ships belonging to the United States and its citizens as against 
foreign ships ; and third, that an exemption has been 
of the Republic of Panama under article 19 of the ec 
Panama of 1903 

Considered in the reverse order of their 
tion, coming at this time, is a great and complete surprise to this Gov- 
ernment. The exemption under that article applies only to the Gov- 
ernment vessels of Panama, and was part of the agreement with 
Panama under which the canal was built The convention containing 
the exemption was ratified in 1904, and since then to the present time 
no claim has been made by Great Britain that it conflicted with British 
rights. The United States has always asserted the principle that the 
status of the countries immediately concerned by reason of their polit- 
ical relation to the territory in which the canal was to be constructed 
was different from that of all other countries. The Hay-Herran treaty 
with Colombia of 1903 also provided that the war vessels of that coun- 
try were to be given free passage. It has always been supposed by this 
Government that Great Britain recognized the propriety of the exemp- 
tions made in both of those treaties. It is not believed, therefore, that 
the British Government intend to be understood as proposing arbitration 
upon the question of whether or not this provision of the act, which in 
accordance with our treaty with Panama exempts from tolls the Gov- 
ernment vessels of Panama, is in conflict with the provisions of the 
Hay-Vauncefote treaty. 

Considering the second objection based upon the discretion thought 
to be conferred upon the President to discriminate in favor of ships be 
longing to the United States and its citizens, it is sufficient, in view of 
the fact that the President's proclamation fixing the tolls was silent on 
the subject, to quote the language used by the President in the memo- 
randum attached to the act at the time of signature, in which he says: 

“Tt is not therefore necessary to discuss the policy of such dis- 
crimination until the question may arise in the exercise of the Presi- 
dent's discretion.” 

On this point no question has as yet arisen which. in the words of 
the existing arbitration treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, “‘it may not have been possible to settle by diplomacy,” and 
until then any ggestion of arbitration may well be regarded as 
premature. 

It is not believed, however, that in the objection now under consid 
eration Great Britain intends to question the right of the United States 
to exempt from the payment of tolls its vessels of war and other vessels 
engaged in the service of this Government. Great Britain does not 
challenge the right of the United States to protect the canal. United 
States vessels of war and those employed in Government service are a 
part of our protective system. By the Ilay-Pauncefote treaty we as- 
sume the sole responsibility for its neutralization. It is inconceivable 
that this Government should be required to pay canal tolls for the 
vessels used for protecting the canal, which we alone must protect. 
The movement of United States vessels in executing governmental 
policies of protection are not susceptible of explanation or differentia- 
tion. The United States could not be called upon to explain what rela- 
tion the movement of a particular vessel through the canal has to its 
protection. The British objection, therefore, is understood as having no 
relation to the use of the canal by vessels in the service of the United 
States Government, 

Regarding the first objection, the question presented by Sir Edward 
Grey arises solely upon the exemption in the canal act of vessels en- 
gaged in our coastwise trade. 

On this point Sir Edward Grey s 
do not question the right of the United States to grant subsidies to 
United States shipping generally, or to any particular branches of that 
shipping,” and it is admitted in his note that the exemption of certain 
classes of ships would be “a form of subsidy’ to those vessels; but it 
appears from the note that His Majesty's Government would regard 
that form of subsidy as objectionable under the treaty if the effect of 
such subsidy would be “to impose upon British or other foreign ship- 
ping an unfair share of the burden of the upkeep of the canal, or to 
create a discrimination in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic, 
or otherwise to prejudice rights secured to British shipping by this 
treaty.” 

It is not contended by Great Britain that equality of treatment has 
any reference to British participation in the coastwise trade of the 
United States, which, in accordance with general usage, is reserved to 
American ships. ‘The objection is only to such exemption of that trade 
from toll payments as may adversely affect British rights to equal 
treatment in the payment of tolls or to just and equitable tolls. It 
will be helpful here to recall that we are now only engaged in consid- 
ering (quoting from Sir Edward Grey's note) ‘“‘ whether the Panama 
Canal act in its present form conflicts with the treaty rights to which 
His Majesty’s Government maintain they are entitled,” concerning 
which he concludes: 

‘These provisions (1) clearly conflict with the rule embodied in the 
principle established in article 8 of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of equal 
treatment for British and United States ships, and (2) would enable 
tolls to be fixed which would not be just and equitable, and would 
therefore not comply with rule 1 of article 3 of the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty.” 

On the first of these points the objection of the British Government 
to the exemption of vessels engaged in the coastwise trade of the United 
States is stated as follows: 

* * * “The exemption will, in the opinion of His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, be a violation of the equal treatment secured by the treaty, as 
it will put the ‘ coastwise trade’ in a preferential position as regards 
other shipping. Coastwise trade can not be circumscribed so completely 
that benefits conferred upon it will not affect vessels engaged in the 
foreign trade. To take an example, if cargo intended for a United 
States port beyond the canal, either from east or west, and shipped on 
board a foreign ship could be sent to its destination more cheaply, 
through the operation of proposed exemption, by being landed at a 
United States port before reaching the canal, and then sent on as coast- 
wise trade, shippers would benefit by adopting this course in preference 
to sending the goods direct to their destination through the canal on 
board the foreign ship.” 
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the note of July 


This objection must be 
the Briti Gove 
which were stated in 
Innes, as follows: 
“As to the proposal that exemption shall be given to vessels ¢ 
the coastwise trade, a more difficult question arises. If th 
should be so regulated as to make it certain that only bona fid 
wise traffic, which is reserved for United States vessels, would by 
fited by this exemption, it may be that no objection could be tak 

This statement may fairly be taken as an admission that this « 
may exempt its vessels engaged in the coastwise trade 
payment of tolls, provided such exemption be restricted to 
fide coastwise traffic. As to this it is sufficient to say that ol 
the United States is not to be denled the power to remit tolls + 
own coastwise trade because of a suspicion or possibility that th 
lations yet to be framed may not restrict this exemption to bon 
coastwise traffic 

The answer to this objection, therefore, apart from any q 
of treaty interpretation, is that it rests on conjecture as to wh; 
happen rather than upon proved facts, and does not present a « 
requiring submission to arbitration, as it has not as yet passed | 
where it can be profitably dealt with by diplomatic disc 
It will be remembered that only questions which it may not be mm 
to settle by diplomacy are required by our arbitration treaty 
referred to arbitration 

On this same point Sir Edward Grey urges another objection 
exemption of coasrwise vessels as follows: 

“Again, although certain privileges are granted to vessels en 
in an exclusively coastwise trade, His Majesty’s Government a 
to understand that there is nothing in the laws of the United 
which prevents any United States ship from combining foreign 
merce with coastwise trade, and consequently from entering into 
competition with foreign vessels while remaining ‘ prima facie’ « 
to the privilege of free passage through the canal. Moreoy 
restriction which may be deemed to be now sores micht 

oy mere chang: 


8, 


the 


regulations.’ 

This objection also raises a question which, apart from tr 
terpretation, depends upon future conditions and facts not yet 
tained, and for the same reasons as are above stated its subm! 
arbitration at this time would be premature. 

The second point of Sir Edward Grey’s objection to the cx 
of vessels engaged in coastwise trade remains to be considered 
this point he says that the provisions of the act “ would enable t 
be fixed which would not be just and equitable, and would theref: 
comply with rule 1 of article 3 of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty.” 

It will be observed that this statement evidently was framed 
out knowledge of the fact that the President’s proclamation fixir 
tolls had issued. It is not claimed in the note that the tolls act 
fixed are not “just and equitable” or even that all vessels | 
through the canal were not taken into account in fixing the am: 
the tolls, but only that either or both contingencies are possib! 

If the British contention is correct that the true construct! 
the treaty requires all traffic to be reckoned in fixing just and equ 
tolls, it requires at least an allegation that the tolls as fixed ar 
just and equitable and that all traffic has not been reckoned in 
them before the United States can be called upon to prove th 
course was not followed, even assuming that the burden of proof 
rest with the United States in any event, which is open to qu 
This Government welcomes the opportunity. however, of informi 
British Government that the tolls fixed in the President’s proc! 
are based upon the computations set forth in the report of Pri 
R. Johnson, a-copy of which is forwarded herewith for delive 
Edward Grey, and that the tolls which would be paid by 
coastwise vessels, but for the exemption contained in the a 
computed in determining the rate fixed by the President. 

By reference to page 208 of Prof. Johnson's report, it will 
that the estimated net tonnage of shipping using the canal in 
as follows: 


Coast to coast American ebipeiie ..... iow cudocennsss.~ 1, 

American shipping carrying foreign commerce of the United 
States ilaningit ne sided nncipTiiastebet lianas tiple ian damit tasatlsanenr dain 

Foreign shipping carrying commerce of the United States 
and foreign countries 
It was on this estimate that tolls fixed in the President's p! 


tion were based. 

Sir Edward Grey says, “ This rule (1 of article 2 of th 
Pauncefote treaty) also provides that the tolls should be ‘ju 
equitable.’”’ The purpose of these words, he adds, “was to 
the tolls to the amount representing the fair value of the s 
rendered, i. e., to the interest on the capital expended and the « 
the operation and maintenance of the canal.” f, as a matter of ! 
the tolls now fixed (of which he seems unaware) do not exceed 
requirement, and as heretofore pointed out there is no claim that 


do, it is not apparent under Sir Edward Grey’s contention how (| 


Britain could be receiving unjust and inequitable treatment if 
United States favors its coastwise vessels by not collecting the 
of the tolls necessary to meet the requirement. ‘There is a ver; 
distinction between an omission to “take into account” the coa 
tolls in order to determine a just and equitable rate, which is 
as this objection goes, and the remission of such tolls, or their « 
tion coupled with their repayment in the form of a subsidy. : 
The exemption of the coastwise trade from tolls, or the refun 
of tolls collected from the coastwise trade, is merely a subsidy g! 
by the United States to that trade, and the loss resulting fro! 
collecting, or from refundin 
States. In the same way the loss will fall on the United Statics i! 
tolls fixed by the President’s proclamation on all vessels represen! 
than the fair value of the service rendered, which must necessat! 
the case for many years; and the United States will, therefore, 
the position of subsidizing or aiding not merely its own 
vessels, but foreign vessels as well. A 
Apart from the particular objections above considered, it ‘s 
understood that Sir Edward Grey questions the right of the Un 
States to subsidize either its coastwise or its foreign shipping. 
much as he says that His Majesty’s Government do not find “« 
in the letter or in the spirit of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty any) 
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render by either of the contracting powers of the right to encourss 


coast 


its shipping or its commerce by such subsidies as it may « 


expedien . 
‘0 summarize the whole matter: The British objections are, in 
first place, about the canal act only; but the canal act does not Lx 
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t Lritain that a difference of opinion exists between the two 
rents on any of the important questions of fact involved in this 
then a situation will have pn, which, in the inion of 
Government, could with advantage be dealt with by referring the 
versy to a commission of inquiry for examination and report, in 
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on arises, of a joint commission of ing: to which, 
request of either part; it be referred for impartial and 
ntious investigation any controversy between them, the commis 


ng authorized upon such reference “to examine into and report 
the particular questions or tters referred to it, for the purpose 
tating the solution of disputes by elucidating the facts, and to 
issues presented by such questions, and also to include in Its 
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rried out, should occasion arise for adopting 
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Pp Sa v ¢ ‘ 
under a special agreement, or under the unratified arbitration 
above mentioned, if Great Britain is prepared to join in ratifying 


ty, which the United States is prepared to do. a 
will take an early opportunity to read this dispatch to Sir 
Grey; and if he should so desire, you will leave a copy of it 
m. 
1 am, sir, your obedient servant, >. & 


eA 


KNOX. 


{Inclosure 1.] 
Chargé @Affeirce Inn to the Secretary of State. 
BakirisHh EMvAssy, 
Kineo, Me., July 8, 1912 

The attention of His Majesty’s Government has been called to 
various proposals that have from time to time been made for the 
of relieving American shipping from the burden of the tolls 
levied on vessels passing through the Panama Canal, and these 
3, together with the arguments that have been used to support 
have been carefully considered with a view to the bearing on them 
provisions of the treaty between the United States and Great 

n of November 18, 1901. 
he prope may be summed up 















‘ prot sals j follows: 
1) To exempt all American shipping from the tolls; 


<) To refund to all American ships the tolls which they may have 


To exempt American ships engaged in the coastwise trade; and 
io repay the tolls to American ships engaged in the coastwise 


@ proposal to exempt all American shipping from the payment of 
tolls would, im the opinion of His Majesty’s Government, involve an 
tion of the treaty, nor is there, in their opinion, any difference in 
between charging tolls only to refund them and remitting tolls 

The result is the same in either case, and the adoption of 
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maintenance of the gene ral principle embodied in article 8 of the earlier The same point may strike others who read nothing but th 
treaty hat principle, as shown above, was one of equal treatment | of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty itself, and I think it is therefore 
for both British and United States ships, and a stydy of the language | while that I should briefly show that this argument is not well foun 
of artis le S shows that the word * neutralization,” in the preamble of The Hay-Pauneefote treaty of 1901 aimed at carrying out the », 
the pater treaty, is not there confined to penuerens operations but re- | ciple of the neutralization of the Panama Canal by subjectin; 
fers to the system of equal rights for which article 8 provides. the same régime as the Suez Canal. Rules 3, 4, and 5 art 
if the wording of the article is examined, it will be seen that there | of the treaty are taken almost textually from articles 4, 5. = 6 ‘ 
is no mention of belligerent action in it at all. Joint protection and | Suez Canal convention of 1888. At the date of the signature 
equal treatment are the only matters alluded _to, and it is to one or | Hay-Pauncefote treaty the territory on which the Isthmian Cana 
both of these that neutralization must refer. Such joint protection has | to be constructed did not belong to the United States, consey 
always been understood by His Majesty’s Government to be one of the | there was no need to insert in the draft treaty provisions corresp 
results of os oer SEeany of —— the United apes net to those in articles 10 and 13 of the Suez Canal convention, 
most anxious to get rid, and they can scarcely, therefore, believe tha preserve the sovereign rights of Turkey and of Egypt, and sti), 
it was such joint protection that the United States were willing to keep | that articles 4 and 5 shall not affect the right of Turkey, thi 
alive and to which they referred in the preamble of the Hay-launcefote | sovereign, and of Egypt, within the measure of her automony, to 
treaty. It ceriainly was not the intention of His Majesty's Government | such measures as may be necessary for securing the defense of | 
that any responsibility for the protection of the canal should attach to | and the maintenance of public order, and, in the case of Turk 
them in tl e future. - Neutralization must therefore refer to the system | defense of her possessions on the Red Sea. oe 
of equal rights : Now that the United States has become the practical sover 

It thus appears from the preamble that the intention of the Hay- | the canal, His Majesty's Government do not question its title 1 
Pauncefote treaty was that the United States was to recover the right | ercise belligerent rights for its protection. 
to construct the transisthmian canal upon the terms that when con- For these reasons His Majesty's Government maintain that 
sti — the canal was to be open to British and United States ships on | words ; al} nations ‘ - File 1 of article 3 ss the Hay-Pau: 
equal terms, — ; . a . treaty include the United States, and that in consequence ]3 

The situation created was in fact identical with that resulting from | yessels using the canal are entitled to equal treatment with t! 
the boundary-waters treaty of 1909 between Great Britain and the | the United States, and that the same tolls are chargeable on ea 
United States, which provided as follows : ioe 5 This rule also provides that the tolls should be “ just and eguit 

“The high contracting parties agree that the navigation of all navi- | The purpose of these words was to limit the tolls to the amount 
gable boundary waters shall forever continue free and open for the pur- | resenting the fair value of the services rendered, i. e., to the 
poses of commerce to the inhabitants and to the ships, vessels, and | on the capital expended and the cost of the operation and maint: 
boats of both countries equally, subject, however, to any laws and regu- | of the canal. Unless the whole volume of shipping which 
lations of either country, within its own territory, not Inconsistent with | through the canal, and which all benefits equally by its servi 
= eee = ~ ae atitanta SbIp applying en wee be gore taben into account, there are no means of determining wheth 
discrimination to 1e inhabitants, s 8, sssels, ar oats 0 ) tolls chargeable upon a vessel represent that vessel's fair pro 
countries, : : of the current expenditure properiy chargeable againsi the ¢ 

“It is further agr ed that so long as this treaty shall remain in | that is to say, interest on the capital expended in construction ar 
force this same right of navigation shall extend to the waters of Lake | cost of operation and maintenance. If any classes of vessi 
Michigan and to all canals connecting boundary waters and now ex- exempted a tolls in such a way that no receipts from such shi 
isting r which may here after be constructed on either side of the line. taken into account in the income of the canal, there is no gua 
itl ea — — ee ee ae ey. lage — ae that the vessels upon which tolls are being levied are not being 
governing the uge of such canals Ww at erritory ¢ to bear more than their fair share of the upkeep. Apart alt: 
charge tolls for the use thereof; but all such rules and regulations therefore, from the provision in rule 1 about aaa = treatin 
and all tolls charged shall apply alike to the subjects or citizens of the | 9); nations, the stipulation that the tolls shall be just and eq 
high contracting parties, and they * © * shall be placed on terms | when rightly understood, entitles His Majesty’s Government to d 
ot ¢ juality in tne use thereof. Sl ES : on behalf of British shipping, that all vessels passing thro 
A similar provision, though m re restricted - its Scope, appears | canal, whatever their flag or their character, shall be take: 
in article 27 of the treaty of Washington, es and Your Excel- account in fixing the amount of the tolls. 
lency will no — rem¢ mber . — Pe ogee the United States The result is that any system by which particular vessels or 
protested, as a violation of equal rights, against a system which | o¢ vessels were exempted from the payment of tolls would not « 
Canada had introduced of a rebate of a large portion of the tolls on ith the stipulations of the treaty that the canal should 
certain freight on the Welland Canal, provided that such freight was | © a eo ae a ti aon ene d that th - a ld a “a 
taken as far as Montreal, and how in the face of that protest the equitable. ae ae Te - ee im 
system was abandoned. fath, « ‘ 

” in Rindinte | meu Ohne oininiiiee ithe Hala 8 o i. ra The President, in his memorandum, argues that if there is 
acai aes aieate, ‘ak gn Eig ry ym gy ay ference, as stated in Mr. Mitchell Innes’s note of the 8th July, | 
the basis of the neutralisation of the canal, certain rules, substan- charging tolls only to refund them and remitting tolls altoget! 

‘ andy Aen | i cee, dee sae “The fret Af thaea | effect is to prevent the United States from aiding its own com: 
tially as embodied in the Suez Canal convention. The first of these : Pe a . Thi 
all i : aw inane sale : sap Pe ew Be the way that all other nations may freely do. This is not 
rules is that the canal shall be free and open to the vessels of com- ee et : 
merce and war of all nations observing the rules on terms of entire | Majesty's Government have no desire to place upon the Hay-l'a 
equality, so that there shall be no discrimination against any such treaty 2 interpretation which would impose upon the United s 
nation. any restriction from which other nations are free, or reserve 

The word “neutralization” is no doubt used in article 8 in the | Other nation any privilege which is denied to the United States. 
same sense as in the preamble, and implies subjection to the syste treatment, as specified in the treaty, is all they claim. 

f n Se! as am se if 3 Uk i tp system . . ’ ya ¥ 
of equal rights. The effect of the first rule is therefore to establish His Majesty's Government do not question the right of the | 
the provision, foreshadowed by the preamble and consequent on the | States to grant subsidies to United States shipping generally, or | 
maintenance ‘of the principle of article § of the Clayton-Bulwer | Particular branches of that shipping; but it does not follow, the: 
treaty, that the canal is to be open to British and United States | that the United States may not be debarred by the Hay-Paun 
vessels on terms of entire equality. It also embodies a promise on | treaty from granting a subsidy to certain shipping in a particu 

the part of the United States that the ships of all nations which | if the effect of the method chosen for granting such subsidy wo 
observe the rules will be admitted to similar privileges. to impose upon British or other foreign shipping an unfair shar 

The President in his memorandum treats the words “all nations” | burden of the upkeep of the canal or to create a discrimination 
as excluding the United States. He argues that, as the United States | spect of the conditions or charges of traffic or otherwise to pi 
is constructing the canal at its own cost on territory ceded to it, it | Tights secured to British shipping by this treaty. ' 
has, unless it has restricted itself, an absolute right of ownership If the United States exempt certain classes of ships from t) 
and control, including the right to allow its own commerce the use | Ment of tolls, the result would be a form of subsidy to those 
of the canal upon such terms as it sees fit, and that the only question | Which His Majesty's Government consider the United States 
is whether it has by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty deprived itself of the | barred by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty from making. cs 
exercise of the right to pass its own commerce free or remit tolls It remains to consider whether the Panama Canal act, in its p 
collected for the use of the canal.’ He argues that article 3 of the | form, conflicts with the treaty rights to which His Majesty's G 
treaty is nothing more than a declaration of policy by the United | ment maintain they are entitled. 
States that the eanal shall be neutral and all nations treated alike Under section 5 of the act the President is given, within 
nnd no discrimination made against any one of them observing the ae the ap ony fix re om. ao yo re! to be 
rules adopted by the United States. “In other words, it was a con- | Upon ships engaged in 1e@ Coastwise trade o e United stat 
ditional favored-nation treatment, the measure of which, in the absence | the tolls, when based upon net registered tonnage for ships 
of express stipulations to that effect, is not what the country gives to | merce, are not to exceed $1.25 per net registered ton, nor ' 
its own nationals, but the treatment it extends to other nations.” other than for vessels of the United States and its citizens, t 

For the reasons they have given above His Majesty’s Government | estimated proportionate cost of the actual maintenance and op 
believe this statement of the case to be wholly at variance with the | of the canal. There is also an exception for the exemptions g1 
real position. ‘They consider that by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty the | by article 19 of the convention with Panama of 1903. 

United States had surrendered the right to construct the canal, and The effect of these provisions is that vessels engaged in the 
that by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty they recovered that right upon the | wise trade will contribute nothing to the upkeep of the canal. 5! 
footing that the canal should be open to British and United States eee Deteneeg :80-aie. Goyerenent of oe coatiie ro gees 
vessels upon terms of equal treatment. n pursuance o 1e treaty of 1903, contribute nothing to the wu} 

The case can not be put more clearly than it was put by Mr. Hay | the canal. Again, in the cases where tolls are levied, the tolls in 
himself, who, as Secretary of State, negotiated the Hay-Pauncefote | case of ships belonging to the United States and its citizens 
treaty, in the full account of the negotiations which he sent to the | fixed at a lower rate than in the case of foreign ships, and may 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations (see 8. Doc. 746, 6lst Cong., | than _ po ge a cost of the actual maintenance 
3d sess.) : operation of the canal. 

“These rules are adopted in the treaty with Great Britain as a con- These provisions (1) clearly conflict with the rule embodied 
sideration for getting rid of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty.” principle established in article 8 of the Clayton-Bulwer t! 

If the rules set out in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty secure to Great | equal treatment for British and United States ships, and (-) 
sritain no more than most-favored-nation treatment, the value of the | enable tolls to be fixed which would not be just and equita! 
consideration given for superseding the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is not | would therefore not comply with rule 1 of article 3 of tli 
apparent to His Majesty's Government. Nor is it easy to see in what | Pauncefote treaty. 
way the principle of article 8 of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which It has been argued that as the coastwse trade of the United 
provides for equal treatment of British and United States ships, has | is confined by law to United States vessels, the cmaeption, of 
been maintained. engaged in it from the payment of tolls can not — the inte: 

I notice that in the: course of the debate in the Senate on the | foreign nations. It is clear, however, that the interests of fore! 


' 


Panama Canal bill the argument was used by one of the speakers that | nations will be seriously injured in two material respects. F 
the third, fourth, and fifth rules embodied in article 3 of the treaty In the first place, the ae will result in the cost of the \ 


show that the words “all nations” can not include the United States, | ing of the canal being borne wholly by foreign-going vessels, and on 
because if the United States were at war it is impossible to believe | vessels, therefore, will fall the whole burden of raising the re‘ 
that It could be intended to be debarred by the treaty from using its | necessary to cover the cost of working and maintaining the canal. 
own territory for revictualling its warships or landing troops, possibility, therefore, of fixing the toll on such vessels at a lower ! 
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iam, ete., 


[Inclosure 3.] 
[Panama Canal toll rates,] 
mation by the President of the United States of America. 


m Howard Taft, President of the United States of America, 

of the power and authority vested in me by the act of Con 
pproved August 24, 1912, to provide for the opening, mainte 
prot ction, and operation of the Panama Canal and the sanita 
1 government of the Canal Zone, do hereby prescribe and pro 
e following rates of toll to be paid by vessels using the Panama 
On merchant vessels carrying passengers or cargo, $1.20 per net 
on—each 100 cubic feet—of actual earning capacity. 


«. Un vessels in ballast without passengers or cargo, 40 per cent 
: ‘n the rate of tolls for vessels with passengers or cargo. 
‘pon naval vessels other than transports, colliers, hospital ships, 


ply ships, 50 cents per displacement ton. 

Upon army and navy transports, colliers, hospital ships, and 
Ships, $1.20 per net ton, the vessels to be measured by the same 
S are employed in determining the net tonnage of merchant 






_Secretary of War will prepare and prescribe such rules for the 
rement of vessels and such regulations as may be necessary and 
to carry this proclamation into full force and effect. 
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nation 1 
treaty beer 
ntion of 1850 
to popular : 
ty, made in 1901, did not affect the treaty 
States and New Granada, or la, as it 
the Isth 3 of Panama. LUence, the United 
ion, has been under treat ‘ gations sin 

ama route and to maintain the neutrali 

1u Neither the Clayton-Bulwer convention 
{ te treaty ved the United States of the bur 

and the ntial treatment accorded to the imerce of the 
ited States across the Isthmus cf Panama, in compensation for that 
rden, was not d { or impaired by either of the conventions 
tween England and the United States above mentioned. The rignt 
held by the United States under the Colombian treaty was equiva 
lent to an easement over the Isthmus of Panama, and this easement 
ripened int fee simple tithe when the treaty with Panama was made 
in 19038 Whence comes Wngland’s right to claim equal treatment 
with the United States at the Isthmus? She did not get it under the 
Clayton-Bulwer convention, nor by virtue of the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty The treaty between the United States and Panama added 
nothing to Pngland’s rights under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. The 
Clayton-Bulwer convention and the Hay-Pauncefote treaty left the 
status at the Isthmus unchanged under which the United States held 
special commercial privileges over that territory That the United 
States are now the owners of the territory, instead of being the 
holders of an easement, can not change the status 1ce the United 
States now have rights, commercial and otherwise, at the Isthmus 
perior to those of england, as they have had since 1846. 

it is claimed by Great Britain that the consideration for super- 
seeding the Clayton-Bulwer convention was to secure equality of 
atment for her ships with those of the United States at the canal. 
is no such consideration expressed in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
nor in«the correspondence between the two Governments leading to the 
making of that treaty; nor does such a consideration arise by ‘Implica- 

n from a correct reading of the instrument. But a fair construction 

it would permit of the suggestion that England's prime motive was 
the use of a shorter route to the Pacific through a canal 
Lt without cost to her and the neutrality of which was to be main- 
tained by the United States singly and alone. if Great Britain's conten- 
tions were correct, the benefit to the United States from the abrogation 
of the Clayton-Bulwer convention would not be apparent. The Eng- 
lish contention means that the United States renounced all benefits under 
the Clayton-Bulwer convention and yet retained the burdens and obli- 
gations of that instrument, not only in respect to England, but the 
other nations of the world as well, although they were not parties to 
the convention; and these burdens must be assumed in regard to a 
canal over which the Clayton-Bulwer convention could not have been 
extended without further treaty stipulations with New Granada as a 
party, Surely the burden is upon the party asserting such a claim to 
establish It by satisfactory evidence beyond doubt. 

If the claim of Great Britain !s conceded, that she surrendered 
certain rights In respect to the Nicaraguan Canal when she consented 
to the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer convention, she in turn was 
relieved of the joint obligation to promote the building of the canal 
and to protect u and maintain its neutrality when built. It is fair 
to assyme that the latter compensated for the former. Be that as it 
may, Great Britain agreed to the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, and that 
treaty superseded the Clayton-Bulwer convention. 

But Great Britain will receive other considerations of incalculable 
value to her for agreeing to the abrogation of Clayton-Bulwer 
convention Her tonnage In steam and sailing vess@is is greater than 
that of the other maritime nations combined. It is not unfair to 
Great Britain to say that the relative advantage to come to her from 
the opening of the al will be in like proportion; and ber great 
superiority over her nations in tonnage will give here a most 
favored position In the trade with the west coast of this hemisphere. 
! great possessions in Asia and Australia and 
a; the Panama Canal will give her another 
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highway to reach 
benefits to come to her from the canal wil! not stop here. We 
t British America is larger than the United States, excluding 
d British Columbia in the western part of Canada contains 
rions and immense wheat flelds which just 
ped. The opening of the canal will turn imm 
Canadian Pacific, and the future should bring a flour- 
tween that region and Great Britain in the exchange of 
r Canadian wheat and lumb 
not all the advantages which giand 
Canada bas hundreds of miles of co: 
four hundred n of const on the Pacif 
iscontinental railroads. These conditi 
most valuable base for the operations 
acea when the cana! is bullt, and thne 
nf's Navy will be increased almost equally with our 
These are some of the bencfits that England is to receive from the 
! It is fair to assume that she considered sufficient to 
vate her for agrecing to the abrogation of the almost-forgotten 
1-Bulwer convention, so that there might be no obstacle to the 
Were the Panama Canal 
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will obtain 
n the Atiantic 
and is trav- 
ill make British 
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efficiency of Bng- 
own. 
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ther 
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of the canal by the United States. 
abandoned at this time England would probably be injured by 
ndonment as much as the United States; and yet the burden 

ilding the canal and of maintaining its neutrality thereafter is 

tly on the United States. England has no obligations in that 
llowever, if we are under treaty obligations to treat England's ships 
on an eguality with our own at the canal, it is our duty to respect them. 
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have we assumed such obligntions? An answer to the q 
nds on the meaning of the Ilay-Pauncefote treat The t 

i n Washington on 191 day of November, 1901. Its ; 
declared in the ] any obj whiel 
is t ? 1850, known as the (| 
the canal under t 

the “ general pri 


remove tion 
1. 19, 
a a 
without impairing th ge 
hed under article 8 of that conveni 
of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty are so interdependent t 
ry to ce rue them together in order to get at the ti 
the instrument, and for that purpose they are here set 
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supersede the 


contracting parties 
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agree that 
convention of 


the 


the ] 


2. It is agreed that the canal may be constructed u 
auspices of the Government of the United States, either direct 
own cost, or by gift or loan of money to individuals or corporat 
through subscription or purchase of stock or shares, and that 
to the provisions of the present treaty, the said Government sh 
and enjoy all the rights incident to such construction, as well 
exclusive right of providing for the reguiation and management 
canai 

“Arr. 8. The United States adopts, as the basis of neutraliz: 
such ship canal, the following rules, substantially as embodied 
convention of Constantinople, signed the Y8th day of October 
for the free navigation of the Suez Canal, that is to say: 

“1. The canal shall be free and open to the vessels of comme: 


| of war of all nations observing these rules, on terms of entire 


so that there shail be no discrimination against any such nati 
citizens or subjects in respect to the conditions or charges of tr 
otherwise. Such conditions and charges of traffic sha!l be ju 

equitable. 
“2. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of v 
exercised nor any act of hostility be committed within it. T! 
le 


} 


States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such mili 
along-the canal,as may be necessary to protect it against la, 
and disorder. 

“3. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not take any stores 1: 
canal except so far as may be strictly necessary; and the tr: 
such vessels through the canal shall be effected with the least ): 
delay in accordance with the regulations in force, and with on 
intermission as may result from the necessities of the service. Pp 
shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of y 
belligerents. 

- No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, muniti 
war, cr warlike materials in the canal, except in case of a 

indrance of the transit, and in such case the transit shall be 
with all possible dispatch. 

“5. The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adi 
the canal, within 2 marine miles of either en Vessels of w 
belligerent shall not remain in such waters longer than 24 hours 
one time, except in case of distress, and in such case shall de 
soon as possible; but a vessel of war of one belligerent shall not 
within 24 hours from the departure of a vessel of war of t 
belligerent. 

“6. The plant, establishment, buildings, and all works nec: 
the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal s 
deemed to be a part thereof, for the purposes of this treaty, and | 
of war as in time of peace shall enjey complete immunity fron 
or injury by belligerents and from acts calculated to impair 
fulness as part of the canal. 

“Art. 4. It is agreed that no change of territorial sovereicnt 
the international relations of the country or countries traversed 
aforementioned canal shall affect the general principles of 1 
tion or the obligation of the high contracting parties under the ; 
treaty.” 

Those articles contain all the 
Pauncefote treaty. 

The declaration in the preamble of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty t 
it is not intended to impair the general principle of neutralizs 
estabished by article 8 of the Clayton-Bulwer convention 
urged against any proposition to favor American ships at the 

he argument is based on the assumption that the terms ‘ 
principle of neutralization” used in the preamble include traf 
tions within their scope and meaning. But the assumption 
They mean immunity from attack and not 
s true the article in question does provide that the can 
open to the citizens and subjects of the United States and Gre: 
on equal terms, but that was simply a statement of the consi 
to each of the two contracting parties for the protectien t 
to extend to the canal. There are two separate elements exp! 
the article—one, the protection of the canal, and the other t! 
of treatment of the contracting parties in return for that prot 

The general principle which the parties desired to extend 
Panama route was one of protection; that is to say, neut 
That proposition is expressed in the first sentence of the arti 
equality of treatment of the contracting parties is anothe: 
expressing the consideration in return for the protection of th 
second sentence of the same article. T 
neutralization” is not employed by international law w: 
mean equality of treatment in respect te traffic conditions 
dent purpose of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty was to secure 
from attack for the canal. No other meaning can be given to t 
“ neutralization.” 

The language of article 2 of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty is quit 
and unless its terms are modified by some subsequent provisions ©! 
treaty, it concedes to the United States the enjoyment of al! 
rights incident to the construction of the canal, as well as t! 
sive right for the regulation and management of the same. Is 
any provision in the treaty which modifies article 2? It v 
noted that the provisions relating to neutrality 


ry 


material provisions of the H 


ine els 


provided for 
Clayton-Bulwer convention are announced therein by the United 
and Great Britain jointly, while in the Hay-Pauncefote tre 
United States alone establishes the rules. The partnership a! 
ment existing between the two countries under the Clarton 
convention has terminated, and the rules for the neutralization 
canal under the later treaty were enacted by the United Stat 
must be mzintained by that Government alone. Those rules ar 
observed by other nations, and not by the United States. If this ° 
ment is true, then the rule of equality docs not apply te the 
States. 

Great Britain's contention is that rule 1 does apply to the | 
States, and that, in effect, would be reading into the rule the © 
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that the language of the | shall be pri red in the ‘ ! t d i 
1 f ‘ favor ¢ oO ( ! 
I shall be free and open to vessels of commerce and war of It has been said that ingunge \ f 
wos observing these rules on terms of entire equality with the | rule 1 of the Hay-Pa f t yi i | \ 
f 1 United States.” ir n between the United es ‘ { 
ot ye that any such construction can be given to rule 1 | Canadian and American cana 1 ‘ { 
the lignt ot ther provisions of the treaty. St. Lawrence River, and t diserimin of 
Z ge of arti ~ is very clear and affirmative: eltner of the contractir } ies is 1 
Inited States shall have and enjoy all the rights incident to | It is true that entire equalit s 0 rved 
ction of the canal, as well as the exclusive right of provid- | of the parties to the W i on treaty 
egulation and management itself « y and at t } i ’ of 
i in not be limited or impaired by implication: It re one ol parties as ral he « ‘ Ihe 
express provision in the treaty to minimize their effect, and | guage of the VW neton treaty ts st i i 
can . herein. foie treaty i incorrect Aril wa the V } 
in by Great Britain is confined to the subject | nothing to inference C @X} ys t t Great B 
tolls 1 propriety it might include all benefits | to urge Upon the Canadian ¢ ernt t tos e tot it 
\ ‘ commerce at the canal The rule I he us the \ l " ¢ { 
is > canal tolls rt s to any discrimina on te s ol ! lity v h 1 t 
espect ses or conditions of traffic or otherwise, and e | ed Siate t t 
essels of war and vessels of commerce. Consequenily, no i use of th ‘ ei ‘ t 
1 s! to our warships in the use of dry docks, aa- ue i s of the | 1 St 
sins, pilotage., coaling privileges, commissaries, and other ove! ts to re t 8 I 
it the canal without extending like privileges to foreign State cana ected Ww 
‘ I: raversed by ot x 
ho denied ovr right to fortify the canal relied on the broad | the possessio of t high contrac xy pa 
f the rule to sustain their contention, and if England's | with the inhabitants « the | ed Stat 
nect to tolls is correct it would seem that the objection | Here we have unequivocal declarations that there s l be « ‘ 
fortifying i l ild be equally well taken. If the | treatment between the contracting part l ) i 
‘ ity place A p the same basis with fore in the Hay-l l fot t 
our belligerent \ wi not be aut rized to revictual It has also been sald tha he rule of ¢ t 5 ) d Li 
1) any stores in the | except when strictly necessary, and | Pauncefote treaty is t i as tl lald i it ‘ 
es 1 tricting the use of the canal by belligerents will cony (ion. B ig iw \ it t £ I i \ 
1 lowe *, that doctrine has not been admitted by the | I of the Suez convention d f 
f nited States, and, for that matter, England has recog “The Suez Maritime Canal] shall aly ; t t ‘ 
to fortify the canal and to do anyt!l necessary to | war as in time of peace, to every ve 1 of con ‘ 
{ that carries with it an admission of superior right | distinction of flag.” 
V hiy to tl ! | ihe words “ without distinction of flag which I hav nae 
Hritish pretest : *auncefote treaty did not | make the meaning quite clear that all nations shall stand upon a 
t of the United § t on which the canal | footiug. Phere is no such language in rul 1 of t Iiay-Vs ‘ 
It becar sta not then the owner | treaty. 
otest overlooks the !mportant iat at that very time The correspondence between the United § 1 ( uf 
States was under treaty obliga Colombia to main- | leading up to the Hay-Pauncefote treaty tl ‘ mi t 
neut lity of the Isthmus and to i! ntee the sover gnty ject. Rule 1 received the most erious « sideration in 1 
that country therein, and that treaty obligation was not | negotia ns preceding the adoption of the treaty. and that 
‘ shed in any respect by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty Again, when | great solicitude was to secure for herself equal t ' t wit 
ilay-Pauncefote treaty was first submitted to the Senate it con- | nations appears from Lord Lansdowne's « linunication to Lord I’ 
a provision to prohibit the United States. from fortifying the | fote on October 23, 1901, on 3 sub t, in which he auld in j 
The Senate rejected the provision, and England accepted the “I informed the United tates chargé d'affaires to-day t Ilis 
t y with the provision elim! rated. In discussing the elimination of Maifesty'’s Governme ad given their careful attention to the 
that vision, fool Lansdowne, in a memorandum dated August 3, | amendments which been suggested in the draft of th 
1 this language : canal treaty, communicated by Mr. Hay t yur Lordship on f 
dispatch I pointed out the dangers of a construction in which last, and that I was now tn a position to inform him officially of 
suse permitted the adoption of defensive measures while another i 7 
“| the erection of fortifications [It is most important that no y sug ted that in arti < 1 tute 
ld exist as to the intention of the contracting »oarties. As ds ‘the cana ia be free 1 open to 
I understand that by the omles of all reference to the matter of all nations which ill to ol 
fense the United States desires to reserve the power to protect the the canal shall free ( } t 
al at any time, when the United States may be at war, from of all natious ob i le nd In the 
ction or damage at the hands of an enemy or enemies. On the | gg a consequence of the amendmen titu . 
band, I conclude that, with the above eption, there is no im-| pation so agreelog’ the words ‘ any such nation His Maje Govern 
to derogate from the principles of neutrality laid down by the! inent were prepared to accept this amen it t. mn 
As to the first of these propositions, I am not prepared to deny | gqyally effi ashane fer the Darat which we d in view ; . oe 
contingencies may arise, when, uot only from a national point of | ; ‘suring that Great Britain should not be placed in a less advantayeous 
c it in behalf of the commercial interests of the whole world, position than any other power, while they stopped short of 
{ be of supreme importance to the United States that they should | 1, other nations a contractual right to the use of the canal. Che 
fr to adopt measures for the defemse of the canal at a moment | ;, es are wine.) 
when they were themselves engaged in hostilities. : ‘reasonable inference to be <¢ m fron . 
it is also to be borne in mind that owing to the omission of the | foolish negotiator Is that he was sect t tain the i 
is under which this country became jointly bound to defend the | wagon clause ‘fo > Geeat Britain and noth , — © ig ; 
: ulity of the canal, and the abrogation of the Clayion-Bulwer treaty, ind tl ' the Cl me =-Halwer convention cielned Bro t 
tt tlons of Great Britain will be matertaliy diminished.” — a ; “on ogee tet sony ee — . 









' - ; ing the contracting parties4¢from 
rhus we see that the attempt to make the rules of neutrality appl! a, ee con 6 
























: ‘Aconir , or olding ire< > or Indirectl for tha 
( » to the United States was without success. So that our right to “ a aan —— a a. ae as 1 rd 
rtify the canal may be said to be war established, and the right to we on "the a oe , e ‘8 
fy carries with it the further right to use the canal with our : rb ‘ ae eats ne 1 s aioe? i ateealics 
ger oe — necessary to preveot hostile fleets or armies from TI e ‘fact th t ' 0 au 1 1 ingua e was « 1 ‘ 
the canal. If ships of war and of commerce of other nations a eed thank Uattatn to the henicaiiee 3 oy nt 
qyal right with those of the United States in the matter of ployed bs —— Brit ee a ay. Seas ree ; ; 
t would be difficult for our Government to maiatain that our bel and would seem to er t the col a Re she o : al 
t ships have more rights In the canal than those of any other ot ae Se — a ee ee ee ee ee o 4 
it. Inasmuch as the burden of maintaining the neutrality of | MOR *m respect to the canal that would nok pe exp : 
al is upon the United States alone it follows that our ‘ships nat ons 7 et cae he + ress : F ‘ , 
t within the rule of equality laid down in rule 1, and that being the a me. oe " eo 
7 would be playing fast and loose with the rule to Include our com aul “ott gh ; . 7 a . 
| vessels within its provisions and not do likewise with our ves , I not lea ‘ a ; 
wal Ur tes to enter into a treaty | 1 th I i 
In Giscussing the belligerent rights of the United States at the canal, | ©” right of way across the | nt ' 
Sritish note of protest of November 14, 1912, says: cruct CS See Sane She PC et . 
Now that the United States has become the practical sovereign of | 1® part consideration for f mom Of ihe came 
- nal, His Majesty's Government do not question its title to exercise | of Panama, the | nited States agreed t the 1 f t 
‘nt rights for ite protection.” Government should have free transportation over the canal at 
writer of the protest does not seem to have had in mind the | This is a discrimin a io vor ‘ els of | 


that the United States has been under treaty obligations since | 88 no other nation has that privilege, but It Is quit 
to protect the Isthmus and to maiutain the neutrality of the transit the most favored-nation clause. 








it, and that Lord Lansdowne, during the negotiations for the Hay-| , The concession to the vesse 3 of Panama, ft Is 8 ald, “ : y 
efote treaty, recognized, not only our right, but that it was our | !2 order to acquire a right of way over w 1 to build ¢ ', 


the privilege granted t Panama ¥ ' , ' i 


to protect the canal. Were we so inclined, we might rest our case | IM consequence, ' 
e admission contained in the protest; that the acquieltion by the | not militate against the proposition that tne United & 
a States of the territory over which the canal is being constructed the vessels of all nations on terms of entire ¢ 
as sufficient of itgelf to modify the treaty so as to afford belligerent | Ye#se's. rhe argument would create t} 
ghts to our warships. If the acquisitiog of the territory will thus | Panama occupied a position supe 
it our war vessels, it is hard to concelye how equal favors to our | United States In addition, the a 
8 of commerce are to be withheld under such Greumstances. At | If Great Britain's claim ts correct, | nit ot 
me distinguished American diplomat has maintained that the | made any such concession to Panam ‘ 
ition by the United States of the canal strip did change the | Hay-Pauncefote treaty, and In order t 















j y st itus so as to authorize the exemption of American merchant | other consideration would have had to be given to Pana of 
5 trom the payment of tolls. No doubt he will be pleased at dis the exemption accorded to her 

; Vine that Great Britain, in her protest, lends comfort to his views. But the concession to Panama is quit nsistent with t 
Pn wed in the light of the circumstances and conditions attending the | favored-nati clause That « d the g ting of 
, - ‘ton of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, and construing rule 1 in con-| a special privilege to another natior led a enecia snails 
% mipare With the other terms of the instrument, that rule simply | is given In return for the pris Phe t l-natior ‘ 

se.” in what is known in treaties »s “the most-favored-nation | can not be understood to mean that ' should ¢ f 

rules n other words, the rule means that the nations we the | gift that which is accorded to other natior for a ful 

; 
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of neutralization laid down in the treaty by the United ates | that is to say, Great Britain, if she observes the rules of neut rality latd 
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down in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, shall enjoy the canal on an equal 


fo with all other nations observing those rules, but the rule would 
b equal as to Panama if she were required to surrender the Canal 
Zor to the United States besides having to observe the rules of neu- 
t t Hence, Panama is entitled to a free canal for her vessels, 
cause she has given a special consideration for the privilege which 
the other nations have not. This doctrine has been generally rec- 
nized, and especially by Great Britain. 
The United States entered into a commercial treaty with the 
Hlawalian Islands in 1876, by the terms of which mutual trade con 
ions were made by the two Governments At that time Great 


Britain and Tiawail had a treaty containing the most-favored-nation 
claw The British Government admitted that 
as the advantages conceded to the United States by the Sandwich 


Isinnds are expressly stated to be given in consideration of and as an 
equivalent for certain reciprocal concessions on the part of the United | 
ites, Great Britain can not, as a matter of right, claim the same 
advantages for her trade under the strict letter of the treaty of 1851." 


. 
We do not find that Great Britain’s consent was asked by the United 
States before the concession w , 2 

ar that Great Britain made any protest It is fair to assume 


it appe 
tliat she recognized the right of the United States to extend the privl- 
eve of a free canal to Panaman vessels in return for the cession of the | 
Canal Zone and jurisdiction over it to our Government it would 
m that Pneland could not very well admit a right to the United 
in thi nd yet contend for her present construction of rule 1 
that Pnelish ships and those of other nations observing the rules are 


entitled to uee the canal on terms of entire equality with those of the 


United State 


is made to Panaman vessels, nor does | 
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It is true that Great Britain now protests against the exemption 
of Panaman vessels, but this objection, coming as it does nine years 
after the making of the treaty vhen the canal is alin t completed, 
does not deserve serious consideration. The only purpose [ft can serve 


that of demonstrating that England now recognizes that she can 
t concede our right to exempt Panaman vessels without surrendering 
er case 

We might pursue the most-favored-nation theory further. On Jan- 
na 9, 1909, the United States, Colombia, and Panama negotiated 
what was known as the tripartite agreement, by which the United 
States granted to Colombia the right to convey through the canal her 
troops, materials of war, and ships of war without paying any duty 
to the United States The agreement was negotiated by our State 
Department with the executive departments of Colombia and Panama 
and was ratified by our Senate and the Assembly of Panama, but was 


r 


rr ted by the Congress of Colombia, and hence did not become 
effective The exemption from the payment of duties at the canal in 
favor of Colombian vessels could have been made only upon the theory 
that rule 1 accords to England nothing more than most-favored-nation 
treatment. Although Great Britain protested against the exemption of 


Colombian ships, the protest does not seem to have been as insistent 
as the one she now presents Notwithstanding the English protest 
made at the time, our State Department carried forward the agree- 
ment, our Senate ratified it, and it failed only because the Colombian 
Congress rejected It 

‘he issue now pending with England has had full consideration by 
the United States Government. Our State Department, in making the 
eanal treaty with Panama and the tripartite agreement with Colombia 
and Panama, and the Senate in ratifying this convention, have demon- 
strated that the treaty-making power of the United States has not been 
in accord with the Bnglish view of the subject. And now the Congress 
of the United States has spoken out against Great Britain's claim and 
has enacted the Panama Canal act, by which American shipping and the 
vessels of the Government of Panama are favored at the canal. 

We might still pursue the doctrine a little further—that the most- 
favored-nation clause does not preclude a Government from granting 
special concessions to other nations in return for special favors. Sup- 
pose the United States, with some other maritime power as an ally 
were to engage in a war, would it be correct to say that we could not 
admit the belligerent ships of our ally into the canal on an equal footin 
with our vessels? The American people would hardly concede that, an 
it may well be doubted that Great Britain would admit it were she the 
ally 

rhe issue has been discussed in this paper as though the burden were 
upon the United States in the argument As a matter of fact, the onus 
is on Great Britain to establish her contention. Great Britain, in effect, 
Is claiming a servitude upon our property—tbe canal—and a limitation 
on our sovereignty Her claim, fr valid, means that we must tax our 
imports and exports and our coastwise trade passing through the canal 
equally with the trade of other countries using that waterway. That 
means a serious restriction upon the sovereign right of the United States 
to regulate their fiscal and economic policies as they may deem best. 
The restriction would amount to a limitation of our sovereignty, as well 
as a servitude imposed upon our territory. 

It is a well-established rule of international law that one sovereign 
can not claim a servitude on the territory of another except by com- 
pact, and “if a dispute occurs between a territorial sovereign and a for- 
eign power as to the extent or nature of rights enjoyed by the latter 
within the territory of the former, the presumption is against the for- 
eign State, and upon it the burden lies of proving its claim beyond doubt 
or question.” 

in summing up the objections to the British claim we might say that 
the commercial advantages which the United States has at the Isthmus 
came from the treaty with Colombia of 1846, and not from the Clayton- 
julwer convention or the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, and neither of these 
iffected the rights so held by us; that the terms of the Hay-Pauncefote 
aty, when properly construed, do not sustain it; that in abandoning 

explicit language of the Clayton-Bulwer convention, which clearly 
prohibited a discrimination in favor of the United States, England lost 
her right to claim at this time equality with the United States in the 
use of the canal for her vessels; that Lord Lansdowne’s communication 
of October 23, 1901, to Lord Pauncefote, already mentioned, tends to 
prove that England's only desire was to obtain equality of treatment 
with other powers for her vessels at the canal and nothing more; that 
the canal treaty with the Republic of Panama by which the vessels of 
the Republic are entitled to the free use of the canal, made without 
protest from Great Britain, is a strong circumstance in support of the 
proposition that rule 1 Is nothing more than the most-favored-nation 
clause expressed in another form; and, lastly, Great Britain has. not 
produced any sufficient proof to overcome the presumption arisin 
against her from the circumstances just related; much less has she ad- 
duced any proof or argument to establish her claim beyond doubt or 
question, 

Many of our citizens believe that the issue between Great Britain 
and the United States on the subject of canal tolls should be submitted 
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to The Hague tribunal for determination under the provision 
arbitration treaty between the two countries. This assumes +} 
question is a justiciable one. The treaty does not require |) q 
that may arise between the two countries to be submitted + 
Hague. It does say that “ differences which may arise of a legs 
or relating to the interpretation of treaties existing between ; 
contracting parties, and which it may not have been possi}! 
by diplomacy, shall be referred to the permanent court of a 
etc. But the same clause of the treaty contains a proviso 
the rule so laid down to the effect that neither of the parti 

to submit questions affecting Its vital interests, its independ 
honor, or the interests of third parties. 

We have seen that the issue does affect the vital interests 
the independence of the United States, inasmuch as the | 
imposes a limitation upon our sovereignty and a servity 
territory,-so as to materially impair our right to freely ad 
economic and fisca! policies as we may deem best, and we 
liberty to use our own with freedom. The question is a vi 
of the most serious importance to the people of the United s 
cause all of the maritime powers of the world are equal! 
with England tn obtaining a decision adverse to the Unit 
And yet we are expected to submit the issue to a tribunal! 
trolled by these same maritime powers 

It has been said that if the United States refused to 
question to The Hague, the arbitration treaty may as \ 





| stroyed. The answer to that Is: If the question does, j 


our vital interests or our independence, then there is no ant 
its submission to that tribunal. The proviso which e 
questions from the jurisdiction of The Hague is just as bindir 
parties as any other part of the treaty, and the necessit 
servance is accentuated when the question is one in whicl ! 
controlling the court are vitally interested. I do not intend 
on The Hague tribunal, but am simply stating the facts 
instance the judges would also be parties at interest. 

FrRanx | 


[From the Outlook of Mar. 8, 1913.] 

Tap PANAMA CANAL—SHALL IT BB AMERICAN OR ANGLO-AM ? 
(Article by Samuel Seabury, justice of the Supreme Court of ¢ , 
of New York.) 

I commend an American canal, on American soil, to the 
people. (Gen. Grant.) 
The policy of this country is a canal under American cont 4 
United States can not consent to surrender this control to 
pean power. (President Hayes.) 
INTRODUCTION. 


As early as 1550 the idea of a canal which should unite t 3 
of the Atlantic and of the Pacific was publicly discussed. | t 
time until the present idealists have dreamed and statesmen ha 
gled to bring about its realization. Difficulties—physical, finan: 
political—have barred the pathway which led to achieveme: 


treaty which the United States made with the Republic of I’ ma 
removed the legal and political obstacles tn the way of , 
the task which had been so long in contemplation. Since that time the 


United States has acted with characteristic energy One of th 
engineering achievements of mankind is being carried to a ‘ 
eonciusion. The cost of the canal to the Government of the j 
States will exceed $400,000,000. In the near future vessels 
merce wiil pass through the canal from the Atlantic to the | 
It is estimated that within a year from the time it is opened a : 
nage of over 10,000,000 tons will use the canal. Of this tonnaxe t 
quite one-quarter will be engaged in American coastwise trai: rhe 
‘anama route will have a monopoly of the traffic of Hawaii and of the 
west coast of North and South America, with the exception of | 
part of the trade of southern Chile, although it must compe! } 
other routes for the large and valuable commerce of Pacific As f 
Australia. The cana! will decrease the distance from New Y 
San Franciseo about 8,500 miles, and from New York to Australl: 
4,000 miles. The saving in time for a vessel of 9 knots spe 
New York to Iquigque, Chile, one of the ports from which the 
nitrate shipments are made, wil! be over 23 days. The trip from 
pool to Iquique will be decreased nearly 3,000 miles. The savin 
time and money which wili result to those engaged in the worlds 
merce by the use of the Panama Canal can not be calculated 

The Panama Canal ts the achievement of the United States 
No other nation has aided in fits creation. In August, 1912, ¢! 
Congress making provision for the permanent government of the ‘ 
Zone became a law. The law exempts codstwise trade fr: 
This comparatively unimportant provision and the provision 
law which deny the right to use the canal to vessels owned by ! Ly 
companies and those violating the provisions of the Sherman t 
law have been mude the basis of a formal protest by Great Britain on 
the ground that they are in conflict with the Hay-Pauncefot 
That protest raises questions of the utmost tmportance. The r 
in which those questions shall be determined will f 





profoundly affect the 
commercial development and national integrity of the L nited St 


THE HISTORY OF THE CANAL. 


A brief history of the Panama Canal is essential to an understant 
ing of the present controversy. In 1846 a treaty was enter ) 
between the United States and Colombia, then called New | 
The treaty gave to the United States a right of transit over ‘58 
Isthmus of Panama “from the one to the other sea.” ‘The |! a 
Railroad, which was completed in 1855, was a resuit of this y 
In 1849 the United States entered into a trea with Nicaragua whicd 
rovided for the construction of a ship cana! from Greytown ( 
Juan) on the Atlantic coast to the Pacific coast by way of the 14 


of Nicaragua. Great Britain, claiming a protectorate over fhe i 
quito Indians, in whose territory the Atlantic end would be d, 
insisted that it alone should dictate the terms upon which the N : 
route should be opened. The British claim was in defiance of “4 
Monroe doctrine and without moral or legal basis. once 


Mr. Lawrence, United States minister at London, presentec 
rotest of his Government. It was ignored. Sir Henry Bulwer 
ritish minister at Washington, realizing that Mr. Clayton. the 2 
retary of State in President Zachary Taylor’s Cabinet, had °°! 
alarmed by other acts of British aggression involving the scizu 
Tigre Island, ignored Mr. Lawrence, and concluded the Clayton buiwe 
treaty directly with Mr. Clayton. This treaty was ratified oy 
1850. The treaty provided that neither Great Britain nor the | 
States should ever obtain or maintain for itself any exclusive coo 
over the canal or erect fortifications upon it, mor occupy or exe! 
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Pauncefote treaty, are to be regarded as including the United States, United States, the exclusive right of control over which is , 
then the following consequences result | the United States. The legal position of the United States anv 
The United States must impose the same rate of tolls upon its mer Britain in reference to the canal stands, when the case jis red 
1ant ships, war ships, or Government vessels that it does upon those | its simplest terms, thus: A and B contract that A shal! ende 
foreign nations; it can never blockade the canal or exercise any right | obtain an easement over the land of C, and if A succeeds | +) 
fr war In it, even if it is itself a belligerent, and the repr } | ment shall be used equally by A and B, but without any pr. 
the United States at Panama must open the locks and escort a hostile | in the contract against either A or B acquiring the fee to r 
et through the canal; if the United States becomes a belligerent it | Subsequently C grants in fee the property to A and his he 
hall not revictual or take stores in the canal, except when strictly | judgment of the private law of civilized ‘states in such p> 
ecessary; it shall not embark or disembark troops or munitions of | that the contract between A and B 1s no longer of any l 
ir in the canal territory, and its own war vessels shall not remain in | effect. : 
* waters adjacent to the canal within the 3-mile limit for longer than The principle asserted above—that all treaties are concina 
hours at any one time; and it can not use the plant and surround- | the tacit condition rebus sic statibus, and that, where the 
of the canal for any hostile purpose things which was the basis of the treaty and one of its tacit 
In short, if the United States should become a belligerent it could not | tions no longer exists, the treaty becomes yoidable, and cit! 
use its own canal for naval and military purposes, and the canal | may notify the other that it regards the treaty as abrogated 
would be of no more strategic value to it than it would be to its | tained by authority. The principle was clearly recognized b: 
enen (Judge Seabury is, of course, s ng ‘ ‘onclusions as a (Law of Nations, book 2. ch. 13, sec. 200) “and by Groti 
reductio ad absurdum The reply thi iment, mac by those | Rights of War and Peace, ch. 16, sec. 25, et seq.) and, so far as | 
who advocate the maintenance of ice fot reat is that | been able to discover, is denied by none. Mr. Hall. in his wo 
in time of war all treaties will be abrog: it the whole trend of | international law, points out that neither party to an inter 
Judge Seabury'’s argument is that the tre vi ibrogated when the | compact “can make its binding effect dependent at his 
United States acquired the canal territory The Editors.) conditions other than those contemplated at the moment yw 
Indeed, in time of war, if the provisions of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty | contract was entered into, and, on the other hand, a contra: 
f to govern, our seacoast would be more liable to attack than it was | to be binding so soon as anything which formed an implied « 
Lefore the canal was built Lefore the canal was built the isolation | of its obligatory force at the time of its conclusion. is p 
of our seaboard furnished comparative protection from foreign attack altered.” (Sec. 116.) Mr. Hannis Taylor says: 
The existence of the canal will make our coast thousands of miles | “So unstable are the conditions of international existenc: 
nearer to the shores of a foreign enemy If the canal shall be avail | difficult is it to enforce a contract between States after the 
able to us for naval and military purposes, this danger will be ob facts upon which it was founded has substantially changed 
viated If it is not to be available for these purposes, then we have | such agreements are necessarily made subject to the general 
increased the danger of our position rather than increased our safety. | standing that they shall cease to be obligatory so soon as ¢! 
One has only to read the provisions of the six subdivisions of article 3 | tions upon which they were executed are essentially altered.” (‘1 
of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty to see at a glance that if one of these | on International Public Law, sec. 394.) 
subdivisions is binding upon us all are binding The same obligation Writing upon the same object, Mr. Oppenheim says: 
which would require us to levy equal tolls, as provided by subdivision 1, “It is an almost universally recognized fact that vital c! 
uuld compel us to refrain from blockading the canal or from utilizing | circumstances may be of such a kind as to justify a party in 
canal for any military or naval purpose in » manner prohibited | an unnotifiable treaty. The vast majority of publicists, as w 
the other subdivisions of article 3 The British protest does not | the Governments of the members of the family of nations. a 
im that all of these provisions of the Hay-Pauncefote | all treaties are concluded under the tacit condition rebus sic sta 
are applicable at present, but it attacks a comparatively unim- | (Vol. 1, p. 550, sec. 539.) 
regulation of Congress upon a ground which asserts the binding That the circumstances have changed to such an extent 
treaty. The British protest makes no renunciation of | of the provisions of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty are extingu 
the treaty. It does, however, recognize that, as a result | impliedly conceded by Sir Edward Grey in the British prot 
of subsequent to the treaty, the United States has “ become the | says: 
practi overeign of the canal,” and that all the provisions of the *“*Now that the United States has become the practical soy 
treaty are not to be deemed of the same force that they possessed | the canal His Majesty’s Government do not question its title to ex 
when the treaty was concluded. The significance of this remarkable | belligerent rights for its protection.” 
part of the British protest will be comm« nted upon below For the His statement suggests that if it had been contemplated t! 
present it is necessary only to note that even the British Government | United States was to acquire the territory through which th: 
recognizes that a change in the status existing at the time the treaty | should be constructed clauses would have been inserted in t 
was made has taken place, and that it is impossible to claim that the | which would have established the status of the United States : 
legal effect of the treaty has not been changed. lar to that accorded Turkey and Egypt in reference to the Su 
It is, of course, not improbable, if the possibility of the a 
by the United States had been foreseen, that Great Britain w 
made even this suggestion; but it ought not to be assumed 
: . is ‘ : United States would have consented to occupy toward its « 
t is a rule of inte rnational law, recognized among nations and an attitude similar to that which European powers, under tli 
I icIsts, that all treaties are concluded upon the tacit condition rebus of Great Britain, have accorded Turkey and Egypt toward 
sic stantibus. If vital changes affecting the subject matter of a treaty Canal 
re ae oe at it + en pron! Be — cae Soe Se ted The statement made in the British protest indicates that 
cer agg the changed conditions, the treaty 1s by implication | contention of Great Britain will be that the Hay-Paun 
abrogated. n other words, if the parties to a treaty contract on the has bee z aitvaie dified s t aia aeticinn 10 
basis that a certain condition or fact exists, and subsequently the has Deen constraut tively modified £0 as to make articles 
condition or fact in reference to which the treaty is made is changed the Suez Canal convention applicable to the United States 
the treaty is extinguished, and one of the parties to it can not. in this may be, it is needless to speculate, fhe important cir 
vood faith hold the other bound to perform all or any of its terms now to be noted is that although Great Britain does not as 
[I ee saiiceieoiaien int -. ‘e-Paanrafata ¢uante | Lormal modification of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, nor ren 
he fundamental fact in reference to which the Hay-Pauncefote treaty . : . 
s * aoa - | en iain «annie legal rights she may have under the treaty, the concess 
was made was that the canal was to be constructed in territory alien ies > ‘ i A ae 
to the United States. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty did not even definitely | imctly made that the changed conditions have modified : 
decide upon the Panama route, but provided for the construction of a | Provisions of the treaty. Although this concession does 1 
ship canal to ne » Atlantic ar a cific eans “ by atawe which of the stipulations of the treaty the British Gover! 
ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans “by whatever 3 t ; ; : 
route may be considered expedient.” siders to have been extinguished, it apparently concedes « 
The treaty contemplated merely that the canal should be constructed | ligerent rights to the United States which, if the provision 
“under the auspices’ of the United States, not in the territory of the | Hay-Pauncefote treaty were in force, the United States w 
United States. That the United States did not contemplate the actual | Possess. There is no justification for the claim that the ab 
acquisition of the territory in which the canal was to be constructed | Of, the provisions of the treaty has been pro tanto. If the 
is conelusively evidenced by the fact that the Senate ratified the treaty things which was the vital condition of the treaty no longer exi 
with Colombia, which merely provided for constructing the canal | Whole treaty justly may be abrogated. One thing is plain 4 
“under the auspices” of the United States, and did not contemplate legal effect of the treaty: Either all of its stipulations are bin 
the cession of territory to the United States. The failure of Colombia the United States or none of them are binding. From a 
to fulfill the promise of its accredited representative, the bitterness and | Standpoint the change which has taken place is the most fund 
spirit of revolt which that refusal engendered among the people of the | that could occur. The very subject matter of the treaty, w 
State of Panama, led to the revolution which resulted in the secession | treaty contemplated should continue to be territory alien 
of Panama from Colombia. ‘The United States having been betrayed United States, has become absolutely subject to the sover 
by Colombia, President Roosevelt, with characteristic genius, took the | the United States. To hold, under these circumstances, that 
action which resulted in the United States securing the grant from | terms of the treaty are binding upon the United States would 
Panama, Under that grant the Canal Zone became part of the terri- | posterous and does not seem to be claimed in the British 
tory of the United States and subject to its sovereignty, and the United | The same circumstances which relieve the United States 0! 
States from that time on possessed the same exclusive rights over it | the terms of the treaty relieve it of all of them. It can ! 
that it possessed in reference to any other territory which it acquired | asserted, if changes so vitai occur that some of the terms of a U 
by cession or conquest, are extinguished, one of the parties to the treaty can determine W 
‘he Hay-Pauncefote treaty was made on the understanding that the | of the other provisions of the treaty shall continue to be binding UI 
canal was to be constructed upon alien territory. For this reason the | the other party to the compact. As some of the terms of this tr 
position of the United States relative to the canal was regarded as | are concededly no longer binding, none of them is_ binding fu 
analogous to the position of Great Britain toward the Suez Canal. | United States shall so elect. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty lias ! 
Assuming that the Hay-Pauncefote treaty provides for equal rights in | become voidable, and the United States is entirely justified 
the canal to Great Britain and the United States, although all the bur- | accepted principles of international law in notifying Great 
dens of building and caring for it and policing it were to devolve upon | that it no longer considers that treaty to be in force. If the Unit 
the United States, the situation becomes radically different after the | States is to adopt an American canal policy, this it must do If it 
territory becomes subject to the sovereignty of the United States. | does not do this, it must admit the claim of Great Britain to I 
Suppose, merely for the sake of argument, instead of acquiring the | equal partner with the United States in the canal enterprise. + 
Cana! Zone in Panama, the United States abandoned that project and | latter course involves the establishment of an Anglo-American ¢®? 
constructed the canal from New Orleans to San F rancisco, would it be | policy in direct defiance of the Monroe doctrine, and it will c! 
contended that the canal was subject to the. provisions of the Hay- | an entangling alliance which in the future must inevitably 
Pauncefote treaty? In legal effect and in principle the supposed case | source of dissension and strife 
and the real case are identical. The treaty was made on the assump- 5 
tion that the canal was to be built in alien territory. The condition fo CONCLUSION. 
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TUE STATE OF THINGS WHICH WAS THE BASIS OF THE HAY-PAUNCEFOTE 
TREATY HAS CHANGED, AND THAT TREATY IS NOW VOIDABLE AT THB 
OPTION OF THE UNITED STATES, 





reference to which the treaty was made never arose; and instead of the The question has arisen whether the controversy as to the Ian 
canal’s being built in alien territory, it was built in territory of the | Canal should be submitted to the Tribunal of The Hague for al 
United States. tration. Sir Edward Grey, in the British protest, suggests t!® 
The juridical status of the Panama Canal is that of an artificially | the provisions of the Panama Canal act, to which objection 's 
constructed waterway, constructed wholly by the United States for | are not repealed the question at issue should be submitted to 3°)" 
commercial and strategie purposes, entirely through territory of the | tion. This suggestion involves the consideration of two questi’® 
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. irtner in the enterprise. If an Anglo-American policy is desired, 

1 States will comply with the demands centained In the Brit- 

t an American canal policy is to be adopted, the Govern- 

Washington will deal in no uncertain way with the British 

fhe present is no time for vacillation r hesitancy. The 

ts.of » situation demand that the Government at Washing- 

inform the British Government that the conditions 

v Hay-Pauncefote treaty was concluded have vitally 

C at treaty is now, under the principles of interna- 

v “le, and give notice that the United States regards it 
: rn orce or et 

such action is required by every consideration of justice, and should 





a n Without equiveecation. Any other course will involve gross 
; to the United States and will serve only to postpone the time 
© United States, in self-defense, will be compelled to take the 
Suggested. As the Hay-Pauncefote treaty is now voidable 
an void, the Government of the United States should see to it 
action or failure to act on its part shall be construed into a 


ae lation of the rights which at present, under well-settled prin- 
Ciples, it possesses, 


when 

sition 
rather t} 
} 


at n 
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the balance due the depositors in the Freedman’s Savings & 
Trust Co., ete., intended to be proj d by him to the su 
i ¢ il appro} riation bill, which was « i “l to be printed 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. BRISTOW subn “] an amendment preposing to appro- 
priate $800 for the construction of a bridge across Chilocco Creek 
where it intercepts the State line of Kansas and the Cl co 





Mr. RANKHEAD submitted an amendment proposing to pay 





a 


School Reservation in Oklahoma, Intended to be pr 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was or 
be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 


Committee on Appropriations. 


Mir. MYERS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for administration and improvement of tl 
Glacier National Park, Mont., from $100,000 to $188,000, int d 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bil 
which was referred to the Committee en Appropriations and 


ordered to be printed. 


rl TARIFY 

Mr. JONES (for Mr. Crapr) submitted two amendment 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (TH. R. 10 » res ’ 
tariff duties, to provide revenue for the Gov f ! f 
other purposes, which were refel L to the Con : 
nance and ordered to be printed 

VALORIZATION O% i 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I the lowing 
resolution, which I ask may be read, and then I ask 
consent for its present consideration 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the 


lution. 





The Secreta r 1 t] tion (S. Re 5S). whieh v 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 





Resolved, That the Attorn 














»y Gereral | and he is di 
transmit to the Senate the following formation 
1. Copi of any and all requests asking for the dismissal 
of the United States of America, | tioner Her Ss 
defendants, heretofore pending in the District Court of t 
y 4 


States for the Southern District of New York 
2. Copies of any and ail agreements that were made 
said action during its pendency providing for its discont 
dismissal 
3. Copies of any and all correspondence regarding the maint 
dismissal of said act 
4. Copies of any and all reports that were made by any agent 
special attorney of the Government investigating the existence of any 
trust or combination in coffee or any scheme or plan for the yaloriza- 
tion of coffee, 


The name and addr of the parties purchasing the coffee in- 
‘ ! aid suit, together with the price and the amount purchased 
| 
Co} of any memoranda, correspondence, letters, or documents on 
the Department of Justice pertaining to or connected with the 
er md cis al of said action. 
i(. Any additional statement that he may desire to make touching any 


th abov mi 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have another resolution on 
ihe same subject which ought to be considered, perhaps, in con- 


nection with this one. I ask that the resolution may be read 
and that unanimous consent may be given for its immediate 
consideration. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 59), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Seaate the following information : 

1. Copies of all letters and communications from the ambassadors, 
representative or agents of any foreign Government requesting the 
dismissal of the case of the nited States of America, petitioner, v. 
Herman Sielcken et al., defendants, heretofore pending in the district 
Court of the United States for the Southern District of New York. 


A statement of the reasons given for the dismissal of said case by 


any such ambassadors, representatives, or agents not made in writing. 

3. Copies of any and all communications made by such ambassa- 
dors, agents, or representatives relating to or connected with the sale 
of the coffee involved In said case. 

4, Copies of all evidence submitted to the Department of State tend- 
ing to show or offered for the purpose of showing that the sale of said 
coffee was bona fide 

5. The names of said purchasers, the date of the making of the va- 
rious sules, and the amount of coffee involved in each sale, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the imme- 


diate consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to 
resolution is addressed to the Secretary of State? 


ask if that 


Mr. NORRIS. It is, Mr. President. 

Mr. LODGE. Inquiries relating to our foreign relations are 
always, [ think I may say, addressed to the President of the 
United States, and accompanied with words requesting him to 


transmit the papers, if not incompatible with the public inter- 
I think it is wiser, in a matter relating to foreign rela- 
tions, that that form be followed. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I understand the rule as to putting: into a 
request the words “if not incompatible with the public inter- 
to resolutions 


ests. 


v 


it applies only asking for information from 

the President. 
Mr. LODGH. I have never known the Secretary of State to 
be asked for any information about our foreign relations. Such 


requests are always addressed to the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would have no objection, even though it be 
directed to the Secretary of State, to inserting the words “if 
not incompatible with the public interest.” Of course I would 
not want by this resolution to do anything that is contrary to 
the practice and precedents of the in calling upon the 
Department of State. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection in the world to the resolu- 
tion. The result will be the same in either case. The Presi- 
dent of course has it wholly in his power to send any such 
documents as he sees fit, but it is the customary form in asking 
for papers relating to foreign relations to address the Presi- 
dent and never the Secretary of State, because the President of 
course is charged by the Constitution with the conduct of our 
reintions with foreign Governments. I merely suggested the 
usual form. I do not think the Secretary of State is ever asked 
for documents of that kind. 

Mr. NORRIS. Iam perfectly willing that the resolution shall 
be modified by addressing it to the President and inserting the 
words suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the resolution be read as modified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public interest 

Mr. CULBERSON, That is sufficient. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


past 


JIEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
60), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be authorized, during the Sixty-third Congress, to send for 


persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a stenographer to 
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report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
that may be pending before said committee, and to have 
printed for the use of the committee; that the expenses of 
ings be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate: and ; 
said committee and all subcommittees thereof may sit duri: 
sessions of the Senate. 


any 


ELLEN D. GIVENS. 


Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following resolution (S. 
61), which was read and referred to the Committee to \ 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he he: 
authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of 
Senate, to Ellen D. Givens, widow of Edgar L. Givens, late a ¢), 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate, a sum equal to iv 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and a! 
allowances, 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO, 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona submitted the following res»! 
(S. Res. 62), which was read and referred to the Committ; 
Foreign Relations: 

Resolved, That the President is respectfully requested, if not 
patible with the public interest, to cause to be transmitted 
Senate— 

First. A full list of the names of claimants, if any, and the ; 
and amount of the claims for damages to person or property made 
citizens of the United States of America against the Republic of Mey 
and filed or deposited with the Department of State at Was! 

D. C., since the beginning of the Madero revolution in Mexico to 
present time, together with the statement of fact on which said « 
are based. 

Second. A full list of the names of all citizens of these United st 
if any, who while leading lawful and peaceful fives in Mexico have 
killed or wounded in Mexico or driven out of Mexico by Mexican 
diers or other armed bands on Mexican soil, together with the f 
and circumstances attending such killing, wounding, or for 
portation. 

Third. A full list, if any, of such peaceful citizens of the 
States of America as have been forcibly seized and held prison 
ransom in the Republic of Mexico during the time first mentioned 
what sums of money, if any, have been paid by any person or | 
to secure the release of anyone so imprisoned or held. 

Fourth. What redress, if any, has been offered by Mexico in the 
premises, or demanded by the United States of America, and the r 
of such offer or demand, and what assurance of protection to the | 
and property of our peaceful, law-abiding citizens in Mexico does th 
tepublic offer. 


to 


Tnited 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. ASHURST. I submit a notice respecting the amend 
of the rules of the body. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arizona 
notice of an amendment of the rules, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In accordance with Rule XL, I hereby give notice that at an 
date, to wit, at the next meeting of the Senate, I shall offer a! 
tion proposing an amendment of the rules of the Senate, by addin 
following, to be known as Rule 

“Resolved, That no committee of the Senate shall sit behind « 
doors: Provided, however, That this rule shall not apply to any « 
mittee considering treaties, executive business, or matters 
foreign relations.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

COTTON-GOODS INDUSTRY (s. noc. No. 18). 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask to have printed as a Senate document an 
article taken from the New York Commercial of Thur 
April 10, 1913, relative to the cotton-goods industry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I move that when the Senate adjour 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. NEWLANDS subsequently said: Numerous suggest 
have been made to me that we should meet next Thursday at - 
o’clock instead of 12. I therefore ask unanimous consent to 
amend the motion just adopted so that the Senate shall meet al 

2 o’clock on Thursday. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? If there !s 1° 
objection, the amendment moved by the~Senator from Neva 
that the Senate shall meet at 2 o’clock on Thursday next Wi! 
be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so orderce. 


AMENDMENT OF ANTITRUST ACT. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, at the last sessfon of ¢! 
Senate I gave notice that to-day, after the close of the mornm''s 
business, I would address the Senate upon the bill (S. 112) 
restore section 1 of the act of Congress of July 2, 1890, chapter 
647, Twenty-sixth Statutes at Large, to its original form as 
enacted, by striking out the words “unreasonable or und 
inserted therein by a decision of the Supreme Court of te 
United States. I desire to give notice now that I shail address 
the Senate on that bill at the close of the morning business &t 
its session next Thursday. 


The notice will lie over. 


ns 


> 
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SUPPRESSION OF OPIUM TRAFFIC (H. DOC, NO 23). Mr. OVERMAN. The action des lis to ref i 
Cc "rye . ° , ‘ . ’ . sections of the a | i its ] ’ i it { i t ‘ 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following Rules 
message from the President of the United States, which was Mr. GALLINGER. Precis italian ante 
I . | order by vote. 
the Senate and House of Representatives: The VICE PRESIDENT If there is no obi i he Se 
in transmitting the accompanying report from the Secretary | retary will read the resolutio 
of State, I most strongly urge not only the immediate appro- The Secretary proceeded to rend the resolution 
priation of the sum of $20,000 which is asked, the absolute neces- Mr. OVERMAN. I did not ask for 1 read i ) 
§ for which is so apparent, but aiso the enactment of the | lution. The resolution is noi now be e the Set » 1 asked 
req isite antidrug legislation to which this Government is | for the reading of the report of the committee and for ti ! 
| lived internationally. | tion of the report of the committe 
It is a source of gratification to me personally, and it will The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the rem 
always be, I am confident, a subject of gratification to the | of the committee. 
N tion, that this Government, realizing the extent of the opium | The Secretary read the report (No. 5), 1s follows 
d allied evils, should have initiated the werld-wide movement | The Committee on Rules, to whom y ferred Sena { 
toward their abolition. At this vital period of the movement eg gn Fe a coe i = be . 
to fail to take the few final steps necessary definitively and | patdvied tor comin ration t : the proper : mmitttee havis 
successfully to conclude the work would be unthinkable, and I | ef the subject matter, to wit: 
therefore trust that there may be no delay in the enactment of | , ete, SSSR Se Eee ng to tariff and taxa be 1 l 
he desired legislation and the consequent mitigation, if not | ~ ‘Phat section 3. relating to interstate-comm« . , 
suppression, of the vice which has caused such wor!d-wide | to the Committee on Interstate Commerc 
Wooprow WILSON. That section 5, relating to pu land 1 natural 1 
True Waite Howse, April 21, 1913. referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
TT eacti + . elatin milita . enSse aT = 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The message and accompanying selected ‘for consideration to the mmittees om Milita ad Nay ! 
paper will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- | Affairs, respectively. 
priations. | Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, there ought to be an amend 
Mr. STONE. Referred to the Committee on Appropriations? | ment to that report. There is one part of the second heading of 
Mr. BACON, It should be referred to the Committee on | the resolution that ought not to go to the Committee on Inte 
Foreign Relations, I should say, Mr. President. Ought it not to | state Commerce. It is a matter that pertains to the business o 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations? the Committee on Commerce and relates to the improvement of 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It may go there if the Senator so} our navigable streams. I wish the Secretary would be kind 
desires, but it asks for an appropriation of $20,000. enough to read that part of it which is on page 5 of the resolu 


Mr. BACON. I withdraw the suggestion, Mr. President. I 
did not hear the reading of the message distinctly. 


aT 


Mr. BACON subsequently said: Mr. President, I desire to 
y, in regard to the message from the President which was 
recently read and referred, that upon examination I find it con- 
tains two recommendations: One is for an appropriation, which 
properly goes to the Appropriations Committee, and the other 
is for legislation which would fall within the province of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
‘eference be modified to the extent that so much of the mes- 
sage as relates to legislation be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


PROPOSED 


Mr. OVERMAN. I ask to take from.the calendar Senate reso- 
lution No. 4, reported by the Committee on Rules with a report 
asking that the subject be referred to certain committees, and 
I ask that the report be adopted. I think the report of the 
Committee on Rules had better be read. It shows exactly what 
is proposed to be done with the resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is a report which went to the calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The resolution went to the Committee on 
Rules, and the Committee on Rules submitted a report asking 
that the subject be referred to different committees. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The report is now on the calendar. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is now on the calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator asks unanimous consent to 
take up the report. 
Mr. OVERMAN. 
Mr. SMOOT., 
do not object. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I think the report is perfectly satisfactory 
to the Senator from Nevada. The resolution is upon the calen- 
dar, and notice has been given that speeches are to be made 
upon it. I ask unanimous consent that the report be now 
taken up and that the various sections referred to be referred 
> the respective committees as reported by the Committee on 

ules, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator means to refer the subjects 
to the various committees? 

Mr. OVERMAN. To refer the subjects to the committee as 
reported in the resolution from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator would want to pass the reso- 
lution now on the calendar. There ought to be action on the 
resolution by the Senate. 


of 1 


It will be so ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM, 


I call up the report. 


It can be called up by unanimous consent. I 


I therefore ask that the order | 








tion. I have not a copy of it. That part of the resolution 
ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as r 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

(d) Whether it is advisable to provide for the creation of a board of 
river regulation which shall bring into cooperation the cde t nts and 
services of the National Government whose duties in any way relate to 
waterways In devising and carrying out comprehensive plans for th 
promotion of interstate commer by the regulation of er flow, the 
mitigation of destructive floods, by the promotion of ve a and 
of bank and levee protection below, the establishment of terminal and 
transfer facilities, the coordination of rail and water carrie ind th 
cooperation of the Nation with the States, each within jn liction, 
in plans and works for the full and, so far as practicable, compensatory 
development of the rivers for every useful purpose, and the « iblis! 
ment of an ample fund for continuous work during a period of 10 years 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the chairman of the C 
mittee on Rules has no objection, I shall move to amend the 
report so as to provide that the paragraph just read be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce instead of to the Committee ou 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. OVERMAN. So far as I am concerned, I will accept the 
amendment. I think that was the intention of the Committee 
on Rules, though no action was taken upon the Senator's 
gestion by the committee. Therefore I left it as the commi 
directed, but I think it is proper that that part of the resolution 


should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, before the Senate comes to 
any conclusion regarding that question I should like to be heard. 

Regarding the suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON], that subdivision (d) of resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, instead of, as the resol pro 
vides, to the Committee on Interstate Comm« I have to 
say that it is true that in the past legislat! relating to rivers 
and harbors has been referred to the Comn 
but I believe that the Committee on Interstate Commerce is the 
committee which should have jurisdiction relating to our rivers 
I do not know whether the point has ever been made, but if 
has not been made, it seems to me that this is a good time to 
make it. 


6 
3 
ution 
ree, 
on 


ittee on Commerce, 


The Committee on Interstate Comme of recent o1 
as compared with the Committee on Con The Committe 
on Commerce at one time had jurisdiction of all the subjects 
now covered by the jurisdiction of both committees, but 
Senate, in its wisdom, saw fit to divide the matters under 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce into two bran 
and to organize a Committee on Interstate Commerce for 
express purpose of taking up all questions relating to interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. President, the whole power of the National Government 
relating to rivers rests upon the power of the Nation regarding 


ree is 


meree, 


the 
the 
hes 


the 
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j er wh ly belongs to the Interstate 
‘ ‘ 
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! fo ) hat le te 
{ ] lic ] will, 1 uch a yetem of eccoperation, 
‘ ua l { public M ntention, t) elore, is - 
ir. CUMMINS Mr. President - 
he VICE PI IDENT. Does the tor from Nevada 
vield to the S$ r from Iow 
' Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield. 
Mr. CUMMI>D I desire to make a suggestion with regard to 
i] ion now before the Senate, which is rather an im- 
n } lict between the jurisdiction of the Com- 
on Int Cemmerce and the Committee on Com- 
e ought ne » be settled at this time: it ought not to be 
led until the Co ttee on R 5 1s considered it. I 

t, theref to tl Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrw- 
LANDS] and to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nrtson] 
whether it would not be well to recommit the resolution to the 
C mittee on Rules in order that the committee might con- 
id the propriety of referring a part of it to the Committee 
ou Commerce as well as a part to the Committee on Interstate 
‘ ! . We will not be able to settle satisfactorily this 

‘ the conflict of jurisdiction. There will be a number 

tors, I fancy, who will want to be heard upon that 

M NIEWLANDS. Then, let me make an additional sugges- 
tion to the Senator, and that is, that the action advised by the 
mittee be taken with reference to all other subjects than 

» covered by subdivision (d) of section 3, and that that 
be tted to the Committee on Rules. 

CUMMI) [ m: this suggestion because the Com- 
1 on Rules did not have under consideration the particular 

r that has been presented by the amendment offered by 

» Senator from Minnesota; it was not called to our attention; 

di it sto me that we ought to have an opportunity to look 

t over in the committee before it is made the subject of ex- 
1 debate on the floor of the Senate. 

NEWLANDS. But will not the Senator yield to my 
suggestion that that provision alone be recommitted to the 
Committee on Rules? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I mean that; that is the only matter in 
( DUuULe 

CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Nevada will bear with me, there is another matter to which I 
wish eall tention that I (hink also should be recommitted, 

that is subdivision (b) of seetion 5 of the resolution. I do 
this with some hesitution, because the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands is not present in the Hall and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Conservation of National Resources 
is not present. It refers to recommendations regarding the 





| be granted. 
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¥y are to 1 heir report, to take into consice 

lig i 1 
"LANDS. I may say that I have no cbjection 

t . fi } of that subdivision also to the Com 
i t 

Mr. CLARK of Wye ig. Very well. 

Mir BURTO Mr President, would poet snbrivi 
] ded t} vine head as subdivision (b) of that 
the applienbility of the land laws of Canada, and so f 

M CLARK of Wvryoming I would not be so sure 
| » that vision refers entirely to obtaining tit 

Mr. BURTON. T reed from subdivision (c): 

\ rticularly these provisions regarding the grant of the 
to set exelt ng from the operation of the grant tim 

id water-power sites. 

Would not that be part of the proposed program of « 
tion? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the query is asked of n 
the legislative proposition, I should say that that should 
properly go to the Committee on Public Lands, because it 1 


to the surface and the conditions under which the surface 


However, I think it perhaps ought ali to go thx 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
hat bject matter has been before the Publie Lands (: 


tee for a number of years. I think subdivision (c) cert 
ought to be referred to the Public Lands Committee: 

he applicability of the land laws ef Canada to the condition: 
pub! ‘ in, and particularly those provisions regarding the 
the surface to settlers, excluding from the operation of the grant 
coal, iron, cil, and water-power sites. 


The Senator was a member of the Publie Lands Comm 
and he knows that that subject has been before it for ys 


| think rightfully it should be referred to that committec. 





Mr. NEWLANDS. I think so, too, and my remarks a! 
only to subdivision (b). The Senator from Wyoming, 


understand, suggested that that subdivision be referred ba 
the Committee on Rules to determine whether it should go t 
Committee on Public Lands or the Committee on Conserv:t 
Natural Resources. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And I assented to that. 

Mr. SMOOT. And the Senator from Ohio suggested tha 
division (c) should also go to that committee. But I take 
granted that after further consideration, net only by the S 
tor from Obio but by the Senator fram Nevada, they will a¢ 
that subdivision (c) should go to the Public Lands Comnit 

Mr. NEWLANDS., I think the Senator from Ohio will a: 
to that view. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I have no personal opinion 
the subject. I notice that the Committee on Conservatio: 
National Resources does not seem to be represented here. i) 
was made only with the thought that there v 
enough of a question relating to subdivision (¢) to Justify rei 
ring back that paragraph or subdivision to the Committee « 
Rules. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator insists upom that, of cou 
I shall have no objection. 

Mr. BURTON. If think it ought to go back to the committ: 
Mr. NEWLANDS. But it seems to me that is a subject o 
which the Public Lands Committee has exereised jurisdicti 

for so long a period that there can be no question about it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, let both subjects go back to 
the committee. wa 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I hope the whole report w:! 
be recommitted. I think we can reframe the report accordils 
to the ideas suggested here. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. TI think it necessary only as to the three 
subdivisions of the bill that have been referred to. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to suggest to the Senator, thong), 
that the report would be much more complete for future reter- 
ence if but one report were made. I believe, myself, as the 
Senator from North Carolina says, that it would be very mucl 
better to have the whole of the report go back and have a conl- 
plete report than to hare it made in two parts. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course I wil! yield to the view of the 
chairman of the committee, who wishes the entire report to £0 
back. 


That was the suggestion. 


suggestion 


er 


1915. 





\lr 


\Ir. OVERMAN. I think that is better, because it will be 
. complete, as the Senator from Utah suggests, if we make 
report in accordance with the ideas suggested on the flooi 
te the different subjects. The committee took it up and re- 
rted back on each subject as it appeared in the resolution ; 
it seems that under each subject in the resolution there were 
hheads involving matters which ought to go to other com- 
tees. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me state that 
hheads that are now matters of contention. 
im and let the rest of the report be adopted? 


there are only three 
Why not except 


Mr. OVERMAN. I think it would be better to let it go 
- and have a full report as to the whole matter. 

\ir. CUMMINS. Mr. President, if no one else wishes to do 
i move that the whole resolution be recommitted to the 
nittee on Rules. 

Vir. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will 


e that action simply to the three subdivisions. It is im- 
rtant that these matters shall be considered by the various 
ttees at as eurly a date as possible, and there is no con- 


ion about most of them. 
CUMMINS. I have assumed, Mr. President. that no time 
d be lost by doing it. The Senator from Nevada knows that 
h his main purpose I am perfectly in sympathy; but we are 
tangle here now, and we shall never get anywhere unless 
e disentangle it. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkans 
me to make a suggestion? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I mov 
the Committee on Rules. 
CLARKE of Arkansas. 
r else to do. 
ort by action on the floor. 
It must be d 


Will the Senator from Iowa 


that the resolution be 


ir 


lt with by the Senate as an entirety. 


atter to be resubmitted to the committee. 





obvious defect discovered in this one, if indeed another term 
1 not be applied to it. I am Satisfied that it is not the 
rt of the committee. I am satisfied that the committee 
| have made no such report if it had known what it was 


about this topic. 


I make the point of order that there is nothing else to do with 
‘eport but either to adopt it, or to recommit it to the com 

tee, or to reject if, and I suggest that the question is upon 
otion offered by the Senator from Iowa 

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, one of the leading members 


he committee wus upon the Committee on Rules, and the 
report is exactly in the terms of the motion made by a 


S 


hinl 
think 


ois a member of the Committee on Rules. I 


to go back, however. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order made by the 
Senator from Arkansas is sustained. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have no objection to its 
going back to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ts on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINS] that the resolution be 


mmitted to the Committee on Rules. 


fhe motion was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT CLERKS OR MESSENGERS TO SENATORS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I call up for consideration | 
senate resolution 15, being Order of Business No. 4, under 


a 


VIII. 
the VICE PRESIDENT. 


i nimous consent for the consideration of a resolution, the | 
title of which will be stated by the Secretary. 
Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand that the Senator has asked 


unanimous consent? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I have a right to move it, if necessarv. 


isk unanimous consent for the present. If I do not get it, 
Will move it. 
the Secrerary. Senate resolution 15: A resolution to au- 


thorize the employment of an assistant clerk to certain com- 


mittees, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. JONES. 


ment. 


act on it, I will not delay this resolution at all. 





per- 
} 
recommiited 


I want to say that there is noth- 
There is no such thing as amending a committee 
The committee report is an en- 
If 
ts are discovered in it, the report should be rejected, and it 
There has been 


nator 


it ought 


The Senator from Mississippi asks 


Is there objection to the request of 


Mr. President, I am not going to object to the 
consideration of this resolution, because I think it ought to pass; 
but I stated the other day that I should like to offer an amend- 
I will say that if the chairman of the committee will 
sive me assurance, not as to the character of action the com- 
mittee is likely to take, but that in the near future the 
committee will act upon the matter that I submitted and bring 
it before the Senate, so that we will have an opportunity to 
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Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
WILLIAMS. I will 


Let 
say, in 


minority, which 


of 


the resolution be re 
explanation 


it, 





WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there was a resolution in 
troduced, to which the Senator from W ington is referring, 
which provides that every Member of the Se s] be per 
mitted to have three employees. That 1 | ght to 
the attention of the Committee to Audit dl ¢ he Con 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. SS Sen rs we heard 
upon it. The commiitee has the matter und ’ l but 
passed a resolution to postpone it until the ‘ : na 
to take it up then for definite action. The ne ! WW 
| held on Saturday. The committee will t upon it, « W 
the other, at that time. 

Mr. JONES. And bring it before the Senate? V« \ 
then I will not interpose any objection to th ix 3 
because it ought to pass. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The committee will act upon one way 0 
the other, at that time; but it may, of course, its ly it, 
adopt it or report it adversely or indefinitely postpone Id 
not know what the committee will do, but it w { 1 the 
resolution at that time. 

Mr. JONES. What I want to get at is whether the committe 
will bring its report before the Senate, so that the Senate wi 
have an opportunity to pass upon it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course I do not know about that, but 
suppose it will either act adversely or act favorab and in 
either event the matter will be brought to the Senate; or the 
committee may indefinitely postpone it. I think not, however. 

Mr. JONES. Of course I do not think the comn eo sl] ilk 
| indefinitely postpone it. I think the committee ou { et one 
way or the other. I do not ask the Senator to assure me as t 
| what action it will take. All I wish is to have the mmitte 
bring in its report, whether adverse or favorable. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course I can not give an assum 
beforehand as to what the committee will do. TI can only ¢g 
the Senator my judgment I think will report it orab 
or adversely, one or the other. That is my opinio 

Mr. JONES. Then I shall not object to the present consider 
tion of this resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the pres 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears n nd 
resolution is before the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to con r th 
| resolution (S. Res. 15) to authorize the employment 
sistant clerk to certain committees. 

The resolution’ had been reported from the Committee t 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, with 
an amendment, to strike out all after 1 reso] rclau n 
insert a s bstitute, so as to make tl re ution rend: 

Resolved, That the Committees on Cr id «(| 
| Enrolled Bills, on Expendi es in t Depart nt : 
Expenditures in the Departments of Comme ’ 1 Lab Dn 
Weis , s, on | enditur in the Depa I ‘ S 
} on Forest Ke ns and the Prot ion of Gam n I: 

} on Public Health and National Quaranti: on Geoloxi Ss \ 
| Investigate Trespassers upon Indian Lands, on the M R 
} and its Trit are on Pacifi Railroac ihta oar y l 
| Routes to the Seaboard, on t » | versity the Ur { 

Suffrage, to Exai » the Several Branch the ¢ iS 1 

Ly dations, on Transportat 1 and §S f M 1’ ] 
| grossed Bills, on tl Five Civilized Tri f Indian mn Ack 

Accommodations for the Library of Congress n P Land 
on Disposition of Useless Papers in t Executiy ) 

Revolutionary Claims, on Corporations Organized in t 

Columbia, on conference of th ninori of the enat Y l 

hereby, authorized to employ on assistant c ¢ @1 

annum, to be paid from “ Miscellaneous iter f t 
| of the Senate until otherwise provided for by la | { 
}any of the comm es recited ab already have t 
| resolution shall not apply to them, except that t! 1 
| apply to the conference of the minority of the Sen 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is ur { n 
ment offered by the committee. 


id. 


that 


each one of theni that now has only two an additional man 


$1,200 per annum. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. 
chairman of the committee why it 


propose such a resolution at this time? 


Mr, WILLIAMS. 


instructed me to make that 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 


request. 
The 


Democratic 
structed the Senator to make the request? 


President, 
was 


let 


deemed 


In the first place, I do not 
I am speaking out of order or not, but the Den 


authority, to be sure; but my understanding of 


tion of the Senate is this: 


There are 11 so-called minority committees which have three 
Probably not all of them are designated as clerks, but 
There were 10 committees assigned 


clerks. 


they have three clerks. 


eo 


hece 


ocr: 


the 


| 
Mr. 
takes in all of the committees of the Senate, the majority 


ecauct 
That is pretty good 


organiza- 


us 


and 
1ave not already three employees, giving to 





for these 10 

not require the in- 
idily and resolut 
the Chan 


1 a 
rad Ccierk 
e did 


we ste 


com- 


re 
to 


icuiar 


, ‘ ia ’ f" } . 
es on this side of bel 


a third clerk for those part 
ctend the number of useless clerksh 
embrace dditional 10. If that 
Senator from Mississippi should a 
for a bill for the relief of the partic 
‘rats who were entitled to the privileges that are 
o the brethren on the other side of the Cham- 
were withheld by their party assoc 
m why the Democratic Party, when it 
Senate, should expend more money in 
deemed necessary by 
had charge. 


those a 
think the 


wratic caucus 


came 

tions than vw 

n brethren when they 
LIIAMS. Mr. President 

PRESIDENT. Does the 

» Senator from Mississippi? 


LLIAMS. Oh! I thought the Senator from Arkansas 


col- 
as our 
WI! 


Senator from Arkans 


as 


f Arkansus. I am sure the Senator did I 
ting him, and it was very natural for him to sup- 
1 was through, or ought to have been through. 
wanted to bring out the fact that there has been a 
nation practiced against 10 Democratic Senators 
ition that is now made; and to be entirely con- 
it you ought to extend an additional clerkship to 
that side of the Chamber who not the 
im ¢ committee—abont 25 of them. 
Mr. SMOOT and Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. To whom the Senator 
Arkansas yield? 
Mr. CLARKE 
for the pres nt. 


I simply 
s discrin 
the propos 


tent about 


ere 
by 
sis 
every Set 


ehairn 


or on is 
a 


‘ 
i 
e 

aa 


does from 
of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from Utah 
I shall be giad to hear what the Senator from 
Mississippi has to say a little later. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken when he 
says that there are 10 Senators of the minority that were not 
taken care of before the Democratic Party came into power. I 
call attention to the fact that there were 21 
CLARKE of Arkansas. Eleven of them were the old well- 
known minority committees. 

Mr. SMOOT. Eleven of them were well-known minority 

Then there were given to the majority three other 
formerly called minority committees, and I will eall 

nition to which committees they were. They were the Com- 
mittee on Corporations Organised in the District of Columbia, 
the Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers in Executive 
Dey nd the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. No, sir: those belonged to 
11 original minority committees. They have been ! 
minority committees during the long period that w« 
minority. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, they were not the 10 committees 
that the Senator speaks of. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The 
distinctions that I do not recognize. 
mittees under the old régime. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the 
fact that the law provides a messenger at $1,200 for the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department, and also 
one at $1,440 for the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 


Mr 


comniittees—— 


nittees 


rtments 
the 
nocratic 
»> in the 


Senator is dmwing some 
I know there were 11 com- 


| with 
| committees that belong to the minority. 


ips | 
is to | 
lso apply | 


iates here. I| 


bis Cha nber 
On tl 
he De ocratic 
» and Public H 
inority itiees 
which course 
at they 
course the 
are mere mat 
result. There 


collin 
a 
1 oraer ft 
Of obsery: 
atters. These 
tne £¢ neral 

y 24. It may be that 
is say tl are 
of the minority. Eleven of them 
id 10 of them are entitled to tw: 

ent, all the Republican |] 
ip of 20 committees. It 

» the Senator from Washingt: 
p, and that was not charg: 
‘an Party. That made the 2 
f A nsas. I am not going to quarre 
the Senetor i iis recital of details, because he is not 
his accuracy in respect to matters of that kind. I only 
the general outlines of the question. There are 21 
Eleven of the 
itled to three clerks, and the rest are entitled to two « 
The proposition now, as I understand, is to give each of 
10 an additional clerk, make the w 
24 carry three clerks each. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I wanted to say to the Senator was 
as far as the Republican side of the Chamber is conc: 
this only involves about five additional clerks, and there are 
10 details. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
five, why should we no 
side? 

Mr. SMOOT. 
do that. 

Mr. CLARKE 
however. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know it is not, and therefore we are not « 
cussing it at this particular time. But I wanted to say 
that is all that is involved, because the law itseif specifi 
provides that the Committee on Expenditures in the Inte 
Department shall have three clerks, and the law specifi 
provides that the Committee on Expenditures in the L: 
ment of Justice shall have three. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I go back again to the | 
sition that I am not discussing details; I am diseussing th 
lines of the proposition that there are 24 committees to w! 
Senators of the minority are entitled. Eleven of them ¢ 
three clerks each and the rest carry two. The proposition i 
give an additional clerk to each of those 13 committees. 

I say the Democratic Party has no more reason for incr 
ing the expense of conducting the Senate than it has for inc: 
ing that of any other department of the Government. If t 
are reasons for it, they ought to be made known; and it o1 
to be shown why the increases stop at these paper commit 
and do not extend to the individual Senators. 

I am making a plea for the justice of the proposition 
was applied to our Democratic brethren over here during 
years that they enjoyed these nominal chairmanships. 
there are reasons for it, they ought to be made known; and \‘ 
will respond according to the justice of the disclosures as t! 
are presented to us. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the facts of the matter 
these: There are 10 details that have always been allowed 
the minority outside of the 1 detail that went to the confer 
ence committee, which, of course, is provided for by 
There are also 5 others, making 15 committees that are all 
provided for. We are given 20 minority committees, no! 
counting the one of the Senator from Washington [Mr. P 
DEXTER]. Therefore, Mr. President, as I said before, it \ 
only involve an additional expenditure to take care 
assistant clerks if this resolution should pass, as far as 
Republican side of the Chamber is concerned. 

Mr. WORKS. There is no reason for allowing the chairn 
of these nominal committees an extra clerk that does not apply 
with equal force to every Member of this body. I speak f 
experience. I was chairman of one of the nominal commiti 
that had no work to do, and as a result of it I was allowed three 
employees in my office, and I needed them all badly. In the 
transmission of power to the other side of the Chamber I have 
lost one of those clerks. I need that help just as much now 4S 
I did when I was chairman of the committee. Serving on 


ere committe: 


a4 
I 


that 


is true 


ent 


committees 80 as to 


if we are going to give 
give one to every Senator on the ot 


I will vote with the Senator from Arkan 


of Arkansas. That is not the proposi 


o1 ¢ 
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mportant committees necessarily makes additional work 


| 
f 








WILLIAMS. 





ind depriving me of that committee, as has been done, | where Senators make work 


wied the work in my ofl 





it ought not to be the case with respect to any Sena- | sade. 
ainly should have enough help to do his work prop- | legislative 
s office. This matter of allowing clerks to the chair- | has o1 
omine] committees kas no reason whatever to support 
Senator who is chairman needs that help for other 
I at be so, we mig t well do ti t and 
and allow this help to all Senators. I am sure | mi: 
tors are sit das iam tl a need this additional mi 
i they should have it. 
WILLIAMS. What the Senator from California has just 
y or may not be a position correctly taken, but it is a 
‘whieh the Republican n rity did not tal rd the 
nil It is a positie hich ge ‘ 1 upon 
e ka irrived rather la in the pro ling. I 
gh tl last Congress with but two em yees I 
1 t or¢ | ( h I «¢ . 3 ve as int 2 l 
= ny Lol ou th fl nd ai oni ‘ = i i 
any others except those of a few chairmen of larg 
Ss, 
s not as large an increase as appears on the face of it 
have been hitberto 10 sengers who have been detailed 
mittee messengers and who have acted as clerks. They 
y been put upen the 1 by the who called 
1 as detailed ees. I expect wut excep- 
hese 10 men will take these places, and erefore this 
pessencer list ceases to exist. ‘These 10, of course, will 
ow under this resolution. 


reply to my friend the Senator from Arkansas, I will say 
I was upon the Committee to Audit and Contro! the Con- 


Expenses of the Senate with him and I opposed with 
the resolution, which was just like this one. I opposed it 


the ground he has just stated, upon the general principle 

mere nominal committee should not call for assistant 

for the chairman. But the Democratic caucus instructed 

that we should give to each committee three employees. It is 

‘ that we acted in doing that in a much more generous way 

toward the Republican minority than the Republican majority 

| toward the Democratic minority. But it is not the fault 

of the committee if that be true. If it be a fault, it is the fault 

f the party of which the Senator from Arkansas and I are 
ubers and of the caucus which we both attended. 


When you are discussing the question further, I want to say 

at the whole superstructure of the English-speaking race, 

great deal of it, is built upon what are called fictions of | 

t law. It seems that wherever the English-speaking race go | 
t! begin to originate fictions of some sort in order to subserve | 
practical purposes in a manner which will satisfy somebody 
demanding a theory for it. In some way in the Senate there | 
grew up the habit of having a lot of nominal committees with | 
thing to do. Some of them were majority committees and 

some of them minority committees, and they were created with 
the view of giving the Senators at the head of those committees 
lditional clerical help. I say with that view, because some | 

the committees are so ridiculously inoperative that nobody 

would give any other reason for their existence. But there was 

1 underlying reason for it. As a rule, when a Senator comes | 
here in his first Congress he has, compared with those who have 

} here longer, less work to do than they have. As he re- 
mains here his work accumulates. So the habit grew up of 
giving to Members in proportion to their seniority these nominal 
committees. 

[It was a rough-and-ready wey of accommodating clerical as- 
sistance for the need of Senators, the supposition underlying | 
it being that in proportion to the length of a Senator’s service 
he needed clerical help. That is not always true. Like all 
fictions of the law, it is 2 rough-and-ready process rather than 
& mathematically accurate one. At any rate, that was the 
reason underlying it. 

_ Now, we have all gone just this far and no further at this 





t Whether we should go further or not I do not know. I 
do not know what the committee is going to do further, but I 
hope this resolution wil! be adopted. For the most part, it 


will give to those Senators who actually need help the help 
that they need. I do not say that that will be done in every 
case. I know several cases where it will not. It will not be 
the case with men who, owing to their identification with cer- 
tain propaganda of legislation, need help. Then, I know of 
other cases 
Mr. FALL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from New Mexico? c 








e. | crusade and 


, and they are 
Now, I yield to the 


| to Republicans that w: 


|} ator from Mississi 
, and it is a maj 
WILLIAMS. 


WILLIAMS, 
committees for commi 
them for the 
to have more work to do, and they 


* WILLIA 
question? 


to make a 


sippi a question. 
WILLIAMS. 
yield to the Senator from Wyor 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming 
a question, 
hardly clear as to the purposs 
the Chamber i 
perhaps he made it 
there are certain committee 
to them by detail one mes 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
employees without a detail. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
in the resolution, but the pur] 


| Mississippi 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


$1,200 per annum. 
take those messenge 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
the Senate and are now in the 
of committees, and we presume they 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. TI! i 
reappointed as messengers. 
many messengers 


there is notl 


10, we will 


ticular 10 are replaced by assis 
upon the Senate roll, but only 

There is nothing 
tional places and make the sav! 


affirmatively 
these committees the place itself shall cease upon the 
the Senate? 
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‘e is an amendment which is proposed | very few meetings of the Committee on Naval Affairs, y 
» Senator from Utah which will take care of | exception of the time when the naval appropriation bill j 
ut the language “assisant clerk” and sub- | considerstion. 
ord “ messenger.” Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will turn to another, then 
\RK of Wyoming. I am not sure that that will do it, | the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Depa 
it, and the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
IAMS. I think that will take care of it, ca tice. I find in one instance a messenger is paid $1,440 
aut Arms will not appoint any more messengers t the other a messenger is paid $1,200. ‘They are not mess 
they are stenographers. They ought to be given the n: 
not know whether he will | the position they fill, and they ought to be paid fairly 
assistant clerk at $1,S00 — 
\ not. Mr. WILLIAMS. f the Senator will pardon me, 
will have the place th: in be | just one of the ills we are seeking to correct now. We | 
right now is the possible gen-| the pay of the messenger of all these subordinate comn 
away $1,400 places from 10 | $1,200, instead of leaving some at $1,440 and some at $1 
0) places and then king the | This resolution covers that. 
by the appointment of who Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You change them all to $1,200? 
to designate. Mr. WILLIAMS. We change them all to $1,200, 
int at Arms wi n Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I find in some of the other 
vacant messengerships. | mittees the assistant clerk is paid $1,800 and in another 
it not be well t uke | mittee he is paid $1,440. Take the Judiciary Committ 
| find a clerk at $2,500, one at $2,220, one at $1,800, one at $1 
offer an amendme} oj} and a messenger at $1,440. I do not believe that there is ; 
; a difference between the work of the Judiciary Committ 
drawing amendments for | these other committees, It seems to me that the fair and jn 
ttention of the Senator | rule to adopt—— 
to a further fac seems to me the resolu- Mr. BACON. I hope my colleague will read in this ec 
s not perfectly plain in its statement that the messengers | tion the clerical force of the Committee on Foreign Relatio 
ep to be droy ped. ae ; Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I was noticing that just a n 
Mr. W ILI IAMS. d am perfectly certain that the Sera int at |ago. I will stop to read that and compare the two. | 
iit do Just what we want done, and there will be no diffi- | Committee on Foreign Relations there are a clerk at $2,501 
ut it, The trouble about what the Senator would | assistant at $2.220, and one at $1,440, while the Judiciary ¢ 
is \ll these messeng “| $3 were carried lupe n an apy ro | mittee has two more clerks at $1.800. 
n bill, and a Senate resolution can not abolish the posi. Mr. President and Senators, I think that the proper and 
If you were to put that in this resolution, you could not | thing, as soon as we have an opportunity, is to take these 
h the position as far as they are concerned. They are | mittees and treat them fairly and squarely, abolish those \ 
provided for. All we do is to let the m be provided for upon the | amount to nothing and retain those which are really impo: 
committer and the Sergeant at Arms will hot appoint al ybody and furnish clerical hire according to the service require! 
to fill their places. They are already detaiied, and they are | pone we will in the near future come to the further propos 
serving on the committees; and without an exception I suppose} of giying Senators who have not committees the clerks 
the men who are now serving will be reappointed, because when need. 
a Senator wanted a messenger detailed to him he named the Mr. STONE. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to n 
a moment? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. What I am about to say will call for a res) 
from the colleague of the junior Senator. The senior S: 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] is a member of the Commiti 
the Judiciary and the chairman of the Committee on 
Relations. I assume there are a good many more bills 1 
to the Committee on the Judiciary than to the Committ 
Foreign Relations, but I should like to ask the opinion 
senior Senator from Georgia, who has had large experic 
both committees, whether there is such a difference i) 
burden of work imposed on these two great committees 2s \ 
require numerically nearly twice the clerical force and 
twice the cost of the clerical force as between those tw: 
mittees. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in response to the inquiry o! 
Senator from Missouri I would state that there is no ¢ 
about the fact that the Committee on the Judiciary | 
great deal more detailed work than the Commiitee on Ie 
Relations, but I do not think that the Commitee on 
Judiciary has any large amount of work which requires gr 
clerical assistance than the work of the Committee on Fo! 
Relations requires. The Committee on the Judiciary has a 2! 
deal of work through subcommittees; I presume more so 
any other commi'tee; certainly more than any other one « 
mittee that I have had occasion to give very close observatio! 

The Committee on the Judiciary has a great many jud 
questions submitted to its determination which require Ww! 
by subcommittees. It has a great many nominations to < 
sider, which require work by subcommitiees, and very extend: 
hearings by subcommittees; but they do not call for clei 
labor except in the way of stenographers to take down 
testimony taken before those subcommi tees. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. They are outside. 

Mr. BACON. I was about to state that in that case there !s 
always brought in an expert s'enographer for the purpose ©! 
taking down testimony. The ordinary stenographer of a co! 
mittee is not competent to take down testimony given in 4n 
examination. It requires an expert stenographer, and tliey 
are always called in and paid extra. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If he is competent he has the co 
mittee’s regular work to attend to, and another expert Si 
nographer is always called in, anyhow. 





} 


man who was to be detailed to him. So practically it will work 
out just as we expect it to work. We could not by a mere reso- 
lution repeal a law. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then the legislative situation 
would be thet we have a law providing that certain men shall 
be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum, and the Senate thinks 
that is an extravagance, and proposes to pay them out of its 
own contingent fund at $1,200 per annum until the end of the 
present fiscal year? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; until the end of the fiscal year. That 
is the substance of it. Now I yield to the Senator from 
Georgia 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire, Mr. President, to enter a 
very brief criticism upon the plan of payment of many of the 


j 
clerks of these various committees. For myself I am in favor 
of abolishing the committees that amount to nothing and giving 
a Senator the clerical aid that he needs. During the last ses- 
sion of Congress I was obliged to have three clerks. I had two, 
having no committee, and employed another, and paid the clerk 
myself. I do not think a Senator ought to be put in such a 
position. I think if a Senator, whether he is in the minority or 
not, needs three clerks he ought to have them, and I do not be- 
lieve in using a nominal committee that is not a committee as a 
basis for giving them to him. I do not know that we can 
change it right now. It is an old custom that I speak of, but I 
hope we will get away from it the first time when it is possible 
to do : 

As ill rations, I wish to call attention to two or three gross 
inequalities in clerical hire furnished to Senators and furnished 
to committees, for which I do not believe there is a particle of 
excuse. I think the whole committee service and the clerical 
service upon committees ought to be revised and put on a 
‘ational basis. Take the Committee on Military Affairs and 

Committee on Naval Affairs. They stand upon the same 

is and have practically about the same work. I find that the 
Committee on Military Affairs is given a chief clerk at $2,500, 
an assistant at $2,220, another assistant at $1,440, and a mes- 
senger at $1,200. I find that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
has a clerk at $2,500, an assistant at $1,440, and a messenger at 
$1,440. 

Mr. SMOOT. I suppose the Senator knows there is a great 
deal more work in the Committee on Military Affairs than in 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. There are hundreds of bills 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and there are 


1 
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[ return to the statem 
Judiciary Committee is very much grente han the detail : ( KR 
1 : of the Foreign Reiati Cc ‘ittee. I do not think the | other words, a man at home is not 
eal labor required in the Judiciary Committee is materially | of his Representative, but the ‘ 
' ter, if at all greater, than the cierical work required in the | to his Representative to give to him, li 
! on Relations Committee to give to him. In my State, for ©, % In { 
I will state in this connection something that I think possibly | tives, I have practi y, sharing with my « : 
may have to be brought to the attention of the Senate here- of Georgia], 12 districts, instead of 1, and t! 
after The Forcign Relations Committee peculiarly requires which is imposed and the amount of clerical work wh 
lass of clerical assistance which, possibly, no other com- | required are immense, 
tee requires, because of the peculiar character of the ques-| _ Not only so, Mr. President, but the functions of the Federal 
; with which it has to deal, international questions requir- Government have been so enlarged that I think it is not 
ing sometimes very extended examinations, requiring familiarity rensonable or extravagant to say that a Senator hus f two 
’ international law, requiring familiarity with treaties and | to three times as much work to do as a Senator had when i 
methods of making treaties, and things of that kind. This, it | first became a Member of this body. [ did not so fully rentiz 
seems to me, would require that the Committee on Foreign Rela- | that until some time ago in hearing a remark made ! , Set 
tions should have an officer different from any which it is now | tet who served during the early part of my service here, who 
‘ ' zed to empley, one possessing a hicher degree of knowl- lwent out of the Senate, and came back The wo c 
edge of these higher branches than is generally to be found in | gradually upon those who have remained here all of this 
t se of the clerkship of a committee. : }and we hardiy appreciate what the increase has b but 
e pever moved in that regard because of the Indisposi- Senator who went ont and who was gone from the Chamber for 
tion which has been manifested in what bas been said by the | SX or eight years and came back, said to me when he came 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLarKer] to call for more, now | D@ck that there was twice as much for him ¢ ' there ¥ 
the Democrats are in power, than was enjoyed by the | in his former service. 
Republicans when they were in power. : , | The rolls of the Senate may appear to be large, but when ft 
But I will sey this: I have been for a long time—for some | '* eee eee 1 are 4 ce its 
ad upon to de with, wl ried 


10 years or more, possibly—chairman of one of these nominal 


; 
immense interests we are call 
committees. It is trne I have been chairman, as it so hap- | 





pened, of committees which did have something to do, but very | t0 be constantly In the consideration of and in the deal with, 
compared to the more important committees. But the | it is not to be wondered at that a very much larger force is 
Foreign Relations Committee now has exactly the same force | Teduired than was heretofore requit ind a mucl 
and only the force that the nominal « mratttes ball of qhich I | t) an those who are not familiar with all these condi my 
have heretofore been the chairman. Ali that force is required | think to be necessary. 
for my personal work, and it is just simply that much addi I do not know of any committee that has more a _s 
tional work put upon them when the work of the committee ts than it needs. When a Senator has an important committee 
imposed upon those three employees or clerks which was for- | ‘ nd attends to the work of that committee, which ts very greut, 
merly imposed upon them as the force of this nominal committee, | 224 when he has, in addition to that, his own work to attend 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President | to, the clerical force required for him in order to prope 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to say, respecting the Judi- | ted to his committee wo d to his pe work must 
cilary Comm ittee—— | necessarily be very large. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Just one word more, and then I will Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I wish to say that it 
be through, if the Senator will yield. was not my purpose to criticize the number of « aids 
I have said practically all I wish to say. Looking at the list | given to the Judiciary Committee. I was simply calling atter 
of committees and the pay received by the different clerks of | U0" ‘ the fact that there was an inequality : 
committees, it seemed to me perfectly evident that there was, | of the help to committees. I also were 
at least in some instances, no regard for the services rendered | &t we ought to be willing to give every Se :; ae 

the differences of the pay. I wanted to call attention to it, has a committee or not, and although be is in th the 
and to express the hope that whenever we fix pay in the future clerical help that he req He us = SO oe — 
I rd shall be had to equality of service and equality of pay. at home; he uses it in respo to d , a 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, lest it should be from home by his people Without reg 1 to the th of 
taken that the statement had been suggested that some of the | S¢!Vice of Senators; I think they each need mor 
mittees had been in past Congresses having an excessive | “@Pioyees. 
amount of help I wish to say in regard to the Judiciary Com- | [ found three could scarcely keep up with the d 
mittee, having been chairman of that committee, that it is quite | my home during the first two years of my service, and three 
ible that that chairmanship having been changed and under now do not keep up with it, without any committee we 
better management less help will be required. I hope that is | do. Having three and hay L rma 
true. I never have compared the assistance which one com- | calls from the committee for service by my 1 ( 
mittee has with another, but as long as the chairmanship of the attend to the demands from my home, from e e, to 
Judiciary Committee was held by myself I have endeavored to | 2uswer their letters and to look after matters in the d 
- ire for the services of that committee all the help that I | ments about which they write to me; and thi ette I think, 
thought was necessary for the proper performance of the duties | are entitled to a response, and to attention in the de 
. the committee, and no more. I will say now that I do not | I think it is poor economy to object to furnishing U ree m a 
think that committee has ever had help that it did not require. Senator’s office necessary to look after the business of his con 
; So far #8 comparing it with other committees is concerned I stituents at home which they place upon their Senator 
‘ive no disposition to do that, and I have no knowledge upon Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. I wish to sa 0 


whiel _ . at . ‘ : . . 
which to make any comparison. I believe that every active | that, if his experience is the same as mine 


committee of the Senate should have the help which it reason- | hundreds and thousands of 


land almost innumerable functions of the Government 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. There is an amendment which is proposed 
to be offered by the Senator from Utah which will take care of 
tl by striking out the language “ assisant clerk” and sub- 
tituting the word “ messenger.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not sure that that will do it, 
Mi President, 

Ir. WILLIAMS. I think that will take care of it, because 
t rgeant at Arms will not appoint any more messengers to 
tuke the place of these 
CLARK of Wyoming. I do not know whether he will 
WILLIAMS I know he will not. 
LARIX of Wy g. He will have the ] e that can be 
f ( \ it I iu objec ig right now is the possible gen 
‘ w! i esult il \ y $1,400 p ‘ from 10 
them $1,200 places and then t ng 
0 i filling them up by the appointment W 
eve es eant at Arms! to designate. 

Vii [LELLAMS I \ I Sergeant at Arms W1 ot ap 
D i iwhody to fill the s of th Val t mie ierships. 

Mir, CLARK of Wyo! £ i t would it not be well to make 
that perfectly plain? 

I WILLIAMS. If the Senator will offer an amendment to 
n t} iner, I shall not object to it. 
CLARK of Wyoming. I am not drawing amendments for 
thi enat but I want to call the tention of the Senator 
fir pi to a further fact li seems to me the resolu 
t not perfectly plain in its statement that the messengers 
are to be dropped. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am perfectly certain that the Sergeant at 
Arms will do just what we want done, and there will be no diffi 
culty about it. The trouble about what the Senator would 
wilt hi ll these messengers were carried upon an appro 
priation bill, and a Senate resolution can not abolish the posi- 
tion. If you were to put that in this resolution, you could not 
abolish the position as far as they are concerned. They are 
provided for. All we do is to let them be provided for upon the 
committee, and the Sergeant at Arms will not appoint anybody 
to fill their places. ‘hey are already detaiied, and they are 
serving on the committees; and without an exception I suppose 


the men who are now serving will be reappointed, because when 


a Senator wanted a messenger detailed to him he named the 
man who was to be detailed to him. So practically it will work 
out just as we expect it to work. We could not by a mere reso- 
lution repeal a law. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then the legislative situation 
would be that we have a law providing that certain men shall 
be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum, and the Senate thinks 
that is an extravagance, and proposes to pay them out of its 
own contingent fund at $1,200 per annum until the end of the 
present fiscal year? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; until the end of the fiscal year. That 
is the substance of it. Now I yield to the Senator from 
Georgia 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire, Mr. President, to enter a 


very brief criticism upon the plan of payment of many of the 
clerks of various committees. For myself I am in favor 
of abolishing the committees that amount to nothing and giving 
a Senator the clerical aid that During the last 
sion of Congress I was obliged to have three clerks. I had two, 
having no committee, and employed another, and paid the clerk 
myself. I do not think a Senator ought to be put in such a 


these 


he needs. ses- 


position. I think if a Senator, whether he is in the minority or 
not, needs three clerks he ought to have them, and I do not be- 
lieve in using a nominal committee that is not a committee as a 
basis for giving them to him. I do not know that we ean 
change it right now. It is an old custom that I speak of, but I 
hope we will get away from it the first time when it is possible 
to do sO. 

As illustrations, I wish to eall attention to two or three gross 
inequalities in clerical hire furnished to Senators and furnished 
to committees, for which I do not believe there is a particle of 
excuse. I think the whole committee service and the clerical 
service upon committees ought to be revised and put on a 
rational basis. Take the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. They stand upon the same 
basis and have practically about the same work. I find that the 


Committee on Military Affairs is given a chief clerk at $2,500, 
an assistant at $2,220, another assistant at $1,440, and a mes- 
at $1,200. I find that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
has a clerk at $2,500, an assistant at $1,440, and a messenger at 
$1,440. 

Mr. SMOOT. I suppose the Senator knows there is a great 
deal more work in the Committee on Military Affairs than in 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. There are hundreds of bills 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and there are 


senger 


a 






APRIL ? | 


very few meetings of the Com 


exception of the time 


mittee on 


Naval Affairs, w 


when the naval appropriation bill i 


consider: tion. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will turn to another, then. 4 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Depa 


and the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 





tice. I find in one instance a messenger is paid $1,440 ; 
the other 2 messenger is paid $1,200. ‘They are not messe 
they are stenographers. They ought to be given the n; 
the position they fill, and they ought to be paid fairly i 
ohne assistant erk at S1,S00 - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, t] 
just one of the ills we are seeking to correct now. We 1 
ihe pay of the messenger of all these subordinate commit 


$1,200, lenving sonze at $1,440 and some 
that. 

You change them all to $1,2007 
Mr. WILLIAMS. We change them all to $1,200. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I find in some of the other 
mittees the assistant clerk is paid $1,S00 and in another 
he is paid $1,440. Take the Judiciary Committ 
find a clerk at $2,500, one at $2,220, one at $1,800, one at $1 
and a messenger at $1,440. I do not believe that there is s 
a difference between the work of the Judiciary Committ: 
these other committees. It seems to me that the fair and })i 
rule to adopt—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope my colleague will read in this co 
tion the clerical force of the Committee on Foreign Relatio 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I was noticing that just a n 
ago. I will stop to read that and compare the two. 1 
Committee on Foreign Relations there are a clerk at $2,500 
assistant at $2.220, and one at $1,440, while the Judiciary ( 
mittee has two more clerks at $1,800. 

Mr. President and Senators, I think that the proper and 
thing, as soon as we have an opportunity, is to take these 
mittees and treat them fairly and squarely, abolish those \ 
amount to nothing and retain those which are really impo: 
and furnish clerical hire according to the service required. | 
hope we will in the near future come to the further proposi 
of giving Senators who have not committees the clerks 
need. 

Mr. STONE. 
moment? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. What I am about to say will call for a res; 
from the colleague of the junior Senator. The senior S: 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] is a member of the Commiti 
the Judiciary and the chairman of the Committee on f\ 
Relations. I assume there are a good many more bills 1 
to the Committee on the Judiciary than to the Committ 
Foreign Relations, but I should like to ask the opinion 
senior Senator from Georgia, who has had large experic 
both committees. whether there is such a difference i 
burden of work imposed on these two great committees 2s \ 
require numerically nearly twice the clerical force and 
twice the cost of the clerical force as between those two 
mittees. 

Mr. BACON. 


instead of at $1 


rhis resolution covers 


Mr. SMITH of 


(eK 


reia. 





Will the Senator from Georgia yield to 1 
a 


Mr. President, in response to the inquiry of 
Senator from Missouri I would state that there 
about the fact that the Committee on the Judiciary 
great deal more detailed work than the Commi'tee on To 
Relations, but I do not think that the Commitee on 
Judiciary has any large amount of work which requires £) 
clerical assistance than the work of the Committee on For 
Relations requires. The Committee on the Judiciary has a 2! 
deal of work through subcommittees; I presume more so 1 
any other commiitee; certainly more than any other one « 
mittee that I have had occasion to give very close observatior 

The Committee on the Judiciary has a great many jud 
questions submitted to its determination which require wo"! 
by subcommittees. It has a great many nominations to < 
sider, which require work by subcommitiees, and very extended 
hearings by subcommittees; but they do not call for cler! 
labor except in the way of stenographers to take down 
testimony taken before those subcommi tees. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. They are outside. 

Mr. BACON. I was about to state that in that case there }s 
always brought in an expert s'enographer for the purpose ol 
taking down testimony. The ordinary stenographer of a co! 
mittee is not competent to take down testimony given in an 
examination. It requires an expert stenographer, and they 
are always called in and paid extra. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If he is competent he has the col 
mittee’s regular work to attend to, and another expert sic 
nographer is always called in, anyhow. 


1s no « 
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Wr RACON. Whether that is a reason or not, the other ity! qyir t f } 1} p ' 
it renson. I } t re ¢ committee hee dl } . 
hers who ai mbie of taking down testimony eA ( ’ ' 
same way that « t] s ‘re take down th n ( i 
There is 1 nM difficult f enograp! ! he ¢ 
he taking down ef testimony where witnesses are being | quired; 1. 
l, subject to hi ind cross-examination and tt “\ | 
ting questions : t! it 1 sifa the utmost | to hi 
ess on the part of the ster pher who takes it down Mr. CLARK W I ! 
e T thint the { mer 1) he committee, who fr ( 
tore me, thi yil nit cl air ly i Yr HOW in i S sent, i \< n 4 \fy I os. 
ir me out in the statement U n all the extended hear- | of ¢ 1 ' 
~ me of them lasting throug nonths. an outside stenog i } qa’ ‘ a . . 
is brought in. 1 wes on one sub mitt I recall. that | to say that T 1 rw cs 
1a good meny months; a v: of testimony was j the part of the pul d 
in that case; in a every other ease, there | not 5 t tl 
\ san ont ide sten . her <¢ lied in wil was an expert for » be of the ( 
business. sonnt who t s 
{ return to the statement that while the 4d il work of | ! wr nd is < t ease. | 
Judiciary Committee is very much greater than the detail ru e\ ed upon R 
\ k of the Foreign kh ti .) vittee, | » not think the other words ! me { f 
eal labor requil “l in the Judiciary Committee is materially of his Representative, b the ‘ 
{ ter, if at all greater, t the « ical work required in the | to his Represe tive to give to hit c 
Foreign Relations Committ to give to him. In my State, for e . t 
I will state in this connection something that I think possibly | tis I have pt i v, Sharing with n ( 
have to be brought to the attention of the Senate he of ¢ ’ 12 districts stead ¢ l 1 ft 
after The Forcign Relations Commitiece } iiarly requires ; Which Is posed id the at or Cit \ 
lass of clerical assistance which, possibly, no other com required are immense. 
mittee requires, because of the pect linr character of the ques- Not only SO, Mr. President, but the funct g the } 
tions with which it has to deal, international questions reqnir- | Government have been so enlarged that I tl 
ing sometimes very extended examinations, requiring familiarity | reasonable or extravagant to Say that a & tor f tw 
international law, requiring familiarity with treaties and | to three times as much work to do aS t 
methods of making treaties, and things of that kind. This, it | first became a Member of this body I did 
sto me, would require that the Committee on Foreign Rela- | that until some time ago in he £ remark made |! - 
tions should have an officer different from any which it is now | tor who served during the early part of my 
‘ ‘ized to employ, one possessing a hicher degree of knowl- | Went out of the Senate, and came bact The I 
edge of these higher branches than is generally to be found in | gradually upon those who have rema ! of th 
ise of the clerkship of a committee. 7 jand we hardly appre te what the rease has b bu 
have pever moved in that regard because of the Indisposi- | Senator who went ont and who w le from the ¢ her f 
which has been manifested in what has been said by the | SIX or eight years and came bag d io me » he ¢ 
s w from Arkansas [Mr. CLarkr] to call for more, now | b&@ck that there \ cwice as! ra : there 
t the Democrats are in power, than was enjoyed by the | his former servic 
Republicans when they were in power. a , The rolls of the Senate may appear to be large, | tt 
But I will say this: I have been for a long time—for some | /* considered cena asap im ' “ 
10 years or more, possibly—chairman of one of these nominal | ——— oe or pt oo ed up = a u with, d 
committees. It is true I have been chairman, as it so hap j and almost a erab im functior 3 of the Gover 
pened, of committees which did have something to do, but very | to be constantiy In the considerat he « th 
e compared to the more important committees. But the | 't 18 not to be w mdered at that a very much large! 7 
Foreign Relations Committee now has exactly the same force | Teduired than was heretofore req fa mucl 
and ly ies cal Rie it , $a than those who are not familiar w li these « 
and only the force that the neminal mmittee had of which I ented E: sss 
have heretofore been the chairman. All that force is required think to be neces a 
for my personal work, and it is just simply that much addi- | I do not know of any committee that 1 n ! 
tional work put upon them when the work of the committee ts | than it needs. WI a sena has an | rt ct 
imposed upon those three employees or clerks which was for- | 2! attends to the work of that committee, \ ; y great, 
merly imposed upon them as the force of this nominal committee, | 424 when he has, in ddition to tl his own tend 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President te the cl il f e req if ! 1 in ordet ] I { 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to say, respecting the Judi- | tend to his committee worl nd to his } rk must 
ciary Comm tee—— } nec ri be very lara 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Just one word more, and then I will | aoe: Coaaaee Oe RTE. EE. Slee, © we " 
be through, if the Senator will yield. was not my purpose to criticize the n r of 5 
[ have said practically all I wish to say. Looking at the list | given to the Judiciary Committee. I was i} 
of committees and the pay received by the different clerks of | to to the fact that there was an inequality ms . 
committees, it seemed to me perfectly evident that there was, | of the help to committees. I also wish t 
at least in some instances, no regard for the services rendered ! that we ought to be willing eo ee oe mt = 
the differences of the pay. I wanted to call attention to it, | ha 4 committee or not, a d although he ts the 
and to express the hope that whenever we fix pay in the future | “!etic#! help that he req He uses it to s ope 
regard shall be had to equality of service and equality of pay. at home; he uses it in respo . to ¢ =~ = _— 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, lest it should be from home by his people. Without regard to the | 1 of 
taken that the statement had been suggested that some of the | °CP*'°® of Senators, I think they cach need ¥ 
committees had been in past Congresses having an excessive | “MPioyees. 
amount of help I wish to say in regard to the Judiciary Com [ found three could scarcely keep up with the ¢ 
mittee, having been chairman of that committee, that it is quite | MY home during the first two years of my service ti e 
‘ible that that chairmanship having been changed and under | #©W do not keep up with it, without any committe 
better management less help will be required. I hope that is | t do. Having three and hay ( mia 
(rue. I never have compared the assistunce which one com- | calls from the committee for service by my f 
mittee has with another, but as long as the chairmanship of the | #ttend to the demands from my home, from the ( 
Judiciary Committee was held by myself I have endeavored to | 2uswer their letters and to look after mat 
secure for the services of that committee all the help that I | ments about which they write to me; and th le [ tl , 
thonght was necessary for the proper performance of the duties | 4re entitled to a response, and to: on | ‘ t 
of the committee, and no more. I will say now that I do not | I think it is poor economy to object to furnishing U ree A 
think that committee has ever bad help that it did not require. Senator’s office necessary to look after the bi 
So far as comparing it with other committees is concerned I | stituents at home which they place upon th Sento 
whe a aapoaition to do that, and I have no knowledge upon Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wi to s 
: make any comparison. I believe that every active | that, if his experience is the s min 


Committee of the Senate should have the help which it reason- 


| hundreds and thousands of lette! 





In fact, my mail to-day has at least as many letters 
bie . t of e Union as it does from the State of 
Ut l ys tried to attend to those just the same as I 
do th f! my own home State, and I suppose that is the 
ci ttt ; evel ‘ er Senator. 

MEril G i I have not had the experience of 
| ( dou 1 to ifter ma in the departments from | 
othe S I I ‘ ad many inquiries about pending 

il | ] con i” h legislation, information | 
\ ( i ! I endeavor to swer. I have never had | 

1 ¢ i ( ith Ly ofiice employed and paid by | 
y ' | 

ir, McC BER. Mr. President, I think some of the Sena- | 
tol at J ) re Ww chalrmen ol minority committees | 
nd who | i ed to them from the Senate a messen- | 
er at $1.440 y d to learn in this innocent re solu- | 
{ \ h, 1 j hem « more clerk at $1,200, | 
I y ini 1 to cu Oo the messenger they now have to | 
1.200. That is the | ( s indicated by he chairman of the | 
con ittee pre iting the res tion. 

Mr. President, I think whet has already been stated by the | 
two Se ors from Georgia | indicated pretty clearly to the | 
minds of n t Senctors that the who are engaged to do the ; 
wol f the « tit of a Senator’s own State are more than | 
I e li l In my own office I know either they have got 
io brief causes or I have got to brief them for a great many peo- 
| who are ing me for information and for opinions upon 
Liiw d upon cases which they present, where the decisions 

re ainst them in some land case or something of that char- 

fer, SO tha I can present he cases to the Secret iry of the 
Interior or to some other Secretary. So the class of clerks that | 
we use, messengers luded, are a class that must be capable | 
on in a while of going to the departments and attending to | 
cases for a Senator where the Senator can not possibly leave | 

e Senate Chamber or leave the business connected with it. 

Mr. President, the messengers that are employed to hand in | 
ecards for some one who wants to call a Senator out are receiv- 
i $1,440, but under this resolution the clerk whom you are to | 
use in your cont ittee and who is sup] osed to be competent to 
do e kind of work that will be required of him is to receive 
but $1,200 

[ think every Senator who has clerks credited to him will 
¢ with 1 that he needs certainly as intelligent men in | 
his commiitee as are needed to hand cards into the Senate 
Chamber. I do not believe that we ought to cut any of them | 
down to a meager $1,200 salary, and I am going to move to | 


amend the resolution offered by the Senator by striking out 





the $1,200 item and inserting in lieu thereof $1,440. I offer that 
is an amendment. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, as I understand, the chair- 
man of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Iixpenses of the Senate is going to hold further meetings in ref- | 
erence to the question of granting an additional clerk to all of | 
the Senators. Am I correct about that? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the Senator’s inquiry? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Do I understand the chairman of the | 
committee to say that he is going to hold further meetings or | 
hold a further meeting in reference to the amendment offered | 
by the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I distinctly stated, in an- 
wer to a question by the Senator from Washington—perhaps | 
the Senator from Michigan was not then in his seat—that at | 
th t meeting of the committee a resolution was passed that | 
that particular resolution be taken up at the next meeting, | 
which will be on Saturday next. The Committee to Audit and | 
( trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate has a regular | 

t ( y Soturday. i 

In that connection, by the way, I want to say that some | 
complaint has been made about these men receiving $1,200 a | 
vear. That committee has a great deal of work to do, and it | 

cht to have if it properly attended to. They were in ses- | 
sion | Saturday about five hours, and the clerk of that com- 
mittee re¢ ves, or its messenger who does stenographic work 
corresponding to the position named in this resolution receives, 
only $1,200 

Going back to the question asked by the Senator, I can only 
repeat what I said to the Senator from Washington, that on 
Saturday next this resolution comes up for consideration again, 
and TI think the whole committee will at that meeting dispose 
of it one way or another. It may not get through discussing 
it and may carry it over to another meeting, but I think they 
will dispose of it one way or another. That is my opinion. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Now, Mr. President-—— 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senntor will allow me, I wish to ask 
the Senator from Mississippi a question. 


Does he not believe 
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that the messenger he speaks of, who is a stenographer, 
receive $1,440? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I do not. I can get hi 


m for 
and he is a remarkably good stenographer. 


He does his 


splendidly. 

In connection with what the Senator from North J) 
[Mr. McCumber] has said about somebody here at $1 
year handing in a card and somebody being a stenogra 


I 
S 1 


1,200, that may be a very good argument on either on 
two sides. It might be an argument to raise the salary o 


t might be an argument to reduce the salary of the 
Those incongruities have nothing to do with this prop 


I could get up and spend a week talking about inecongru 


paymeut not only in the service of the Senate but all ove 
world. A good tailor receives more money sometimes than 
a good lawyer. 
Mr. WARREN, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. WARREN. 


May I ask the Senator another quest 

Yes. 

The Senator, I presume, admits that 
of living has advanced in the last few years to some ext 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. Does it look qi ite compatible with that 
that the compensation of help should be reduced in 
$240 a year? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, there were two reasons for 
We are reducing some of them, and some of them are 
ing where they were. The position with this comumitt 
example, has been $1,200 all the time. Such positions 
a great many of these nominal committees have paid $1.2 
year all the time. Some of them were $1,440. We thous 
ought to make them all $1,440 or else make all of them & 
and we decided to make all of them $1,200. 

Mr. WARREN. May I offer one explanation there? 
matter of $1,200 salary was introduced really not over tw 
when an additional clerk or messenger was allowed bi 
of the growing business, I assume, at that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 think the Senator is mistaken. I 
been on the Committee to Audit and Control the Co 
Expenses of the Seniute only two years, because I hav: 


ago, 


| Member of the Senate only that long, but I undersia 


this one employee has always been paid $1,200 and tha 
mittee has always had a third man. 
Mr. WARREN. I am not prepared to say as to tia 


| but I think the Senator is mistaken certainly as to the 


line of clerks. We have very few employees at $1,200 
they were authorized quite recently. For instance, I 
that all the clerks of this grade were receiving $1,440 
two committees asked that one clerk should be raised 
expense of the other because the messenger would simp 
perhaps as a laborer or perform no clerical work, his ¢ 
being rather to wait on the committee. In those cases—! 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and the Commit 
because of the circumstances it was thought th: 
second clerk should have more than the third clerk, but « 
wise they have all received $1,440. As I have said, someiiiic 
like two years ago there were some additions made at $1.20) 
Of course, personally, I propose to be satisfied with wi 
may be permitted me. The fact that I have been cui 
the usual number of clerks and have to pay some of tli 
self is the fortune or misfortune of political warfare, tl 
of the changes of politics, and I do not propose to ma 
complaint; but it is a bit ungracious, after the minori! 
mittees for more than 20 years have had messengers «i 
from the roll of the Sergeant at Arms at $1,440—it h: 


| the same whether the majority was Democratic or Repub! 


that immediately after this change, just at this time, and « 
cially in view of the admitted fact, if you please, that th 
of living has advanced in the last 20 years, and, as stat 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], the work of Sei 
has increased very greatly—it does seem, I repeat, a litt 
gracious to reduce the rate of compensation of clerks 

to the senior minority Members of the Senate who 
course, occupying places on important committees that rv 
a great deal of work. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I am satisfied that 
the Senator from Wyoming comes to think more about 
will conclude that he had no right to say that the pr 
majority has been acting “ ungraciously ” to the minority. 

Mr. WARREN. I did not say that anyone had acted uns! 
ciously, but I said it seemed rather ungracious to insist 
upon the change. I leave it with the Senator. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. . Then, the Senator will regret that le 
“it seemed ungracious ’—— 

Mr. WARREN. If it annoys the Senator I will withdraw 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Because it ought to seem very gracious to | 
| for us to give a third man on six com 
ws more than the minority on this side ever had, and it 


some or sevell 


j s done by a resolution of the Democratic caucus, showing 
it was party action. So much for that. 
Mr. WARREN. May I say to the Senator right there that 
he not only adding a third man to a small number of minority 
nunittees but he is adding a third man to several committees 
of the majority 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. 
Mr. WARREN. That this side of the Senate did not for- 
y allow. 
\iy. WILLIAMS. We are adding a third man to about seven 
minority committees and to about three majority committees. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] has it five and five; but 


I think, when he looks over it, he will find that he is in| 
I want to say this: Of course I sympathize with you 
emen over there. You have been in the majority, and while 
; were in the majority every one of you had three employees. 
You are not in the habit of being in the minority. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. The Senator is mistaken about 
ing three employees. 


our hay- 


Mr. SMOOT. Yes; the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought you all had three employees. I 
thought every one of you was chairman of some committee. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I did not have three clerks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very few of you, then, did not. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in order that the Recorp may be 
‘ ect, I want to say that there are nine committees of the 


jority—the Committee on Coast and Insular the 
( mittee on Enrolled Bills, the Committee on Expenditures in 
t Department of Agriculture, the Committee on Expenditures 
he Departments of Commerce and Labor, the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of State, the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, the Committee 
on National Banks, the Committee on Public Health and Na- | 
al Quarantine, and the Committee on Woman Suffrage— 
committees of the majority and five of the minority. 
ir. STONE. What about them? 
Ir. SMOOT. That are increased from two to three clerks. 
ir. WILLIAMS. Very well; perhaps I am mistaken about 
: but, at any rate, whatever it gives you, it gives you more 
than you ever gave us. It does not make much difference how 
h more, but it does give you more. 


Survey, 


s 





I was about to say that I feel sorry for you in a certain 
You can not reverse a great national engine without 
disturbing the comfort of some of the passengers upon tie train, 
especially if they are passengers in a Pullman car, who have 


le- 


been in 


ion. 


the habit of enjoying the utmost luxuries of every « 
It is more unpleasant to them than it is to the fellow 
in the ordinary local coach, where the smoking is done at the 
end of the train. You get in the habit of having this assistance 
and it is very hard for you to leave it off, whereas this side 
was edueated in the business of helping itself to the utmost 
extent possible. 
[ have just passed through two years with two men, one of 
them, by the way, receiving $1,200 a year—not even $1,440 
| the other man, I think, receiving $1,800; but whatever it 
was, we managed to get along. It is true there were three of 
hose two and I; we made the three, and I did a good 
( of the work. It is not intended that Senators should do no 
W of a clerical character at all. They get help, they get aid 
assistance, but not substitutes. I especially feel sorry for 


‘ rs who were chairmen of important committees and had 
r and sometimes five assistants, who have come down now 
ree and, in some cases, to two. My heart goes out to you; 
! the Democratic Party has gallivanted around the country 
through its stump speakers and has announced that it pro- 
poses to economize in governmental expenditures. The ex- 
penses of the Senate of the United States are per annum ten 
{ S those of the House of Lords; and the minute we have a 
change in the administration you begin to crowd us to increase 
u > expenditures, instead of cutting them off. 


ww, we have a double duty to perform, and one of the 
ies conflicts with our affections. We have a duiy to you, 
nd we have a duty to the country, and our duty to the country 
ay bow and then conflict with our affection for you. We 
Wil try to bring the two as near as we can in unity and do the 
best we can for you, but just at this time this seems to me a 
pretty good thing for us to do. There are Senators like 
Senator from Michigan—— 

Mr. OLIVER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think I have the floor, Mr. President, 
and I have not yielded. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not know the Senator had the floor. 
Mr. OLIVER. I was about to ask who kad the floor, Mr. 
President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The S tor from Michig | Mr. 
TOWNSEND] is entitled to the fl 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not k the Se tor from Mich 
gan had the floor or I would not have made so long an tel 
ruption. I thought I myself had the floor. I b the S« rs 
pardon. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I asked thy of 
the committee whether or not he had hed all the hear 
he required on this particular subject. I think he u 
has. I think he knows to-day how he feels on gra i 
additional clerk to every Senator who does not have a « 
manship, either nominal or otherwise. I think thers nn be ) 
argument advanced against granting every Senator, wh er 
he has a cammittee chairmanship or not, such he!p he 
actually needs in doing the work of a Senator I tl tha 
Senator himself can recall a number of ator \ 
great many Senators, on this side of the Chamber w Ww 
without committee chairmanships, who have quite : h 
work to do as the Senators who hold chairmat ps of 
committees. So, it seems to me that these two thir i 
go together. 
| IT am not finding any fault with the granting of add 
committee employees to Senators who have minori 
mittees. I think they are entitled to them. I w (1 to 
| have them. If we could not get the two, and row n) 
to amend the resolution would defeat eis | offer 
it, because I trust that I am not so selfish that I yw | 
because I could not have just what I vy qd, theut 

Senator could not have what he can ge md wl 

But the two Senators from Georgia, the S« tor f S 
{[Mr. CLARKE}, and other Senators ‘ cpre 

situation, namely, that the Senator who has the 

should not be denied a clerk becnuse he d } 

fortunate enough to have the chairmans of 

which has nothing to do. 

So it seems to me, Mr. President, that what we ! { 
this time is to amend this resolution so as to incor 
the propositi n to grant each S i ddit | 
know that I need such help; I w that oth : } 
situated as I am need it, and that their ‘ 
pletely performed or as near completely perfor 
extra help as it can be with it. So if I thought | 
have an advei report next Saturday s it 
Senator from Mississippi clearly timates we i 
possibly th reso.irucioh \ ln cet } ( I 
would make the motion now t 1 tl 3 
think I will do so I move ft I ithe ! ‘ 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chait | 
pending an amendment offered bys the Sen ‘ { } 
Dakota [Mr. McCumeper] to the Iment | I 
committee. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then I will withhold n l 
the other amendment is disposed of 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
offered by the Senator from North Dak 1 to 
proposed by th committe ‘ the Secretaryv w 
ment to the amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 19. it roposed l 
the committee amendment by striking o $1,200 
inserting “$1,440.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I w t t I 
hope that amendment will be defe: 1 I 
ered that question very carefully and art i 
stated in the resolution for r s tl y 
satisfactory. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The « 
to the amendment. [Putting tl ( s in 
doubt. 

Mr. KENYON. I ask for the y: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, as I 
ment is to provide 2 clerks at $1,440. I S 
amount of compensation from $1,200 to $1,440 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to say t! 
had 83 employees heretofore have had 
senger at $1,440, and a stenographer at $1 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Oh, 1 
Mr. McCUMBER. At $1,440. 
| Mr. BRISTOW. No; that is a mistake. I am tl ighly 
| familiar with it. It has been $1,200. ‘There have not been 
| unless there are exceptions—two $1,440 clerks given to nominal 







two ve t 
at $1,200 a 


Senator 


ear W 

with pe 

| ; the Com 
of Justice, which has 
relation to the 
but the 10 de 


‘ c Ce] ra] hat 
mittee on Expenditvres in 
two : 
others—as to 
tailed men h and the Commit 
Expenditures in the Department Justice had 2 em] 
$1,440. These 11 committees are iin ed in this resolution. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Well, why should the details be any differ 
t now from what heretofore? This resolution is 
ot intended to dy 


t} oy were 
iree have 


employees at $1,440. ie Says ih 
their salary being $ is true, 
ive received $1,440 a 


lovyees 


apply to any committees that have alre 
employees; it is intended toe apply to that 
two 

Mr. SMOOT. 
the resol..tion 
tees It 
shall be an 
mittees. If 
of the Sen: 
will 
different 
course 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why should the third clerk of one 
committee get more than the third clerk of another? 

Mr. SMOOT. If the amendment of the Senator from 
Dakota is adopted, then they will all receive $1,440. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Then, why should we increase the salaries 
of these stenographers when there has been no demand for it 
in the past? 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘There are a few increases from $1,200 to $1,440, 
but the majority of these are no increases whatsoever. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why shoulc we pass this re 


those 
ony 
No: 
he will 
specifically nai Ce 
1 clerk at $1,200 for those 
Senate will vote 
from North D 
the salary 


the Senator 
find that it 


nes the 


is wrong. If he will 


does apply to 


assistant 


the 


particular com 
for the pending amendment 
tor ikota [Mr. McCumper}, then it 
chanee paid to the men detailed to those 
committees, If it is reduced to $1,200, then, of 


not 


nominal 


North 


lution, protect- 
Senator who 
a committee heretofore has been reduced from $2,220 to 
and his stenographer has reduced from $1,440 to 
5 Why should we have some special legislation to pro- 
tect simply the details, when the others are not protected? If 
you are the salary of everybody whose salary 
has been reduced by virtue of the change in the organization 
of the Senate, let us treat them all alike and make all of these 
clerkships of all of the Senators $2,220. 

Mr. WARREN If the Senator will permit me, I think he 
i Heretofore—it has 
me back as far as I remember, twenty-odd years—there have 
on certain minority Senators, usually the senior members of 
the minority, that have had a third man—a messenger—detailed 
at $1,440. In the detail by the Sergeant at Arms there were 10 
ndditional messengers put on that bist, or Sergeant at Arms’ roll, 
that were kept there because of this detail. So that new the 10 
senior members of the minority side have the detail of those 
messengers exactly as both parties have heretofore done for 
twenty-odd years or more, 


3 
r these details, when every clerk of a minority 


in 
has 
¢: 


had 
» OO”), been 
1.2007? 


going to raise 


misunderstands what the Senator has said. 
Pig 
by 


if this resolution should be construed exactly as it reads in 
the last sentence, and it is understeod that those who have but 
three clerks now should not be disturbed, it would be according 
to the Senator’s plan. But if we are to have withdrawn these 
and in their places put the $1,200 messengers, of 
course it makes $240 less for each of nine places. 

While I am my feet, if the Senator wil! permit 
should like to say that I think it would be a great deal better 
for our manner of appropriation, and better for the good feeling 
and understanding between House and Senate, if these salaries 
were allowed to run on, to the end of the appropriations already 
made at least, even if they are to be reduced after that, as to 
those ni 


ne men 


messencers, 


on me, I 


rhe appropriations have carried for the balance of this year 
and all of next year, between 14 and 15 months, for the 9 mes- 
sengers that are on the rolls at $1,440, and are detailed to these 
9 Senators. To take those off and pat on 9 men at $1,200 puts 
a drain on our Senate contingent fand of just that amount of 
money, and leaves the Sergeant at Arms free, if he chooses, to 
fill those $1,440 messenger places and use them. 

Mr. BRISTOW. But there would not be any substance in it 
when we are saving $240 a year on each clerk. But this propo- 
sition is not a fair one, and I want to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to it. 

There are 23 minority Senators here whose clerks heretofore 
have been receiving $2,220 and whose messengers received 


De, hohe 


tee on | 


doi e 


change in the mai 

to the 25 se 
redneed to S2000, 7 
°1.440 to $1200, If #9 
mumittee, the same thir 

W hry not the de 

the same rule be arplied 

other employees? 


Atoms w 


shonld 


these 

4 President, 

never have been t ted that for : 

detziled messengers to Senators in the minority have 

received 51.440 each 
BRISTOW. 

nominal comm 


for the simple reason 


way the last 20 years 


Mr. Will the Senator from Utah tell me 
that is presided over by a minorit 
two clerks at $1.440, waoile a nomina! 
tee presided over by a majority chairman should hay 

at S1.440 91,200? I care if it 
Hiow can you justify it? 

The theory has always been, not only 


I tree 
man should have 


and a ¢let { do not 


for 20 years. 


Mr. SMOOT. 


| Democratic side but upon the Republican side as well, th 
read | 
those commit- | 


ommittees, and says that there | ypon that the ry, and that only, that this extra clerk h 


Memb 


mittees a 


senior s of this body are on the more important 


nd tuerefore require some additional help. It | 


detailed to them, and they have always heen at $1,440 
Mr. BRISTOW. And 20 of the senior members on thy 


| ity side, because of that seniority. are given chairm: 


with a clerk at $1,440 and a clerk at $2,220. 

Mr. WARREN. No; a clerk at $2.220 and a messenger. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Well, a messenger; but the 
really a clerk. That is a misnomer. 1 do not 
is called a messenger. He is not a messenger. 
an assistant to the clerk of the committee. 
clerk or stenographer at $1,200. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is not the case now, Mr. President 
will be the case if this resolution passes. But until the rv 
tion passes the only committees that would have the 3 sre t) 
detailed 10 and whatever the law provides. I think ther 
about 3 other committees that the law provides shall have 
clerks, and that is all that would have them. 

Mr. BRISTOW. This resolution simply puts every min 
committee upon exactly the same footing. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. WARREN. Al but two of them. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Well, all but two; that is true. I w 
that the conference of the minority is on a different basis 
this is a fight to protect nine details from the opera 
the change of administration of the Senate, and for 
else, excepting them and maintaining them in the $1.440 
tions which they had heretofore, while every other 
clerk suffers the reduction which comes from a change 
party management of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President; the Senator is wrong 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. \ 
CumBER] is adopted, they will all receive $1440. The! 
not be any discrimination at all. But if the resolntion 
as reported from the committee, then instead of all 
having $1,440, as would be the ease if we adopt the amen 
of the Senator from North Dakota, they would all be 
$1.200. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And then, of course, 
committees that have three clerks. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘This applies to all the committees. 

Mr. BRISTOW. So that the proposition is to incre 
salary of the third employee of every committee that has 
clerks. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And leave 23 minority Senators, n 
whom are just as busy as those who have committees, W 
clerk at $2,000, and an assistant clerk at $1,200. There 
anything fair about it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator of course understands that 
question is to be decided by the Senate. The chairman 
committee has already said that it would be considered by 
committee, and no doubt, in his opinion, it would be 1 
to the Senate, either adversely or favorably, as the case ma 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, stating my own pos 
I believe we should have no clerk at less than $1,440. Yo 
call these clerks messengers if you see fit. As a matter 0! 
they are clerks, and they are doing clerical duty. We 
been assigned clerks at $1,440. We have appointed those 
at $1.440. “The effect of this resolution is to cut them 
to $1,200, or a loss of $20 a month, or $240 a year. 1 
the effect of it. 

I know the clerk that I am using, the one that I have 
now to hold this position, as indicated by the Senator in « 


mess 
know w! 
He is si 
Then they | 


there are m 


+? 


f 











] 
be reappointed under the | 
lution, but he would be reappointed with a salary less | 
1e supposed he was getting when he was appointed, and | 
‘ hich I think he is entitled. 

| 


resolution,. would undoubtedly 


e selected men who can do work for me, and who are 
assistance, who are worth their $1,440, and doubly so 
we know that at least once a year they have to 
distance of 5,000 miles and pay their expenses there 


cot 





CK. 
| will vote with the Senator to put every one of these clerical 
s upon a basis of $1,440 where the duties are anything 
other than that of mere messenger. I am certain that there is 
a Senator here who has an employee who does not ask that 
‘ ovee to do clerical work that requires judgment and discre- 
and intelligence and a proper method of handling business. 
rhis being the case, I do not believe the majority are justified 
tting down these places to $1.20), when during all of the 
20 years the same places have been at $1,440. But 
iiently of that, the nature of the work is such as to 
the appointment of clerks who are capable of earning 
much. 
VICE PRESIDENT. 


us 


rhe The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a | 
q im, in order that the full Senate may be present. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being | 


suggested by the Senator from Mississippi, the Secretary will 





the roll. 
rhe Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 
swered to their names: 
Ashurst Dillingham Martine, N. J. Smith, Ariz. 
Bacon Fall Myers Smith, Ga. 
LR ad Fletcher Nelson Smith, S.C. 
] Gallinger Newlands Smoot 
] Goff Norris Sterling 
] Gore O Gorm: Stone 
Brandegee Hollis Olive: Sutherland 
Bristow Hughes Overman Swanson 
Bryan Johnston, Ala. Page ‘Thompson | 
] I Jones Penrose Thornton | 
( berlain Kenyon Perkins ‘Townsend } 
( Wyo. Lippitt Pomerene Walsh | 
( , Ark, Lodge Ransdell Warren j 
‘ McCumber Saulsbury Williams i 
( ford McLean Sheppard | 
( ns Martin, Va. Shively 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to state that my col- 
ue, the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep], is neces 
sarily absent from the Senate on important business. 
Mr. SHIVELY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. | 
Kern] is detained from the Senate on important business, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators have answered | 
heir names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The Sec 
ary will call the roll on the amendment of the Senator from 
rth Dakota [Mr. McCumber] to the amendment of the com 
il eb 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I 
be reported to the Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment to the amendment. 
rhe Secretary. On page 2, line 19, it is proposed to strike | 
out $1,200” and in lieu thereof to insert “ $1,440.” 
Mr. 


ask that the amendment may 


The Secretary will state the amend- 


CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President. I desire to in- 
quire what was the language of the resolution before it was 


referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
penses of the Senate. Was there any change made in the 
esolution by the committee? 
Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The committee struck out the en 
re resolution and offered a substitute. | 
Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I should like to have read that 
f the resolution in which the amendment so that 
understand the full meaning of it. 
lhe Secrerary. After the naming of certain c 


comes, 


mmittees in- 


Sert the words: 
\re hereby authorized to employ one assistant clerk each, at $1,200 
nhum, 
| 
It is now proposed to strike out ‘‘ $1,200” and in lieu thereof 
to insert “ $1,440.” 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that is the amount of the origi- | 
solution. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
rhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. | 
Mr. BRADLEY (when his name was called). I am paired | 
W the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern]. I therefore 
\ hold my vote. 


The roll call was concluded. 
(after having voted in the affirmative). 
South Carolina 


DILLINGHAM 


I observe that the senior Senator from [Mr. 
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ririMAN] has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote, h ig 
a general pair with him. 

Mr. CLAPP. Owing to the absence of my ge | pair, I 
decline to vote on this question. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I de eto: } ( ow 
ing pairs: 

Mr. Burteicn with Mr. Owen. 

Mr. Carron with Mr. Smuarroru. 

Mr. Roor with Mr. Tuomas. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Smirn of Maryland. 

Mr. Smirn of Michigan with Mr. Rei 

Mr. SrerueNson with Mr. Lea. 

Mr. pu Ponr with Mr. CuLBERSON. 

Mr. JACKSON with Mr. CHriTon. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 32, as follow 

YEAS 0 
Bankhead Goff Martine, N, J. - 
Borah G } Nelson Sut! 1 
Brady Holt 0] r 
Brandegee Tames bag l i 
Chamberlain Lippitt Per WW 
Clark, W3 Lodge P o 
| Colt MeCuml s 
Gallinger McLean S 

NAYS 2 
Ashurst Gore Myers s ( 
Bacon Hitel I N ; ( 
Briste lin On n wy 
Burton Johnston, Ala i 1¢ I 
Clarke, Ark Jones Ransd \ 
Cummins Kenyon s I \ 
Fall Lane s ‘ \ 
Fletcher Martin, Va Smit Ari \\ 

NOT VOTING 4, 

Bradley du Pont Owe 
Bryan Jackson Pittman S Ml 
Burleigh Johnson, Me, Poindexter : M 
Catron Kern Reed S 
Chilton La Follette Ro n 
Clapp Lea Re 
Crawford Lewis $ th 
Culberson Newlands Sherman 
Dillingham O'Gorman Shic 

So Mr. McCuMper’s amendment to the amendn t of tl 
mittee was rejected, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I offer the f wing l 
ment: 

In line 19, on page 2, strike out $1,200 ! i 
thereof “$1,440”: and in connection with i ( 
at the end thereof, add the following: 

Provided, That all clerks or mes } 

| the Senate who are receiving a salary of less than S1,400 
a salary of $1,440 per annum 

This amendment will place all clerks and m ers 
of the majority and those of the minority—on « { 
basis, at the rate of $1,440 per an 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, as I unde | 
tion offered by the Senator from North Dakot ’ i \ 
point of order. Substantially the same reso \ 
before the Senate and was voted dow I 
bring up the same matter in differeat parts of th \ 

| whenever he gets ready. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator could not have 
tinctly heard the amendment. The previous amendme t] I 
proposed was to the effect that the nine commit ened 
in the resolution should have clerks whose salaric hould be 
$1,440 instead of $1,200. 

Mr. WILLIAMS But there are 1 than 

entioned in the resolution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Well, whatever number there 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator did not nat tl 
in his amendment, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes: but the committees are nat a there 
The present amendment provides tha by 
rate of $1,440 per annum, and I intend to ha ( ‘ 
clerks and messengers ¢ se tor hether tl | ) 
mittees or not. fhe previous nmendment relat to \ i 
tain number. This amendment relates to all ot 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the previous nendment re 1 
the committees mentioned in this amendment, did it 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; and this ame nit 
committees of the Senate and to the clerks and 1 ol 


Senators. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
ent proposition. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I desire to sup 
of order raised by the Senator from Mississippi b ying that 


If that be the case, of course ii 


the latter part of the amendment now offered by the S 
from North Dakota is not in order for another reaso It 
the statutory law that no such amendment shall be passed 


the Senate until it has been referred to the Comi ee { \udit 
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Expenses of the 
Statutes which covers that proposi- 


de from the 
Commitee te 
ate, or from the 
anctioned by 
ntatives. 


Audit and Control the 
contingent fund of the 
the Committee on Ac- 


‘lf-imy 1 
imposed, for the purpose of pre- 
ure based on personal considerations 
to a bad precedent. It is conclusive, 


i very wisely 
Is that 
Senate 


fh) pea 


ro mite 
MBER. I do not think the 
t point of or If that were 
ay dments to the original resolution. 
CLARKE of Arkansas. We can not make any amend- 
that provides for the appropriation of money from the 
gent fund of the Senate, as the statute limits the au- 
vy of the Senate in that respect. 

Mr. McCUMBER. This resolution was referred to the com- 

ee, and the will hardly claim that when the coim- 

mittee has reported it back every amendment must go back to 
the committee to be acted on. 

Mr. CLARKE kansas. If it a payment out of 
the contingent fund, the law sustains the contention that it does. 

Mr. MCCUMBER. I think the Senator would ask for a very 
strange ruje that would come up to bother him exceedingly in 
the future 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 


n. 
Senator will really 


true, we could 


lor 
ier. 


rorit 


senator 


of Al proposes 


It has already come up in the 
Democratic caucus rhe amendment now proposed was before 
the Senators on of the Chamber. An effort in this 
direction was made by the former Senator from Kentucky, Mr. 
Paynter. On a point of order being raised that the scope of 
the resolution could not be widened so as to include items not 

idered by the committee, the Vice President then presiding, 
Mr. Sherman, sustained the point of order, 

Mr. McCUMBER, That was an original resolution. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. You are proposing to amend it 
by including new items of appropriation, intreducing a new 
limitation, when the statute provides that no payments shall be 
made from the contingent fund without a report from the com- 
mittee 

Mr. MecCUMBER. 
which he 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CLARKE of 
statute to its being referred, but 
again 

Mr. LODGE 

tion? 
CLARKE of Arkansas. 
LODGH 


thd 


this side 


I am proposing to amend the resolution 
been referred to the committee and reported back 
Arkansas. reference in the 

Let me read it 


There is no 
to payment. 


Before the Senator does that, may I ask him a 
Mr 

Mr, 
that a 


I will be glad to answer. 


report of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate is not amendable? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is amendable with reference 
to matters submitted to the committee, but it is not by adding 
independent items, because that would make it a violation of 
the specific terms of the statute of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE, This is a proposition to add a new item. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. To increase the expenditure from 
the contingent fund by a new item, 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. We passed upon that. 
not make a poiat of order against that; but there is another 
point against it. We vo'ed down the same proposition. So the 
whole amendment is subject to a point of order. 
he VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 
ir. TOWNSEND. I offer the following amendment——— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In the original resolution which went to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
certain comniittees were named. They were certain of these 
nominal committees, and the Committee to Audit and Control, 
having jurisdiction over the matter, put upon the resolution the 
other neminal committees. Now, the Committee to Audit and 
Control never had under consideration any other committees 
except those named in the original resolution, and those named 
in the amendment to the resolution by the committee. The 
Senator offers to bring in a separate and independent item 
including all the committees of the Senate, the matters never 
having been under consideration by the Committee to Audit 
and Control. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


ry 
i 
\t 


It has been ruled out of order. 
I beg pardon. 


Senate. I will call Mr. TOWNSEND. I move to 


j 
| 


| 


contingent fund of the | 


iiitation on the power of each House | 


| 
| by 


| it shall be reported, but that it shall be reported 





I do} 


| we act upon this resolution. 


add at the end of the 
line the following words: 

That each minority Senator not the chairman of a comwitt 
and he is hereby, authorized to employ one assistant clerk at 
per annum, to be paid from the miscellaneous items of the 
fund of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I raise the same point of , 
on that. The matter has not been considered by the Co) 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Ser 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustaine: 

Mr. TOWNSEND. If the Chair will withhold for a mo: 
does the chairman of the committee say that this matter 
ot been before his committee and has not been 

it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has not been reported by the com 
Mr. TOWNSEND. But it bas been before the committ: 
considered by the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has not been acted upon by the 
mittee either way, and of course the law requires that j 
be sent there for action. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It was sent there for action. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It was not sanctioned | 
committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has to be sanctioned by the con 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Do I understand the Senator to co 
that if a resolution is sent to the committee and the com) 
refuses to act upon it-——— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no; you can move to disc] 
committee and take up the matter, I suppose; but I do not 
you can offer it as an amendment upon this resolution 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, it seems to me it is 
fair that both this question and the one which is so 
allied to it should be considered together and 
ported by that committee and acted upon at the sa! 
I move that the resolution be recommitted to the Com 
Contingent Expenses with instructions that the resolu 
posing to give each Senator an additional clerk 
year be reported in connection with it. 


ont 


cons 


shiv nid 


at 

I am uot say 
at th 
time, in connection with it, so that both propositions 
considered. 

I will say that should be done as a matter of simp) 
Mr. President. There is no need of going into details | 
it is known in the Senate that a number of the com: 
which it is now proposed to assign an additional! clerk 
working committees. They are committees which f: 
first day of the session to the last, and session aft 
hold no meetings whatever, It is an indirect way of z 
chairmen of those committees additional help, which | 
they need, but it is equally true that Senators who 
happen to be at the head of one of these nominal « 


| that never meet are in exactly the same position with rr 
Do I understand the Senator to take the ground | 


to needing additional help that the Senators are who ha} 
be at the head of one of these committees with no d 
perform. To give the committees that are mere nules 
tional clerks when the real purpose is to give the 

of the committees additional help, and leave Senators wl 
this additional help out of consideration entirely, on 
lacks an element of equity and fairness all around. 

I think that we ought to dispose of this subject at o: 
and the situation is one in which it wil] be manifest!) 
to deal with one part of it only and leave the other in 
The resolution that ts before the Committee on Conting 
penses but not yet reported, I think, ought to be h 
That is why I move to ! 
the present resolution and that the committee be dir 
report the other resolution one way or the other, so that w' 
consider them together. 

Mr. JONES. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo! 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the Senator from Was! 

Mr. JONDS. I trust the Senator from South Dak: 
not insist upon that motion. While I think the two }! 
tions ought to be acted upon together, I do not think wi 
to delay action upon this resolution which gives help 
ators who do need the help. We have the assurance 
Senator from Mississippi that in his judgment the co! 
will act on this other proposition next Saturday. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I had not heard that. f 

Mr. JONES. He assured us that in his judgment ti 
mittee would act. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. He has not given the assurance. 

Mr. JONHS. He said that in his judgment the com! 
would act. He did not assure us positively that it would 
I do not want to misrepresent him—but he did say that 


‘tea 


he 
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would act, and I know the Senator from Mississippi 
to be ve t his committee will act next Satur- 
way or the other. 
RAWEORD. Very well, Mr. President. 

JONES. At any rafe, I do not think we ought to hold 
position senators need this help, ai I do not 
ht to hold it 1 }). I believe the committee will act 

or the other next Saturday on this proposition. 
-AWFORD. With the assurance that it will receive | 
0a 

VILLIAMS. Mr. President, I am not to be intimidated 

ing. I have gi such a st it as I thought was 
at lens. two Senators upon th rv. If the Senator 
commit the resolution and h the votes to do it, let 

He might have some difficulty in getting it out 


he chooses to do tha 
* wonder why the St 
e lust 4 


this argument 

renewed ussur- 

erned, I think I have given near an 

s I propose to give. I could only give my opinion as to 

urse of the committee would be, and I do uot pro- 
any sort. 


ator did not make 
any 


abeut as 


ongress. As far as giving 


as- 


of 
not desire to have any discussion 
from the real merit of the claim 


any assurance 
AWFORD. I do 
itter and wander 


f lditional help. I do not understand that there was 
; tion before the last Congress to give these nominal 
additional help. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘That is true. 

CRAWFORD. It is here now, and this other question is 

( cted with it. I simply wish to call attention to the siiua- 
After the statements that have been made here about the 

need of having this additional help now, I would not delay it 
from those that have this opportunity to get it Disclaiming 
ntention whatever at any time to coerce the Senaior from | 

i, for I would not make so grave a mistake as that, I 

vithdraw my motion to recommit. 

WILLIAMS. I want to say this, Mr. President: It is 

that there was no proposition before the Senate at the last 
session. The reason why that is true was because the majority 


at that time did not instruct that such 


a proposition 
| before the Senate, and pa 


brought ssed no 
the minority what the majority caucus of this session 

l assed for the minority of this session. 
LODGE. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like 
t i a question, if I may. The last proviso recites “ that 
recited above already have three em- 
not to them.” That 


i the committees 


es, the resolution shall apply means 


thosé committees of the minority which now have three 
f oyees, including a messenger at $1,440, are not to be dis- 
turbed 

* WILLIAMS. The Senator is right, and I will state the 
reason. I procured the assistance of the Senator from Utah 
Mr. Smoor}], who, as we all know, is great at details in|} 
rs of this sort; I procured the assistance of the Senator 
Vyoming [Mr. WARREN], the assistance of the Senator | 

from North Carolina [Mr. OveRrMAN], and the assistance of the 
s ary of the Senate, and the Secretary’s office to get a full 
ch of the committees as had only two employees. But 

I was afraid that even with all that there might be some error. 
Iam just informed by the Senator from Massachusetts that in 
the case of his committee there is an error. It is so difficult to | 


get these things right that I put in the resolution this proviso: 

} ided, 
t employees, the resolution shall not apply to them. 
this resolution does not touch them in any way; it leaves 
them in statu quo. 

. LODGE. That means three employees whether by law 
y detail, 
‘ir. WILLIAMS. Oh. no; not detail, if they have one by 
det: and most of these committees have. Over half these 
ittees have messengers by detail. 
LODGE. Only seven have messengers by detail, I think. 

OVERMAN, Ten. 

WILLIAMS. Ten. 

LODGH. Those 10 are all to be reduced to $1,200? 
WILLIAMS. To $1,200. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I did not hear all of the 
Colloguy between the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator 
from Massachusetts; but to give a concrete case, I have two 
aa and also a messenger, who is delegated by the Sergeant 

ATMS, 

Mr WILLIAMS. This resolution applies to you, then. 
applies to every case where the messenger is detailed. 


M r. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 


It 


resolution | 


That if any of the committees recited above already have | 


LECORD- 


Mr. Me MBER \ ‘ ti 
the ises, | ( I 
to at nd b ir ‘ 
*$1,400,” and | i | t 

mendment. 

Mr OV MIAN I t he n 

Mr. WILLIA} I home { \ 
down l that i ‘ , ‘ i < 

is. C] it] of Art to Vil ) i 
tt ' os 

M WILLIAMS I will move, I } » lay the 
li tt ti nimendn i n tl l 

! IcCCUMBER. On that 1 ask for t ye 
nay 

r. OVE! N I unde l t as to the 10 comm 
on tits ie of the Chamb that have details the laurie: 
cut down to $1,200 under the resolution $; reported by 
colntnititee, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. All of them fi $1,440, wi her mij 
or minority committees. They are | on an equal footir 
$1.200 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand, then, there are 10 com 
on this side of the Chamber that detailed 1 f 
$1.440 and 8 on the other side. There may be more tl 
number. There are also messengers det i lL by tl x 
at Arms at $1,440 This resolution cut dow? [ id 
to $1,200. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘To $1,200, making d ; 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkans No; the Senator is entire 
taken about that. 

Mir. WILLIAMS. There are 21 in tl ‘ 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas I under d that there 
| about 60 committees of the ate. 

Mr. OVERMAN. ‘That being so, I move to re i 


vote 
Mr. LODGE. <A motion has 
to the n the t 
that it is not debatable 
VICE PRESIDENT. 
from North Dakota ¢a 


] ’ } 


e to lay the amet 
make the point 


ainenament or 


The 


It 


is for the yea 


is not 


} 
nau 


debatable. The Ser 
ilys on the moti 


The yeus and nays were ordered. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call th 
| the motion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wun 
| to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator fr 
Dako {Mr. McCumMsBER] to the amendment of the commi 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 


AY (when bis name was ¢alled). 
of my pair with the junior Senator from Indiana [ 
I refrain from votil 


Mr. CLAPP 


led). I havea 


| 
| 
| } 
| Mr. BRADI 
| 
| (when his name was cal 


| pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr 
MONS]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. I desire th 
| ment to stand in the absence of that Senator 


Mr. 
| eral 


JACKSON (when his 
pair with the senior 


ed). h: ve 


name was ¢ I 
West Virginia 


Senator from 











CuHILTon]. I inquire whether he has voted or not. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. He bas not voted. 

Mr. JACKSON. As he has not voted, I will withhold 1 
Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I have 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Roor 

| he is absent, I withhold my vote. 
| The roll call was concluded 
Mr. THOMAS. I transfer my pair with the senior § 
| from New York [Mr. Root] to the junior Senator from 
| nessee [Mr. Srreitps] and vote. I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 35, as follows 
YEAS—34 
| Borah Hitchcock Nelson Stor 
Bristow Hollis Norris Thompson 
| Bryan Jotnson, Me. Pittman Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Johnston, Ala. Pomerene Vardaman 
Crawford Jones Robinson Wa! 
Cummins Kenyon Sauls! y Wil 8 
Fall Lane Sheppard Works 
Fletcher Martin, Va, Smith, Ariz. 
Gore Myers Smith, Ga. 
NAYS—35 
| Ashurst Gallinger McLean Smoot 
jacon Gof Martine, N. J. Sterling 
Brady Gronna Oliver Sutherland 
Brandegee Hughes Overman Thomas 
Burton James Page Thornton 
Chamberlain La Follette l’enrose Townsend 
Clark, Wyo, Lippitt Perkins Warren 


Weeks 


tansdell 
Smith, 8. C. 


Lodge 
McCumber 


Colt 
Dillingham 
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NOT VOTING—27. j 
Bankhead du Pont Owen Shively 
[hi le Jackson l’oindexter Simmons 
Burleigh Kern Reed Smith, Md 
( ron Lea Root Smith, Mich. 
( fon Lewis Shafroth Stephenson | 
Clapp Newlands Sherman Swanson 
Culbe yn O'Gorman Shields 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. McCumper’s 
the amendment on the txble. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of executive business. 


amendment to | 


STOCK GAMBLING. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, during the morning hour I 
gave notice that after the morning business I would address 


the Senate on the subject of the bill I introduced. I trust the 
nator from Arkansas will withhold the motion. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I withdraw the motion for that 
purpose, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota 
“McCumper]. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I only withdraw the motion for | 
the purpose of giving the Senator from Arizona an opportunity | 
| 


a 
mvt 





The question is on agreeing to the 


[Mr. 


to submit his remarks. He may present his remarks now just 
as well as at any other time. It is not necessary to have the 
bill before the Senate. Unless he is prepared to go on at this 
time, I shall renew the motion. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I introduced a bill this morn- 
ing relating to a subject that has long impressed me 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘The point of order is that 2an amendment 
was offered and the yeas and nays were asked for upon it, and 
during the time when the yeas and nays were requested the 
Senator from Mississippi moved to lay the amendment upon 
the table. The yeas and nays were called upon that motion, 
and it was lost. It seems to me that now the amendment is still 
before the Senate undisposed of, with a demand for the yeas | 
and nays on the amendment pending. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That does not interfere with 
debate, unless there has been some change in the rule with 
which I am not familiar. Does the Senator make the point of 
order that I can not move to go into executive session at this 
stage of the consideration of the pending resolution? I should 
like to know what we are to have in response to that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; if the Senator from Arizona is speak- 
ing upon this question 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, 





He is not required to say what 


he is speaking on. 

Mr. McCUMBER,. I ean not’ object to his right to speak 
on this proposition. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator can not object to 


his right to speak on any proposition. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Arizona indicated that 
he desired to address the Senate upon an entirely different sub- 
ject; this is the subject before the Senate now, and it has not 
heen removed from the consideration of the Senate; and until it 
is laid aside in some way no other question can be interjected. 
If the Senator from Arizona is to speak on this question in any 
way, then, of course, my point of order is not well taken, 

Mr. ASHURST. I do not intend, directly or indirectly, to 
speak upon the subject of the report of the committee sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wititams], but 
I purpose speaking upon the bill which I introduced this morn- 
ing. I will state very frankly that I do not fully understand 
the precise effect and purport of the committee report sub- 


mitted by the distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS], and of course I do not care to speak upon a 


subject which I do not fully understand. I therefore will 
speak upon a subject which I do understand; that is to say, the 
bill which I introduced. It is my view of the rules, however, 
that having given the notice which I did this morning that I 
would address the Senate on the subject of the bill which I intro- 
duced, it is now in order for me to proceed. If not in order at 
this time, I shall cheerfully withhold my remarks until a later 
hour in the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ruling of the Chair is that 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota is before 
the Senate, and that the Senator from Arizona can talk on any 
subject he pleases unless he has announced that he does not 
propose to speak to the pending question, in which event—— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I wish to suggest that the ruling 
of the Chair is entirely correct except the limitation. ‘The 


Senator from Arizona is not required to notify anybody and is 
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not responsible to anybody for what he chooses to tal - 


| He has a right to debate this question. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arksayjs 
understand that the reason for the statement by the () 
the distinct disavowal on the part of the Senator from, \ 
that he would speak to the question before the Senate. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, That distinct disavowal j 
of his right. No one has a right to censor his remarks , 
fine him to any particular text. This is the only triby 
earth where there is unlimited debate, and there is no qj 
of relevancy here except what is designated in the rij 
this is not one of them. I think he is entitled to proceed 
dress the Senate and to choose his own words in whicl jo 
dress the Senate. He probably will be able to say so) 


| that will have some relevancy, although he is not even re } 


to do that. This is a more important question than the 
matter about these salaries. If there is any power t| 
put a limitation upon the right of a Senator to debate « 
according to his own judgment, then we are for the fj 
entering upon a cloture rule that had better be considere| 
entirety before it becomes one of the rules of the Senate 

I think the Senator from Arizona is entitled to pro 
cording to his own judgment. That is in accordance \ 
precedents of the Senate and not in violation of any rule 
Senate that anyone can direct our attention to. If he I 
pause to afford him an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think the Senato: 
Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] is correct in saying that, unc 
customs of this body, a Senator can talk on any subject 
time, provided he has the strength to do so; but I ris 
particularly to correct the statement made by the Senato: 
Arkansas, who is usually very accurate and who evident!y js 
paying a good deal of attention to the study of the rules of 
Senate, when he says this is the only body on the face of 
earth that has unlimited debate. As I understand the 


Canada has unlimited debate, the State Senate of New 1! 


| shire has unlimited debate, and I can imagine there ar 


legislative bodies similarly situated. So that I corr 
Senator for the purpose of showing that we do not stand ; 
in that respect, whether it is for good or for bad. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I shall not controvert \ 
Senator says at this time, because it is not material a 
not care to waste the time on it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to say « 
with respect to the ruling which I understood the ‘ 
make. I think that ruling can be sustained upon re 
in accordance with the precedents of the Senate. No 
has ever yet declared during the 15 years I have been |! 
he proposed to take up and discuss a subject other than 
pending and that he would not discuss the pending subj 
that can be done, then any Senator, at any time, of | 
volition, can bring up a bill and proceed to discuss it at 
even though another motion is pending. 

I admit, Mr. President, that neither the Chair nor the 
can call to order a Senator because his remarks are not ¢ 
toward the subject that is before the Senate; but I do 1 
our rules have ever been construed to mean that when 
tor disclaims any intention of discussing the subject be! 
Senate, but, on the contrary, proceeds to state “I shall 
another proposition that I referred to this morning and 
that,” that he is within the rules of the Senate, he hinisc 
mitting that he is not within the rules and does not inten! 
within the rule that requires a subject to be disposed of ©' 
by vote or a motion to lay it aside, or by a motion t 


LO »¥ 


executive session or to adjourn, which takes precedence. So ! 
think the Chair was eminently correct in his ruling. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the remarks 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] are all risit, 
but his deductions are not justified by the actual case will 
which we are dealing. He says it is not within the compete) 
of a Senator to call up for consideration an entirely di: inct 
question and to proceed to discuss it. I do not understand it's 
the purpose of the Senator from Arizona to call up anythits. 
There is quite a distinction between displacing a proposition 
pending before the Senate and submitting remarks that are le 


relevant. If that rule were applied, it would depopula : 


Senate and absolutely doom some of us to eternal silence. . 
had to talk sense and talk directly to the questions that «re 
pending. We have not progressed to that point yet. 11! 
that the Senator from Arizona is entitled to proceed, if he 
proper to do so; and if he does not see proper to do So, - 
I propose to make a motion that the Senate proceed to the con 
sideration of executive business. 


I maintaio 


sees 


then 
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Al 


GRONNA,. Mr. President, I m the point of order that 
Ss te is not in ord 

ASHURST. I will say that I do not care whet! a 
stens or not. I am tai gs to the people, and before I 
e said my last word on this bill millions of people will 
ted in the matter. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President 

VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
the Senator from North Dakota’? 

ASHURST. I cheerfully yield to the Senator. 

GRONNA. I simply want to that there are some of 
st there is one on this side, who wishes to hear the 

Ss tor from Arizona. 


ASHURST. 
f my iny 


stock 1 


I know that. I 
estigations regarding reprehensible transactio 


arket, I had occasion to read a J pub 
I believe, in New York City, to wit, Everybody’s Maga 


a 


mag he 


thank the Senator. In the 


which contained a rough draft of a bill prepared, as I 

l, by a citizen of Massachusetts, to wit, Mr. Thomas 

W. 1 son, a gentieman whom I do not know and from whom 
I} never received a letter or any other communication. In | 


§ t of the draft 
l argument. 


of his bill prohibiting gambling was 
I asked this morning to be permitted to include 


| and that short and temperate statement in the Recorp. 
Ol on was made by a Senator whom I regard as one of my 
dear friends, the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 


I should at this time state that no Senator here has a higher 
appreciation of that great Senator than have I. He has for 
over 18 years been an honored and distinguished Member of 
1 body and an eminent leader in the great Democratic Party, 
1 ich I have the honor to belong; and it is with much 
reluctance that I differ him, and with some diffidence 
t] 

I 


from 
t I seek to incorporate into the ConGcressIonaL Recorp the 
tter to which that Senator has objected. 
Moreover, certain Senators here appear to harbor an impres- 
sion that I do not have a punctilious regard for the rules of 
Senate. Senators, that is a mistaken impression. It is 
. that, like most other Senators, when I first came here I 
Joubted the advisability of many of the rules; but I am now 
repared to say that I believe the rules of this body, taken 
sa whole and excluding some obvious inconsistencies in them, 
are a wise and efficacious collection of rules for the govern- 
ment of any parliamentary body of this character, and there is 
no Senator more desirous of observing the rules of the Senate 
and courtesies of life than am I, for when you break down one 
Tule—one barrier—another will be broken down and then an- 
other, Try as we may, Mr. President, we can not escape these 
courtesies, these little amenities, which add beauty, zest, and 
grace to life, and when we violate and break down one rule, 
Soon we will break down another. That is the reason I am so 
anxious to proceed only in order. 





(a 























> In ( e ol s i 
tl ice of ind ‘ r of part pro 
proj ! ma t; and no 
pM 5 i r the fj 
nee 
‘ 8] { ) 
‘ I YT ’ t 
no i a Ol { 
tiona »f ty I 
or | i ny kind cor y al ! 
gift en 3 = any Kina l I . l in 
wiio! I t . ii { 1) 
drawn t f s } t git 
scheme, I 1 li ins part « of ' 
‘ in I é t ks, be 3 no , 
34 ‘ { ea i 
pr < i ! ‘ i i 
upon any k ex n on I n il 8 i d 
posited in or cal i by t i s of t Un is e t ‘ ed 
Db postin or ler V S is ’ iy aey { 
t ! i i iuse t he 
to be co “‘ d i y | violation of ft 
ectio rs V i { ‘ i 
thing herein f iden t mail al l 
e than $1,000, or imprisoned it more t two 8, OF . 
al subsequent offense shall be imprisoned not no e than 
rs A y person Vioial r al I Visio it Ss 
1d punished either In the district in which the u vful 
slieation w ! led or t vhich it was carried by mail f d v 
’ ording to the direction thereon, or in which it we ca | ) 
delivered by mail to the person to whom it was addressed 
Sec. 2. The foregoing ion, In so far as it expi ly f 
stock exchanges and the business there carried on, shall ot to 
iny stock excl which is organized under the laws of th 
here its princi pla of business is located: Provided, That 
k exchange is organized with a charter and by-laws which « 
with all of the provisi ; of this act: And provided, That 
exchange and its members comply with all of the provisions of tl 
act and further comply with the provisions of the charter and by-la 
required by thi t 
Sec. 3. The charter or the by-laws of such stock exchan hall 
vide that the members thereof and all persons doing any i 
the exchang , or the off ; of such stock exchange, or bo vall | p 
a full, accurate, and complete record t j ipon ft 
exchange; that the same shall be kept in proper books of nt; that 
the Postmaster General of the United States shall hav rity and 
power to direct the manner in which such books, record ls its 
shall be kept; and that all the books, records, and a s of such 
exchange and of every member thereof, and of every person who does 
any business upon the exchange, shall be at all times open to the 1 
spection of the Postmaster General and any and every post-office | 
spector specially designated for the purpose by the Postmaster Ger " 
not, however, exceedir at any one time three in nun in a one 
city or town Said charter or by-laws shall further provide that any 
member or other person doing business upon the exchange who shall 
refuse or neglect to comply with the foregoing requirements, o1 
shall willfully destroy any such records or any paper d led | 
Postmaster General, or by such inspector specially designat i " 
said, shall be expelled from the exchange. 
Sec. 4. The by-laws of such exchange shall further provid 
pS That no ore excepting a member, or, as the by-la r de, 
a designated agent or designated employee of a met al 
lowed to do or conduct any business upon the ex 
(b) That no member or other person upon the exchan hall directly 


or indirectly sell or offer for sale or pretend to sell any property or 


security and at the same time either directly or indirectly purchase or 

pretend to purchase the same property or security at the same price 
(c) That no member or other person doing business upon the 

change shall accept or execute or attempt to execute an order from a 
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| 
customer or other person for the purchase or sale of any security, know | exchange and all members thereof who have not resigned and 
ing or having reason to believe that he or any other men or person | drawn therefrom shall, at the expiration of said 10 days, « 
authorized to do business on the exchange has, either directly or indi- | have the privilege of using the mails. 
rectly, from the same customer, an ord to purchase the curity which | Sec. 14. This act shall take effect at the expiration of six 
he is ordered to sell, or to sell the security which he is ordered to pur- | from the date or its passage 
chase | . 
(ad) That no member or other person authorized to do business upon | Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I shall now read thy 
the exchange shall sell, or attempt to sell, or Pp etend to sell, or pre- | lowing: 
tend that he has solid any security, nor buy, or attempt to buy, or pre- | mE : 
: y, y, | | ri 1 j:AMBLING ZER 
tend to buy, or pretend that he has bought any security, with the pur a FOCE GARBLISG SILLS 
pose or intent of recording a quotation or price ; If this law be put upon the statute books by the incoming ¢ 
(e) That the word “ security as used herein shall include shares In | and President Wilson in 1913, this is what it will do by 1914 
corporation, joint-stock compar or sociation, bond coupons, Absolutely destroy stock gambling. 
cript, rights, choses in action, and any and all other evidences of debt Start the drop in the annual interest return to invested ca; 
or property and options for the purchase or sale thereof : Start the drop in the high cost of the American peo; 
(f) That the following transactions upon the exchange or between | without a corresponding drop in the wage of the American 1 
members of the exchange are ] ited, viz: Start an increase in the price of every honest, good <A 
1. Washed or fictitious sak : ; ‘ security. 
2 Margin sale; where there is no intent a tually to purchase or de | Start a drop in the price of every dishonest, bad, American 
liver the securitle If settlements are made without the completion | Pull the teeth, cnt the claws, and wither the fangs of th: 
of the purchase or sale of the urities and the actual delive thereof, | ‘trust. 
this shall be prima facie evidence that this clause has been viol ited. | Start the stock exchange toward the high position it should 
}. The taking or carrying of a speculative account, even though the | in the Nation’s business structure. 
securities are actually delivered, if the custome J an employee of a A study of this law will clearly show that no honest 1 
bank, trust company, or insurance company, unless such bank, trust | pe injured by its enactment 3 
company, ot ana eennes ee a ee ee eee | In its drafting I have had the best legal talent in the 
Sec. 5. No member of such exchange shall be by such exchange OF | guthors have bedrock plumbed their knowledge and their ex; 
its officers hindered or prevented from trading freely in or on any other | 4.19); my order. which was “ to spare no time, money, or e4 
exchange which has been organized and is conducted in accordance aoe Raa tet ae i in ean 
; : oa ; ; ‘reation of a law to which honest ma rx wom: ‘ould o!] 
with this act, and which has the right to use the mails hereunder, nor | nw aler -dieebeaaeiee tne — nan or woman could « 
shall any such exchange forbid any member from executing orders be- | Ge ee : . ‘ J : 
an; ee ’ . ee Des ve ee oe Sacrifice nothing to the radical or the sensational. not 
hn —— Orders Ate Feneived Elem GO GENE SE Gay Claer eee Ce | interest of any individual or class Confine its prohbibitior 
eles > ; ; ‘ 
a - ¢ ? F al te bea ae ae ads au | evils which are not only recognized by all, but which 
Src, 6. No such exchange shall require that any certificates of stock, | orchange itself emphatically prohibits but neve r preven s. <A 
bonds, evidence of property, or other security dealt in on such exchange | »~ ske it so simple that all can understand es P 
4) ee : See 7 ca ne | Make so simple that : ‘ iderstand. 
hall be printed, lithographed, or engraved, by or at the place of | This law fills the bill plus, and once on the statute 
business of any designated firm, person, or corporation; but such rove aia system's gallov It = ia satailies, ectdae: Gi sateinel ; 
exchange may require that all such certificates of stock, bonds, or | P il aaa ie 3 nati Tnthnmetinn st ans iL uy way in which ti 
: ; , ie S Ct } ) ut a . 
evidence of property or other security shall be printed or lithographed | ‘ 'T led d a eo law haine™ dicate 
r no} » ‘ ‘ording ‘ , whic . ets ar P « ele vy $ 2011 CC Lov q Ss aw é Bs 
or engraved, oe to any designated standard of workmauship, That no stock exchange can exist without-the use of the 1 
yuatity or excetience | aan Bt = a oe Xis bt. } 
‘ = rm 1 , ° f ( § ¢ 4 thé .c i e ve is > 
Sec. 7. The charter or the by-laws of such exchange shall further pro- | ee ~: fm pe Rog ces oe ys ag alle gett a re - 
vide that any member or person authorized to do business upon the in this aw ve = ii — eee 
exchange who shall violate any of the provisions of the by-laws ri Be Ie. . . : — . 
. . ' . ® 9 r ‘ he eons wt £ ‘ € "Ss se yr his law “ 
: he th ‘ ‘ane » nrovtis 2 thie act aheil he er. rhat the « titution and by-law t forth in this law a 
‘ d by this act, or any of th I ‘ovi ions of thi act, shall be ©X- | i¢ the stock exchange and its members live up to them mar 
petled from the exchange. The by-laws of such exchange may provide | resent evils which have brought high-cost living will becon 
for a method of hearing and determining whether such member or per l TY if t] ey are r rt liv du ) ‘to, tl V stmast Gen | 
} j } ‘ { { > ( ve ( e aster oy 
son authorized to do business upon such exchange has violated any | watt rain tl . eat as in 10 doen rill - nae eae ae oo ne 
section or clause of this act or of the charter or by-laws of the ex- | RO* , See ae _ ge Regt Bh Reta 
hanee shall further provide ; . > owtnlis f; os from the mails—-and that every member of the exchange w 
change, and shall further provide that _ member expel! d yt uch meantime does not resign and cease doing business on the ¢ 
cause can not be reinstated for at least five years from the date of | be hated from the mails. wort ee 
such expulsion | be bar € Fe n the malts. ; ‘ 
’ : : g st Offic orks to-day, the Postmaster Gener: 
_ SEC Whenever it shall appear to the Postmaster General, or any at ares Oe - —s were a eoen’ eS a ete ey to pes 
renHpecto i ’ . x e octmaster ‘onor ‘ en, qe i ye | DD ’ 1O Pp} 0 ) f 
cl Lu 2 of tl A . a tee ee es ead ns ied. for i “this | thing; but only because Congress under its authority confe1 
eo Mi ccc ynedl pee Mie a OF eS oe ee ~,. | Constitution has not provided any. In this law Congress | 
act has been violated, he or some agent or employee of the Post Office : DI sl to the court ¢ i 
anartm sles ; ‘tinge call » SF > te . at ior > « an appes ( ourt. 
D partment shall in writing call the same to the attention of some | “Wie rire the exchange and its members are not subject to t! 
officer of the exchange wherein such alleged violation occurred rhere- the Postmaster General or to any other official of tl P 
9 nless it apnears tr he eaticfactio f . n< 2 . 4 a | € ostinaster 7enere Oo ») aNnY otne!l LLC 1; tne ‘ 
or aes ra nt as he may designate that the atl i ange tas prompts | Department. If, when they receive the Postmaster General's 
and properly heard and determined the said alleged violation and has will oo + agra ae Saican toate — a the 
expellec the ‘person W ho has so violated this act or the chart r or | eg : “~ ol ee - ieenice con the f, oy y Soag # 
by-laws of said exchange, then the Postmaster General shall in writing | <P" the eed will he. tried in open ome — 
notify said exchange that at the expiration of 10 days from the receipt | CF the : ar jp . 4 
of such notice such exchange and its members shall cease to have the | = oo me ant ac — ean 9) 
rivilege of using the mails. | 1c ve ution & « CREST es ane ; ea o ws ; 
Sec. 9. TI Postmaster General of the United States shall have | the use of the mails on the ground of public policy. 
authority and pov er to direct the manner in which the books “records All the courts have said that Congress, not the courts, has t 
3 a ve o - . : ~ ewes —. "hs a agains lie lev. ¢ ‘ . Yn; » 
and accounts of stock exchanges and of the members thereof using the cote Mgnak Path yr a oe a = one 
j hal a > ‘on ma ¢s cue ica | ex ra ag } ar i 8 age Ss ic pole ( . ar <S er power Ca int 
ean , ° — for ie Soalana Fg trance +m tn it one maa All the courts have decreed that the use of the mails is tli 
tin e, hall have authority and power to inspect and m ike copies of the | no citizen, that it is merely the privilege of any citizen, an 
books, records, and accounts, or any ‘part thereet of any such exchange | citizen whose use of the mails Congress has decided is aga 
and of any member thereof. gee ie j : pa he ZR policy will be allowed to exercise this privilege. 
Sec. 10. A copy of such book, record, or account, or any part When Congress passes this law it will have said in effect 
‘ . i ) ! ) ‘ . int, I 7 ‘ tintin ; aoe > ne “xchange USsiness as t 
thereof, made pursuant to section 9 hereof shall constitute competent | against public policy for the stock exchange to do busin i 
evidence of the contents of any such book, record, or account, or part | eXchange has been doing it. 


thereof, in any proceeding instituted 


by or before the Postmaster 
General; and in any proceeding, 


civil or criminal, under this act, when 


such stock exchange or member thereof fails to produce said books, | 
records, or accounts upon due notice, or where said books, records, or 


accounts have been lost or destroyed. 

Sec. 11. The completion of a purchase or sale of any security or pre- 
tended purchase or sale of any security, when said purchase or pre- 
tended purchase or said sale or pretended sale is not accompanied by 
an actual delivery of the said security shall constitute prima facie 
evidence that there was no actual intent to deliver the said security, 
and that the purchase or sale was fictitious. 

Sec, 12. No person shall be excused from attending and testifying 
producing any books, papers, or other documents before the Post- 
master General or any post-office inspector or before any court, magis- 


or 


trate, or grand jury upon any investigation, proceeding, or trial for a 
violation of any of the provisions of this act upon the ground or for 
the reason that the testimony or evidence, documentary or otherwise, 


required of him may tend to convict him of a crime or to subject him 
to a penalty or forfeiture; but no person shall be prosecuted or sub 
Jected to any penalty or forfeiture for or om account of any transac- 
tion, matter or thing concerning which he may so testify or produce 
evidence, documentary or otherwise, and no testimony so given or pro- 
duced shall be received against him upon any criminal investigation or 
proceeding. 

Sec. 13. Any such exchange or officer or member thereof shall have 
the right by bill of equity filed in the United States district court in 
the district in which such exchange is located to apply for an injunc- 
tion to enjoin the Vostmaster General and any and every postmaster 
and agent and employee of the Vost Office Department from interfer- 
ing with the use of the mail by such stock exchange and its members. 
Said court is hereby given authority and pve to issue a restraining 
order or injunction, as it may deem just, if it shall appear to the court 
that this act has not been violated and that the charter and by-laws 
of said exchange provided for in this act have not been violated. 


Unless such injunction or restraining order shall have been issued such 


And Congress protects the stock exchange and all its mer 
ing: “If you are unjustly accused of breaking your pledge n 
you have but to go to the nearest court and get redress.” 

The final boiling down of this law is: That once this law 

| statute books, no member of the big exchanges will take any 
losing his business and incurring the disgrace of being pounc 
the Post Office Department, and consequently stock gambling 
killed. 

This law, once it is on the statute books, will be the last w 
stock gambling, just as the Louisiana lottery law was the last 
| lotteries, for it will read: 

Congress has decided that it is against public policy 
exchange to cheat. Therefore, bar every cheating stock 
its members from the mails. 
| Mr. President, what I have just read IT have not wi 
prepared. It is simply the clipping and excerpt which 1 | 
to get into the Recorp this morning. Every word of \ 
have read was written by Mr. Lawson. Therefore, havins 
| complished my purpose and having included into the I: 
| that excerpt which I attempted this morning to put i! 
Recorp, I have done what seems to me to be my duty. 


for ar 
excuan 





EXECUTIVE 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I move that the Senate pr 
to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to 
consideration of exccutive business. After 36 minutes spent 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 


SESSION. 


| 53 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, A)! 


24, 1913, at 2 o’clock p. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. SWEARING IN OF MEMBER 


itive nominations received by the Senate April 21, 1973, Mr. KRENNEI of low ind Mr. G fr oAl 1 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. before the ber of the House and Ie ¢ th of offi 
‘William C. Logan, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the MESSAGE FROM TI 
° eye i 1a Nt: > - re ? il nce P Wil mn ik 
et of Astoria, in th State of Ores a, Bn piace of Willis ir. rhe SPEAKER. Last ‘1 ata aPr : 
(iregor, whose term of office expired by limitation June 15,} ;, and after 1 a ane 
~ '. erat atl id ess 1 ‘ c“t t ’ 1 


+1 ; 
mas C. Burke, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for) pama typ 


. 2 ; . l NDERWOOD oved to nad 1 ‘ { ( ? 
district of Portland, in the State of Oregon, in place of} ay anout th ssage and nov ese | \ 
» S. Maleolm, whose term of office expired by limitation there is nothing in it that d on a 
iy 9, 1911. The Clerk read as follow 
AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. To the S , i op 


Inmes I. Baity, of Missouri, to be Auditor for the War De-|) Oy Ayeust °1. 1919 . t. ae 





7 : , ; ; Lug 1 i 2 : i.e hy , § 
ent in place of Elton A, Gongwer, resigned. pointed by the Pr lent — lance wit] 
GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. eranted to 1 to Ve es] . rT \ i 
1 F. A. Strong, of Juneau, Alaska, to be governor of Alaska, Denison, Esa... an A = \ \ittorney Genet \\ Loe) 
Walter Kk. Clark, resigued. ir, kisq.. Colle or of ref } t New Yu 
SuRVEYOR GENERAL OF ALASKA, furter, Esq W OMCer Ol 
4 2 : Co tte io quire eo] 
Charles E. Davidson, of Fairbanks, Alaska, to be surveyor ' ! t I? 1 I | 
. aaa = . * : thi ! ( I i> i ( 
| of Alaska, vice William L. Distin, term expired. Ap 
e i 
PROMOTIONS IN TIIE NAVY. I transmit herewitl » report f this 
( t. George S. Willits, an additional number in grade, to be ans ; 
adniral in the Navy from the 26th day of Mareh, 1913. : ; "7 ' 
Capt. Walter Ff. Worthington, an additional number in grade, aoe VV EI BLOWS 
i rear admiral in the Navy from the 26th day of March, The SPEAKER | 
l ore t | l { ( on 
( t. William N. Little, an additional number in grade, to be | Ways and Means 
ivy admiral in the Navy from the 26th day of March, 1915. Wt 
B ! ( i Bi 
CONFIRMATIONS. d y from the f t! Ii 
° : — : | I i the eas ) j a S ' 
frve noni ali mpyirnuicd voy the Senate 1} 6 21, 1918. ( rres I vd - ) ia 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. SAUI IN I 
KE. Osborne to be Assistant Secretary of State. M GARRETT of Tenne ( \I Sy. I 
Ti I \SSI ANT SI rT tY OF STATE. | resol “ saa 
j i 7 I R I ("le \ 
P V li d nil e ft be rhird Assistant Sec retary ¢ il rh ‘ \ 
COUNSELOR FOR THE STATE DEPARTMENT I ) 
| assett Moore to be counselor for the Department of | “! t 
} \\ ’ } ] j 
, I ted t \ 1s 1 
A BASSADOR iif 1 4 t s | 
Hines Page to be ambassador extraordinary and pleni | . : 
iry to Great Britain. i | busit nd ‘ 
‘PH! treN : } >> Rep I \ a, ‘ 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, ( f the D e ; 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. Wherea 1 assault ' ! 
I Rept t t Li 
tar Morris Chubb to be second lieutenant. in sion | 
‘ tt 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAV‘ : i . ut a 
hard Grady to be a dental surgeon in the Navy. the part ; Ho f 
: J , Mot , 
PostTMASTERS. | ¢ - 40 
OLI0. | Resolred, 1 t a t ° j 
John C. Gorman, Ironton. | First, whethes as \ t by 1c. C. Gloy t 
, ; id Rh I \ s ! t 
PENNSYLVANIA, eine ant ean af ; sell 
William C., Kreider, Mauch Chunk. said C. €. Glover, to the end that th hts and t 
House of Representatives nd it Member i 
prot ad 
- oaliaoaie ‘ | For the purpose of ascertaining t fact herein 1 lt 
rom + PEPPT rr A ree Sc | 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | ported upon, the said committ have power to 
|} and papers, and to examine witness ipon oath i 
. ‘ ° > alate or ant e 
Monpay, April 21, 1913. hairman or any member t 
é Said com it e s uit tf ort n i t s 
The House met at 12 o'clock neon. Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee Mr. Speaker, | , 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- | every Member of this body is familiar in a ge \" with 
ng prayer: the episode which occurred on Friday last between a Membe 
© Thou great Iather-soul, above all, through all, in us all, | of this body and a citizen of the District of C 
we bless Thee for all the disclosures Thou hast made of Thy- | having been widely’ published in the local pay 
Selt in the works of Thy hands which environ us——the stars | papers, substantially, throughout the country. It thei 


which shine by night, the sun which fills the earth with glory | not seem necessary for me to enter now into any review of 

day by day, the change of seasons, the wonderful adaptation of episode, and it seems to me that all the facts that are « 

eins to ends everywhere apparent. But cbove oll do we thank | to action upon the part of this House are cout 

Thee for that strange, mysterious something which we call con- | resolution as it has been offered and read from the di i 
science—the still, small voice speaking through the soul words ; it presents a question of highest privilege, I take it 

of encouragement when we are in harmony with the laws which | which can scarcely be gainsaid I think I should , tis 
Thou hast ordained, chiding us when we strike a discordant | That this matter is not presented at the request of the Memb 
hote, Make more sensitive our spiritual ears, that we may | who is alleged to have been assailed, nor is it presented by 1 
Hear more clearly Thy voice, and give us the courage to obey. | simply because of the fact that I happen to be from the samy 
In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. | State as the Member who is alleged to have been assailed, bu 
Che Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, April 17, 1913, | it is presented as a matter of House privilege, in the belief 


was read and approved. ; that this House owes it to itself to protect its own rights and 
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thing 


Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yi 
GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield. 

COOPER. I understand it to be admitted that 
no reason why, because of the physical condition of the gentle- 
man from 'Tennessee [Mr. Sims], alleged to have been assailed 
himself could not have brough 
He bh 


tion of tl 
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Mr 
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this to the attention of the 


liouse, 
att ie House. 
Mr. GARRETT 
Mr. COOPER. 
the House of 


order an invest 


Is that true? 

of Tennessee. Why, of course, that is true. 
Does the gentleman know of any case where 
Representatives heretofore has ever seen fit to 
gation of this kind upon mere newspaper report, 
when in the same newspapers the Member of the House alleged 
to have been assaulted is reported as saying that he does not 
wish to do anything further about the matter? There is 
nothing before the House of an official character. There 
nothing—no complaint—to show here that an assault was com- 
mitted. It is putting the House of Representatives, is it not, 
in the attitude of proceeding upon mere newspaper report? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the resolution 
which I am presenting is based upon newspaper report and cur- 
rent rumor otherwise circulating 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. One moment. But upon my 
responsibility as a Member, and believing it to be a question 


| which 


| with 


essee | 


% 
1, 


Y—HOUSE. APRIL 


) 
~ 


1 
i 


il feeling that might be enter 
see [Mr. Sims], being a matter 
the House and all its Membe: 
ing it before the Hi 
ian permit an interruy 
Certainly. 
nm is not related to the 
m ‘Tennessee [Mr. Garreri 
hnnessee Exes pt in so far as | 
based entirely upon what the ge 
iely, mere newspaper re} 
i rumor is based upon 
paper 
Mr 


report. 

GARRETI 
COOPER. 
interruption furthe 


eg 


of Tennes 
Now, 


see. Mr. Speaker—— 
Speaker, will the gentiema: 
Does not the gentleman knoy 
rumors are wholly unreliabl 
ve | 1 contra ted repeatedly as absolute 
n this file ight we to proceed at this ti: 
rumor when the gentleman who 
lted is ab physically, to bring 


mere newspaper 


uy or? O 
newspaper is a 
been assau le, ing the m 
ion of the House? 
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it comes to final action upon this proposition, will not | 
ceeding upon mere newspaper reports. It will be pr 
upon a solemn report made by a committee appointed ui 
terms of this resolution, if it shall pass; and so far 
suggestion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is concer: 
it ought not to be brought to the attention of the House | 
Member of the House unless it be the Member who wus } 
d, I submit at that is overloo! the rights 
Memb the House, and is making what it 
desired to make this case—a personal matier with the } 
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make this complaint. If it were true that he had | 
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direct statement upon information and belief. Th 
reason whatever why the gentleman from Tennessee [M1 
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upon which the gentleman [Mr. Garrett] relies it°is r 
his colleague [Mr. Sims] said that he did not wish to 
the matter. Therefore why should the House, 
newspaper report, go into a proceeding of this kind? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Speaker, the 


| man from Wisconsin seems to be making up his mi 


strength of a newspaper report that the gentlem 
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knows | 
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matter. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield five minutes t 
gentleman from Lilinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question, I 
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| so far as the fact is concerned, that the statement made 


s been, and is, physically able to bring it to the | 


is | 
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resolution as to an assault upon a Member of the House 
titled to an investigation. The resolution which has been 
sented was submitted to me, along with other Members 0! 
House, before it w presented. I stated to the gentlem: 
charge of the matter that I could see no objection to the pa 
of the resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
man permit one interruption? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. TI want to call the gentlem 
attention to the fact that since the resolution was submitted 
him there have been added in the first paragraph, after 
words “‘ transacting official business,” as the gentleman will 
down there, the words “and while in atiendance upon the ¢ 
gress as such Representative” I did not have an opportu! 
to submit that to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman was under no obliga' 
to me, of course, in the matter. 

There is one matter in the resolution, however, which, up 
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further examination, I desire to call to the attention of the 
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The resolution recites that Mr. SimMs was assaulted by 
Glover: thet the ussault is alleged to have been made be 
of words spoken In the House in debate: and then it re 
beat 
is snid a rult. if made onstitu I e] the l 
tlou and of its Member 
n the resolution provides for the appointment of com 
-to ascertain the facts and, if the facts are as alleged, to 
rt a course of procedure 
I am quite in accord with the resolution, with the understend 
1 however, that I am not prepared at this time to express a 
‘ ite epinion as to whether an assault unen a Member of the 
House outside of the House constitutes breach of the privi 
3 of the House. That may be a question which ought to be 


mined into by the committee when appointed, and IT think 
| be examined into by the committee when appointed: and I 
t the committee when appointed will not assume that 
esolution adopted by the House carries with it a determina 
by the House that the House this 
it further examination into the precedents and into the 
itutional privileges of the House. 

present feeling is that I would like to see it clearly estab 
d that an assault upon a Meinber of the House for his offi- 
constitutes a breach of the privileges of the 
[am not prepared yet to say whether nnder the precedents, 
and the Constitution that be the case. 
ommittee, if appointed, will make examination into the ques- 
whether an assault upon a Member of the 

side of the House, either for words spoken in this Congress 

t prior Congress, or for other official business, constitutes an 
ssiult upon the privileges of the House and its Members, and 
t it will make a report upon which the House ec: 
itly. 

I do not believe this is a matter that is per the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. If the privileges of the 
House have been invaded, it is the duty of the House to protect 

If and its Members if it has the constitutional right to do so. 
If under the law the privileges of the House have not been 

wed, there is nothing more that we can do except to 
termine. 
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Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield two minutes to the gen- 

utn from Kentucky | Mr. Suer.ey}. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am in entire accord with 
wl the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has just said, 
nd I should not speak at all but for the fact that I desire to 


ild just one suggestion. 

If this resolution shall carry, I hope that the committee to be 

pointed will consider not simply the quest whether 
ower of the House goes to the extent of authorizing action on 

1 punishment for an assault upon a Member for words spoken 
in the House or for actions as a Member, but whether it may 
not also be very much wider than that, and rest upon the right 
of the House to protect itself and its membership by punishing 

ssault without regard to whether the assault be related to 

y official act of a Member or words spoken by him in his offi 
‘ capacity, and I join with the gentleman from Illinois in 
» hope that the committee may make such a report as will 
e to the House a clear view of its powers in matters of this 
kind, that it may know and the public may know the re 
bilities that rest upon us and upon the public touching member- 
ship in the National House of Representatives. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
Tennessee yield two or three minutes to me? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield three minutes to the 

rentleman from Kansas. 
CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of the very 
gravest importance, not only to the House of Representatives 
but to the citizens of the country. The assumption of the au- 
thority on the part of the House to punish a citizen for an 
assault on a Member out of the presence of the House is an 
assumption of doubtful authority. 

Since the publication of the matters referred to in this reso- 
lution, I have taken occasion to go through the precedents and 
decisions. No doubt the committee appointed will go into the 
question of the authority of the House to punish, as for a con- 
tempt of the whole House, an assault upon one of its Members 
outside of the presence of the House. 

Che resolution takes the most dignified form that the House 
could possibly take at this time in connection with the matter 
in question. 

Under the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Kil- 
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sponsi- 
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mitted in this case. 








House. | 
I hope that the | 


House | 


from 


bourn v, Thompson (103 U. 8., 168) the House has no authority 
to punish a citizen for the assault alleged to have been com- 


Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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SPEAKER Dees the ae in from fk 5 to 
the gentleman from Georgin ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do. 

Mr. HARDWICK In the case h you. le powell 
of the House was denied solely | xT e th \\ é ing 
to prosecute an inquiry thet the ! lw md 
its jurisdiction, was it not? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. © No. 

Mr. HARDWICK, 1 think he we i 1 is 
the case, 

Mr. CAMVBELL. ‘The whole question th e 
House to punish for contempt was e into | Mr. J e 
Miller in that ease The report in Hinds’ Dre le i i 
synopsis and not the full report of the case 

Mr. HARDWICK. But the de ion rested on just what I 
have stated. did it not? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No: and the court went into © quest i 
of the right of Congress to punish for contempt and d led 
that it has no such right, and the court also went so f; in the 
Kilbourn case ss to review and disagree with and r e the 
| rule in the case of Anderson against Dunn, in which the 1 t 
was sustained. I hope there will be a full discussion his 
question when the proposed committee reports. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have self 
some very well-defined ideas about the legal powers of the 
Ilouse in matters of this kind, but I do not care to express 
them now. In fact, it has seemed to me that in view of the 
| form in which the resolution is drawn it is not proper to ex 
| press those ideas at this particular time. The question of 
power will arise in due time. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
| question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the previous question wa 
ordered. 
| The SPEAKER, The question now is on agreeing to the 
| resolution. 
| The resolution was agreed to. 
| The SPEAKER appointed the following committee: Mr. Davis 
of West Virginia, Mr. Rucker, Mr. Crise, Mr. Proury, and Mr 
| NELSON. 

i; The SPEAKER, being informed that Mr. Rucker was out of 
the city and would not re turn for a week, substituted the name 
|of Mr. Covineton for that of Mr. Rucker 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
| States, was communicated to the H » of Represet ives by 
| Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 

THE OPIUM EVIL (FH. DOC. No. 33) 

| The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
| from the President of the United States, which was read, or 
| dered printed, and, with accompanying papers, referred to th 
| Committee on Appropriations: 

| To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

| In transmitting the accompanying report from the Secretary 
| of State I most strongly urge not only the immediate appropr 

| tion of the sum of $20,000 which is asked, the abso! ity 
| for which is so apparent, but also the enactment of the requisite 


antidrug legislation to which this Goy 
nationally. 


ernment is pledged inte 


It is a source of gratification to me personally, d it w 

|always be, I am confident, a subject of gratification 

| Nation, that this Government, realizing the extent of the opium 
| and allied evils, should have initiated the world-wide i ent 
| toward their abolition. At this vital period of the movement to 
fail to take the few final steps necessary definitively and success 
| fully to conclude the work would be unthinkable, and I there 
| fore trust that there may be no delay in the enactment of the 
| desired legislation, and the consequent mitigation if not sup 


pression of the vice which has caused such world-wide misery 
and degradation. 
WooprRow 


WILSON. 


21, 1913. 


— 


THe WHITE HowsF, April 
The PRESIDENT: 

Since the early days of our relations with China and other 
oriental countries it has been a constant policy of this Govern- 
ment to aid such countries in their efforts to prevent the de- 


velopment of an opium evil within their borders, or to assist 
them toward the eradication of such an evil where it already 
existed. In conformity with this established policy, and as 


early as 1833, in the various treaties negotiated with China. 
Japan, and Siam, American citizens were absolutely forbidden 
either directly or indirectly to engage in the opium trade, or 
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Governinent learned that 
efforts ‘rush out the opium 
initiated an international 
behalf of the Chinese effort 
having territorial 
coucerned therefore in 
controversies arising f 
The internatic 
ment was not only 
had its enrliest contact 
an citizens to engzge in the 
und nee ssury to protect the popul ition of the 
the effects of that traffic. In further- 
iment September, 1906, entered 
the Governments of Great Britain, 
Netherlands, and China to ascer- 
tain if the time had not arrived for the interested Governments 
to determine if the entire Far Eastern opium traffic could not 
be brought to an end. The above-mentioned Governments 
willingly offered to cooperate with the United States, and agreed 
to a joint of the question. Thereupon six other 
nations, Russia, Austria-Hungary, Italy, Portugal, 
Persiu, and Siam, particularly interested in the Orient, were 
also invited to join in the investigation, and in February, 1909, 
there met at Shanghai, China, the International Opium Commis- 
That commission thoroughly examined the opium question 
arings, and arrived at nine unanimous conclusions 
which, in substance, condemned the evils associated with the 
production and of opium and morphine, and 
recommendations as to the measures to be taken to bring such 
abuses to an end. 

But the International Opium Commission was not empowered 
to negotiate a convention binding the participating It 
was a for the purpose of study, consideration, and 
recommendation. To obtain a more positive result, a further 
step was nece eee international convention to be agreed 
upon in conference by delegates of the interested Governments, 
such a ec n to provide not only international rules under 
which opinm should be produced and the traffic therein con- 
ducted, but also the general rules by which opium should be 
confined to strictly medicinal purposes in the territories of the 
different countries. Accordingly, in the autumn of 1909, this 
Governinent issued a proposal to those Governments which had 
been represented in the international commission that there 
should be a conference composed of delegates with full powers 
to meet at The Hague or elsewhere to conventionalize the con- 
clusions arrived at by the International Opium Commission 
and the essential corollaries derived therefrom. The proposal 
contained a tentative program which proved to be generally 
acceptable. 

rhe Netherlands Government very promptly and courteously 
requested that the conference meet at The Hague, and on 
December 1, 1911, en invitation of the Queen of the Netherlands, 
a conference of the powers represented in the Shanghai com- 
mission assembled there, and the delegates thereto were author- 
ized by their Governments to formulate and sign an interna- 
tional convention. In the correspondence between the United 
States and the several Governments which led to the assembling 
of the conference the necessity for the consideration not only 
of the opium evil, but also of the morphine, cocaine, and Indian 
hemp drug evil was developed, and {t was agreed by the inter- 
ested Governments that those questions were to be included 
in the program of work, and by convention were to be placed 
under the same limitations as opium, 

On the 28d of January, 1912, the delegates to The Hague 
conference signed a convention composed of strict stipulations 
as to the production and the International and national traffic 
in opium, morphine, and cocaine, and—an important point—it 
confirmed to China all that had been agreed upon between that 
country and Great Britain by virtue of their agreement of 
8.1911. (See S. Doc. No. 7383, 62d Cong., 2d sess.) 

That the questions dealt with by the Shanghai commission 
were not only humanitarian and moral, but also questions of 
great economie importance, had been partly realized and was 
steadily developed during the sittings of The Hague conference. 
Since it was found that they affected not only the revenue and 
economic interests of the 12 powers with oriental relations 
whose representatives had assembled at The Hague, but also 
the major part of the other nations of the world, the conference 
canie to the conclusion that to make its convention effective it 
was hecessary to secure adherence thereto by the other nations 
of the werld. ‘Therefore the convention was so drafted that it 
was not to become effective until 34 other nations named in 
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the two Governments had sec 
been assured of the signatures, of all of 
cept while but three of 

ined to sign. Since a few of 
not been subscribed to the « 
vention, a second and final conference has now becon 
sary, and the Queen of the Netherlands has therefcre iny 
all the signatory Governments to send delegates with full p 

to The Hague in June next to agree upon the deposit of 1 
fications of the convention which it is to be hoped will «dk 
tively bring to an end the deplorable and rnin abue 
nected with the production and traflic in opium, morphine, a 
cocaine. 

This, Mr. President, a movement which I have closely 
lowed for the past six years. I have examined all the es 
tial facts and documents relating thereto, and have 
gratified to review the growth of this humanitarian, m 
and economie movement from a consultation between this G 
ernment and five or six of the great powers of the world 
one which now embraces the cooperation and has the sancti 
of almost the entire group of civilized States, and this in spite of 
the fact that it means past and future financial losses to t! 
powers concerned of over $50,000,000 aggregate annual reve 
The entire movement illustrates a principle abroad in 
stamped with the approval of the workl to-day, namely, tl 
the peoples are now agreed that an evil such as the opium evil is 
never wholly national in its incidence, can never be suppressed 
by two nations alone, as was supposed to be the case with the 
Far Eastern opium traffic, but that such an evil as it appears 
one State is a concomitant or reflex of a similar evil in other 
States, and therefore is international in its moral, hun 
tarian, economic, and diplomatie effect; further that few « 
ean be eradicated by national action alone, and therefore th 
there must be cooperation of all the States directly or indi- 
rectly interested before such an evil is mitigated or suppressed. 
This movement, in which the United States has taken so large 
a part, was thought at first to concern only those countries of 
the Far East or those western nations having territorial posses 
sions in the Far Bast—five or six in number. But it has | 
ceeded by way of a sober international commission of inqui 
composed of commissioners representing 13 nations, and by 
conference composed of delegates with full powers representing 
12 of these nations. Those delegates having formulated and 
signed on behalf of their Governments a convention containing 
strict pledges for national legislation and international coo; 
tion, it was presented to the remaining States of Europe 
America—34 in number—for their signature, and so far « 

3 of the 34 have hesitated. 

I have seen in the Orient and elsewhere the havoc wrouz! 
the abuse of opium, and I feel a pride that our Governme: 
been in the forefront of a progressive movement which by 
cooperation of the other nations of the world has been carried 
to the point where but a final step is necessary effectually to 
put an end to the misuse of drugs which while of inestim: 
benefit to humanity when properly used are such a curse when 
abused. 

That this international movement for the suppression of | 
opium traffic has been of incaleulable benefit to China and fh 
been one of the chief factors in her modern rehabilitation « 
not be denied, and there can be no doubt that the civilized wor! 1 
has rallied to the support of that country in her opium crusace, 
because of the fact that that crusade is not spasmodic and 4 
matter of authority, but genuine, and of and by the will of t 
Chinese people. 

The economic burden imposed upon China by the abuse of 
opium was well-nigh unbearable. It has been stated on lie 
highest authority that up to the time the opium reform move 
ment began the Chinese people expended over $150,000,000 4 
year on the consumption of foreign and native opium; that the 
value of the land given over to the production of native opiu! 
were it planted with wheat or other more useful crops, wou! 
yield to the Chinese people an annual return in the neighborhom 
of $100,000.000; that the average earning capacity of the mil 
lions who were addicted to the habit of opium smoking was Te- 
duced one quarter, resulting in an annual loss in productive 
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power of nearly $300,000,000, or a total annual loss to China of | 
about $550.000.000 In this calculation no account is taken of | 
the capital loss involved. 
it would be easy for me to paint out that the release of | 
China from her opium evil will redound to the credit of all 
nations concerned and leave a vast number of her people free | 
to spend their energies in the development of internal and | 
foreign commerce to an extent that our commercial] bodies have 
] realized, to the material benefit of China and of those 
} ons who have so loynily assisted her in her great internal 
movement for reform, and should soon enable the Chinese people 
to stand as economically free as any other people in the world. 
I regret, however, that there is one feature of the inter- 
national and national effort for the suppression of the opium 
evil that should be disquieting to the Government and people 
of the United States. It has been stated that a reflex effect of 
ihe initiation by the United States of the international move 
for the abatement of the opium evil took the form of im- 
nroved domestic legisiation in nearly all countries concerned, 
| of very drastic legislation in some. Yet, despite this, this 
Government since February, 1909—the time of the passage of 
{ Federal opium exclusion act—has taken no further defini 
t action for Federal contro! of the opium and allied trafli 
the United States. The passege of the opium exclusion act 
the first step which the Congress took to put our own 
i e in order. There were three bills introduced in the last 
( ress which aim to supplement and perfect that act. I 


i rstand they are to be introduced in the early days of th 





it session, and will be pressed to enactment, thus placing 
Government in a rightful position before the world; this 

thy to be desired. 
he necessity for our representation at the forthcoming con 
ference at The Hague is so apparent that I need not enlarge 
it, and I therefore have the honor to recommend that the 
( ress be asked immediately to appropriate the sum of 
$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable this 
Government to meet expenses incidental! to and in continuity of 


forts to stamp out the opium evil through the forthcoming | material and equipment 


nt for the 
pavements 


f nference at The Hague. and otherwise to make effective 

{ sults heretofore accomplished; this sum to be expended at 

t discretion of the Secretary of State and to continue avail- 
until! the object appropriated for is accomplished. 

the forthcoming conference will meet in the coming 

J . and the necessary and extensive preparations must be 
for it by this Government, it is very important that the 


~ ce 





opriation be made immediately available. 
spectfully submitted. 
W. J. BRYAN. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR CERTA/N EXPENSES OF FIRST SESSION OF SIXTY- 
THIRD CONGRESS. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
I and pass the bill H. R. 2978. 


‘rk will report the title of the bill. 





»> SPEAKER. The Ck 

» Clerk read as follows: 

R. 2973. Making appropriations for certain expenses incident to 
t tirst session of the Sixty-third Congress, and for other purposes. 


rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, namely: 
UNDER LEGISLATIVE 
appropriations far mileage of Senators, Members of the House of 
sentatives, and Delegat from the Territories, and expenses of 
ent Commissioners, made in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
ropriation aet for the fiscal year 1914, approved March 4, 1913, be, 
the same are hereby, made immediately available and authorized 
t be paid to Senators, Members of the House of Representatives, 
Uelegates from the Territories, and Resident Commissioners, for at- 
tendance on the first session of the Sixty-third Congress. 





aA 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Mr. FITZGERALD. 
For stationery for Members and Delegates and Resident Commis- | priation for mileage for the reg 
Soners, at $125 each, for the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, | 
£55,000. 


Vor the following employees during the first session of the Sixty-third 


Ue but not longer than until and including June 30, 1913, 






ror 46 pages, including 2 riding pages, 4 telephone pages, 1 press 

Fillery page, and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to the Hall of the 

, at $2.50 per day each; 3 telephone operators, at the rate of $75 

per month each ; in all, $10,535, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 


For the following In the Department of Labor, pursuant to the act 
of March 4, 1918, creating a Department of Labor, from March 4, 1913, 
or from the date of their appointment and qualification, respectively, 
until the end of the fiscal year 1914, namely : 

. rhe Secretary of Labor, at the rate of $12,000 per annum; Assistant 
pecretary of Labor, at the rate of $5,000 per annum; Solicitor of the 
Department of Justice for the Department of Labor, at the rate of 
99,000 per annum; chief clerk, at the rate of $3,000 per annum; dis- 
bursing clerk, at the rate of $3,000 per annum; private secretary to 
~ Secretary, at the rate of $2,600 per annum; confidential clerk to 
the Secretary, at the rate of $1,800 per annum; and private secretary 











of Labor, under the 


ing. and contingent or 


be transferred hereunder, 


by law, shall in t! 
not less than the ve 
{ » 
fc 
113. 
The Ser re T airy of Cor 
may be practica to 


of division, assistant 
messehygers, watcninien, 
in the divisions of hi: 


engaged upon the work 
offices of the Department of 


Department of Labor 


tion to the num of 


he all transfer appvroexin 
other ¢ I ees to said 


made for the compen 


be credited to and dish 
The Secretary of Lab 
lally ther 


nad r all general 


1915, 


and anni 


Sec. 2. That during 


Isthmian ¢ 





ihy services re C4 


i 
1 
the Panama Ratlroad 


Government, and other 


from hotel and hospit 
etc.; from labor, ma 


vessels and to ft! > UR 
and ervices elsewhere, 
which payments for the mat 


were ori ially made 


and as a reimburseme 


| waterworks, sewers, and 


} 


it ding interest on s 
| of the expenses rer 
ments incurred under 


} , 1} 
otuerwise herein disp 


laneous reé ipts; al 
and operation the net 
thorized shall annual 


States, as prov ded for 


in ion IX ¢ tl J 
‘I it until the clase 
plies, and equipment 
the construction of 
longer serviceable, it 1 
dire 
authorized by him. 





trict of Columbia for 


July 16, 1892 (27 Stat 
rented the area thereof 


| ernment uses, the rat 


assessed valuation of e: 
rental paid includes he 


» the Assistant Secretary, 
$42,300, or so much thereof 
All appropriations made 
March 4, 1913, of appropriations 
gether with all appropriati I 

appropriation act f the 
other divisions of whatever 
the Department of Commer 
under the act approved 
| ture in and by the Department of 

as though said branches of the pub 
in the laws making said 
dix 
Provided, That as to all 


expenditure to each of the same 
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he 


the 





and without advertis 
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1914 and bal 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


| be considered as ordered. 


| The SPEAKER. 


mous consent that a 


objection? 


There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. 


gentleman from Illinois are e 


| 
Sec. 3. Hereafter the 








Congress available for this session. 
sary to supply Menibers 
law; it provides for certain session employees in the 
It also provides for the situ: 
from the creation of a Department of Labor in the ce! 
of the last Congress. 
a bill was passed creating the Department of Lal 
department were transferred from the Department ot 
and Labor certain bureaus, but no provision w 
compensation of the new Secretary and his 
certain other employees, nor was there time 

ments for the transfer of the 
partment of Commeree and Labor 
Labor. A provision in this bill provides for compensation 
certain plaees created in the act, and imposes upon the Secretar; 
of Commerce the duty of transferring employees to the Depart 


pages for the House. 


In the cl 
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ment of Labor who properly should be there, and provides for Mr. SHERLEY. No. 
the transfer of appropriations in order that the appropriations Mr. COVINGTON. The net result would be it would hav 
nny be expended by the new department. be reappropriated, and it would show, as a matter of fact, 4 
The bill also contains a provision relative to the Panama | the same fund has been appropriated. 
anal. The paragraph was contained in the sundry civil bill as | Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH rose. 
if was prepared by the Committee on Appropriations at the last The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York 
St on of Congress. It was known as section 3, but due to some | to the gentleman from Michigan? 
misunderstanding arising in the closing hours of the session the| Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield first to the cen; 
provision was stricken from the bill on a point of order.| man from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], who desires 
Unless the provision makes available certain receipts in ac- | question. 
cordance with what has been done in the past, it will require; Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to clear up in my 
appropriations aggregating $1,000,000 in addition to those here- | mind a doubt about the accounting system of the House 
tofore made. We appropriate money for mileage and stationery in this } 
There is one other provision, which is of an administrative Mr. FITZGERALD. Not for mileage. We make avai 
character, which requires that in the statement of the buildings | for this session of Congress the appropriation already m 
rented in the District of Columbia for the use of the Govern- Mr. MURDOCK. The larger proportion of the committe: 
ment to be made each year there shall be inserted information | the House are not yet appointed, but each committee, 
which will indicate the area of the rented space, the price per | matter of fact, is working to some extent and has a 
square foot of floor space paid for the rented property, and the | When do we make the appropriation in the beginning of 
assessed value of the property. It is believed that this informa- | Congress for the pay of the clerks of the committees‘ 
tion, with the other information now required by the statute, Mr. FITZGERALD. That is carried in the legislative | 
will be of great value to Congress. Mr. MURDOCK. When is that available? 
Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. FITZGERALD. The legislative bill for the fiscal y. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 1913 carries the appropriation out of which they are being | 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to ask the gentleman | at the present time, and the legislative bill for the fiscal 
from New York, in reference to section 2 of the bill, whether he | 1914, passed at the last session, continues their payment 1 
knows how much money is now held by the Panama Railroad | the Ist of July next, the beginning of the fiscal year. 
Co. which it is proposed to turn into the Treasury? Mr. MURDOCK. Then, as the system operates, really | 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There is none held; but under the law | a committee is appointed there is a clerk to that committee 
at present certain receipts are utilized in the construction of Mr. FITZGERALD. Certain clerks are on the annus! 
the canal. Under the Panama Canal act, as soon as the com- | and they are paid regardless of whether the committee I. 
mission is abolished and a permanent organization effected, | nounced. They attend to bills and different matters that 
these receipts will no longer be available toward the construc- | into the committee. How much time have I remaining, 
tion, but certain receipts are utilized and the net profits turned | Speaker? 
in as miscellaneous receipts. The purpose of this provision is The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 
to continue available the same funds toward construction after Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I see in this bill that the 
the Panama Canal act is put into effect until the construction secretary to the Secretary of Labor receives a salary of 82.5 
work is completed. | +s I would like to inquire if this is the same salary receive: | 
Mr. FOSTER. So that there ig no money held now by the | other private secretaries to members of the Cabinet? 
Panama Railroad Commission which has not been turned into Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the same compensation 


the Treasury of the United States? ., | paid to private secretaries of all members of the Cabi: 
Mr. FITZGERALD. This does not affect the Panama Rail- 


road money at all. 


\ 


tO ask 





reserve the balance of my time. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rese! 


Mr. COVINGTON, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from | tno rest of his time 
New York yield for a moment? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman Mr. BITZGERALD. I 40. - M 
from? Illinois (Mr. Foster] that this provision simply eonctien Mr. MONDELL. I notice on page 5, lines 10 and il, sect 
into imme diate effect the scheme of legislation that was devised 2, the words “and other departments of the t nited erates & 
for the control of those same funds in the permanent govern- ernment " are used. 1 ansume this sectfon is intended to ref 
ment of the zone. In the last sundry civil appropriation bill it —* to the canal ane the Camel Zone, Was that th 
vent out on a point of order, and after careful examination and aad ae ; ‘ ‘ eo 
an understanding of its temporary character the Committee on Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the intention; yes. ve 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce became convinced that the Mr. MONDELL. It seems to me those words without 
Appropriations Committee was dealing properly and wisely with qualification might be held to apply to sums received for | 
the temporary situation. purposes through other departments of the Government. 

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that all the receipts from the Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true. For example, if a} 
commissary department and from the railroad company are vessel went to the Isthmus and the Panama Canal Commi 
now going into the construction fund of the Panama Canal, rendered eee and paid for them out of the _~ 
Is that right? tions made for the Canal Zone, it wishes the money given to 

Mr. COVINGTON. Oh. no. as a reimbursement to be available for the purpose of wol 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are certain supplies furnished by the Canal Zone. The same conditions should exist if the s 
the commission, and the proceeds of the sale of certain mate- | ies were rendered to any other department. 
rials are credited to the construction fund. The funds of the Mr. MONDELL. But only on the Canal Zone. 
Panama Railroad Co. are separate and distinct, and are held Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, yes; on the zone. It is re 
separate and distinct. bookkeeping matter. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is what I wanted to know. What be-| Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 11 
comes of this fund now held under this provision of the bill? Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. SUERLEY. Which fund? Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. FOSTER. The funds of the Panama Railroad Co. and | publish in the Recorp the opinion of the Supreme Court o! 
of the commissary department of the railroad company. United States in the case of Kilbourn against Thompson, t 

Mr. SHERLEY. The Panama Railroad Co. funds are not | ing the question of the power of the House to punish ! 
affected by this provision at all. All this provision contemplates | contempt. 
is that the moneys that are received by the canal commission The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks 0! 
for services performed, whether for the railroad company or | mous consent to have printed in the Recorp the Supreme ‘ 
otherwise, instead of being covered into the Treasury may be | decision in the case of Kilbourn against Thompson. 
used as a part of the construction fund to continue the work. Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 

Mr. FOSTER. Has the railroad company now any fund on | object, that is a véry long case, and in my opinion the House 
hand? should not print this case in the Recorp for the gentleman ! 

Mr. SHIERLEY. Oh, yes; the railroad company has a great | Kansas, who has already expressed an opinion upon the ques 
many funds, tions involved in anticipation of the report of the committcce 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Nearly $2,000,000. which has been appointed. 

Mr. FOSTER. What is it proposed to do with that fund? The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERLEY. This does not affect that at all. Mr. FITZGERALD. I shall object. 

Mr. FOSTER. It does not affect it in any way? The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no objection to printing it as 
ment, so it may be available for Members. 
Mr, CAMPBELL. I think it important that Members of the | 
transe should read this case. 
“ \te SHERLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that he print a 
‘orence to the case in his speech if he wants to, and every 
iv knows how to find a decision of the Supreme Court and 
y to read a law report. 
‘ir. CAMPBELL. Yes; but it is a little difficult to find a 


ieient number of the report. 

rhe SPEAKER. It is objected to, and that is the end of it. 

Mr. MANN. I now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
‘Mr. Lenroor]. 

rhe SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. MANN. As long as he desires. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to a 


sk unanimous con- 


sent to have printed as a document an article printed in the Ameri 
an Economic Review of last March, entitled “‘ The Tariff Board | 
and wool legislation,” by William S. Culberson, who was con 
nected with the Tariff Board. I will say this article makes an 

lvsis in a nonpartisan way of all the various tariffs relat- 

to the wool schedule that were introduced in the last Con- 
cress, and I am sure it will prove very valuable to every Mem- 
ber upon both sides of the House. 


fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
us consent to print as a document an article on the subject 
of wool by W. S. Culberson. 

r. SHERLEY. Would the gentleman object to having 
printed as a part of the document an article by Mr. Page, 


ar 
i 


f erly a member of the Tariff Board, on the woolen schedule, 
to be found in the North American Review for the current 
month? 

Mr. LENROOT. Not at all. 


(he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHeEr- 


| 


y] amends the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin | 
Mr. Lenroot] by asking that a certain article written by a 
Mr. Page, and printed in the current number of the North 
American Review, on the same subject, also be printed as a 

bliic document. Is there objection? 


fir. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
understand they are to be printed together in the same 
‘ument? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; as a document. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let the light go with the darkness. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
of these publications. About how many pages a 
Mr. SHERLEY. This particular one is about 10 or 15 pages 
the North American Review, I think. 
Mr. FINLEY. Now. as to the other 
Mr. LENROOT. About 20 pages of it. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
would like to ask the gentleman who made the request a 
estion. I have read one of the articles and appreciate its 


I 


a 


! 
nv 


now the extent 


ye +t ; ‘ 
re tnere? 


i 


I 


al 


4 

value; and I wanted to ask the gentleman that if unanimous 
isent is granted and this is printed as a document, how the 

Members receive it—through the folding room or document 


room? 

Mr. LENROOT. Through the document room, as the request 
ands, 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
bers? 


Mr. LENROOT. 


et 


How many are they entitled to as Mem- 


I think it is 2,500. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. They remain to the credit of the Mem- 
bers in the document room. 

Mr. MURDOCK. TI would like to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Frintey] how many are printed? 

Mr. FINLEY I think in the neighborhood of 1,500 or 2,000, | 


or something like that. I do not know the exact number. 

Mr. MANN. The usual number is 1,540, of which the House 
receives a little over 400 copies. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it not true that there can be a reprint if 
that number is not sufficient? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 


Cf 


right to ob- 


ject—— 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield any further. 
Mr. EDWARDS. I would like to ask— 
_the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
ovjects, 

Mr. MANN. I do not object to the request for printing. 

rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the unanimous-eonsent 
request? 

Mr. EDWARDS. 


' Reserving the richt to object, I would like 


Sk the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] how these 


documents zre to be distributed ? 
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Mr. LENROOT. The appl tion will be by the Meml to 
the document room, and they y et 
Mr. EDWARDS. They not to be distributed th rh t 
folding room ¢ 
Mii FINLEY. No. 
Ni cf IOPER., Did T underst 1 the ’ f } 
[Mr. MANN] to y that the House { ’ 
gentleman from W 1 [Mr. Lenroo 0 
Mir. MANN, I think a SS ft 
Mr. COOPER. That is not one apiece 
Mr. MANN. ‘The House has it in it power te x he 
d red. The a mber 1 d 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield this time « 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. Wits}. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanin sen 
in the Recorp certain letters from two distinguished Dem 
| erats—first, letters from Thomas Jefferson 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I object to printing in the Recorp any 
thing until we get rid of this bill 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [M ! 
GERALD] objects. 
Mr. WILLIS. He objects to the printing of the lette f 
Thomas Jefferson? . 
The SPLAKER. The gentleman from New York obie 
Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman from Ohio has time in h 
to state what he wanted. 
The SPEAKER. e gentleman from New York [Mr. I 
| GERALD] objects. It does not make any differ » what x 
reason is. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is somewhat r 
the gentleman on the other side of the aisle wl 
man of the Committee on Appropriations of the | 
the greatest committees in existence in any les ative ho n 
earth, a leading Democrat, should at the beginning of Ly 
eratie administration object to printing in the Krcorp ! 
written by Thomas Jefferson, the father putative of De ry 
[Applause on the Republican side.] But we drifted ) 
far away from any of the doctrines of the eariyv fathers th 
now the gentlemen are afraid to have printed 1 the generatic 
of to-day letters written by Thomas Jefferson th ul | 
written by William R. Hearst now. [Applause on the | 
lican side. ] 
Mr. BARTLETT. Will ti rentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the tleman from | Mr 
Mann] yield to the ge in from Georgia |Mr. B I 
Mr. MANN. For a question? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; but does not the e 
that it is Democratic sacrilege to ociate Tl fy n 
with William R, Hearst? [Applause on the De side. } 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I notice that ther 
plause on the Democratic side on that. But ther y 
few Members on that side of the aisle who are w “ to be 
known and have their names published as appl: . [A 
plause on the Republican le.) You gentlemen here 
not afraid now of Thomas Jefferson, because lhe dead 
[Laughter on the Republican side. } But yo B 
William R. Hearst, because he is alive. [Laug i 
plause on the Republican de. | 
No doubt, some day, the gentleman from New Yor! Mi 
GERALD], who objected the other day and to-day to 
to print Mr. Hearst's lett rill obtain a re 
Mr. Hearst. But it will not be a real re 
ia Clark-Bryan recon tion | Laugh l i 
i Republiean side. | 
And, Mr. Spea ke r. I may si Tha thi de of tl II | 
I believe the other side of the House, not only syn ey i 
the Speak in the co th has been goi ‘ e, the 
Speaker. has our profound respect ipplause on it b 
side]. and we are not afraid to say so, becau e al 
ing to influence e Secretary of State the s n of 
to fill jol {Applause on the Republican side 
Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
interruption? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 
the gentleman from South Caroli ? 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. RAGSDALE. Is it because the ge ‘ i 
hopeless job? | Laughter. |] 
Mr. MANN. No; it i ot | sO | | e 
job. We think we are not dese You t { 
hopeless job, but it is, just the sar \ hii 





the 


tepublican side. } 
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Mr. RAGSDALE. I will say to the gentleman that it is not 
hopeless 

Mr. MANN When the distinguished gentleman has been 

a little longer he will have learned how hopeless it is. 
ughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HARDY. Myr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to a 
que tion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

Mr. HARDY. Why does not the gentleman devote his atten- 
tion to harmonizing the Bull Moosers with his party instead of 
harping about Bryan? 

Mr. LAFFERTY. That is what the gentleman is doing. 

Mr. MANN. It would be useless to waste an answer upon 
the gentleman from Texas. He could not appreciate what has 
been said. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman will permit just one sugges 
tion, I object to that last part, because it puts me in the sume 
class with the gentleman himself, who could not appreciate my 
question. [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. MANN. ‘Then I object also, because I object to being 
put in the same class with the gentleman. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. | 

Mr. Speaker, what is the proposition before the House? To 
suspend the rules snd pass an appropriation bill. Why sus- 
pend the rules? The other day the gentleman from New York 


[Mr. Firzcuraup], before the bill was introduced, asked to have | 
it immediately considered, when no Member of the House had 


an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman himself said he had 
read it. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not say I 
had read it. I said I had received a copy of it ten or fifteen 
minutes before, but I did not have time to read it. The gentle- 
nin from New York may have read it before he introduced it 
jinughter on the Republican side], but he asked to have it 
passed without consideration, and now he asks to have it 


to recommit, so that at least some questions can then be brought 
before the House. 

What is there in this bill which the gentleman is afraid to 
have brought to the attention of the House? Is it the Panama 
Canal proposition? Is it the proposition to permit the President 
Or is it that proposition so dear to the hearts of many here—the 
subject of mileage? [Laughter.] For some years the distin- 
guished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] has been seeking 
an opportunity to bring before this House a square vote on the 
subject of mileage. 

Gentlemen on that side of the aisle have prevented that being 
done every time the question has been up in the last two years. 
Now the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] 
again finds himself in the situation where he must either vote 
against an appropriation for the maintenance of the Depart- 
ment of Labor or vote for a proposition for mileage which he 
considers unfair and unjust, with no opportunity to move to re- 
commit the bill with instructions as to mileage. That is a very 
smooth thing. I admire the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
lITZGERALD| because he is a fine legislator and one of the 
smoothest articles that ever graced the floor of the House of 
Representatives. [Applause and laughter.] ‘The gentleman 
from New York presents the proposition in such a way that he 
forecioses the right to amend, to recommit, to do anything with 
it except to vote for everything in the bill or vote against a 
proper appropriation for the maintenance of the Department of 
Labor. 

rhe new Members on the Democratic side will find themselves 
being led by a rope in their noses, compelled to walk forward, 
compelled to do what they are told, with no opportunity to 
amend. You can not amend the tariff bill, you can not amend 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, you can not amend the Indian 
appropriation bill, you can not amend this little bill now before 
us. All you can do is to do what you are told by your bosses 
on that side of the House. On the stump you have been elo- 
quent in declaiming against bossism and against Cannonism, but 
when you come here you lie down and let them walk over you, 
and you do exactly as they motion their fingers to you. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Hiow much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes remaining. 
ot MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

x]. 


| 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ¢ 
recognized for four minutes, 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I feel very grateful to my fri 
the other side of the aisle [Mr. MANN] for the few things } 
suid about me. 

I have tried in my way to get some amendment befor 
House on the mileage proposition. In doing that I si 
have in a measure brought down upon my shoulders a ; 
indignation. I imagine that time and again I have lx 
cused privately, if not publicly, of insincerity on this proposit 

Mr. BARTLETT. Did the gentleman ever have th 


ij) 


0 


| sistance of the gentleman from Illinois in that effort? 





Mr. COX. I never did. But I want to assure the Me 
of this House, if they need any assurance from me, that I | 
been sincere in this proposition. I am not quarreling 


| about the manner in which the bills have come before the 1 


heretofore, against which I have desired to offer my 
ment. I would like very much at some time to get a 
vote on this proposition. 

Mr. MURDOCK. A record vote. 

Mr. COX. A record vote, as suggested by the gent 


| from Kansas. If ever we get a direct record vote 


proposition, I can not believe the membership of this Hou 
refuse to reduce the mileage now paid to Members, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I can not yield. If the gentleman will g 
more time, I will yield. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield the gentleman one 
if he will allow me to make the statement that there 
record vote on this matter in the last Congress. 

Mr. COX. I was not here at that time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman was absent becai 
illness in his family. 

Mr. COX. That is true. 

Mr. FITZGERALD.. At that time there was a very sti 


| controversy and a record vote on it. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I know there was a record voie i 


| Congress, and I know on several occasions I have yot: 
passed under suspension of the rules, where there can be no | 


amendment offered to it. Why? In a few moments the House | 
will have brought before it a rule for the consideration of two | 
different appropriation bills, each of which will permit a motion | 


the gentleman from Indiana to reduce this mileage. 

Mr. COX. 1 am glad to hear the gentleman make 
nouncement. 

The Democratic Party—and I claim to be a member « 
have assailed the Republican Party on every stump, o: 


| occasion when the opportunity presented itself to us, 


have condemned you Republicans for extravagance. Th 
of the country have condemned you. The first session 


t | were in control here it can truthfully be said to our « 
to sell, without advertising, the equipment on the Canal Zone? | 


we made a record for economy. In the last session we 


| boast of our record for economy. But I do not believe a 


gress can make an efficient record for economy unless it 
fectly willing to begin at home. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expi: 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from New York yi 
two minutes? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will give the gentleman two | 


; more. 


Mr. COX. It is of no use to talk to me of discus 
the people from whom you hold your commissions t! 
necessary to have 20 cents a mile to carry us from our |! 
to the Capital and return again, because the people ! 
it is not true. We pay our ambassadors only 5 cents 
Why should we appropriate to ourselves 20 cents a m 
deny it to our ambassadors? 

A Memper. Perhaps we have 5-cent ambassadors. 

Mr. COX. It is suggested that we have 5-cent amboa 
I doubt that very much, because I believe that we bi 
ably represented at foreign courts. 

Now, I want to address myself particularly to the young 3 
bers of this House in this Congress, you who are fresh fr 
people. I saw you come into our caucus held last Mareh 
I saw you drive a coach and four through some of the old | 
that have been in vogue for 100 years, and I rejoiced to s 
do it. I remember that when I came here I was told to ¢ 
back and sit down, as far as committee assignments were \ 
cerned. I saw you come here and violate and break those 
I appeal to you, if the question ever comes where we call 
square vote on this question, when you are fresh from the 
ple, that you stand for economy and that you will vote to \ 
this law, or, if not to repeal it, at least to reduce it to © 
a mile. [Applause.] 

I am not a crank on this question, but I am fighting to se! 
this mileage reduced as it ought to be reduced. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ind 
has again expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I repeat at this time wh: 
I have said on many occasions, that I am as little interested 
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the mileage as any Member of the House. My mileage amounts | together, since they will not give us that opportunity we will 
+, $92. This matter has been vigorously debated at times to my | be content to beat them one at time, all in the interest and 
knowledge for 14 years, and every time the House has decided | for the welfare of the entire country [Applause on the Demo 
not to change the mileage. Under the law Members are entitled | cratic side.] 
, mileage which is now fixed. This Lill provides for that mile- | The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman f1 New York 
ve. It was appropriated for the next session of Congress. | has expired. All time has expired. rhe question is on 
Phis bill provides that the money heretofore appropriated shall | pending the rules and passing the bill. 
he made available at this time. The question was taken; and two-thirds having \ lin f 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is not complaining | thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was} ed 
out this bill or of the manner in which it is brought before | 
the House. He was on the other side in the mileage question | MEMORIAL TO THOMAS JEFFERSON AT ST. iS, MO 
from the gentleman from Indiana when the fight was made, and| Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the ru a 
he gave as a reason for believing in the mileage as now fixed, pass House joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
an opinion which was widely published throughout the country, ask to have read. 
that we ought to appropriate sufficient mileage to enable the | The Clerk read as follows: 
Members to bring their wives to Washington, because when their i as ‘ - 
wives are here Members render more effective service. [Laugh- House joint resolution 62 
ter. ] . Besoteed, ete., That the re is hereby app riated t of any n 
‘The truth of the matter is, the gentleman from Illinois be- | °” For annenty pe emSerene apecepetanes, the, fol ccnimnieen alicdiies 
ves that every item in this bill should be adopted; he has | Senate and House of Representatives, authorized to attend and rept 
suggested a single change that he would make in the bill | S¢@t the Senate and House at the unveiling and dedication of t! 
: . } memorial to Thomas Jefferson at St. Louls, Mo., on April 30, 191 
f he was given an opportunity to offer an amendment. AS @ | $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of which sum $1000 
tter of fact he alone is responsible for the House considering | shall be accredited to the Senate, to be expended under the direction 
the bill under conditions that do not admit of amendment. and by the order of the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and $4,000 
= poe “ a os . accredited to the account of and expended under the direction and |} 
Last Thursday this bill was presented, and I asked unanimous | the order of the Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representativ 
consent to have it considered. Had consent been granted, every | upon youchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control 
Member would have had an opportunity to offer amendments. | the Contingent Expenses of the Senate and she Committee om A 
Rut the gentleman from Illinois, fearing, perhaps, that some- | °°U'S °f the House, respectively. 
body might attempt to interfere with and change this perfect The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
measure, objected to that procedure and compelled me to move Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 
to suspend the rules, as that is the only way at present in which Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con hat a 
the House can get the bill before it. second be considered as ordered. 
rhe object of the gentleman from Illinois in his remarks this Mr. FOSTER. I object. 
morning was not to antagonize the bill; it was an attempt, if The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from ‘Illinois objects: and 
ossible, to cover up the widespread dissensions and divisions | the Chair appoints the gentleman from Lliinois [Mr. Mann] 
, his own party. [Laughter.] I objected to the publication of | and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Heriin] to act as tellers. 
letters in the Recorp, Mr. Speaker. For the first time in The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 141, noes 
i4 years’ service in this House I found some disposition on the 53. 
rt of my political opponents to read the writings of distin- So a second was ordered. 
euished Democrats. I have ascertained that whenever permis-| The SVEAKER. The gentleman from Alaba:.a is entitled to 
s is refused to embalm a publication in the ConcGressionat | 20 minutes and the gentleman from Llinois to 20 minutes 
J ap, a curiosity is created in men to find out what is in the | Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered by the 
ers presented for publication. Like all human beings, they | Members who served in the Sixty-second Congress that a del 
re curious as to anything to which objection is made for pub- | gation to attend the unveiling and dedication of this monument 
lication, and the two letters are now likely to be read by every to Thomas Jefferson was appointed by the Speaker of that Co1 
Republican. gress. The people of the States of the Louisiana purchase have 
I know, from my knowledge of Republican Members in this | donated some $450,000 for the purpose of erecting a monument 
House, that it will benefit them all greatly to read both of the | to Thomas Jefferson. 
letters. That monument wil! be unveiled on the 30th day of April at 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. MANN] speaks} St. Louis. The Senate very properly accepted the invitation to 
of reconciliations. For the first time since the Populistic Party | send a delegation representing the Senate on this important 
went out of power during my service here we have three so-| casion, and named gentlemen to represent that body. 'T' 
ed parties and several independent movements in this House. | House accepted the same invitation, and the Speaker, in r 
Mr. HARDWICK. Personally conducted. | sponse to the authorization passed by this House, has named 12 
Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- | gentlemen to represent the House on that occasion. 
DERWOOD] heads the Democratic Party. The gentleman from| Mr. SMALL. How many Members compose the delegation of 
lilinois [Mr. MANN] hopes he is at the head of the Republican | the Senate? 
Party, though from what I have been reading about the dis- | Mr. HEFLIN. Eight in the Senate. I believe. I regret. M1 
sensions in their caucus there may be some doubt about it. The | Speaker and gentlemen of the House, to find anybody opposing 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], somewhat of a Repub- | this resolution. I think it is the measliest economy that I have 
lican, although advertised as a Progressive, has another organ- | eyer seen practiced by anybody. The idea of 21 y Democrat in 
ization of his own, and then some Members on that side of the | this House opposing a measure of this kind to huve this Hot 
flouse, unable to come in under any of these organizations, are | duly represented at that important occasion in honor of a man 
acting as independent guerrillas in the House. [Laughter.] | who formerly served in Congress, who was afterwards P 
Why not try and reconcile Members on that side? Within a/| dent of the United States. author of the Statutes of R us 
few days I have read a statement made by the gentleman from | Liberty in Virginia, the founder of the univer the au 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] recently assigned by the gentleman} of the Declaration of Independence, and the founder of the 
from Illinois {Mr. MANN] to the Committee on Ways and great Democratic Party! It surprises me to hear these gentle 
Means, in which he most vehemently denounces the proposed men opposing a measure of this kind. Now, these Members 
indorsement by the Republican caucus of a moribund tariff bill | who have been appointed on this committee are not rich men; 
prepared by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. | they are going to represent the dignity of this House on that 
Reconciliations are in order over there, and how gratifying it | occasion. It is an important occasion. No more important 
would be to the gentleman from Illinois, and to everyone else | Jesson can be taught to the youth of this country than to call to 
who is opposing the organized Democracy, triumphant in this their attention what Thomas Jefferson stood for in the civic 
country, if there could be one great reconciliation. If the late affairs of his land, and I am surprised to see gentlemen offering 
President of the United States and his recent bosom friend who opposition at all to this measure. Now, gentlemen will note 
immediately preceded him in the White House could only be! that the resolution says $7,000, so much to be used by the Sen- 


induced by some magic touch to come together and bury their 
personal differences in the interest of the G. O. P., how happy 


the gentleman from Illinois would be. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MANN. And how unhappy the gentleman from New 


York would be. [Renewed laughter. ] 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
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mi No, Mr. Speaker; for while that recon- 
ciliation is a futile hope, and while I should much prefer that 
my party should have the opportunity of beating them both 


S7.000, 


ate, so much by the House, and so much of that fund, 
as may be necessary to pay the expenses of these gentlemen, 


and I want to say that that is the only expense that will be 
paid—railroad fare, hotel fare. That is all. Do you not be 
lieve, gentlemen, that this House ought to defray those ex- 


penses? I think that the House ought to do that. 
Mr. SMALL. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I will. 
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lL. If there are 20 on the committees of the two 
of $7,000 will amount to $350 each. 

< that ‘ssive amount? 

IEFLIN. I not think 
yuint. I did prepare 


is an exce 
do 


Y) 
id 


like 


- 
unt 


anything 


The am 


it will take 
the resolution. 


4 
Ot 


is too much. 
SMALITL 


Why 


does the 


hecessary 


gentleman seek to appropriate 
for the purpose? 
The gentleman will note that the resolution 


ij 


the 


en of 


would be nece 


committee investigate 


SMALL. 
sary for the expenses of 


the amo 
trip? 
HEFLIN 
say fr \ 
, COX Will 
HEFLIN. 
OO X. 


te? ) 
micree 


HEFLIN. Twelve. 
COX. And how many of the Senate? 
HELIN. Eight. 
COX. Twenty in all? 
Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 
Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman 
int to that 2 members of that mittee are not now 
fembers of this Congress and are now home, 1 in St. Louis 
nd 1 in Enast St. Louis, so there will be only 10 members of 
~oOmmittee. 
Mr. HEPFLIN. So there will be practically no expense for 
those two gentlemen; but, gentlemen, let me suggest to you— 
and IT want those of you who oppose the resolution to reply to 
tl you have heard tell of straining at a gnat and swallowing 
aenmel. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Now, think of the remarkable economy some of you have 
practiced in this House. You vote for some big appropriation 
without i and on matter like this, where it is a 


Did gentlen 
t which 
I have not, but some gentlemen have; but I 
the gentleman permit a question? 
Just briefly. 
How many Members of the House this 


are on 


Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


yield for a moment? I 


SAV 


col 


the « 
iis 


murmuring, 
very small appropriation, gentlemen almost have fits when it is 
suggested. [Laughter and applause.] These delegations will 
have to account for their expenses. I am chairman of the com- 
mittee appointed to go upon this trip. I shall account for every 
cent that I expend on that trip, and nothing but my legitimate 
eNT and of other gentleman of that committee will I ask 

the hends of this House. As chairman of that delegation I 

ill aecount to this House. I will see to that myself. 
FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CLayron). 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Briefly. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman from believe 
that Thomas Jefferson needs any monument erected by human 
hands to perpetuate his memory? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, In reply to that, I think 
Thomas Jefferson lives in the hearts of the people of the coun- 
try. But from time immemorial it has been the custom of all 
civilized countries to erect monuments to perpetuate the memory 
of their distinguished dead. This country owes it to Thomas 
Jefferson to build a great monument to him, and the patriotic 
people of that section of the United States have done so. They 
will unveil it on the 30th day of April, and the only contribu- 
tion that the Government of the United States will make toward 
that monument will be to bear the expenses of a delegation 
from the House and a delegation from the Senate. [Applause.] 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. T yield five minutes to my colleague from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Foster]. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I do not permit the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Herirn] to exceed me in admiration for 
Thomas Jefferson, the founder of the Democratie Party, and 
the man who did so much for the liberties of the people of this 
country and of the world. But I do suggest that when it comes 
to the appropriation of money for junketing trips I am opposed 
to tt, as Thomas Jefferson, I believe, would be were he alive 
to-day. In the last Congress there was a resolution passed to 
provide for a committee to go to St. Louis to attend the unveil- 
ing of a statue of Thomas Jefferson. Upon that committee 
were appointed 12 Members of the House at that time. Two of 
those gentlemen have since ceased to be Members, and are pri- 
vate citizens. I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, #f the gentleman 
from Alabama should go to St. Louis, that with all bis eloquence 
he would be able to describe something of the wonderful tribute 
to this grent man. But I submit that after it is all through and 
be comes back to Washington to assume his duties in this House, 
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nses 
Ww 
Mr 


Does the gen- 


Alabama 


Does the | 
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which he performs in a most distinguished manner, that he 

not have added one iota to the greatness of Thomas Jeffe; 
And yet, according to his resolution, there is an authorizatio; 
$7,000 of the people’s money to be spent upon this trip. 

1 submit to you, my friends, who have been upon trips at 
expense of the Government, that you know what they are 
is useless for me to depict to you to-day any of those trips ; 
how the money is usually spent. I do not believe, afte, 
have spent $5,250,000 for the celebration of the great event \ 
which Thomas Jefferson had something to do, that it is n: 
sary now that we should spend $7,000 for the unveiling of 
statue to that great man. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman recalls that the reso! 
appointing this committee was a simple House resolution, 
even a concurrent resolution, and appointing the House « 
mittee, and did not that resolution and the committee ap; 
under it die with the Sixty-second Congress? 

Mr. FOSTER. I think, Mr. Speaker, there is no questio: 
to the fact stated by the gentieman from Georgia [Mr. L 
LETT |. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And now we are to appropriate money 
the expenses of a committee that died with the Sixty-s 
Congress. 

Mr. FOSTER. That resolution which passed in the last C 
gress provided no appropriation. And I stated upon the {i 
at that time that they would probably be back here at the 
Congress asking that an appropriation be made to defray 
expenses of these gentlemen who are expected to attend 
ceremony. But, Mr. Speaker, I submit to you that if th: 
Congress had intended that these expenses should be paid 1 
should have provided an appropriation for that purpose, 
not have waited until that resolution had died with that < 
gress, and then come back at this time and ask an appropri: 
of $7,000. 

Mr. HARDY. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will. 

Mr. HARDY. If the legitimate expenses of this comn 
only are to be paid, is it not difficult to figure out how 
one could spend for car fare and sleeper and eating more 
$100 apiece on that trip? 

Mr. FOSTER. Well, I would think that probably tr 
the man was spending the money out of his own pocket, 
when it comes to spending the money out of the Governm 
pocket there may be some difference. 

Mr. HARDY. If each one spent $100, that would be $1 
What is the necessity of making it $7,000? 

Mr. FOSTER. This makes the amount about 
this trip. 

Mr. GOULDEN. 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Is it not provided in the resolution thai 
bills should be audited by the proper committees? 

Mr. FOSTER. It provides that they shall be audited. 
let me say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Govi! 
that they have a limit of $3,000, and did the gentleman « 
know: 

Mr. GOULDEN. Our Committee on Accounts, on whic! 
served for six years, carefully audited all expenditures of | 
character, as was their duty. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have no complaint to make of the © 
mittee on Accounts or its chairman, but I suggest to the ge! 
man from New York [Mr. Goutpen]} when they present th 


Will the gentleman yield? 


ene 


Pox 
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Will the gentleman yield? 


, 


ir 


bill within the limit of $3,000 the Committee on Accounts will 


allow it. 
Mr. GOULDEN. I do not think they should. I agree w!! 
the gentleman from Illinois. I think the appropriation sl 


have accompanied the resolution authorizing the appointmen' 


of a committee. I think it is wrong at this time to bring in 
resolution of this kind, and especially for so large a sum. 
Mr. FOSTER. 


a 


I will say to the gentleman that if the appro- 


priation had been presented with the resolution at the time it 


would probably not have passed, but I do not know. 
come back now to a new House and ask you, because a fo! 
Congress had authorized this committee, to supply the money ‘ 
pay the expenses of these gentlemen to attend the unvel'!! 
of the monument at St. Louis. 


it 


They 


Mr. GOULDEN. I will say to the gentleman that I am duly 


thankful that I was not a Member of the last House, and () 
therefore I have nothing to answer for. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 


The time of the gentleman | 


+ 
| 


Ss 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gent! 


man from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. 
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Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, no man in this House more highly 
respects and few men in the United States hold in greater rev- 
arence the name of Thomas Jefferson than I do. No man in 
‘his House has a greater respect for my friend from Alabama 
(Mr. HEFLIN] than I have. But I do not believe that it becomes 
him or any other Member of this House to undertake to fore 
. J] any mian who might oppose this resolution by characteriz- 

his action as being the meanest piece of parsimony that 
man was ever guilty of if he should raise a protest against it. 

1 have voted for appropriations time and time again, but 
were, in my judgment, necessary appropriations. I do 
not believe it can be shown by any Member of this House during 

y six years’ experience on this floor that I have ever op- 

sed an honest, meriterious appropriation which was needed 














Those 












to run the operations of this Government. jut I oppose, and 
‘ continue to oppose, even at the risk of being called 
rsimonious, the appropriation of public money to give a few 
en of this House and at the othe’ end of the Capitol nothing 


= 
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ing trip at public expense. 
The average expense, or the 


God Almighty’s world but a junket 
Why ask for $7,000 in this case? 







Louis and return can, in my judgment, be paid with the 
all sum of $60. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. That will train fare and Pullman 
re, and will cover his meals upon the train. Why ask $7,000? 
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that trickles down their brows 
the greatness of Thomas Jeffer- 


yposed trip add one iota 
Echo answers back “ No!” Thomas Jefferson, Alexander 


milton, Abraham Lincoln, and other great men and patriot 
who have lived and died in this country have not yet reached 

ie zenith of their fame or eminence in public estimation, and 
lization dwells the the earth 
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ong you can 
ere monuments in every city of the Union to commemorate 
birth of Thomas Jefferson and other great men, yet it will 
add one iota to his grextness. He will continue to grow 
the opinion of patriotic Americans, 
ir. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempor Does the gentleman yield to 
: colleague? 
Mr. COX. For a question. 
CLINE. If $60 is to be the amount of the legitimate 
( se of a man going and coming between Washington and 
St. Louis, including all the expenses incident to the trip, what 





he balance to be used for? 
Mr. COX. I do not know what 
Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman 
expensive. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. I do not know anything about 


hot use champagi lihough I ma 
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the balance could be used 


for. 


hat champagne 
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t account, 

But I do sincerely appeal to the gentlemen on this side of the 
House to vote against this resolution when the vote is taken. 
warned you in the last session, on the Monday night before the 
House adjourned, when we undertook to get from the gentleman 
in charge of the proposition a statement as to where the money 
wis finally coming from. We put the question squarely up to 
him then, “ Will you not be back here asking Congress to make 
an appropriation to pay these expenses?’ At that time we were 
denounced as being penny-wise. I know there are men on this 
floor who do not look at these things very seriously. I know 
that in the district from which the gentleman from Alabama 
Mr. Herrin] hails they probably do not take very kindly to 
the arguments now made by myself and by my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Foster]; but let me say to him and to those who 
sympathize with the arguments he makes that if he had to 
make a race for Congress in the North, as we do, where we have 
a Republican opponent facing us at every turn in the road and 
calling on us to account for these things, he would never de- 
nounce a Member on the floor of this House for being penny- 
wise in opposing these appropriations. 

Gentlemen, we are starting in early. Let us see if we can not 
make a record for economy, especially in view of the fact that 
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itimate expense incurred by one in traveling from here to | 


our thousand dollars of it, I believe, is to go to the House, 
d $3,000 of it is to go to the Members of the Senate. Ti 
e100 is to be divided among 12 Members of the House. Why | 


the press of the country that economy would be one of the 
slogans of his administration When me 1 come to this House 
and ask for an appropri ition LT Se th), nd w 1 ¢ Try man 
who is able to figure the rudiments of arithmet ws that 
$7,000 is net needed for this purpose 7 it ‘ lly un 
necessary, let us vote aguinst it 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Would the ¢ 1 object to 
paying these members their actual expens 

Mr. COX. I would most emphatically obj 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. he gentleman { to 
paying their actual expenses? 

Mr. COX, I would object to pay r their 
If any Member desires to get e of this Lous v 
attend the unveiling of this statue, I have m 
world, provided he wants to pay | ( 1 ¢ ‘ mut | 
unalterably opposed to this Congress ippre 
or ohe penny for the expenses of l “ ( ! nil 
attend that dedication. What good w itdo? IH] doe oO 
pose to bring happiness or prosperity to the | f a 
person in this land? The gentleman says it ij f gre 
national importance that will call th ition of the youth of 
the country to the greatness of Thoma Jefier i | | \ { 
There is no necessity to call their attention to the er s 
Thomas Jefferson, because his reatness stil nd Ww “* 
tinue to stand forever in the minds of the »! al of 
this country, and not only of this country but of 1 world in 
general, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word 1 e to summa matt 
Seven thousand dollars is the a] priation ked fi . 
What for? How is it going to be expended I ho; { { rds 

; . ; Bc are will not vote to suspend the rules, and that the m \" be 
required while in the city of St. Louis? | defeated. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman not know Me MAME 1 wicks Gre. minutes i — 

’ ” ; [Mr. WiLuIs}. 

Mr. COX. Let me tell the gentleman and others that there Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Sneaker sec: Seria Wadia: dieteean:) Sie am te 
other men and other peo] le who should be consulted con- whether it is desirable to 1 the Congress a1 ; te mom 
ing this and other appropriations They are the men and | to pay the expenses of a j tine tr Pors . do mol 

women back home who must by mea of every drop of sweat think it is desirable o1 wi Ch aan on tl ais of tl 

House appear to be divided in their councils upon that ques 

but I assume that there is no ques nas to the d b 

and wisdom of erecting in the great city of St. Louis a1 

ment to the memory of Thon Jefferson. We upon th 

honor the patriotic memory of Thomas Jeffer l l we 1 

tain the integrity of many of his teachings. 

A few minutes ago I sought recog on for t f 
placing in the Rrcorp so1 f£ the things t! { ‘ 
otic American said upon the q n 1 rT 
public, and of immense pres interest I had 1 r sun a 
that we would live to see the day hen g 1 t 

| Democratic side of the House were so asha | 
they maintain that they would object to a tion of 
letters of Thomas Jefferson relative to those subi 

I say there is no doubt that it is des \ 
patriotic to erect a2 monument at St. Lou to the emol ‘ 
this great American But if there were any doubt about 
fact that in sul 1 all of 1 ib 1 he } 
tained and defended the doctrine of prot » Al 
industries that fact al would be sufficient to « him 
| high place {Applause on the Republican side 

Mr. Speaker, since objection was made to the pn s of 
sayings of this patriot and sage I 1 Vv i se end 
of them for the edification of Me i - t a 
unfamiliar with the writing and poli = “os ‘ 
touching the tariff question ‘ ause he R 

These are some of tlte things hat ‘I J l 
various times concerning a protective tarilf 

“It is true we must expect some inconvenience | 
from the establishment of d riminating dutic But in t 
as in so many other cases, we are left to choose between ft 
evils. These inconveni Ss re nothing when weig ad ag 
the loss of wealth and loss of force which will follow « 
severance in the plan of indiscrimination. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. 


the President of the United States recently announced through | 


When 


be perceived that we are either in the system or in the | 
of giving equal advantages to those who ext 


commerce and navigation by duties and pt 
who treat both with liberality and \ 
justice will be converted by all into duties and prohibitior 

is not to the moderation and justice of others we are to ti 


‘ohibition 
justice, libera 
\ 


i 


l 





for fair and equal access to market with our productions or 
our due share in the transportation of them, but to our meat 
of independence and the firm will to use them Nor do t 
| inconveniences of discrimination merit consideration. 

| Perhaps not a commercial nation on earth is without rT 

| (Foreign Commerce Report, vii, 650. Ford ed., vi, 483. D 


1793.) 
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ontrary 
tage b 


to our wishes, suppose it may 
continuing its system of prohibi- 
it behooves us to protect our 
Vienti« 
Fre 


for 


egulations 
Ce ind n 
80 commerce and navigation 
restrictions and vexations; 
a relaxation of them.” (Foreign 
lord ed., vi, 480. Dec., 1793.) 
sumpt of foreign 
to add foreign 
“l on our 
1 with the transactions 
he pleas and 
what mechanic, 
nited States?” 
vill, 343. 1805.) 
our pl ductions and na 
them one distinction alone will 
for the first and a fixed ad- 
ome articles and prohibitions as to others 
ign Commerce Report, vii, 650; Ford ed., vi, 


change 
to produ 


i, 647. 


e 
unption articles 
luxuries to 
boards and 
of our 
pride of an 
what laborer, 


(Second inau- 


Tord 


sei 
ure 
vor igation 


ite duties 


] ‘ ion impos 
prohibits the alt 

same bi eirs, first 
which they 


s high duties on our productions or 
it may be proper for us do the 
burdening or excluding those productions 
bring here in competition of our own of the same 
kx ting next manufactu we take from them 
in greatest quantity and whi at the same time we could the 
FO t fui ourselves from other countries, 
imposing on them duties lighter at first, but heavier and heavier 
afterw: other channels supply open. Such duties, 
of indirect encouragement to domestic mannu- 
kind, may induce the manufacturer to 
nto these States, where cheaper subsistence, equal 
vent of wares, free of duty, may insure him 
profits from his skill and industry.” (Foreign Com- 
vii, 64 Ford ed., vi, 481. Dec., 1793.) 
Speaker, contrary to the present doctrine of the 
Party, it is clear that the patriot and who 
party was in favor of a system of discriminative 
and was in favor of a protective tariff. 
HARDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
WILLIS. Very briefly. 
r, HARDY. not the gentleman know that Jefferson 
wily said he preferred free seas, but was in favor of dis- 
ng duties only with other nations who discriminated 
mst us? 
Mr. WILLIS. 
Mr. HARDY. 
Mr. WILLIS. 
interruption 


oret ber, to 


) “¢ ‘ 
such res as 


; 1 a ¢ ; 
ones hniso to or obtain 


e 
rds, as oi 


having the effect 


facture 


hie 
Lis 


sage 


Does 


I am quite familiar with what Jefferson said. 

Is not that what he said? 

As far as that is concerned, Mr. Speaker, the 

of the gentieman is not apropos, because there is 
ced nation on earth that does not discriminate 

against our products through tariffs, and that is exactly the 

iition that Jefferson was talking about. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
tion? 
Mr. WIT 
, for I 
and the doet 
Democratic 
mix 
that 
harrassed 


not a « i! 
sil 


que 


IS. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield further just 


the time. I want to talk about Jefferson, 


T 
aaa 
have not 
rines of Jefferson are so far removed from present 


I WV 


dor 
them in 


since 


trines and practices that I hate to undertake to 
the same sentence. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, 
friends on the other side appear to be em- 
1, appear to be eager to object to the placing in the 
iixconp of any statements from this sage and philosopher, 
thomas Jefferson, then, from time te time, some of us on this 
f the aisle will undertake to elucidate matters and instruct 

on the other side of the aisle as to what the real prin- 

of Jeffersonian Democracy are. Only just the other day a 
distinguished Democrat, known all over the country, said 

ue very interesting things upon this subject. I read from a 
tatement of Mr. William Randolph Hearst. In that statement 


i 


our 


‘ Jefferson, the founder of the Democratic Party, recognized 
the principle of protection and advoeated discriminating duties 
favor of American shipping and reciprocity treaties in favor 
American trade.” 
fhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missourf [Mr. Dyer]. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, it is to be regretted that at the 
present stage In this session of Congress we should bring the 
turiff into a discussion of this resolution. This is a very simple 
proposition and one which every gentleman recognizes and 
knows is necessary. The Louisiana purchase was perhaps the 


in 


of 


n by counter prohibitions, | 
| this memorial at 


is paid | 
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most important event connected with the administration 
Thomas Jefferson, and I dare say no more important event 
ever happened in the affairs of our Nation than the purchase 
that great territory. In the city of St. Louis we have er 
a cost of almost half a million dollars in , 
ory of Thomas Jefferson, but in connection only with the Lou 
ana purchase, in order that we may forever keep ffesh in 
minds of the people of that great territory this great act of 
There is no one who does not appreciate that great purchas: 
no one who does not realize what was accomplished by it. 
city of St. Louis is the center practically of this great territ 
that was acquired by Jefferson at that time, and we had ft] 
some years ago, as all know, one of the greatest ex positions 
the country has ever in whieh we celebrated that e 
Now, as we are closing up the affairs of that exposition 
think it most fitting and proper that we should expend th 
amount of money that we have expended in the erection of ¢) 
memorial to Jefferson and to the Louisiana purchase. ‘) 
memorial will contain the records and the archives of 
Louisiana purchase in connection with this exposition. It 
be a great historical thing for the people in the years that 
to come, and they will view it and learn of the great event 
was accomplished in the administration of the great Jefferso: 

We of the committee appointed to go to St. Louis unders! 
and understand now that no money that is appropriated ly 
will be expended for any junketing expedition. This is a 1 
serious and important matter, and there is no Member appo 
by the Congress of the United States who would go there 
perform this serious and solemn duty who would in any 
class his going with a junketing expedition. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. How does the gentleman account for 
fact that it takes three hundred and thirty-odd dollars for « 
individual to go to St. Louis, stay one day, and return? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman f: 
Texas that I had nothing to do with preparing the reso! 
providing for the amount; but the resolution does provide 
whatever of this amount is needed and necessary for prying | 
proper and legitimate expenses shall be expended. and I know 
that I for one would not see a dollar of this expended in con- 
nection with my going that fs not expended for what is a 
necessary and a legitimate purpose. This money will be 
the hands and under the supervision of the Sergeant at Arms, 
who is responsible to this House. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman please state to 
House what he regards as the legitimate expense of tlie | 


seen, 


| so that we will have some idea of what may be expended 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to my colleague fr 
Missouri, and I do not speak for the other members of the 
mittee, that going and coming from my home fn the city of St. 
Louis to Washington I expend usually about $75 for the round trip. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Miss 
has expired. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarrHo.pr]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this r 
lution it means simply to carry out an order of this H: 
During the closing days of the last session a resolution relat 
to the appointment of a committee was discussed for a « 
siderable length of time. Two economists of the House, 
friend from Mlinois [Mr. Foster] and the gentleman f! 
Indiana [Mr. Cox made exactly the same speeches on 
occasion, and the result was, after the House had listencd 
the pros and cons of this question, a vete of 220 in favor 
about 26 against the appointment of the committee. 
~Mr. SISSON. But if the gentleman will permit, there w:: 
appropriation carried in that bill, however. That resolut 
too, is dead now, is it not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; it is not. Allow me, I have 0 
two minutes. The House made an order at that time to 
struct a committee of this House to go to St. Louis. Now, af 
that order has been made I hope the House will carry it ou! 
and keep its faith 

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman will permit, $52 is the rail- 
road fare and the sleeping-car fare accommodations to St. Lou's 
and return, is it not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This is the concern of the financial officers 
of the House and Senate, not mine. And in further answer | 
will say that I have full confidence in the Sergeant at Arms 
of this House, although he does belong to another party. 

Mr. SISSON. Does not the gentleman believe $2,000 would 
be ample? 












1913. 








Mr. BARTHOLMDT. Perhaps it would; but the committee 

i not make the calculation; it was made by the officers of the 
and they calculated that limit of should be 

ed as specified in the resolution. 

ir. GARNER Will the gentleman permit a que 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. triefly. 


the 


cost 


tion? 


‘Ir. GARNER. I have not sufficient confidence in anyone 
who made a calculation where it cost $350 for a man to go to | 
Louis and return and to stay one day. [Applause.] 


BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the fact that $7.000 will 
e the total fund does not mean that that $7,000 must 


xpended. 
GARNER. But the gentleman said the off 
ihe caleulation and they were responsible for this $7,000. 

r. BARTHOLDT. As far as I am concerned you might cut 
two. 





i Is it not a fact when we passed this resolu- | 
session of Congress it was then stated it would 
( 100? 
LDT. I have no recollection of that statement. 
NE Now. why do vou make it ST 
he SPEAKER The time of the gent an has expired. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do feel, permit me to say in conclu- 
that the House ought to send a delegation clothed with the | 
d ity of the American Congress and worthy of the great | 
obiect for which this delegation was appointed 


The SPEAKER. The time of tl 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago I had 

T ire of speaking in this House for an 
‘y to build a monument to Abr 

\ ington. 
for th 


1e gentleman has expired. 


it bill appropriating two or three million dollars. The 
eman from Indiana [|Mr. Cox] voted for that bill, and I 
would like to ask the gentleman how he can excuse himself 
re a Democratic constituency at home when he votes to 


ect a monument to a Republican President and declines to pay 

delegation to witness the unveiling of a 

mument to a Democratic President? [Applause.] 

r. COX. Will the gentleman permit me to answer? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have not the time. 

Mr. FOSTER. tut the gentleman wants to state the facts. 
ie SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield briefly for one second to the gentleman 


xpenses of fn 


7 


from Indiana. 
Mr. COX. The difference is this, when I voted to erect a | 
! ment to Abe Lincoln there was no appropriation for a 


junketing trip for Members of the House and Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Just briefly; I bave but little time. 

Mr. FOSTER. The matter that I voted on last session was 
for a location, not an appropriation. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I can not permit any more interruptions. I 
am reminded of a statement made in this House by the Senator 
from Kentucky, O_uim James. when be called these two gentle- 
men the twin brothers of 1l-cent economy in the 
two gentlemen who are voting for millions of dollars to erect a 
monument in one instance, but would decline to expend a few 
] lred dollars to enable a committee of this House to properly 
witness the unveiling of a monument to the greatest Democrat 
and patriot that ever lived. [Applause.] 

Two Republicans from Missouri have advocated the passage 
of this resolution. and two Democrats only on this side have 
opposed the passage of it. Gentlemen say that it is a junket- 
ing trip. Is it a junketing trip for a delegation to represent 
the dignity of this great Congress at the unveiling of this monu- 
ment to this great man, costing less than $3,000, probably? I 
did not prepare the resolution. It was handed to me this morn- 
ing after I reached the House. I was reminded that this was 


the last day we could pass a resolution of this kind; and I now 
Wish to say, although the resolution says “$7,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary,” I will amend it. if gentlemen will 
permit me, and make it $2,500 [applause], and pass it through 


this House. 
pending money uselessly, will grant 
amend this resolution for that purpose. 


Gentlemen, this is a great occasion, and the Members are not 
The committee has 
The House has gone on record by a 
This resolution was passed through 
the Sixty-second Congress; and I stated to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Cox] that I thought Congress ought to pay the 
I wanted to say to Members, as a 
member of the committee, that I will return in writing an ac- 


able to pay their own expenses to St. Louis 
already been appointed. 
vote of about 200 to 20. 


expenses of the delegation. 
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£0 on 


unveiling of a 


‘ers had made | a 


ment to 


tion wa 
} 


the 
appropriation of | 
ham Lincoln in the city of | 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] voted | 


amend 
occurs. 


asks unanimous ce 
“$2500” for * $7,000.” 
> 


| think 


House, these | 





I hope gentlemen, if they are sincere in not ex- 
me unanimous consent to 


Qe 


count of every cent I exp 
gentlemen: 
ticulars in 
when the « 


and I state to 
the way of e) 
mimittee ret 

record as op] ing the 
monument to 
. GUDGER. I would lil 
Mr. HEFLIN. I have not 
The SPEAKER. ‘The t 


Mw 
al 


declines to yield, 
Mr. HEFLIN. § 
popular at home to s 
1 junketing trip. G 
| knows how to put you to tl 
tell them that you stood 
Representatives from ¢ 


fhomas Jeil¢ on 


imagine 


Mr. COX. I will ce 
Mr. HEFLIN. I wi stat 


bp rel by some 
| while ago, and I introduce t 
it sn 7.00. It say ‘ ! 
sary.” But, Mr. Speaker, I 
( my rise in the Hi: 
and I f 
out a kiorida t I 
cracker? Describ to 1 
ht 1 the country on tl 
you see a brown object in tl 
stump If it moves, it is a 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I appe 
lution. [Appl » | 
The SPEAKER. The tin 


[Mr. Hertin] has expired. 

Mr. 
the resolution ; ad 
The SPEAKER. The cer 
isent to 


Mr. MANN 


have the resolution reported 


The SPEAKER. 


out objection 


There was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 





For defrayving the expense 
Senate of Re ( 
sent t! 1 
rial to T Teff n : St 
or so much thereof as may be ne 

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, Mr 


gentleman from Illinois for 
“$1.500” for the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerl 
ingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Of which sum $1,000 shal! 


pended under the direction and 
of the Senate, and $1,500 
under the direction and by th 
House of Representative “yo! 
mittee to Audit and Control tl! 
by the Committee on Accounts « 


The SPEAKER. 


resolution in the respects read 


There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. 


Cox) there were—ays 
Mr. COX. 
there is not a 
The SPEAKER. The 
Two hundred and forty-se\ 
Two-thirds having voted in 


pended and the resolution as mod 
CIVII 


Mr. Speaker, I offer : 


CONSIDERATION OF SUNDRY 
Mr. POU. 
Committee on Rules. 
The SPEAKER. The Cle 
The Clerk read 


House resol 


Resotred, That immediately after the adoption of this rule 
shall proceed to the consideration in the House of the bill (H 








HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker 


CSC! ] ne 


there ought to be insert 


Is there obje 
the Clerk? 


The question 
passing the amended resolution 
The question was taken; and on a division ( 
yes 140, noe 
I make the point of order, Mr. 
quorum present. 
Chair 


en gen 


as follows: 


sundry ¢ 
I ° 30, 191 
ed under the 
‘ ding 

the bill shall 
cone 


iv 

t, and for other purposes; that said 
rules 
1O minutes; 


be 


t exce 


that at the conclusion 
read in extenso; that the 
dered as ordered on the bill to its final pas 
final vote thereon the House shall proceed to the 

House of the bill (H. R. 1917) making appropria- 
t and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
lfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for the 

nding June 1914, and for purp ; that said bill 
sidered under the rules gove ger vate during the 

not ¢ ling 40 minute at the con ion of such 
» bill shall be read in ext o; that the pr 
idered a red on the bill to its final 
ane hall continue from day uutil b 
bills herein mentioned are disposed of. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous « that 
bate on this resolution be limited to 40 minutes, 20 minutes of 
the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
CAMPBELL], 2nd 20 minutes by myself, and that at the expira- 
tion of the 40 minutes the previous question shall be considered 
a ordered. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 

find difficulty in getting time on the other side to oppose the 
roposition. Has the gentleman any time on his side that he can 

ve me? 

The SPEAKER. The leman from Kansas [Mr. Mur- 
pocK |] is interrogating the gentleman from North Carolina [| Mr. 
Pot as 

Mr. CAMPBELL rose. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. 
of the right to object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I was not 
I was going to make an explanation, that I had yielded already 


te 
en be 
i! 
in the 
curl 

various 
other 
rning 


that 


20 ses 


eral del 


* con orde 


nb issace : 
this order to day th of 


‘onsent 


vey) t 
gent 


Speaker, I withdraw my reservation 


five minutes of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
| important, and that is the fact that it is the beginning 


{Mr. KeEtLty]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And the gentleman from 
LENROOT] says he will give me an additional 
Mr. MANN. I think, Mr. Speaker, we 

reasonable allotment of time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
wants some time. 

Mr. POU. 
tleman from Kansas |Mr. CAMPBELL], I would be glad to have 
him make a suggestion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Say 80 minutes on a side. 

Mr. POU. Make it 25 minutes on a side. 
gentleman from Kansas 25 minutes to a side. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very weil; 25 minutes to a side. 

Mr. POU. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that debate 
be limited to 50 minutes, one half to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] and the other half by 
his self. 

The 


Wisconsin 
two minutes. 
are entitled to 


[Mr. 


That would leave no time for me. 


I suggest 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


shall not exceed 50 minutes, one-half of the time to be con- 


Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], and that at the end of the 50 minutes 


rule. Is there objection? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. May I ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina what are the provisions of the rule? 
Chamber at the time it was read. 

Mr. POU. The rule provides that two appropriation bills, 
one the sundry civil and the other the Indian appropriation bill, 
shall each have 46 minutes’ debate, and that at the end of the 40 
minutes we shall proceed to vote upon the bills. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The bill would have to be read, of course. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I have reference particularly to the 
sundry civil bill. The rule provides for the consideration of 
the sundry civil bill just as introduced in the House? 

Mr. POU. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina 
Pou] is recognized for 25 minutes. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, this resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules provides for immediate consideration of two 
appropriation bills which failed of passage during the last Con- 
gress. One of these, as has been said, is the sundry civil bill, 
and the other is the Indian appropriation bill. 

The fact that these two bills were passed by the last Con- 
gress is, in the opinion of the Committee on Rules, a sufficient 
justification for the reporting of this rule. 

Both of these bills passed both Houses in the last Congress. 
One of them was vetoed by the President. The other was 
passed by the House and by the Senate and went to the con- 
ferees, who failed to agree. These two bills as introduced, as I 


[Mr. 


il expenses of the Government for | 


ious ques- | ; . a : ae ; . 
- | gentleman from Pennsylvania 
the | 
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| 


governing general debate during | 
of 
previous 


de- | 


to object, | 
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understand it, are in almost the exact 
which failed in the last Congress. 
my time. 
The SPEAKER. 
time. 
Mr. 
use a 
Mr. 
be he 
Mr. 


form of the two |! 
I reserve the remaind: 
The gentleman reserves the remaind 
He used two minutes. 

CAMPBELL. Vill the 
little more of his time? 
POU. There is no gentleman on this side who car 
rd- at this time. 
CAMPBELL. 


gentleman from North Caro 


Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes t 
{Mr. Kenriy]. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I only desire s: 
cient time to submit to the House that the argument mad 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pov] is hardly 
cient to carry conviction on a measure of this kind. My pr 
based on two distinct propositions. One that this 
special rule brought out from the Rules Committee to take 
of a bill of vital importance, with only 40 minutes’ « 
allowed; and from the vantage point of that Rules Comn 
feel convinced that such an order in this individual ea; 
unjustifiable. I am convinced also that it is unjustifiable : 


is is 


| general policy. 


| ings, 


I submit to the House that a bill of this importance, cov 
200 pages as it does, with over 150 separate and distinct | 
and with a myriad of subjects included, is of s: 
nature that it can not be preperly considered in 40 minut: 
The fact that it has been considered by a previous House, t 
it has been passed by Congress and vetoed by the Presid 


| but another argument in favor of the. proposition that 


going to make any objection. | 
| 


ai 
| taken, and it is the beginning of a policy. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] | 


mands further consideration before passage. For this reas 
am opposed to its consideration under this special rule. 
Besides that, I believe there is another feature which is | 


policy of introducing from the Rules Committee special ru! 
advance certain legislation and to retard other legislation. 


This is the first time in this session when such a step has | 


We have heard so much here this morning about that sige 


; ; 7 | of Monticello, Thomas Jefferson, that I would like to read f1 
if the proposition is not satisfactory to the gen- | 


his manual a line or two on this very point of these g| 
rules being brought in to overthrow various regular ru! 


| After quoting the famous maxim which is found at the \ 
| beginning of his manual, he goes on to say: 

to the | 
| that as it is always in the power of the majority, by their num) 
| stop any improper measures proposed on the part of their oppor 


So far the maxim is certainly true, and is founded in good 


| the only weapons-by which the minority can defend themselves a: 


I was not in the | - : 
from the minority. 


2 . p : | really not of so great importance. 
trolled by himself and the other half by the gentleman from | rt 


| Snooker - os iousness > »mber 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered under the | $2¢2ker or captiousness of the Members. It 


similar attempts from those in power are the forms and rules of 
ceeding which have been adopted as they were found necessary, 
time to time, and are become the law of the House, by a strict adh 
to which the weaker party can only be protected from those irreg 
ties and abuses which these forms were intended to check, and 


| the wantonness of power is but too often apt to suggest to large 
Pou| asks unanimous consent that the debate on this resolution | 


successful majorities. 

And whether these forms be in all cases the most rational or : 
It is mech more material that | 
should be a rule to go by than what that rule is—that there may 
uniformity of proceeding in business not subject to the caprice of t 
is very material that ord 
decency, and regularity be preserved in a dignified public body. 


Now, I submit that the systematic practice of bringing 
special rules tends to take away all vestige of represeniat 


I believe that as a just proposition this b 

itself should be considered carefully and well. It has not hu 
committee consideration; it can not have had committee co! 
sideration. It is reported here without full investigation, or 
any investigation, and it is proposed to pass it in 40 minutes 


| Some of us are fresh from the people, as was remarked lhiere 


t 


this morning, and we are here bearing a commission to see tli 
publi¢ business shall be transacted in the open—that the sut- 
light shall be let in on some business that has hitherto been 
transacted in star-chamber sessions. That is one feature 0! 
this matter. I believe that the Democratic Party is not whol! 
responsible for these special rules. I believe that the oppos 

tion party which was in the majority some time ago, but now 's 
in the minority, had the same rule, word for word, as 1s low 
brought in by the Democratic majority, and so it comes wil 
ill grace from that party to say anything against it. But there 
is an organization on the floor of this House which can come 
with clean hands to this proposition and can say that we wan! 
public business transacted out in the open. Scientists have s iid 
that tuberculosis germs can be cured by sunlight, and so we 
say that the germs of political jugglery can be cured by tlc 
sunlight of publicity. [Applause.] 

For that reason we stand for the policy which declares that 
the House is greater than any of its committees, greater than 
any creature that it has created, and that here is the place (0 
thrash out the public business in the open and decide fairly 
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and squarely as to the merits of individual measures, with full 
4 fair consideration of matters touching the conduct of 


hlic business. [Applause.] ‘ 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
spect to use any more of his time? 


~ Mr POU. Yes. I will yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Firzoeracp}. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the 


consideration of two appropriation bills that failed in the last 
Cot One is the sundry civil appropriation bill, carrying 
$116,795, 01. It was vetoed by the President of the United 


cress, 
ory 
oul 


States because of two limitations on the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill. A reading of the President’s veto will show 
that he had never examined the two provisions carefully or be 
would not have made the comprehensive statement regarding 
their effect which he inserted in the message. 


The House passed the bill over the President’s veto by a vote 
of nearly 6 to 1 to 48—so that the overwhelming senti- 
ment of the House was in favor of the bill as agreed wpon fn 
conference. It was not acted upon in the Senate because the 
pill reached the Senate within 10 minutes of the time fixed for 
adjournment, and no opportunity was had to have a vote on it. 
The bill as agreed upon in conference was $3.512.106 more than 
it was when it passed the House. [In other words, the Senate, 
a coordinate branch of the legislative body, did not increase the 
pill, earrying $113,000.000, by more than $3,000,000. 

As it passed the Senate it carried $119.643,000, or S$ 
in excess of the bill as it passed the House. 

So that in the adjustment of the differences about one-half 
of the $6,000,000 that had been added by the Senate was stricken 


oOn-7 
—~med § 


» on 
dows 


9,000 


out of the bill. This bill is less, as finally agreed upon, by 
$1,331,655 than the sundry civil bill for the current fiscal year, 
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although the bill now before the House contains items aggre- | 


gating $6,087,798 which were transferred from the permanent 

ui other appropriations into the sundry civil bill 
transfers had not been made, this bill would have been $7,500,000 
less that the bill for the current year. 
year was $2,611,061 less than the sundry civil bill for 1912. 

Chat wi the last year for which a Republican Congress 
appropriated. The first session in which the Democrats were 
ealled upon to appropriate in a sundry civil appropriation bill 
they reduced the bill by $24.511.000 under the amount carried 
by the one prepared by Republicans, and for the current year 

7 


8 


practically $7,000,000 additional; so that this bill is, in effect, 
$31,000,000 less than the last bill handled by the Republican 
Congress. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 


what is the total of this bill? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. One hundred and sixteen million seven 


If these | 


The bill for the current | 


hundred and ninety-five thousand three hundred and twenty- 
seven dollars. 

ir. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. Will there be any opportunity at all under 
this rule to offer amendments to the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, under this rule, becanse 
of the incorporation in the present rules of the House of the 
so-called Fitzgerakl amendments, there will be an opportunity 
to do at this time what could not have been done 20 years 
azo. when a similar procedure was followed. That is, the 
minority, or the opposition to this bill, will be able to move to 
recommit with instructions, in which instructions it will be | 
possible for- them to set out the particular changes they believe 


ld be made 
a record vote. 
Mr. MOORE. tut there will 
endments as the bill is read. 


in the bill, and obtain the opinion of the House 
by 


os 


er 
under 


be no 
The bill 


opportimity to of 
has to be read 


the rule, and there will be no opportunity under that rule to | ‘ 


offer amendments. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. TI understand that there 

din view of the fact that the House by a vote of more than 

5 to 1, ineluding, if I not mistaken, the from 

Pennsylvania, voted for this bill, I do not believe there should 

he any particular anxicty on his part to offer any amendment 

to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 

minutes more. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


will 
he gentleman 
; 

e 7 


The time of the gentleman from New York 


Mr. Speaker, in the Fifty-fourth Con- 


cress four appropriation bills failed, and at the beginning of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress a rule was Introduced for their con- 
sideration, iden ical with the rule now under consideration. 
ft was the opinion that xs this bill represented practically com- 


not be, | 


Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman three | 


pleted legislation, as months had been spent in its preparati: 
as the House and Senate had had full oppor’ unity to consictk 
and did consider each item in the bill when it was before 1 
House and the Senate, there was not the sa n ity for tl 
consideration at this time. In the Fifty-fifth ¢ ss the Re 
publicans asserted that the imperative 1 speedily to 
take up tariff legisiation compelled the pr t consideration 
of the bills then undisposed of. The same 1 . OW 


If gentlemen condemn this rule, let me suge to them th 
as it provides for the consideration of only two appro} m 
bills, instead of four, comparing it wiib the rule of the I 
fifth Congress, depending vwpon the standpoint from whic! 


viewed, it is either only half as bad or twice as goo 





adopted in the Republican Congress rhere is at this time \ 
advantage, to which I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin [M 
Lenzo0oT} will give some attention when he s} s, as I see he 
has the debate in the Fifty-fifth Congress on his knee, that 
under the rule adepted at that time there was no opportunit 
on the part of the minority—that is, no opportunity red | 
the rules of the House—io obtain recognition to move to reco! 
mit any one of the four bills cons red at that time and to 
have a vote upon any matter of rtance that might be d 
sired by the minority. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman quite sure about that sta 
ment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Quite sure. I said there was no op- 
portunity secured by the rules of the House by which the 
minoriiy could obtain recognition to move to recommit 

Mr. MANN. But the rules did secure to the m rity at that 


time the right to move to recommit 





Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken It had 
long been the practice in this Ho estab ed by repeated 
rulings, that the gentieman in charge of the bill was entitled to 
preference in recognition on a motion to recommit. 

Mr. MANN. But he made no such moti ind so the ior 
ity had the right to make the motion 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The minority might | e had the 1 t 
but under the practice in the I] the gent ian from | 

| nois in charge of bills, whe he da more powerful | 
numerous and better discipl d following, until the ‘ m 

| of the rule to which I have referred, known as one of the | 

| gerald amendments, never gave the minority the opportunity to 
make such motions, because the gentleman from | wo} iniself 
Ww: ne ert 1 the rt, s tl Mi ber in e ree of a b of 
miking the motion to recommit, moving the previous o f 1, 

| and depriving the minority of any opportunity ever ve J 

views as desired to be written i leg j 

i the House. Now, however, as a it of the ame t , 

| rules, prepared by m = » fi 
MANN], or whoever coop 

i an opportunity to make the n to re 

| ity can not be deprived of that 1 t é e rule 

The SPEAKER. The time of ¢ i f 
has again expired. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. § I 1 if 
| tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Le 

Mr. LENROOT Mr Ss 
Congress ince the Db ( 

ble to tl I : ¢ 
peen nM a . | 
to say thet of tl fi 
of the last Congress but w 
than any which w ever | 1 dt ( 

huts off all power f sme | 
tically, upon a great I If 
that tn } Fift fif ( 
had f lad 
i similar! vy \ 
rule W word fi 1 
Re | } f 
boast of it di l 
si to the R 
wie 1 for vy J ‘ 

Denmwocratie sid ‘ ‘ } 
Want fo ca { i! 
men who are Meml I 
that rule w he 
Mr. ADAMSON, the « 
Foreign Commerce ry} I ‘ 
| the distinguished id 
this rule, which pr 
| Mr. HARDWICK. Wi 
} Mr. LENROOT I 
Mr. HARDWICIs 
| Republicans over there who a1 
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Mr. LENROOT. Oh, yes; I can. Mr. Crayton, the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, voted against it. Also 
Mr. Henry, the chairman of the Rules Committee. My friend 
Mr. Kircuin, Mr. Moon, Mr. Ricwarpson, Mr. Sirus, Mr. Tat- 
notr of Maryland. and last, but not least, Mr. Unprerwoop, the 
present leader of the majority upon that side, voted against this 
rule upon a bill which you now propose to vote for. 
Mr. Speaker, 
the devil wi the devil a 
devil was well the devil a 


similar 
S$ sick, monk. would be, but when the 
monk was he.” But, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; I will yield for a question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is not the gentleman aware that one 
bill, the sundry civil, carried by that rule had not been passed 
by the Fifty-fourth Congress in the ordinary way of proceed- 
ing but had been passed, under 
rules, in the closing hours of the session, and the com- 
plaint of the Democrats was that no opportunity had ever been 
given to the House to consider it under the rules of the House? 

Mr. LENROOT. I will call the gentleman’s attention now to 
what the complaint was, and I want to read from the debate 
for a moment The then leader of the Democratic minority 
was Mr. MeMillin, and in opening the debate he said - 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No: the gentleman is mistaken 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Reed was Speaker— 

Mr. Speaker, 

Tlouse for 


under the rules, 


of the 


purpose, as was claimed, 
busines Now it is proposed by 
rules of the Hlouse in order to have 
unfortunate if, after so and 
has wholly failed of its purpose. 
Congress has met 
That is 
Four important 
In this 
They involve 
Here nearly 
There are 148 M 
last Congress 
In this House there are 154 new Members who were not 
Members of the last Congress 
had nothing to do with the 
Congress It is now proposed that those 148 Members tie t 
shut their eyes, and, like young birds, take whatever i 
to them, whether it be good or not. 


of enabling the House “ 

this special rule to set asid 
the House “do business.” It is 
fierce a controversy, your contention 
Vhat is the proposition here? 


to do 
e all the 


iOng 


A new 


true now. 
appropriation bills failed in the last Congress— 
case there are two. 


an expenditure of 


$150.000,000, 


$72,000,000 


mbers of Congress in this body who were not in the 


who consideration of those 


and 
that 
selves, 
istered 
That was the main objection then. 
Under the general rules of debate these 
And what are the general rules of debate? One is that the first 
who gets the fioor can occupy it for an hour. Therefore, the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Cannon, rising to one bill or to all four bills 
In this ¢: the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
GERALD } 
will have it in his power to occupy 
vielding the floor to anyone else; 
House will have already cut off 
consider the mea 
That was good logic then. If I had been a Member of the 
House then, I would have agreed with it. And it is good logic 
uow. He concludes his remarks with this paragraph: 
Is it possible you are afraid of the House, afraid of yourselves, 
to trust the rep: ntatives of the people? Let us not 
rogative nd customs of the House. 
It ought to appeal to you now. This man was then a 
of that Congress 
The next man who participated in that debate was the late 
Mr. De Armond, not only one of the ablest Democrats who ever 
sat in this House, but one of the ablest and most patriotic men who 
ever sat upon either side of the aisle. [Applause.] He said, 
with reference to this rule: 
that 
this 
And this is exactly the same rule. 
Ilere 
That 
bill 
And the greats 
other representative 
passed. Once when 
sion was just begun. 


hem- 
admin- 


He proceeds: 


bills are to be considered. 


ise 


Firtz- 


the whole time in debate, 
and whether he yields it or not, 
from itself the right to deliberately 


sures 


abandon 


vt 


leader 


uture to say 


I ve 
to the outrage of 


legislative history will not produce a parallel 
legislation. 


is the greatest appropriat 


was the sundry 


ion bill of all the appropriation bills. 


civil bill and this is the sundry civil 


its class ever submitted to this House or 
body of free people. This bill is to be 
the session was well-nigh run, once 


t of 
twice 
when the ses- 

Just exactly as is the case to-day. 

Twice it is to be put through the House, without any opportunity for 
amendment, without opportunity for criticism. Under what plea? 
There is not even time given to*state that. 

Anda 
In that 
Handy 

rai it from me, Mr. Speaker, to seek to cripple the public service 
by inadequate appropriations, but am I not entitled, is not every new 


little later another distinguished Democrat participated 


debate, from him, namely, Mr. 


and I 


He said: 


want to quote 


suspension | 





you, if I may speak personally, changed the rules of this | 


bills fn | 


| considered by the House except as a whole. 
man | considered itenr by item 


| self knows was considered carefully item by item, with f 


| ment. 


never | 
the | 





afraid | 
the | debate: 


| bill that represents simply the wisdom or the judgment o! 


to any | 


| people, 
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Member of this House fairly entitled, to an opportunity to examin 
provisions of these bills? I appeal to the older Members of this 1 
to the gentlemen who framed these bills, and to those who }, 
familiar with them in the last House, to give us new Members 
chance for discussion, some privilege of amendment, some opporty 
for investigation, before they force us to vote 
that carry $72,000,000 in bulk. 

Only half as much as these bills carry. 
_ Why, Mr. Speaker, I wonder whether any legislative body 
history of the world ever voted such a sum of money on si 
and inadequate discussion and consideration. 

Do you suppose, Mr. Speaker, that at that time you thou 
or that any of those men who were Members of the Ii 
thought, that the time would ever come when the Demo 
then opposing a rule like this would themselves offer one ick 
tical in terms, sentence for sentence and word for word? [ioe 
goes on to say: 

These bills have never been considered by a committee of this 
We have as yet no Appropriation Committee to consider them. §S 
two millions of doliars with 160 minutes of discussion! N, 
$500,000 a minute! The sundry civil bill alone carries $53,000,0.1 


“yes”? or “no” on 


suci 


This one to-day carries $116.000,000. 

And it is proposed to pass it after 40 minutes of discussion! 
we are to make the unparalleled record in appropriation of a milli 
minute, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisco 
[Mr. Lenroor] has expired. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes | 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has 
spoken, with that ability that always characterizes him, 
part of the speech of the gentleman from Missouri, the late 
De Armond. He did not read that part of the speech w! 
called the attention of the House to the fact that the 
sundry civil bill that the Republicans were at that time und 
taking to put through under special rule had never been 
sidered in any Congress with the right to offer amendment or 1 
consider individual items. The previous year that sundry 


| bill had been passed under suspension of the rules, without 


right to amend, and one of the items carried in it, and on 

the items that caused the most adverse comment, was a pr 
sion establishing the Danville Soldiers’ Home, that could 

have been passed if it had ever been brought out on the fi 
for a fair debate, with the right of amendment. 

The proposition which confronts this House now is ent 
distinct from that which confronted that House at that 
At that time there was a bill which, I repeat, had never |) 
It had never |y 
Here is a bill that the gentleman 


opportunity for debate and with full opportunity for ai 
It represented no partisan view of any man on this : 
of the Chamber. It was simply one of the great supply | 
properly considered and properly passed. 


it went to the President of the United States, and he 


| account of a specific item, vetoed the bill, and iit came back 


the membership of the last House; and its Members were 


| satisfied with the bill that by a vote of 5 to 1 they pass 


it over his veto. And yet the gentleman would try to give 
the country the impression that we are undertaking to s 
that we are undertaking to pass over a great su 


gentleman, the gentleman who introduced it. 

Mr. LENROOT,. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yie' 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do. 

Mr. LENROOT,. Does the gentleman think that 154 
Members of the House are not entitled to an opportunity ? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think the reasoning on which the quest 
is predicated would require the opening up of every supply | 
that has been passed where the money carried by it has 
been expended. There is no reason in logic why these one hundie! 
and odd new Members could not just as well say, “ Here 
the provision made for the Navy in the coming year, after J 
1. The money has not been expended. We are fresh from | 
We should have the right to open it up and recons 
the matter.” The gentleman knows that the logic is specious 
that it does not really state the case. 

If there had been an attempt to prevent consideration by 
the Congress; if the previous House had not considered it 00 
its merits, as was the case that the gentleman cites, back 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, then there would be some reason 
the gentleman’s position. But now it is simply the captions 
criticism of a man that desires to show that because comp!iil 
was made of a rule under certain circumstances, we should » 
now present a rule under entirely different circumstances. 
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Here is a bill that is in amount less than the bills that have| It is unbelievable, I say, that any fortunate enough citizen 
| ded it; a bill that has brought economy. That bill that | to be a Member of the American ¢ s would ba 
t] entieman refers to was a bill so extravagant that the Re- | gag like this and submit to a leade » which is impos! 
nublicans did not dare on either occasion to leave it open for | this rule upon him on the theory that he has not tl! spirit to 
» mendment or consideration by the membership of the House. | protest. ; 
‘Now. I have not believed in unduly tying the membership. | The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gent Knired ~ 
xeither have I been one of those men who have thought that; Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman y 
there was a viciousness in the fact that a rule was a special Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly, I will yield 
rule. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEeLiy] read, | The SPEAKER. The gentieman enn not 1 b 
| properly read, from Jefferson that the rules were intended | has no time remaining. 
for the protection of the minority, and therefore there should | Mr. HARDWICK. [ will give the gentleman one 1 ‘ 
be no special rules. It is true that they are intended for the The SPEAKDER. The gentleman from Georgia yie 
protection of the minority, and under ordinary circumstances | minute. 
f ess requires the ordinary rules to be in effect. But it Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire whether the g 
is never suspected by anybody who recognized the necessity | man objects to the cutting off of debate or to the cutt 
ef doing practical things in a practical way that there sLould | the opportunity of amendment? 
t be from time to time specia: rules in order that business Mr. MURDOCK. Now, the gentleman proj » Bowe 
might be expedited. to say that under some halfway measure he fat! | 
What is the condition that confronts the country that the | years ago it is in order to move to recommit th 
centleman’s plan would altogether upset? There are certain| Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I do not. IL am askins 
oneys carried in this bill that are made immediately avail- | man whether he objects to the cutting off of the op, 
e, There is certain work—certain work on the Panama | for debate. 
Canal and certain other work of the highest importance—that Mr. MURDOCK. I object to the gag rule which its ¢ 
is being held back because of the lack of supplies. But the | every Member of this House from the right to have t 
tleman, because of the belief that the new Members should | considered under the five-minute rule, a paragraph 
lave an opportunity, would hold up all of these public matters with full opportunity to debate and amend. 
, order that this bill might be reopened and rediscussed. | Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit 1 I 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky | WaS anxious to know whether he objected to tl 
has expired. “ | of the opportunity of Members to speak or the opport 
Mr. SHERLEY. He talks of the new Members coming fresh | Members to offer amendinents. 
the country. We all come fresh from the country every Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman peri 
two years, and we believe that there has been a proper con- Mr. FITZGERALD. One moment. 
sideration of this bill and that there is no need of a second Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman knows that thet 
nsideration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] too much general debate and not enough five-minute d 
Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from| Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has not pointed 
Kansas (Mr. CAMPBELL] use the remainder of his time? We | respect in which he desired the bill to be amended, but 
have only one more speech on this side. i tleman must remember that on the openin; day of the II 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to my | did not desire to permit Members to discuss a motion whi 
eague from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. . then made, because he moved the previous question for 1 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] | Pose of cutting off debate. 
is recognized for three minutes. Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; and the House voted down 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, it is not’ at all remarkable | vious question and then adopted a substitute propositi { 
that this gag rule should have been brought in, but it is remark- | “ae gentleman’s debate had preceded the motion for th 
that it should be brought in so early in the new Congress. | Yious question, which shut off the debate we desired 
Now, the fact of the business is that the Democratic leader- | }@d a perfect right to do. 
ship in this body, with a majority of 147 behind them, has be- Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, the House can vote down th 
ome overbold. If the Democratic leadership of this body were | _,The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman | 
not overbold, it would not launch out in the beginning of a | Pired. ' - " ; 
session with an outrageous gag rule of this kind. The thing|_,Mt- MURDOCK. Will the gentleman from G 
that is unbelievable is that most of the 154 new Members of | H4kPwick] yield me more tine? 
Congress will permit without protest the passage without con- | Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, how much ' 
sideration of a bill carrying $116,000,000, of which they know | T@™@a@ining: 0 y 
absolutely nothing. There are two methods of debate in con-| The SPEAKER. Eight minutes. 
sidering a bill in this House. One is known as “ general de- Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield four minut es to the gent 
bate,” a provision for a period of time during which Members | Tlinois [Mr. Mann]. | ceca 
ve the right to debate diversely if they desire, not to the point | The SPEAKER. ‘The g ntleman from Illinois [Mr. M 
and not pertinently to the measure under consideration. he | Tecognized for four minutes. 
Democratic leadership of this House have given you 40 minutes Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, my skirts are clear fh 
at sort of consideration for this sundry civil bill, which is | least. I did not move the previous question on the 
one of the great bills of the Congress } on a resolution which I offered in regard to the s\ of 
‘here is another method for the consideration of bills in this | a Member. 
House, which is known as consideration under the “ five-minute |. Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman voted for th 
rule.” It is our most workmanlike method of consideration, | te Fifty-fifth Congress. 
a method under which the individual here has maintained his Mr. MANN. Nor do I propose to move the pre " 
rights. The bill is read by paragraphs, and at the end of a | to prevent debate or amendments to the sundry In 
paragraph any Member is entitled to the right to debate that | the Fifty-fourth Congress Mr. Cleveland was the P 
paragraph pertinently, and to offer amendments to it. I want | The House was Republican. The bill failed, and a lt 
to point out to the new Members of this House on both the | President came in with the Fifty-fitth ¢ Renu 
Democratic and the Republican sides that they are surrender- | lican House. It is true that the same procedure 
ng the right to that five-minute rule when they adopt this spe- | adopted as is proposed to be adopted now. 
cial rule brought in by the Committee on Rules. I assert also} A few moments ago I stepped out into the lobby 
that this rule would not be brought in if the Democratic ma- Speaker’s chair and looked at the marb face of the s 
Jority were five or ten or fifteen Members. No leader would | Uncle Joe Cannon, and I found it in a broad grin ! 
care bring in such a gag rule if the majority were so small as It was Uncle Joe who drew the resolution 16 
that, but it is because the leaders feel sure, with a majority | the passage of the sundry civil bill without l 
of 147, that they attempt this sort of thing. It is in line with | without debate. It was your side which for 16 
bg ences of deferring committee appointments with regard | reviling Cannon and Cannonism, and now the « 
~ =e tariff bill. There is no reason at all why the Democratic | can make for what you are doing is that you ( 
Members of this House should not have their committee ap- | Uncle Joe did 16 years ago. [Laughter and 
pointments now. Why do you not get them now? Because | Republican side.] 
M « dl ‘ 


and lash to your backs and holding off the committee appoint- | man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ketiy] state th 
ments in order that they may drive you into a favorable vote ] 


U such precedent. That is true; they have never 1 
poh a secretly prepared tariff measure. | dent in the past, and I think they will never have 





the Democratic leaders of this House are applying the whip| The gentleman from Kansas [Mr 
| 
| 
' 





tunity to make one in the future. [Laughter.] Having done 
nothing, having no responsibility, nobody can charge anything 
up to them. [Laughter.] It is true that the Republicans when 
they had the responsibility passed the bill. It is true that when 
the Democrats have the responsibility they propose to supply the 
necessary funds to carry on the Government. It is true that 
the minority, following the precedents of all ages, insist upon 
the right to talk and propose amendments. It is true that when 
we were in the majority we did not give you a chance, and you 
told the country how we inflicted this punishment upon you 
and perpetrated this outrage on a free Government. It is true 
that you are proposing to do the same old thing, in the same old 
way, with the same old excuse. You secured your power by 
playing a confidence game on the American people, and they are 
finding it out, and shortly we will be having the power to do 
the thing that you are now doing, and I do not know but that 
we will have the same old excuse. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that many 
of the 154 Members who are serving their first term here are 
wondering why it is that we are proceeding in the manner in 
which we sre now proceeding. It is a simple matter. The 
tariff bill has not yet passed; it is not absolutely certain how 
you are going to vote on some items in that bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is not absolutely certain how you will 
vote on the bill when ft is finally passed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is not posted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. These uncertainties have made it unwise 
on the part of the leadership to appoint the committees. You 
have not had the committee assignments you figured on imme- 
diately after the election. You have also been wondering why 
you have not been getting some of those post offices that the 
folks back home are hammering you about from every town 
and village in your district. Why, the tariff bill is not passed. 
How can you expect the goods to be delivered until you have 
delivered the goods? [Laughter.] 

That is the reason that you are called upon to-day to pass 
a bill appropriating over $100,000,000 for the civil service of 
the Government and to pass the Indian appropriation bill, which 
is not only bad for what it contains but is worse for what it 
does not contain. 

You are asked to pass these bills without an opportunity of 
offering a single amendment, without the opportunity of improv- 
ing them in any manner whatever, and in fact without an 
opportunity of knowing very much of what is in either of them. 
You have come here believing that you were all of some im- 


. . . j 
portance. Why, you have not been of sufficient importance yet 


to find out just what committee you are going to get; where you 


are going to be assigned. One or two men have been telling you | 


exactiv what to do and bow to do it, and if you are wise you 
will do just what they tell you to do. [Laughter.] 

That is to say, if you are to get the committee assignments 
that you want, and if you are to get the fellows appointed for 
postmasters back home that you want, you must act well your 
part. Very much depends, therefore, on how you act in the 
near future on the tariff bill that foreign manufacturers are so 
anxious for. It is two weeks since this Congress convened. 
Only 4 committees out of something like 40 have been ap- 
pointed It is yet several weeks until the Ist day of July. 
These appropriation bills that you are proposing to put through 
this House after 40 minutes of general debate are for the fiscal 
year beginning on the Ist day of July next. There is plenty 
of time to pass them in the orderly way. But the committees 
will not be appointed until you vote on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. HARDWICK, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re 

The SPEAKER. Nine minutes, 

Mr. HARDWICK, Mr. Speaker, I have been a little amused 
to-day at some of these Republican experiences that we have 
been hearing. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
moment ? 

Mr. HARDWICK, Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I want to ask the chairman of the committee 
if he does not think this report ought to be voted down on ac- 
count of the Platt National Park being left out? 

Mr. HARDWICK, Mr. Speaker, I say that I have been 
somewhat amused at some of the Republican experiences and 
confidences that we have been given to-day. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CAMPrett}, who is bigh tn the favor of that 
party, intimates that four years ago, when they were passing 
that monstrosity known as the Payne-Aldrich bill, they held up 
their committees for just that reason, because that was exactly 








what was done; and when the Dingley bill was passed yon j, 
up your committees, except the Ways and Means and { ' 
mittte on Rules, and I suppose your President and bosses we 
hitting you over the heads then, and yon kad to do it a}) , 
the one-man system, and that man had to see that you deli. 
the goods, and he did see to it. 

On our side what has happened is simply this: The comm; 
charged with the duty of appointing committees can 
down the tariff bill and name these committees at S 
They have assured this side of the House, and they have 
the statement public, that just as soon as the tariff 
passed and they can have the time to do the actual |, 
volved the committees will be announced. [Laughter 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of course they will. 

Mr. HARDWICK. There is no trouble about that, an 
gentlemen did not do that while you were running under you 
Inman system. There is another thing that really amuses ; 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yi 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. There does not seem to be any dis 
the gentleman’s mind about the one-man system on both 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; I have no trouble abou 

[Laughter.] We have on this side a committee that 
committee on committees, but they are not in any se) 
bosses of the House. There are 14 members on that 
and that is 14 times as good as your system, ;: 
about as big as the whole party of my friend from I 
Murpock.] [Laughter.] . 

Mr. Speaker, it agonizes my soul to hear my good frie 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock] talk about gag rules. That h 
the principal part of his stock in trade, and I think 
little overdone it. The trouble we found with the “ gag 
that you proposed in the Fifty-fifth Congress and w! 
party, many of whom sit on this floor now, voted f 
you other gentlemen had been there I suppose you w: 
voted for it, too, in those good old days of Republic 
trouble about it was that you had a sundry civil bil! 
had been considered under the five-minute rule, where t 
never been opportunity for real debate or substant! 
ment, and you proposed to pass it the second time w 
sideration. On the other bund, what do we do? W 
this sundry civil bill after it has been considered with 
care as to every paragraph and every item under the fiv: 
rule, after full debate, and with unlimited opport 
amendment. Not only that, but it has been pass 
Senate, considered by that body, has been through « 
and after it has met a veto from the President of the 
States it has been passed in this House, which had 
Democratic majority of only 64, by a vote of 5 to 1 
every Republican, as well as every Democrat, certify 
country that the bill was right and ought to become « 

Mr. LENROOT. What about the other three bills 
been passed? 

Mr. HARDWICK. My understanding is that the « 
bill in the Fifty-fourth Congress was passed under a! 
same circumstances as the sundry civil bill. Howe 
principal bill involved then, as now, was the sundry 
propriation bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The bill had never been agi 
conference. 

Mr. HARDWICK. No. The conferees had never 
it, as I recall it. 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlema: 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. CANTRILL. I would like to remind my colle: 
he is on the floor to call the attention of the House t 
that the Democratic leader submitted the question to ! 
cratic caucus as to whether or not they should pro 
the tariff bill or proceed to name the committees, 
rank and file—the Democratic Party in Democratic 
instructed our leader to proceed with the tariff bill a 
name the committees. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CANTRILL. And the Ways and Means Comm!!! 
not undertake to boss that caucus, but the caucus bo 
Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Undoubtedly; and I want to t 
friends on the other side of the Chamber that if we ! 
little enough sense to unduly protract the period of th 3 
revision and unduly prolong the uncertainty with wiic 
ness regards any sort of a tariff change, whether up or 
while scrambling over committee pie, our party Ww 
ridiculous in the eyes of the American people. Now, 
thing I want to say to my good friend from the State 
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ic the able and astute Republican leader on the other side: 
He said when he went out here he imagined he could see the 
: ctatue of Uncle Joe smile on account of this rule. Uf 
ld have seen Uncle Joe when the original bill passed in 
fty-fifth Congress he would no doubt have seen him 
5 , great deal more than in imagination he can see the 
smile to-day; because in that bill, that was never con 
ed under the five-minute rule. there was an item for a 
‘ rs’ home, at a cost of $150,000, provided for at Danville, 
Iam glad that when the Democratic Party brings in 
this kind no such charge can be laid at the door of its 

wan. 
BARTLETT. And for a soldier's home in his own home 
HARDWICK. Yes; in Danville, Tl. Then another 


» was involved in this rule. Why did we present this rule? 
We say this bill has been considered thoroughly, paragraph by 
er ph and item by item, and that the light of day bad been 
ed on the bill in both Chambers of this Con We say 


cress. 


that this House by a five-sixths vote passed it just as 
er it to you, over the veto of the President of the United | 

« s, Wesay more. This bill—and the Indian appropriation 
the same way to a smaller degree—contains about 
628,000,000 of actual necessary appropriations for public works 
re halted unless we puss these bills in the immediate | 


It contains $12,000,000 or $14,000,000 for public works 

t under the statutes are available continuously, regardless 

of the date fixed by the bill. Not only that, but it 
$8,000,000 or $10,000,000, I am informed, of river and 
works, besides the Panama Canal provisions. We say 

ie country does not wish the tariff bill to be halted while 

we rry this bill through a weary of two or three 
s of debate and delay on the floor of this House, and there 


contains 


I rocess 


we offer this bill that has been thoroughly considered 
e, every item, every paragraph—and we ask you to pass 
w before we go into the tariff discussion, before we come 
onsideration of the tariff bill, because if we do not pass 
that time we can not pass it at a time when the 
works of the country will not suffer because of the 
delay 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 
rhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
) Illinois [Mr. MANN]? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman referred to the vote on the veto | 
essage of the President——— 
Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think it would be quite 


¢ 


r to say that that vote was had during the last three hours 
f the expiration of the term of Congress, when it was a ques- 
taking that bill or nothing: that that does not 
sirily indicate how the gentlemen would vote—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not think it indicates, however, that 
Members of this House, knowing this extra was about 
to be convened, would have their judgment coerced to vote 
wrongfully to pass a bill over the President’s veto unless they 
thought the bill was right; and I want to say to the gentleman 


1 oO neces- 


session 


I would not support the bill if as a whole I had not thought it 
cht to pass, the President’s veto to the contrary notwith- 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman from Georgia 
ir. HAgpwick] think that the gentleman from Llinois should 


lave remembered that the sundry civil bill was brought in 
( * the last three hours of the session in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress when he was criticizing Democrats for bringing in the 
} : . . : . : 
n the manner in which they were brought in in the last 
Conegere ss? 
Mr. MANN. It was not brought in during the last three 


hours of the session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harp- 
Wick] said that in the bill in the Fifty-fourth Congress there 
Was appropriated $125,000 for a soldiers’ home—— 

Mr. HARDWICK. I said “ $150,000.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And then went on to compliment the chair- 
1 of the Committee on Appropriations of this Congress that 
4S town got nothing out of it. 
fact that he got $500,000 for his home town in this bill. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The city of New York is about the same 
Size as Danville, IL, I take it, and the items in question are of 
equal public importance? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is his home town. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was an appropriation for existing 


> ole . : . 
‘ a how under way, and authorized by a Republican admin- 
stration, 









I will cal! his attention to the | 


Browning 


Adair 
Ainey 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Avis 
Baltz 
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The SPEAKER rhe ti f the 
[Mr. Harpwick] has expired. A 
tion is on agreeing to the resolu 
The question was taken, and the s 
ayes seemed to have it 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I de | 
The House divided: 1 there \ 
Mr M LNN Miu Ss] Ker, l cle 
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agreed to. 


the following pairs: 


io the resolution was 

The Clerk announced 

lor the session: 

Mr. Scutiy with Mr. 
lor the vote: 

Mr. Fie_ps with Mr. STREENERS( 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Riorpan with Mr. Kress of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAUNDERS with Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. 

Mr. Waite with Mr. Mappen. 

Mr. WatTKINsS with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. Ta.sorr of Maryland with Mr. Payne, 

Mr. STEDMAN with Mr. PorTrer 

Mr. SHACKLErorD with Mr. Rorerts of Nevada. 

Mr. Rucker with Mr. Sexuzs. 

Mr. Patten of New York with Mr. Swrrzer. 

Mr. Montacvue with Mr. Vare. 

Mr. Luoyp with Mr. WINSLOW. 

Mr. LiIntaicum with Mr. Ker of Rhode Island. 

Mr. Houston with Mr. Hueues of West Virginia. 

Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina with Mr. Howe tt. 

Mr. GoLproc_e with Mr. HaMILTON of New York. 

Mr. Gorke with Mr. Grist. 

Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas with Mr. Farr, 

Mr. Guass with Mr. Siempe., 

Mr. Esropinat with Mr. EpmMonps. 

Mr. Donownoer with Mr. DANFORTH. 

Mr. Direnperrer with Mr. Copley. 

Mr. Davis of West Virginia with Mr. Prouty, 

Mr. Date with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Curtry with Mr. BarcHFELD. 

Mr. Grrtins with Mr. Avis. 

Mr. Batuerick with Mr. ANTHONY, 

Mr. Aparre with Mr. AINEY. 

Mr. Hogsson with Mr. BuT ter. 

Mr. HaMurn with Mr. CALpErR, 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no’ 
paired with my Mr. Scutty, and I 
draw my vote and vote “ present.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 


BROWNING. 


NEDY 


’ 


; but I am 
colleacue, 


The Clerk called the name of Mr. BrowNnine, and he answered | , , ’ 
” | on Ways and Means, so that the bill as introduced wo 


*” Present. 

Mr. BARNHART. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MANN. My. 
to be asked these gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is what I asked the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. MANN, The 

The SPEAKER. 
in the Hall, listening. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but I think that the new Members ought to 
know what the requirements are. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. The real question is, ‘‘ Were you 
in the Hall, listening, when your name was called, or ought to 
be ( alle ad? fe 

Mr. BARNHART. 

The SPEAKER. 
within the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
Was the gentleman in the Hall, listening? 
Speaker, I think the usual question ought 


Speaker asked part of it. 
The Chair asked the gentleman if he was 


I was not listening, Mr. Speaker. 
Then the gentleman does not bring himself 


Mr. Scutty, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence for five days, on account of illness. 


THOMAS JEFFERSON MEMORIAL, ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution that passed the 
House a little while ago, in regard to the unveiling of the Jef- 
ferson Monument, was amended, but it is necessary also to 
amend the title. I ask that the title be amended. 


Chai: 


| shall be 


desire to with- | 


| up the bill? 


The SPEAKER. 


asks 


The gentleman from Alsbama [Mr. 9 
unanimous consent to amend the title to that J, 
resolution. 
Mr. MANN. Did it 
The SPEAKER. 


have a title before? 
The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HEFLIN It is desired to give it a title. 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentieman f; 
bama [Mr. Herrin] is to give it a title, unless somebod 


| The Clerk will report the title that is proposed to be 


to the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
J lution 
mittees 
attend and represent the 
lon of th 


otnt re 
of the cor 
t! zed | 

and dedicat 


The SPEAKER. 


ing an appropriation for defrayinge t 

Senate and House of Represe 
Senate and House at 
memorial to Thomas Jefferson, at St. | 
Is there objection? [Afier a pai 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PRINTING OF 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. Speaker, I reintroduced 1] 
bill this morning, with certain amendments. Unk 

number it is numbered 3321. I ask unanimous co 
there may be printed 10,000 copies of the bill, of w 
for the use of the committee. We have ij} 
requests for it, or requests approximating that m 
thousand are to be allotted to the document room, 
balance are to be distributed to Members in the foldin 

The Clerk read the following resolution: 


Tlouse resolution 69. 
be printed, 2,0 


_=- 


and Means Committee, 2,000 for document room, and 6,00 
room. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obj 


| I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The bill is introduced to-day with th: 
made by the Democratic caucus, I assume? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It is reintroduced as an original bill, is 
It does not show the amendments? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is introduced as an origin 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman expect the Ways a 
Committee to act upon it to-morrow? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. MANN. It will probably be acted upon without 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman prefer to have 10,001) 
of it printed now instead of waiting until it is report: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do; for two reasons. One 

that it is more convenient to the Printing Office, and 


| is that there is a demand for copies of the bill immedia 


we will have them here to-morrow. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know that the gentleman from 4 
ean give us assurances, and yet if the country can be tho! 
well assured that there will be no change made in the ( 


fact the bill as reported, then we shall know what to e) 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman | 
are 14 Members out of the membership of the Coimn 
Ways and Means who are committed to the bill as 
and I expect to get 14 votes in committee in the morni 
port it back to the House. 

Mr. MANN. What is the gentleman’s program ab 
Does he propose to take it up on Wednes: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My desire is to report it to th 
to-morrow and take it up on Wednesday. 

Mr. MANN. It will not be taken up to-morrow? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; not to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr 
woop] asks unanimous consent that 10.000 copies of the 
he introduced to-day on the tariff be printed, 2.000 co 
use of the committee, 2,000 to go to the document roon 
remainder to go to the folding room. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a furt! 
tion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. How about printing the handbook co! 
the tariff data? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I intend, when I file the report 
the handbook an appendix to the report, and I wil! : 
imous consent at that time for printing the number 0 
that the House desires. : 

Mr. DYER. Reserving the right to object, are there 
the handbooks that have been printed now availabie? 
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* UNDERWOOD I think they are practically all ex- | community; and asif to, <e it worse. the classes which a body 
1: they had to be changed te meet some of the amend- | of officeholders elected by the suffrag the people have 5 
; ‘ ° | elected to exem i ! } om l ¢ statute are the two 
YER. TI could not get a single copy. largest votir classes e | : . e. 
UNDERWOOD. There was only a limited number the coward | of f \ I vs t t is 
ause it was expected that there might be charges, | pandering to sh pi ! . 
handbook bad to be changed to correspond with the two great cla : and to a se tl wos as 
nm the bill | friends 
PEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the | Mr. Spe er. I] e that , ¥ is viclou : 
from Alabama? [After a pause.] The Chair hears | but whe ( Ss ¢ i ( vo 1 
: I gentleman from New York [Mr. IFrrzGerRaLp] is | ‘ Sses, it ows \ ‘ ling to rom i . 
d. ; se : for s det 3 ure : 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. | as he ] | 
MANN. I will ask the gentleman from New York if| , 0% course, I understand that some excuse th es b 
, have some arrangement for a division of time? oe t sata sc + Seat eng eee doe i 
Vr FITZGERALD. I understand that under the rule I am ale em i Serene Ee ee : 
‘enized for the 40 minutes. I aim willing to yield one-half of : a Big ’ : eres ™ hs n ft tha 
me to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLert], a , —e : : ‘ , es oting | 
was the senior member of the Committee on Appropri:- ies t} d ’ eae ne ow ‘ 
that side in the last Congr I now yield to the | * saa oe 8a ee . ‘ 
an from Massachusetts 20 minutes. ; = ; . — elie nt, uy : ; 
[LLETT. Mr. Speaker, this bill, like the rule under | * a he Ol a * ' » ¢ es W m ' 1 
it is considered, is an exemplification of Democratic | ; 2 "s y f ; | 
rity. For 20 years this House has rung with denunci- b hl ns mails a ; = Bae. eae use, - t t oe ) 
of Czar Reed and Czar Cannon, and professions that | * rt - fant ai aa ‘.- i ; - — oar a> Oe Opposed to . 
j ; soon as the Democratic Party had control this tyranny A wan te - . : _ | 7 4 I 
t d be done away with. Now, at the very beginning of their| .. ° painae~ ; t 1 eee : - cope z ut ) 
control, we see them select as their model for a rule the most ae coe es ma ne 2 aaa ae a . : : i 
drastic rule that the combined invention of these two czars was ae ale a ste latemiiaaiidh’ ans . ee a 
ever able to contrive. [Laughter.] oom that he the : ~~ =p torn : oe ! = 
So for 20 years while the Democratic Party was out they ati at ieadiiaiitiiies te the 8 ; = ae . a aaa \ ; vil 
n professing that they were the champions of economy. | ,' ioe : DY sae ti a cae od es _— “ a 
have been denouncing Republican extravagance, and have | ?"' nee e 7 - ee ee ee ne 
: telling us that just as soon as they came into power they - . as ees very Some me — eee a ae ee 7 
iid illustrate to us Democratic simplicity and economy. ee - > <i ee ee - ee | 
they came into power in this House two years ago, a =. vee or = - ee — oo’ _ not ap] l 
begin to show some evidences of a desire for economy. | ! maka — ‘Mr ) a a a ‘aaa iniceianes alana 
which the Appropriations Committee brought in in which 1 we Se” [eae ere Seine canara ee 
: sion did prune down appropriation bills. The Demo- | ¥’@C4 *2U!cate Bis ee ee read one sentence 
platform of last year demanded the abolition of useless | __“ A Ry > ae oe oe a cum Shere te | 
fices, denounced Republican extravagance, and promised fun- | ana that is the class formed by the labor or#anizaticos and 
nental changes and economy. lof the country—a cla ep ting on n all minorit 
But what did they do after election? What did they do in | aes ~— ee oot eee ie poate J an 
» second session of that Congress? Just as soon as the elec-| monopoly, j= ; ee odustries by 
d passed by, Just as soon as they had sailed into power | = yy.¢ i the lanecuage of Weodt i n at the South ¢ 


» professions of opposition to tyranny and extravagance 
then we see the real Democratic purpose disclosing itself, 
at Congress passed bigger appropriation bills than had 


; 

} 2 

|} lina dinner in New York in Apr 1907 [ have no rea ) 
| think he repudiates those opiniens to-day When the Rem 








: ; ; cain a & lican administration was in power, when there was a Key ! 
ever been passed in a time of peace. This bill is the largest Attorney General. the Democratic Party did not think it 1 
ry civil appropriation bill, omitting the appropriations for | oy to pass such a limit ' this. Thev left Mr. Pat ; 
ama Canal. except one, that has ever been passed, and Mr. Wic ‘rsham’s adm stratio fire They did ( t 
rger than that one if you omit also the appropriations hands  . + as goon an thes eet om & ads a 
f » rivers and harbors. So I say that this whole perform- | a fh ene an thaw ant iicmiaaiatin, died ( 
day is an exemplification of Democratic insincerity and t] ie limit ne tier Rr Bi yey as flees Saihatnemiatl sitein OR te 
ration of noble promises before election and base per- — this qualifi ation. I do not nk the | Mo0cl A : 
e after election. Still I am inclined to think that | ¢...ra1 deserves such treatment. A Republican admin 
all it is wise for them to introduce it in this way. =n bread-minded enouch to take him into their ser 
{ desire that they shall be economical. I believe that the |... and he proved by his efficiency then that he is we vee 
rman of the Appropriations Committee desires it, and I) 6 ‘sttorney General and that he dees not deserve this 
presume it is wise that they should bring it in under a rule} _ jp ajjeve this Democratic administration, both bee 
not to allow their own party to get their hands on it. [Laugh-| ..+ wich this slur cast w theme and from the 
ter.| If the Democratic majority of 64 in the last Congress | m mital. unselfish. broad-minded 1 that they re 
| ia sundry civil bill of one hundred and sixteen millions, | \j.j 45 Jecisiation, must be 0} 4 te it. and I tr 
Heaven knows how big a bill a Democratic majority of 145 | ..ine courage that President Taft exhitl ’ 
would pass. [Laughter on the Republican side.] the present Executive. Be that as it may, Mr. Speaker, I 
_And so I am inelined to think that it is wise that the Dill] ove to recommit the b riking out this prov n. \ 
should come in in this way, that the new Members should not plause on the Republicen side. ] ; 


wed to put their finger in the pork barrel; that the com-| ~ pyow much time have L remaining, Mr. Speaker? 
li > places should be kept dangling before their eyes; aund| ‘phe gpRAKER. nutes. 
t should be made to follow their headers. Mr. GiLLETYT. I jd five minutes to the 
Will happen to it when it gets te the Democratie Senate | Wyoming [Mr. MonbELL] 

ey probably will not have any such rule makes us The SPEAKER 
mie. So I should be content with this bill, believing that it | perr] is re red - f 
S etter bill than this Democratic Congress would be apt to Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speuaker. [ vote 


Where f] ; ; 
t | geutlieman from Wyoming 


iv¢ | i u 





| ‘ i 
buss, if it was not for one clause in it. That is the clause upon | the consideration of this bill and the Indian aj 
‘ 1 the President at the last session based his veto. That | because I believe the rule vicious, and IL voted 


under the Sherman law shall not be expended in suits | the ordinary rules of the House, wou 
it against wage earners and farmers. erably amended. I desire to « the atl 
Sident Taft in his message disclosed the fundamental vice | bers of the House to ne it 

ha provision. It is class legislation of the rankest and | 188, and 189 of the bill. © 

Host vicious kind. It says that a penal statute, universal in| priate approximately $5,000,000 for the fol 

ers, shall not be enforced against certain classes in the | Panama-Canal, This is the second considerable app 


he clause that provides that the appropriation for prosecu- | cause in my opinion these bills. had they | Lc 
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for that purpose, the former appropriations being, however, 
considerably less. This is the beginning of an expenditure 
which, at the very lowest estimate, will not be less than 
$50,000,000, and may reach $100,000,000. Col. Goethals has said 
that if we fortify the canal as these items suggest it will cost 
us $25,000,000 a year to support the troops that will be neces- 
sary to hold the canal, and he himself does not promise us that 
with this great outlay we could hold the canal any longer than 
for a short time against an expeditionary force sent by any 
great power against the canal. One hundred and fifty-four 
Members of this House I imagine have never read those items; 
at least they have never had the opportunity to pass upon them. 
When the bill was under consideration in the former Congress 
I attempted to move to recommit with instructions to strike out 
these items. Under the ruling of the Chair, because I was not 
opposed to the bill in toto, I was not allowed to make that 
motion. So I assume I shall not be allowed to make that motion 
to-day. Therefore, having tied our hands, having by rule pro- 
vided that no amendment can be offered to the bill, and it being 


strating that he did not understand or know just wh 
provisions in the bill accomplished, although I must , 

great astonishment that so skilled and so careful and so x) 
a legislator as the gentleman from Massachusetts shoy 
into the same error as President Taft. President Taf; 

message in veto makes this statement: 

At a time when there is widespread complaint of the high 
living it certainly would be anomalous to put on the statute bo: 
United States an act in effect preventing the prosecution of 
tions of producers of farm products for the purpose of artifi 
trolling prices ; and the evil is not removed, although it may |. 
by referring to the purpose of the organization as “to o!} 
maintain a fair and reasonable price for their products.” 

The most kindly characterization of the act of the Pr, 
in sending such a statement as that to Congress is that }) 
read the provision which he criticized, but took sone 
opinion as to just what it was, as he had done in co) 
with the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill when he said it was th, 
tariff bill ever enacted. The sundry civil bill and the 
tive appropriation bill for the next fiscal year can 


offering it states that he is opposed to the bill in toto, no amend- 
ment of the sort I have suggested or any amendment to any one 
item of the bill can be offered, either under the five-minute rule 
in the ordinary way, or on a motion to recommit. So gentle- 
men on the other side, large numbers of them, who have never 
read this bill, who at least have never had an opportunity to 
consider it, have by their action to-day so provided that it will 
be impossible for them to vote against this or any other of a 
considerable number of items in the bill that should be stricken 
out. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. MonpDELL] voted to pass this bill over the President’s 
veto, and I assume that while there might be some items in the 
bill with which he is not in accord, yet he favors the bill as a 
whol It would be of little value to offer him opportunity to 
amend this bill in the House. He offered a great number of 
jimendments to the bill in the last House, and none of them 
uppealed to a majority of the Members present. As there was 
i Democratic majority of only 64 in the last House and there is 
i Democratic majority of 147 in this House, I can not under- 
stand how the gentleman could expect to be any more successful 
under these circumstances than he was when the majority was 
i@ss 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand the gentleman to hold that 
the error increases with the increase of the Democratic ma- 
jority? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; but when the gentleman was not 
even able to convince a number of his own party of the pro- 
priety or merit of his propositions, it is absolutely futile to 
uttempt to convince a House with a majority of 147 Democrats 
against him. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the error could 
not have been very serious in the mind of the gentleman from 
Wyoming, else he would not have voted to pass the bill over 
the veto of the Republican President. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is quite apparent the gentleman could 
easily have recorded his opposition to the bill if there was some 
fundamental objection by refusing to vote to pass it over the 
President’s veto. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand the gentleman takes the posi- 
tion that a Member can not vote for an appropriation bill be- 
cause he is opposed to some items in it or because he desires to 
insert some other items? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. That seemed to be the position of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAaRrretT], acquiesced in by the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; but so long as his attempt to 
amend the bill was futile in the last House we all understand it 
would be a waste of time to repeat the performance now. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman assume that the new Mem- 
bers on that side are as blind as the old Members were? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it was an unfortunate 
thing that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLuietT] 
could not have been present during the dying hours of the last 
Congress to have recorded himself against the passing of the 
bill over the President’s veto, but I understand he was so over- 
come with grief at the passing out of power of the party to 
which he has been attached for so many years and under whose 
flag he has served in this House that he could not arrange to be 
here during the last half hour of the session and so was de- 
prived of the opportunity of voting to sustain the veto of the 
President of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GrLLettr] labors 
under the same misapprehension as President Taft when he 
vetoed the bill. Nobody was surprised at President Taft demon- 


ployees, and for expenses necessary in the prosecution of {| 
legal business of the country. Six hundred thousand do 
appropriated for the salaries of the United States dis 
attorneys, $325,000 for the payment of regular assis 
United States district attorneys, $553,630 in the legisiati 
for the force of the Attorney General in the Departmen; 
Justice, over $1,000,000 for witness fees, and a number of o) 
items, all of which aggregate over $10,000,000, and al! of 
money is available for the purpose of prosecuting « ( 
against the Sherman antitrust law regardless of the S 
category to which they apply with the exception of one s 
item of $300,000. 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT. If this clause did not prevent the A 
General from such prosecution, may I ask what the pur; 
this clause was? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am about to explain. TI thoug! 
haps the gentleman from Massachusetts understood wh 
been done, although I am not surprised that the recent o 
of the White House did not understand or know what was 
on in Congress. Some years ago there was a controvers\ 
House precipitated by the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. I}: 
LETT]. He pointed out that a Republican administration, 
many protestations, was not doing anything to suppress 
criminal combinations of capital which were oppres 
people in every direction, and he offered an amendmen 
sundry civil appropriation bill appropriating $250,000 to 1 
the administration of the excuse that it was hampered 
lack of funds for the prosecution of offenders against 
man antitrust law. 

The spark that was struck by the gentleman from (: 
created such a conflagration that before the House 
upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa, Mr 
the appropriation was made $500,000. During the firs 
three years following practically none of that money 
pended by the administration, but later it commenced 
ploy distinguished lawyers and undertook the prose 
certain litigation against certain industrial combinati 
had been oppressing the people. Three or four years iz 
siderable agitation arose as a result of the so-called ID 
Hat case. Anyone who will examive the records of the 
during the discussion of the Sherman antitrust law i 
of the fact that such men as Senatc: Hoar, of Massa 
Senator George, of Mississippi; and other distinguished 
expressed the opinion that the United States Supren 
would never dream of construing the Sheriman antitrus 
as affecting either labor organizations or farmers’ org: 

In the Danbury Hat case, as I recall, the Supreme (0 
ferred to the records of Con: ress, and said that there wis 
ing to indicate that there was any intention ever to 
organizations of either class, so that in the Sixty-first Cous 
I am not sure whether it was three or four years 2g0 

there might be no misunderstanding as to the specific ]) 


} 


for which this particular fund had been made avail: 
so-called Hughes amendment, which many gentlemen wl 
ously served in this House on that side have reason | 
with regret, was proposed in order to confine the em)) 

out of this particular fund of attorneys to be c-uployed 
against industrial combinations. To the astonishment o! ‘ 
one the administration itself took a very active par 
tempting to defeat the amendment. 

It passed the House and was stricken out in the Senat: 
near the end of the session the House by a very close vuole \" 
curred in the Senate amendment. My recollection is thi! \' 
yote showed a difference of about 10, which eliminated \ 


impossible to offer a motion to recommit unless the to defray expenses of court officers, officia|s. 
























































ent from the bill. I do not know whether the gentle- 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GrmLLerr] overlooked that fact 
ated that the Congress bad never put any such re 
upon a Republican Attorney General. It was not be 
attempt had not been made. And more than that, 

t had been mad 


i 


( ade at that time, because the attitude 
last Republican administration was such that there 
ve reason to believe that it would have taken much more 

re in prosecuting labor organizations and farmers’ or- 

is than it would have taken in prosecuting the in- 

1] combinations that had been so oppressive to the country. 

‘ir. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

\ FITZGERALD. Yes. 

‘ir. GREEN of Iowa. I do not exactly understand the posi- 

tion of the gentleman from New York, and I would like to 

ire whether he holds the antitrust law app! es to the labor 
gations in maintaining wages and strikes. 

FITZGERALD. I think it does, now that the Supreme 

Court has so decided, but I think it was not so intended. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that the | 


Supreme Court has not so decided. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. In the Danbury Hat case—209 United 
States, I think it is—the Supreme Court has expressly heid it 

1 sustained the litigation brought under that act. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If the gentleman will yield a little 
f er, L will say that in my judgment the gentleman is 
el y in error as to what the Supreme Court held in that 
ease of which he is speaking. I have a copy of it right here, 

which they say that the secondary boycott is illegal, whether 
ected by a labor union or anyone else. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is what President Taft has in- 
sisted comes within the inhibition of the antitrust act, and in 
] essage to Congress, sent here the last day of the last Con- 

s, he says: 
An amendment almost in the language of this proviso, so far as it 
vnizati ; for the Increasing of wv t 





or ss, etc., was intro- 








in tHe ¢ ‘ , 
: . and after a very full discussion in the House failed of enact- 
I Representative Madison, speaking in favor of the amendment 
1 struck e proviso, characterized it as an attempt “to write 
i law, so far as this particular measure is concerned, a legaliza- 
t f the secondary boycott.” * * * 
] is what the United States Supreme Court held in the 
D iry Hat case, that because it was in effect a secondary 
boyeott it came within the inhibition of the antitrust law. I do 
k I misunderstand the effects of the decisions or the 


itions of the gentlemen who have been objecting to t 





iSion.,. 

ir. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield a little 
irther? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman either misunderstands 
ntentionally perverts the language. There is a vast deal 

of difference in the secondary boycott and the other proposition. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The President contends that it author- 

| the secondary boycott, and that fs the ground on which he 
vetoed the bill. There is no difference of opinion as to what his 
contention was as to the effect of the amendment. 

\ir. Speaker, there is ample power and there are ample funds 
appropriated in this bill to permit the prosecution of offenders 
against every law, regardless of whom the offenders may be. 
I have no doubt that everybody can rest confident of the fact 
t 


2 


under this administration all offenders against any law, 
rdless of class or person, will be proceeded against with 
rtially, although I may add that as the result of the 
I cratic Party controlling this administration there is less 
likelihood that there will be so many persons who will put 
themselves in a position where it will be necessary to invoke 
L 

t 


he aid of the criminal law. It is known that the same prac- 
es will not be tolerated now as have been prevalent hereto 
fore during the many years of Republican misrule in this 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I used? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used 16 minutes and 
has 4 minutes left. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to say Just one word more, and 
t is that the only mistake that was made in this rule was 
1 giving so much time for the discussion of the bill, because 
obody—exeept the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gt1- 
Lert], with respect to this particular provision—has pointed 
out a single change desired in the bill, and also excepting the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpet.], who made fruitless 
attempts to strike out the Panama Canal appropriations on 
Several prior occasions. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr, Frrz- 
GERALD] reserves four minutes, 


j 


tha 
i 
nol 





Sixty-first Congress, passed the House, was rejected in the | 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California [Mr. Kaun] 
is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, when the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill pussed at the last session of the lust Congress it « 
ried an item of $500,000 for a Government exhibit at the Pan 

| tma-Pacific International Exposition at San Francisco. i} 


|we shall have, approximately, from the peopie of California 
| $22,500,000 for the exposition. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green] is 
recognized for one-half minute 
Mr GREEN of Iow il ~ ker I desire to K OU 
mous consent to extend my re! ‘s in the Recorp. 
The SPEAKER. The tan from lowa [Mr. G 
|} asks unanimous nsent to extend his remarks in the ] 
| Is there objection? 





Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemsn’s last criti 


is preposter« . Vo « pe that dy eould in 2O minut 


time, or a portion of if, | t out 1 d desired amend 
ments in a bill con ng hund ad « 1 { ds of 
iten I ‘ I ” S116 Nye » « i . 
impossible. Of course, we ean \ l 
one or two special pe i ill A i M 
Speaker, I think the gentleman's ercilious air of 
toward President Taft will not injure President 4 
not help the gentleman's case 

The gentleman's explanztion does not explain. So far I 
can gather from it, what he means is that th pproy i 
is a humbug and a piece of hy; ind will 10u 
nothing, because there is other money available that can be 


used for the same purpose. 

Very possibly that is the argument that put it into the . 
The gentleman from New York, to his credit, opposed this m 
when it was offered on the floor of the House and wus - 
mately defeated, and new appare tly he accepts it l 
lows it with the best grace he can. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield ialf a minute to the gentleman I 1 
Iowa [Mr. Green]. 


There was no obiection. 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my ; 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann}. 


present bill carries a similar item. 


Since that bill passed there has appeared an article in the 
newspapers throughout the country to the effect that the gov- 
ernor of California had objected to a State building on the 
ground that there was not enough money in the State trensury 
to warrant the appropriation fer a State building. Since then I 
have received from the pres t of the expo n company 2 
telegram asserting ft) the s ent as pub red i 
! us; that there will be tate | ling d it the 
State of ¢ fornia will appropriate approximat >10,01 WO 
for the exposition, together with th 2 1.000 that the | : 
of San Francisco have appropriated for that purpose, » th 


Nothing like that has ever been done before | any col 
munity or any State in furtherance of any exposition. I 
sire to read the telegram from the president of the exp: l 


company. It is as follows: 
San Fra I » Cab tprit 10, 
Hon. Jcitivs Kan, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 





Report that California Is not to have Sta bulldine at P 
Pacific Exposition is ridiculous It ar » fT 1 an edito ! 
tlon of a published statement by Gov. Johnson. Circumst i 
the State has appropriated $5,000,000 xposit I 
passed a bill permitting the various « t le 1 spec t 
»xposition purposes, which will amount to about 35,000,000, t! 
contribution of the State betw i I i ten mi m ad 
addition to twelve and one-ha ! i ad ' from San 
Representatives of some f the co t tin ndepend 
exposition and without fts activ import, trod da bill for f 
special appropriation from the State for ¢ fornia State buildk i 
order to conserve the fund I d ind their ecial tax ( 
Johnson declined to tndorse this pr sition n the er rd ft 
nine or ten million dollars from the State w suff t T 
ment referred solely to the proposed bill and was not intended to 
any bearing whatever on t! rel il question of a State buildis I 
has issued a strong statement, which we are giving the | 
protesting against the distortion of bis terview, In wil rh 
“ Reports that have been sent broadcast to the effect that t! 
has turned dewn the exposition or did not intend to exhi! 
without foundation Our people, with a generosity 
history of expositions, have placed at the disposal of the |! 
Pacifie Exposition $10,000,000, and in addition ive emp ! ’ 
counties to levy a tax of 6 cents on each hundred dolla: fa 1 
valuation for ‘exposition purposes Of course t of these vat 
sums an appropriate State building will be constru ted.” 
Question was never as to whetber a State building will be built, but 
only from what fund the money should be taken. ‘There cet I 


be a California building that will do credit to the State and to tl 
Nation which she represents as hostess. The plans for this building 
have already been drawn. : 

CuarLtes C. Moorn, 


President Panama-Pacifie International Prposition, 
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I make this statement to the House because quite a number 
of Members have spoken to me at various times since they saw 





the newspaper item to the effect that California would not have | 


a State building, in order that their minds may be set at rest as 
to the attitude of California in the matter. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly; 
souri, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not wish to detract from the force 

of the gentleman's statement, and wish to say that the public 
spirit displayed by the citizens of San Francisco and California 
with respect to this exposition is highly commendable, more so 
than the spirit recently displayed toward a friendly nation. 
sut he says that in the matter of expenditures the example of 
San Francisco or California had never been excelled or even 
equaled. I wish to say that St. Louis alone raised $22,000,000 
for its exposition. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
[ Mr. RoppenBery] one minute. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be 
harshly critical of our friends on the other side touching their 
opposition to the adoption of the rule which brings this measure 
to immediate passage. This identical bill was before the House 
in February, in the last session. Then, when a rule was pro- 
posed to limit general debate on it to one hour, I antagonized 
its adoption and, upon a division, ascertained that not a Mem- 
ber on the Republican side supported me in an effort to get de- 
bate and consideration then. After the bill was for three days 
discussed under the five-minute rule I moved to recommit it 
with instructions to reduce the amount $11,000,000, and gentle- 
men on the Republican side, upon a division, voted unanimously 
against that proposition. When the labor amendment was up, 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HAmicy], and 
the farmers’ amendment was up, offered by myself, gentlemen 
on that 
it if they desired. In addition to that, during the three days’ 
consideration of the bill the House remained in session continu- 
ously from 10.30 o’clock in the morning until 11 o’clock at night. 
[I opposed the procedure then and lost. Gentlemen who protest 
now stood mute then. At this time, seeking political gain and 
for political buncombe, statesmen on the Republican side seek 
to invoke Members on this side to antagonize a rule for the 
speedy passage of legislation that has had fairer consideration 
than the Republican régime was, accustomed to give. The gen- 
ileman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] now proposes by a 
motion to recommit to strike out the labor and farmer exemp- 


Will the gentleman yield? 
I yield to the geutieman from Mis- 


legislation in the bill, and which a 
President in a few days will have the pleasure of 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fyrz- 
GERALD] Las three minutes remaining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHervey]. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SuHer- 
LEY! is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have differed with some of 
my colleagues in the past, and I differ with some of them now 
touching the desirability of certain legislation, but in that dif- 
ference [ have tried to keep a proper sense of proportion. In 
the closing hours of the last Congress I undertook to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the President of the United States, if he 
vetoed the sundry civil bill, as the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 


tary piece of 


approving. 


Cannon, 
special antitrust fund, would have lost that sense of proportion. 

So far as I know, I was the first man in the Congress of the 
United States who opposed an amendment that undertook to 
change the substantive law of the land by exempting labor 
unions from the operation of that law. In the consideration of 
the penal code, when the codification of section 5508 was up, 
a penal section that dealt with conspiracies against the laws of 
the country, an amendment exempting labor unions was offered 
which I opposed and which was then voted down. I should not 
now vote for a bill that carried with it a provision changing the 
substantive law of the land so as to exempt any class from what 
I consider to be a general penal statute. But there is a world- 
wide difference between that position and the one which is pre- 
sented in this bill. Here is a provision which, as the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. F'1rzGErRaAtp] has well said, was first offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bartiert] to furnish the 
Department of Justice with additional funds in order that they 
might not have any excuse for a failure to proceed against the 
great organizations of capital that were oppressing the people. 
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side had ample opportunity to support it or antagonize | 


said he would, because of the limitations placed on the | 


APRIL 2]. 


Aside from any other consideration, it is perfectly proper { 
to it that a fund so created in the first instance for th»; 
pose shall be kept for that purpose and that purpose |, 
Believing, therefore, that the provision now in this bj 
not affect the substantive law, that it was a limitatio; 
a particular fund for a given year, I said in my speech o{ 
last session that I should support the bill, and I expect 
occasion to vote for the bill and to help to make it a Jaw 
There is another reason for my present support of th 
I do not think this House can consistently open up tl 
as to a particular matter without opening it up as to : 
matters. My justification for the rule that was passed 
moments ago, my justification for my position now in 
for the bill, is that it has received the proper considers 
Congress, that it received a vote of five out of six men 
House of Representatives at the last session, and that. 
fore, knowing the need of the Government to have imme} 
available funds carried in the bill, it should not be delay 
a reconsideration. 
Another word and I am through. I do not entirely agree yw); 
what has been recited touching the legislative history of ; 
Sherman antitrust law. I shall not now undertake to dis 
what was said at the time of the enactment of the Sher 
antitrust law, and particularly what was said by Sen 
Edmunds, who, more than any one man, was responsible 
the exact language; but I feel that I should say that I | 
the full scope of the law was appreciated by Congress w! 
was enacted, and that scope properly embraced all cons) 
in restraint of trade. ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kenty 
has expired. All time has expired. The Clerk will rej 
bill. 
The Clerk read the bill at length. 
ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock : 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tu 


April 22, 1913, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communicati» 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, togethe: 
memorandum relative to an authorization to enter into 
for the rental of additional floor space for the Bur 


) , ; | Census and transfer of said bureau from its present 4 
tion provision vetoed by a Republican President, the most salu- | 
Democratic | 


to the new building for the Department of Commerce (1! 
No. 34); to the Committee on Appropriations and ord: 


printed. 


2. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, trau- 
schedule of useless executive documents (H. Doe. No. 35 


| the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers 


ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and ni 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3321) to red 
duties and to provide revenue for the Government, 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 3322) to authorize ' 
quisition of a site and the erection thereon of a Feder 
ing at Oelwein, lowa; to the Committee on Public Buildi 
Grounds. . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) to authorize the acquisition ol 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Osage, ! 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 3824) to increase the pens 
widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and 5 
of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various I 
rars, ete., and to grant a pension to certain widows 0! 
deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War; to the Com: 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DONOHOE: A Dill (H. R. 3325) to prohibit the se 
of intoxicating liquor to minors within the admiralty aud » z 
time jurisdiction of the United States; to the Committee on We 
Judiciary. : 
By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 3326) to create a tariff com 
mission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ae 
By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 33827) to expedite the 
sale of ceded Chippewa Indian lands in the State of MinnesoW, 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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| 
ry Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 3828) to provide for the | and removing the restrictions on their lands, and for oth 
Py Mr | Is, Ll for L 


struction of four revenue cutters; to the Committee on In- | purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs 


orstate and Foreign Commerce. Also, a bill (H. R. 3850) granting to all Indians or tribes 
“he Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 3329) to prevent cruelty to | the right to sue in the Court of Claims, and for other purposes: 
net iiry while being transported from one State or Territory or | to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 
‘he District of Columbia into or through another State or Ter- Also, a bill (HL R. 3351) to appropriate $500,000 to deepen 
a ory or the District of Columbia by any railroad company, car the channel and remove the obstructions in the Arkan River, 
nany, company operating steam, sailing, or other vessels, or | in the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on River nd 
‘asters or owners of same, or express companies, or any | Harbors. 
ion carrier engaged in interstate commerce; to the Com- | Also, a bill (II. R. 3352) to provide for the construction of 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 2 military road at the United States cemetery at 1 C 
~ By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 3330) to increase the pen- | Okla.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ion of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who lost the sight Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) to provide for the erection of 
( e eve or the sight of both eyes in the service of the United | public building at Vinita, Okla.; to the Committee « ub 
States, and to provide a rate of pension for those who have lost Buildings and Grounds. 
. sight of one eye and partial loss of sight of the other eye; | Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) to provide for the erection of a 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. public building at Wagoner, Okla.; to the Committee on P 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of the Ken- Buildings and Grounds. 

‘y drafted men; to the Committee on War Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 3355) to provide for the erection of a 

\ir. Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 3882) to amend section 167 public building at Bartlesville, Okla.: to the Committ on 
e Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee | Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Reform in the Civil Service. Also, a bill CH. R. 3356) to provide for the erection of a pub 
so, a bill CH. R. 3333) to establish a fish-cultural station in building at Sapulpa, Okla.; to the Committee on Publie Build 
western part of the State of Massachusetts; to the Com- | ss and Grounds. 





e on the Merchant Marine and Iisheries. | Also, a bill CH. R. 33857) to establish a fish-hatching 1 fish 
so, a bill CH. R. 3334) authorizing the quitclaiming of the | ‘ ultural station within Cherokee County, in the 1 a 
rest of the United States in certain land situated in Hamp- | Sienal district, State of Oklahoma, and for other - to 
den County, Mass.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish 
o. a bill CH. R. 8335) to amend an act entitled “An act | aXlso, i bill (HL. R. 8358) authorizing all tribes or | tT 
¢ to certain employees of the United States the right to | G!us of Oklahoma to submit claims to the ¢ Chai 
e from it compensation for injuries sustained in the course |} which have not heretofore been det d by the s ‘ 
employment,” approved May 30, 1908; to the Committee Court of the United States; to the Committee on Indian 
Judiciary. Also, a bill (HL. R. 8359) for the relief of the Mi: | 
a bill (H. R. 3336) for the retirement of employees in | to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
sified civil service; to the Committee on Reform in the] | Also, a bill (CH. R. 3360) to compensate the D I 
service J | for services rendered by them to the United $s in val 
bill (Hf. R. 3337) to authorize the Connecticut River | Wats, to the Committee on the Publie Lands 
elocate and construct a dam across the Connecticut River By Mr. DALE: A bill (HL. R. 3361) gran ry sion to cer 
- the village of Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut; | & in enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who lin t Civil 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | War and the War with Mexico; to the Comn e on Inv 1 
Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3358) to prohibit inter- | Pensions. 
with commerce among the States and Territories and By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3362) nting 
foreign nations, and to remove obstructions thereto: to | to the Inter-City Bridge Co., its successors and ens. | 
Committee on Agriculture. right to construct, acquire, maintain, and o} ite 
bill (H. R. 3339) to prohibit interference with com- | bridge across the Mississippi River; to the C tee on | 


mong the States and Territories and with foreign na- | State and Foreign C ree 
id to remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the ; STEPHENS of Mississip A bill (H.R. : ) to 


sion of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, | fix the mileage of Senators, Representatives, d De in 


— 


+r means of communication between States and Territories | Congress; to the Committee on M 
oreign nations; to the Committee on Agriculture. By Mr. SHARP: A b (LL. R. 3364) to estab ' l of 
a bill (H. R. 33840) granting the public lands belonging | 2V!alion and meteorological research in the city L.o1 Ly 
: United States and situated in the State of Arkansas to | Olio; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
State of Arkansas for the use and benefit of the common By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (IL R. 3565) to 
s of that State: to the Committee on the Public Lands. | Provide for the erection of a public b ling at B ley, W. V¥a.; 
, 2 bill CH. R. 3341) authorizing a resurvey of township | to the ¢ ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
11 north, range 8 west of the fifth principal meridian, in Ar- | Also, a bill (EL R. 3866) authorizing urvey of New fl 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. |} in Virginia and West Virginia, and for other pur} - to t 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) to repeal section 1 of the act of | Committee on Rivers and Harbor 
March 38, 1875, entitled “An act granting to railroads the right 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) to provide for the erecti 
of way through the public lands of the United States”; to the | building at Logan, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public Build 
Committee on the Public Lands. ings and Grounds 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 3348) to amend river and harbor act of Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) to reculate the collection of 
March 8, 1899, making appropriations for improvement of upper | revenue; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
White River: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Also, a bill (H. R. 3369) to establish an agi 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 3344) to provide for the construction, main- | ment station in the fifth congressional district of \ 
enhance, and improvement of post roads and rural delivery | to the Committee on Agriculture 
; routes through the cooperation and joint action of the Nationai Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) for the relief of 
Government and the several States in which such post roads or | lockmen, and other laborers and mechani 1 | th 
rural delivery routes may be established; to the Committee on | United States Government in the locks and dams of the Kanawha 
Agriculture, River, in West Virginia: to the Committee on Cla 
x Also, a bill (H. R. 3345) to provide for the erection of a pub- Also, a bill (CH. R. 3371) to promote the safety of « 
ie building at Brinkley, Ark.; to the Committee on Public | and passengers upon railroads engaged in interstate trait 
: Suildings and Grounds. to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
} Also, a bill (H. R. 3346) to provide for the erection of a pub- Also, a bill (H. R. 33872) for the relief of West Virginia State 
¢ building at Clarendon, Ark.; to the Committee on Public | troops; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Buildings and Grounds. $y Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (HL. K. 3373) to 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 3347) to refund the cotton tax; to the | permit second homestead and desert-land entries in certain 
Committee on War Claims. cases; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


- By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3348) to remove the re- By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (ff. &. 3374) to 
“rictions from certain allotted Indian lands in the Quapaw | promote the safety of passengers and others upon railroads by 





amp Okla., and for other purposes; to the Committee on | compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
ndian Affairs. use cars constructed of steel, and for other purposes; to the 
iieaales oe (H. R. 3349) providing for ascertaining the com- | Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Oklahe of the Seneca Tribe and other tribes of Indians in By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 3375) granting an increase of 





lahoma, and for issuing patents to those found competent, | compensation to bookbinders, machinists, printers, and pressinen 
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Hnerce of artie 
»> time herein spee 
for other purp 
R. 3377) 
for the op e, pro- 
nama itation 
19% ¢ 
na Canal trade com- 
le the col agricultural, and industrial 
United States to derive advantages from the 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


. 33879) to provide the 
where no method is 
ittee on Election of Presi- 

tatives in Congress. 

bill (H. R. 3380) 

across the Anacostia River in 


Committee on Public Buildings 


pro- 


of Maryland: A 
ion of a bridge 
Colt 


iT! providing 
uet 


lpia; to Lh 


RIORDAN: A bill ¢ 


warrant ot! S$ with 


H. R. 3381) to equalize the allow- 

h those of other the 

‘committee on Naval Affairs. 
for the relief of 


Marine Corps; to 


officers in 
ill (H. R. 3382) 


Ale , « 7 
» WAVY aula 


certain retired 


the Committ 
R. 2383) to establish a light and fog signal 
in New York 
to the Cx on 


ittee Interstate and Foreign Cx 
By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 3584) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War, in his discretion, to deliver to certain cities and 
towns condemned bronze or brass cannon, with their carriages 
and outfit of cannon balls, etc.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
Also, a 


mmerce. 


bill (H. 


retion, to 


R. 3385) authorizing the Secretary of War, 
in his deliver to certain and 
demned bronze or brass cannon, with their carriages 
of balls, ete.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (i. R. 3386) to establish a fish hatchery 
in the State of Virginia; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A Dill (H. R. 3387) prohibiting the tm- 
portation of foreign meats which have not been inspected and 
passed in conformity with the provisions of the meat-inspection 
acts; tu the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 3388) authorizing one year’s 
pay to widow or designated dependent relative upon the death 
of any Army aviator while on such duty; to tee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 3389) to expedite the final 
settlement of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians 
in Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3390) to expedite the final settlement of 
the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRITTUN: A bill (H. R. 3391) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, und encourage 
the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on “Vays and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3392) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
puilding at Portage, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHARD: A bill (H. R. 3393) to authorize the carrying 
of mail by aeroplane or by any other similar device; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (BH. R. 3394) to create a tariff commis- 
sion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. 3395) to pro- 
vide for a public building at Herkimer, N. ¥.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 3396) to establish a legisla- 
tive reference bureau in the Library of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 3397) to amend the national 
banking laws; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3398) pro- 
viding for the purchase and dispesal of certain lands containing 
kaolin, kaolinite, fuller’s earth, and other minerals within por- 
tions of Indian reservations heretofore opened to settlement and 
entry; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


dis cities towns con- 


and outfit 


the Commit 


|} the Committ 


| stamped 
ee on 





: Bay at the southwesterly end of Governors Island; | 


en 


Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (1H. R. 3399) to establish a | 
for the treatment of trachoma, tuberculosis, and other 
1, and making an appropriation theref; 
Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. RUPLEY<« A bill (CH. R. 3400) to authorize the 


By 
l 


eases of the 


bhalal 
e on 


| struction of a magazine and high-explosive shop to replace 
| inadequate, unsanitary, and unsafe buildings at the Fran! 


Arsenal at Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Mi 
Affairs. 

$y Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 3401) to establish an aer: 
ical commission to gather information as to the develop 
aviation in the United States and foreign countries, r: 


| the facts and making its recommendations to Congress; 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
3y Mr. JOHNSON of Utah: A bill (HL R. 3402) prov 
for the marking, tagging, or labeling certain fabrics and art 


| of clothing, also defining the misbranding thereof, and pro\ 
T iethod | 


penalties for its vielation; to the Committee on Intersta 


| Foreign Commerce. 


$y Mr. STANLEY: 


bacco growers; 


A bill (IE. R. 3408) for the relief 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3404) to levy a tax upon the issn 


| coupons, prize tickets, and other devices and on the rede: 


ond payment, purchase, or exchange of coupons, prize | 
tugs, bunds, or other devices, things, or parts of arti 
things that shall have been attached to, packed in or wi 
formed a part of, or encircling, or given with any manufa 
tobacco, cigar or cigars, cigarette or cigarettes, or snuff, o1 
package or reeceptacie thereof; te the Committ 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. HULINGS: A bill (H. R. 3405) to provide for 
payment of assessments lawfully made by city or boroug 
thorities upon property owned by the United States with 
city or boreugh for the purpose of building sewers, side: 
curbs, and street pavements, ete.; to the Committee on | 


| Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. DIES: A bill (H. R. 3406) to authorize the cor 
tion of a bridge across the Sabine River at Orange, Tex. ; + 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 3407) to provide pa; 
for overtime to United States penitentiary guards; to the | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) providing for a military highw 
tween Forts Leavenworth and Riley, Kans.; to the Comi 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3409) to place the National Hom 
Disabled Volunieer Soldiers under the administration « 
War Department; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34120) to extend the benefits of the 
June 27, 1890 (as amended by the act of May 9, 1900), gr 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who served in the milit: 
naval forees of the United States, their widows, minor chi 
or dependent parents, and the act of February 6, 1907, gr 
pensions to eertain enlisted men, soldiers and officers 
served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; to the ‘ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3411) establishing the rank of offi 
the United States Army on the relative list; to the Cem: 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3412) to provide Federal aid for th 
provement of public highways in the United States travel 
rural free-delivery mail carriers; to the Committee on Ap 
priations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3413) to purehase the Kansas and ° 
souri bridge at Fort Leavenworth for military purposes; 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3414) to provide an eight-hour workdy 
for United States penitentiary guards; to the Committee on | 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3415) granting pensions ' 
certain soldiers who served In the Indian wars from 18t+ 
1898 and to their widows; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) for the erection of a public build 
at the city of Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Bu 
ings and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) to establish a fish-culture station 
the State of Arizona; to the Committee on the Merchant Mai 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Resofutiun (H. Bes. 60) 
print 500 copies of a compilation of letters and statements 1" 
other authoritative information relating to the affairs of 
Indian people, etc.; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Resolution (H. Res. 61) ‘© 
pay to Mary S. Mann, widew of Charlies H. Mann, late super!* 
tendent of reporters’ gallery, a certain sum of money; to te 
Committee on Accounts, 
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By Mr. CARY: Resolution (H. Res. 62) to investigate the | Also, memorial of the Legislature of Massreh 


steamboat monopoly between the city of Washington and Mount | to the sale by the United States Government of 
Vernon; to the Committee on Rules. of land in the city of Chelsea: to the Com te \ 
By Mr. RIORDAN: Resolution (H. Res. 63) to provide for | Affairs 
the printing and distribution of Washington's Farewell Address; By Mr. THACHER: Memorial of the Leg tu fv 
the Committee on Printing. chusetts, relative to the sale by the United eS Lo in 
By Mr. HAMLIN: Resolution (1H. Res. 65) authorizing the | tract of land for naval! hospital site to the ( 4 a 
DD 1 keeper of the House to appoint a messenger, who shall also | the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
be janitor for certain committee rooms; to the Committee on | By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Memor ‘ eva 
\ ol nts. lature of Pennsylvania, urging an approm j f 1] 


By Mr. MONDELL: Resolution (H. Res. 66) requesting the | tional building in the Frankford Arsenal, Pa 
soeretary of the Interior to furnish the House with certain | on Military Affairs 


information; to the Committee on the Public Lands. | Ry Mr. HELGESEN: Memoria! of the Leg baie eX , 
~ By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 67) to | Dakota, urging Congress to enact a law prohibit es 
amend Rule XI of the House of Representatives; to the Com | parcel post for the mailing of cigarettes, snuff, « St 
mittee on Rules. prohibiting the sale thereof; to tae Committee on the Post O 


Also, resolution (H. Res. 68) to amend Rule XXIII of the | and Post Roads 


rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on | By Mr. KEATING: Memorial of the Legislature of ¢ rido, 
tt i@S. urging upon Congress the nex essity of the early des it 1. con 
By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 70) creating a com- | struction, and maintenance of a system of nat highways: to 

j ttee of the House of Representatives to be known as the | the Committee on Agriculture. 

‘ mittee on equal suffrage; to the Committee on Rules. } By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Memorial of the Legislature of 
By Mr. HINEBAUGH: Resolution (H. Con. Res. 5) provid- | Hawaii, urging Congress not to lower the duty on sug 


' 
ing for a referendum vote on the tariff bill; to the Committee | Committee on Ways and Means 
on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. OLDFIELD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) to | 
| 


: : RIVATE BILLS ND RESOTLI IONS 
restore the status of the Fourth Regiment Arkaisas Mounted PRIVATE BILI AND I LUT N 





Volunteer Infantry (State militia), which served the United Under lau e 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and res ons 
States Government 10 months in the Civil War; to the Com- | Were Mnftrodu ad and sever lly referred as folloy 
wittee on Military Affairs. _By Mr. ALLEN : A bill (H. R. 3418) granting a pension to 
Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res, 64) authorizing the Director | F!iz« M. Drummond; to the Commiitee on In i Pe 
of the Census to publish statistics of the domestic and foreign : Also, a | ! (Hi R JAld) granting a pension Ma \\ 
consumption of cotton, the surplus held by cotton manufacturers Hiamson ; { » the C mimittee on Invalid Per si 
of the United States, and the number of bales exported; to the _ Also, a bill (H. R 3420) granting an incr f | , 
Committee on the Census. ( harles Miller ; to the ¢ omm ttee on Invalid i . 
By Mr. CART : Joint resolution (EL J. Res. 65) providing for y Also, a bill (H. R. 8421 ye granting an iner » f 1 
an increase of pay to the charwomen employed in the House | ( ath rine Ik spes; to the ¢ ommittee on Invalid Pensior 
Office Building; to the Committee on Appropriations. by Mr ANDERSON: A bill (Hi. R. $422) granting 1M mn 
\lso, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) providing for an in- | '® M iry Ii. Cort Ish ; to the Committee « n Invalid P 
crease of pay to the custodian employees of the Treasury De- | Also, it bill (HI. R. ot25) for the retief of George W. Bry 
partment; to the Committee on Appropriations. to the ¢ ommittee on Milit: ry Affairs 
LLSo, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) for the proposed pur- | By Mr. ANSBI RRY: A bill CH. R. 3424) grant ra } 
chase of the estate of Mount Vernon by the National Govern Harman iB. Schultz: to th » Committee on Invalid Pen 
ment: to the Committee on Rules. | Also. n bill (H. R. 8425) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. MOORE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) authoriz Loren G. Cox: to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
ing and directing the Secretary of State to confer with Great | Also, a bill (H. R. 3426) grantin 1 iners » of pension to 
Britain and other nations with a view to their participation in | George Coffet; to the € inmittee on In\ t Pensior 
» cost of construction and maintenance of the Panama Canal Also, a bill (H. R. 38427) granting an increase of per i to 
| the neutralization thereof; to the Committee on Foreign ~ ~ Ww. aeeeeneg the = mn ttee on Iny d Pensions 
\ffairs. | sy Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 3428) for the re f of 
by Mr. McCOY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 69) providing James Stanton; to the Committee on ¢ ! 
for the appointment of a committee of four Members of Con Also, a bill (H. R. 3429) for the relief of Jamu W. Mor 
‘ess, two appointed by the President of the Senate and two by i to the Committee on Claims 
‘ Speaker of the House of Representatives, for the pufpose of | Also, a bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Lottie R - to the 
quiring into 1-cent letter postage and other matters relati Committee on Claims. 
thereto; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) for the relief of Pet ( roll id 
By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) proposing | others, lately laborers employed by the United v2 
mendment to the Constitution of the United States extend- | authorities in and about Fort Leavenworth, I - to the Com 
the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on the | mittee on an : 
Judiciary, Also, a bill ¢ kt. 8482) to reinstate Fi - \ 
by the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Legislature Corkle as a eadet at United States Militar Lendem to the 
of the Territory of Alaska, requesting the repeal of the license | Committee on Militery Affairs. 
tax on railroads in Seward Peninsula until August 24, 1917; to| Also, a bill (HL. R. $433) for the relief of Christ Schrey ) 
the Committee on the Territories. | the Committee on Claims. 
\lso (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, | Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) for the relief of Hugh C 
urging the establishment of Rocky Mountain National Park in | to the C mmittee on Claims. 
Colorado; to the Committee on the Public Lands. | Also, a bill ( H, R. 3435) for the relief of Mrs. Max S. Retter; 
Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, | to the Committee on Claims. 
urging the creation of a board of river regulation and control Also, a bill (H. R. 3436) to place John Kiernan on the retired 


of flood waters; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. list of the United States Army; to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. THACHER: Memorial of the Legislature of Massa- | Affairs. 

chusetts, urging Congress to take such action regarding the By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 3437) to remy 

shortage of coal as will prevent unreasonable advances in the | the charge of desertion from the record of J 

prices thereof during the winter season; to the Committee on | to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3438) granting 
By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Legislature of | a pension to Mary E. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid 


Wisconsin, asking for the submission of a constitutional amend- | Pensions. 

tient prohibiting polygamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, a bill (H. R. 3439) granting an increase of pension to 
By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the General | Mary Koenen; to the Committee on Pensio 

Assembly of Pennsylvania, urging legislation to reimburse Eliza- Also, a bill (H. R. 3440) to remove the charge of desertion 

beth Glancy and Anna McCalgan for the loss sustained through | against Peter Gumm; to the Committee « ry Affairs. 


death of their husbands while employed in a United States arse- Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) to remove the charge of desertion 
nal; to the Committee on Appropriations. against Samuel Schenck; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. GARDNER: Memorial of the Legislature of Massa- By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 8442) granting an increase of 
chusetts, relative to the cost of coal; to the Committee on Inter- pension to Michael McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid 
State and Foreign Commerce. Pensions. 
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a bill (TL R. 8448) granting an increase of pension to 
j Webber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 3444) granting a pension to Mary Mac- 
Art to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Al (H. R. 3445) for the relief of Randall G. Butler; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 8446) for the relief of Michael 
to the Comn on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3447) for the relief of Frederick Webber ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 3448) for the relief of John Murray; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3449) granting a 
pension to William-Altdorfer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 3450) granting an increase 
of pension to Marion McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid 
i nstlons 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8451) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur B. Carr; to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 8452) for the relief of William Kinney, 
alins William Smith: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (HL. R. 3453) for the relief of S. Spencer Carr; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8454) for the relief of James U. Quinn; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) for the relief of Rev. Osear Samuel, 
alias August Meier; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3456) for the relief of S. O. Onsgard; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8457) for the relief of John H. Ethridge; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (HL R. 3458) granting a pension to 
John Salmon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 3459) granting a pension to Lorena A. 
Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3460) for the relief of 
John C. Farrell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3461) for the removal of restrictions from 
all of the lands of Fannie Winney Kariho; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (1. R. 3462) for the 
relief of Marion County, W. Va.; to the Commiitee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (HA. R. 3463) authorizing the 
appointment of Maj. Jobn 8S. Bishop, United States Army, re- 
tired, on the retired list of the Army, with the rank of brigadier 
general; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 3464) granting a pension to Caleb F. Fox; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 3465) for the relief of S. A. 
Way, trustee for the heirs of Samuel Way, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 3466) granting a pension to 
Eugene H. Chamberlain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREAR: A Dill (H. R. 3467) granting an increase 
of pension to Garret H. Hessalink; to the Committee on In- 
vilid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A Dill (H. R. 3468) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Samuel H. Donaldson; to the Committee on 


} 


Claims 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill CH. R. 3469) granting a pension to 
ne KE. Ferrell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8470) granting a pension to Charlotte I. 
Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 3471) granting a pension to Emma A. 
ett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3472) granting a pension to Sylvia L. 
Bartlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3473) granting a pension to Lilly B. Park- 
hurst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3474) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward I. Seery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3475) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus B. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8476) granting an increase of pension to 
Austin H, Stockwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3477) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert H. Clarke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. BR. 8478) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi C. Hicks: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3479) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon B. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Frank H. Phipps; to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (IH. R. 3481) for the 1elief of Albert W. Phelps: 
to the Committee on Claims. ’ 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) for the relief of Francis M. Atherton: 
to the Committee on , 


Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3483) for the relief of Wilson B. Strong 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 3484) granting a pension ts 
Mary A. Albright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting a pension to Otis H. Shurt.- 
liff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 3486) granting a 
pension to Charles H. Kelley; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Cassidy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8488) for the relief of Albert Green); W} 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

iy Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension { 
Ellen Killeen: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: A bill (11. R. 8490) for the 
relief of the beirs of Benjamin §S. Roberts; to the Comin 
en Claims. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 3491) for the 
relief of Watson B. Dickerman, administrator of the estate of 
Charles Backman, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 3492) for the relief of 
Cornell Riveland; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) for the relief of Robert MeFarland; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3494) for the relief of James Curran; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3485) granting a pension to Hans Han 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3496) granting a pension to Edward Hin- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8497) granting a pension to Lizzie Wilkins: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) granting a pension to Mary &E 
Burrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) granting a pension to Harriet MX. 
Townsend; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3500) granting a pension to Jane E. 
Myrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Dora Ey 
srown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Cumming; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3503) granting a pension to Hattie E. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) granting a pension to George M. 
Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) granting an increase of pension | 
John H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) granting an increase of pension t 
Alvin H. Hacam: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3507) granting an increase of pensii 
Matt Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3508) granting an increase of pens! 
Alvin S. Dean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) granting an increase of pensi: 
Cash Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3510) to remove the charge of deserti 
from the military record of Michael McWilliams; to the Con- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3511) for the relief of G. 0. 
Nolan; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8512) granting a pension to Marie E\iza- 
beth Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3513) granting a pension to Rebeeca Horn; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3514) granting a pension to John R. 
McMurray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3515) granting a pension to Philip Raper; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) granting a pension te Thomas J. 
Riley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3517) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Heydenburg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8518) granting an increase of pension to 
Lillian M. Dayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) granting an tncrease of pension fo 
Ann Eliza Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8520) to correct the military record of Join- 
ville Reif; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3521) authorizing the Secretary of tle 
Treasury to pay -Eli Sears $480 for property destroyed by the 
Pima Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


) 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2) for the relief of the administrator 
nd heirs of John G. Campbell, to permit the prosecution of 
pn Indian depredation claim; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
By Mr. HELM: A bill (H.R. 3) for the relief of J. T. 
ry: to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of Spencer County; to 
the Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (HE. R. 5) granting an increase 
of peasion to James A. Rives; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3) for the relief of William Nevin; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. ) grant- 
ing a pension to Absolem Maynard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3528) granting a pension to J. P. McClin- 
tock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) granting a pension to John Gallo- 
wav: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


or 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to John Muck 
Maynard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a biN (H. R. 3531) granting a pension to William J. 
Smith; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also. a bil (H. R. 3533) granting a pension to Emily Patter- 
- to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a DID (HL R. 3534) granting a pensicn to Electra Ross; 
to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3535) granting a pension to Henderson 
Branham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. £536) granting an increase of pension to 
Maurice Hungerford ; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 35387) granting an increase of pension to 


son 


Frederick Flowers: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Plybon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 3559) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Smith: to the Conmnittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8540) granting an increase of pension to 
Sue E. Madden: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 3541) granting an increase of pension to 
Andy Carroll; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8542) granting an increase of pension to 
Zacariah Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8543) granting an increase of pension to 
E h Adame: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A a bill (H. R. 3544) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. MeGinety ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 3545) granting an increase of pension to 
C. Milstead: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Stephenson; to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) granting an inerease of pension to 
Noah Sias; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 3548) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the records of the War Department against James T. 
Billups; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3549) to remove the charge of desertion 
rom the record of John W. Shelton; to the Cominittee on Mili- 
ary Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (HL. R. 8550) for the relief of the Hurricane Bap- 
tist Church, Hurricane, W. Va.; to the Committee on War 
Cla 


f 
t 


in1mMs, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of the heirs of Rich- 
ard Parsons and Mildred Parsons; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) fer the relief of the estate of Philip 
Null, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) for the relief of Charles Cook, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of John Cook, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

_Also, a bill (BL R. 3555) for the relief of the estate of Philip 
Null, deceased; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 3556) for the relief of heirs of William 
Douthit; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3557) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
Ruffuer, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. RB. 3558) for the relief of the heirs of Edward 
and William Holderby ; to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) for the relief of the trustees of th: 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Barboursville, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3560) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Morgan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3561) for the relief of 
(née Kinder) ; to the Committee on Claims 


» 


Venila Browning 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of Leroy Douglass: to 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3563) for the relief of James Johnson; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3564) fer the relief of Lida 
others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3565) for the relief of Leroy Douglass; 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3566) for the relief of Anna De Bord: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) for the relief of John H. Snyder; 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of Mary A. Smith and 
others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) for the relief of Thomas MeCallister; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) for the relief of James M. Stephen- 
son; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) for the relief of Louis F. I 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ) for the relief of James M. Clouston; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) for the relief of F. F. Morris: to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) for the relief of Jacob Harshbarger; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3575) 


ing an in 


gran ‘rense 
of pension to Samuel R. Price; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (AH. R. 8576) for the 
relief of the heirs of Simeon P. Sandidge; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3577) for the relief of the trustees of 
Bloomiield Lod No. 57, Ancient Free and Accer ted Mas ms, 
of Bloomfield, Ky.; the trustees of the town of Bloomfield, Ky.: 
and the trustees of the Bloomfield graded common schools of 
Bloomfield, Ky.; to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8578) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Getz: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al bill (H. R. 3579) to correct the military record of 
John Cole; to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3580) to correct the military record of 
Allen C. Newland; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 3581) to correct the military record of 
Harvey Williams; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to James Kane; to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3588) granting 


a pension to George H. Poust; to the Committee on Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3584) to correct the military record of 
Edward Hilsher, alias Edward Holmes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (71. R. 3585) granting a | ion to 
Sydney Kempton; to the Committee on li lid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3586) granting an honorable discharge to 
Francis Tomlinson; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3587) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John F. Kelly; to the C tee 


on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3588) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
give to Charles Harris, private, United States Army, retired. the 
grade of sergeant as of the date of his retirement; to the Com 
niittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A Dill (H. R. 3589) 
to William Jehn Roseuberger; to 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3590) granting an increase 


oy 


auuting a pension 


the Committee on ILlnvi ! 


of pension to 


Amanda I. Allison; to the Committee on Invalid Ieusi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) granting an increase of pension to 
Permelia J. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of J. 8 
Wilson; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3593) for the relief of Margaret Neace; t 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3594) for the relief of H. H. Combs; to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill 3595) for the relief of Peter Cline; to the | 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a b (Ii. It. 3596) fer the relief of the estate of David | 
W. Allen: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8597) granting an increase of pension to | 
Mary A. Farmer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) granting a 
Caudill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH, R. 3599) granting a pension to Henry Fields; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3600) granting a pension to George R. 
Arrington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3601) granting a pension to Blaine Wilson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensik 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3602) granting a pension to Boaz Adkins; 

io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8603) granting an increase of pension to | 
Irvin Patrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. BR. 3604) granting an increase of pension to 
Keenaz F. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) granting an increase of pension 
Cyrus Frazure; to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3606) granting an increase of pension 
Jeremiah H. Combs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8607) granting an increase of pension 
Milton H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8608) granting an increase of pension 
Richard L. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) granting an increase of pension 
Henry Horn; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 3610) granting an incr2ase of pension to 
Serena Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3611) granting 
a pension to Kate R. Harner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8612) to correct the military record of John 
G. Lawler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 3613) to reimburse Le Grand 
C. Cramer for amount of damages to his motor launch Winninish 
by the U. S. launch Gunedmertriz at Morris Heights, N. Y., on 
March 31, 1911; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8614) for the relief of the survivors of the 
General Slocum disaster; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 3615) granting a pension 
to Almira D. Pettingill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 3616) granting a pension to John Shirmer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) granting a pension to Gustav Bue- 
low; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) granting a pension to Horace G. 
sutterfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) granting an increase of pension to 
Axel E. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ajso, a bill (H. R. 3620) granting an increase of pension 
Don F. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3621) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8622) granting an increase of pension 
Giles A. Woolsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8623) granting an increase of pension 
Elias 8S. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38624) granting an increase of pension 
Owen Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension 
Robert Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) granting an increase of pension 
Jonathan Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel Delaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3628) granting an increase of pension 
Lottie A. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8629) for the relief of Jacob Weyland; 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of Andrews & Co.; 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36381) to correct the military record of 
John Brown; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3682) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John W. Wiinderlich and grant to 
him an honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (A. R. 3633) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary J. Clark; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (AH. R. 3634) granting a pension to 
Henry Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) granting an increase of pensix 


| George W. Grable; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3656) to correct the military record 
Sylvester De Forest; to the Committee on Military Aff 
By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. for the 
Lanchbury; to the Committee 


irs 
relief 


Oo 
Wot) 


on 


Irrigation of Arid 


Lands. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2638) providing for the issuance of pat 
to George W. Wolf; to the Committee on the Publie Land 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 3639) for the relief of Mo 
Busch; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 3640) for the 
William T. Riddle: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. BR. 3641) granting a pension to Thomas 
to the Committee on Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3642) granting an increase of pension { 
Henry Suddoth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3648) granting an increase of pension io 
Nancy E. Hammack; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3644) gran 
an increase of pension to J. D. Livingston; to the Committ: 
Invalid Pensions, 

by Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 361° 
granting a pension to Daniel O'Connell; to the Committee 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 3646) to pay an award 
favor of the heirs of John W. West, deceased; to the Comn 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3647) to earry out the findings of 
United States Court of Claims in the case of Jol A. McLa 
lin, colonel Forty-seventh Indiana Volunteer Infantry; to 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 3648) granting a pensio: 
the widow of Jacob Saxer; to the Committee ou Invalid I 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3649) granting a pension to the widow 
Frederick Stolcolp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R, 38650) granting a pension to the widow of 
John E. Bartlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38651) granting an increase of pension to 
Harlow J. Greenfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R,. 3652) granting an increase of pension t 
James B. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3653) for the relief of W. A. Devine; t 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3654) to reimburse William Kue 
postmaster at Shullsburg, Lafayette County, Wis., for pos 
savings stamps stolen; to the Committee on the Post Office 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3655) granting a pen 
to Lowry Holman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8656) granting a pension to John A. })it 
more; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3657) granting a pension to Harry A. 
Rhea; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8658) granting a pension 
Oglesby ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3659) granting a pension to James W. 
Clarke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) granting a pension to William P. 
Watson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3661) granting a pension to Robert R. G 
more; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3662) granting a pension to Nellie V. 
nelius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Kirby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3664) granting pensions to Matilda Kk. 
Trett and Ira Ambrose Trett; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) granting a pension to James W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3666) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary BE. Franklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3667) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli N. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3668) granting an increase of pension | 
John P. Goshen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3669) granting an increase of pension t 
James A, Adcock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3670) granting an increase of pension t 
Elizabeth Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3671) granting an increase of pension t 
Ephraim Romine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3672) granting an increase of pension t 
Nancy BE. Hutcheson; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3673) for the rellef of L. D. Bryant, Jr.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3674) for the relief of J. W. Goodloe; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3675) for the relief of Esther Emmart; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3676) for the relief of Laura J. Dills; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of the estate of John 
Richards, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3678) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Small; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3679) for the relief of the heirs of B. Y. 
Trotter; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3680) for the relief of the heirs of Man- 
ning Harris; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3681) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Kerr, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3682) for the relief of the heirs of Dead- 
erick Pike, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Corruthers, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) for the relief of the heirs of James 
H. Branch, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3685) for the relief of the heirs of David 
P. Coffey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) to correct the military record of 
John N. Thompson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 3687) to correct the military record of 
Joseph R. (Riley) MeVey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3688) to correct the military record of 
John R. Chapman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3689) to correct the military record of 
Cc. W. Fowler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3690) to execute the findings of the Court 
of Claims im the matter of the estate of Laura J. Dills, de 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 3691) for the re- 
lief of William H. Gambrill; to the Committee on Military 
Affaira, 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 3692) granting a pension to 
Elize beth Loefstrom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) granting a pension to Henry Jordan; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3694) granting an tncrease of pension to 
Susana Barclay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3695) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3696) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (AL R. 3697) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3698) for the relief of 
William M. Hilliard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief of B. I’. Hembree; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3700) for the relief of William Cunning- 
ham; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3701) for the rellef of Griffin Callahan; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) for the relief of Nancy Coffey; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 3703) for the relief of William ©. Bragg; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3704) for the relief of Mary B. Dancy; to 
he Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8705) for the relief of James T. Dowdy; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3706) for the relief of Stephen Fanning; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) for the relief of Xantippe Jackson; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3708) for the relief of J. W. Johnson; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3709) for the relief of Nancy M. Weaver; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3710) for the relief of William J. Wilcox- 
80n; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8711) for the relief of Alfred O. William- 
Son; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3712) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Wood; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8713) for the relief of James Williams; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3714) for the relief of Thomas W. White: 
to the Committee on War €! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of John T. 
the Committee on War Clainis. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3716) for the relief of Bathshel 
to the Committee on War Claius. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3717) for the re! 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) for the relief of Martha J. Sibley 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3719) for 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3720) for the relief of W. C. Tipton; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3721) for the relief of John C. Thomas: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Parks S 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3723) for the relief of Dan Walden; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3724) for the relief of George M. Harra- 
way; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8725) for the relief of John T. I 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3726) for the relief of Mattie H. Ligon; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of Mary J. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) for the relief 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (IL. R. 3729) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
S. Baker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3730) for the relief of R. D. Crosthwaite, 
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3731) for the relief of heirs of Benja- 
min Lawler; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) for the relief of the heirs of Eliza- 
beth Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3733) for the relief of the heirs of Kennon 
H. Steger, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) for the relief of heirs of Preston 
Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) for the relief of heirs of Andrew 
J. Peacock, deceased; to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3736) for the relief of heirs of William 
Wann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3737) for the relief of heirs of Josiah 
White, deceased: to the Committee on War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3738) for the relief of the heirs 
McCartney; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief of heirs of J. P. Me- 
Gaha, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3740) for the relief of the heirs of A. BE 
Mills, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) for the retief of the estate of A. L. 
Logan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) 
Winston, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3743) for the relief of the est 
Vann, deceased; to the Committee on War Clalms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3744) for the relief of the estate 
liam P. Tanner; to the Committee on War Clainis 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37 $5) for the relief of the estate f Benj 
min Snodgrass; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746) for the relief of the te of John 
Sibley, deceased; to the Committee on War Cl: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3747) for 
Thomas Knight, deceased; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
H. Ware, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3749) for the relief of the estate of James 


Williams, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) for 


Walston, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


the relief of the estate of J n 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3751) for the relief of the estate of Henry 


Ingram, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3752) for the relief of the « te of W. W. 


McCrary; to the Committee on War Claims 


Also, a bill (EL R. 3753) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
A. Martin, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3754) for the relief of the estate of Ben- 
jamin B. Coffey, deceased; to the Committee on War C 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3755) for the relief of the estate of Marius 


B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War ¢ 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3756) for the relief of William Moseley, 
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3757) for the relief of Jonathan Morris, 
executor of Jonathan Morris, deceased; to the Committee on 
(‘laims. 

Also, a (s &. 
ministratrix of B. Franks, 
(oaims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
administrator of the 
Committee on Claims. 
bill (1. R. 8760) to refer the claim of Nancy Taylor 
against the United States to the Court of Claims; to the Com- 
ittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8761) for the relief of Samuel W. Shackel 
ford, trustee of Susan Shackelford; to the Committee on War 


for the relief of Bettie Linder, ad- 
deceased; to the Committee on War 


3758 ) 


relief of the 
Spiller, deceased; to the 
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Jones, deceased; to the Committee 
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the estate of 

War Claims, 
(H. RR. 3765) for the relief of Cumberland Pres- 
of Pleasant Springs, Ala.; to the Committee 
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Winns, 
ll (H. RR. 8766) for the relief of the trustees of the 
thestnut Grove Church, in Morgan County, Ala.; to the Com- 
War Claims. 
a bill (IL. IR. 8767) to provide for the payment of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South at Trinity, in 
Morgan County, Ala., against the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 3768) granting a 
to Herman EK. Jansen; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Aiso, a bill (H. R. 8769) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Sherman; to the Committee on Pensions. . 
Also, a bill (II. R. 8770) granting a pension to James Lang- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (1. R. 8771) granting a pension to Joseph F., 
Iiynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 8772) granting a pension to 
Sheidmantel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 8778) granting an increase of pension to 
io Martini; to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 8774) granting an increase of pension to 

. V. Holdsworth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 8775) granting an increase of pension to 

I’, Conway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (AL. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to 
‘hael Curtin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8777) for the relief of Capt. George Will- 
son; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8778) for the relief of Thomas Crowley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8779) for the relief of the American West 
Indies Trading Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) for the relief of former Paymaster’s 
Clerk John A. Murphy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8781) to restore to the active list of the 
Marine Corps the name of Albert Hamilton; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8782) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Washington E. Hall, alias John 
Duffy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 8783) granting a pension to 
Alberta KE. Fleming; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38784) granting a pension to Rivoleete 
Francis De Moisey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPLEY: A bill (H. R. 8785) appropriating $25,000 
each to Mrs. Anna McCalgan and Mrs. Elizabeth Glancy to re- 
imburse them for the loss sustained through the death of their 
husbands while in the employ of the United States Government 
at Frankford Arsenal, at Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 3786) granting a pension to 
John Kinkade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 8787) granting an increase of pension to 
James Mohan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3788) granting an increase of pension to 
Olaf Volkerts; to the Committee on Pensions. 





sy Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 3789) granting a pension 
Austin L. Straub: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) granting a pension to Eliza 
Neely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3791) granting a pension to Hannah \. 
Seeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38792) granting a pension to Fannie 
Burt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3793) granting a pension to Netti, 
Shores; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Barbara xs 
inger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H BR. 8795) granting a pension to Sara) 
Armentrout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (iL. R. 3796) granting a pension to Ann 
Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8797) granting a pension to Chit 
Pfahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Jany 
Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3799) granting a pension to Osear \; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3800) granting a pension to Sus 
Lime; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Ju 
Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38802) granting a pension to Frank | 
ardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3808) granting a pension to James 
lamy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting a pension to Lovina P. 


to 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3805) granting a pension to Mary Ris 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8806) granting an increase of pensi 
Clark S. Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HW. R. 3807) granting an increase of per 
James T. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3808) granting an increase of pensiv: 
Frederick A. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensioi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3809) granting an increase of pen 
Joseph Lockhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (Hl. R. 3810) granting an increase of pen 
Joseph Finley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3811) granting an incrense of pet 
Thomas Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3812) granting an increase of pen 
Hiram A. Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3813) granting an incresse of pen: 
Samuel D. Jones; to tlhe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3814) granting an increase of peu 
John Rexford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of pen 
William Rech; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) granting an increase of pensi: 
T. S. Dexter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 38817) granting an increase of pensi 
Llewellyn W. French; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) granting an increase of pen: 
Frederick W. Stebbins; to the Committee on Invalid le 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) granting an increase of pen 
Patrick Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8820) granting an increase of peus 
Charles C. Early; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 38821) granting an increase of pensi: 
Jacob Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) granting an increase of pensiv 
towland J. Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8823) granting an increase of peusi 
Frederick W. Roscoe; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3824) granting an increase of pensi 
Henry H. Crane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) granting an increase of pensio! 
Zenus Funk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Cushman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3827) granting an increase of pensio 

James Fitch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3828) granting an increase of pension | 
Fidel Saile; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) granting an increase of pension (0 
John Galloway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8880) granting an increase of pension [0 
Thomas C. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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aa areata 
a bill (H. R. 3831) for the relief of Marcus Billstine; 
' . Committee on Military Affairs. 

. a bill CH. R. 3832) for the relief of Thomas BE. Osborn; | 


i 


Committee on War Claims. 
sico. a Dill CHL R. 3883) for the relief of Joseph Kahnheimer ; 

» Committee on Claims. | 

<o, a bill CH. R. 3834) to remove the charge of desertion 


the military record of William Earl; to the Committee on 
MI ry Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 38835) to restore the name of John 
\ ns, deceased, to the rolls of Company G, One hundred and 
ty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; to the Com- 

ee on Military Affairs. 
\iso, a bill CH. R. 3886) to place Johnathan J. McClarren on 
etired list with the rank of captain; to the Committee on 


O. | 


\i ry Affairs. 
i Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (1H. R. 3837) granting a pen- 
» Sarah P. Tranmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 3838) granting an increase of pension to 
. B. Greenslate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ny Mr. STANLEY: A bill (CH. R. 3839) for the relief of the 
‘ » of Leopold Harth, deceased; to the Committee on War 
( S 


\iso. a bill CH. R. 3840) for the relief of the estate or heirs of 

» P. Phillips, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3841) for 
ef of the estate of William Joslin, deceased; to the Com- 

ee on War Claims. 

\iso, a bill (CH, R. 3842) for the relief of heirs of Thomas F. 


Clayton: to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘iso. a bill CH. R. 3843) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Peter Deel; to the Committee on Claims. 

\iso, a bill CH. R. 3844) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
k ndall: to the Committee on War Claims. 

a bill (H. R. 3845) for the relief of heirs or estate of 

Mr Eunice Hurdle, deceased; to the Committee on War 
{ Ss. 


a bill (HL. R. 3846) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
es Porter, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

, a bill CH. R. 38847) for the relief of Mrs. M. B. Stephen- 
daughter and sole heir of Thomas B. Coleman, deceased; 
Committee on War Claims. 

». a bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of heirs or estate 
f John Mills, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 
30, a bill CH. R. 3849) for the relief of the hLeirs and legal 
entatives of A. M. Rayburn, deceased; to the Committee 

Claims. 

a bill (H. R. 3850) to carry into effect the findings of 

Court of Claims in the case of Charles O. Spencer; to the 


the 
Li¢ 


( mittee on War Claims. 
\lso, a bill (H. BR. 38851) to carry into effect the findings 


Court of Claims in the case of G. D. Able, administrator 

» estate of Catherine J. Rutherford, deceased; to the Com- 

‘on War Claims. 

, a bill (H. R. 3852) to carry into effect the findings of 
Court of Claims in the case of Mrs. J. H. T. Jackson, ad- 
istratrix of estate of Elizabeth Hull Welford, deceased; 

‘ Committee on War Claims. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 3853) to carry into effect the findings of 

he Court of Claims in the case of Charles A. Doak and John R. 
; to the Committee on War Claims. 

so, a bill (CH. R. 3854) to carry into effect the findings of 

Court of Claims in the case of J. D. Robinson, admin- 

tor of estate of Melchisedec Robinson, deceased; to the 

Committee on War Claims. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 3855) to carry into effect the findings of | 

e Court of Claims in the case of J. A. Hill, administrator of 

f e of Benjamin Hawes, deceased; to the Committee on War 

, a bill CH. R. 3856) to carry into effect the findings of 

Court of Claims in case of California M. Hearn, in her 

ght, and as administratrix of estates of Susan L. Bailey 

nd Julia B. Hancock, deceased; to the Committee on War | 


. 


* Court of Claims in the case of W. T. 
‘aria A. Reinhardt, deceased; to the Committee on War 


Smith, administrator 





{ Ss. | 
‘ Also, a bill (H. R. 3858) to carry into effect the findings of | 
‘ie Court of Claims in the case of Minor Saunders; to the Com- | 
ttee on War Clainis. | 
Also, @ bill CH. R. 3859) to carry into effect the findings of 
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War 


Batesville, Panola 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3860) 
the Court of Claims in the case 


County, Miss.; to the Committee 


ou 


to carry into effect 
of John Fuller, 


ller, deceased; to the Commi 


eae . 
findings of 


the 
diministrator of 


tee on War ¢ ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Mrs. L. H. Rowland. admin 
istratrix of Willis J. Moran, deceised; to the Con War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (TH. R. SS62) to carry into effeet the tin ‘ he 
Court of Claims in the case of John L. Woodson. adi 
of Richard O. Woodson, deceased: to the Committee on \W 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Margaret Raiford Loftin, ad 
ministratrix of Robert Raiford, deceased; to the Ce u tee Ol 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) to carry i effect the | the 
Court of Claims in the ense of Llard iP. E \ ad M ed 
Ek. Franklin, heirs of Hardin P. l’ranklin, dee d: to the Con 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesot: \ bill (HL. R. 3865) for the 
relief of Michael Flaherty, guardian of John Flaherty, claim 
unt; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill CH. R. 3866) granting a pe it 
Edmund Ralph; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3867) granting a pension to Ethelinda 
Hixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Mary A. Mann 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 3869) granting a pension to Bertha J. S 
art; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3870) granting a pension to Rosa B 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. RR. 3871) granting a pension to Mos 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) granting a pension to Ga If. 
Leighty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (1. R. 3873) granting a pension to San I 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3S74) granting a peusion to M: ( 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (EL. R. 8875) granting a pension to Jes 
bury; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) granting a pension to D j 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (il. R. SS77) granting a pension to David A, 
Poindexter; to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3878) granting an ease of p 1 te 
Alexander R. Cating; to the Committe on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3S79) granting an increase of 
Jesse A, Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Ps 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3880) granting an ine of | 
George W. Wiggins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3SS1) granting an increas | = 
Benjamin IF. Holland; to the Committee on lL i i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) granting an increase of | 
Edward L. Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) granting an increase of 
Henry M. Sharp; to the Committee Invalid Pen 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) to correct the n iry record of 
Allen Fenton; to the Committee on Military Affa 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3885) to remove the charge of « 
from the military record of Veter Scott; to the ¢ ou 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3886) to ret >» the charge of de n 
from the military record of Tho Jefferson McCo { 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3887) to remove the charge of dese 
from the military record of William H. Harrison; the ¢ 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38888) for the relief of the Kanawha & ¢ 
Transfer Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) to remove the charge of dé 
from the military record of Frederick Boeden; to the 
on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follow 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of th 
supervisors of the city and county of San Fra ( fuvol 


the Court of Claims in case of the Presbyterian Church of | ing the passage of legislation for the Goverment to « 
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Federal telephone and telegraph system; to the Committee on By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of T. J. FPlemi: 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Angles; the W. A. Plummer Manufacturing Co., San Ir 
Also (by request), petition of the National Drainage Con- and the Ames Harris Neville Co., San Francisco, al! in the 
gress, favoring the passage of legislation for the establishment of California, protesting against the proposed reduction 
of a department of public works to make provisions for the | tariff on jute burlap and jute bags; to the Committee oy 
regulation and control of stream flow; to the Committee on | and Means. 
Rivers and Harbors. Also, petition of J. E, Randell; the Behrendt-Levy Co 
Also (by request), petition of the Idaho Congress of Mothers | Angeles; the San Joaquin Light & Power Corporatio 
and Parent Teachers’ Association, Boise, Idaho, protesting | Angeles; the Doak Gas Engine Co., Oakland; the ¢ 
against the passage of legislation giving the control and own-| Cotton Mills Co., Oakland; Kuliman, Salz & Co., B 
ership of the national forests to the States wherein they lie; to} California Barrel Co., San Francisco; Levi Strauss & Co., s 
the Committee on the Public Lands. Francisco ; the A. C. Rulofson Co., San Francisco; Goleher iyo. 
Also (by request), petition of Boiler Makers’ Local Union No. | San Francisco; Scovel Iron Store Co., San Francisco: [, P 
835, Grand Junction, Colo., favoring the passage of legislation | Degen Belting Co., San Francisco; the John Bollman Co., s 
requiring that the chief, assistant chief, and district Federal | Francisco; Coffin-Redington Co., San Francisco; Murs 
boiler inspectors shall be practical boiler makers of not less | Newell Supply Co., San Francisco; Getz Bros. & Co., San Fray 
than eight years’ experience, with the ability to pass the Federal] cisco; Scandinavian Belting Co., San Francisco: the A 
civil-service examination; to the Committee on Interstate and | Co., San Francisco; Pacific Rolling Mill Co., San Fran 
Foreign Commerce. Henry R. Worthington, San Francisco; beet growers, fxr) 
Also (by request), petition of the board of supervisors of the | and other citizens of the following towns: Artesia, Alva; 
city and county of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of | Agenda, Benicia, Betteravia, Blanco, Casmalia, Cleary 
legislation making an appropriation for the construction of new | Chino, Castroville, Compton, Concord, Downey, El] Monte. « 
buildings for the Golden Gate Life-Saving Station; to the Com- | roy, Gonzales, Guadaloupe, Huntington Beach? Hynes, Hue 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. King City, Longbeach, Lompoc, Lous Alamitos, Los An 
Also (by request), petition of the peace commission, Norfolk, | Los Angeles, Meridian, Monterey, Norwalk, Orby, Oxna: 
Va., relative to universal peace and favoring the construction of | Pleasanton, Salinas, Santa Anu, San Juan, Santa Maria. s» 
a millenial dawn temple in California in 1915; to the Commit-| Barbara, Santa Cruz, Sargent, San Juan Bautista, San Fra; 
tes on Appropriations. cisco, Spreckels, Watsonville, and Whittier, all in the Stat 
By Mr. ASIIBROOK: Petition of the Buckeye Aluminum Co., | California, protesting against the propused reduction of 
of Wooster, Ohio, against a reduction in the duty on aluminum, | tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
ingot and sheet, and aluminum cooking utensils in tariff bill; By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Wisconsin 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. Peace Society, against repeal of act exempting American coust 
Also, petition of the Utica Glass Co., of Utica, Ohio, against | wise shipping from payment of Panama Canai tolls: to 
the reduction of the duty on window glass; to the Committee on | Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Ways and Means. Also, petition of the business committee of the La Pointe Band 


Also, petition of the Ohio State Life Insurance Co., the Mid- | of Chippewa Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, against pass 
land Mutual Life Insurance Co., and Bruenger & Dunbar, of 


l 


of legislation proposing to give to the Secretary of the Interlor 


Ohio, against passage of the income-tax section of the tariff bill; | power to dispose of certain lands in said reservation; t 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. Committee on Indian Affairs, 


Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Steubenville, By Mr. CARY: Petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ Si 
Ohio, favoring passage of legislation for 1-cent postage; to the 


Association, Lancaster, Pa., favoring placing of tariff on prod 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ucts of grain equal to that placed on grain; to the Committe: 
Also, petition of the Giass Blowers’ Union of Newark and | Ways and Means. 


Utica, Ohio, against reduction of the duty on glass; to the Com- Also, petition of the Power & Mining Machinery Co.. 
mittee on Ways and Means. Cudahy, Wis., against reduction of tariff on machinery; 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of sundry business men of | Committee on Ways and Means. 

Webster Groves and Florisant, Mo., favoring the passage of Also, petition of the Associated Charities of Milwaukee, Wis, 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct to the con- | favoring claise prohibiting importation of aigrettes, etc., fr 
sumer by mail to contribute their portion of the funds for the | wild birds; to the Committee on Ways and Meuns. 
development of the community, county, and State; to the Com- Also, petition of the Fred M. Prescott Steam Pump Co., 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Milwaukee, Wis., against reduction of duty on sugar and 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Unions Nos. 44 and 281, of | machinery; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

St. Louis, Mo., protesting against the placing of Philippine to- Also, a petition of ©. J. Dexter, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring 
bacco and cigars on the free list; to the Committee on Ways | prohibiting importation of feathers of wild birds for trade; to 
and Means. the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the L. & A. Scheff Distilling Co., the Provi- Also, petition of A. H. Anger, of Milwaukee, Wis., favor 
dent Chemical Works, and the Parker-Russel Mining & Manufac- | clause prohibiting importation of stuffed birds and aigreties; | 
turing Co., of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against the proposed | the Committee on Ways and Means. 
reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways nad Also, petition of the Ludlow Manufacturing Associates, of 
Means. Boston, Mass., against reduction of duty on jute goods; to th 

Also, petition of the Blanke-Baer Chemical Co., St. Louis, | Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mo., protesting against the placing of 8 duty on vanilla beans; Also, petition of the Kieckherfer Box Co., against in: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, of tariff schedule on oats and rolled oats; to the Commi 

Also, petition of the Master Stone Masons’ Association, of | Ways and Means. 

St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of legislation for a 1-cent Also, petition of the O. C. Hansen Manufaeturing Co., of Mi 
letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and | waukee, Wis., against 20 per cent duty on imported bhai 
Post Roads. angora goatskins; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Bemis Bros. Bag ©Co., the H. & I. Chase Also, petition of the National Association of Window ( 
Bag Co., and the Fulton Bug & Cotton Mills, of St. Louis, Mo., | Manufacturers, against reduction of duty on window ¢ 
favoring legislation placing a differential duty on burlap cloth; | the Committee on Wuys and Means. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, Also, petition of the Kieckherfer Box Co., of Milwau! 

Also, petition of W. H. Herrick, of the Massachusetts Life against inequality of tariff on oats and manufactured p! 
Insurance Co., and of John Herring and others, of St. Louis, | thereof: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mo., protesting against the proposed tax on life insurance; to Also, petition of the Milwaukee Lithographing Co., %¢ 
the Committee on Ways and Means, taking off specific duty on lithographic productions; t 

Also, petition of KE. F. Dickinson, manager of the Georgia | Committee on Ways and Means. 
plantation, of Mathews, La., protesting against the placing of Also, petition of the Otto L. Kuehn Co., of Milwaukee, V's. 
sugar on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. against import duty on raw oats; to the Committee of ‘)"-> 

Also, petition of Hanlon & Goodman Co., New York, N. Y., | and Means. 
protesting against the reduction of tariff on brushes; to the Also, petition of the Milwaukee Mirror and Art Glass \\ 
Committee on Ways and Means. against reduction of duty on stained and painted glass; \ 

Also, petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade, | Committee on Ways and Means. , 
Lancaster, Pa., protesting against the placing of Philippine Also, petition of the American manufacturers of stee! * 
tobacco and cigars on the free list; to the Committee on Ways | and scissors against reduction of duty on steel shears 


and Means. scissors; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ty 














1915. 


rye Mr. CURR By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Penns 
(al. by Ansley K. Salz, president and manager, and by 742] vania Millers’ State Association, Lancaster, I’a., protestin 
jtizens of the State of California, protesting against re- | against the placing of flour on the free list » the Committe 
n of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and | eon Ways and Means. 
oti | By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the Lancaster (Pa.) Leaf To 
‘ir. DALE: Petition of the Joseph Dixon Crucible Co., of | bacco Board of Trade and the members of the ¢ Maker 
p , N. Y., against removal of a specific duty of 45 cents per | Union, Lancaster, Pa., protestir or t the red ; f the 
eposs on lead pencils; to the Committee on Ways and Means. a tariff rates on tobacco and cigars from tl Philipp I Is; 
. petition of George A. Momson, of New York, N. Y., | to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
; + taxing life insurance companies operating on the mutual | Also, petition of the Lancaster Township (Pa.) Fan \s 
p! a tax of 1 per cent of their net income; to the Committee | sociation, protesting against the placing of Philippine t 
on Ways and Means. | and cigars on the free list; to the Committee on W: J 
Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Association of | Means. 
New York, N. Y., against placing sam> duty upon ground spices | By Mr. HINEBAUGH: Petition of Victor Hutsledpt l 
uu whole spices; to the Committee on Ways and Means. others of De Kalb, Ill, against the dissolution of the United 
\ petition of E. Mabel Clark, of New York, N. Y., favoring States Steel Corporation; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
ce of the feather proviso, Schedule N of the tariff act; to Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 394, against allow 
e Committee on Ways and Means, ing free trade with the Philippine Islands in cigars: to the 
\lso, petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Association, | mittee on Ways and Means. 
favoring placing of equal tariff on products of grain as that By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of the Board of Commissioners 
nlaced upon grain; to the Committee on Ways and Means. of Salt Lake City, Utah, favoring the passage of legislation 
Also, petition of the Saratoga Victory Manufacturing Co., of establishing a Federal telegraph and telephone system in coi 
Victory Mills, N. Y., against placing 124 per cent duty on cotton | nection with the Post Office Department: to the Committee on 


- to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Ellison & Ellison, of New York, N. Y., against 
ng typewriters on the free list; to the Committee on Ways 
ind Means. 
Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of New 
York, 


ci 


ete.: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Eastern Millinery Association, of New | 
York, N. Y., against prohibiting importation of feathers, plumes, | 
ete.: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the German Savings Bank, of Brooklyn, | 
N. Y., against taxing income of mutual savings banks; to the 
( ittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DYER: Petition of Major William McKinley Circle, 
No. 18, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
f Missouri, St. Louis, Mo., favoring passage of bill for erec- 


tion of national home in Washington, D. C., for the widows of 
the soldiers of the Civil War; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, petition of the New York Mercantile Exchange, of New 
York City, favoring removing of tariff on butter, cheese, and 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William M. Webster, Chicago, Ill., favoring 
he passage of legislation for a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Luke Tiernan, St. Louis, Mo., favoring the 


eve 


8; 


‘ 
t 


passage of legislation providing for the labeling and tagging of | 
all fabrics and articles of clothing intended for sale under in- | 


terstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the New York Associa- 
tion of Biology Teachers, favoring prohibition of importation of 
grettes, egret plumes, etc., that are not for scientific or edu- 
cational purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, memorial of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, of | 


tichmond, Va., favoring passage of banking and currency re- 
orm laws; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FREAR: Petition of sundry citizens of Hudson, Wis., 
against the opening of the Panama-Pacific Exposition on Sun- 
days; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Rev. De Witt S. Clark and 
members of the Tabernacle Church, Salem, Mass., and William 
Hooper and other citizens of Manchester, Mass., favoring the 
repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal act exempting Amer- 
ican coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls; to the Com- 
lnittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


] 
f 


Y: Petition of Kullman, Salz & Co., of Benicia, 


N. Y., against reduction of tariff on printing machinery, | 
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(ali- 
roy, Gonzales, Guadaloupe, Hollister, Huntington Beach, King 
City, Salinas, Santa Maria, Spreckels, Soledad, Lompoc, Los 
| Alamitos, Meridian, Pleasanton, Oxnard, Moss Landing. Watson- 
ville, and Whittier, protesting against the proposed reduction in 
the duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce. Tos 
Angeles, Cal., protesting against the estimate submitted by the 





By Mr. GILLETT: Petition of Bishop Thomas F. Davies and 
other citizens of western Massachusetts, favoring the repeal of 


ie free-tolls portion of the Panama Canal act or the arbitra- 


tion of the question at issue with the British Government; to 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. GOODWIN of Maine: Petition of William A. T. Blag- 
den, Frank Kimball, and 580 other citizens of Maine, favoring 
the retaining of the present duty on shoes; to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Pasquade Parducci and others, 
of Chicago, ILL, against lowering tariff on wheels for railway 


and other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


_By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Miss M. A. Magovern, of 
New York City, favoring exemption of life insurance conducted 
on the mutnal plan from the income-tax section of the tariff 


bill : 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


























































the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Mr. B. Schmitz and 634 « 
zens of the following cities in the State of California : 
Artesia, 


her 
A ‘ rado, 
setteravia, Castroville, Chino, Compton, Concord, 


i\ 


Secretary of the Treasury for the expenses of collecting revenue 
for the district of Los Angeles for the year 1914; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation for the 
further 


regulation of the salmon fisheries of Alaska: to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ 
State Association, of Lancaster, Pa., favoring equal placing of 
tariff on products of grain as on grain; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade 


of Lancaster, Pa., against bringing into the United States free 
of duty any tobacco; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Petition of sundry women of the State of 
Kentucky, favoring the passage of legislation to prevent the 
importation of plumes and feathers of wild birds for millinery 
use; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of the Woman’s Forum, New York 
City, favoring the passage of legislation for the adoption of 
the Star Spangled Banner as our national anthem; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of sundry citizens of Min- 
nesota, favoring legislation to force concerns selling goods en- 
tirely by mail to contribute their share to the support of the 
communities in which they do business; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Memorial of 120 members of the New 
York Association of Biology Teachers, against importation of 


aigrettes, egret plumes, etc., either raw or manufactured, not 
for scientific or educational purposes; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of the Shoe Workers of 
Auburn, Me., protesting against the reduction of the tariff on 
boots and shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: Memorial of the Ministers’ 
Alliance of Parkersburg, W. Va., favoring law to prevent inter 
state transportation of opium and cocaine except for medicinal 


li i 


uses: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOTT: Memorial of the East Buffalo Live Stock As- 
sociation of East Buffalo, N. Y., against placing of meat on the 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of C. C. Dennis and other citizens of Oswego, 
N. ¥., against reduction of duty on railroad wheels, et to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the American manufacturers of steel shears 
and scissors, against reduction of the duty on steel shears and 


scissors; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the National Ass ion of Window Glass 
Manufacturers against the reduction of duty on window glass; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


wiat 
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Also, memorial of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 12, of 
Oneida, N. Y., against the free admission of cigars and tobacco 
from the Philippines; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Association, 
against the duty on wheat, etc., and placing flour on the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


t 
ty Mr. ROUSE: Petition of sundry citizens of Covington, 


Ky., favoring an amendment to the Constitution enfranchising | 


women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco 
sjoard of Trade, Lancaster, Pa., protesting against the reduction 
of the tariff rates with the Philippine Islands on tebacco and 
cigurs: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich- 
mond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation making an im- 
mediate reform in the present banking system of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency 


Also, petition of Berg & Co., Orange Valley, N. J., protesting 


nigainst the reduction of tariff on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co., New York, N. Y., 
protesting against the reduction of the tariff on brushes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Meuans. 

Also, petition of the Federal Button Co., Newark, N. J., pro- 


list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Webb Wire Works, New Brunswick, N. J., 


protesting aguinst the proposed reduction of the tariff on music | 


wire; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Association, | 
Lancaster, Pa., protesting against the placing of flour on the free | 


list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of sundry residents of Caldwell, N. J., favoring 


the passage of the legislation placing such a tariff on feathers 


that it will prevent the importation of plumes and feathers of 
wild birds for millinery use; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 

Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Association, New 
York, N. Y., protesting against the placing of the same duty on 
ground spices as whole spices; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, petition of the Victor Talking Machine Co., Camden, 


graphs, gramophones, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
| 


N. J., protesting aguinst any reduction of the tariff on phono- 
A 


eaus, 


facturers of dog cakes, etc.), Newark, N. J., protesting against 


the removal of the duty on dog biscuits; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome B. Greenslute; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Sarah 
P. Tranmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Memorial of the National Society of 
Record Associations, of Lake Park, Minn., against the free entry 
of live stock and dressed meats under the new tariff bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of August May 
and 101 other citizens of Alvarado; L. Zerkovich, of Agenda; 
Jay Kk. Randall and 23 other citizens of Artesia; E. I. Holmes, 
of Berkeley; B. G. Barca and 1 other citizen of Betteravia; 
D. W. Potter and 8 other citizens of Blanco; W. F. Johnston and 
1 other citizen of Casmalia; Waldemar T. Brazil and 7 other 
citizens of Custroville; Ralph C. Homan and 50 other citizens 
of Chino; John B. Nichols and 27 other citizens of Compton; 
William D. Stephens and 6 other citizens of Concord; G. W. 
Squire and 8 other citizens of Downey; C. D. Warner and 5 
other citizens of El Monte; J. A. Muscio, of Faxon; Theo. FE. 
Weldon and 5 other citizens of Gilroy; G. E. Patton and 5 other 
citizens of Gonzales; W. C. Stokes and 23 other citizens of 
Guadaloupe; J. A. Cushman, of Hollister; Edwin H. Weod and 4 


other citizens of Hueneme; L. R. Convirs and 12 other citizens | 


of Huntington Beach; James Stimpson and 8 other citizens of 
Hynes; Ben Wynn and 2 other citizens of King City; G. H. 
Sumner and 3 other citizens of Lompoc; A. W. Knox and 2 other 
citizens of Long Beach; Hooker & Gardner and 13 other citi- 
zens of Los C. H. Pearson and 13 other citizens of 
Los Alamos; J. Ff, Davis and 1 other citizen of Los Angeles; 
H. L. Thornbrough and 12 other citizens of Meridian: A. M. 
Osio and 4 other citizens of Monterey; 1. N. Clanton and 7 other 
citizens of Norwalk: Frank Sognorelli and 8 other citizens of 
Orby; W. E. Schumacher and 5 other citizens of Orcutt; Doug- 
las Bros. and 147 other citizens of Oxnard; H. 8S. Ball, of 
Pacific Grove; Herman G. Koller and 85 other citizens of Pleas- 
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anton; 8S. A. Katsma, of Puente; J. T. Lund and 34 other ej. 
zens of Salinas; K. Mertig and 2 other citizens of San Pp». 
cisco; J. E. Sindel and 7 other citizens of San Juan; Joe Lope 
of San Luis Obispo; A. W. Walker and 16 other eitiz; 
Santa Ana; D. T. Perkins, of Santa Barbara; A. W. Piods . 
Sunta Cruz; Frank Milehbans and 22 other citizens of . 
Maria; EK. F. Brown and 3 other citizens of Sargent; J. PF. 

and 23 other citizens of Soledad; A. Miles and 2 other « 

of Spreckeis; T. E. Trafton and 3 other citizens of Wat 

Henry Moore, of Whittier; John F. Watson, of Wilming:oy 
the L. P. Degen Belting Co, and 18 other firms of San [yap 
cisco; Kullman, Salz & Co., Benicia; the Doak Gas Engine ¢; 
aud the California Cotton Mills Co., Oakland; the Pacific \o 
folding Book Co., Emeryville; and the Behrandt-Levy ( 


| 2 other firms of Los Angeles, all in the State of California, ; 


testing ugainst the proposed reduction of the tariff on sy 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Pacific Coast Tanners’ Association, § 
Francisco, Cal., favoring the placing of raw materials ent ’ 
into the manufacture of leather on the free list; to the Coy. 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Purity Oats Co., Keokuk, Iowa, | ‘ 
against the placing of rolled outs, oatmeal, and oat hulls on 


| free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
testing against the removal of vegetable ivory nuts from the free | 


Also, petition of the Western Hardwood Lumber Co., L 
geles, Cal., protesting against any great reduction of tly 
on building lumber and cabinet woods; to the Commi 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the W. A. Plummer Manufacturing C 
the Ames Harris Neville Co., protesting against the ) 
reduction of the tariff on jute and jute bags; to the C 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of sundry ci 
Gainesville, Tex., against the change or removing the G 
of Liberty from our coins; to the Committee 


Ou 


| Weights, and Measures. 


By Mr. THACHER: Petition of Mayor Charles §. As! 
other citizens of New Bedford, Mass., favoring repea 
in Panama Canal act exempting American coastwi 
from payment of tolls or the arbitration of the questio 
with the British Government; to the Committee on | 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Federation of Socialist Clubs oi 
tol County, Mass., favoring investigation of prosecution 


| editor and staff of the Appeal to Reason; to the Co: 
Also, petition of Spratt’s Patent {American Limited, manu- | 


the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of the Amsterdam and 
tady (N. Y,.) Savings Bank, against taxing of such ins 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 22, 1913. 

The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., off 


| lowing prayer: 


We thank Thee, our Father in heaven, for the spirit 
came into the world nineteen hundred years ago, hera lie 
angelic host, praising God and saying, “Glory to G 
highest and on earth peace, good will toward men;” 
chorus has been growing in volume and intensity down 
the ages; that God lives and reigns in the hearts of men 
with greater potency than ever before in the history 
world; that love is in the ascendancy and truth is » 
Grant, O most merciful Father, that it may so count 
the Christ spirit shall possess al] hearts; that Thy kine: 


| come and Thy will) be done in earth as it is done in bi 


the glory and honor of Thy holy name. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
proved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 
Mr. ANSBERRY appeared at the bar of the House and 1 
oath of office. 
THE TARIFF. 


By direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, 5 
DERWOoOoD reported back, without amendment, the bil! (il 
3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue 
Government, and for other purposes, which was read 4 
and second time and, with the accompanying report (\ 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the st 
the Union and ordered printed. , 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the views ' 
the minority on that bill and ask that they be printed wits Gc 
report, 


R 











—_— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
~osents the views of the minority and asks unanimous consent 
that they be printed with the report. Is there objection? 
rhere Was no objection. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
; er minority views within four days. 

SPEAKER. ‘The gentieman from Kansos asks unani- 
-_ « consent to file within four days other minority views. 
Is there objection? 

There was DO objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that there may be an additional number of the report on this 
pill printed to the cost of $500, which I believe is the limitation 
on the printing, and that 600 of the copies may go to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means, the remainder to go to Members 
through the folding room. 


fhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama intend | 


to embrace within that request the two minority views? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
will ask if that request will include the printing of the views 
of the minority with the report? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will, because the views of the mi- 
nority as presented by the gentleman will go in as a part of 
the report. 

Mr "LANGLEY. That will not include the minority views 
to be filed later by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; the gentleman from Kansas, when 
he presents his views, will have to make his own request. 

The SPBAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that a number of copies of the majority report, 
together with the minority views filed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne], not to exceed $500 in cost, be printed. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Would it be practicable for us to include 
our minority views with the majority report and the other 
minority views? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think so, because the House 
expects to take up this bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And it is to be immediately printed? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We desire to have it printed at once. 

Mr. MURDOCK. It will go to the printer to-day? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will go to the printer now. In fact, 
the printer already has a copy. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair understand the situation. 
The Chair will ask the gentleman from Kansas to give his at- 
tention. If the gentleman’s views are filed in time to be printed 
with the report and views of the minority filed by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne}, then they will be printed with the 
report. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, that is impossible. This 
will go to the printer within an hour and the gentleman desires 
four days. 

fhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to submit 
another request for unanimous consent. On yesterday the 
House ordered printed 10,000 copies of the tariff bill. The 
printer has informed me that he was able to priut only 5,400 
of them under the limitation of cost prescribed in the law. In 
order that the House may have the full number that was or- 
dered yesterday, I ask unanimous consent that there may be an 
additional 4,500 copies of the bill, H. R. 3321, printed, to be 
distributed as ordered yesterday. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to suggest to the gentleman may he not find he will 
have the same trouble about the report under the $500 limit to 
which he has just referred, that it will not give enough reports? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will have to ask another order. 
I will either have to do that or get a concurrent resolution 
through the two Houses, and I thought this was the easiest 
way to accomplish it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Why does not the gentleman do that now? 
i Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not make two orders the same 
lay. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
. Mr. MANN. That is of the bill as reported now. Make it 
»,000 copies of the bill as reported. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will amend it in that respect. I ask 
pnanimous consent that the motion may be 5,000 copies of the 


«U8 reported be now printed, to be distributed in accordance 
with the order made yesterday. 








e 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanl- 
mous consent that 5,000 copies of the tariff bill be printed under 
the conditions made yesterday. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 


I think the gentleman will have to 
make conditions now, bec 


use there will be a new order against 
the printer. Does the gentleman desire now those 5,000 copies 
to go to the folding room? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 said in accordance with the order of 
yesterday, that 2.000 copies of the print go to the committee 
and 2,000 to the document room and the balance to the foldir 
roorn. 

Mr. MANN. That is just the point. There will be two differ 
ent prints, slightly different, one of the bill as reported and one 
as introduced. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have arranged already with the Pub 
lic Printer; he will print this as the reported bill on the order 
of yesterday. I thought there would be ne objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. How many of these reports will go ti 
folding room? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They will! all go to the folding room ex- 
cept 500 copies to the committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND: And will be there apportioned among the 
Members? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There ought to be some extra number go to the 
document room, because they are constantly having 
for them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will modify my request, Mr. Speaker, 
that 500 copies of the report go to the 


» the 


requests 


committee, 500 to the 
document room, and the balance to the folding room, to be di 
tributed to the Members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks wnani- 
mous consent that 5,000 copies of the bill be printed, that 500 
copies go to the Committee on Ways and Mesans 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think that order has 
been agreed to. The request I make is in reference to the re 
port and it is that it muy be printed, and that $500 be the lim 
of cost and that 500 copies of the report muy 
mittee. 

Mr. MANN. The printing of the report was agreed to. The 
gentleman asked for 5,000 copies of the reported bill to be 
printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought that had been agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. It has not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not believe it w 
agreed to; but, if so, it will not hurt to agree to it again. The 
gentleman from Alabama asks un:nimous consent to print 5,000 
copies of the tariff bill, 500 copies to go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 500 to the Cocument room, and the rest to the 
folding room. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Ch: 


go to the com- 


as ever 


r 
hears none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe the order tn reference to Q 
printing of the report has been already agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Ala- 


bama takes his seat I would like to ask a question I under- 
stand he intends to call up this bill to-morrow. I will a 
if he has any suggestion to make now as to the length of ge 
debate or order of it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I would be giad if the gentleman 
has a suggestion to agree on the time of debate now if he wishes 
to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I simply wanted to get at the mind of 
the gentleman from Alabama on the subject more than anything 
else. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman that I 
would like to start to-morrow morning with the consideration 
of the bill under general debate and let the debate run, say, five 
days, having night sessions, and at the end of that time to close 
general debate and take up the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman any suggestion to make as 
to the division of the time, whether it is to be controlled by 
members of the committee or whether it is to be controlled by 
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
of the Union? I have no special preference for either pr 
tion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer that the Chairman vy d 
control the time. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, my recollection of the prac- 
tice is that before the House resolves itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Unanimous con 
sent is asked for an arrangement of time between the two oppo 
ing sides. That is the general practice, is it not? 
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Mr 
Mr 


the 


| 


UNDERWOOD. 

MURDOCK. If 
llouse re itself 
House on the s 
Chair to recognize anyone whx 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is. 

Mr. MURDOCK, For an hour 
that the case? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman desires 
ask unanimous consent that debate on this bil 
to five legislative days, commencing to-morrow 

Mr. MURDOCK, Now, Mr. Speaker, reserving 
object, I would like know if I could make an arrangement 
with the majority leader and with the gentleman from 
York [Mr. Payne], of the minority, as to what time I am 
have? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI will say to the gentleman that 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole controls the 
Ile will divide it as customary, and divide it between the two 
sides of the House. I have no doubt that he 
gentleman from Kansas and his party for their fa 
minority time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is about 5 per cent. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permit, in the division 
of that time it is about 1 to 7, and so the time allowed to the 
gentleman and his friends should not be more than that pro 
portion, 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
an inflexible rule. 

Mr. LANGLEY. That is assuming they are of equal weight. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not think that should be the rule as 
to allotment of time for general debate in the House. There 
has been a lot latitude based on the demand for time. 
may be, L will say to the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Forp- 
Ney], we may not need all the time he allots to us, but I do 
not think it fair to put it on a mathematical basis. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think it would. There are 
Members on this side of the House 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the gentleman from 
UNDERWOOD] proposes to leave the recognition entirely with the 
Chairman and not divide the time, so that I think this discus- 


Yes. 
uUbnAnIMOUs C 
into the 
tate of the Union, it i 
m | 


misent is refused, then when 
mittee the Whole | 
within the ince of the 


pleas Ss 


(on ol 


prov 


olves 


s tin 


Yes 
With certain limitations 
to do so, I will 


hall be limited 


the right to 


to 
to 


the 


Mr. Speaker, I do not think that should be 


¢ 
O1 


about 


the debate just now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no particular desire to limit the 
debate now, because I recognize the fact that when the bill has 
considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, it is in the power of the House to close de- 


been 


bate any time it desires to do so. 
to let the debate run about five days. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. 
have 
ing, and in any arrangement that is made, by 
on the subject, I hope that will be taken into co 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


isideration. 

I will say to the gentleman from Llll- 
nois [Mr. MANN] that I am always glad to accommodate the 
minority in any way we can. As I wish to close this debate, 
and wish to have, generally, night sessions from now on until 
the close of the time, I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] will find it convenient to arrange a different time for 
that meeting. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no way of arranging for a different 
time for the meeting if the House is to be in session from 12 
o'clock noon every day. We can not very well have a confer- 
ence before 12 o’clock. We have not made any complaint about 
the delay in the consideration of this bill in the Democratic 
caucus, and I think the gentleman will desire, in fairness to 
the minority, to permit them to have the use of the Hall of the 
House on Thursday evening without subjecting them to be in 
attendance in the House that night. I would suggest to the gen- 
tlenian to give a little longer time for debate, leaving out that 
night. I hope the gentleman will agree as to a division of time, 
and I am sure the gentieman from New York [Mr. Payne] and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] ought to be able to 
agree between themselves as to the control of the time on the 
minority side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illi- 
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| work out 


New | 


time. | 


will recognize the | 
ir share of the | 


| debate in five days, with night sessions. 
|} man from Illinois [Mr. MANN], Would it be convenient f 
to have his caucus on Wednesday, instead of Thursday, o1 
| he desire to have it on Thursday? 


it | 


140 | 


Alabama [Mr. | 


I will say that my purpose is 


The Republican Members of the House desire to | to do 
a conference in the Hall of the House on Thursday even- | : 


rule or otherwise, | 


| this House. 





APRIL 


membership—that is, both minorities put together—anq 


fore two-thirds of the House will only have half of the , 


Now, as to the division of the time that goes to the m 
which will probably be half of all the time, I think the 
man from New York and the gentleman from Kansas o 
their own division. 

Mr. MANN. I think they ought to be able to agree. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 1 will say to the gentleman from 
{Mr. MANN] I will be glad to agree, for this reason: I ¢) 
you put this proposition.in the bands of the presiding 


| that when he recognizes a man in the Committee of thy 


he will recognize him for an hour. ‘That is linble to i 
men monopolize this debate, because the natural tende 
man in making a tariff speech is to extend his remarks, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 will state to the gentleman 
Chair has always controlled the time in that respect 
past. 
Mr. 
hour? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI think so. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I will be glad to arrange with the 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] as to a division of tim 
Mr. MANN. That can be arranged to-morrow mornin: 
Mr. MURDOCK. Then I suggest that the matter 
until to-morrow morning. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am perfectly willing that it 
over until to-morrow morning, 


MURDOCK. for 


Can he recognize a man less 


I 


Mr. MANN. I think it would not be convenient. 


DAILY HOUR OF 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it 
until half past 7 on that day. Now, Mr. Speaker, we 
mine about the time to-morrow morning. I ask u 
consent that the daily hour of meeting of the House s 
changed from 12 o’clock noon to 11 o'clock a. m. until « 
ordered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. 


MEETING, 


is desired, we can take ; 


1 


The gentleman from Alabama asks 


| mous consent that the hour of meeting of the House be 
| from 12 o'clock noon to 11 o'clock a. m. until otherwise « 


sion is rather premature, and I do not see the object of limiting | Ig there objection? 


Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object, Mr 
is it the purpose of the gentleman, in holding night sess 
hold them late, or not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
into it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 


s 


I can not determine that unti 


That means, under the gentlema 


| that we shall meet at 11 o’clock and continue in session 
| o'clock, and then begin a night session at 8 o'clock? 


Mr. MANN. Let it run from 11 to 1l. We have not 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the country expects 
this bill as speedily as we can, in justice to the mem! 
There are no other committees appointed, 
other work to do, and I see no reason why we should | 
at 11 o’clock in the morning and run until a reasonable 
night. The will of the House can determine that. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentieman modify that 
instead of commencing at 11 o'clock to-morrow make it | 


| Thursday ? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Speaker, in accorda 


the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Many 


will ask unanimous consent that after to-morrow the dai 
of meeting shall be 11 o'clock a. m. instead of 12 o'cl 
until otherwise ordered by the House; that is, com 
Thursday. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks 


mous consent that. after to-morrow the hour of meeting « 


instead of 12 o’clock m. until! furt! 
yr hey 


House be 11 o'clock a. m. 
ordered. Is there objection? 
none, and it is so ordered. 


{After a pause.] The Ch: 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair bas an official 


nouncing the ratification of the seventeenth amendment 
Constitution, with respect to the election of United 


\\ 


request 


communi 
from the proper authorities of the State of South Dakota, ‘ 


but I would like to cl . 
I will ask the ¢g 


r | 


f 


does 


nois [Mr. MANN] that, of course, it is customary in the House 
to divide the time equally between the minority and the 
majority. 

Mr. MANN. T understand that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And I am not complaining about that. 
Of course, the minority in this House has only one-third of the 


hives 


Senators by popular vote, and will place it among the arehis 
of the House. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned yesterday = 

previous question had been ordered upon the bill making appre 


he 








Ll 


>t 


CONGI 
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Se ee 


SSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. e 


for sundry civil expenses of the Government, of which | 
wll ort the title 
read as follows 
R. 2441) ma t r id 1 ex 
or tl gy J iv l yr 
on i 1 the engross! ( id third 








id t ie, 
LLEI aker, I move that this bill be re 
with instructions to report I forthwith to the 
the language on page 129 beginning with the 
Pro ’ on line 13, to the bottom o he pag 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion to re 


rk read as fcllows: 


GILLet?T. I move to recommit, with tnstructions to the com 
the bill back forthwith, amended by striking out all 

fter the figures “ $300,000,” constituting the proviso 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the matter that is pro- 


ricken out. 


» Clerk read as follows: 


however, That no part of this money shall be spent in the 














of any organization or individual for entering into any 
1 or agreement having in view the increasing of wages, 
f hours or bettering the conditions « abor, or for any act 
rtherance thereof, in if ania Provided further, 
urt of this appropriation shail b cI ded for the prosecu- 
lucers of farm pr cts and associatio: of farmers who 
1d organize in an eff to and for the purpose to obtain 
na fair and reasonable price for their products. 


FITZGERALD. Mr. 
question. 


GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, 


that I demand the 


on 
I demam 


1 the previous 


The gentk 


+ the previous question. 


m New York [Mr. 


FItTz- 
I arliamentary 


Mr. Speuker, a 
will 


1 
: \KER. The gentleman ite it. 
BARTLETT. In ease this motion should 
were instructions to the Committee on 
thwith an : 
t be accomplished when there is no ¢ 


in existence? 


inquiry. 
SPI R 
prevail and 
Appropriations to 


ymmittee on Ap- 


MANN. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the motion of the 

n from Massachusetts [Mr. Grm.etr] was to recom- 

bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

» Union, which exists, with directions to that committee to 
back. 

r. BARTLETT. But that was not his motion as I under- 


MANN. He did not 
e to which it could be referred. 
sARTLETT. The parliamentary inquiry 
rpose of determining that, to know hoy 
d if this motion should prevail. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has 
Speaker of the duty of stating the case. Of « 
m the Committee of the Whole House on th 
n. 
FITZGERALD. No, Mr. Speaker, it did not. 
The SPEAKER. Practically it did. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Practically not, because there was no 


so state, but that is the only com- 


mde for 
would be 


was n 


we 


relieved 
this 


» state of 


urse 


mendment striking out this provision, how | 


man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of | 
Union to make the report of it. 

‘SPEAKER. This bill was considered in the House as in 

mittee of the Whole, and if this motion should prevail, the 

‘would make this report, because that is the only way out 


Mr. GILLETT. 
y any committee. 


Mr. Speaker, I purposely omitted mention- 
I simply followed the exact language of the 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman did not mention the com- 


ittee, the Chair will rule his motion out of order. 


Mr. GILLETT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make another 
motion. I omitted it for that express purpose, so that if the 
point should be raised it might be decided. Now, if the Speaker 
rues my motion out of order I wish to make another motion. 


ma 


of 


question on this motion. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I did not make any point of order. I 
ide a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not going to rule on a point 
order that is not made. 

Mr. BARTLETT. All I wanted was information. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 





The previous question was ordered. 














The SPEAKER j que Ol n the motion to res t. 
The q 1 WwW TAKE ( ling the iInounce ( f 
the sult, 
Mr. BUCHANAN of I ois Mr. S) ' 
The SPEAKER I V purpos 3 ? 
Mr. bt CHANAN of Lil lo i | a 4 
on this motion. 
The SPEAKER The gent n from |! | 
ANA en is the y Ss and ivs Al] f 
radering the yea mad y will rise and | 
unted [Af count Thirteen M¢ } I 
number, and the yeas i nays are refused 
} M FITZGERALD. ir Speaker [a a 3 
Mr. MAN! Mr. Speaker, I demand n 
The SPEAKER. Th } 1 from New York r 
| division. 
SEVERAL M On wi tion ? 
| The SPEAKER. On em to recommit. 

The Ho livi l d tl were s 47 1 
| Accord tis ition to rece t w rej a. 
i The SPI ER. Theq tion on the pa 

"The ques 1 be e take tue bill Vi ed 

On mot ) f M I r7 ALD, i t 1 to rect T 
vot vas laid « e table 

| DN Al I I 
J > SP KER ( I W ort the 7 n 
I t vill. 
rhe Clerk read of bill (H. R. 1 yt 
} apr *j ¢ t ] 1 x a 
i i j h 
ex for o purpose 
| 14 
| : On this | there are 40 3 
under the rule adopted yest ! ind the Chair rece t 
| gentleman f I s [M PHENS |]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr % I i tl Fi man from ‘I 
yield? 

' Mr. STEPHENS rexa Certain! 

Mr. MANN. Has itlen igreed upon a d f 
time? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We } e m I su 
| will be 20 minutes on a side, under the rule 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman f T 
minutes to the gentleman from South Dal! | Mr. } 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly; I v ! 
control of the time « I sicte } i ra ) 
make a statemer ‘st. IL have no objection 

Mr. MANN You yield him 20 minut time? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I vteld him 20 min = I 
reserve my time. Does the tieman from South | { 
to use a par f t if I ! l 
statement. 

Mr. BURKE of S th b I would pret l 
tleman from Texas make his stat ent now 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. M $ I t I 
sideration is the a I t 
purpose of paying t urren nd é 
Bure of Ind I \f » I t Ly { 
the various | I d tor thei | es 
year ending Ju 0, 1914 
F Last ye r swe b l extensive he rt iZs b ‘ } { 
on Indian Affairs on the bill, and thos 
and are in the rool Vf ie Commit ( 
tlouse Wl he bill ssed the House it irried 
tions aggregating $8.262.000 in round rs j , 
after consideration of the bill, added $5,488,594 to : e 
appropriations, making the bill as it | sed the Senate l 
$13,750,504. That increase was covered by 131 S 
ments. The conference commitjee of the two Houses on 
bill reduced that amount by $3,672,317, leaving the | so 
it carried one million and a few hundred thousand dollars 
the amount that the bill carried when it passed the FI 

The bill agreed wpon in conference and reported ck 1 
two Houses umounted to $10,079,205. This is the exact 
carried in this bill. 

The conference report, under the rules, should fir I 
been approved by the Senate. The bill had passed the Ho 
and every item in it had been well considered d wv 
factory to the House. The Senate added, as I have stated, 
ever $5,000,000, and in conference we cut nearly four million 
of that amount from the bill. The Senate refused to agree to 


the conference report of the two Houses on the bill. There 
was in the bill an appropriation of $100,000 for the purpose o 
removing from Oklahoma to New Mexico the Apache Band of 


Indians, known as the Geronimo Band, that went on the war- 
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path more than 25 years ago. These Indians were captured by Adopted—Board of Supervisors, San Francisco, April 14, 191: 
the Army and held as prisoners at Fort Sill, Okla. hegier. ‘Giagniel, Hayden, iitnes, Vects, denhinen, Eectho’s ‘4 
Two years ago Congress passed a bill providing that they | McCarthy, McLeran, Murdock, Murphy, Nolan, Payot, Vogelsane 

should be released as prisoners of war and removed to the reser- Approved, San Francisco, April lo, 1913, — 
vation from which they came in New Mexico, and Congress a bao 
provided that if they should not desire to return to New Mexico Mr. BURKE of South Dakota Mr s ; k roa r st 
that Congress should buy land for them in Oklahoma. This oienndes tm vit Sees hdione = snub Ww -omine iM - ace : ae y 
bill carried a provision for $100,000 for the purpose of purchas- Mr MONDELI Mr. S oahu tl e bill no . b aie the 
ing this land in Oklahoma for those that remained in that State. | 0. Vary car fully cana’ Secon | : on last C oa the H 
One of the Senators from the State of New Mexico, taking ad- | that in ine tenia its prot iahens ate Wien ab reper. Tt 
vantage of the fact that there was ae closure rule in that | , unfortunate that the new Members of the House have | 
body, in the common parlance of the two Houses, talked our bill ca ove "1 a. 2 
to death. It failed to pass for that alleged reason only. an opportunity to examine the bill and to offer amendm 
Wein ha : oe : : oe oie - anaey | it; but inasmuch as that is not possible under the rule that | 
this is the identical bill that I have presented here to-day, | } on adopted, I am glad to give my assurance—whatever \ 
and it coutains the same items and is based upon the mass of | that mae have—that the bill did have cavetel lated os 


facts that we procured after extensive hearings, as I have | : : . : 
, | was carefully « ri ftec i l > i Si rery satuisi 
already stated to the House. illy drafted, and in the main it is a very satist 


; . “ . Indian bill 
The Committee tules has reportec Ss o this House : 
ae oe tee on Rules has reported this bill to this : I take advantage of the opportunity offered me, Mr. Sy 
in the same terms and amounts that were agreed upon by the con- me oli : : a as 
are ; ; ; a ae eas . to ask permission to insert in the Record two memorials a: 
ference committee of the two Houses. The only objection urged by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, recently i 
to the bill in the Senate was the objection to the return of the ‘ ee ee ° >? oo 


Apache Indians to New Mexico. I understand that most 
these Indians have been already transferred to New Mexico, and 
hence there is no reason for expending all of the $100,000 in 
Oklahoma, but the unexpended balance will be turned back into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will. 

Mr. COOPER. Was not there a similar bill which contained 
a provision for the sale of the Hot Springs National Park in 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That item was eliminated and is 
not in this bill. It was in the sundry civil bill and not in this 
bill. I know it is not in this bill at the present time. 
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of addressed to Congress, one relating to the administrat 


the land laws generally and particularly to the activities 
special agents, and another relating to the administrat 
the laws relative to the repayment of moneys paid o 
proofs and entries. Following the first of those petitions 
sire to insert an editorial from the Washington Post unde: 
caption “ Wyoming’s protest,” and, following the second 1 
tion, another editorial from the same paper under th 
“ Bureaucracy hard hit.” 

These resolutions of the Wyoming Legislature recit: 
some ef the grievances of western communities relative t: 
tain policies which have been pursued by the Interi 
partment in relation to the public lands. We out there ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires to ask a still of the opinion that the Interior Department ough to | 

: 8] a lad at bound by the law; that it ought to follow the law; th 
question, I will reserve the balance of my time. ae = — : 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it the duty of the administrative officers of that dey ea 

give to American citizens seeking locations on the publi: 
seeking to use and acquire the public lands, the rig! 
privileges that Congress has in its wisdom granted then 
believe that in the past the administration of the land law 
not in all instances been in accordance with the letter 
spirit of the statutes. We believe men have been denied rights 
which the law gives them. We believe that there has b 
policy prevalent in the department which has been held to 
superior to the statutes. All we ask is that the Inte: 


is necessary to take up the time of the House in discussing 
this bill. As stated by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
STePpHeNs], who was the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs when this bill was considered, the bill was carefully 
considered and prepared in the last session of the last Con- 
gress, passed the Senate, went to conference, and the conferees 
agreed upon the bill in the form in which it is now before the 
House; and while there may be some provisions in the bill that 
personally I would like to see changed, it was my opinion, under outemeh tn adentalabsiins the land inn shal admin! 
the circumstances, that it would be very much better for the | Satine te ‘a aac oie 4 oan tlie 7 — ; 
bill to be introduced in the form in which it was agreed to in | Scar nai OL rong oth nese ia ae tae 2 zat 
conference and passed, rather than to attempt any amendments. | oe empin ee ee ere weet e 
Therefore I hope the bill will pass This Democratic administration has a splendid oppor 
[I yield half a minute to the gentleman from California [Mr. | through its WeErerary of the Interior to _— = the 
J. I. Nouan]. | or rather to win back the respect, of the western people | 
: | administration of the law so far as it relates to public land 
Mr. Speaker, I for one will be entirely free and frank 
ing the administration credit if it shall attempt to adn 
the laws according to their letter, spirit, and intent, rathe: 
| in accordance with a theory contrary thereto, and-I shia 
quite as free as I have been in the past to criticize if in | 
administration of the land laws those who are seeking ! 
on the public domain, those who are endeavoring to dev: 
~ a ‘ racta ‘ ' ise age am 
¥EDERAL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. acmenien =e eae on ———_ a nt 
Crry AND CouNTY or SAN FRANCISCO, ee fs . we Fy re oe De 
BoakD OF SUPERVISORS, CLERK'S OFFICR, which the laws grant. , ” - 
" — April 15, 1918. The memorial of the Legislature of Wyoming, relative 
on. Jomn I. Nouan, ae ah al tols aw ss rg: 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. a caenmemmmemaen - eee _ ong “% ews : Wrow 
Dear Sir: Your attention is respectfully called to the attached SHORTS: LOANS Se DEAED o8 hs 
resolution adopted by the board of supervisors of the city and county | Enrolled joint memorial 1, House of Representatives, State of W) 
of San Francisco. Memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of th: 
Yours, very truly, ro States relative to the administration of the public land laws: 
J. 8. DuNNIGAN, Clerk. Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State « 
Federal telephone and telegraph. system. On motion of Supervisor | ming (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United 
Vogelsang : Resolution No. 10114 (new series), as follows: be memorialized as follows: 
Whereas the telegraph and telephone are daily becoming more necessary | Whereas the State of Wyoming has been and is being discr r 
to the comfort and convenience of all the people; and against by the unjustifiable rulings of the Department of the Inte 
Whereas in jts original grant of franchise to the Western Union Tele- in the administration of the land laws; and eee 
graph Co, the Government of the United States reserved the right to | Whereas the Department of the Interior has particularly discrim! 
acquire the same; and against this State in the rulings it has made concerning irt 
Whereas Government ownership and control of the means of transmis- projects under the Carey Act, thereby retarding the develop! 
sion of electric messages and communications is as logical and neces- the State; and 
sary as its monopoly of transmission of written or printed matter: | Whereas the major portion of the special agents of the department 
Therefore be it men from the extreme East and not familiar with conditions | 
Resolved by the Board of Supervtsors of the City and County of San West; and ie 
Francisco, State of California, That in the judgment of this board the | Whereas these same special agents act more as persecutors of § 
present is the time for the acquisition of these utilities by the Govern- than prosecutors of fraudulent entries; and Forestry Depart- 
ment of the United States and that the Congress be urged to take such | Whereas the rules and regulations laid down by + pho lis forch 
steps as may be necessary for the acquisition and establishment of a ment have become so burdensome and costly vat e Bas ae ‘eer | 
Federal telegraph and telephone system, rendering a local intrastate men and companies out of business and depriving many 
and interstate postal service. Be it further men of employment: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the clerk of this board transmit copies of this reso- Resolved, That we protest against the administration of ae JS 
lution to the Senate and House of Representatives and to the Senators | laws which prevents the irrigation, reclamation, and settlement of 0% 
Di Dp 
and Representatives in Congress from California, public lands. 


Mr. J. I. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have published in the Recorp a copy of a resolution adopted by | 
the board of supervisors of the city of San Francisco upon the 
subject of Government ownership of telegraph and telephone 
companies. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 


land 
anu 





1913. 





+t we favor an enlarged and additional homestead law. 
t. if we must have special agents, that they be western 
with conditions ; : : : 
ve demand that the regulations relative to the cutting of timber 
1] use be altered so that residents may secure timber and lumber 
nable instead of prohibitive prices. 
rhe editorial of the Washington 
ferred is as follows: 
WYOMING’S 


men, 


¢ ir 


Post to which I have 


PROTEST. 
joint resolution from the Wyoming Legislature, demanding relief 


rbitrary and unfair enforcement of the land laws by _ special 
if the Interior Department, and presented to the United States 


senate, will appeal to the conservationists as an outcropping of an 

j esy. d i 
It is a eurious thing about the so-called conservationists that vio- 
of law mean little to them when done in the name of conser- 


re is only one way to enforce any law, and that is with equal 


e to all. But this kind of justice, if extended to the citizens of 
A i, who are now paying $14 a ton for coal from Canada when 
cht be mining their own, or to the prospectors of the West, 


manufacturers of the South who want water power, would pro- 

from the conservationists an expression of deep resentment. 
Yet, why should not the laws of the land be regarded by the conserva- 
t ; as well as by other citizens? Why should capital be deprived 
right of investing in American enterprises in the South, in 
Wroming, or in Alaska? Why should a fetich created by a few 
be permitted to halt the development of the United States? 
fhe States have never deeded to the Federal Government their 
t streams within their borders. The riparian owners have not 
ied their rights to the Secretary of War. The Wyoming Legislature 
sly protests against the unjust enforcement of arbitrary rules of 


t interior Department, and asks Congress to see to it that the 
of the public do not put themselves up as masters. 


w should be obeyed by all citizens, even including the officers 
United States Government. 





of t The natural resources of the country 
1 be conserved, but so should the laws. President-elect Wilson 
v ww his common sense if he insists on the enforcement, of the 


tion laws so that the interests of the people, rather than the 
eit of a few censors, shall be conserved. 
The other resolution to which I have referred is as follows: 
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WYOMING. 
Enrolled joint resolution 3, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming. 
A t resolution relating to the refunding 


of certain moneys now 


in the Treasury of the United States, being paid therein by 
ertain citizens of the United States in attempting to make final 
I fs on the public domain, and memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to pass such legislation as may be necessary for the 
I ding of these moneys to those who have so paid them into 


the Treasury of the United States and thereby relieving the distress 
iused to certain citizens of the United States by both denying patent 


public lands for different causes and then retaining the money 
paid, as provided by law, preliminary to perfecting such proofs. 
Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate con- 
j nod . 
v is certain citizens of the United States have filed on portions 


the public domain, pursuant to the several acts of the Congress of 

the United States providing for the filing on and for the making 
final proof and the securing of patent on the said public domain 
the United States, so set apart for such purposes; and 


Whereas these citizens, in attempting to make final proof, previous 
to perfecting patents on the public domain filed on under the several 


ts of Congress providing for the securing of patents on the public 
domain, to wit: Under the homestead act, the stone and timber act, 
e desert-land act and the coal-land act have been unsuccessful 
| for one cause or another have been denied patent; and 
reas these citizens have paid different sums of money into the 
rreasury of the United States, previous to their attempts to make 
final proofs, as provided by the acts of the Congress of the United 
tes, and which proofs were unsuccessful and patents were denied ; 


Ww 


as these moneys have never been refunded to the citizens who 
‘ so paid them into the Treasury of the United States previous to 
ir unsuecessful attempts to make final proofs; and 
both the failure to secure title to the lands on which these 
upts to make final proofs were made, and the loss of the moneys 
paid into the Treasury of the United States have wrought untold 
rdship and loss to these citizens: Therefore be it 
olcved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Con- 
s of the United States be, and is hereby, memorialized and requested 
enact such legislation as may be necessary for the refunding of these 
so paid into the Treasury of the United States to the citizens 
paying them in and thus refieve the hardship and loss which the 
lding of these moneys is causing these citizens; be it further 
‘ved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be sent 
President of the United States, the President of the United 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and the 
etary of the Interior, asking their aid in bringing the object of 
memorial and request before Congress and in securing from same 
tute legislation for the purpose herein set forth; and be it further 
olred, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be sent 
Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United States, 
viz, Hon. CLareNce D. CLarK and Francis E. Warren, and our Repre- 
s tive in said Congress, Hon. Frank W. MONDELL, asking them to 
\ their best efforts to secure a favorable action upon the request 
embodied herein. 


Repeated protests that the present practice of the Interior 
Department in the matter of repayment having failed to secure 
favorable action on various applications for repayments, I 
recently introduced a resolution of inquiry relative to the pres- 
ent status of such applications, as follows: 

Resolution. 


fi Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested to 
ae the House of Representatives a list of all applications for pay- 
uent of money paid on public-land applications, selections, entries, and 
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con- | 


ee 





proofs which have been pending in the 





Interior Denartment over three 
months, with character of application, selection, entry, or proof, n 
of land district, of applicant, and amount i: ved 

The following editorial from the Washington Post of recent 
date, while it does not bear directly on the matters ref¢ d to 
does point out the evils which lie at the bottom of s f the 
troubles which those who dare the hardships of the frontie 
to establish homes and develop resources encount: their 
dealings with the Interior Department, to wit, the pp vy of 
following what the bureaus hold should be the law 1 ert 
the law itself. It may seem strange beyond belief to som: 
that under our form of government it is necessary to appeal t 
the bureaus whose duty it is to administer the laws to grant « 
citizens the rights and opportunities the law cont 
shall have, yet such is the ease. The Post edit as 
follows: 

BUREAUCRACY WARD WI 

The verdict of acquittal in the Alaska coal lands con i j 
not only “a most extraordinary victory for « insel tor 
so characterized by Judge Kenesaw M. Landis from the bench, a 
a famous victory for popular rights and sound public pe 
bureaucratic methods of government The result of tl trial break 
the grip of conservation run mad and comes at a most opportune t 
for the new administration, affording, as it does, a splendid openin 
for the party in power to show its hand in conformity with t! < 
in the Baltimore platform promising a return to a more rationa nd 
businesslike policy in exercising authority over the publie d in 
Here is a great chance for Democracy to demonstrate its readiness to 
employ the implements of construction as well as t pruning knife 
The verdict nullifies the pretext for withdrawing t) Alaskan coal 
fields from entry, but the formal ord which closed the door of op 
portunity continues in force And back of that formal order, which of 
itself offers no stumbling block to reform, are tl ntret ed for of 
bureaucracy, occupying a vantage ground from which they have 
years successfully operated—thwarting the efforts of Con t 
liberalize the land laws on one side, and on the other exercisii 
lative, executive, and judicial powers of their own contriving, t! 
disguised but settled purpose to make the path of the homest i nd 
prospector too thorny to travel. 

This monopoly of defiance and oppression in restraint of human 
rights and national development has been kept in office by | 
misdirected public sentiment and executive tolerar rhus f ! 
these promoters of bureaucracy have made and unmade cabine 
ten party platforms, packed juries, suborned witnesses, fa 1 tl 
records—all in the name of conservation. To-da howe the tru 
known. The revelations of the past year have opened t e) t! 
people, cost the clique the support of the press, and kicked s 
from under their last stronghold. As a finishing blow to t in 
policy that has worked so evilly in Alaska and 10 Northwestern Sta 
perhaps the course of action urged by the Portland Oregonian « 
the best suggestion. “In order that justice be done,” remarks tl! 
Oregonian, the service “should be overhauled, its entire 
vised, and the men who, through long habit are mentally incapable of 
dealing out justice should be displaced VW look to President W n 
and Secretary Lane to initiate these refor ind put an end to t 
arbitrary star-chamber methods which now prevail.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to 


discuss this matter further, and unless there is some gentlem 
on this side who desires some time I reserve the balan of 
time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 

The Clerk read the bill. 

During the reading of the bill, 


Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading 


The SPEAKER. At the bottom of page 39, in the ine 
line 25, the word “ who” ought to be “ whose.” 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimou 


consent that it be changed accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks un 
consent to change the word “‘who” to the word “ whos¢ 
line 25, page 39. Is there objection? [After 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read iird 1 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STerHENS of Texas, 2 motion to reco le 
the vote by which the bill was passed was lak | 


} ' } 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as f 
lows: ; 

To Mr. Roppensery, indefinitely, on account of illness 

To Mr. L’Enaie, for the remainder of the 


illness. 


week, o7 


CHANGE OF 


Mr. Speaker—— 

For what purpose does the gent 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask unanimous consent 
resolution which I introduced—resolution No. 
from the Committee on Agriculture, there being no such co 
mittee, to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. What is the resolution about? 

Mr. FOWLER. The resolution is only a resolution of 


REFERENCE. 


Mr. FOWLER. 
The SPEAKER. 


wpuiry. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, what 
is the resolution? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman if it is 
a resolution of inquiry he can call it up, notwithstanding the 
fact that there is no committee appointed. 

Mr. FOWLER. The resolution requesis the Secretary of 
Agriculture to give certain information relative to the Weather 
sSureau. It goes no further than to ask or request information. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous | 


consent to discharge the Committee on Agriculture from the 
consideration of the resolution named and refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


PRINTING OF REPORT ON TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the 
record does not show that the request I made this morning 
about the priating of the report on the tariff bill had been 
agreed to. I want to renew the request—that is, that there may 
be a number of copies of the report printed, up to the $500 limi- 
tation of law; that 500 copies of that report shall go to the 
Ways and Means Committee, 500 to the document room, and the 
balance to be distributed to Members through the folding room. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that there shall be printed a number of copies of 
the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, together with 
the report of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] setting 
forth the views of the minority, not to exceed the cost of $500; 
500 copies to go to the Committee on Ways and Means, 500 to the 
document room, and the rest to the folding room. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman inform the House how 
many copies can be printed for $5007 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not, because I do not know. I do 
not think there will be as many as the House needs, and I will 
have to ask a little later on, perhaps to-morrow or the next day, 
for an additional number. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman thinks there will be a suffi- 
cient number for the Members to have at least one? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MANN. This request is for a number in addition to the 
usual number? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Specker - 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HULINGS. I rise for the purpose of inquiring whether 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama comprehends the 
printing of the minority report to be presented by the Progres- 
sive Party? 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done to-morrow, because the 
report will not be ready to-morrow. 

Mr. HULINGS. Well, when it is done. 

The SPEAKER here will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. MANN. It will be printed as a matter of course when it 
i: Pp esented. 

The SPEAKER. There will be no trouble about that. The 
gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent that there 
shall be printed a number of copies of the report filed by him- 
self for the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, to- 
gether with the report filed by Mr. Payne, of New York, for a 
portion of the minority, not to exceed $500 in cost; 500 of those 
reports to go to the Committee on Ways and Means, 500 to the 
document room, and the rest to the folding room. Is there 
objection 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Reserving the right to object--to ask if 
the gentleman from Alabama will amend his request to include 
the report of Mr. Murpocxk if filed to-day? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request. 
I have made it plain to the membership of the House in an- 
swer to the question several times—— 

Mr. LAFFERTY. This report will probably be filed to-day, 
and if filed to-day, is there any objection to its being printed? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. If filed to-day, it will go, necessarily, with the 
report, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no possibility of its being filed 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAFFERTY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The agreement is that it be filed to-day. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Very well; I do not object. 
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| Mr. MANN. The gentleman just stated that he did. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
| Chair hears none. 
ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, W 
day, April 23, 1913, at 12 o’clock m. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Mi 


») 


a) 


ile 


99 


| to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3221) to reduce tariff 


duties and to provide revenue for the Government, 


| other purposes, reported the same without amendment, ace -. 


panied by a report, (No. 5), which said bill and report 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the sta 
the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 


rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 3890) to provide a sit 
erect a public building thereon at Clinton, Tenn.; to the | 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3891) to provide a site and erect a 
building thereon at Lafollette, Tenn.; to the Commit 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) to provide a site and erect 
building thereon at Lenoir City, Tenn.; to the Comm 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3893) to provide a site and erect a | 
building thereon at Rockwood, Tenn.; to the Comn 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 3894) amending secti 
of the act of June 19, 1912, limiting the hours of daily 
of laborers and mechanics; to the Committee on Labor 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 3895) authorizing the 
tary of the Interior to grant two coal leases of 960 acres « 
the unleased segregated mineral lands of the Choctaw \N:; 
Oklahoma: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bil) (H. R. 3896) providing for a reappraiser 
the addition to the town site of Wilburton, Okla.; to the | 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (TI. R. 3897) to amend the act of 
30, 1906, wherein $5,000,000 was permanently set aside yea! 

| defray the expenses of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
inspection of cattle, sheep, swine, and goats; to the Cor 
on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3898) to change the name of ole 
to margarin; to change the rate of tax on margarin;: to 
the consumers, dealers. and mannfacturers of margoari 
frand; and to afford the Bureau of Internal Rever 
efficient means for the detection of fraud and the col! 
revenues; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3899) to amend the food and drugs 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3900) for the extension of H Street 
Fifteenth Street to Twentieth Street NE.; to the Com: 
the District of Columbia. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3901) for the extension of Mary!:! 


Avenue east of Fifteenth Street to M Street NE.; 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3902) to fix the requirements go 
| the receipt, transmission, delivery, and preservation of 
sages of interstate telegraph and telephone companies; t 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3903) to amend section 715 of the Re 


to the 


Statutes as amended by act of Congress of March 3, 109; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3904) amending section 1608f of the : 


of Congress enti‘led “An act to amend chapter 55 of an 
entitled ‘An act to establish a Cade of Law for the Distr 
Columbia,’” approved February 23, 1905; to the Committe 
the District of Columbia. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3905) appropriating $5,000 for the | : 


provement of that portion of National Avenne, village of \ 
Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Wis.. abutting the grounds 
the Northwestern Branch National Home for Disabled Volunt« 
Soldiers; to the Committee on Appropriations. 


er 
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, bill (CH. R. 3906) to amend the present method of | PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
garbage, ashes, and other refuse in the District of | ee aaa il oes : 
( - to the Committee on the District of Columbia. _Under Clause 1 of Ru 7 XNI » PESVALO | nd resolutions 
, bill (HI. R. 3907) to fix the price of gas in the District | ao a ae ed and severally re d , 
uubia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. E a Mr. eee A bill H.R “)) Tor the t fw 
a bill (H. R. 38908) to increase the pensions of the | "Be Me- aaa oe 2 rere reg nee 
ho served in the War with Mexico, the Civil War, and on Bin ts his Oe £1 a = mena ge a 
4h Gnain « ‘ et . oan it Panatana ; set sinder; to the Commitiee on | Le 
ith Spain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 3922) granting a | \I 
| ‘ir. LEVY: A bill (HL. R. 3909) to provide for the investi- to the Cen mitt a sort imcadaman nee | tO Mi , 
f combinations, monopolies, trusts, and mergers and to | yj.) bill (H R a Le , 
ide and commerce against unlawful restraints; to the | 4 : ok 7 — , a seo) GYANtING ah imcrease o I" F 
. on the Judiciary. h y i. r we AW ; tot he ( ominitt e on In 1 Pens 
n PAYNE: A bill (HL R. 3910) to amend an act en- | eee. ens 7 = , ns ating = Cre of px n to 
\n act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage | “". yy, AN SBERRY : = Dill y H R. oe ai aa 
lustries of the United States, and for other purposes,” | crease of pension a cede W Cliet : der ad reas ae 1 
i August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and | “a Pensions 
. ‘ ; > 2H90e8 a. —— : 4 } ‘ 
Mr, SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 3011) providing for the re- | . nee ®. Srl (H.R. 3026) granting a pension to Eldora G 
t of noncommissioned officers, petty officers, and enlis‘ed | ° “By Mr. B AILEY : “- heh i r Treat et sii sanltis 
the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps and | naeen 1 f Ch: silied See na u yaaa ne 
efliciency of the enlisted personnel ; to the Committee on | ““}, e M . acne? oO Uae Senne eee OF tary Affalrs. 
as v Affairs. ee oy i r. BARNHAR ; A bill (H. R. oJeS) for the rel ol 
ty Mr. WALLIN: A bill CH. R. 3912) providing for inter- | en 4 arr ; to the ( ommittee on War ¢ laims . 
ble mileage books or tickets on all railroads within the | , 3% a. ees NING: A bill (H. R. 3929) granting a pension 
; of the interstate-commerce act, and for other pur- | to James Gleason ; to the ¢ ommittee on Invalid Pet sions 
to Biere 9 riggs ae Sv enteon Commoren | _ 4/80, a bill (CH. R. 3930) to correct the military record of 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 3,4) Banks: to the Committee on Military Affail 
Ry Mr. SHARP: A bill (HI. R. 3918) to authorize a competi- Ry Mr CARTER : \ bill CH. R "8924 ~~» oar ; Bi 
test of aeroplanes of domestic manufacture and award it = agercheogiggptar Sea } to remove the arge 
nerefor: to the Committee on Military Affairs. | of desertion standing: against George W. Smith; to the Com 
by Mr. AUSTIN: A Dill (H. R. 3914) to provide a site and | Aico Bi (H.R. 3952) to carry out the findings of 
a ocala ia 7 ; mal formerly lieutenant, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun 
\ bill (H. RR. 3915) to further amend an act approved | Seat: Cini d ta tha Conmmeities on War Ciaime 
\ug 13, 1894, entitled “An act for the protection of persons | By Mr DYER: 4 bill (H. R 2939 ) aeemattiie a pension t 
ing materials and labor for the construction of public | Parnie He Dean : to the Committee on Pessions. eens © a 
"i nd for other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- | By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3934) for the 
iy Mr. VARE: A bill (HB. R. 3916) providing for the regula- | relief of Anton H. Burg; os the ¢ Nee =‘ laims. 5 
tification, and registration of all vehicles of the air and | By Mr. HINEBA as: 4 _ ag e! a ee 
sing of the operators thereof; to the Committee on In- | CTe@8e of pension to George G. De Wolf; to the Committee o1 
and Foreign Commerce. ; Invalid Pensions. 7 
Mr. CARY: A bill (CH. R. 3917) regulating the compensa- By Mr. HELGESEN : A bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of 
of stationary firemen employed in Federal Government | Ethel M. Young; to the Committee on the Public Lands 
rs in the United States; to the Committee on Expendi- By Mr. HAYDEN : A bill (Ii. R. S937) for the relief of the 
son Publie Buildings. | administrator and heirs of Fritz Contzen, to permit the presecu 
hy Mr. MOORE; A bill (H. R. 3918) appropriating $30,000 tion of an Indian depredation claim; to the Committee on Indian 
ich-explosive shop for Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, | 4ffairs. 
1 $11,850 for dredging Frankford Creek; to the Committee By Mr. KONOP: A bill CH. R. 3938) to remove the ch of 
Military Affairs. | desertion standing against Jacob Doxtater; to the Con tee 
By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 3919) to reduce the mileage of | on Military Affairs. 
Senators, Members of the House of Representatives, and Dele- | By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (1. BR B89) grant 
gates from Territories, and Resident Commissioners; to the | ing an increase of pension to Winfield S. Mattern; to th 
Committee on Mileage. | mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
hy Mr. GALLAGHER: Resolution (H. Res. 64) directing the| By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H.R. 3940) gra g 
s to appoint a special committee of seven members to | crease of pension to Lemuel B. Champlin; to the Comm 
e into and investigate the operations and practices of the | Invalid Pensions. 
Baseball Trust; to the Committee on Rules. |} Also, a bill (H. R. 3941) granting an increase of | 
by Mr. CARY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 71) proposing an | George W. Shreckengaust; to the Committee on Iny en 
imendment to the Constitution for the election of Representa- | sions. 
s for a four-year instead of a two-year term; to the Com- Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) granting an increase of pension to 
‘on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- | Charles Harmon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
s in Congress. Also, a bill (H. R. 3943) granting an increase of pe to 
By Mr. HAYES: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 6) | John Cotner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
rescribing a new form for the American flag; to the Committee | Also, a bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase of pe 1 to 
on the Judiciary. | William R. Heffelfinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of the Legislature of Massachu- | By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 3545) gran an 
setts, relative to the sale by the United States of a certain tract | increase of pension to Jacob T. Crosby; to the Committee on 
of land in the city of Chelsea; to the Committee on Naval | Invalid Pensions. 
Affairs, By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 3946) granting an increase 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of Massachusetts, relative | of pension to Nancy E. Buck; to the Committee on Invalid 
' the cost of coal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | Pensions. 
mmerce, hy MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 3947) granting an i: 
By Mr. KINDEL: Memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, ag bene ee N. ~e a ad Seen ‘ . 
A ¢ the establishment of a Rocky Mountain National Park in Invalid Pensions. - 
olor o* > % ; 74 . » in ‘ . 
oy ae "GRIMET? Maueca! af the Gane Assembly of By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A out a. B nes . 
Pennsylvania, requesting legislation to reimburse Mrs. Eliza- | listen svete benstens — 
eth Claney « a 4 Male a at nail h . sal ! ee i “his Ss. 
= lancy and Mrs. Anna McCalgon for loss sustained through | Also, a bill (HL R. 3949) for the relief of Felix Morgan; to 


Stites Government; to the Committee on Claims. 
_ Also. memorial of the General Assembly of Pennsylvania, 
ging the appropriation of funds for the construction of cer- | 


‘ain buildings in the Frankford Arsenal at Philade 


Iphia, Pa.; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 





th of their husbands while in the employ of the United | 





the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 3950) for the relief of Joseph P. Jone 
the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3951) to correct the military record of Wil 
liam M. Cheuvrout; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





> o 


nr 
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By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H.R. 3952) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Tunnison; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions 

Ly Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3953 
waiving the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps of the 
United States Navy in the case of Harry Lincoln Miller; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 3954) for the relief of Wil- 
liam E. Horton: to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3955) to correct the 
military record of Martin Fay; to the C mittee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 38 granting an increase 
of pension t« 


Pensions 


» Gertrude Brown; to the " iL * on Invalid 


Also, a bill (11. R. 3957) granting an increase of pension to | 


Mary 9B. Hollister: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8958) for the relief of the survivors of 
McLean’s Pénnsylvania regiment; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

By Mr. J. M. GC. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3959) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry R. Miller; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 3960) to correct the lineal and 
relative rank of First Lieut. Thomas J. Leary, Medical Corps, 
United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

Ry Mr. CARTER: Petition of sundry citizens of Tishomingo, 
Okla., favoring a law to cause concerns selling goods direct to 
cousumers by mail to contribute their portion of funds in the 
development of the local community; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

by Mr. CARY: Petition of Marietta Tweedy, Edith Gifford, 
Emilie L. Hansen, and E. W. Hoffmann, of Milwaukee, Wis., 
favoring the clause in the tariff bill prohibiting the importation 
of plumages of wild birds for trade; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means 

\!lso, petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Board of 
Trade of New York, N. Y., against any increase in the value of 
articles purchased abroad that Americans may bring into the 
United States free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and 
Meat 

\lso, petition of the F. Mayer Boot & Shoe Co., Milwaukee, 
Wis., protesting against the reduction of the tariff on boots and 
shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Committee of Wholesale Grocers. New 
York. favori the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Bemis Bros. Bag Co. and others, of St. 
Louis, Mo., favoring the passage of legislation placing a differ- 
ential duty on burlap cloth; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 

Also, petition of the board of managers, National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, La Crosse, Wis., protesting against 
the passage of the proposed legislation to reduce the members 
of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the customs guards at the port of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., protesting against the proposed reduction of the sa)l- 
aries of the customs guards at the port of San Francisco; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., protesting against the reduction of the wages of the 
employees of the customs service as contemplated in the reorgan- 
ization of the customs service; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Fulton County Glove Workers’ Union, 
Gloversville, N. Y., protesting against the reduction of the tariff 
on gloves; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento, Cal., by D. W. Carmichael, chairman, and 8S. Glen 
Andrus, secretary; the Sacramento Valley Development Asso- 
ciation, by O. H. Miller, secretary; and J. E. Ayer and 1,000 
other citizens of California, protesting against the reduction of 
the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ry Mr. DALE: Petition of Baer Bros., of New York City, 
against the reduction of the tariff on bronze powders; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Benjamin P. Waldmay, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
against the reduction of the tariff on vegetable ivory buttons; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Also, petition of James W. Henderson, John B. Brady 
Prensky, John B. Hahn, G. D. Wright, and John G. Kire! 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favering an smendment to the income 
tion of the tariff bill exempting life insurance comy: 
ducted on the mutual plan; to the Committee on W;: 
Means. 

Also, petition of H. E. A. Gibbs, of New York City, f 
the clause in tariff act against importation of wild b 


‘ 
\ 


used in the millinery trade; to the Committee on W; 
Means. 

Also, memorial of sundry citizens of California, fay 
appropriation for the construction of a milennial day 
in California in 1915; to the Committee on Appropriation 

iy Mr. GRIEST: Petition of sundry brush manufact) 
the United States, favoring an increase in the present tat 
on brushes instead of the proposed reduction of the t 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of E. F. Dickinson, of Matthews, La 
the reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee 
and Means. 

ty Mr. HAYES: Petition of Dr. J. W. Thayer : 
of Gilroy, Cal., against the reduction of the tariff 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. C. Falkenberg and 25 others, of 
City; John Harper and 26 others, of Castroville; Antor 
and 32 others, of Guadaloupe; James B. Campbell and 7: 
of Compton; Messrs. Hooker and Gardner, of Los A! 
H. L. Thornbrough and 51 others, of Meridian; G 
Miller and 14 others, of Gonzales; H. F. Sundberg 
others, of Huntington Beach; Charles A. Gale and 36 
of Pleasanton; W. H. Connelly and 15 others, of Concord 
Giacomazzi and 70 others, of Soledad; Fred Desmond 
others, of Artesia: and Charles C. Saunders and 145 ot! 
Chino, all in the State of California, against the red 
the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and M: 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the San Francisco Labor 
San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the reduction 
wages of the employees of the customs service as cont: 
in the reorganization of the customs service; to the ¢ 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of the Chestnut Hill P: 
the National Alliance of Unitarian and other Christian W 
favoring the repeal of the clause in the Panama Cana 
empting American coastwise shipping from the payment of 
or the arbitration of the question at issue with the Bi 
ernment; to the Committee on Interstate and For 
Inerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the National Woman's 
Temperance Union, favoring the passage of legislation 
the gates of the Panama Exposition on Sunday; to t! 
mittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Papers to accompany bill (IT. R 


| for the relief of William E. Horton, major, United 
| Army; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of Prof. I 
Freeman and others, favoring the portion of the tariff b 


| hibiting the importation and sale of plumage in the 


States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wenpnespay, A pril 23, 1913. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Rev. William Couden, of Norwalk, Ohio, offered the f 
lowing prayer: 

We thank Thee, Almighty Father, for the rest of the | 
and the strength of the day. By such unfailing mercies ( 
know that we are dependent on Thee. Without Thee we 
nothing. Let us willingly put our moral and spiriin 
also in Thy care. Through our weaknesses and our aspir 
our ideals and our needs, keep us in close contact W 
Bless this assembly and all its Members. Endue these 
servants, with righteousness, that Thy people may be 
We ask it in Jesus’ name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was 
approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granied 
lows: 

To Mr. Epvwarps, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. AsuprooKx, for one week, on account of de 
brother. 
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SWEARING IN A MEMBER. 
‘fe Srevens of New Hampshire appeared at the bar of the 
iow nd took the oath of office. 
MAINTENANCE OF ORDER. 
SPEAKER. When the present occupant of the chair 
ern in at the beginning of this Congress he invited the | 
1 cooperation of all the Members in maintaining order, | 
e nobody is now doing anything out of order, yet the | 
( » wishes to make a suggestion or two, not a lecture. 
; been brought to the attention of the Chair by several 
M ers that there has been an unconscious violation of the 


: The rule is that there shall be no smoking in this Cham- 
So far as the Chair is aware, that rule has not been vio- 
itright, but what a good many of the Members complain 
that gentlemen will rush in—10 or 15 or 20 of them—with 
ehted and smoking, and it is offensive to the Members 
i. Two or three Members also have complained that 
‘ ily some gentleman puts his feet upon the top of one 
of these benches, and they claim that is bad form. [Laughter.] 
Now. the Chair hopes that all the Members will take to heart 
. request the Speaker made in the beginning, that they help 
keep order in the House. The fact that the number of 
has been increased by 41 makes it harder than ever, 

a good deal harder, to maintain order. 

THE TARIFF. 

r. UNDERWOOD rose, amid applause. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 


cis 


af 


woop] is recognized. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
esolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) 


to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Govern- 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of f! 
gentieman from Alabama |Mr. UNprerwoop {After a pause, 
The Chair hears none, and it is so or dl rhe question is 
on resolving into Committee of the W1 El » on the state of 
the Union 

Mr. PAYNE. Can an arrangement be made as to a a 
of time? 

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Speaker, what al t the n 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
debate on this bill on next Tuesday morning Li 
have any suggestions to make, I shall be glad to hear ther 

Mr. MURDOCK, This is the situation with the V1 
in the House: We have reduced our demands f 
minimum of six hours. Naturally we realize that our t 
much dependent upon the amount of general debate permitted 
by the majority. If you go into the consideration of the bi 
under the five-minute rule next Tuesday, how day 
how many hours will that give us for general debate? 

Mr. GARNER. Ten hours a day for 5 days would DO 
hours. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will be in the neighborhood of 10 
hours a day for 5 days, or 50 hours. I do not know whether 
it will run exactly that amount of time, because there may be 
times when some gentlemen way not be prepared to speak and 
the House will have to adjourn; but it gives an opportunity 


for 50 hours of general debate. 
Mr. MURDOCK. That is what it would run 
gentleman understands, of course, tht 


5hO hours ‘The 
in general debate there 


is always pressure for time at the end of the debate, and there 


is often great difliculty in getting gentlemen to speak at the 
beginning. Now, if an understanding is reached between the 
| gentleman from New York [|Mr. Payne] and myself as to thi 


ment, and for other purposes; and,. pending that, Mr. Speaker, | 


I ask unanimous consent that all the Members of the House 
may have leave to print or extend their remarks in the Recorp 


until five days after the bill is disposed of. 
The SPEAKER. Five legislative or five calendar days? 


ir. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr 


Five legislative days. 
Five days, commencing with what time? 
UNDERWOOD. I say, five days after the bill is dis- 
se] of. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. 
House‘ 


Five days after it passes the 
UNDERWOOD. Yes; after it passes the House. 

Ir. LANGLEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. LANGLEY. I rise to ask the gentleman from Alabama if 


that will be confined to the tariff bill—this extension of 
remarks? 


The SPEAKER. Of course it will be confined to the tariff 
bill and will apply to nothing else. 

Mr. LANGLEY. It ought to be so confined, but I did not so 
understand it, as it comes in under general debate. which is not 
limited to any particular subject. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnpeEr- 
woop] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 


tion of the tariff bill; and, pending that, he asks unanimous 
consent that all gentlemen shall have leave to extend their 
~ arks for five legislative days after the bill leaves the 
louse 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. And to print, if they do not speak. 
the SPEAKER. And to print, of course. 

Mr. BARTLETT rose. 

the SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to make an inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Alabama if I can. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Under the rules, those who speak on a 
bill, not those who ask leave to print or are authorized to print, 
are not limited to five days at the present time. Is it the pur- 
Pose of the gentleman to require gentlemen who address the 
H use upon the bill to print their remarks within the five days? 
é ‘lr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand the rule, a Member has 
the right and the opportunity, until the Recorp is closed, to 
correct his speech at any time. But my request was to allow 
the Members who did not speak to print, and those who did 
Speak to revise and extend their remarks, up to and including 
ive days after the conclusion of the bill in the House, 

_ Mr. BARTLETT, That changes the present rule, so far as 
those who speak are concerned. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If a gentleman only corrects his re- 


oe does not revise and extend them, it does not change 
le rule, 


proportion of time that we shall occupy, what arrangement can 
we have about using the time from day to day? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, it is customary in debate for one 
side to occupy an hour or two hours, and then for the other 
side to occupy an hour or two hours, and | think that is pro 

Mr. PAYNE. In other words, to equalize the time 


to day. 
To equalize the time as you go along 


from day 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. g. 
If you are not prepared to equalize the time as you go along 
you ought to lose it. 

Mr. SAMUEL. W 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. 


SMITH. May I ask the gentleman a que 


Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI do. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What is the nature of the rule 


under which this bill is going to be passed? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘There is no rule adopted as yet, and | 
do not know that there will be any rule. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock)? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
as between the tw 


Now, Mr. Speaker 


yield to the gentleman. 
What division do you propose now to n 
minorities? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I prefer to go into Committee 18 
Whole and allow the Chairman of the Committee of the Whol 
to regniate the time, because he can do it more convenik 
than I can. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me ht there 
IT have had some talk with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr 
Mvurpock] this morning, and I told him I thought an equitable 
division of the time between the two parties in the minority 
would be one hour out of five for the Progressives; that 
out of every five hours allotted to the minority that the Pr 


gressives should have one hour and the Republicans four hours 


as we go along from day to day, and that the gentleman ou 
to use his proportion of the time from day to day 


Mr. MURDOCK. We are perfectly willing to do that 


Mr. FORDNEY. I have no doubt you are perfect! 
because that gives you much more time than you are entitled ¢ 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; it does 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all 

Mr. FORDNEY. I object to any such inequitable rule. The 
Progressives are entitled to one hour out of se and not any 
more, I will say to the gentleman from New York, in propo 


tion to their representation, out of the t 
Why should they have one hour « 
Mr. GARNER. The Chairman 
Whole might give them more than that. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Let him do it, then, 


llotted to this sid 


it of five? 


of the Committee 


of tl! 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask all gentlemen to refrain 
from conversation, and all except those who are engaged in this 
effort to arrive at an understanding to take their seats. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that these vari- 
ous gentlemen who lead different aggregations on that side of 
the aisle permit the request for the five days to be granted 

Mr. MANN. ‘There has been no such request made. The 
gentleman, as usual, is behind the times. ° 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Alabama made that 
request, 

Mr. MANN. 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama made an an- 
nouncement, not a request, that he wanted to close this general 
debate next Tuesday morning. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no reason why the whole House 
should be detained while gentlemen on that side are trying to 
accommodate 5 per cent of the membership of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Kansas that although there is 
two-thirds of the House on this side of the aisle and one-third 
on that side, there is no disposition on our part not to conform 
to the general rule to give one-half of the time to the minority, 
but the minority must arrange the division of their time be- 
tween themselves. I think if the gentleman from Kansas and 
the gentleman from New York will reach an agreement, that 
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union will carry it out as far as the time is 
concerned. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, while 
he may recognize a gentleman for 10 or 20 minutes, can not take 
any gentleman off the floor if he is recognized in general debate 
short of one hour, if he wishes to maintain the floor. Hence it 
is desirable, so many gentlemen wishing to address the com- 
mittee, to have a division of the time where a limited time can 
be granted. Now, if the gentleman from Alabama will permit, 
I will ask unanimous consent that the time of general debate be 
limited to matters relating to the bill, to be equally divided be- 
tween the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoopD] and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], with the provision 
that the gentleman from Kansas be allowed six hours of the 
minority’s time yielded to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, but if that is agreed 
to I shall couple with it the other provision that general debate 
shall close on Monday. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman that I shall not 
object to that, except that my observation has been in the 
House that almost invariably upon these bills the gentleman 
himself and others on his side will desire an hour or two prob- 
ably on Tuesday, by general agreement. I shall not object to 
the request to close debate, but the gentleman can move to close 
debate at any time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; and the House can change it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Just as soon as I have submitted this 
request. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate on this bill close when the House adjourns next Monday 
night, and that the time be equally divided between myself, as 
chairman of the committee, and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne], with the understanding that the gentleman from 
New York will yield the portion of his time to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] which has been agreed upon be- 
tween them. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
the gentleman can see that under that arrangement the control 
of the time passes from me into the hands of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; he yields to you. 

Mr. MURDOCK. How does he yield to me? There is no pro- 
vision in this request made by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that agreement is made, I will yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas an hour each day, or such time as is 
equitable. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this tariff bill close when the House 
adjourns next Monday. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. MOCRE. To ask the gentleman from Alabama a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he made no such 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Samurr w 
SmirH] asked if we were proceeding under any rule, and :), 
gentleman from Alabama stated that there was no rule. Tyo; 
is a rumor, coming from the street as it were, that the bi 
would be read under a rule and that there would be a limi: 
upon the number of amendments that might be offered }, 
minority. Is any such proposition contemplated? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No such proposition has been 4. 
upon up to this time. I do not know that there will je 
course we want reasonable latitude in the consideration of +); 
bill and expect to grant it. If an exigency should arise. jf 
necessary to adopt a rule to get the bill through the Hons, 
will be adopted. 

Mr. MOORE. I have no desire to filibuster against {| 
nor would I; but there are many paragraphs to which ; 
ments ought to be offered in justice to Members on this si) 
the House and concerning which there ought to be sone , 
cussion. If a limitation is put upon the ability of a mem) 
the minority to offer amendments, of course that chec| 
efforts to properly represent the wishes of his constituen! 
desire to know whether we are to proceed under any such 
tation, it being reported there would be a rule of that kind 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no rule agreed on. I do pos 
know whether it will be necessary to adopt a rule. As far as | 
know at this time, the bill will be read under the five-1 : 
rule, although that program may be changed; but I wil! say 
this to the gentleman, that if he desires to make an extend 
argument on this bill he should make it in general debat: 
cause I intend, when we get into the Committee of the W)! 
to enforce the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MOORE. That is the very point. In general debate. of 
course, we would be limited to an hour, but when we come t 
read the bill, say, when the chemical schedule is read, and « 
paragraph is reached that may be of vital interest to « 
stituents of any one of the Members, and an amendment 
offered, will there be a restriction upon the number of amend 
ments that may be offered by those who endeavor to defeat 
the paragraph? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We expect to take the bill up, as far as 
I know at the present time, under the rules of the House, and 
as the gentleman knows, there is no limitation on amendu 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. MOORE. If there is to be no limit upon the five-: 
rvule—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I am not prepared to answer |! 
gentleman’s question now. I can only say to him that there | 
been no rule agreed upon. I do not know whether there wil! be. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman permit me to say this 
that the district I represent, for instance, is largely a 1 
facturing district, and I presume there is scarcely a 
paragraph in the bill that does not in some way or 0!! 
affect those interests. It will be manifestly impossible to 
an amendment to every paragraph in accordance with the wisi 
of my constituents, but there ought at least to be some de! 
stration of their interests here, something ought to be dene | 
their Representative to at least explain their wishes. If : 
Member under those circumstances should attempt to 2! 
every paragraph according to the wishes of his constituents. | 
would be an interminable operation. I want to know whietiie! 
the committee had thought of a rule or had intended, as ru 
reports, to have a rule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If gentlemen on that side desire to 
their amendments by sections, I am willing to agree to a | 
sition of that kind by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MOORE. What does the gentleman mean by 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already yielded to the gent| 

rom Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman from [xa 
in a moment. 

Mr. MOORE. 
tions.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If gentlemen on that side prefer by 
unanimous consent to agree that this bill shall be taken U) 
and considered by schedules, I think there would be no dispos: 
tion on my part not to agree with them. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to get the gentleman’s meaning. Ile 
said there would be no objection to considering the bil! 
sections. How does he differentiate as between sections, | 
graphs, and schedules? Ordinarily we consider a bill under t' 
five-minute rule by paragraphs. Is “sections” a differen! 
proposition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In the first section there are a num! 
of schedules—14, I believe. The balance of the bill bas » 
sections. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania has a propos!(i0! 


7 


S 


* secti 


I want to get a definition of the word °* 


, 

















to consider the bill 
very glad to hear what it 


asking unanimous consent 
I would be 


is. 
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| 
along 


foORK. That is just the point. I hope the gentleman | 
ih me for a moment. 

PAYNE. M r. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Penn- | 
wili not attempt to amend the rules in regard to the | 
ite debate at this time. 

MOORE. Mr. Speaker, if I understand right, this means | 

will not be any opportunity to offer enone 

instances over 100 pages of the bill have been 

DERWOOD. I have no propositic This proposition 
sod the gentleman from Pennsylvania was making. 

MOORE. That is to say, no amen ament until we have 
d the reading of the entire tariff schedule, and then no | 


until we have finished the income-tax schedule, 


udment until we have finished the administrative 
UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
rk to shoot at, and is now shooting at his own mark. 
stion did not come from me. It came from the gen- 


) Pennsylvania. 


MOOR E. Then will the 


gentleman answer a specific 
l ‘NDI RWOOD. I do not know whether I will or not. 
OORE. It is provided in this bill that the duty upon 
shall be free. When we reach the wool paragraph will it 
be in order to offer to amend it so that there will be a duty 
y of 18 cents per pound upon wocl? 
\lr 


NDERWOOD. We will determine that question when 
we reach it. 
“oO: Then we can not reach it until we finish the 
n. That is good-by to amendment. 
MA NN. If the gor gnen will yield, I think the gentle 
mm Pennsylvania is in error. I discussed the matter at 
me with the centtinitil from Alabama. It was proposed, 


stand, by some gentlemen on the majority side to pro- 
it hours of general debate and then amendment in 
in way. The 





rt gentleman from Alabuma has now pro- 
posed five days of general debate. My understanding is that 


after the close of general debate it is the present intention of 
the gentleman from Alabama to allow liberal debate under the 
five-ninute rule in this way. Of course it is quite patent that 
h every paragraph in the bill amendments were offered, even 
one amendment or various amendments upon each paragraph 
i then considerable discussion, we would be here much longer 
n the gentleman from Alabama would consent or the majority 
ild consent to, and I have no criticism of him for that; but 
hin reasonable limitation, without any effort upon this side 
to fili ng a reasonable op- 


to filibuster, I think we can rely upon havi 


portunity for debate with the knowledge that if it is protracted 
long under the five-minute rule the gentleman from Alabama 
[ think would be justified from his point of view in stopping it 
os 


by bringing in a rule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
tis het my purpose to unduly cut off reasonable debate, but I 
co intend to insist that the speeches shall be limited to five 
minutes each. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. 


fhe SPEAKER, 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Speaker—— 
To whom does the gentleman from Alabama 


UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 
. {IURDOCK. Is not all this discussion proof of the fact 
at if the plans of the Progressive Party were carried out as 
ards the tariff [laughter], a revision of the tariff one sched- 
at a time at a session, then we should have a real dis 
sion of the bill, with full right of amendment under the five- 
juinute rule? Is not that the fact? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the gentleman has that same right 
now, { am inclined to think. 


Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all. 


al If the gentleman from Alabama 
rings in 


an omnibus bill at one session of Congress and ex- 

pects the consideration under the five-minute rule of such a bill 
in a very few days—— 

+3 Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not in a few days. There is no dis- 
tine tion whatever between the consideration of this bill under 
the five-minute rule as a whole bill and considering 14 sched- 

ules under the fiveazninute rule as 14 schedules. There is no 

distinction whatever. 

| Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman will find in practice, as he 

4 knows, that there is a distinction. 

7: Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know of any, and I think my 


friend from Kansas ought to take lessons on the rules if he finds 
where such a distinction lies, 






































and | 


Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentlen 


in will remember former « 
periences, he will recall that toward the conclusion of the ¢ 
sideration of any tariff measure under the five-minute r 
amendments offered under the five-minute rule are usually voted 
down with an uproar, a kurrah, Ml a rush, and t ’ no 
real consideration of them. That will b 1 1 
| consideration of this bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does my friend fi: I 
Progressive Party to put any amendment « red 

| whether it was offered to sections or to the 

Mr. MURDOCK. » Progressive Part x ts < l 
by the entire body abeee an Iment they offer 

fr, UNDERWOOD. Ce ad y W have 
Lion. 

Mr. MURDOCK. And it does not desire to by t \ 
which will be heard i few day cry f “Vot vot 
vote! ”’—in a session according no consideration of ar 
offered, with no attention by a H ey iried with ‘ 
sion. M rious amend? 3: voted down wit { 
sideration Lere, and the gentleman knows that is ti in l 
to every tariff bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to tl 
man from Kansas [|Mr. Murpockx] that my experi 
House has been this, that if a man offers a merito1 is a l 

lent and backs it up by reason this House always 
And I think when my friend says he anticipat the a i 

its coming from his party e | r to be ! 1 dov l 
reflects on the intelligence of his own party. 

Mr. MURDOCK, Not at all And I will say to th 
man from Alabama that he knows it to be the exper in 

i this Honse, in the consideration of a long measure, that he 
first amendments offered to the first paragraphs in tl l 
usually get very careful consideration and are given lot 
bate, but at the close of consideration of a long bill such a 
there is no real consideration given to the amendments 

Mr. oe Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not think the gentleman ought 1 ke 
me off my feet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from > 

| York [Mr. Firzcrerarp],. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In two minutes I intend to det 
regular order. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman ought to int 
This is not an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MOORE. The first section of this bill contains 132 
pazes. 

Mr PAYNE. The gentleman knows the rule is that a ! 
considered by paragraphs. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman from Alabama will pe 
me to ask, Is the gentleman from New York in favor 
passage of this bill as it is written or does he think 
to be amended? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no occasion to ask any such n 
as that. I am in favor of getting this time for deba dl 
first and have general debate on the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to ask a very simply question, w ! 
is whether or not we may have opportunity to offer an amend 
ment to this bill under the five-minute rule before w 
reached page 152? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will refer the gentleman from FP’ 
sylvania [Mr. Moore] to the rules of the House, which will ’ 
him full information and which say that when a Dill read 
under the five-minute rule he can offer an amendment to excl 
paragraph as it is reached, which I am sure the gentleman mm 
Pennsylvania knows 

Mr. MOORE. At the proper time, when we have re l 
the item of potatoes, may we have an opportunity to of! 
amendment taking them from the free list? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not bear the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to know 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded, and tI 
for the Chair to put this demand for unanimous consent | 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWooD] asks unanime 
sent, pending the motion to go into the Committee of the V 
House on the state of the Union, that general debate en this bill 
shall be closed with the adjournment of the House on next 
Monday; in the meantime that the tin hall be divided equally 
between himself and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne], the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] agree 
to yield six hours to the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. Mt 
pock ], to be disposed of as the gentleman from Kansas choose: 
in 1 speech or 15, or any other number. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. 
motion. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion to go into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 
bill H. R. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. , a bill to reduce tariff duties and to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, with 
Mr. Garretrr of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to fix the time 
for debate on this bill, so that it may be definitely known by the 
Members, and, therefore, having discussed the bill to this extent, 
I intend to move for the committee to rise, and when we get 
back in the House I intend to move that general debate shall 
be closed on Monday next. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Cominittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for | 
the Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that general de- 
bate on the bill H. R. 3821 close when the House adjourns on 
Monday next. And I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that I make 
this motion at this time so that the House may be given full 
opportunity of knowing as to when this debate shall close. 

i shall now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
before moving the previous question, if he desires that I yield 
to him. 





UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on my 


on 
Oouwel. 


oon 
ve 
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| Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 





Mr. MANN. I suppose the motion is not in order until the 
House has again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make that motion, Mr. Speaker, 
and, pending that motion, I will make the other motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes; and, pending 
that- - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that general debate on the bill 
H. R. 3321, the tariff bill, be closed when the House adjourns 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. And pending that, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama moves that general debate on the tariff bill close at the 
adjournment of the House next Monday. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I renew the unanimous-consent 
request made by the gentleman from Alabama a few moments 
ago. 

The SPEAKER. And, pending both motions of the gentleman 
from Alabama, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] asks 
unanimous consent that the time be equally divided, one half to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] 
and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], with the further provision that the gentle- 
man from New York yield six hours of his time to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], to be disposed of as the latter 
gentleman chooses. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. That carries with it, I suppose, the proposition 
that the debate close on Monday? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was the understanding. 
that included? 

Mr. MANN. That was a part of the gentleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER. It also includes the proposition that the 
general debate on the tariff bill close when the House adjourns 
next Monday. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MONDELL. To reserve the right to object, in order to 
make a few observations. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to object to that. 


Was not 
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Mr. MONDELL. 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Did not the Chair also say he heard ) 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. The Chair did at one time, but the « 
again asked if there was objection. 

I have just a brief observation to make. I do not intena , 
object, but I want to call attention to the fact that the arp; 
ment that is made is exceedingly liberal to the minority 
with emphasis on the “ minority.” ; 

It is probably true that there will not be 50 hours of « 
debate. 

The House will not continue in session 10 hours a day di) 
this debate. If it does, it will establish a new record 
therefore the time of debate will not be 50 hours, but some‘ 
less. But whether we are in session or in debate 50 hours 
40 hours or 30 hours the minority is to have 6 hours. 

I do not object to it, but I simply want to call attention to 
fact that it is an exceedingly liberal arrangement to the |; 
gressives. 

The SPEAKER. 


I understood the Chair to ask if there y 


| 


[After a pause.] 

The gentleman 
Alabama withdraws his supplementary motion and moves {| 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House ; 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of | 
tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of {| 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further co 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and ty 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur 
with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 1) 
House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3321, 
which the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide reve: 
the Government, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
UNDERWOOD] is recognized. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the enactment of | 
bill into law will mark the beginning of a new era in the fis 
legislation of this country. [Applause on the Democratic sicde.| 

For many years before the Civil War this Government was 
administered under low-tariff conditions, beneficial to the cit 
zenship of the country and not detrimental to the growth of t 
industries of the United States. The high taxes that we | 
pay at the customhouses were levied to meet the exigen of 
a civil war and are the outgrowth of war conditions. After tle 
war was over the necessity of retaining high-taxation ! 
ures on the statute books had passed, but interested p 
who had been able to amass fortunes out of this indirect ») 
of taxation have been able to control the Government, wit! 
one brief period intervening, for the last 50 years and 
maintained this unjust system of war taxation. 

Four years ago this House faced the same situation 
facing to-day. The party then in power, the administration | 
controlling public affairs, had been elected to office on a distil 
promise to the people to revise the customs taxes downward 
the interest of the taxpayer. 

It is unnecessary at this time to go into the details of 
that party failed to keep its promise or of how and wh) 
been repudiated by the American people for that failure. |! 
sufficient to say that the Payne bill had hardly been enacted | 
law before its own advocates commenced apologizing for i! 
proposing tariff commissions or other methods of revising |! 
own enactment, recognizing the fact themselves .hat the Ame! 
people were not satisfied with the bill they had passed and | 
they must give some excuse for their failure to keep their plevs' 
faith with the people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The election of 1910 was a repudiation of the party 
passed the law now on the statute books. A Democratic I! 
was sent here to revise the tariff in the interest of the Ame! 
people. They proposed a series of bills. Many were passe by 
a Republican Senate, and went to a Republican President, 4 
vetoed them. ; 

The House must bear in mind that we have been living uncer 
practically the same system of taxation since 1897, when (! 
Dingley bill was enacted just prior to the Spanish War. [rre- 
spective of theory, the condition of the country has entire!) 
changed since that time, both from the standpoint of the co! 
sumer and of the manufacturer. 

When the hearings were had on the Payne tariff bill I re 
that the room was filled with American manufacturers, insist! 


Is there objection? 


Alabama 


1 


that 
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that radical changes should be made in the Dingley law, and 

‘at the system of taxation then in vogue was obsolete and out 
of touch with the industrial conditions of the country. Yet they 
woke up to find the law substantially reenacted, and the relief 
+ even the industries of the country sought against these un- 


} 

burdens of taxation was not granted. 

“The real question that we have to consider is that of the 
rights and interests of the consuming masses of the American 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The question of 
industry in this country is, and from our standpoint must al- 
ways be, secondary to the rights and necessities of the great 
American consuming public. [Applause.] 

7 So far as the people were concerned, the main reason why 
revision of the customs laws was both demanded and expected 


was because of the increased cost of living since the enactment 
of the Dingley bill in 1897. During that period I find from sta- 
ics that the value of farm products have increased 93 per 


tis 

eent: food, 47 per cent; clothing, 36 per cent; metals and im- 
plements, 48 per cent; drugs and chemicals, 24 per cent; house 
furnishing goods, 24 per cent; and all commodities covered by 


the present law have increased on an average 17 per cent. 

{ do not contend, nor would it be fair to say, that this increase 
in values is wholly due to the tariff. In it is and 
in others it is not. But it is safe to say that a large portion of 
the increased cost of living to the American citizen has grown 


some cases 
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rather than reduce the tariff by voting for a bill that will re 
iieve the American people. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
The bills that we propose to the « trv ni ne new We 
are not taking advantage of the American people i: proposing 
them. A Democratic House was returned yy igo and 
wrote a series of bills revising this tarif ud ed 
them to the country as our platform They were lorsed by 
the national platform of the Democratic Party : i fi u er 
which we would fight our battles. We went to th nd 
| the American people have returned to this House one of the 
greatest majorities any party has ever had in these Hall 
the Civil War. [Applause on the Democratic side.|) We do 1 
speak for curselves, but we speak through the authority of an ed 

from the American people. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
The great contending parties in this Nation hold two diverse 
theories when it comes to writing a tariff bill. The Republican 
Party stands for a protective tariff, which they have defined as 
a tariff that equals the difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad, with the addition of @ reasonable profit to 
| the home menufacturer. I have seen some Republicans who 
| bave attempted to abandon that platform, but, so far as I know, 


directly out of the system of taxation levied to protect the great 
manufacturing interests of this country. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] If that were not true, we would find the | 


cost of living in countries like England, which has no such sys- 
tem of taxation, as high as ours. On the other hand, we know 
in many countries not maintaining a high protective tariff, al- 
though the cost of living has increased to some extent, the actual 
cost to each individual is far less and has increased proportion- 
ately less than it has to the people of the United States. 

Although we have reduced the tariff in the interest of the 
consumer in this bill, it would be untrue to say that the effect 
of this reduction is going to be immediate. There are many 
reasons why we can not promise this to the people, but there 
is one which is quite sufficient. Under all the laws of trade 
supply and demand must regulate prices. The retail merchants 
of the country have fixed their prices to-day on goods now on 
their shelves, which were bought under conditions fixed by Re 
publican legislation. They will not reduce their prices until they 
e compelled to do so, nor will they begin to reduce the price 
o the consumer until competition from fellow merchants forces 
hem to do so. That competition will naturally not arise until 
} 


t 
t 
t 
has purchased under conditions of a high Republican tariff. 

But I do fully believe that within a reasonable time, when 
present stocks of goods are sold out, the American people will 
receive a real reduction in the cost of living if this bill is en- 
acted into law. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Whenever it is proposed to reduce the taxes levied for privl- 
leged classes the cry is always raised that it will impair indus- 
try. The greatest moving cause for the impairment of industry 
in the United States in the last 50 years has been the shackles 
fastened by high protective legislation to the ships of industry, 
like the barnacles at sea that cling and drag downward. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

It is this high cost of living to employees that of necessity 
increases the cost of production. It is the high cost of sup- 
plies that industry must bear that increases its cost of produc- 
tion. It is this increased cost of production that has chained 
American industries to our shores and prevented them from 
going out among the nations of the earth to spread the goods 
and wares of American enterprise in foreign markets and to 
secure the fruits of American labor and American enterprise to the 
people of our great country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But it has done yet another thing. It has stifled enterprise, 
throttled energy, and placed a premium on incompetency. 

_ Not as a result of our investigation, but from an investiga- 
tion set on foot by gentlemen who sat on that side of the aisle, 
not through our agents, but through their agents, we find that a 
tariff board, appointed by them to inquire into the conditions 
of these great industries, reports that they find establishments 
maintained by this tariff system where the machinery operating 
18 60 years old; these establishments have taken their profits 
in the past to pay enormous dividends to stockholders, depleting 
their own enterprises for personal greed, and are maintaining a 
business to-day with worn-out, ancient, and ineffective machin- 
ery; yet they ask the American people through taxes to main- 
tain the price they place on their product. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] That is the condition that confronts these 
gentlemen, who prefer to maintain on the statute books a Ding- 
ley and a Payne law in the interest of decadent corporations 


he merchant has disposed of the goods on his shelves, which he | 


| of goods, the prices are not fixed by the lowest co 


the great party leaders are standing to this position in defeat 
as they stood to it in the days of their power. Therefore | 
think I can fairly take that definition as representing the posi- 
tion of the political enemy confronting us. Mr. Chairman, the 
Committee on Ways and Means of i.e House do not reach their 


conclusions from the same standpoint that our political adver- 
saries would. Gentlemen on the other side of the aisle believe 
that we should adjust a tariff to meet the differ in cost of 
production at home and abroad, together with a reasonable 
profit. That position of necessity must rest on the basis of the 
cost of production. The majority members of the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House not only do not agree with 
that theory but we have not attempted to write this bill upon 
that basis. As a matter of fact, I contend that the theory is 
not defensible, that it is impossible for anyone to reach a con 


lusion based upon the difference in the cost-of-production-theory. 
If the mcney cost of production is made a test in certain classes 
st of produe- 
tien, but by the highest. This is true of every commodity sub 
ject to the law of diminishing returns. When the price is fixed 
by the cost of producing it, that portion of the supply which 

brought into existence under the least favorable cond 
fix the basis. I do not think that anybody will deny 


tions must 


the eco 


nomic proposition that if wheat is selling in the markets at 75 
cents a bushel the price of wheat is fixed by the market price 
| and not by the question of whether it costs a dollar a bushel to 
raise wheat or 25 cents a bushel to raise wheat. As a matter of 
fact, it is not always the best land that fixesthe price. It is more 
often the poorest land that fixes the price of a commodity that is 
raised upon it, when there is not suflicient good land to drive the 
poor land out of business. It is not always the State that can 
produce a commodity at the lowest price that is the rival for the 
control of that market, because you may have State A, which can 
produce both corn and wheat more cheaply than State B, but it 
may be more productive and profitable for State A to raise corn 
than wheat, so the market for wheat may come from State B, 
which is the least advantageously situated to produce the supply. 
If you are fixing the tax on the commodity, my friends up 
that side of the House, how are you going to determine the cost of 
production? Are you going to measure it between the best mill in 


America and the best mill abroad, or are you going to measure i 
between the worst manufacturing enterprise in America and the 
best abroad? Where are you going to find your measui 
which to fix this difference in the cost of production at home 
and abroad? More than that, if you stand by that difference-of 
cost theory, with what country are you going to mea it 
is manifest that in a great many of the textile products there i 


yt 


sure it? 


great difference between the English, the German, and the 
Italian cost of production. Which of them are you going to 
measure your tariff against? Which are you going to say is tl 
true measure of the difference in cost of production upon which 
to levy this tariff—the English mill, the German mill, or 
Italian mill? You have to fix on one or the other: you 

use them all. Ah, but you may say that you will find a: el 
age, that you will take the average cost of produ { e 
and the average cost of production abroad; but if you do, I say 
that nverages necessarily protect no one. The average, if you 
use that basis, will drive out of existence the weaker mill. The 


average, if you are going to stand upon thit basis, will give 


undue protection to the stronger mill. Therefore you ean not 
find an intelligent basis on which to ascertain the difference in 
the so-called cost of production at home and abroad [applause on 
the Democratic side], nor can you write an intelligent tariff act 


upon that basis, and the proof of it is that you never have cone so 








ey 
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—_ them otherwise. [Applause on the Democratic sg} 


And more than that, it is not the cost of labor that coun 
much as it is the efficiency of labor, and in many of these ¢ 


| enterprises the testimony shows that by reason of the effici 
| of labor the unit of cost of production in America is eh, 


y CK a7 
ode CONGRESSIONAL 
The Dei ratic Party stands for a tariff for revenue only, 
with the emp! upon the word “only.” [Applause on the 
I iocratic side.] We do not propose to tax one man for the 
bi if ther, except for the necessary revenue that we must 
to administer this Government economically. Then how 
d irrive at a basis in writing a revenue tariff bill? We} 
] ompetitive theory. We say that no revenue can be | 
] ! the customhouse unless there is some competition 
by en the products of foreign countries and domestic products; 
that if you put the wall so high that you close the door to im- 
portation no revenue can be raised, and that if you want to 
l ‘revenue at the customhouse you must admit some importa- 
tions before the tax will fall upon them and revenue be derived. 


. if you will follow the amount of imports into 


this coun- | 


| Atlantic Ocean? 


try based on the Republican bills on the statute books for the 
last 50 years, you will find in every schedule, in nearly every 
par ph, impassable walls and mountain peaks over which it 
im} ble for importations to come, and then you will find 
a low valley through which imports are allowed to flow to pro- | 
au ome revenue. You have for 50 years played favorites, | 
You ha given to your chosen minions the power to tax the 
American people by building prohibitive tariff walls, and you 
have opened the gates of those walls to revenue from those for 
whom you did not care. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
In this bill we have not been able at one fell swoop to wipe out 
ill the iniquities, the injustices, and favoritism that you have 
ingrafted on the body politie in five decades, but so far as this 


1 
CO 


mittee and our party is concerned we have played favorites 
with no man. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


manufacturer has sat behind the closed doors of the Ways and 
Means Committee to dictate the taxes that he should be allowed 
to levy on the American people. [Applause on the Democratic 

de.| We have given an honest, open, and fair hearing to 
every man who desired it, regardless of his politics or business. 
We have not been able to wipe out all the favoritism that you 
have ingrafted in these bills, because a great many of the indus- 
tries in the United States have been built up on the rotten foun- 
dation that you placed under them. Too great harm would 
result to industries, to the thousands of workers and laborers 


employed therein, were we suddenly to destroy these founda- 
tions. So far as it was practicable to do so without working an 
absolute injustice to the American consumer, we bave endeay- 
ored to lower the tariff wall with a jackscrew, since it was not 
our commission to lower it with an ax. Now, you say, how can 
we work out our theory of a competitive tariff? When we dis- 
card the theory of cost of production and admit that some com- 
petition should exist in every line of industry, then it is a 
simple proposition to compare the amount of imports coming 


nto this country with the amount of goods consumed, and 
you can ascertain at the customhouse whether there is any 
competition, reasonable competition, or drastic competition. Un- 


fortunately we have not had the data in all instances to deter- 
mine this, but we have written a provision into the bill requir- 
ing the President of the United States to furnish the Congress 
annually with such information, and when exact knowledge of 
the amount of imports and the American consumption in any 
given article is secured you will be able to tell at a glance 
whether the rates you levy at the customhouse are reasonably 
competitive, drastic, or prohibitive, and this gives you the basis 
on which to adjust your rates. 

Of course this is not true with every commodity. Some 
things are so essential to the life of the individual that they 
should be given him without taxation, regardless of whether or 
not they are competitive, but as a general rule in this bill we have 
sought to fix a reasonably competitive tariff at the customhouse, 
with this exeeption—well, I withdraw that expression; it is not 
aun exception—with this qualification: That we levy high taxes 
on the luxuries of life and endeavor to place the taxes on the 
nec sas low as possible consistent with raising a reason- 
amount of revenue. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
before passing away from the cost-of-production 
theory and the competitive theory of levying a tariff tax, 
we always hear a cry from the great manufacturing interests of 
this country that you can not lower the tariff without affecting 
the price of labor. I heard that cry from one man who ap- 
peared before the Ways and Means Committee in the last 
hearings, when subsequent testimony showed that he was work- 
ing the poorest class of foreign labor in the sweatshops of 
New York. Yet he came before the Congress of the United 
States asking for a protective tariff to protect labor that was 
undergoing the grind of the garret sweatshops of his own city. 
Of course, we are proud of the fact that many American 
laborers obtain higher wages than they do abroad, but it is 
largely due to their own industrial organizations, since by rea- 
son of their labor unions they have enforeed justice from those 
great manufacturing interests that would not have been ac- 


SSarie 
able 


Now, 


vik 





No favored 


than abroad. 


to consider. 


But that is not the only question that we 
You must not overlook the fact in trying to 
out the theoretical difference in cost of production at hon, 
abroad that the problem of transportation costs is one of 
great vital questions involved. The question of carrying 
raw material to the furnace or the factory is a greater 
in the cost of production than even the labor cost. 

The question of carrying the finished product from the 
tory to its uliimate market is one of the most important { 
to be considered. And this fact is recognized. But how are 
going to balance it? Are you going to balance it for the »; 
ucts of the United States Steel Corporation produced at } 
burgh, at the Atlantic seaboard, or on the Pacifie coast? 
you going to balance the cost of transportation for the 
fruit industry of California, at the Mississippi River, or a 

Vly, I had before me a representative , 
great iron industry of this country some time ago, and he stated 
what is a fact, that the cost of transportation on iron pi 
from the Pittsburgh factories to San Francisco is $10.50 a 
freight rate, while that from the English mills to San IF 
cisco is only $5 by water route. He insisted that we s! 
determine the competitive point, or the point of differen 
cost of production, at San Francisco, and that we should equ 
the freight-rate difference between $5 a ton, the English rate, 


y 


| $10.50 a ton, the Pittsburgh rate, for iron pipe at San Fra 


In other words, that we should levy on all the people of the { 
States a tariff tax in order that he might compete with a 
ducer that had cheaper water transportation to San Fran 
That is the basis on which you have been building tariff 1 
but it is not a basis that the American people will ever recog: 
as fair or just or right. [Applause on the Democratic side 

My friends on that side of the House were guilty of exa: 
that proposition when they enacted the Payne tariff law. 
lemon industry of California, under a tax of 1 cent a pound 
lemons, was able to pay the freight rates eastward and pr: 
cally control the American market up to the Allegheny M 
tains. They saw that other people had prohibitive tariff rates 
so they demanded of you, and you gave it to them, an incr 
of taxation on lemons from 1 cent a pound to 14 cents a pound 
in order to force the American people to buy their lemons f 
California and pay the inland freight rate so that they : 
drive out of the American market the lemons grown across 
water in Sicily. You did that for them. That is the way | 
wrote this tariff and fixed the difference in cost at home 1 
abroad. With what result? You raised the priee of lemons in ev: 
hospital in the United States; you raised the price to the po 
and to the dying in their beds to satisfy the greedy maw of | 
California fruit producers. [Applcuse on the Democratic sid 

Now, in this speech I can not go into details concerning t) 
changes in the bill. When the bill comes up under the 
minute rule it will give me pleasure to answer any questio 
gentlemen desire to ask in reference to it. But I desire to |" 
out here the basis on which this bill has been constructed 
levying taxes on the luxuries of the rich and reducing them on 
the necessaries of the poor. [Applause on the Democratic sice.| 

In the Payne bill attar of roses was free. Under this bil! ¥ 
levy a tax on it of 20 per cent. In the Payne bill perfum 
was taxed an equivalent ad valorem rate of 72 per cent. In 
this bill we tax perfumery at an equivalent ad valorem raic 
of 74 per cent. In the Payne bill highly scented toilet soap wa: 
taxed 50 per cent, and we tax it 40 per cent. In the Pa) 
bill, automobiles were taxed 45 per cent; we maintain thi: 
tax. In the Payne bill, gold manufactures were taxed 45 | 
cent; we raise the tax to 50 per cent, and the same on S!iv«! 
manufactures. Highly finished pile fabrics in Schedule J, | 
luxuries of the rich, were taxed in the Payne bill 60 per cent, 
ad we maintain a tax of 45 per cent. You taxed oriental « 
pets at an equivalent ad valorem rate of 58 per cent; we ma 
tain a tax of 50 per cent on them. Articles of silk wearing ap- 
parel you taxed 60 per cent, and we maintain a tax of 50 per 
cent on them. On jewelry you had a tax amounting to abou 
76 per cent and we place a tax of 60 per cent. So, my friends, 
as I demonstrate to you, on the luxuries of the rich—— 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. That lowers them? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We lowered them, and I will tel! 5 , 
why, my friends. I know it never would enter your mind t! 
there could be any reason for lowering a tax on luxuries of U 
kind. The only reason we lowered them was because on Serie 
of them you had put the rate so unconseionably high that tie 
articles could not come in, and we really wanted the Gover! 
ment to get from them a part of the revenue. [Applause 0) 
the Democratic side.] 


~ 
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Now, I would like the gentlemen on that side of the House, | comparative summary showing total revenue, by schedules, ete.-Contd 

who have maintained this indefensible system of taxing the ee a ai te ae 

noor for five decades, to listen to the other side of the story. | Imports 

Oy common soap you placed a tax of 20 per cent. We have 
ered the tax to 5 per cent. [Applause on the Democratic side.] | gcneq. | : 

You taxed the furniture of the poor man’s house 35 per cent. | ule. Item. ov 

We have lowered it to 15 per cent. [Applause on the Demo- 12 ; 

cratie side.] 
you taxed bread and biscuits 20 per cent. We place them on | 

free list. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] roe ce re ae 
On cotton clothing you taxed the people of this country 50 J.. Flax, hemp, and jute and manufactures of: 

ner cent. We have reduced it to 30 per cent. [Applause on | Values. ‘dt tiable $108. 698.102 | 1869.94 

ihe Democratic side. ] | Duties. $49. 062. 348 $15.9 
On the flannels that protect them against the cold winter K lw ge ponte slorem (per cent to. 14 - 

om . - 1, and I ula es Ol: 
rms you taxed the people of the United States over 93 per | +e Vv : se {free $32 300 00) 

( and we have reduced the tax to 25 and 35 per cent. [Ap- | steee lutiable..| $48 74) § 
use on the Democratic side.] a pec ncesee $2 116 | $1: 

9 e 2 EqQuivaient a vaioren r il >». US ‘ 
rhe tax on women’s and children’s dress goods under your | L. Silks and silk goods: Per 
stem of levying a tax for the benefit of the manufacturer was Values weeee-| $26,571,510 ¥)) 

it 100 per cent, and we have lowered that to 35 per cent. | Dace ses ae 3 
oa a } j -qQuivale Y alorem cr cer l he) 
\pplause on the Democratic side. ] M | Pulp, papers, and books: 
You taxed the shoes of the people of the United States, after | Values {free $11.4 
. : : j ces dit } soo 2K 1 Ss 
‘ing the shoemaker free raw material and stating at the time | Duties eae oo an =) & 

you gave it that he did not need the protection; you gave him Equivalent ad valorem (per cent) : 2i. 4 85 

10 per cent and we give free shoes to the people of America. | \-- Sundric . 

{Applause on the Democratic side. ] VOM iS cuut, ‘dutiabi ai aed ; a 
7 . * . * * . i } dutiabdle WS, UH2, 7 st yy 
Now, it is impossible to go into the numerous details of this | Duties... $26, 931, 900 $59, 952, 000 

. . = | - ~ 

pill, but I desire to call your attention to the changes of taxes | | Equivalent ad valorem (per cen a. 04 

by schedules. I will print the entire table in my remarks, but | Total dutiabk 
this time I shall refer only to the averages. Valu ftre $102, 403, 000 

arative summary showing total revenue, by schedules, for the fiscal | Duties autionts aon — he ; = ' po 
ar ending June 30, 1912, and as estimated for the first 12-month Manteca values taakemmal to Cae i 9.6) 
1 od under H, R, 3321. ee ee eae ae - 
| Imports. 1The estimated imports under Schedule J show a large decrease from 
| as the year 1912, because all laces and embroideries included in th hee 
, Estimate ule under the law of 1909 have been transferred to Schedule N in 
F Item, | for a 12- H.R. ; 1. ‘ F ‘ 
1912 month rhe value of the imports for 1912, transferred from the free list of 
, period un- the act of 1909 to this schedule by H. R. 3321, was $28,790,338 
der H.R 2991 ’The estimated imports under Schedule N show a la nerease 
. - — ~-— ues": | caused by the transfer of articles to it from other schedules, chiefly laces 
Chemicals, oi's, and paints: | and embroideries that were formerly included in Schedules J, K, and L 
s, ¢ : 
iiiitiae ffree...... | () $3, 131,000 oO > entire chemical schedule > tax was 25: rT Cel 
Values.......--.--+-++-- \dutiable..| $47,235,641 2$62, 969, 000 | n the er Cir chemical sche dul the tax was 20.91 per cent 
tlt ae ite ac eet $12, 239°742| $12'985 099 | JUr taxes levied on that schedule are 19.64 per cent, or a re 
Equivalent ad valorem (per cent)....... | 25. 91 219. 64 | duction in the chemical schedule of 24 per cent below the 
Earths, earthenware, and glassware: Payne law. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Values fire... . .. “oes $108,000 | arths » aw } : . 
SEINE. scxercccccccascces *-\dutiable. | $21,994,265 | $28. 469, 000 | n earths, earthenware, and glassware you levied a tax of 
| aoe etana’ petereeests ds patisinia -| $11, 156, 221 | $9, 478.000 | about 51 per cent. We levy a tax of 33 per cent, a reduction 
| Equivalent ad valorem (per cent)..... | 50. 72 | 33. 17 elow » Pa » bi P OF TT Ce nn! se oO he Den 
| Metals, and manufactures of: “ os — > yne bill of 35 per cent. [Applause on the Demo 
a ae | $6,536,000 | CP&ttic side, 
Values.......-.-----++++. \dutiable..| $50,491,870 | $70,030,000 On metals and manufactures of metals you levied a tax of 
Duties... ee | $17,346,221] $15,459.000 | 34 per cent. We levv a tax of 20 per cent. a reduct below 
Equivalent ad valorem (per cent 34. 35 | 20.19 | 4. I . 7 ] : 7 ya tar ee . cent, a redu 1 2 
Wood, and manufactures of: | the Payne bill of 41 per cent. [Applause on tl Vemocral 
Values firee....... -..ee--} $18,880,000 | Side.] 
st eae aaa eee | oe ord ae | + ous, O00 On wood and the manufactures of wood you levied a tax of 
s. pbseediceeueeee . od, 042, & SUR ‘ © - - 
Equivalent ad valorem (per cent)... 12. 46 | 3.59 | 12 per cent, and we levy a tax of 3} per cent, a reduction of 71 
I 31 PE, eemetts, and manetastunes et: | per cent. We place most of it on the free list, in order that 
Values. . $105, 744,519 | $111,866,000 > Pies _ . aw o @ras in a wit! ‘ } 
an reeked fo $50 951, 199 | $40 196. 000 | the Ame rican workman may have free lumber w hw hich to 
_ _ Equivalent ad valorem (per cent)... 48.18 5.93 | build his own home. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
obeste, and manufactures of: | | You have levied a tax on sugar of 48 per cent. We have re 
alues $31, 116,052 $30, 595,000 | ’ or , +] 
| Datla] areas | Sascong.ono | Guced that tax to 35 per cent for the next three years, or a 
pee ad valorem (per cent).. $2. 18 | 84. 99 reduction of 25 per cent; and at the end of the three years \ 
( | Agricultural products and provisions: : | . | intend, if this bill becomes a law, to place it on the free 
_ free f j 1¢ 7 ? . 
WU CChaktddetannanssgade {dutiabie $117 0, 156 | oan a a | [Applause on the Democratic side.] So that the on ! 
a iioee $34. 146.071 | $21,567,000 | Modity above all others that most directly reflects the taxes 
f a ee ad valorem (per cent)... 29.01 | 16.87 | levied at the customhouse no longer goes on the ble of the 
i ..| Spirits, w 3, > -Verages: } . ~— . 
| a and other beverages: $20. 731°233 | «$25. 195.00) | COHSUMer bearing the marks of 50 years of oppre e taxation 
Duties... Sed POE SARA $17,409. 815 $20,987,000 | that our friends on that side of the House have tau he the 
' 7 emeivian ad valorem (per cent 8&3. 98 83.3) | American consuming public to recognize when they open their 
..| Cotton manufac Ss! | ' 2 ; . 
Values... sera $24. 358, 360 $36. 927.000 home door. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
CO eecccesesessccscces 324,008, O00, Joi, UV } 
| Duties... ‘ a ; $11, 085, 150 $11, 257,000 | As to tobacco and the manufactures thereof, we considered 
17] es eer =} 48 | them as luxuries or in the nature of luxuries and good reven 
ie value of the imperts for 1912 of the act of 1909 transferred rodnucers S ade 1 ital change it _ , | 
1 the free list to this schedule by H. it. 3321 was $15,052,409 | pre LUCE rs 80 mad no vit u cha ge in the 8 hedule. Ss 
! rhe decrease in the estimated value of imports and the increase in On agricultural products and wae we have reduces 

the equivalent ad valorem compared with the chemical bill vetoed by | tax from 29 per cent to 17 per cent, or a reduction of 42 per 

Pr j rT i 

‘resident Taft is caused by the transfer to the free list of tanning | cent, 

extrac ts, barks, and woods, oils used in soap making, varnish gums, and = . ; 

- te the lncreased rates on various articles, such as coal-tar dyes and On spirits, wines, and other beverages we have the taxe 
ors, Hcorice root, etc as they are in the present law 

_” The value of the imports for 1912, transferred from the free list of vs I : ; ; . 
the act of 1909 to this schedule by H. R. 21, was $6,043,330. On cotton manufactures you taxed the public about 46 per 


' *Though the rates are not increased, the 
nerease over 1912 because the latter was a year of abnormal importa- 


tions, due to the termination of the reciprocity agreements with coun- 
! In anticipation | 
the higher rates of duty effective after the termination of these 
under 


tries producing commodities dutiable under Schedule H. 
oO 
agreements, the importations were increased. Normal! imports 
existing rates of duty may now be expected since the overstock is prac 
tic ally consumed. 


estimated imports show an 


30 cent, making a 


[Applause on 


cent. We reduced the average tax to per 
| reduction of 33 per cent below the Payne bil 
the Democratic side.] 

On flax, hemp, and jute and their manufactures we have ré 
duced the tax from 45 to per cent, a reduction of 42 pet 
the Payne bill. 


] 


ie 


26 


icent below 
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ures of wool you taxed the public nearly 

m 184 per cent, a reduction in favor of 

i7 per cent below the Payne bill. [Ap 
mmocratic side. ] 

tax was about 52 


ya 
uction of 


per cent. We tax it 44 


1h per cent. 

; you taxed them 21 per cent. 
reduction of 45 per cent. 
» sundric hes the only one in this bill ra 
tuxed sundries about 25 per cent, and we tax them 
cent, or an rease of 35 per cent. And why? Because we have 
plucked out of other schedules all the laces and embroideries and 
put them paragraph in the sundry schedule at the high 
rate of be they are luxuries and highly com- 
petitive. we have increased the tax on diamonds 
diamonds. We have cathered together a nun 
and put taxes on th in this 
the rich might be taxed 
the p untaxed. [Applause on the 
that reason the bill shows in the sun- 
‘rense er the Payne bill. But taking an 
your bill last year showed 40.12 per 
and our bill, under estimate, will average 29.60 per 
or a reduction below the Payne bill taxes of last year of 
nt. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This redue- 
on exists notwithstanding the fact that we have increased the 
axes on a number of luxuries that you did not tax, which, of 
, raised the average for the entire bill. 

Mr, Chairman, I shall not attempt to discuss the customs tax 
features of the bill further at this time. I wish how- 
ever, that this bill is the beginning of a new theory of levying 
taxes by this Government, a theory with which our Repub- 
lican friends have taken direct issue. 

They say in their report—now mark the words— 

In presenting this bill the committee is met with a threaten 
in revenue of about $100,000,000, which it is compelled 
extraordinary methods of taxation used heretofore only i: 


time war 
As a revenue measure the commiitee at the very outset confess this bill 
to be a failure. It would s 


mas if a party pledged to a revenue tariff 
would strive to make the revenue feature conspicuons, 


We tax them 


ule ij ised by us. 


oo per 


inh 
OU per cel ca 


Then 


one 
‘Se 
ie uncut 
and on finishe ber 
uri¢ », SU ] is 
ol that 

saries of 
side.] For 


’ : : 
i@ an ii 


1tyX 


furs, 


the lux 


iil 


in ler ries of 


or 


oO 
average 


for the whole bill, 
the 


to sav 


d deficit 
to meet by 


of 


What does the Republican Party mean by that? They can 
mean but one thing, that they intend in the future to stand as 
they have stood in the past, to continue to tax consumption in 
this country and let the great weaith of the United States go 
untaxed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You say, gen- 
tlemen of the Republican Party, that we levied this income tax 
because we could not raise the revenue at the customs. Ah, 
my friends, you are so blind that you can not see the trend 
of the times. You are so reactionary that you can not realize 
that this great country of ours is moving on, not on.y in industrial 
growth but in the ideas and the thoughts and the rights of men. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Wedded to your idols, you 
thought we levied this income tax because we had to. Why, Mr. 


Chairman, we could have found this $100,000,000 at the eustoms | 


if we had so desired; but the time has come in this country 
when the great untaxed wealth of America must and shall bear 
its fair share of the burdens of running the Government of the 
United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We remove 
the taxes at the customhouse on necessaries purposely to levy 
a tax on wealth. I wish my friends on the other side te clearly 
understand this. [Applause on the Democratic side.] When 
you levy a tax on consumption the man of moderate means pays 
as much taxes on the clothes he wears and the food he consumes 
as the multimillionaire, and up to this time, except when the 
exigencies of war, as you say, required otherwise, you have 
exempted the great wealth of this country, notwithstanding the 

that we build a fleet and maintain an Army to protect that 
realth against foreign foes or domestic troubles. 

Yet a Republican committee, facing the hour of a change in 
the il system of our country, still proclaim themselves on 
record as wedded to their idols and unwilling to tax the money 
of the rich. [Applause en the Democratic side.] 

I am not going into a full discussion of the merits of the in- 
come tax at this time. My colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutu], is largely responsible for 
the work done on this section of the bill and is entitled to 
great credit for it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I will 
leave this portion of the bill for him to discuss when his time 
comes. 

In regard to the revenues of the Government, we have printed 
in the report an estimate of revenues and expenditures under 
this bill. There are two portions of the income tax, one relat- 
ing to the tax on corporations and the other relating to the tax 
on individuals. As we estimate it, the total income tax paid by 
individuals and corporations combined will amount to some- 
thing more than $100,000,000. But we have included in our 


fise: 


| 


| the estimate for last year’s revenue. 
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estimate, for the sake of convenience, $30.000,000 from th 
come tax with the internal-revenue tax, as it is so inelud: 
With the reduetio; 
this bill, it will leave a deficit of about $69,000,000 from inte) 
revenue taxes, customs taxes, and other incidental source 
be made up by the income tax. In that amount we hay 
cluded the taxes that will be raised from corporations 

estimate that the amount of revenue that will be derived 

personal income tax will be $70,000,000, leaving a surp) 


| revenue above expenditures of something over a million a 





Now, that looks like rather a close estimate, but 
borne in mind that because of the ‘contracts the last Con 
had to assume from a previous Republican administration | 
increases in expenditures were necessitated for the Army 
Navy. And then the last Congress increased the appropri 
for the old soldiers, which expenditure also had to be 
These three items amount to $20,000,000 increase for the A 
$12,000,000 for the Navy, and $26,000,000 for pensions, ma} 
total of $58,000,000, 

Time of necessity will reduce the pension appropriation 
old soldiers of the country are all approaching 70 years « 
Unquestionably there will be a diminution in the amount 
propriations necessary to pay pensions within the next 
years on account of the death of the present pensioners. 

I believe, and feel that I can assert with confidence, th 
increases made in the Army and the Navy appropriations in 
past year by rigid and honest economy in the future wi 
reduced. So I am confident that under this bill, with the 
ral reductions coming from decreases in pensions and 


it mu 


economy in appropriations, we-will not only have a million | 


lars of balance in our favor but we will have several mil! 
Indeed, I assuredy believe that the $40,000,000 which wi 
raised from sugar next year will be taken care of by tl 
decreases when the three years have passed, and that it w 
be necessary to increase taxes anywhere else to make up fo! 
loss of revenue when all sugar goes to the free list. 

There are a number of changes in the administrative fe 
of this bill, but I prefer to discuss them under the five-n 
rule and explain the details at that time. I have only 
words to say in conclusion. I believe that this bill is an h 
revision of the tariff downward. [Applause on the Demo 
side.] I believe that it is not so drastic as to jeopardize 
legitimate industry; and by “legitimate industry” I dd 
mean those mills and factories that have gorged themsely: 


| dividends in the past and left their floors and machine: 


decay. There is no reason why they should be consider 
this equation y but no legitimate industry is going to be in 
by the enactment of this bill. I believe, on the other hand 
competition will bring industry to the firing line; compet 
will force it to its best endeavors; competition will deve 


| and strengthen it, so that it will no longer be a battle mer 


the home market, but out of this competition will grow 
strength that will carry our commerce beyond the seus. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, there is only a few words more. We are going to! 
the tariff, and the Democratic Party is going to pass this 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I have insisted on a reasonable limitation of general «i: 
to-day. I shall insist on a reasonable consideration undc! 
five-minute rule because the country is waiting to see the « 
of this bill. It makes no difference whether they agree 
you in theory or with us, they are as one voice and one m 
demanding that this legislation shonld be speedily enacted 
that they may have an early opportunity to adjust themsel\« 
the new conditions. [Applause on the Democratic sid< | 
the party in power, I Say it is our duty to the country to 
this legislation through as speedily as we can, with due r 
for the rights of the minority in this House, which this sid 
the House is always willing to accord, giving a fair consi: 
tion and a reasonable opportunity to be heard. [Applan: 
the Democratic side.] Gentlemen, I thank you for your 4 
tion. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from A 
yield for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. Is it the intention of the gentleman nh 
yield to questions in reference to details concerning the }! 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer to answer them when 


take the bill up under the five-minute rule. As the geut 
understands, I have spoken for something over an houi 
I am somewhat tired at this time. 

Mr. MANN. I remember how vigorous the gentleman is, 
that four years ago the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pa) 
spoke for nine hours expiaining his bill—perhaps had need 
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+ eneth of time, but we obtained the information, and I do 
think we have to-day. 

Wr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 
' from LIllino's that the Committee on Ways and Means has 
neonared and presented to the House a statistical handbook, 
which it has made a part of its report, giving the details in 
reference to all of these matters. I do not care to yield to any 
svestions, but if the gentleman desired - 
"Mr. MANN. Oh, I was asking for the information of Mem- 


hers of the House. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Illinois desires 
4 sk a question, I will endeavor to answer it. 
HAMILTON of Michigan. tut the gentleman from IIli- 
; does not ask all of the questions for this side of the House. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not care to yield generally for 
that purpose at this time. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
acbusetts [Mr, GarpNeR]. [Applause.] 


AT) 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, befere I begin I desire to 
ask a question of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] which it is understood between us that he shall answer. 
The minority report says that Schedule K, wool and woolens, 
was practically unchanged in the Payne law from what it was 
in the Dingley law. Is that true? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to confess | 
that my friends have been guilty of such iniquity as reenact- 


ing the Dingley schedule into the Payne law 
out amendment’ I think there were three 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, 
that correct statement of the case. 


practically with- 
mendments. 


the gentleman for 


a 


I thank 


WHAT AILED US? 


Mr. Chairman, from the country’s viewpoint there were two 


sound reasons for dismissing the Republican Party from power. 
In the first place, we stubbornly resisted reasonable reforms. 
Why we did so it is hard to say. Perhaps the truculent 
I ier in which those reforms were advanced may have had 


much to do with our course. No man likes to be seized by the 


throat. No man who is a man will stand being threatened, 
especially by a reformer. Moreover, he who has been breath- 
ing it longest is the poorest judge of the atmosphere of a 


crowded room. Perhaps, in like manner, we Republicans were 


so long in power that we ceased to be conscious of the trend 
of the public thought which enveloped us. 

The second reason for our dismissal was the fact that the 
country, I am sorry to say. desires a revision of the tariff 


h farther-reaching than the Payne law. 

Supposing these reasons for our dismissal to have been ample, 
yet they were supplemented by mendacity of a peculiar viru- 
lence. It is not true that we were corrupt. It is not true that 
the Payne law was a violation of our promises, express or !m- 
plied. It is true, however, that the country was ill content 
with some of the schedules of the Payne law. It can not be 
denied that subsequent reports of the Tariff Board have con- 
firmed, in part at least, the country’s judgment with respect to 
Schedule I and Schedule K, cotton goods and woolen goods. 

Here let me pay my tribute to tlie veteran leader from the 
State of New York 

Mr. Payne, Schedule I and Schedule K never met with 
your approval. Over your protest and against your will they 
were voted into the law which bears your name. 

Yet through the four years which have passed you have 
uttered no word to defend yourself at the expense of your co- 
workers. You have had a weary burden of reproach to bear, 
and right generously have you borne it. 

In the appendix to this address I shall include statements 
Just received from the Treasury Department, together with an 
official table. These documents show that the Payne law has 
proved in practice to be a downward revision of the tariff. 

THE DEMAND FOR 


it 


A CHANGE, 


We failed to move with the age. That was the head and 
front of our offending. The Republican chieftains could not 
adjust their views to modern schools of thought. They per- 
Sisted In governing the country in their own way, not in the 
country’s way, and so we all came to grief. The trust mag- 
nate in his director’s chair damned Taft because he attacked the 
trusts. The orator on the hustings damned him because he did 
not attack the trusts. The western farmer swore vengeance on 
the Republican Party because, as he said, New England manu- 
factures were overprotected. The New England operative swore 
vengeance on the Republican Party because, as he said, the duty 
on the food products of the farm was too high. 

On one thing alone everyone was agreed—that the Republican 
Party must pay the penalty, 





| prostration. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. obeded 


SPILLFp 


It makes very 


little difference now whether the Pay LW 1 
a fulfillment of my party’s pledges, as I e y believe, or 
whether it was a double-dealing, interest-« 1, dial 
perversion of our promises, us th try oO 
| believe. The Nation does not want the Payne law, t mn 
will not have the Payne law. If necessary, the N ld 
rather elect a Congress of numbskulls and ch will 
administer the elixir which it seeks rather 1 , a 
Congress of Asculapians who insist on compoun the old 
formulas, which the Nation refuses any longer to W 
Perhaps the old political physician may in the end | I 
Perhaps the new political physician may turn out to be 
another Dr. Cook, 

THE HOUR FOR ACTION, 

But the time for disputation has expired. The Nation's w 
has beer ascertained. The new doctor has b ! i “il 
The hour for him to prescribe has arrived. It bel s us old 
doctors to refrain from captious interference. We 1 tand 
by to assist when necessary, and we must refrain from oO 
fervid prayers that the new treatment may result { ‘ ; 


MEN MUST KEEP FAITH. 


Radical legislation of all kinds I expect 


very soon. I see no 
reason to believe that the Democratic membership in Congress 
is a gathering of rogues. Far from it Yet rogues they rely 
will be accounted if they fail to carry out the program which 
they have promised. But J believe that they will en: the fa 
reaching legislation in which they have so often expre d their 
belief. I predict that this Congress and probably the next will 
place on the statute books some overdue reforms which will 
prove beneficial, but even more of those unwholesome i 
tions of whose success the cloistered smatterer is so cet ! I 


believe that the day has gone by when legislat safely 


neglect or even desire to neglect the issues upon which they 


ors can 


have been elected. I am glad that it is so. I hope and believe 
that the next four years will prove to all men that it is so. 
In that 


Way alone can the confidence of the people in their 
representatives be That this lack of confi 
dence is unjust I deeply feel. That it is the product of malice ; 
misrepresentation I 


chosen restored 


am sure. Nevertheless, it exists, and to- 
day like a wraith it haunts representative government. 

So by keeping their pledges in letter and in spirit shall the 
Democrats perform a service to the Nation. 

THE PENALTY OF FAILURE. 

Yet a strict adherence to their promises will not alone suffice 
to retain them in power. Democratic theories and Democratie 
bellefs when given the form of law must entail success and 
prosperity or once again the people will turn away. If the 


future shall show that the price of that which labor produ 





3 
can be lowered without interference with the remuneration of 
that labor itself, then the Democratic tenure of power will be 
long in the land. tut if the future shal! show that Democrat 
policies entail nothing beyond a crop of disasters, the country 
will look elsewhere for leadership. 

THE PROGRESSIVE’S CHANCE 

Men sometimes forget their promises. Suppose that the Demo 
crats fail to carry out their radical program. Will the country 
return at once to our party? I doubt it. The people wish to 
try some of these new ideas and are willing to risk the « 
quences of their proving disastrous. The Republicans have not 
given them the legislation which, wisely or foolishly, they wish. 
If the Democrats follow our example. it need surprise no one 
should the people turn to the Progressive Party In fact, this 
is the only direction in which I can foresee a future for that 
party. If the Demuvucrats prove radical. intelligent radicals will 
not vote to turn them out of power. Surely only men who are 
more than ordinarily attached to the new party’s name will 
risk a division of the radical vote by supporting the Progres- 
sive candidates. 

SAFETY-VALYE DUTIES. 

The Republican doctrine of a sound customs tariff requires 
that duties shall be fixed neither too high nor too low hey 
must be so high that foreign nations can neither flood our 
markets with goods nor dump their surplus upon ; On the 
other hand, they must be so low that any unwarranted rise in 
the price of American products sball at once invite importa- 
tions from abroad. 

The ideal of you Democrats is a tariff for revenue, but to such 
an extent only as may be consistent with your promise that no 
legitimate industry shall be harmed by the pending revision. 
Attractive as such a proposition may sound, its execution is 


seriously hampered by the actual conditions which confront us. 
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THE DILEMMA, 


misleading to the farmer as it is, inconsistent 
as are many of its provisions, this bill nevertheless 
inpt to carry out the promises which you Democrats 
he Therein lies the difficulty—your promises 
ith each other. You can not 
in opposite directions. You can not by one and the same tariff 
law keep up the price which the farmer receives and yet reduce 
the price which his customer pays. You can not fairly impose 
free on the fisherman and the shoemaker and the wool- 
grower while you force them to buy supplies protected by a duty. 
Yet you can not grant free trade in all the articles which the 
fisherman and the shoemaker and the woolgrower 
openly and obviously and beyond dispute violating your promise 
not to injure any legitimate industry. 


atte 
tot 
eontiiet w 


people, 


trade 


THE WHOLE 18S EQUAL TO THE SUM OF ALL THE PARTS 


The market basket must not be taxed, and yet the farmer 
must be protected. 
When learn to make omelettes without 


breaking eggs, when one arm of a balance can rise \.ithout the 
arm descending, when a magnet invented with 
poles positive, then it may be possible to provide for free food- 
stuftis and at the same time for protected farm products. 

Look at the grotesque attempt in this bill to pursue that will- 
o’-the-wisp. You Democrats profess to protect the farmer’s 
heep. You try to soothe the simple herdsman with a 10 per 
cent protection for his flock. Do you think that he will fail to 
note that you are admitting free of duty each and every ele 
ment of which his flock is composed? What purpose, other than 
political, does it serve if you protect the herdsman’s sheep while 
udmit free of duty the fleece of those sheep, the skin of 
those sheep, and the flesh of those sheep? You might just as 


well compliment the garment maker with a 25 per cent duty on 


be elucidated. cooks 


other is 


you 


by admitting coats free and waistcoats free and pantaloons free. 


In this bill the farmer is enticed with a mirage which appears | 


to be a duty of 10 cents a bushel on oats, but on closer inspec- 
tion the hallucination disappeurs. Oats themselves may be pro- 


are rolled oats protected. All the oats which men eat are free, 


and the only reason why the oats which horses eat are not free | 


also is because farmers have votes and horses have none. 

The countryman is said to have accepted many a gold brick 
in his time. The countryman is a plain dealer; but nothing ex- 
cept the countryman’s sense of humor will keep him from ex- 
ploding when he hears about that 10 per cent duty on cattle 
which you have so kindly given him, What is a cow made of? 
A cow has bones; a cow has a hide; a cow has flesh; a cow 
has hoofs; a cow has horns; a cow has blood; a cow has hair; 
and a cow gives milk. The cow may be dutiable at 10 per cent, 
but her bones are free, her hide is free, her flesh is free, her 
hoofs are free, her horns are free, her blood is free, her hair 
is free, and her milk is free. Ipasmuch as the entire cubic con- 
tent of the cow is free, while toe cow herself is dutiable, I am 
forced to the conclusion that fe Democratic majority estimates 
the bovine soul to be worthy of just 10 per cent protection. 

Wheat must pay a duty ef 10 cents a bushel, while bread and 
biscuits made from that tvheat are free, and flour made from 
that wheat is free if it c-mes from certain nations. 


THE UNDERWOOD CONTRIBUTION TO ECONOMIC THOUGHT. 


What possible prot-ction are all these duties to the farmer? 
All his foreign competitor needs to do in order to avoid pay- 
ment of any duty whatever is to convert his sheep into mutton 
and wool, his cattle into hides and beef, his oats into oatmeal, 
and his wheat into bread, biscuits, or wafers. So good-bye to 
the farmers’ protection. And good-bye to the jobs of many an 
American who to-day is manufacturing food. 

Since my boyhood I have heard men expound the theory of 
free raw materials. I am prepared to admit that this doctrine 
has made some headway with New England manufacturers. 
Unquestionably it has an appreciable following among our lead- 
ing economists. It is evident, however, that the doctrine is old 
fashioned and is to be replaced by the Underwood dogma of 
“free finished products and taxed raw materials.” Mr. Chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, I congratulate you 
on having written a new page in the history of political econ- 
omy. Doubtless this new page will commend itself to those 
modern philosophers whose enthusiasm for a doctrine is in 
exact proportion to its novelty. 


BOOTS AND SHOES. 


Now, a few observations on shoemaking, the principal indus- 
try of my district. 
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ride two horses traveling : ‘ P ' . 
|} Various countries of the American Continent. 


Al 


IL 


) 
-~*) 
When under the Payne law the duty on shoes was cut in | 
I confess that I expected a vast increase in importations, 1 | 
have been so incautious as to predict some such occurrence 

At any rate, I was wrong. The importations of shoes re 
small, while the value of our exports amounted in the fiscal y, 
of 1912 to $16,000,000, of which $10,000,000 was absorbed by 
As the value otf 
annual product of boots and shoes now amounts to $500,000.10 
it will be seen that our export trade represents a little « 


| 3 per cent of the total. 


use without | 


Because of the amount of our shoe exports and because of 
fact that our shoe imports are negligible, the Democratic ¢ 
mittee on Ways and Means has felt justified in subjecting y 


| the unlimited competition of free trade. 


| tries. 


I shall not to-day present my grounds for believing that { 
boots and shoes are a serious metace to one of our great ind 
On the contrary, I admit at once that from the ID. 


| cratic point of view it was consistent to put boots and shoes 


That is the perplexing paradox which must | 


the free list, for you Democrats believe that only actual im; 


| can justify a duty on any given article. 


both | 





Yes, Mr. Chairman, from the majority’s viewpoint free bh 
and shoes may be just; but even so, where is the justic 
charging a duty on any of the supplies which are required 
use in the shoe industry? Shoe leather, the principal item 
been put on the free list, to be sure, but I hold in my hand a 
of 30 different dutiable articles, all of which enter into the }) 
ess of shoemaking. 

The Democratic Committee on Ways and Means prob 
meant to act fairly by the shoemakers when it put leather o1 
the free list. Yet it was a cage of robbing Peter to pay I 
and it was a pretty slim settlement of Paul’s account at bes 
If shoes ought to go on the free list because there are no s! 
imports, then leather ought to stay on the dutiable list becius 


: | there are annually $6,000,000 to $7,000,000 of leather import 
suits of clothes and then square yourselycs with the consumer | 


As a matter of fact, an injustice is to be done to the le 
industry greater even than that which is to be done to the 
industry. Both industries must buy in a protected market 
sell in an unprotected market. The difference is that-le 


z , | men are to be subjected to a foreign competition whic 
tected, but oatmeal made from those oats is not protected, nor | 


already clearly manifested itself even under the present | 
of import duty. 

Upon my word, Mr. Speaker, such a course as this is not 
trade. It amounts to subsidizing the foreigner to fight om 
shoemakers and our own tanners. To our own citizens w: 
“You shall pay a tax or duty on many of your raw mate! 
To the foreigner we say, “ You shall escape scot-free of any 
whatever.” 

FISH, 

In the name of the consumer fish is to be put on the free 
Poisonous as that cup may be for the fisherman, his drift 
been embittered because his sense of injustice has been arouse 

My Democratic friends, why did not you in the name of | 
consumer put rice on the free list? 

Is it because rice yields a revenue? Fish yields more reve 
Is it because rice is imported, notwithstanding the present «1: 
More fish than rice is imported, notwithstanding the pres 
duty. Is it because the cultivators of rice are poor men’ 
all the history of Gloucester, never was anyone able to 
from business on profits made in the fisheries. 

What is the explanation then? Why in the name of the oo 
sumer do you distinguish between one raw food product 
another raw food product? Why do you make fish of 
while you make fowl of rice and of vegetables, early and 
and, for a while at least, of sugar? Some one must throw lis 
upon this question. Else it should be no cause for astonishment 
should the censorious accuse you Democrats of sectiona! 
voritism. 


l 


THE FREE MARKET BASKET.” 

The Democratic Party, correctly enough, I imagine, expec's 
to reap a bountiful political harvest from its adoption of the 
free market basket as a policy aiming at the reduction of tle 
high cost of living. 

Perhaps the free market basket may not satisfy the tarifl 
longings of the farming States; but does any representative o! 
an industrial community doubt for a moment the popularity 
of the free market basket? Is any man from a manufacturins 
State unconscious of the widespread belief that the tariff is 
responsible for the high price of food products? We may are 
till we are black in the face that a duty of 1} cents a pound on 
beef can not possibly raise the price 10 cents a pound. We may 
expend our eloquence on the axiom that a duty of 4 cents a 
pound on bacon can not account for the fact that the people 
are paying more for that article than they paid when the duty 
was still higher. Try as we may to divest our audiences of 
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their error, we only succeed in divesting ourselves of our audi- OUR PARTY'S FUTURE. 
ences : If in the future we shall follow the wise policy of suppressing 
very Massachusetts Republican Congressman knows all that, | in season the abuses which human nature breeds, if in the 


Lest autumn there was not one of us who was unaware of the | future we shall refuse to tolerate unreasonable delay in the 
tion to insure his own election by declaring for free food- | destruction of evils, then we may be certain that the R pl 


temptat : : blican 
stuf Yet we knew in our hearts that duties on manufactures Party will be preserved as an heritage for generations yet to 
end duties on farm products must go hand in hand. How long | come. 
did the protective system last in england after the repeal of | Since the Republican Party was founded many a dynasty has 
the Corn Laws? Just about as long as it took the indignant | fallen, many an ancient power has been overthrown { 
Rritish farmer to join with the free trader and wipe the whole | to foundation stone, many a scepter has been wrenched from 
slute clean. many a majestic grasp. 
THE PROPHETS ARE HIBERNATING, My friends, we are now at the head of the column. We a 
So I admit that to-day the policy of the free market basket is the leaders who must choose the right road and reject the wrot 


a I ee ee cee eee road. The Republican book of fate is open and our names are on 
t free market basket in actual operation is an empty market the front page. Falter, and we shall see our grand old party 


basket, the feeling in its favor will change. If time shall prove Swept away into the awful past of things which once were great 


the free market basket contains foodstuffs as high priced | GT@sp the helm boldly and, by the grace of God, we shall bring 
as ever, its popularity will wane. our good dreadnought safe through the hurricane. 
Speaking of lower prices, as the day for the trial of the great APPENDIX A, 
experiment approaches I have detected a growing hesitancy Below are two recent letters from the Treasury Department 
on the part of my Democratic friends to specify Just what | which show that in practice the Payne law has proved to be i 
foodstufis will be cheaper. I commend their prudence. downward revision of from 4 to 64 per c nt. W hen it is . 


By the same token I notice a tendency on my own side of the | membered that the greater part of the increases of duty in in 
House to hedge a litle on our forecasts of destruction. Payne law were confined to wines, spirits, silks, pert ume ry, and 

‘The fact is that prophecy belongs in the category of lost gifts. | other luxuries it will be at once apparent that there wa ; a sub 
We do not any of us know what is going to happen. We can not, | stantial downward revision in that part of the tar fi law in 
r instance, foresee the future industrial policy of British trade- | which the average man and woman is p irticularly interested : 
unions. We know that to-day the shoemakers of England re- Penman caeeia aaa Gar 
strict their output to a substantial degree. We know that the “Washington, March 17, 1913. 
weavers of Englund object to the introduction of the automatic Hon. A. P. Garpner, . 
loom. We do not know how soon those unions may come to some eon: a of Representatives. ‘ 
rrangement with their employers. When that day arrives it is] the 16th ane sounded “eaieeanaion = i an AR, ce ao = 
not unreasonable to expect that our shoe shops and our textile | made by the Treasury Department in 1910, showing a compart of th 
mills will speedily feel the results. duties collected under the tariff act of 1909 with those that would have 


= 








Exceptional crops may disguise the untoward effects, if any | °°You°sence that Ex-Comsrestonn Bd, Hille of Conneettnte mate 
: . : 5) ; ie 2 ate f .x-Congressm: Me de , 0 onnecticnt nade the 
there be, of the pending bill, while diminished crops may inten- | assertion in a speech that the computation showed that t importations 
sify them. No matter what consequences may occur, men will ee actually paid into the Treasury under the Payne law' $11, 

: . : . 7 8,162.05 1s. ' hey u ave 1 ' f} 1} ' 

ways differ as te the extent with which the Underwood law eke “Yo ws bemmenphg —— a part 7 ge of law had been 

fee tis ca aries “a - ade u reques o be informed as to the following points 
0 should be charged with the responsibility. Even at this First. Is the above difference correctly stated? 
late day men are still wrangling over the effects of the Wilson Second. What were the months covered by the computation? 
law of 1894 a What were the aggregate importations covered by tl 
— putation? 
FANTASTIC FORECASTS. In reply I have to state that: 

[ am no herald of disaster, yet it is my belief that it is un- | putations oe en oe meee see oe pnmene mented 
justifiable to assert that there is no ground for apprehension of | represents the net decrease ao 8 Lec 
industrial depression. Whether the business world is in the| , m o é ae mouse covered by the computations were the six mentha 

‘ ron ) obe 90s ( are 3 ‘ 
next few years to be subjected by the Government to the thumb- : Th — | “ol oo See = a es a red by the oinid ns bad 
screw and the rack, as the alarmists tell us, or whether it is to | a total value of $804,878,645.46, and these tonnorte me ted of 
be subjected to a surgical operation for its own good, as many | @!! dutiable items, Philippine goods, and ite: n the free list for the 
: ‘ ae eriod pentione rit he exc i ot rious t ns vine 1 

persons contend—in either case it is not to be expected that the | POV 0° % aeconet, wae & ee ee ae ga total 

: va Owes reerer ard, elati ( Vnicnh aata it ua vel in 
patient sheuld display any noteworthy eagerness. sufficient to form a satisfactory basis for the computation of the duti: 

: : at d | 4 

thengh there may well be a reasonable fear lest trade | under the act of 1897. 
should slacken er even languish, and though the danger of pro- Respectfully, ' J.B. 
lonced thnemployment is by uo means lightiy to be dismissed, it a ; 
is funtastic to prate of total ruin when all around us we see TREASURY Depat 
vigor. The blind man may babble of our decadence, but the man Hon. A. P. GaRpxer Washington, Aj 

- ial a < . rARDNER, 
of normal vision can see nothing but growth. House of Representatives, United States. 

TO MY FELLOW CONVICTS. e Sir I have the honor to acknowledge the 1 elnpt of * ot of 
f the 19th instant, further in the matter of computation ! i 
A few words to my own side of the House. A decade ago the | portations received under the tariff act of 1909 t 
- - £ 1 | ¢ ¢) } + } } ‘ 1 
country believed that the Republican Party could do no wrong. | ff {08 Cuties, collected ae teri of Ison eo” 
- ; ms under the rates <« he tariff of 1897 
For four years past the country has believed that the Republican | you state that you bave been informed that such 
Purty can de no right. Unreason in praise, unreason in blame. | been made for the period from April 1, 1910, to O er I, 1 i 
my : : : i ye request informatior s te » follo , point 

lhe Nation in its passion condemned us for a dishonesty of | 7°),'°? eR ae — ee Sand 

: : . - S e er or ot computation bas been ( { i 
which we were not guilty. Having convicted and punished us, | Department for an entire year showing a compa 
the Nation will now proceed to examine the evidence, and last | lected under the tarif act of 1909 as compared t that 

, ) s . rr . . | would have » sllected on le same nportat i { > tariff 
of all perhaps the indictment may be reached. The indignation | of oat t AA cn rts _— ’ 
£) irs 2 S ~f = : . rd « 81 eer <<? 
igainst us will grow fainter and fainter until at last men will | Second. Which 12 months were covered by these it 
ask each other whether after all it was justice which was meted Third. What results appeared ; , 
out to us. W hen that day comes we shall be restored to power 8? 7 tegen. of —— aoe = " = un er the I ne 

_ : . o z : »> As o the crease or decrease he 1 il ul t | 
purged of the evils incident to every long tenure of office. under the Payne law? 

Por the most part we Republicans are conservative; but we In reply I have to state that the department did 1 
Seek to conserve only tl hich is s 1. and we seek | tions for the six months mentioned by 3» but did for t ‘ 

— ne y dal which is sound, and we seek to uproot | 1911, relative to which, in response to your questiot 
and replace that which is outworn and detrimental. It is the | as follows: 
ship of state which we wish to conserve, not the barnacles on =; — oe as = ned w is made. 7 

» ° Sec e 2 months overet were ho I ) 
her bottom nor the rats in her bold. naw 30 1911 : eae 

We are no boding tremblers who shrink from change. Third. (a) The quaputetions. showed reas 

. a » vielent at , aaiing . , 1.05 per cent. (b) The decrease under t! 

- hange may be viole nt and painful, yet its end is life. De- = Saguditen was found to be $13,036,875.84 
cay may be calm and painless, yet its end is death. As in the previous computations, the above figures ent the net 
It is decay, not change, which men ought to fear, and the | decrease op the items compared. consist 


1) ies ‘ — : . ippine goods, and items in the free list a to t / 
Republican Party should give no heed to the timid mortal whose | bw the period under consideration. except various iter to 


overwrought fancy can see only the ghastly specter of social | which the data at hand were insufficient to f 


upheaval lurking behind that which in reality is beneficent 2 
evolution. 


computation of the duties unde! e t Y act 
percentage of decrease is be sed on the duties computed 
act of 1897. 
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I am here to represent them, the real manufacturers. 
who take the ragged, raw material out of the field 
and in the sweat of their brows transform it into prod . 
usefulness. They are the miracle workers, who handle { 
through its processes and make the iron and steel to sery, 
purposes of mankind. Theirs is the real work of mem 
ing, and only when their tasks sre finished do we have tly 
pleted products which are so highly regarded in statistics 


nnd 


in laws. 
I speak for them and they deserve representation far by 1 
my ability to give, for they and those whose interests 


| identical with theirs make up the bone and sinew of this Nit 


With respect to the last paragrs iph of your letter, requesting informa- 
tion as to whether there is any printed publication which covers the 
points mentioned, I hav » to state that the department knows of no 
printed publication covering the points in question, as the computations 
were prepared in the form of typewritten schedules only during the 
years 1910 and 1911 for the use of the President. 

Res; vectfully, J. F. Curtis, 
Assistant Secretary. 
APPENDIX B. 

[From page III, Department of Commerce and Labor report on imported | 
merchandise entered for consumption in the United States in 1912.] 
Average rate of duty collected on all importations, free and dutiable, 

during the following years: 

Wilson tariff Per cent. 

1805 - Ep ee ke ee ee 20. 44 

1S9G ; Fe 20. 67 

Part Wilson—Part Dingley. 
1897 SS cecaniatebaates ~ eas 
Dingley tariff 

1898 a ; es eee as ina 

IsHo a Sa icraalias 29. 48 

1900 m Ba ea a ee 27. 62 

1901 Sa: ea ce g eee She . ey 

I a re ae 

TWO38 Oe = - a similenia oe 

1904 y ke ates se neadatademeaiea cra tetenaens sabeanapibia 2¢ 

1905_~. cm ee a ES a ee 

1906 ‘ siesta alia aril ae teal 24. 22 

1907 eee 

1908 se = So eee ea ae 23. 88 

he t Dingle y—Part Payne. 

1909 i aaa a acne aoe er ee ee oe Oh See 22. 99 

"Payne tariff. 

1910 ‘a shine i dh cipal clipes thateariis teenie itll tiiaabinitietiiiis Giaeinds 21.11 

1911 a scapula sea i aan ct a a aca a iain all 20. 29 

TORR as a at ee 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, how much time has been 


consumed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
1 hour and 25 minutes, 
consumed 45 minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. 
my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 


used 
and the gentleman from New York has 


The gentleman from Alabama has 


Chairman, I yield back the balance of 


I yield to the gentleman from 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLiy]. 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am sure that 


as one of the new Members here to-day I have listened with as 
much interest as anyone to these scholarly addresses by the 
gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

They have told us a great deal of the theory of tariff, have 
elaborated upon the theories of a tariff for revenue only and a 
high protective tariff. They seem to forget that the vast ma- 
jority of American citizens care less than nothing for academic 
theories and war crys and slogans fashioned to deceive. 

The plain people of this country demand that the tariff be 
constructed with an eye single to the common welfare by a 
method which shall assure justice to all. 

We have had tariffs for special interests, for war charges, for 
infant industries, for the manufacture of millionaires and 
paupers. The time is assuredly here for a tariff for the people. 
if you must have a theory, suppose we put it on the theory that 
things which are crooked and those which are reared in dark- 
ness and secrecy can not grow high and strong, and that com- 
mon sense is the best assurance of efficiency and justice in the 
tariff. 

Mr. Chairman, I am here holding a commission from the peo- 
ple of one of the greatest industrial districts of this country 
and of the world. In view of that fact, I desire tc make a 
statement of the wishes of the people of my district regarding 
this tariff legislation. I promise you it will not be a repetition 
of desires you have had dinned into your ears unceasingly ip 
the past. I shall not attempt to speak for any other interest 


save that of the common people, by whose command I am 
here. 
In my district are located some of the greatest industrial 


establishments of the world. They have given the district the 
name of “ workshop of the world.” But let me tell you that 
the greatest claim of the district to consideration at your hands 
is not in the workshops but in the workers, not the machines but 
the machinists, not the buildings but the builders, not the tools 
but the toilers. In those giant establishments armies of men 
and women toil, and they are producing daily wealth greater 
than was dreamed by fairy tale writers of old. Their brain 
and brawn unite to pour out with lavish hand the countless 
products that make for greater comfort and should make for a 
happier humanity. And over that army of workers, greater 
than any that ever went forth in the amnals of war, there floats 
a nobler banner and on it the words are wrought “ for service.” 





the masses of the people, upon whom alone the hope fo: 
future rests. But I am responsible for presenting their ; 
as best I may, and in doing that I tell you that the time 
come to deal with facts, not political theories. The peoplo | 
represent care less than nothing for party labels and war 


| They do care everything for securing equality of opport 


equal rights to every man. 

The people believe in protection, honest protection, but 
believe in it as a principle, not as a privilege. They are th: 
with meaningless partisan appeals, fashioned for deception 
They have abandoned the false pretense that the process of 
making millionaires by legislation justifies suffering and m 
on the part of the many. They have decid | for thems . 
that prosperity [ not consist in swollen fortunes for 1 
while the many lack the comforts of life. They will not 
be satisfied to see one section of this Nation prosper at t! 
pense of all the rest of the people. They believe that unde 
present conditions an excessive tariff which fosters monojoly 


|} and shuts out all competition is no more protection than { 


trade, since it lowers the standard of American wages by 
ducing their purchasing power. 

The people want an equalization of the cost of labor 
and abroad, but they will not tolerate a situation where, | 
cover of that principle, a tariff is levied many times higher 1 
the entire labor cost entering into a product. I am here to { 
you that the people will no longer stand for the betrayal of | 
principle of honest protection by those who claim to b 
chiefest apostles. In proof of that I might point you to 
fact so evident here to-day that the majority of those ay ; 
victors in a hundred fights, have made their last sad journey 
from Leipsic to Waterloo. And it will profit those who s 
to remember that the dangers to honest protection do not 
from those who desire to remedy existing evils, but from t 
who insist on injustice and disregard of the right, dece; 
and special privileges to the few at the expense of the 1 
[Applause. ] 

The people make but one request in this matter of tariff levis- 
lation. They ask justice, and they are determined to secu: 
They demand that the tariff shall be so adjusted that its | 
fits will be equally bestowed upon ali the people of this N 
and not upon a class. The first question that should | 
sidered by those who ure to make tariff laws is, “ Can jusi 
secured through the old methods of tariff making, or dces | 
aim demand the adoption of a new and better method?” 

If the present system is satisfactory and has met the req 
ments of justice, then the demand for another method his 
claim whatever to consideration. But if experienc e sho Ww 
the demands of justice have not been met in the past, the: 
claims of another method deserve full investigation. 

The history of tariff legislation in this country shows |! 
succeeding laws have been jumbles of absurdities based on ¢' 
work and logrolling, and that they have utterly failed tu sa‘ 
the justice and humanity of the American people. Almost 
first business of the First Congress, assembled under the Cons 
tution, was the consideration of a tariff bill. It was pres 
hy James Madison, who urged its passage solely on the 
of remedying the “notorious deficiency in our Treasury ’ 
atten‘ion was paid to the future effects of the measure. and 
fect that the very men who secured its passage later be 
bitter opponents of the protective principle shows that they re 
garded it simply as an emergency measure in which the © 
gency of the occasion excused many defects. 

From that day until this,a period of 125 years, the tariff qucs 
tion had been the puzzling problem of the Nation. Two hund 
and sixty-one separate tariff laws have been enacted, and i! 
the hearings, investigations, and testimonies were published : 
collected the volumes would fill an immense library. 

Public men of great renown have shifted from one side to | 
other uf the question. Webster and Calhoun, in notable speec!ics 
in the United States Senate, have at different times favor 
each side as they followed the demand of their Commonwea!' 
Nullification measures have been passed by sovereign States : 
their indignation against tariff measures. Compromises have be 


gro 
‘ 
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scary to avert civil strife; depressions and financial crises | of premature age imprinted upon their countenanees. Ofte 
followed both high tariff and low tariff acts based on lim- | the statistics of our great industries would seem to give the i 


| information; administrations have been changed and parties | pression that the employees are simply so many producing 


from authority while the opposition party was elevated to chines, but they can not be so re irded They are human 
1. and still in spite of all this the same system of tariff | beings with loved ones to protect, und they have hearts and 


« lias persisted to the dissatisfaction and anger of the} minds as well as hands. They are awake to conditions and th 
must be taken into consideration by the law! ers of Ul 


Every tariff revision in recent years has meant disaster for | Nation. They have the same needs and hope: 


arty responsible. President Cleveland led the forces of | captains of industry who sometimes seem to searcé 
ocraey to a revision, and the voters could scarcely wait until | their existence. 
el tion to show their fury. President Harrison revised the These citizens of America are asking nothing but wha 
r, and the Republican Party was retired from power forth- | and just, and they will be satisfied with nothing less i 
with. President McKinley escaped the same fate only through | want no special privileges and undue advantages; all they 
reign war, and President Taft’s unlucky revision is too] is justice and the conimonest kind of justice at that i 
h in our memories to need recalling, or, if it needs recalling, | do not ask charity, they ask what is due them I 


ce at the White House and the membership of this body | hundred cents’ yalue for every dollar expended—no more aud 





d be sutlicient. It is to be remarked also that President | no less 
Wilson will not profit by their example, but insists on following | What is their condition to-day? They go forth in the n 
same haphazard method so often rejected by the people, | ing, taking the only thing they have to sell—their labor d 
| there is little room to doubt but that history will repeat | they sell it in the market for whatever the market w ¢ 
f when the people give their decision. They are anxious to labor arduously if they may secure for 
The fact of the matter is, and only the veriest pauper of ob- | themselves and their families the livelihood they deserve i 
tion fails to see it, that acting through the old system of | work long and skillfully and produce ab indantly But so 
waking we are as far from a permanent and satisfactory | through processes they could not see, but whose mysteries t! 
on of this perplexing issue as we were when Madison in- | better understand to-day, they find their incomes insui 
! d the first tariff bill into Congress. meet their absolutely necessary expenses. Instead of abund 
Under such circumstances it is assuredly the part of wisdom | there is scarcity in their homes; instead of some leisure to 
fo determine why no solution has been reached, and the reason | develop a full, rounded life, they find themselves tied to a deadly 
s not hard to find. Every tariff act passed thus far has been | routine of hopelessness, with its toll of blighting toil and 
| on limited information and through political and parti-| fatigue. While selling their commodity in a market | 
sin compromise. The adjustment of the tariff schedules to the | what it will bring, they pay an unseen tax colle roa ‘ 
f policy of the Nation is a technical problem. It affects | on everything they buy. 
man, woman, and child through commerce and industry, | Those are actual conditions, and I defv anv man 
mands a complete accurate and impartial knowledge of all | fuity deny them. Pennsylvania and other industrial States h 
essential facts relating to the industries affected. | been held up as States which profit most from high protection ; 
ro secure that knowledge it is smperative that Congre ss have | but let me say that in no other States in the Union has the 
s service a permanent body of trained and impartial experts policy of honest protection been more shamefully abused 
ure the vast amount of technical and statistical data | them we have seen competition excluded from cated tor a 
d for the legislation which is to vitally affect many and | ering tariff wall, behind which home manufacturers combined 
‘interests. For that Teason the Progressive plan for the | jnto giant trusts and throttled domestic competition. I do not 
Lu of such a commission meets the urgent need, and the maintain that excessive tariff has been the only f 
y of the past upholds the Progressive’s contention that it | nes -had part in producing such a condition i catinaes ot 
e only solution of a problem which has vexed the Nation | condition we have seen plants reduced in number and wot 
its foundation. if is the only solution wh ch does AWAY | thrown out of employment in order to curtail pr 1 
he two factors which have pre vented satist ictory and just |} maintain high prices. We have seen small con anes , 
— — in the past, insuflicient information and legis- | out of existence with ruthless power, and then that 1 
CGF Osa . ‘ ’ Ee force turned just as ruthlessly against all « ina us of 
ns from the past, at becomes evident that the pecans workmen who desired the right of collective bs i lic We 
irtisan tariff commission is not only nec ssary to produce | nave seen American labor getting decent wages and | 
! ni, and completeness, but it is absolutely imperative to hours, not in the ultraprotected industries, but in the nonpre 
| the haphazard, juggling methods of tariff making which ae ees a aos 
: a a ; tected industries which are not in any fashion si d 
have made the tariff a cause of disturbance in trade and pro- the name of labor. We have seen the necessaries of 
: and a source of injury to the public welfare. [Ap ing upward far beyond the power of wages to f a We 
ut while the historian looks only at yesterday the student of iife’ —— oo ee . ore Seas eee oe : — a 
events looks at to-day. There is no real patriotism in public mare © EROS. wees Re ae a ee ee 
: ‘2 - ‘ . ae : that life itself is almost a luxury 
private life except that which exerts itself for all the Sate ; al . 
. There is no real statesmanship except that which We have seen business men, striving to serve the 
Is ready to nreet the conditions of the present and for sacri- community in hone st fashion, pilloried by a res 
e, if need be, in behalf of a just’and righteous effort for the | taat crushed out their independence and dictated the 
n good. ‘ ; which they should do bus hess We have seen the foreig 
! am not here as a doctrinaire on either side of the tariff | CO™PeUUon, so greatly de ried by ultraprotectionists, bro 
m. I consider that Congress should dea! with things as | t 0Ur doors to supplant American iabor at lower wage 
are to-day, that its measures should be adapted to the | We have seen the mills and ee manned with Soretgn 
nt situation, regardless of theories of the past. The tariff | men!" Mm es numbers — they corm sail ; 
stion is simply a question of meeting the needs of to-day of the employees In many udustries : We Dh e e 
stly and equitably and in a manner which wil! promote the | Tes!t 0! such & StURtiom, the tramping Of the su nore : 
mon welfare. From that viewpoint the creation of a tariff anarehy, with their oe banners and alien cries of sa : 
mission is a necessity, for conditions are such that an ade- | destruction, forming a distinct menace to free tution 
ite and just method of dealing with them is not only a wise The people have seen all this and more, and with tl 
sure but a patriotic duty. : | Staring them in the face they have made up their minds tl 
| maintain that a fair and conscientious judgment of the re- | day of excessively high tariffs for the products of gre 
of the excessive protection of the present tariff law must | binations is over. The American public will no longer b 
nce one that some change is absolutely necessary. The | a big business which pays enormous dividends on watered 
le at large have made up their minds to that at least, | and less than a living wage to those who turn out its | 
ily because they have become convinced that the excessive | They have decided once and for ali that the tarifl 
rates imposed on many articles force the public to pay ex-| ter of political expediency, not a commodity with 
essive prices for the wants and requirements of everyday life. | bargain for political preferment, but a living, vital 1 
5 said before that I come from the workshop of the world, | concerns every individual and whi h must be dealt 
2 and yet I am forced to say that in that workshop, with a pre-| spirit of justice and equality. The people believe also 
4 duction that staggers the imagination, the task of making a | gling with the tariff will not serve as a club over manuf ul 
i ‘ivelihood is an increasingly difficult one. Each year makes | to keep them from dishonesty and greed and inhumanity. TI 


production cheaper and easier through new methods, but each | believe in direct and fundamental remedies to prevent 


year sees in the ranks of the army of producers more gaunt | scrupulous employers from grinding down the wages of lab 
figures, hungry men and women, and children with the marks | and imposing upon the consuming public. Something more 
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iocles in the shape of a tariff revision 
and the public against 
f strong-armed lust for gain. 
must be adopted, for the evil if to-day will 

with and met through a political-jobbery tariff, 

lied as a partisan question, with the barter and sale of the 
rket place, 

I am under no illusions as to the possibilities that lie within 
this Underwood tariff bill. I not any finite mind 
the future with a gaze sufficiently searching to 
know the results of its passage. It bas been written in hasty 
manner, and every schedule contains mysteries which no one 
understands, not even the men who put them there. It has in 
reality been passed in a binding caueus, with all the 
evasions which such a method n inevitable. It is a leap 
in the dark, but after all the consequences of that leap must be 
charged to the very interests who have in the past scorned the 
demands of the people and scoffed at their prayers for relief. 
Throngh a period of many years the great protected industries 
of this country have built up a system of haphazard, reckless 
tariff legislation, because through it they secured golden priv- 
ileges. They profited through the betrayal of the promises of 
the Republican Party, which passed a tariff law of suicidal 
folly and brazen treachery. The great interests of the country, 
which might have stood fer a fair and impartial tariff commis 
sion in the past, did not want justice and a square deal to all; 
they should not complain to-day if they suffer from the system 
they themselves created. They are simply reaping what they 


ge earhers 
less cunning of 


do believe 


can see 


into 


secret 


likes 


sowed and the harvest was as certain as the seed time. 

I know well that I am speaking new and strange doctrine 
rom my district, but I am voicing the desires of the common 
people of all parties and creeds, and to them alone I am re- 
sponsible for my actions. I know the probable results of any 
action which opposes the powers that have profited by ultra- 
protection, and that when they could no longer trust to their 
special privileges being supported by the people, have de- 
liberately organized a vast political machine to secure unjust 
advantages. I know the tactics used to discredit and disgrace, 
the degrees of baseness, the money poured out like water, the 
falsehoods circulated in controlled mediums. 

I know all that and I accept it. I could not do otherwise 
and be true to those who have trusted me. I have learned, too, 
in my brief life that it is far better to aecept the gall of defeat 
than to wear a crown of victory purchased at the price of 
treason to the people and their interests. 

I believe that the tariff is fundamentally a moral question 
and that it will vever be settled until it is settled right. The 
Underwood bill does not settle the question right, and I am firm 
in the belief that it will be as conclusive evidence as the other 
ires of the past—that only in a just, nonpartisan, impartial 
tariff commission can justice be secured. It will show that such 
a solution of this problem is imperative because of the eternal 
wrangle between the protected interests and the people which 
the present system makes inevitable. The creation of the tariff 
commission will be the enthronement of a principle of right and 
not a sordid between of citizens. It should be 
adopted because it is the requirement of an enlightened and 
progressive era in American development. It derives its 
strength not from the premises that it will give special privi- 
leges to a part, but that it is necessary for the good of all. It 
demands adoption as a matter of straightforward business 
pelicy, not only because it is right but because nothing else will 
meet the demands of common justice. It would not destroy the 
principle of protection but would let the light in on its charac- 
ter and on each of its countless ramifications. If the principle 
can not stand the light of truth, the sooner it is destroyed the 
better. If it Is a policy that means advancement of the com- 
mon welfare, the truth can not hinder, but will further its 
success and perpetuate its advantages. 

For myself, I am willing to have my motives assailed and be 
execrated by every holder of special privilege, every preyer 
upon the poor, every drab of journalism, and every parasite of 
politics, if I may have the supreme pleasure of standing for 
the interests of those who earn an honest living in the sweat 
of their brows, and ask only a square deal and no favors. They 
make up this great Nation and give it riches and greatness. 
They deserve at the very least that they should eat their hon- 
estly earned daily bread with the bitterness of injustice taken 
from it. They deserve that and they will never rest until they 
have secured it. This vexing tariff question will be settled and 
it will be settled right. For, while the historian looks only at 
yesterday and the student of events only at to-day, the patriot, 
with faith in America, pays due regard to both and considers 
also to-morrow. Some one has said that “Justice is the end 
and aim of government. It aiways has been pursued and 


meas 


issue classes 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aprin 23. 


always will be pursued until it be attained or until liber: 
lost in the pursuit.” I would omit the last clause of | 
quotation, for I am firm in the faith that justice will be s 
in this Nation of ours. 

The new type of American citizenship is asking legislatio 
the common good and his fight is not to secure privileges 
himself but to keep others from securing privileges which y 
injure the general welfare. He stands squarely against 
standpatism of stagnation and also the radicalism of indis 
nating destruction. He wants progress along fair and just | 
and I believe that he will hold to that purpose through 
changes of parties and political organizations with no ah 
of heart or hope until he has conquered all obstacles and se 
the most priceless boon possible to mankind—justice and e 
opportunity for every man, woman, and little child. 

And that goal will be secured in the tariff, not through a 
gling, logrolling system which produces a tariff for specia 
terests, with too much or too little protection by chance 
through a better and more just method, which shall prod 
tariff for all the people. 

Gentlemen, I thank you for your courtesy. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield te the gentleman f 
Wyoming [Mr. Monpett}. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, for the fifth time in 4 
eration the prosperity of the Nation and the fate of po! 
parties hang on the drafting and enactment of tariff legis): 

In the light of the far-reaching effect, economic and indnst: 
sociological and political, of past revisions, the occasion is 
of profound concern for all of the American people and of ¢ 
responsibility for those in position to write their views into | 

You of the Democratic lrousehold of faith have co; te 
control under the great dome and at the White House: the 
responsibility is therefore wholly yours. We on this side : 
and will protest. It is our duty to criticize wherein we lx é 
criticism is justified. We may even indulge in prophecy, but 
we do not cherish the hope or harbor the expectation that « 
protests, our criticisms, or our prophecies will avail in ch 
ing in the slightest degree the plan or scope of your ad 
mination. What is to be will be yours for better or for w 
so far as praise or blame shall attach and follow. Vie 
your legislation as we do, our profound regret with reg 
it arises from the fact that while you alone are respo 
the evil effects we anticipate can not be confined to | 
those who agree with you, but will fall as a deadly blight 
the whole body of our people. 

FAVORABLE CONDITIONS, 

You have entered upon a revision of the tariff sched 
under the most fortuitous circumstances and conditions 
ever surrounded or accompanied a similar undertaking 
have the exceeding good fortune that your revision occu! 

a time of unexampled prosperity. Whatever else may bi 
of Republican tariff legislation this no man ean gainsay. 
under it, whether by reason of it or in spite of it must 
main a matter of opinion, the industries of the Nation 
grown and prospered at a rate and to a degree unpara!! 
the world’s history. Under our legislation there. has 
continuous and unchecked advance in the modes and 
ards of living, a steady shortening of the hours and 

in the rewards of labor, a marvelous prosperity widely dil 
and very generally enjoyed. Upon the very crest of this « 
lessly advancing wave of human betterment with all of 
advantages of its mighty momentum; with a Treasury, in 
of your enormous appropriations, well stocked; with the 2 
ries of the Nation still laden with the fruits of an wi) 
dented harvest and every prospect for another fruitful 
you enter upon your work. [Applause on the Republican 

Furthermore you are fortunate beyond all past experien 
the attitude of the people and of the press toward your e! 
prise. Notwithstanding the fears and the misgivings 
which a large portion of our people view your determinati 
write upon the statute books your widely conflicting, but 
erally radical, declarations relative to the tariff there is a 
nigh universal determination, expressed and apparent on every 
hand, to await with philosophical resignation the ouicome ol! 
your labors and the practical effeets of your handiwork. 
considerable number of men, no important influences, so fir 
I know, have attempted or contemplated any action that © 
unfairly prejudice in advance the etiect of your schedules. 

No organized effort has been or is likely to be made, as bh is 
been so frequently our experience in the past, for purely se se 
or partisan purposes to create an atmosphere of hostility a0" 
distrust. No one is disposed to arouse anger and resentment 
through misleading, untruthful, or purely captious and carps 
criticism of your schedules or their probable effect. In spite © 
unwarranted and ungracious assertions to the contrary by some 


y 








vour councils, there is no evidence in any quarter of 
rted effort to create panic, but rather an abundance of 
ff a determination on the part of powerful influences in 
'd of capital and labor to preserve normal and favorable 
litions pending the enactment and trial of your legislation. 
YOUR 


] in 


co 


ADVANTAGES, 


lo fully realize the advantage which you enjoy under present 
7 litiens we have but to recall the wicked assaults upon the 


\ ley bill, during and subsequent to the period of its enact- 
: or the scurvy tricks and mendacious statements which 
; cterized the campaign which immediately followed. We 
] only to compare present conditions with those which ob- 
{ 1 when the Dingley bill became a law; the pressing demand 


for immediate revenue to replenish a treasury your legislation 
nd administration had depleted; the imperative necessity for 


] e remedies for the restoration of industries your policies 
had prostrated, and to bring back a prosperity you had driven 
from our own to foreign shores. 

( ing down to later times within our immediate recollec 


1, we vividly recall the unfortunate conditions which accom- 
ed the enactment of the Payne bill; the atmosphere of sus- 
on and hypercriticism which surrounded if on all sides dur- 
¢ the period of its gestation; the hostile attitude of a power- 
pl the merciless assaults upon its faults and the con- 
celess misrepresentation of the tenor and probable effect 
of many of its schedules. From these staggering handicaps 
have burdened our past revisions, exaggerating their 


eSS > 


which 


‘ e of revenue, favorable trade balances, or general prosperity 

ld never wholly remove, you are fortunately free. Your suc- 

or failure therefore will depend wholly upon the character 

of your legislation and its effect upon the Nation and its people. 
YOUR HANDICAPS, 


On the other hand, you are embarrassed by what you did a 
year ago when, without responsibility and with the announced 
hope of “ putting the President in a hole,” you played partisan 
politics with the tariff and introduced and passed bills whose 
schedules, by a process of political somersaulting, you 
largely repudiate. Wholly through your own fault, you are 
without accurate information on which to base schedules by 
reason of your refusal to retain the services or accept the find- 
ings of a capable and nonpartisan Tariff Board. The scandal- 
ously brief period given for the presentation of views before 
your committee, a few moments, in many cases, to industries of 


no argument not in harmony with your declared purpose would 
have any weight or influence with you, had the effect of de- 
terring those engaged in many important lines of endeavor from 
attempting to speak for their industries and enterprises. 
Finally you were and are handicapped by the utter lack of any 
clearly defined or definitely announced policy of tariff revision. 
The result of all this is that the product of your labors, com- 
promises, and guesses is neither fiscal fish, flesh, nor fowl, 
neither free trade, tariff for revenue, nor for protection, but an 
undigested mess and mixture of them all, with free trade, pres- 
ent or prospective, predominating. 


COMMITTEE NOT WHOLLY TO BLAME. 


The Democratic members of the committee who framed this 


now | 
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ts, minimizing their virtues, creating prejudices which abun- | 





vailed the total destruction which now impends over the shi 
raising, the sugar-growing, and other industries of the 
might have been in a Underwood 


erted Had the 
idea of a “ competitive” tariff been carried out in good faith and 


© 
count 


Ineasure aN 


with full information many of our industries which now face 
ruin might have been partiy saved, for while the author of that 
| copyrighted form of tariff does not know ji a competitive 
tariff fairly interpreted is but another name for fi iN 
ing the difference in cost of production at home d d 
Had the assurance of President Wilson, given dm 
paign, that no legitimate industry had anything to t% from 
Democratic tariff revision, been fulfilled ¢reat enter 
farm and ranch, the mill, mine, and factory we In he 
under sentence of destruction through Democrat ! 
lation. 
DEADLY AS A WHOLE, UNSOUND IN DI 

The deadly character of this tariff mixture is vitable 
result of an uncanny combination of every evil { 1 of 1h 
cratic heresy. As certain elements but mildly « ( in 
themselves become, in combination. d ructive al « a 
superlative degree, so these various Ds eratic t f 
in evil combination become an agency of meus es 
ity for harm. Not only is the measure fundat \ 
in principle or lack of principle, but it bears numberk 
dences of unsound and ill-considered action in the eas d 
framing of schedules. The general substitution of ad valor 
for specific duties is squarely in conflict with the lessons of our own 


experience and directly contrary to the present practice of 


countries, like Germany, which have made the most thor h 
and scientific study of tariff questions. This is certain to aid 
and encourage fraud and lead to such serious and nera 
undervaluation as to render rates, at best too low, still lower 
in their actual application. The placing of the same or a her 
rate on the raw material of a process or industry then on the 
advanced or finished product has no counterpart in any tariff 
legislation with which I am familiar and will be disastrous to 
| industries. In various schedules of the bill a great variety of 
| articles widely differing in the percentage of labor cost are 
grouped under one head with the same rate. This is evidence 
either of profound ignorance of the elementary principles of 
tariff making or of utter indifference as to the effect of sched 
ules on American labor and enterprise. Of necessity such 


rates are either too low to give the American producer any 
chance on any of the articles or else too high on some and 


low on others. 
vast extent and great importance, the widespread opinion that 


measure and rammed it down the throats of their protesting | 


colleagues accomplished their purpose not by arguments ad- 
dressed to your judgment but by artful appeals for support 
for that coordinate branch of the Government which controls 
the shaking of the plum tree. Whether it was loyalty to the 
titular head of the party or a lively sense of favors to come 
which most prevailed in persuading many of you, contrary te 
your Judgment as to the best interests of your constituents, I 
shall leave it to them to decide, with the conviction that neither 
excuse will save you from the wrath to come. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

But these gentlemen who framed the measure and compelled 
you to accept it are not wholly to blame because it is what it is, 
for with a platform declaration that protective tariffs are un- 
constitutional, with a presidential declaration that no legitimate 
industry should suffer, with the Underwood patented “com- 
petitive” tariff, and the ancient Democratic shiboleth of free 
trade, all to reconcile, the wonder is that the committee did not 
lo worse, if, indeed, that were possible. 

Had the free traders in your party been able to prevail in 
all things the result could not have been much, if any, more 
disastrous, for the need of revenue would have stayed their 
hand, and they would, at least, have been consistent enough 
not to place a duty on the raw material of an industry the fin- 
ished product of which went to the free list, as you have done 
in numerous instances. Had the tariff for revenue idea pre- 


Mr. BARTLETT. 
a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. I would be glad to do so, but I have only 
an hour and I desire to complete what I have in mind to say 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is just a question with reference to the 
statement the gentleman made—that no tariff bill but this ever 
permitted raw material to come here free and taxed the ma 
factured product. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is not exactly what I said; but no 
tariff bill, I am sure, that was ever framed and introduced ar 
where on the face of the earth ever did that to the extent 
this bill does. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 


Mr. BARTLETT. Oh. 

Mr. MONDELL And I know of no former tariff legislation 
that ever did that, except possibly in a few very rare and uniim 
portant instances. In this case it runs through your entire 
bill. If there is any principle at all to your bill—which I very 
much doubt after a careful consideration of it—that would 
seem to be it. You not only paralyze the industries of the 
country by your rates, but for fear you should have left some 
industry in position to keep its head above your engulfing tide 


of free trade you propose to handicap the American producer, 
the American manufacturer, over and above any possible handi 


cap that lower wages paid on the other side might bring 
{Applause on the Republican side.}] For fear there should be 


some lingering hope that some industry somewhere might sui 
vive you have introduced this principle, this theory, whutevel 
you may ¢all it, this lack of principle which runs 
your bill, through which you place on the free finish 
products the raw materials of which are taxed. That 
and without reference to any other proposition in the b 


throug! 


list 


tifies any man who believes in intelligent tariff revisio h 
or low, in voting against the measure. 
“NEAR” PROTECTION AND CO 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWwoop] has at intet 
vals confessed himself a near protectionist by seeking to appl) 
his so-called competitive-tariff theory in such manner as to give 
the American producer at least a fighting chance in his hom 


market, and a few of the rates he fixed may possibly measu! 
ably cover the difference in cost of production here and abroad. 
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In so far as this has been done, we welcome such recognition 
of the virtues of the protective principle. How utterly incon- 
sistent with this attitude is the ruthless slaughter of enter- 
prises of present vast extent and great future promise, like the 
sugar and and woolen 
President Wilson is quoted in the papers as having stated to 
newspaper ! that if any sugar factories closed by reason of 
free sugar it would only be for effect, and they would 
resume. I hope the Pi lent did not say that. It 
enough to have the Presi and his party take the position 
that the interests of the jority demand the immolation 
on the altar of the public ¢ ’ great and growing industries, 
but it is infinitely worse sentencing great industr 
xtinction and fixing the the claim 
wri , lef 
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irmer $50,000,000 annually will be 
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DI RI rive 


Free wool means loss and depression to our entire 


Vi ind ry and complete destruction im 
portant part of the industry, that of merino and mixed-hlood 
No man who knows enough about 

about it will den) 


to the most 


the indust 


the truth of 


ry to 8] eak 
this general propo 
n from Alabama [Mr. UNprErwoop] admitted 
‘ cent duty proposed by his bill of last year 
of the Ohi ey. He and 
the industry n't pay under 
into the scr: leap and some- 
i In half 

States the sheep decreased over half in number in three ; 
under the Wilson bill, and even more in value; and a few years 
more of free trade would have virtually wiped out the industry 
During that seme period the sheep of the country decreased 
15,000,000 in number and the wool clip 90,000,000 pounds, a loss 

of at lenst $75,000,000 to the industry. 

Not content with having brought great loss on the American 
woolgrowers by continual agitation of the tariff, the gentlemen 
on the other side now use present low wool prices, for which 
they are largely responsible, as an argument for making them 
lower under free trade. The fact is, however, that while 
prices have been greatly depressed during this tariff agitation 
actual comparison of the London and Boston prices of identical 
wools, made within the past few months, show a difference in 
favor of the American grower by reason of the present tariff of 
from 54 to 74 cents a pound. Take that amount from the farm- 
ers’ and flockmasters’ price and one does not need to be a 
prophet to foresee what will happen. 

We are informed that this bill is intended to reduce the cost 
of living. Have our Democratic friends forgotten that the 
sweetest ment in the world lies under the wool of the 
American sheep, especially the mountain sheep? How do you 
propose to make up for this loss of meat supply? I note that 
you have separated the sheep from the goats, and, contrary to 
scriptural injunction, you abandon the sheep and protect the 
goats. Is it your idea to give the people goat meat instead of 
mnutton on the theory that they will be lucky to get any meat 
at all under a Democratic administration? The meat of a 


years 
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cleanest. 
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billy goat will unquestionably give more aroma of a kind to 
Democratic free-trade soup kitchens than that of a meriy 
lamb. If this is not the reason for the favor you extend 
goat, is it because they raise goats in Texas and sheep in © 
You put a 10 per cent duty on the wheat of Minnesots, n 


ne 
her flour, and 334 


per cent protection upon the rice of Lo 
ana and Texas. You do not believe in protection, you say 

you have left but tattered fragments of it in this bill ey 
that you protect Texas on rice and the hair of the goat, ; 
New Jersey, which has furnished us with a President, « 
silk industry; also a few favored localities where they m 

ture automobiles, r 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
tion? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman think it is 
to the cotton raisers of the South to have their cotton 
free and untaxed as that the great grain raisers of t] 
sh 1 he their bind twine free? Does not he think 

y fair ma ju +9 
Mr. MONDELL. I do 
ging for dustry alone 
fair or equitable, wl 
cotton or 
all 


least an 


Will the gentleman yield to just 


i have 
equally 
not think the proposition of fr: 
ond confined to that 
it be the industry of the rais 
anything else. If it be held to be proper t 
for all purposes on the free list there may 
argument for it, but to place on the free list | 
for the one purpose, in one i 
titable. As to other bogging, the 
so arranged it in the schedule that there is not 
for the American manufacturer of bagi 
the miserable, underpaid Hindu labor that produces it 
Mr. BARTLETT. There ought to be—— 
Mr. MONDELL. Why, in the philosophy of the 
He does not believe, apparently, that any An 
protected from the underfed and the uw 
ably housed and the half-nourished c 


one it ind 


ether 


neither fair nor eg 
Be tae 


of protection 


be 
i id the 
Kast 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
and that tri 


niisel 


It is an article made in America by 
ist not long ago shut out its own labor by not 
wages. 
Mr. MONDELL. It is very easy for the gentlema 
about trusts as an excuse for any Democratic iniquity 
Mr. BARTLETT. I can establish my statement by | 


Mr. MONDELL. It is very easy to attempt to answe 


| question concerning the scheduies of this bill by talki 


trusts. It reminds me of an argument they used to ma 
in the gentleman's country, which I hope they do not 
longer. I gsked a gentleman once how it was that 
policies could come from a certain 
if those policies were discussed there. He said, “ Do n 
yourself. They do not discuss those They 
‘Nigger domination’; that settles it.” 
Now, the gentleman, whenever a question is raised as 
the schedules in this bill, will sheut “ Trust.” | 
Aye, that has been a potent slogan in the past. and 
ison for it, but when, under Democratic le 
the soup houses are filled with thousands of American 
who can not secure employment, when mills and f 
closed, when the farmer is compelled to sell his prod 
less than it to produce it, the gentleman w 
able to fool the people by continually referring every | 
tion to the trusts. [Applause on the Republican side 
gentleman is like the doctor who could noi cure a part 
ailment with which a patient was afflicted, but he was w 
to throw him into fits, because he thought he could cu 
fits. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit just one ' 

Mr. MONDELL. I am sorry I have not the time, if I 
conclude in the time given me. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Just a word 

I have not made the statement concerning the Bagging ‘| 
without full information. It appears in the evidence befor 
Payne Ways and Means Committee, in 1909, that had hea! 
on the tariff bill of that year 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman can make a speech as | 
as he pleases about that trust or any other trust. I a! 
more in favor of trusts than he is. This fact remains, that 
India, which is the principal competitor of American bage'0s 
manufacturers, the average wage is less than one-tenth of ™ 
it is in the United States, and the gentleman can not answet 
that proposition by talking about trusts. I am as much agi! st 
trusts and combinations in restraint of trade as he is, and ! at 
is why I do not propose to join in a proposition to paralyze he 
great American farm industry in sugar beets and sugar cane 
in order to help the law-breaking Sugar Trust to throttle the 


ioe 
policies, 


of 


costs 
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,meriean people by controlling the price of sugar. [Applause} Free cotton ties, bagging, and pre loth may temporarily be 
the Republican side. | | of some slight value to the cotton ‘rT, though that is doubt 
pot better express my views in regard to the attitude of | ful, but certain it is that the soy ee agricultural machinery 








Democratic Party on the sheep and wool question than by | will not compensate the farmers, d flockn ters. and 
¢ an extract from a speech 1 made in the House on June | herdsmen of any part of the country e chenpening of their 
1 1911, as follows: | products, Which you hope to by allowing free o1 
neace reducts of the flocks of our country add to our comfort nearly free importations of lil 
d in war they furnish us with material for clothing | I presume that you gentlen 1 that t beet-sugar 
he soldiers in the field, without which we would be | farmer - eailiiedise aan raaa “ 
as he s in the face of an enemy in a long and arduous cam armer, wiose industry y¢ ro to consoled 
we would 1 ithout ammunition for our guns. tut for the | by your assurance that if be had an opport ty to w beet 
wool industry we would in time of peace be shorn of many | he might have the privilege of t them w G 7 
nd com n4 in time of war we would be naked to our | -ultiv: : N i : : 4] ; ' 
Yet t is the ind ancient and honorable, useful and | ‘ u tive tor. NO oubdt yo expect the Louis an §& 1 pienter 
pred we: t ». employing hundreds of thou- | to find compensation for the loss of his best crop in the pror 
. irom | shepherds on the piains to the operatives in the | that he may have the privilege of preparing his land for les 
h the Demo t Party does not consider entitled to any ‘ofitab] menne rith : R as : 
ion as present status or future prospects in the framing | profita vue crops: with a cig lan prow. 
Y bill. 2 |} When our splendid merino aud mixed-blood wool industry 
wiTo 7 I I ; FI : | destroyed you gentlemen, no doubt. hone to derive satisfaction 
1 +} } Ty? tc WT) » * nder 1} tl as of ~ adi 4 : 
4s I have conned the schedules of this bill my wonder has | from the fact that if we bad she ») to shear we might buy She 
eased as to what occupations and industries its framers | field shears for that purpose free of duty. Should the lower 
ted would remain ope to American labor and industry | prices for meats which you hope to secure by placing them on 
ts schedules ¢ into full swing. The rates are so low 00 | the free list be realized, no doubt ou expect the far r and 
; red product at . kinds and great volume S tO | stockman to be entirely satisfied with the as t © tha v 
ten the employme of numberless mill and factory work- | have attempted to give him cheaper hoes and prod poles, 
rhat our people will be able to overcome the hand ‘ap | In all human probability no Ame! 1 farmer will ever 1 
h the me e piaices American enterprise in the as-/| satisfactory farm machinery cheaper under your bill than hi 
¢ and fabrication « vast variety of articies, without | does now; therefore if the reduced prices of hay, ¢ n, dairy 
! n wage is j) nt to nyone having an elementary I roducts, fruits and vegetables. swine sheep. and cattle which 
. . . . ; . = ’ . : : - ‘ . t, : bis & I I 
edge of condition It is true that a few favored lines of | you have promised shall materialize, the loss will be wholly 
facture, like those of silks and automobiles, for Instance, | yncompensated by any corresponding gain. If, as a tter « 
eft with adequate protection, but these are the rare excep- | fact, the placing of agricultural machinery on the fre t wer 
{ } ce of ch machinery by the small amount 
Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? low tariff. which. bv the wav. d t apr 
Mr. MONDELL. Just a question vy which does not levy a t 


or any count 
machinery, t 
ifinitesimal fraction of his certain lo 


r 
he possible gain to the fan 


Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman think that auto- 
es and silks above all things ought to be taxed? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, everything in this world is compara- 

‘ rhere are mighty few American working girls—God bless 

honest, virtuons, and courageous—there are mighty few 

of them who under a Republican 2dministration can not afford 

a Sunday dress of silk, thank God. [Applause on the Republican 





WHAT ARE LBGITIMAT INDUSTRIE 
Reading the schedules of your bill and recalling the 
ance of President Wilson that no legitimate industry had a 
thing to fear from Democratic tariff revision, one is challenged 
| by the query, What is a legitimate industry? 
—— ‘ - ; | Is that ancient agricultural and pastoral pursuit which first 
Mr. BARTLETT ‘Thy, this bill reduces e tax silks | ; s 
a : R — i = } aaa vt —— —— = ' ——— | weaned men from savage ry, the profession of the patriar 
‘ yh S 1e ny a i. | . > ' 
what 1 : in the yn . ‘ . e | old, the occupation of those who as they wate! ] { 
Mr. MONDELL. It reduces the duty on silks mighty little 7 : : 
: : ; . : ’| flocks by nicht received from the angel of the Lord the fi 
I ess than it will reduce the wages and the opportunities tidit of the advent of the Sat of } . not a 
: tidings o 2 ‘nt « » Savior of mankin ot a le 
ermmployment of the working girl. sut I did not refer to ; 


; 7 : . mate industry in the opinion of tl Demo ic Pt lent and 
se partienlar rates of dutv with a view of contending that as ; aie ae : aia 4 a 
! : ; Congress? And if so, why? I h ver in t 
ey were or were not reasonably protective. I called atten ; : . : a aaa : : 
: aa ; ; : the Ohio and the Rocky Lor region of those gentle cre 
to them to illustrate the illogical, inequitable, lopsided, 1 } 2. 1, 4 . , 
‘ . : . : . ae tures, the scriptural type of innocence, which turt i the cheay 
ng, hobble-skirted character of your legislation. You leave| the , a “ba alk an fat aoe " 
est Lhe ciennes ana I }u St L Lies 0 Lie LeeCd YY ol 
ce uty oT vheant ut f * the pre et rhen ’ : ; : . 
ent duty on wheat, but flour, the product of wheat, the people and the finest and s eat of achien fleece tor Ui 


you place on the free list. Cattle and sheep are dutiable: beef 

d mutton are on the free list. You claim the cotton planter 
is entitled to free bagging and free cotton ties because cotton 
is on the free list, but you place wool on the free list; and while 
you do not protect the American manufacturer of such bagging 


clothing of the Nation, not a legiti enterprise? And if 
| why? 
Are the hundreds of millions of dollars invested In milks and 


i factories for the production of cane and beet sugar not 


e _- | mate investments? Are the opportunities and employmen 
the woolgrower uses, you do retain a 30 per cent duty on it, : . of ; ; ' . 
or eee ; me -* | offered to hundreds of thousands of American farmers and 
as you do on practically everything the woolgrower uses in his | tal ve in th rewing of at né suear t : : : 
, s | laborers i! eg Ving of sugar cane a sug er not 
business. You deprive the woolgrower of all protection, but | al pportunities and employn ? And if t wh \ 
. aa ante o 0 un S and empiovine of ne it not, why? | 
} ace a duty on tops, the first finished product of the wool, | PI ote - 


plause on the Republican side 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the 
tleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyomin: 1 
to the gentleman from North Dakota? 


rt 


ch as te give the larger woolen manufacturers, whom you 
e been berating for years, a virtual monopoly. You have 

talking incessantly about making the poor man’s clothing 
eaper, and yet you have retained in your bill the most ob- 
jectionable feature of present Schedule K by fixing a rate on 


— — 


| Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. From South Dakota 
cheap mixed goods of cotton and wool as though they were all Ms MONDE! _ For cas mol f 
, . You have followed the good old Demo ratic doctring of | Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Has the gent! - 
ailowing our people to import rags and shoddy free; that is dise ion in part of the hearings had before the C mitte 
logh'n ; ‘ le = = “ ae ey . _pae i = i taal r= Lis nssil part lt ng } i | ) rit 
wl | in a Demo ratic tariff bill, for rags will be all the style | Wavs and Means between the gentleman from New Yort 1 


‘n your administration gets into full swing. I suppose you 

k it also legical to place a high rate, comparatively, on im- 
orted goods made largely of rags and shoddy. ‘Taking into 
onsideration the advantages which manufacturers secure in 
Some instances under your bill through free raw material, the 
protective rates you have placed on some of their products are 
ictually higher than ander the Payne law. These are the de- 
tls that condemn the bil!; its utter lack of any foundation 
theory, its resultant iniquities, which would make it ridiculous 
if it were not tragic. 
LOSS TO FARMERS AND STOCKMEN. 


| some of the witnesses in regurd to what is a legitimate A 
can industry? I refer to the gentieman from New York, M 
| HARRISON. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not had that pleasure 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota I think the logical 
of that was that a legitimate American industry is un ind 
| that can sustain itself in this country in the face of a! 
tion from abroad without any protection. [Lat er « 
| Republican side. | 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; in other words, an industry that can 


/ 
t 
tT 
i 
( 


< 
4 
( 


maintain itself under a Democratic administ mn: and tl 
It can be said, without fear of successful contradiction, that only industry that can do that is the soup-house industry. [Ap 
no considerable portion of our people engaged in any form of | plause on the Republican side.] 


agriculture or husbandry outside the cotton belt can escape Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gm 
Serious loss and injury through the passage of this bill. i tieman yield to me? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? | rived from the reduced duty retained on sugar for three ) 

Mr. MONDELL. Only for a question. I regret I have not | and is as indefensible as a policy as it is impossible of | 
more time at my disposal. | administration. We are gravely assured that this plan to a 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Since the gentleman from | all the world to ship its goods here free through the Philip 
North Dakota has referred to me in this matter, I will say to | is proper, because the ‘“‘ War Department suggested it.” 
him that [ do consider that in trying to maintain by tariff rates} The Democratic Party proposes, I understand, a_ poli: 

a tropical crop in a temperate zone, as, for example, Louisiana | scuttle toward the Philippines, that we sever all conne 
cane sugar, an attempt is made to maintain an illegitimate | with and obligations toward them, and you inaugurate 
industry. policy of surrender by giving them tariff benefits accorde:| 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, with all due | one else, not even our own people. This extraordinary pl 
apologies to North Dakota for the mistake of haying been | sition is carried in the same bill which contemplates 
credited twice to that State, as I have read those hearings the | termination of our reciprocal benefits and obligations wun 
statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] | our treaty with Cuba—the same bill through which we ar 
was practically to the effect that I stated that a legitimate | inflict great and lasting injury on our own territory and pe 
American industry is an industry that is not to be harmed by | in Hawaii and Porto Rico. 
the proposed Democratic revision of the tariff—that is, an in- LOSS OF MARKETS AND REVENUE. 
dustry that can thrive in this country without protection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; and the statement just made by the | 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] satisfies me that no 
industry that requires any protection whatever is, in the opin- 
ion of the gentleman from New York, a legitimate industry, 
whether it be agricultural or industrial. That is what his 
proposition leads to, and while he may have, his party has not 
the courage to write a bill boldly declaring that policy, though 
they came near writing such a bill. There are others on that 
side who, like the gentleman from New York, are full-fledged 
free traders. There are few who have the courage to declare 
it; most of them prefer to leave the impression at home that, 
as far as the home industry was concerned, it was to be made 
an exception, If that had not been done, there would be many 
seats now held on that side filled by Republicans. 

INJURY TO WEST AND PACIFIC SLOPE, 

It is true the great West and Northwest had little represen- | 
tation on the Democratic committee which framed this bill, | sneak of the people, have only in mind the cotton plante: 
but is it possible that the members of that committee do NO. | few favored manufacturers, and the dwellers on the eas 
know of or care for the people or the indust ries of that fair | of New York? Do the cotton kings, those who dwell in the sii 
and fertile portion of our land, the source of the grain and | of Tammany Hall, and a few favored manufacturers co 
meat supply of the Nation? : the people in the opinion of the Democratic Party? [Laue 

If the cominittee had no regard for the vast products in wool | ang applause on the Republican side.] My friend fron 
and mutton, beef and wheat, sugar, and dairy products of that | praska {[Mr. SLoan] referred to it the other day as the | 
region, what about those on the Democratic side who were sent lof Dixie and Tammany against the balance of the countr: 
here by the people of that region tO look after their interests? ain glad to use his apt expression, giving him credit for it. 
There is not a product of the agricultural or pastoral midwest, No doubt you have in mind also the so-called ultimat 
northwest, mountain west, or Pacific slope which is not either | sumer, whose purchasing power does not depend in an) 
doomed or seriously menaced by this bill. Where are those upon the state of the industries of the country. ‘There : 
Democrats from that region whose duty it is to guard their | few such, no doubt, whose incomes being fixed beyond the 
people and their enterprises? What have they to say in this | of trade or industrial conditions to disturb them, may be 
hour of their people's peril? fited by the conditions of low prices you hope to establish 

A SURRENDER TARIFF. yond these I can think of no one under the flag who can | 

Hailing from the West, as I do, it is perhaps natural that my benefit by your legislation. ea 
attention should be particularly challenged by the menace this | _ 0D the other hand, the most optimistic among you «: 
bill presents to the people of that region, but perhaps the most | jure up ho legitimate industry, no opportunity of hone 
amazing thing about the bill is the fact that no industry or | Ployment, which will be benefited or enlarged througi) 
enterprise seems to have been important enough to be spared | legislation. While many industries tremble in anticijpa 
and none so insignificant as to escape. Great textile and metal | the effect of your schedules, none anticipate more f 
industries have their rates cut to the bone. Perhaps that was | conditions by reason of it. While labor in many 
to be expected from your past declarations, but a multitude | threatened with loss of employment or lowering of waze 
of smaller industries—in regard to which the committee had | Class of labor looks for better wages or more constant « 
little if any information, if we are to judge from the hearings— | ment as a result of your action. The best that you can 
are put on the ragged edge or thrown overboard. Up and down | labor is that by reducing the rewards of the producers 01 
the schedules rode the committee, apparently for all the world farms you may possibly temporarily better the conditions 
like a gang of drunken cowboys shooting up the town or a band | consumers of their product in the cities and towns. 
of Moro fanatics running amuck. This is no revision; it is a THE BEST YOU CAN HOPE FOR. 
smashing of the tariff, a complete surrender of our markets This, then, is the best you can hope for, that by the des 
to foreigners. [Applause on the Republican side.] tion of certain industries, great and small, with great 

Scattered about throughout the country in almost every | permanent loss, the transfer of production from ours to fo 
Northern State, no doubt in many Southern States, are small | shores, and by the reduction of the rewards of the agricul! 
shops, foundries, mills, and factories engaged in the manu- | classes of our people you may bring some small benetit 
facture, in a limited way, of a vast variety of articles, including | mythical class labeled the ultimate consumer. 
knit, felt, and woven goods, special clothing, gloves and mittens, Many men at one time and another in the world’s his 
machine tools, special machinery, wooden and iron ware, house- | have followed as disappointing a phantom as you are 
hold utensils, harness and saddles, sundries—none have escaped. | pursuing. Men have sought the alchemy that was to | 
The slogan of the Donnybrook fair, “ Wherever you see a head, | dross to gold; they have endeavored to secure perpetual mot 
smash it,” has been the shibboleth. [Laughter and applause on | they have searched for a fountain of perpetual youth; ti 
the Republican side.] have looked for the pot of gold at the foot of the rainbow: : 

BENEFITS THE PHILIPPINES, INJURES HAWAII AND PORTO RICO, one and all their quests, their efforts, and their endeavors |) 

Not content with smashing schedules so as to give all the | been quite as sensible, reasonable, and logical as —? F i 
world the privilege of our great market free, or measurably so, | bave all been bitterly disappointed, even as you will be. [| 
our Democratic friends prepare to give the people of the Philip- | Plause on the Republican side.] 
pines unqualifiedly the free run of our market, not only for DEMOCRATIC FAILURE. 
their own goods and products but for the goods of all the world Your failure will not be due to differences of individu 
shipped to us by way of the Philippines, provided such goods | opinion, marked as they are. It will not result from seltis!! 
are Philippine in half their value. This amazing proposition | efforts to secure local advantages and ignore the just claiins 
practically annuls whatever temporary benefit might be de- |! of others, much as that will divide your councils. Neither w!! 


This measure surrenders the best markets in the world 
foreigners without attempt or pretense of securing any t: 
advantages thereby. It will cause the loss of many millio 
revenue, the payment of which is in the main no appre 
burden, and proposes to fill the gap in revenue by an ing 
torial personal tax. 

Whatever our opinion may be of the wisdom of adopti: 
time of peace the English system of a national income tax, 
| depriving the States of that source of revenue, I doubt if 
a tax on earned incomes as low as $4,000 will prove profit 
|} or popular, and when the tax is so drawn as to amou 
triple taxation in many instances it becomes indefensil!y 
equitable in such cases. 

WHO BENEFITED AND How, 

But we are told that all the sacrifices of opportunity 
enterprise this measure proposes are in the interest of 
people. Is it possible that our Democratic friends, when 
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party leaders or of dispositi mo for prot m for his ow hut he m 
se qualities you have displayed | the | t ot 
tuents or well for your | they iter ve 
per than all these; it is elemen- | detail. 
rom your failure to 1 nize | Mr. HARDY. I yw ! ) 
ruth, to establish a principle of action and stick | all the a wer, the re 
1 t ‘ | 
reat trut nd principl lie at the foun on of A MION I 
i y fe Aa < u vy like ours., We have fj I ii \ 
< ola l l i | l of lvile a | S ) j 
i I ition ab ( I of any othe! | pue in 1 1 1 \ 
be ¢ f our people would stand it, than | which he refers ADI i 
} \ gr of Los { gaara bu i we are to | rhe CHAIRMA} i { 
i we are to rai Lie! Ligier x a > TK h expired 
i > gmong our people, we can not, we must not, | Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I eld 
i] ou a plane as to their employment, as to the | gentleman from Wyom 
r their labor and ende vor, With those who are content l Tro 
ed to nt and live under star rds, ¢ litionr and | Mr. MONDETLI Tt true t tT) 
S lave b han irs. rhes { | ! \ ti 1 1 it } 
j h must b re zed ba ( vou In rt é 
\ el s party to accept the! t iriff It « 2 
‘ t ¥ in 5O yei and you | not in mo! Ll to ’ R : 
] ry to ie I int I » : 
} I ICY ( ‘ rtt , 
> sO is é mf oul TT erp re oO 1 [ I 
} d by « el . ad we will write the n tt i » | ) neonle ft : 
merican ew pt, for they will not a¢ vav att ‘ 
Ve have 3 med Ss . roper basis of | ort 
t f rate at wh he Amet » i pay and I W 
I her W e than his reign com itor d t I 
 ¢ erms At « tin 3; to many au t was I I 
material if the rate was somewhat ab » this | established | fecthy le 
with the growth of combination, and of opportunity | | pe, pal - oe 
nation, s » abuses came, and as the opportunity for | that unde! ondit amo! ‘ ind « 
ui grenter abuses existed the demagogue came ) 1 sf vho 1 I ! tl i ‘ 
\ were blamed not only for the abuses which did exist but | land and have ; vn steadily better. You |! e 
more for the opportunities for abuse which, the people were led | and with some ss, to mi men 
1 ve, existed in some of our schedules. | wages and opportunities our | le enjoy are 1 a ) 
rARIFF COMMISSION, | tection but largely to organization, ignoring the fa 
\ necessity became apparent for schedules, which while ; #0 on has ever been ab to sql ! ' 
our on people an opportunity to do the Nation's | °F make bread from stone Oo no amount 
no hiding place for monopoly, we adopted the plan | C2n Wring a living or adequate wa from ar 
y of securing accurate and scientific information as to does not tS h enterprise from \ 
of production at home and abroad. In an interval of | Plause on the Repul n 
he Democratic leaders accepted and approved the plan, | LI I 
llow evil counsel later to defeat it Your appeals have been to lo ak nine 
result is that although the Tariff Board we were able isness. to selfishness. to « and 
t » and retain for a short time did make a report on | heen. owing to our d 3 
schedules no attention was paid to it in framing this | jn the ure of t vs. fuil in the day of 
I I am not surprised at that; I am surprised that holding lready failed wit ou 11 ‘ t ca vou 
t ev ou do the committee went through the idle and | p»ymbers of vou from time to time, fig for vour 0 
‘ form of holding hearings. or fot i] industries. have hurled vour salvos 
philosophy, or sophistry, nothing that an Ameriean | natronaze-buttressed position of your temporary maste1 { 
ty pre au Tr, or n nuf eturer could Say tot ! ing the | Way Ss aud Me S Conimiittes \ iin l da tex] 
] « tarifl rates to protect his labor or production could | fighting for what you consid the interests of your con 
( | have any effect on your action. A table of imports and | ents) have dashed y \ , t the ' 
( production, a schedule of rates ~alculated to increase | discipline, and all in \ . A there ] ; 
the te ie nae on latter, a few orders from the | ment, since the bill was first subinitted to eaueus, whien if allo 
h n ying } plans, a secret caucus binding | yoy who have been fighting for perfectly proper and edt 
{ souls and consciences of Democratic Members, and the | changes in schedules had combined you could not have saved 
thisg was done. And the Lord have mercy upon us and upon all | the industries and employments of your people doomed or met 
our pe ple aced by this bill. But you could not combine, because you 
Mr. HL. AR DY. Now will the gentleman yield? — a isaumuan ties selfish rule « f att . ne ng to pr 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes aes uaa meetie ; : = Senile , ~ ' 
aoe ; 7 perity in your own sections or industries regard the inte 
: HARDY. I want to ask the gentleman, if high protection | ects of other sections or ind ries 
has made such high wages in this country, why has it not pro ones se stn ae 
duced high wages in Italy and Germany? | weeps ' “TE 
Mr. MONDELL. Protection has increased and maintained From these scenes of party strife, of personal ar h a 
wages wherever as a policy it has been adopted. [Applause on | your membership, from the painful contemplation of the « 
the Republican side.] It has done that to a peculiar, unex- | days certain to befall as the result of your legislation, I | 


impled, and extraordinary degree under the American flag. forwurd to that not distant day, when the destructive and para 





Br I am thinking about these troubled gentlemen who, like my | lyzing effect of your legislation being painfully patent to all, ¢ 
fri end from Texas, want a duty on wool. people will deman 1d that you provide tariff com: on, 
Mr. HARDY. Oh, the gentleman should not make that state- | shall ascertain and report the facts om which to base a tariff 


ment. measuring the difference of cost of production at home ar 
Mr. MONDELL. Well, the other gentleman from Texas, a | abroad. But you will not write the bill based on such a repo 
number of gentlemen from Texas, who want a duty on wool. | Before it is made you will be hurled from the s f pow 
You can not have that, say your masters of the Ways and|in this House, and Republicans, true to their part t , 
Means Committee, but they gave you a duty on rice, of which | chastened by defeat, tried and tempered by adversit will in 
you grow some in Texas. It is hard to keep track of the various | be called to control and responsibility. Then we will write up 
local protection fads of you gentlemen on the other side. Some | the statute books a tariff bill, based on accurate inform ! 
of you want a di ity on wool, some on sugar, while some of your | whose schedules, while affording no harbor or opportunity foi 
real statesmen have been content with a duty on rice or peanuts. | monopoly or oppression, shall protect American labor and indus 
. But you can not combine to secure what you ask for. Why? | try against unfair and unequal competition from forei 
; Because you have been teaching the doctrine that a man may ' [Loud applause on Republican side.] 
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UNDERWOOD. itleman | 
Hinois [Mr. 


WILLIAMS. 


Mr. Chairman, 
WILLIAMS]. 
Mr. Chairman, 
t to discuss the tariff question, but to avail 
privilege under the rule to pronounce a_ bri 
one-hundredth anniversary of the birth of Stephen 
touching his life, his character, and his public 
Mr. Chairman, Stephen A. Douglas was born 
to-day in the town of Brandon, in the State of 
father died when he was 2 months of age, leaving family with 
limited means. He received an academic education at Brandon | 
and at Canandaigua, N. Y. He was very studious and unusually 
bright and promising. At the age of 20, short of stature and 
slender of figure. he turned his face to the westward in search 
of fame and fortune. He reached Jacksonville, Ill, in the 
autumn of 1833, a stranger without money and without friends. | 
He taught school, read law, and took an active interest in 
pol and within 14 years after the date of his arrival he 
Imitted to the bar, had been a member of the Illinois 
prosecuting attorney, registrar of the land office, | 
tary of state, judge of the supreme court, and three times 
“l a Representative in Congress, and had been elected to 
enter upon his first term in the United States Senate | 
rf 34 years of His rise was phenomenal. The | 
of s country, with all its splendid opportunities and 
fails to record another instance of such rapid | 
ichievement, 
n leader of 
elous 
ZA 


recogniz 


I yield to the ge 
] 
at this 
myself of a 
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fe were the most stormy 
of the country, and Douglas was 
far the most potent factor 
ground between the contentions of the North 
of the South, and sought in every way within the 
man to effect a reconciliation and bring about a 
affairs which would avoid a conflict of arms be- 
tween the two sections of the country. But so intense and bitter 
had the flict become that longer delay or further compro- 
mise was impossible, and Douglas went down to defeat between 
the extreme conte! —the upper and nether milistones—of 
the two opposing factions. 

Although he had been defeated by Mr. Lincoln for the Presi- 
dency, When war came Douglas arose to sublime heights, and 
espoused the cause of the Union with a vigor and force unex- 
celled, and cont: buted by the migit and power of his influence 
more to the support of the administration and the cause of the 
Union than any other individual or group of men throughout 
the entire North. So complete was his control over the mem- 
bers of his own party that when he spoke all political differ- 
ences were forgotten, and his followers rallied to the support of 
Lincoln and to the cause of the Union as one man. 

When the excitement and intensity which attended the out- 
break of hostilities was at its height in the State of Illinois and 
the Middle West, Douglas addressed a joint session of the Illinois 
Legislature, upon the invitation of that body, and delivered his 
last and most famous speech in support of the Union. This 
speech was made on April 26, 1861. The effect was inspiring 
it stilled every opposition, and lined up all factions in the North 
in support of the Constitution and the flag. If eloquence is 
measured by the immediate and momentous effect on the minds 
of men, then this speech deserves to rank among the great ora- 
tions of the world, and is well worth reproduction here, and I 
ask the privilege of incorporating a portion of it in the Rrecorp 
as a part of these remarks. He was introduced by Hon. Shelby 
M. Cullom, then speaker of the Illinois House of Representa- 
tives, und said: 

lor the first time since the adoption of the Federal Constitution a 
widespread conspiracy exists to destroy the best Government the sun 
of heaven ever shed its rays upon. Hostile armies are now marching 


upon the Federal Capital with the view of planting a revolutionary 
flag upon its dome, seizing the national archives, and taking captive the 
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A war of aggressive extermination is being waged 
Government established by our fathers. 

Already the piratical flag has been unfurled 
the United States Letters of marque 
pirates of the world to assemble under ' 
mit depredation upon the commerce carried on under the Star 
Stripes. The navigation of our great river into the Gulf of Mey 
Customhouses have already been established and 
batteries have been planted upon its banks. 

The question is whether this war of aggression shall pescned ar 
or whether we shall meet the age res 
threshold and turn back the tide of revolution and usurpat 

So long aS there was hope of a peaceful solution I prayed 
plored for compromise. I can appeal to my countrymen with « 
that I have spared no effort, omitted no opportunity to secure 
ful solution of all these troubles and restore peace, happiness, 
to this country. 

When all propositions of peace fail and a war of ageressi 
claimed there is but one course left for the patri ot, and that is to 
under the flag which has waved over the Capital since the 
Washington and around the Government estai hed by him 
compeers. The first duty of an American citizen, or of 
any constitutional government, is obedience to the constituti 
laws of his country. 

It is a crime against the inalienable 
American citizen to attempt to destroy 
were born. It is a crime against constitutional 
of the friends of freedom throughout the wide rid io attem; 
out the United States from the map of Christendom. 

Yet this attempt is now being made. The Government of on: 
is to be overthrown and destroyed. The Capital that bears 
of the Father of his Country is to be bombarded and leveled to 1 
among the rubbish and the dust of things that are past. Th 
of your Government are to be scattered to the four winds of 
The constituted authorities placed there by the same high 
that place 


President. 


against the comn 
have been issued appealing 1 
that revolutionary flag a1 


ion 


and indefeasible 
the Government under 
freedom and 
world att 


right 


d Washington and Jefferson and Jackson in th 
and spirited away, to become a byword and a 
the world. 

is our constitutional government 
flag to be blotted out, but the 
to be undermined and destroyed. 
let loose over the face of the land; a 
is to prevail in each section of the Union, 
speak for the cause of justice and mederation 
marked down as a traitor. 
appeal to you, my countrymen, 

j 1¢ Do not allow yc 


‘titer of your ont. 

authors of this grea to lead you into 

desperate acts upon loyal citizens who may differ 
the spirit of moderation and justice prevail. 

within so brief a period after an exciting political 

man ean rise to the high and patriotic level of 

prejudices and sacrifice everything upon the altar 

allow me true to 

capital out of th 


to say to you, you will not be 
ever atte of I 
Democrats to rally to t 


mpt to manhutacture partisan 
of yvour untry. When calling upon 
field, leaving wife, child, father, and mother behind them, to 
the not make war upon ther 
their expense out the 


rescue of your Government, do 

to manufacture partisan capital at 

whic ged from the holiest and purest of motiv: 

1 aj own Democratic friends—those men who | 
the glorious banner of the country wh 

id, has dared to assail it—to you w 

has always been my pride to act—do not aliow defeat in a 
struggle and the elevation of an opposing party to power, do 
that convert you from patriots into traitors to your natiy ] 

Whenever our Government is assailed, when hostile armi 
ing under new and odious banners against the Government 
country, the shortest way to peace is the most stupendous | 
for war. Every friend of freedom, every champion and a 
constitutional liberty, throughout the land must feel that 
is his own. 

What is the attempt now being made? Several States of 
have chosen to declare that they will no longer obey 
that they will withdraw from the Government 
fathers; that they will dissolve without our consent 
have united us together. But not content with that, 
invade and obstruct our dearest and most inalienable 1 
the Constitution. 
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to rally under 
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they 
ights ‘ 
almost against hope, to avert the calamities 
and to effect a reunion and reconciliation with our brethren 
South. I yet hope it may be done, but I am not able to point 
you how it may be effected. Nothing short of Providence cat 
to us the issue of this great struggle. Bloody, calamitous, | 
will be. Let us so conduct it, if a collision must come, that 
stand justified in the eyes of Him who knows our hearts and 
judge our every act. We must not yield to resentment nor 
spirit of vengeance, much less to the desire for conquest or a 
I see no path of ambition open in a bloody struggle for trium)p 
my own countrymen. There is no path for ambition open in a « 
country. Hence whatever we may do must be the result of 
tion, of patriotic duty—the duty we owe to ourselves, to our pos 
and to the friends of constitutional liberty and self-goverument tii! 
out the world. 

My friends, I can say no more. To discuss these topics is the 
ainful duty of my life. It is with a sad heart, with a grief | 
ave never before ‘experienced, that I have to contemplate this f 
struggle; but I believe in my conscience that it is a duty we ow: 
selves, our children, and our God to protect this Government an 
flag of our country. 


His death, which followed soon after this speech was de!)) 
ered, was a great loss to the country. The Nation could 
afford to spare a man of his great worth in the hour of 
peril, but he had spoken, and the magic of his name and 
power of his word were as potent in death as in life, and w! 
the country lost the wisdom of his counsel, the influence of 
last words became an invaluable asset to the administration «1 
to the cause of the Union. 

It is said of Douglas that he was ambitious, and that hi! 
whole life was lived with one object in view—to achieve tlic 
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presidency. Inordinate ambition may be a crime, but the am- | Mr. Keir Hardie, the well-known English Socialist, a suppor 





pition of Douglas was laudable, and with all his craving for | in the British Parliament of the present “ free-trade” 1 st) 
; high oflice, he was, above all, a patriot. Ambition may also writing in the Clarion of January 9, has this to sav about the 
' »nuted to other great men who have aspired to the Presi- | conditions observed in the United States under protection 
a > but failed of their goal. It is a notable fact that the | Life out there, especially in the West oi adie sat 
men ef the country who have aspired to and sought the | home, and the very fa + d ‘ 
D> --idency with a consuming desire and ambition, to the ex- aeegee ae 6 Oe "kn Shake ne a ae ! ! \ k with 
neion of all other aspirations, have failed to achieve the aim | opportunities, generally speaking, f ttin , ote 
iect of their lives. The way to the Presidency is strewn | exist her 
. disappointed hopes and shattered ambitions. Good men Under the exhaustive investigations of 
i great have achieved the supreme and ultimate aim, but | Mngland herself is gradually awake r to the 
who have sought it most, whose lives were spent seeking | her neglected agriculture has brought n her ) 
calted station, have signally failed. Notable among these | her tariff commission says that there 
Henry Clay, Daniel Webster, Stephen A. Douglas, and | a broad contrast between the poli 1do] 
G. Blaine. Let us hope that the rule will not apply to — Fs pted by the United Kingéom. Genei 
w in life, but that those who have lost a while, but are a ess a deat taaeaeen ain : a th phakdner ct “Th 
ill of hope and prospects, may prove the exception and | to economic reasons, partly to 
e the object of their most cherished ambition and that pe 96 ae ae howe om oo vel nufa ti 
ions who are to-day hoping and praying for their success | agrarian policy, have endeavo: ati 
realize their fondest hopes. | ture and manufactures 
name of Douglas is inseparably linked with that of the | “A balance between ag tut ind Wn | 
i] Lincoln. It is not my aim nor would it serve any good | is the key to presperity and | ne in anv intl oi 
e here to analyze their characters and to compare or con- | cially in this cou try, where we possess u old m ons of 
ese two great men. They were opposites in manner, in | of fertile land, coupled with a salul US mate, tl 
h. and in form, but in the essentials that go to make great | possible to produce at home everything tha in pe 
here was no such dissimilarity as is generally supposed; food But this key to tl neritv and h 
ed their fellow man, both were men of the highest | people bas either escaped the 1 e of e Dr 1” 
e strictest integrity, the best motives, and the loftiest | or for selfish pol all is they | le 
both were politicians after the school of their day and | aside. 
ere statesmen of highest rank; both were ambitious, both I again quote from the 1906 repoi e ] 
1 to the highest station in life, and both attained great mission, which says: 
1 distinction; both were patriots and both laid down | | The ca s of the decline in agri f | 
y ambitions and gave up their lives upon the altar of their | 0", affecting all importin 
country. [Applause.] | Saee es the Vnseee Ringecss te tha 
o* in In any other ¢ try, and 1 ft 
PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from | of economie activity. During 1 . 
Dakota [Mr. Hetcesen]. Fon ral prices } a | 
HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, when a great political party | tending toward its depre ° 
1 intrusted with power and has been given such an over-| _ E ti 
ig majority as the Democratic Party now has in this | —— ricultural pt in the | 
nd when that party has adopted the policy of legislating eee ss ie: eae aaah aiken 
the secret caucus, simply bringing the results of their | by manufacturers wl mpla f 
actions into the House for ratification, I presume it is a “Dumping” is the marketing of 
of time and energy for a Member on this side of the House | industry in a foreign country 
» any observations on the character of the contemplated | cou! ry where it is produced id 
1 or to offer any argument against the wisdom of any | kind of competition is not properly curing for i 
rovisions of the measures thus to be disposed of. But] That legislation has a great de to do with t 
ive never been able to agree with the numerous tariff | failure of any industry is evidenced | ed i 
advocated by the Democratic Party in the last 50 years, | prosperity of the agric ral indu ex of E 1 | 
s I have the honor of representing the greatest agricul- | of Germany and Franee. where th have 
trict in the United States, I can not sit quietly by and | James J. Hill. in his book. “ Hig! sof P 
e agricultural industry, the greatest and most important | How to meet G wn compctit 
s country, the industry upon which every other industry, | gent leader of industry ind ev 
n fact, the whole country, depends for its prosperity, ruth- | !t Will be found that a large share of 
discriminated against as it is in this bill without entering | S{{¥ ted ““Renala + 
zorous protest. | England’s unempl i ! 
So important is the agricultural industry that no nation has | a ae Sam coe ; 
attained its greatest possible advance that has not care- | a 255.955 ee s which wer ; n 
protected it, and no nation that has failed to jealously | tion. In G ny during t 
d the interests of its farmers has long maintained its once from 22,849,950 to 23,971,573 hectares, an | 
id position among the nations of the world. I know that | Is there any better illvstration of the | ft 
‘traders are want to point to England as an exception to this | free trade in agricultural products than 
I . but it is not so certain that England will long escape the | statement? England, so densely populated that 
fate of every other nation that has neglected the interests of | Were made to produce its utmost enough cod not be 
agriculture, although, because of the very limited area of fertile | to feed all the people, her farmers with the | ! 
din the “Island Empire,” she is less affected by the steady food products in all Europe right at their doors and 
dicline in her agriculture than would be any of the other great | cheap farm labor, has under free trade been ed t 
nations of the world, and but for this fact she could not have | abandon millions of acres of fertile nd, and 
survived her present policy as long as she has. But this is a | more every year, while in Germany, under protect ‘ ) 
burning question in England to-day, and an Englishman, dis- of cultivated land has not only been r ned, but e ral 
issing the question of duties on agricultural products last | acre is being gradually redeemed to add to the 
March, said: | of the country. Count Bismarck, in the Re M 1S% 
What agricultural results have accrued under our present fiscal sys- made the following statement: 
{ ’ (1) We have enormously decreased the annual production ‘of | Is not the moment approaching when ¢ It 
Wealth from our fertile land; (2) cast away steady employment for | be able to exist, because corn is pressed t 
more than a million men; (3) driven these to emigrate or migrate to | can not be remuneratively produced in German n, ft 
our centers, already crowded, in search (and often in vain) of pre- | of living, and the cost of land being as th e? Wher 
carious casual employment at poor wages; (4) diminished by one-half | comes, then not only agriculture, but the P 
ee) meds ie eek caine ns ©). secured dear r, not cheaper, | German Empire will go to ruin as we 
Pp rted which we could “not cabin "ae nails ‘pradaes ot the | And immediately thereafter he established 
present prices or at lower. * * * : duties on German agricultural products. To DBismar the 


Duties on manufactures will be all right for that limb of the body fore. who in early life was a rank free t ler. but who. unlike 
politic, but what about the other sick one—the important one of agri- » arly } wi s : . I , p 
culture? What the State needs is a balanced production from land and | ™0st free traders, permitted stubborn p , 
co tn an ponitle meteension of a to its pristine grespertty, him of his error. the German farmers owe the fact 
‘ § m as an absorber of labor, is essential, an iis cs ? és . a ‘macaw tarmora 1 tha workd 
best be done by duties on imported farm products. * * * nr cetene 6 A as 7 “ = — : hy bone . — 
nn main object of every real fiscal reform must be to increase home If there is any COGRIFY = Burope : 4 oe ; ene 
Production, home employment, home wages. | prosperous than in Germany, it Is France. But the French 
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with cheap transportation, gradually 
of New England farms until many of them 
for the cost of the improvements. 
low price of farm products that often pre- 
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reduced yields and increased 
miuchinery. and everything the Western 

he cau no longer produce foodstuffs at as 
wh 1d was new and more productive. Be- 
New land is again coming into her own, and 

tre gradually regaining much of their lost value. 
New land or anywhere ean by patience, 
industry, and intelligence overcome and outlive 
handicap, but there is one menace that always 
ir industry, namely, the fallac political doc- 
” for a gov- 


“immoral” and “ unconstitutional 
re for the welfare of its own people 
against.the rest of the world. We 
have tried ; doctrine into prac tice time and time again, 
always th disastrous results, but it seems that each succeed- 
ing generation refuses to learn or benefit by the experience of 
those who have gone before, and so the Democratic Party, the 
exponent of this doctrine, again in power. The Democratic 
Party, like the farmers who vote that ticket once in each gen- 
eration, apparently refuses to learn or benefit by the experience 
of nations, and therefore they propose in this tariff bill 
to put our farmers in direct competition with Canada, Argen- 
tine, and other new and rapidly developing sections of the 
world. Do forget that when you force our farmers to 
compete with these countries they will have to compete, not only 
ith their rich virgin soil and cheap railroad transportation, 

did New England against our great West, but against the 

ap South American labor and ocean freights, which when 
the Panama Canal is finished will be a greater handicap than 
most men realize. 

They tell us that it has become necessary to put food prod- 
ucts on the free list because our farmers can no longer produce 
enough food to supply the needs of the American people and 
the farmers are getting so much for their products 
people in the cities are justly complaining of the high 
cost of living. I make the assertion here and now, without 
fear of successful contradiction, that both of these statements 
are erroneous and without any foundation whatever. But let 
examine them. Mr. James J. Hill has spent fortunes in 
agricultural experiments and has made a lifelong study of our 
agricultural conditions, and is therefore acknowledged to be 
the greatest authority we have on our agricultural possibilities. 

In his book 
significant st 
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vane! In profit we are satisfied with a small yleld at the exp 
me rapid soil deterioration are satisfied with a nationa 
product of $11.38 per acre at the cost of a dimi 
| return from the same fields when we might as well secure 
| times that sum. 
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fairly 
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sons to the squa lile. Adopting that ratio, the 
yroved farm lan in the United States on 
an are: aterially enlarged | 
support in comfort 317.350,405 | -ople, enal the 
to raise considerable food fer export and to enga 
nufacturing er yme Applying the same ratio 
acreage of farm lands within the United States, both improy 
ved, which was at the same date 838,591,774, the poy 
as able to comfort and prosperity on 
existing agricultural this country, under an intelli 
and a fairly compet ! no means highly scienti 
agriculture, rises to 642 
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statement, that 
population of 
ntelligent man who has given the subject 
study will deny that it at least approximat 
and if it is, then the statement that our farim« 
now abundantly our present population 
absurd th it eem if it could only be 
driveling idiots o men who would rather venture 
any subject than to give it careful and serious study. 

Next to Mr. Hill, our greatest expert on agricultur 
and possibilities, is another big railroad man, Mr. B. 

In an address before the Farm Credits Conferenc 
on April 9, on “ Relations of the Government, agricul! 
the railroads and their bearing on better marketing,” 

Agriculture and transportation have laid the foundation 
made this the greatest and most powerful Nation of the world 
are the biggest factors in America’s growth. 

There are now not more than 1,000 miles of new rai! 
construction. It would require the construction of 165,000 
additional railroad to furnish the same transportation fa t 
the Mississippi River that there are east of it, on the ba 
That great area of rich country can not grow as it should 
miles per annum of newly built railroads. 

Mr. Yoakum said that he believed in the readjustment 
tariff, but declared that > Congress should wipe eut the 
tariff on every article that is brought into this country 
year’s collections it would cam amount to $326,000 000, \ 
waste which falls upon the farmers of the Nation 1 
annuai loss of over five times the entire amount c 
our revenue collectors. In other words, the annual wast 
farms, caused by insufficient transportation facilities, 
rates on cheap products and by our present absurd syst 
is greater than the amount paid by all cur 
yearly for potatoes, flour, boots and shoes, and woolen : 
all kinds. If the farmers and the consumers of their 
could divide this loss between them, it would go a 
toward solving the high cost of living for both, but 
this possible would require the highest kind of stat: 
plus patient and persevering efforts, while to take the 
of any great industry and thow them into the free li 
neither brains nor ability 

Now, let us examine the other contention, namely, | 
farmer and the price he gets for his produets is res] 
for the “ high cost of living.’ It matters little where we 
so let us take potatoes first. You have put potatoes on tl 
list. Why? You say because the poor people have | 
from $1 to $1.50 per bushel for this necessity, and that i 
than they can afford. I grant you that this is true, but 4 
know that there are enormous quantities of potatoes rotti! 
the fields almost every year because they are so cheap that 
will not pay the cost of getting them to the consumer DD 
know that the farmers of North Dakota alone would be a 
to contract with the Government or any other responsible 
to supply all the potatoes that can be consumed by the 
United States at 25 cents per bushel on the farm? Ai 
finest potatoes in the world at that. Now, is not that « 
enough? I admit that the consumer has to pay from 40”) 
600 per cent more for potatoes than the farmer gets for t! 
but why should you punish the farmer for that? He is nol 
blame. And if you are so ignorant that you can not dete! 
t.e cause of the enormous and unjustifiable increase in the | 
of farm products between the farmer and the consumer, ‘ 
you are so incompetent that you can not remedy the wr 
you ought at least to have manhood and decency enoug! 
to try, convict, and sentence our farmers without a hearing : 
without investigation just to furnish political capital for 
of the Democratic statesmen who came from the cities and « 
gested centers of our country and whose constituents, if (! 
| bill becomes a law, will soon become co-sufferers with 
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I have just visited the markets of this city for the purpose e 


finding out what the consumer has to pay for farm products 
and how much prices are increased over what the farmers 
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1 will here insert a table in the Recorp giving the 
d figures in detail: 
Table A 
Per De 
Price saan 
F rice Pri o a — tl pur 
Unit of sale to con- ume | Dine ase 
ume: I pa eharce price re- 
pa) i able to | { ‘ived 
“ listri- | DY the 
fa t "| bution, r. 
| ; t | 
| | 
a Siciieeneienememiot I 
Barrel .-| $3.38 £8.00} 140} 57 | 3 
Bread, 325 loaves to 33 16. 25 380 | 79 | 21 
| the barrel. | | 
Barrel. ke dedibad } 1.94 | 9.80 400 80 20 
| 1@pound sack......| .12h 50 300 75 | 25 
i-pound package 01} -15} 1,100 91 | 9 
Pssiseddeeen 01 10} 900 90 | 10 
Bushel 25 1.00 200 | 75 2! 
uktidéicenne 50 2.00 200 75 | 2: 
ks ckewetiqedee 25 1.60 } 540 | 84 |} le 
| do 5 2.00 | 470 | §2 


1s 


it as I go along I want to tell you what the per cent of in- 
se in prices is: Onions 300 per cent, parsnips 470 per cent, 
cas and turnips 540 per cent, milk and cream more than 
er cent, butter from 2% 
cent, oatmeal 900 per cent, cornmeal 300 per cent, corn 


R 


-es 1,100 per cent, and all package breakfast foods about the | 


all kinds of canned goods show an increase of severa 
ired per cent; rye flour 400 per cent, wheat flour 140 per 
ent, and bread 880 per cent. I asked the marketmen if these 
es were unusual, and they said they were not. I asked 
their retail prices were last year and the year before, and 


e; 


) to 40 per cent, eggs from 25 to 50 | 
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} 
| other 10 cents per bushel is going to be! 





it er wi l 
| decline of more than twice that much has not reached | ? 
Forcing down the price of wheat 10 cents per bushel, which 
would reduce the cost of a loaf of bread one-seventh of a cent 
will not help the consumer, but may mark the difference | 
tween success and failure with the wheat raise Any intelli 
gent and unprejudiced student can quickly h elf 
that the farmer is not now getting more for his mm than 
|}enough to pay for expenses, upkeep, iddac fi 
and that if the price of his products could be 1 { 
lowest point at which his industry could exist at a I 
tion would be so small that it would not be passed on { 
ultimate consumer. There is less added to the price of 
between the producer and consumer than on most other pro 
ucts, and still a reduction of 10 cents per bushel on wheat w dl 
make possible a reduction of only one-seventh of a cent pr 
| loaf of bread, an amount so small that the baker would add 
| to his profit instead of reducing the price of the loaf. It wi { 
be just as sensible for the farmers to say that because their 
business is not now profitable the consumer should be made to 
| pay more for farm products, even if the increase in pi did 
not go to the farmer, as it is for the consumers to say that 
because they have to pay too much for farm products tl 
| farmer shall be compelled to reduce his price even if the red 
tion is not passed on to the consumer. 
| It is very evident therefore that by discriminating 
the farmers who raise breadstuffs you are not even go to 
help the poor people of the cities to cheaper bread, and if you 
| succeed in making the raising of foodstuffs less profitable than 


} 
t 


it is now you will bankrupt that industry, which means that 
other industry can succeed that depends on the farmers for a 
market, and that includes practically all our industries 


Why have you treated barley and malt, the product of bar 





said they were about the same. I then asked how they | different from wheat, rye, buckwheat, and SO forth? Of course 
‘ uted for the fact that wheat, rye, and corn are from 30 | you are just as inconsistent in dealing with barley as with the 
? cent to 40 per cent cheaper this year than last, and yet the | other grains mentioned. Your excuse for putting all kinds of 
mer has received no benefit from the decline. The reply | flour on the free list, and thereby robbing the farmer of the 
was that while flour, cornmeal, and so forth, can be bought in | duty you put on his grain, is said to be that you thor rat i 
arload lots somewhat cheaper than last year, the decline is not | might make cheaper bread for the poor. But in de wit! 
ch to permit any change in the selling price of the small | barley you forgot all about the poor, both the poor farmer and 
nackages in which it has to be delivered to the city trade; and | the poor beer drinker, for while you have reduced the duty o 
s to package goods, nearly all of them were sold under a trade- | barley 50 per cent and the duty on malt about 45 per cent 5 
rk and were put on the market at a uniform price, and the | have left the same high duty on beer, ale, stout, and p 
ase or the decrease in the price of the farm products out of tained in the Payne- \ldrich law, which can only be in the 
they are made simply resulted in an increase or decrease | terests of the breweries and saloon keepers, for, of cours 
the profits of the concern that puts them on the market. ultimate consumer will pay just the same price as before 
\s an illustration that the price the farmer is getting for his The farmers in my State got about 90 cents per bushel fo1 
lucts is not responsible for the high cost of living, let me | their 1911 barley crop, while they have sold their 1912 crop 
te from a statement made to a reporter of the Chicago Trib- | for about 25 cents a bush and still beer, ale, and so f 
by Mr. J. R. Cahill, an investigator for the Board of Trade | by the glass, was the same price both years. Cutting tl , 
of England, while in this country for the purpose of investigat- on barley in two will take that amount out of the | of 
g the price of food, and so forth. He said: | the farmers, and no one will be benefited except tl " ~ 
in not understand how we can buy bread in England for one-third | and saloon keepers, who may be able to buy a little chea at 
> you pay in Chicago —— _— send a ~y er ‘ give A 5 | wholesale. I can not understand why you should | to 
) cate, eae Soar mae cae we at. Our 4 pound loaf never | favor the breweries and saloon keepers rather than the fart 
re than 12 cents, and usually only 10 cents. ers, unless you figure that you have received more | rt 
While it needs no argument to prove that it is an injustice to | from them in the past than from the farmers, and that g 
‘e the American consumer pay more than twice as much for | discriminated against the farmers, as you have in this bill 
his bread as the English consumer pays, it is clear that the price | you will be more dependent on the saloon element in the future 
vhich the farmer gets for his wheat has nothing to do with the | than you have been in the past. I know you will say that you 
of bread, for in each case his wheat is sold for the same price. have not discriminated against the farmers, citing the fact that 
rhe following table, compiled from the records of the Agricul- | you have left a duty of 10 cents per bushel on wh d ts 
ture Department, shows that the price of farm products has de- | and 15 cents per bushel on barley, and 10 per cent ad valo 
ied the last year to such an extent as to seriously cripple the | on horses, cattle, sheep, and other farm animals, d tl 
industry, and still that great decline has not been reflected in | is as large a duty proportionately as you have allowed « 
the slightest degree in the city retail “ markets”: products of our shops, mills, and factories. This proves 
Table B. | of three things: Either that you are absolutely dishonest in 
ies ae woe ah an? ain a -| your dealings with the farmer or that you are so densely 


} } 
Average | Average | Percent- 











ignorant that you are unfit to legislate for this great Nation, 


Gonmnitin re ae ——_ or that you believe the farmers of this country are so ignorant 
“a | Apr.1, | Apr.1. | in farm | that they will not recognize the act which has paralyzed th 

1912. 1913. |products. | industry or that they will not understand who is responsible 
——|—— for their condition. I can speak for the intelligence of the 
$0. 92 $0.7 | 1 farmers of the great wheat growing region of this country, a1 | 

71 . 53 25| 1 want to say to you that there is no more intelligent ¢ 
9 -48 47| of people anywhere in the world than they, but still they can 
1:91 | aI 0 be fooled once in a while. For example, last fall thousands of 
1.17 . 50 s7| men in my State voted for a Democratic candid for the 
1.04 82 | 21 | Presidency for the first time in their lives, and t did this 
or “tT | for two reasons—first, because they were dissatisfi th the 
85 . 62 | 27 | Payne-Aldrich tariff law and the em of legi nh under 
77 | -68 | 11 | which it was enacted, which, by the way, you have continued; 
. ee eS oe ee a — J - and. second, because the Democrn Party and its eandidate 
waa a in prices, as great as this table shows, has not for President, Mr. Wilson, had pied 1 themselves to so re 
rouf me the consumer in the slightest degree, what reason have | vise the tariff laws that no ‘legitimate industry” should be in- 
you for thinking that forcing down the price of wheat and rye an- jured. Believing, as they had a right to believe, that in all 
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the woi i hye is a no more “ legitimate industry ” than that 
of agriculture, and having still some faith in the honor of men, 
they the Pemocratic Party and its candidate at their 
word. Intelligent as they are they could not believe it possible 
that a great political party could be so corrupt and so absolutely 
devoid of honor and principle that it would make promises for 
the sole purpose of getting votes and with no intention what- 
ever of fulfilling them; and neither could they understand how 
a great political party, after all the experiences of the past, 
could still be so absolutely ignorant of the first principles of 
practical economic and industrial laws that it would blindly do 
the very opposite of what it bad promised and honestly believe 
it was fulfilling its pledges. 

Now, let me try to show you in as few words as possible 
what you are trying to do to the farmers of this country and how 
you are keeping your platform pledges and the personal pledges 
of the man who is now the President of the United States. 

Let us first take wheat, on which you have left a duty of 10 
cents per bushel, but the products of which you have practically 
put on the free list. What will be the result? It takes 44 
bushels of good wheat to make ao barrel of flour. If the Ameri- 
can farmer is going to get the benefit of the 10-cents-per-bushel 
tariff on wheat, a barrel of flour is going to cost the American 
miller 45 cents more than it costs the Canadian miller. That 
handicap, with flour on the free list, would put the American 
miller out of business. If he runs his mills he will have to buy 
his wheat as cheaply as his Canadian competitor. If this bill 
becomes law, he will either have to close his mills or force the 
price of American wheat down to the level of the Canadian 
market. Now, which of these courses do you think he will 
pursue? If you do not know, ask any 10-year-old schoolboy, 
and he will tell you that our millers will be compelled to put 
our wheat down to the level of the prices paid by their foreign 
competitors if he is going to continue in business, and therefore 
the 10-cent duty on wheat will do the farmer no good. 

What is true of wheat is equally true of meats of all kinds 
and oats, to the extent that oats are used for food. It is a self- 
evident fact that the price of any so-called raw material pro- 
duced in this country and consumed by our industries will never 
go higher than the same can be purchased for abroad plus 
transportation if the finished product is on the free list. There- 
fore when you put a duty on wheat, cattle, hogs, and sheep, and 
at the ss time put flour, beef, pork, mutton, and wool on the 
free list, you are perpetrating what would be a huge joke if the 
consequences would not be so serious. Now, if you honestly be- 
lieve that the farmer who gets about 20 per cent of the price 
paid by the consumer for the bread and other products made 
out of his wheat is the real cause of the high cost of these nec- 
essacies, why do not you have the courage of your convictions 
and put wheat and all other farm products on the free list? 
The result would be the same and you would not be breaking 
your solemn promise to the farmers any worse than you will if 
this bill becomes a law, and you would at least be playing the 
game open and above board and not trying to stack the cards 
like a dishonest and contemptible gambler. The farmers thor- 
oughly understand what is about to happen to them, and you 
can rest assured that they will hold you responsible. gut the 
trouble will be that it will be like going out in the morning and 
finding your chicken coop empty and then trying to hold an irre- 
sponsible thief accountable for the loss. You may be able to 
place him in the custody of the sheriff for a while, but that will 
not bring the chickens back, and he will be sure to repeat the 
operation if he ever gets the chance. 

I was very much interested in some of the hearings before 
the Ways and Means Committee, and I will quote some of the 
things said there, because those of you who are not particularly 
interested in the agricultural schedule may not have read them. 

Mr. S. H. Cowan, of Texas, representing the cattle interests of 
that State, was one of the ablest and most interesting witnesses, 
and a fair sample of all the Democrats who appeared before the 
committee. He started out by saying: 

I am a Democrat, Mr. Chairman; I believe in a tariff for revenue. 

Then, continuing, he said: 


We are opposed to, and I come here for the purpose of opposing, the 
placing of cattle and meat products on the free list, and it is upon 
that subject that I wish to address the committee. * * * We are not 
advocating a protective tariff . *., & When we come to make laws— 
and of conrse we are all attempting here and there to work for the best 
interests as we see the situation, looking, of course, at the situation 
with respect to our own districts, trying to satisfy the people, trying 
te get the most votes for ourselves and our parties, yet when we come 
down to the business side of it that is the side that we come from here. 
The man who presents his case like the fish man did this morning, like 
the lemon man presents it, like the rice man will present it, and like 
the onion man will present it, and, of course, I might enumerate a 
thousand others, be he Democrat or Republican, that is the way he 
will look at the question when he is seeking to retain a tariff—from the 
standpoint of benefit to his business—and there is no use to deny that. 
When a Congressman comes to enact a law which will have the effect 
of benefiting or injuring a business he would be false to his duty if he 


ime 


ArPRrin 2% 
Ink I state ¢ 


did not consider the effect of what he does. So I ft 
i a not cor 


matter of ordinary logic when I say that he a 
effect of a tariff system of laws—and I spenk of a tariff 
not of a particular article—-who does not consider 
system he adopts and then go down from a system 
fails to perform his duty as a Representative of 
patriot of the country. 

. . + . 7 

Mr. James. Are the farmers of Texas in 
implements? 

Mr. Cowan. Undoubtedly; just 
and hats and coats and pocketknives everything, if 
down to the individual disposition. * * In political - 
when we make speeches and talk about this great proposition 
trade, in order to save the people from the high cost of |i 
course that is one thing; but when we come down to consider 
going to be the effect of a law on the statute books, it is ; 
thing. © * ¢ 

Mr. James. Do you think free meat would ruin the cattle i: 

Mr. Cowan. It would. 

Mr. James. Did not all the Members of Congress from T 
for free meat? 

Mr. Cowan. I think they all did. 

Mr. James. And were they not elected overwhelmingly? 

Mr. Cowan. They were; and we vote the Democratic ticket ¢ 
spite of politics, in spite of platforms, in spite of everyt! : 
said in any platform. If the Democratic platform says prohibit 
vote for it; If it says “ anti,”’ we vote for it. 

Mr. James. I know that is true—— 

Mr. Cowan. You know that, Mr. James, just like Ido. * * »* 

Mr. Forpnry. You voted in Texas the Democratic ticket 
the House of Representatives a heavy Democratic delegation. o 
diately after election packed your satchels, came up here, and | 
them for God's sake not to do the very same things they agree: 
if you elected them. [Laughter.] 7 


fr. Cowan. There is no use to take time about this, because w 
understand it perfectly well. 


favor of untaxed 


as I am in favor of untas 


and 


After this Mr. Cowan went on and made one of the a 
arguments for a protective tariff that has ever been made any- 
where; but what I can not understand is how a man so ab 
and intelligent as Mr. Cowan can have the audacity to as! 


ae | 


protection for his own industry and then demand free t: 
on “ shoes and hats and coats and pocketknives aud everyt! 
else; but that seems to be the fundamental difference betw: 
a Republican and a Democrat. A Republican believes that l 
has no right to so legislate as to increase the profits of a few 
industries at the expense of all others. He understands that 
no tariff system will work out in practice that does not tr 
all industries alike. The farmer can not sell his products 
a profitable price unless he is willing to pay a price for | 
products that he wants in exchange for his own that wil! per- 
mit of reasonable wages and profit in their making; and if 
this bill becomes a law our factories, shops, and mills wil! s 
discover that they can not maintain a profitable business : 
the farmer, who is the biggest consumer of their products 
been robbed of his profits. 

This is, nevertheless, in accordance with Democratic doct: 
for Democrats all seem obsessed with the idea that by 
legislative legerdemain it can be made possible for every 
sell their own labor and products at a high price and buy « 
other person’s labor and products at a cheap price. ‘This d 
trine, like perpetual motion, has been declared possible as f 
back as we have any records, but neither has ever been 
into successful operation, and it is safe to say never wil! 

But let us go back to Mr. Cowan's testimony and brief befor 
the committee. The gentleman from New York [| Mr. Hares: 
accused Mr. Cowan of taking a narrow view of the subject. saying 

You are not considering the welfare of the people of the Uniied 
States? 

Mr. Cowan. If you will allow me to proceed, I will show 
I am. 

Mr. Harrison. I shall be very glad if you can do so. ? 

Mr. Cowan I am representing the best interests of the peop 
United States. I undertake to say that when you discouras 
raising tn this country—mind you, Texas and the Mexican bo! 
Montana and Idaho and Nebraska and Kansas are not the only 
growing countries ; there are over a million head of cattle in th« 

New York, cattle shipped from Texas, which are finished in New \ 
sold on the Buffalo market. Calves that are bought in Texas a: 
the farms of Indiana and Ohio. The interwoven fabric of farmin 
you raise corn, grain ef all sorts, and hay with the live st 
eattle-producing business of this country, is such that you 
separate the two, that you can not continue the fertility of t 
of this country without the use of live stock. In the States ‘ 
tucky and Tennessee—I having beer. born in Tennessee—TI kn 
the red hills in Tennessee and large parts of Kentucky are reju 
because they sow it in clover and grass and graze cattle on It: 
they do in Virginia, and so they do in Pennsyivania and so they 4 
over the entire farming country 

Now, I say it is to the best interests of the country that it 
supporting in the way of the productions of cattle. So that 
just for the sake of patronizing some people, who say they want ; 
meats, shall open the dvors of this country to the flood of meats 
could come in here at the end—maybe not right now—from Sou" 
America, just to the extent that that meat takes the place in se} 
York, in Philadelphia, in Boston, in Baltimore of the cattle which © 
are shipping from the West out here, just to that extent we (a! 
get a market. 

Who is going to ship it here? 
man who can handle it. 


ae 


Have you ever thoucht of that® 
Why, I know Members of Congress, men 
ning for office, making public speeches, who have asserted that (\° 
object they had in putting meats on the fiee list was in order to Wu" 
take to curb the Packers’ Trust. That is a popular thing to do at a 
logrolling. It is popular to these people who do not know any(hins 















wim | 
t it, and yet the packers of the United States own a majority of 


abou icking houses of Buenos Aires, and there is not a single packing 


-» in Buenos Aires that undertakes to start out a shipload of beef | 
New York. 4 ‘ 
let me give you some statements made on this subject by | 












Now 
rr.+hort W. Mumford, Chief of Animal Industry, last Septeniber, 
vod we will be able to better understand the position the 
4 .on farmer will be in if this bill becomes a law. 
lle says: 
, the international standpoint the most important and recent | 
; ent in the meat industry ef the Argentine Republic is the en 
| growing ascendency of North American Interests, 
. eat companies entered this fleld only seven years ago, but 
iy attained such a position that they are decided, if not a 
influenee In the prog ; of the trade and the control of 
rhe extent of their Interests Is only partially known to th 
r of Argentina or the United States, but they admittedly 
the seven companies engaged in the production ind export 
meat and are believed to have at least a working undet 
} veral of the others rhey have also secured land f 
e, it is be ved, of establishing new plants 
owedlvy North Amer n entert es are the La Plata 
Co 1d the La Bla ya Che ri mt 
t trol. | en from a 
due in Ar 
La P : 1 the 1 | y lot 
! Arae I l i et 
r ‘ l 1] i 1 
ited “the t | j 
steamshify i | tl N 1 I or the 
of all, f g ‘ e + 
he A ; | 
: timu t tust it 
! : ti 
‘ he } d ¢t } | ’ “ 
i ted } , 
4 T 1 ‘\ 
j ‘ I 1909 ft I I ( } re CO 
i il i it f 
t La Blanea Cs rketed u UO | ‘ 
nut of that artic 
» of the px n of the ¢ 
t rently, it ‘ I t ind t 
: in i ; 
i in the v I “ ) na 
stton. A! f 
nit ates asa f f ) t 
s t 1 hh ng cut down <« in ast 
s of beef from the Piver Plata to ft! t tad @ 
‘ t ie will np abDi¥y o J § r 
{ irket | yt i i t 
le y that in our meat industry the ; 
is in absolute contro! of the machi ry <« ad 
nd that they can put the wholesale price of meats to amy 
e fit; but it is not so generally known that ont 
is in practical control of the system of distribution 
Sonth America, but when this is understood it is easy to 
hat “ free meats” will mean to the farmers of this 
Putting meats on the free iist is putting a club in the 
of the Beef Trust that they can use against the farn 
hers of this country with tremendous effect. It can the 
ir farmers, “If you do not want to sell at the price v 
; immaterial to us, for we can now get our supplies 
he ends of the earth, and as we already have.our packing 
cold-storage plants, and refrigerator ships engaged in 
h American trade, we will get our supplies from there 
I while.” Thus driven to the wall, our farmers will have to 
what the Beef Trust is willing to give. If this wonld 
in cheaper ats to the consumer, there would at least 
} 


I nsation, but anyone who knows anything about 


Beef Trust and its methods knows tuat this would be 


] y improbable. In the past the Beef Trust has used to the 
fullest extent its power to hold the wholesale price of meats at 

the highest price that would not reduce consumption enough 
to injure its business, and it will no doubt continue the same 
] y in the fature, and if they do, no benefits will accrue to the 
f mers through “ free meats” 


if you really wanted to benefit both the producer and con- 
er of meats you should have retained a duty on bee” and 
attle and admitted free stockers and feeders under 2 years 
old. This would have permitted our farmers to have imported 
hundreds of thousands of young stock to be finished on the grass 
ind cheap feed that often goes to waste because they have notl 
ing to feed it to. This would so help to increase our supply of 
that we would not have to go abroad for it. In my opinion, 
hy man who votes for a law that tends to make our people 


cependent upon any foreign country for the food that we can 
produce ourselves in abundance is worse than a traitor. But 
j u will ask, “ What is the difference whether we go abroad 


tor our beef or for stockers and feeders?” There is all the dif- 
ference in the world, my friends. There ts very little money for 
anyone in raising stockers and feeders, and tf beef can be im- 
ported into this country free the young cattle will be finished in 
the country where they are raised and shipped to us as beef, 
while, if you put a duty on beef but let the young stock in free, 
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would also produce a large qi 
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will be shipped to this country 
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the full importance of these figures you must 
ideration the fact that the meats sold on ‘the 

ight from the Beef Trust, and therefore include 
received by the farmer; the expense and profits of the 
the cost of transportation from New York to the 
stance of nearly 2,000 miles; the expensive cold- 
roposition that must be provided in transporting it and 


1 
‘ 


in a tropical country after it arrives; and the cost of dis- | 


the con 
it aft 


to umer. But for the expense incurred in 
1 it reaches New York it could no doubt 

lerable less than the prices quoted. Those who 

“1 from the Isthmus and who have investigated 

uighly that the quality of the meat sold 

ny sold re in Washington. 

you will all agree with me that if meats were sold as 

l y in this country a 
ing for the added expense of transportation, icing, and so forth, 
incurred by the commissary department, there would 
be little cause to complain of the high cost of meat. 

If to me that the figures I have shown in the tables in- 
serted in the Recorp prove conclusively that the high of 
meats and other farm products is caused by what is added to 
the price of the product after it leaves the farmers’ hands, and 
that it must be accounted for by our expensive and indefensible 
system of distribution. 

But whoever is responsible for the increase in the price of the 
product after it leaves the farm, one thing is certain, that to 
punish the farmer for the high cost of living by putting his 
products on the free list, without investigation or information, 

like arresting an innocent man and throwing him into jail 
without a hearing or a trial while the real culprit goes free. 

I realize how futile it is to stand here and plead the cause of 
the western farmer before a political party intoxicated with 
power and that always has been controlled by the solid South 
and the great cities and congested centers of the country, com- 
bining all the elements that are consumers only of the prod- 
ucts of the great West, and who, therefore, have no other in- 
terest in the agricultural industry than to make its products as 
chea,) as possible, and then to create conditions under which the 
farmers will have to purchase their products at the highest pos- 
sible price. I know this will seem like a rather strong state- 
ment of the case, but it is abundantly borne out by the speeches 
that have recently been made on the floor of this House. Let 
me quote some of them. 

The gentleman from New York, the Hon. Francts B. Har- 
RISON, in speaking for the Canadian reciprocity treaty on Feb- 
ruary 18, 1911, said: 

The recent election, bringing about the first overthrow the Repub- 
licans have sustained in many years, was freighted with one great de- 
mand—the demand of the people of our congested cities to take the 
taxes off from food and ciethien. In response to that mandate we are 
now taking the first step. From the east side of New York City a 
million voices are raised in appeal to you that you should make this 
bill a law. From every city in the East they cry out to you. 

Speaking on the woolen bill, on July 30, 1912, he said: 

This Democratic Congress was sent here by the consumers of the 
country and not by the producers. Your Tariff Board report, to which 
you make reference, is a producers’ report. It deals exclusively with 
the difference in the cost of production, if any, here and abroad. 

This gentleman, voicing the sentiments of the Democratic 
Party, does not want any investigation as to the cost of pro- 
duction on the farm. He does not want to know whether the 
farmer is getting too much or too little for his products. All 
he wants is that the farmer shall be compelled to sell his prod- 
ucts cheaper than he does now, regardless of consequences, 

Another gentleman from New York, the present governor of 
that State, while discussing the tariff question on the floor of 
ihis House on August 5, 1912, said: 

The Democrats must keep the tariff to the front. 
settled until it is settled right, and it will never 
it is settled by the friends of the consumers. 

The genial leader of the majority, the Hon. Oscar W. UNprEr- 
woop, said on June 10, 1912: 

I believe in relieving the men who work in the factories and 
foundries and who have to purchase their daily bread. 

And so I might continue to quote; but what is the use, for 
the Democratic Party not only declares that it stands for 
cheaper food, but that its method of accomplishing this is to 
reduce or cut off entirely the duty on farm products, which 
shows that it means to make the farmers stand the reduction, 
for. as Mr. Harrison says, the Democratic Party is under no 
obligation to the producers of these products, but only to the 
consumers. Well, these gentlemen may be able to force down 
the prices of the farmers’ products enough to satisfy even their 
unreasonable views and policy, only to find their own con- 
stituents without the means to buy them at any price. History 
has always repeated itself, and always will as often as like 
conditions prevail. 
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Many of the would-be reformers, whom nature has end, 
with more ability to talk than to think, tell us that the ro 
for the high cost of living is to get two or three million , 
people to go back to the farms and raise more farm prod 
at a less price—which would mean at no profit—in order ; 
those who remain in the city might have their cost of 
reduced. The people who thus moved into the country, in o 
to live, would have to work from 12 to 16 hours a day 
practice the strictest economy. If they did this and ma; 
intelligently, the cost of food might be reduced, but even + 
the plan would utterly fail unless the farmers could ) 
much cheaper as they would have to sell cheaper, and in 
to make this possible the city people would have to w 
many hours per day as the farmers—say 4 hours longer | 
they do now—and then do without many of the luxuries 
now indulge in. This might make the plan feasible and 


| cessful, but no reformer of social conditions has ever suse 


that any other class of people should be compelled to w 
long hours as the farmer has to do or get along with 
luxuries. The workers of every other industry or calli) 
demanding shorter hours and higher wages—which moe 
increased cost of their products—and as they are now 
thoroughly organized they are gradually enforcing thei; 
mands. At the same time they are demanding cheaper food 
instead of even attempting to remedy the evils of our ab 
expensive system of distribution they propose to mak 
farmer carry the load. In other words, they propose to get 1 
increased leisure and comforts at the expense of the fa: 
regardless of the fact that the burdens of this kind 

borne by the farmer is the cause of his sons and dang 
leaving him to become competitors in the already overcr: 
occupations of tlfe cities. 

No country can long be prosperous that does not maint 
p-oper balance between agriculture and the industrial « 
pations, and that balance has already been seriously affected 
this country. If you want to stop the steady flow of far 
sons and daughters to the cities, all you have to do is t 
legislate as to assure to the farmer safe and reasonable pre 
for his industry and the trick is turned. 

Some would-be reformers tell us that if we could fur 
proper amusement for the farmers’ families their young | e 
would not leave the farm. Such talk is the sheerest nonsense 
If you can bring about conditions under which the farmers y 
have a few dollars left after paying for the absolute neces 
saries, they will look out for their own amusements and 
no favors. 

Nero tried to pacify a robbed and dissatisfied public by 
ous kinds of amusements, but the plan failed as it always wv 
All the farmér asks is justice and a fair field in which to wv 
and if you deny him this you will not only ruin his ind 
but you will make it impossible for any other industry lo: 
prosper. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman f 
California [Mr. Hayes]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman f 
Ohio [Mr. Wirtts]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, under the general leave to | 
already granted, I submit for printing in the Recorp an art 
written by Hon. William Rand.lph Hearst to the editor of 
Washington Post. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

New York, April 13, 
To the Editor of the Washington Post: 


Mr. Wilson lately revived the ancient Federalist custom of a 
to the assembled representatives in Congress, personally 
them upon their duties and obligations to the administration. 

It seems to me that the significance of this presidentic! perfo! 
has been largely overlooked. 

JEFFERSON’S COURSE. 

Is it not worthy of note that the last President to indu's 
formal procedure was John Adams, the last Federalist President 
that the first President to dispense with this ceremonious custo! 
Thomas Jefferson, the first Democratic President? ; 

In the early days of this Republic there were two distinct lir 
thought in the politics of the country, and two different bod 
citizens supporting these lines of thought. 


TWO OPPOSING VIEWS. 


On the one hand were the Democratic Republicans, who believed 
in the letter and in the spirit of the Declaration of Independen 
were convinced that a new order of things was both advisa) 
advantageous, that the old-established systems of government 
superior class were failures, and that government by all the p 
was not only the most just and righteous but the most practica! 
successful form of government that could be devised. a 

On the other hand were the Federalists, who regarded radica! 
vations in government as more or less dangerous, and believed that 
the American Government to be entirely safe and sound it musi 
modeled largely upon the established forms of government in the « 
European countries. 


insil 


DREAMS HAVE COME TRUB. 


This division of opinion and policy, even among patriots at that car'y 
date, was entirely natural and temperamental. Men of comseryati\s 
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netively American ideas, and tur invariably to the more 
and aristocratic methods of the mother country. 
federalist method of a speech by the President to Congress was 
japtation of the British usage of a sp h to Parliament from 
tocratic Adams approv it and practiced it. 
1as Jefferson, who fou the Democratic Party and intro 
, to American political he simplicity w *h has nee 
1 it, adopted the modest democratic method of writing a 
to Congress, expressing his views and offering suggestions for 
tion. 
RETURN TO TH PECTACULAR 
I singular thing that for 113 years great Democrats, fro 
‘ ] yn to Grover ¢ and nd great Republicans, from 
Lj yin to Theodo Roos it should hav followed 
t, and det i me 1 of Thomas Jefferson, and that 
t Democratic administration of our day is return made in 
tial sy 1 to the ceremonies and somewhat spectas ir 
of the close of the ¢ iteenth centur' 

. lent Wilson, in the introduction of his speech to Congress, 
d his somewhat sensational performance by stating that he 
to show that “a President was a human being.” 

{ time of John Adams there has been no one in public life 
Mr. Wilson who believed that a President could possibly be 
d anything else than a human being 
NOT EXEMPT FROM HUMAN WEAK SES. 
ever, Mr. Wilson’s suspicion is correct—and there | 
y independent and intelligent American citizens 
is something superhuman and supernatural about 
ir. Wilson has effectively dispelled that superstition by 
sident can possess all tl purely human weakness 
and a craving for newspaper notoriets 
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1 matter England at this day, in order to perform het 
I g govermmental business, ie compelled to modify her parliia 
¥ system which Mr. Wilson so admired, and to consid the 
tion and adoption of the American system which Mr. Wilson 
s sparaged and despise 
be sure, this « Wilson's was written some me ago, 
ght be con rly and outgrown expression of @ 
tie affection r ! were it not that Mr. Wilson bas onty 
lratively recently ds red address in which he dec es t 
ts his information on world events from the columns of the 
i ion Weekly Times 
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get the news of the world I subscribe for the weekly edition 
London Times.’ ” 

the manager of the London Times then proceeds to dilate upon his 

of world news and world and with the 

polite suggestion that the “ inclosed form should be used by intending 


iments business closes 








§ cribers, 
Certainly the London Times is. or at least once was, an excellent 
per, but there is no publi fon on the face of the earth so completely 
d absolutely saturated with the English prejudice toward all other 
c ; 





S, and toward America in particular, as the London Times. 
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Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I know that no words that I 
can say will prevent the ige of this bill. The legislative 
steam roller, well oiled and ready for operation, is waiting on 
the other the House to roll over us and effectually 
silence all opposition. Nevertheless, I feel that I can not dis- 
charge the constitutional duty which devolves upon me as a 
Member of this House without recording my protest against 
the of this most unwise, unjust, unscientific, and 
unstatesmanlike tariff measure. 

It would seem that the lessons of our political history ought 
to give pause to the gentlemen on the other side before they 
pass a bill fraught with such certain disaster to the industria! 
prosperity of the country as is this bill. Irrespective of the 
merits of the controversy as to whether an ultimate free trade 
or a protective policy is best for this country. our history makes 
clear, I think, that when industries have been built up and 
have for years been operated under a protective tariff, to sud- 
denly remove that protection or to so suddenly reduce the tariff 
as to amount to revolution, the result always has been and 
always must be widespread and terrible disaster. If it should 
be determined that it is for the interest of this country to go to 
a free-trade basis, the result should not be reached all at once, 
but very gradually. The reductions in the tariff provided by 
this bill, instead of becoming operative all at once, should be 
spread over a period of five years, unless its authors intend to 
bring a terrible shock, if not total destruction, to many of the 
great industries of the country. If this bill is passed into law 
there is nothing surer than that the people of the country will 
have another object lesson like that of 1894 to 1897 of the harm- 
ful results that always have come and always will come from 
radical and sudden reductions in the tariff upon the products 
which our people are producing. The result must be the stop- 
ping of the wheels of industry, for a time at least if not perma- 
nently. Our industries are all adjusted to the conditions pro- 
duced by the protective tariff; wages, cost of material, salaries, 
and everything making up the cost of production are determined 
in very many of our industries, if not in all of them, by our 
tariff policy. Remove the protection heretofore afforded them, 
or greatly reduce the duties, and there must inevitably be a 
lowering in the price of wages to somewhere near the standard 
of our competitors, as well as in the cost of all the other things 
that enter into production. This means an inevitable business 
and industrial stagnation with consequent labor struggles, lack 
of employment, and the privation and suffering that comes with 
it. There is nothing surer, in my judgment, than that the pas- 
sage of this bill into law will shut up many of the mills and 
factories and slow everything down, just as the Wilson bill did 
in 1804, There can be no revival from the resulting depression 
until an adjustment in the cost of wages and other elements 
that enter into production have been reached. Only the blindest 
adhesion to a theory, stripped of all practical experience or 
knowledge, could hide from the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House the results to flow from their action. 

I belopg to that class who for a few years past have been 
inveighed against, ridiculed, and condemned by many of those 
who think they see a new light. I am a protectionist and be- 
lieve firmly in the doctrine that it is for the country’s interest, 
and for the interest of every part of it, too, that our people 
should buy as far as possible the products of our own labor. 
This not only keeps our enormous labor population employed, 
but it keeps our money at home; and individuals, as well as 
nations, grow rich and prosperous not by what they buy of 
others, but by what they produce and sell to others. 

Nothing seems clearer than this: When you buy 
whether of necessity or luxury, you are paying not just for the 
material that is in it, you are paying for the labor that it cost 
to produce it. When you buy domestic goods you are buying 
domestic labor, and when you buy forefgn goods you are buying 
foreign labor. This is elementary. Everybody who thinks 
ought to know this. Now, the capacity of this country for con- 
sumption is very large, but it is by no means unlimited, and 
when the law makes it for the interest of our people te buy for- 
eign goods, that simply means that the iaw makes it for the 
interest of our people to buy foreign labor to the exclusion of 
our own. The people have only so much money to spend in sup- 
plying their wants, and whatever they spend for the products of 
foreign labor obviously can not be spent for the products of our 
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own labor. Supplying our necessities by buying foreigy 
means by so much displacing the products of the labor of ; 
country. It has been estimated by some of the friends «; 
bill that one of the effects of it will be increased impor 
of products affected by the proposed changes in the tariff 
amount equal to one-third of the total consumption of 
products. I think it will turn out, if this bill becomes 
that the increase in importations will be in much great, 
portion than that. In many cases all the goods we « 
will be imported. But in any case, so far as we import 1 
goods, do not forget that we are paying for foreign 1s] 
so far as these foreign goods displace goods of home 1 
ture they are displacing American labor, which must inn 
be turned out upon the street. The American laborer yw 
been driven from the employment with which he is fai 
the action of his own Government, which has furnished 
other job, no other means of livelihood, and has not 


Ss 


| conditions which will enable anybody to supply him wit 


employment. The man who has any practical know}: 
business and knows what must be the inevitable resul; 
passage of this bill is overwhelmed with feelings of sorr 
regret that our country must pass through another period 
many of our industries will be idle, when want and hu 
stalk abroad in the tand, and when soup houses will | 
breath of life in the idle until our people come again to 
period of industrial sanity and intelligence. 

I wish now to consider in detail some of the provisio 
bill, and especially those which will disastrousiy affect 
dustries of my own section. 

SUGAR. 

California has, since the passage of the Dingley } 
iarge and increasing producer of beet sugar. The >: a1 
factories in the State, as follows: 

, Alameda Sugar Co., Alameda County; Anaheim Sugar ¢ 
County; American Beet Sugar Co., Chino, San Bernardino 
American Beet Sugar Co., Oxnard, Ventura County; Corcora 
Co., Kings County; Holly Sugar Co., Orange County; Li 
Sugar Co., Orange County; Spreckels Sugar Co., Monterey ( 
Joaguin Valley Sugar Co., Kern County; Santa Ana Cooperati 
C Orange County; Southern California Sugar Co., Oran 
Sacramento Valley Sugar Co., 
Santa Barbara County. 

These factories produced in 1912 168,765 
pounds) of sugar, consumed 1,037,499 tons (of 
of beets. which were grown on 112,000 acres of the lai 
State. This industry represents a total investment in | 
nia of $19,904,823. As indicating the value to our Stz\: 
industry I call attention to the following statement of 

Local expenditures in 1912. 


For beets (showing the total value of the crop to the 

farmers of the State) _._-_- 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 


Co., 


Glenn County; and Union s 
tons (of 


2 OK 


} 


nr NN i a a caintncsrcinal 
fuel oil 

lime 

eee 

other suppli 

Total 

We think in California that this industry should not | 
lessly sacrificed to meet the views of the refiners of can 
and the importing interests. Who is paying for the ex 
propaganda lately being carried on to remove the ta! 
sugar? Not the consumer, for sugar is furnished to cons 
in this country cheaper, with two or three exceptions, t! 
where else in the civilized world. This propaganda i: 
carried on and paid for by the refining interests, who 
course, interested in cheaper foreign raw cane suger 
removing from their field the only competitors they ha 
beet-sugar factories of the country. 

A little attention to the history. of sugar prices must 
anyone that free sugar means destruction to the ber 
industry of this country. Owing to the high percent 
sugar in our beets—sometimes as high as 22 per cent—tli 
tories of California can survive free sugar if any can 
many of our factories, if not all of them, would find if 
sible to run at a profit unless there is a great readjust. 
wages and a lowering of the price of beets. Actual 
pound at factory of producing beet sugar was estimated 
expert in the business in 1908 at 2.88} cents. In thi 
1912 the cost was certainly more than this. Last week 
sugar was selling in New York at 4.06 cents per hundred |» 
wholesale. Remove the duty—1.80 cents per pound on re 
sugur—and it is easy to see what would become of the 
sugar man. There are other elements to be taken into ¢0! 
eration. For example, beet sugar has to be sold at fro! 
cents to 30 cents per 100 pounds less than cane sugar, ' 
average of 20 cents per 100 pounds. Assuming that the fre!- 








1913. 


from beet-sugar factories to market are the same as from the 
-ofmeries, the figures would stand thus: 


Cents, 


2 ine a a a a 2. 88 

Cost of mete 6 fae ta___._._._—t*°" 
Less duty ~------------------------- <== - 5+ === 1. 90 
"2. 16 

Less differential_------------------------------------- _ 3 1.96 

ll ia a ah altel 924 


‘ 7 
if it ean be claimed that sugar prices at present are abnor- 


y low, let us take another date—say, January 1, 1912: 


Cents. 


v sale price of granulated in New York-------~------------ 4.75 
Less duty and a ati ios ciaehathiscaibdnisaiedanies aime aininatnibiniglliint 2.10 
> 65 

( f producing beet sugar-------~~------------- nnnibdiiindei at 
1068... once ccceewnwnneeocecneewononewoooesooooncee 233 


I think the year 1912 was a normal year in sugar prices, 

i I have seen no figures by any authority on the subject 
showing that beet sugar has been produced in this country at a 
less average price than 2.65 cents per pound. Some of the fac- 

ies might be able to meet these figures, but most of them 

ad not. and without protection would be obliged to suspend 
0} erations. 

Is this result desired by the people of the United States? I 
do not believe it. It is not only not for the interest of the 
nle of California, but it is not for the interest of the people 
iny part of the country that the beet-sugar factories should 
be put out of business. They have been the only regulator 
of prices in this country. In the fall, when the product of the 
heet-sugar feetories have come upon the market, prices always 
Any 


drop. 2nd remain low as long as they are in the market. 


unprejudiced student of the subject, I think, must conclude | 
that a removal of the tariff, thus eliminating the bulk of the | 


heet-sugar product, would not be to the ultimate advantage of 
he consumers of this country. Its only competitor, the beet- 
sugar factories, out of the way and the International Sugar 


‘J t, which controls prices everywhere else in the world but 
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| tion of beet sugar in this country. 


— 
Cuba iF oa y 1, 650, 000 
All other countries 6 100, COU 
Total i }, O75, OOO 

If we could keep at home the vast sum that we pay to fol 
eigners for this 1,750,000 tons of foreign sugar, would be a 


great business advantage to this country. 
There is another strong reason for stimulating the produce 
A crop of beet 


sis the reates 
restorer of a worn-out soil in the world. This has been re 
peatedly shown, not only in this country but in G 
France, and other lands. In the last 30 years Germany | 


| increased its crops of wheat, rye, barley, and oats SO per « 


} boxes. 


| 





| tions 


here, would fix the price of our sugar, and be assured it would | 


not be lower to the consumer than it is now. 
Instead of destroying our domestic sugar industry In a vain 
effort to secure cheaper sugar for the consumer, the wise busi- 
ess policy for us is to foster and stimulate our domestic pro- 
tion in every possible way. Germany has been doing this 


with splendid results. She has gradually incrensed her produc- 
until now it has reached 2,500,000 tons annually. She not 

ily has a prohibitive protective tariff, but formerly paid a 
ty to stimulate production. If the present policy of protec- 

m could be continued for another 15 years and it was known 
w that this would be the policy, at the end of that time we 


would, by the natural increase in production, be producing in 
this country and our colonial dependencies enough sugar to sup- 
ply our people with the total amount consumed. There is practi- 


} 


cally no limit to the possible increase in the production of beet 
sugar. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. What proportion of the sugar 
of the United States at this time is made from beets? 

Mr. HAYES. I will produce those figures in a moment. 

Our total consumption of sugar for 1913 is estimated at 
5,675,000 tons. 

I might say that in California there will be a greater increase 
than is figured upon on account of the dry weather there, which 
will prevent in places where the sugar factories are in opera- 
tion, for instance, the planting of the usual amount of beans, 
and the farmers will put in beets in place of those beans, be- 
cause they can get the water to irrigate them and it will be 
pone to irrigate them, whereas it would not be to irrigate 
ea TS, 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Che CHAIRMAN (Mr. Weaver). Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

_Mr. QUIN. What per cent of the sugar 
United States is beet sugar? 
Mr. HAYES. I will give the gentleman the figures. 
rhe sources of supply under present tariff conditions are as 


produced in the 





follows: 

— Tons 
iow ne a nn nnn nnn ennnnnnnna—-------------------- 300, 000 
Porte Rico. 2277777777777" --------------------- 625, 000 

, a ee 
Philippines nnn -------- 300. 000 
awe ee a ae 200. 000 
rr ae eT ean 
a 500, 000 
a 1, 925, 000 





practically all the lemons consumed in this country. Would 
this not be a most desirable condition of affairs? Would it no 
be better to be paying the farmers and laborers of southern 
California for growing our lemons than to pay the Italian and 
Sicilian for growing them? I venture to think that it would. 

What will be the effect upon the lemon industry of the re 

duction of the tariff from 14 cents per pound to one-half cent 
} per pound? The ultimate effect will be to confine the Califor 
| product to the country west of Denver—certainly west of t1 
Missouri River. I think there can be no other r t, and 
little attention to the figures pre duced before the Committee on 
Ways and Means will demonstrate this. 

Mr. Powell, whom I regard as the best posted man i ‘ 
world on the lemon industry of California, test 1 before th 
Ways and Means Committee that the average cost of prod g 
a box of lemons in California was last year $1.88 f. 0. b. M 
Osborn, representing the importing and foreign inter 
lemons, testified that it cost $1.65 per box f. o. b. the v« 
to produce a box of Sicilian lemons. The freight to any 
east of the Missouri River from California is S4 cents per | 
The freight on foreign lemons to New York, after «de 
rebates, in 1,000 box lots—and they all come ii rf 
cents per box. ‘Taking the estimate of the rep 
each interest of the cost of production the compar l 
stand thus: 

Cost of production California per box $1 
Freight - 
Laid down east of Misseuri River 
Cost of production Sicil'an per box 1 ) 
Freight 4 
Duty at one-half cent per pound per box 39 
Laid down in New Yor! il 2. 28 
Margin in favor of foreign lemons : 14 

On this basis in a contest for the lemon market east of t! 
Missouri River it is easy to see what will become of the ¢ 
fornia lemon. It will not be in it It can not be marketed 
in that region in close competition with the f 

Mr. Powell in his testimony before the commit 
the Osborn figures are much too large and that 
Sicilian lemons is not to exceed 90 cent , if 
Powell is correct in this, it only makes the en ft ( nia 
lemon still more desperate. It is only fair y t M 
Osborn on his side of the case stoutly «é res t Powell's 
figures as to cost of producing California lemons : much too 
high, but he does not profess personally to have made any 
exumination of such cost, and bases his statement on old est 
mates of cost made by others without adequate data, in me 
eases on results ina single orcherd. Such « basis of cost would 


| by the culture of sugar beets. 
From whatever point the matter is looked at, to destroy th 
|} great and growing industry, and by so doing put our peo] 
| absolutely in the power of the great International Sugar Trust, 
| seems to me a piece of foolish, insane, criminal folly, for which 
the guilty party will be held by the people strictly to account 
LEMONS 


Lemon culture is one of the new industries in our State. Fif 
teen years ago lemons for shipment to the eastern markets were 
almost unheard of, the total production 
In 1911 the crop was 2,273.000 
2,000,000 boxes. The total consumption of lemons in this coun 
try is about 4,000,000 boxes. So that we are now producing in 
California about one half the lemons consumed and are import 


about 250.000 


and year 


being 


boxes 


last 


ing the other half almost entirely from Sicily and Italy. In 
the last three years the acreage planted to lemon trees in 
creased 43 per cent. It is therefore perfectly apparent, since 
we are known to have two or three hundred thousand acres of 


land suitable for lemon culture, that under the present condi 


in 15 years more we should be producing in Califor 





be manifestly unfair. 
Misleading stutements have been made 
obtained by the Limonera Co., of Santa 
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t be that the industry will languish, 
destroyed. 


ectit awny, or 
is mNntirely 
is entirely 


ther 


n t in most cases; namely, freight 


ch the pr 1e lieve 


ve 
course 


to See 


live 
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discuss 


is 


man from 


tries of California, I wish to remind the House, that does not 
the long and expensive haul 
to re incipal markets of ft] . and I 
ink the country believe, that tn order to somewhat offset 
handicap and develop their 
industries reasonable protection is justified if it ever is justified. 
Our opponents are fond of pointing to the Panama Canal and 
to this, that when fl 
eap will be removed. Californians ! 
ties the handicap of large freight charges may be lessened, but 
not materially affect the situation. Lemons are a perishable 
commodity, and the long sea voyage in a tropical climate will 
increase the loss by decay or increase the cost for transportation 
the loss and the cost of refrigeration, so that in the case of this 
commodity the great advantage is not apparent. In fact, I do 
not expect lemons shipped by the canal in any large 
Mr. Chairman, there are other industries of our State that 
will be disastrousty affected by the passage of this bill, among 
them oilve oil, beans, walnuts, and dried fruits. I will 
tion of each reached under the five-minute rule. The fact 
that we are far off on the western rim of the continent, far re- 
moved from the grent cousuming markets of the country, seems 
and Means Committee. Most of our great industries will be 
herd hit by this bill, and the markets of this country which we 
heretofore have enjoyed under protection will by this bill be 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gent! 
California [Mr. Curry]. 
nue only with incidental protection, which is the nearest pos- 
sible approach to free trade in this country, is a. fraud, a 
delusion, and a snare, and can only be supported by fallacious 
\soning. 
Political economy, while based on certain fundamental eco- 
nomie axioms and accepted rules of right and wreng governing 
business dealings between man and man and nation and nation 
science as arithmetic and geometry are exact sciences. Every 
country must develop a political economy of its own, suitable 
to its physical conditions and to the occupations, character, and 
the Government has proved that a protective tariff is necessary 
for the prosperity of our people. 

Our Government owes its citizens protection from foreign 
ing men-of-war and devastating armies, or whether it comes in 
the shape of passenger and freight :ips loaded with cheap 
labor and cheap foods, 

Its very 
nature makes the revision of at least portions of it frequently 
necessary to meet changed and changing conditions governing 
the production and distribution of wealth and the revenue needs 
of protection to home industry—to Ameriean Iabor and Ameri- 
ean capital—should always be kept in view. The first tariff 
act under the Constitution, in 1789, recognized this principle, 
for “the encouragement and protection of manufactures.” From 
that day to this the material welfare of the people of the 
United States has always wonderfully developed and their 


Phere is a reason for protecting the lemon and « indus- 
] untry. I b 
t] this 
1 enable the people of California to 
saying, in answer hat is completed this handi- 
of it never will be removed. And as to lemons it will 
on account of the long period of refrigeration, or increase both 
amount. 
not now them in detail, but will do so when considera- 
not to have had any consideration at the hands of the Ways 
largely taken away from us and turned over to the foreigner. 
Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, free trade, or a tariff for reve- 
rea 
in the production and distribution of wealth, is not an exact 
habits of life of its citizens. Experience from the beginning of 
invasion, whether that invasion comes in the shape of bombard- 
The tariff is not a law of the Medes and Persians. 3 
of the Government; but in any revision of the tariff the principle 
and, among other reasons for its enactment, stated one to be 
manufacturing and agricultural industries have prospered under 
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the policies of a protective tariff, while a tariff for revenn 
with incidental protection, bas always proved disastrous 
prosperity of the country and has resulted in financial} 
and terrible business distress. 

The present tariff should be revised, but it should 
ampered with under excitement. Changes should not he 
inder the influence of partisan fervor, or enthusiasm, or |} 
jut should be made only after ealm and serious consid 
it will have on the revenne of the Go, 
‘rity and bappiness of the people. 

I believe the time has come when reciprocity trade ty 
should be made the handmaiden of our protective-tariff | 

I recognize the fact that the tariff should protect an 
or product only as long as it needs protection and f, 
minimum amount necessary to insure it against unprot 
competition with foreign articles or products in the A 
market, and that an American product er manufacture: 
that is wholesaled for exportation cheaper than it is who 
for home consumption should be placed on the free list. 

Some sections of the Underwood bill I should like 
for, but you are depriving me of that privilege by for 
through the House as a whole; and as a whole it wil! « 
men more than it will cheapen commodities; it will 1 
American enterprise and strangle American industry, 
will not produce the wherewithal with which to pureh 
‘full market basket ” you so boastfully proclaim it will pr 
The present method of revising the tariff can not but 
it always has been—unsatisfactory. 

On aecount of the lack of definite information as to th 
ference in the cost of production at home and abroad, 
account of the many diverse interests of the different se 
of the United States, it is almost impossible for Congress, 

a body, to frame an equitable and just tariff law coverin: 
protected articles and articles on which are charged an 
duty for revenue only. I hope the time will come in tl 
far distant future when a nonpartisan board or commission 
tariff experts, after a thorough investigation ef conditions a 
of the difference in the cost of. production at heme and abi 
will report their findings to Congress, and a just tariff me: 
will be enacted, and that it will be adepted schedule by 
ule and item by item; to be changed from time to time, a 
ule at a time or an item at a time, as conditions and occ 
and the welfare of the people may require. Enmacting an e: 
new tariff law, inelwding in it all the articles on which a 
is levied, is wrong. The Members of Congress can not n 
all the details of sueh a bill during one session of Congress, 
with the exeeption of these particular items in the bill th 
affect their personal calling or business, the people ar‘ 
given sufficient time to inform themselves as to the effe 
measure will bave on their prosperity and happiness. 

Protection to American industry has resulted in prot 
to American labor and a high rate of wages and reaso 
hours of labor, as well as protection to American c2apii:! 
the encouragement of American enterprise. 

Our internal commerce amounts to more than the com)! 
international commerce of all other nations, of which we : 
have our share, and it certainly, therefore, must be worthy 
our first consideration and protection. 

The railroad mileage of the United States is one-half of | 
railroad mileage of the world, and our eountry yearly prod 
one-half of the mineral wealth, one-third of the agricul! 
wealth, and one-third of the manufacturing wealth of | 
world, and this has grown from small beginnings under | 
fostering care of a protective tariff. 

The suecess of any project or enterprise depends on pr 
organization, intelligent direction, unity of action, and fayora! 
eonditions. 

Organized labor has done more to shorten the hours of ! 
increase ths wages, and better the eonditions of the Ame! 
working man and women than has any other single influ 
but without the protection to American industry extended by 
the tariff the efforts of organized labor could not have achieve’ 
the success it has in this country. The protective tariff ma 
the conditions for organized labor favorable. When that 
tection is withdrawn the condition of the American artisan W 
retrograde, and will be no better than is that of his fellow 
Great Britain. 

Cromwell once said: “If there be anyone who makes bia 
poor to make a few rich, that suits not commonwealth.” 1! 
statement is as true to-day as it was when Cromwell uttered 

Some people have referred to the protective tariff as | 
“mother of trusts and swollen fortunes,” and have said t 
the existence of trusts and overgrown fortunes in our count’) 
is direetly due to the protective tariff. The fact of the mat' 
is that the patent laws of our country and the corporation !:w> 


{ 
\ 


and the prospe 
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of e of the States are more responsible for the formation | Mr. Chairman, I have a telegram here frem Mr. L. B. M \ 
J existence of trusts and the accumulation ot great individual | chief clerk of the Assembly of California, which I w , ' 
¢.<ynes than is the tariff. Placing an article in which they | 
I ‘ : ° : : s Sa 4 ( 
deal and which they manufacture on the free list will not | fon. c. F. Curry 
roy trusts, Neither can any tariff law alone stop the drift | House of Representati Waushine oe 
toward the centralization of wealth and of power and the | I have the honor to hand you ' 
ooonpulation of great fortunes by the few which are sapping | aoe EE et see ieee and 
‘ e © ° or, relative o 1 protectl of } ( 
the foundation of our general prosperity and threatening the | jn the enactment by C anti temo. edincaie 
i itv of our Government. That will require other remedial | the United State 
! tion; and I may say here that the income tax will not | Whereas in the process of tariff revision ( ! 
remedy that evil. Great Britain is a free-trade country, and wean, . toward an aholith n of all duties on in 
. 7 a . : s reas suc a policy woul calamitous t 
the income tax she levies is burdensome, and yet Great Britain | industry of the Nation at large nd es] 
‘< the home of trusts and of great individual fortunes. Her business of the State of Californ which pro } 
huciness organization is founded on trusts. It is true that in sm or one-quarter of the beet itput of the | 
; ° . an 
our own country many trusts have been immorally and illegally | whereas the annual consumption of 
formed, and, in my opinion, the tariff on any trust-controlled | 3,500,000 tons per annum supplied, \ from « 
ie should be lowered, and in many instances repealed. The | |” a Louisiana, and Sandwich Is 
f bill before Congress, if enacted, will not destroy trusts. | (oct S28" panuta ion wae eee . 
One of its provisions gives the beet-sugar industry notice to | by a few corporations on the At ic seaboa 
wind up its affairs and get out of business inside of three years, } for free sugar in order that they may check t 
vill destroy the only competitor the Sugar Trust has in | w}'¢i" markets by the constantly growing b« 
‘ will destroy 2e only competitor the Suga rus 12S iD | Whereas our Nation's beet-sugar output has incre if i 
his country, and will not in the long run result in the reduction in 1897 to 650,000 tons in 1912, a rate of ineré 
th 7 : , see 
of the price of sugar to the consumer. In my own State of be shown in any country in Europe d mn 
oa 7 ° oe ee : while our cane-producing districts have irel 
California there are 13 beet-sugar factories, which last year | of their productivity: and 
turned out 168,765 tons of sugar, made from 1,037,499 tons of | Whereas this country should, and n, t 
sugar beets, grown on 112,003 acres of land. | matter of sugar through the development of 
: . . ta Tt * : Vv invo g he ma of « V “ ) j t 
rhe cost of the production of beet sugar in California in the | 52} ooq boo mires adapted to the ee , 
- . ‘ 5 i ‘ t t ( t tif ‘ an 
vear 1912 was as follows: | Whereas the development of the industry heckec 
P . - a -Sugar bill, which will subject thi i vit 
j a oe ee em ; a ge ls gpm i coy aly pagar : ; 
For labor in factories and fields_-_._...-- sili $008 108.68 | ee ee ee 
For railroad freights-.——- 5, O83, 108 40) Gee eee cee ae ont to “etna 
nae al ne ee ee em "ras wag ¢ lan, under our conditions, is paid D 
) ~ = ee “ nee 1 “a0. p+ the sugar in the beet before it is man 
ime SS tT LE _— cane ae _ . fe . | 
j 7s... Ne ee ee renin as cee ed “ 391. 504. 93 | Resolved, That the Legislature of the S f < ‘ 1 ty 
| acer clusion 542,598. 11 | of all members elected to senate and as voting 1 { id n 
r ahead of this resolution and concurring therein) requests the Senate and i 
a 2 at iseaianibiditiiaaabie 14, 100, 922. 32 | of Representatives of Congress at Washington, and t! Ire 
‘ . : j | the United States, that due regard be 1 n t! le n 
rhe amount invested in factories, land, and equipment is | revision, for the claims of the beet-sugar industry, wh i} 
$19.904.823.21 | promise to our Nation, and that the principle err t \ n 
vee ee | of the tariff in this regard that the tariff should 
the Alameda Sugar Co. had made arrangements to put up | diltecence cakuuas the Goat of production of | cate ad home 1 al om 
a beet-sugar factory at Meridian, in Sutter County. They con-| Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each of 
templated spending $2,000,000 on the plant and acreage. They | a agg nse ee ee oe 
e an . - } Oo ne esiag ante ‘ gre 
haye stopped construction, although $45,000 worth of steel in- | L. B. Mani 
tended to be used in the construction of the factory is on the | Chief Clerk of Ass 
} 
ground, tines Ce eee as ad : 
The United States consumes of sugar per annum 3,500,000 | 3 va : th seme at oe oe cago Bene Aponte sae ae 
to It produces of domestic cane from— | SO eee ee ee Be Weseny Con 
i | oped during the past few years. 
Dipti MeO 2 i 309.000 | . Manufactories of all kinds have sprung up over the Stat 
UU sR a Aer inc © enya ein tm mit _.. 300,000 | To a great extent this development has been stopped because of 
r ae =— ~----------------- -------- - ---- ona eta the knowledge our people have of the blighting eff hie iff 
, *SLIC PE Gere SOSH S SOO SSOOSOOS28 88828288200 . . . : ‘ . 
; Sh ne law it is expected this Congress will pass will 1 on th 
i ____. 1,800, 000 | industries of California. 
The balance, 1,700,000 tons, is obtained chiefly from Cuba. v My State is one of the erent be an-producing 5 
The domestic cane-sugar supply has reached its limit of pro- ee the farmers of ¢ alifornia CAR BOS Mane Comperitn 
ductivity. The prospect of making our country self-supplying, ae Po yee, Japanese, and ae an cme Tarim ¢ 
th refore, lies in the expansion of the sugar-beet industry. we 45 cents a wn oS — = 2) cenis ab ] 
The refining—so called—of Cuban sugar corsists in the de-| ,*!¥© Years ago whe Pac ea Se BAG os competition from 1 
wizing of it at factories located at a few scaboard points. eign beans, but beginning with the year i Wd a Te w be } 
Nothing is produced, and only factory wages are distributed. | J#Pan made their first appearance in San Francisco. The vari 
The beet-sugar industry employs the farmer to produce the | “es imported from Japan were at that time unknown and did 
beets from which it extracts the sugar. There is surely a dif- | 20t meet with a ready sale i prices were made that were § 
ference of advantage to our Nation between merely washing | #ttractive that they gradually worked into consum| | 
- “ "Ce yenrs— } . “/ ar ‘ ni iT ()] t} 
raw cane sugar grown ‘and purchased abroad and the manufac. | tree years—that is, from March, 1910, until March, 191 
: : é | “totic “ ‘ . “*hila VMavicn baty Tor 
ture of beet sugar, which is the product of beets grown on our | ™Pertation of _beans from Chile, Mexico, China, and Japan 
soil, and for which the farmer receives at the very lowest price amounted to 207,783 bags of 100 pounds each, or an ce of 
2 cents a pound. | 69,261 sacks a year. These figures explain the situ mina 
Any legislation which will destroy or prevent the expansion mera few words and show how the imp rT ons of be fre 
of the beet-sugar industry will be detrimental to the State of the Orient, Mexico, and Chile have increased. All of these for 
California and to the Nation. eign beans are now known to the trad and are being quoted 
It is not true that with the removal of the tariff on sugar | TeSularly, the same as are our staple California bea 
the people will save $52,000,000 per year, that being the present If the importation of beans has increased to such 0 
total of sugar duties. The cost of sugar will follow the law | Paying a duty of 45 cents a bushel of GO pounds, it can be readily 
= supply and demand, and to the extent that the present do- | Seen that the importation of beans will increase mu ore al 
niestic supply is reduced to that extent must foreign sources be be a much greater menace to the bean-growing ind vy of ne 


drawn upon, and with this increased demand the price of raw 
sugar will advance, 

if the Government desires to cheapen the cost of sugar to the 
consumer—and it is as cheap to-day as it ever has been—its 
policy should be to encourage the multiplying of beet-sugar fac- 
tories and let the competition between them take care of the 
Selling price, as has been abundantly demonstrated during the 
Past two years. 

Without a due measure of protection the beet-sugar industry 
can not continue, and its stoppage means a check to the pros- 
perity of the farmers and communities where beet-sugar fac- 
tories have been located. 


only California but of the Nation if the duty 
a bushel, as proposed in this law. 


Ss cut ft 


Every pound of foreign beans imported into th ! 
takes the place of just so much beans grown on our 0 

In view of the fact that foreign importations have increased 
| so rapidly under the present duty, why should Congress enter 


| tain a proposition of reducing the duty to the detriment of our 
home product? It certainly can not be for the reason that th 
| price of beans to the consumer is high, for the consumer hardly 
|eyer pays more than 34 cents per pound for beans. At this 
figure it is a cheap article of food, and it permits of the farmer 
raising beans at a fair margin of profit to himself. Below 


this 
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it is not a 


' t 
resuit 


profitable crop to the farmer and 
in driving him out of the business. 

and San Joaquin Valleys there is produced 
crop about 2,000,000 sacks of beans, averaging 
8: ck, and this is less than half of the beans 
grown in the State. Great as this industry has grown to be 
in California, I believe that under proper tariff protection the 
acreage and production would be increased from year to year, 
but if ‘ duty is reduced as contemplated in the Underwood 
bill it will result immediately in greatly reducing and curtailing 
the production and the acreage that will be planted and will 
eventually drive the bean farmers of California out of business. 
The price at which are now retailed to the consumer 
makes such a reduction of the tariff unnecessary and the con- 
templated reduction, if made, will be striking a fatal blow at 
what promises to be one of the most important farming indus- 
tries in California. It is beyond my powers of reasoning to 
understand how the prosperity of this country or of any class of 
its citizens can be advanced and bettered by putting our people 
‘t competition with the coolie and cheap labor and cheap 
lands of Mexico, Chile, and of the Orient. 

Over $200,000,000 are invested in the citrous-fruit industry in 
California; if this bill becomes a law no more acreage will be 
planted to citrous fruit in California. 

The sweeping reduction of the tariff on deciduous fruits will 
stop further planting and make the present orchards unprofit- 
able. 

Within the past few years thousands of acres have been 
plauted to Gilberts, almonds, and English walnuts. If this bill 
becomes a law not another acre will be planted, as it will not 
be profitable to grow them. 

The consumption of pure olive oil in the United States is said 
to be 5,500,000 gallons per annum, of which 800900 gallons are 
made from California olives and the balance is imported from 
Italy, France, Spain, and Greece. 

The olive industry has been developed in California during 


beans 


uh chine 


the past few years, and even with the present tariff California 
olive oil can only be sold at a reasonable profit at a higher | 
price than is commanded by the imported oil. 

California now has $,000 acres of olive orchards in bearing | 


trees and 9,000 acres in growing trees not bearing. 

In addition to the 800,000 gallons of olive oil produced in Cali- 
fornia last year, 4,000 tons of olives were used for pickling. 

The reduction of the tariff on olive products proposed in this 
bill will stop further planting and will make the present 
orchards unprofitable; but should the present tariff be main- 
tained California would in a few years be able to supply all the 
olive oil and pickled olives that would be used in the United 
States and might then stand a reduction without any material 
injury to the industry. 

The Santa Clara and part of the Sonoma Valleys are covered 
with prune orchards. The small tariff placed on prunes by this 
bill will reduce the net proceeds of the prune orchardists so 
much that they will not receive a reasonable profit on the money 
invested and will discourage further planting. 

The placing of wool on the free list will drive the sheepmen 
out of business, and it is safe to predict that within two years 
aiter this bill becomes a law there will not be 500,000 
left in the State of California where there is now 
2.500.000. 

The California Cap Co., situated at Stege Station, in the city 
of Richmond, in my district, is very hard hit 
reduction proposed in this bill. That company manufactures 
blasting caps, and the tariff on them has been cut from $2.25 
per 1,000 to $0.70 per 1,000, which means that the company 
will probably have to go out of business if it stands. There 
are only three of these companies in the United States. Every 


sheep 
about 


caps, and it would be a very serious matter for the United 

States in time of war if it had to depend on foreign importa- 

tions, as blasting caps are contraband of war. 
Placing wood on the free list will not result 


satisfactory to the Canadian lumbermen, 


foresight in rejecting the reciprocity treaty. The Underwood 
bill gives them everything the treaty proposed to give them, and 
more, but does not exact from the Canadians anything in return. 

Under this bill the growing of onions, asparagus, and pota- 
toes will no longer be profitable in California. 


I have only mentioned a few of the many industries in the | 


State of California that will be made unprofitable by the enact- 


ment of the Underwood bill. ° 


California is now one of the best protected and most prosper- | 


ous States in the Union. Under this bill she will be the State 


| of June 27, 
|} on Invalid Pensions. 
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whose agricultural and manufacturing industries are the | 
protected of any State in the Union. Her manufacturing 
agricultural development will cease and her prosperity y 

at an end 

The Underwood bill will reduce the revenue of the (G, 
ment, injure business, put a stop to prosperity, and discé 
enterprise, but it will not make it any easier for a man to , 
a living for himself and family. 

I suppose California ought to be thankful to the fram 
this bill for putting teeth on the free list, but whatever 
them the idea that the American people will have any u 
teeth, either natural or artificial, after the enactment of 
law passes my comprehension, as they certainly will not 
them for the purpose of mastication. [Applause on the R 
lican side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker | 
resumed the chair, Mr. Garrett, Chairman of the Commit 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
the tariff bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ADJOURN MENT. 
Then, on motion of Mr. Unverwoop (at 6 o’clock and 30: 


utes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs 
April 24, 1913, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that th 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIA! 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and mem: 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 3961) providing for 
amendment to section governing the compensation of registe: 
and receivers of United States land offices; to the Committ 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) to amend chapter 90, Twenty-fo 
Statutes at Large, page 373, approved February 3, 1887. 
fixing term of office of electors of President and Vice Pi 
of the United States; to the Committee on Election of Presid 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3963) to amend the act of June 27, 1 
as amended by the act of May 9, 1900; to the Committ 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) for the relief of postal emp! 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bil) (H. R. 3965) to establish a fish-cultural sta! 
the southern section of the State of Missouri; to the Com: 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) to amend sections 2 and 3 of t! 
1880, in relation to pensions, ete.; to the Com 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3967) to amend an act to authoriz 


| employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and } 


tecting public property, approved March 3, 1863; to the Com: 
tee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (TL R. 3968) to prohibit the interstate shi 


| or attempted shipment of convict-made goods or product 
| mines in which convict labor is employed; to the Committ: 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) to amend section 291 of the R: 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on ix 


| tures in the State Department. 


By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 3970) to repeal section 5 of 
act entitled “An act amending the charter of the Freed 
Savings & Trust Co., and for other purposes”; to the Con 


| on the District of Columbia. 
blast of powder or dynamite is set off by one of these blasting | 


By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 3971) authorizing the 
tary of the Interior to set aside forfeiture and reinstate 
lease to the Sans Bois Coal Co., or to grant new lease the! 


| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
in materially | 
reducing the price of lumber, but that action must be entirely 


By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 8972) to simplify procedur 
the law courts of the United States; to the Comittee 


| Judiciary. 
The Canadian people should congratulate themselves on their | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3973) to simplify procedure in the eq 
courts of the United States; to the Committee on the Jud 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3974) previding that : 
keepers, gaugers, and storekeeper-gaugers shall receive per 4 
in lieu of subsistence not to exceed $1 per day; to the Comm 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

ty Mr. CARY: -A bill (H. R. 3975) to provide for the t 


| of electric meters in the District of Columbia, and for other | 


poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3976) to amend an act entitled “An act tor 
the widening of Benning Road, and for other purposes, @P- 
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nroved May 16, 1908; to the Committee on the District of Co- | who are afflicted with tuberculosis, to the Un 1 Stat IP 
: Health Service sanitorium at Fort Stanton, N. Mex.; to the ¢ 
\ -. a bill (H. R. 3977) to regulate the operation of auto- | mittee on Interstate and Foreign C eC 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the By Mr. CARY: Resolution (H. Res. 71) dire 
pistrict of Columbia. a , tion of the heulth departinie it of the Dist ‘- { 
eo a bill (HL R. 3978) providing for the appointment of | Committee on the District of Celumbia 
tors to take the state of the meters for the gas consumers By Mr. SLAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 7 ‘ the 
» District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District opinion of the House of Rey resentutive is ; ' of a 
of Columbia joint agreement between the various Gover 
bill (H. R. 8979) to authorize and direct the Post- for the mutual guaranty of their sovereignty and i 
r General to procure postal cars and contracts for hauling | tegrity; to the Committee on Foreign A 
ind appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on By Mr. CARY: Resolution (H. Res. 73) to direct the ¢ 
the Post Office and Post Roads. sioners of the District of Columbia to report to Congr 
9 Dill CH. R. 3980) for the erection of a public building | diately what steps, if any, have been taken by th to 
‘Milwaukee, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and | section 11 of an act approved March 4, 1913 es 
G | | direct the Commissioners of the District of Co b to bi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) providing for equipment of apparatus | suit in equity in the Supreme Court of the District of ¢ 
erators for radio communication at all life-saving sta- | to dissolve the corporation known as the Was! t ' Light 
tions: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Co.” ; to the Committee on the District of Colu 
so, a bill CHL R. 3982) to amend section 4488S of the Re By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution (H. Res 74) prov r for an 
i Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the | investigation of the Panama purchase; to the C¢ n ‘ | 
nt Marine and Fisheries eign Affairs. 
so. a bill (HL. R. 3983) to amend section 4488S of the Revised By Mr. GRIEST: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 72) reques , 
q { of the United States; to the Committee on the Mer- | the President of the United States to recommend Dp for the 
chant Marine and Fisheries. continuance and enlargement of the powers of the Commission 
a bill (HL. BR. 38984) to regulate the hours of labor on | on Economy and Efficien ‘y and to submit in budget form 1 esti- 
‘ cts with the District of Columbia. and for other purposes; | mate of appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1915; 
{ Committee on the District of Columbia. to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 8985) to fix the time when By Mr. NORTON: Memorial of the Legislnture of North 
ntence of a party convicted of crime shall begin; to the | Dakota, urging Congress to enact a law prohibiting the use of 
( mittee on the Judiciary. parcel post for the mailing of cigarettes or snuff r any 
so, a bill (H. R. 3986) to repeal an act to establish a | tute therefor, within States prohibiting the sale thereof; to the 
form system of bankruptey and all amendments thereto; to | Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Committee on the Judiciary. ae 
rp » ot Ie > Klariada - hil ORT . na A 
by Me GLB 08 torida: A bE) CH. B. S867) to axtene PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
king privilege to literature published by boards of health 
of States and Territories in the United States; to the Committee Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and res ions 
the Post Office and Post Roads. were introduced and severally referred as follow 
By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 3988) for the purchase of a By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 4000) granting an in- 
building and lov as a mine-rescue station at McAlester, Okla.; | crease of pension to Charles Bieger; to the Commit on In- 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. valid Pensions. 


By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 3989) to establish in the My Mr. CALDER: a bill (H. R. 4001) for the relief of Daniel 
Department of Agriculture a bureau of farm power; to the | J. Ryan; to the Committee on Claims. 


Committee on Agriculture. Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) for the relief of Pau! Puttman; to 
By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 3990) to extend the | the Committee on Ways and Means 
time for the completion of the Alaska Northern Railway, and Also, A bill (H. R. 4008) granting an increase of pension to 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Territories. John P. Murphy; to the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 3991) to amend an act By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4004) granting an 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating | increase of pension to Lewis W. Markwell; to the Committee 
to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on | on Invalid Pensions 
the Judiciary. ty Mr. CO NOLLY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4005) granting a 


By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 3992) to incorporate the Vir- | pension to William Griffin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ginia Terminal Co.; to the Committee on the District of | sions. 


Columbia. Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) granting a pension to George 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) authorizing the Secretary of the | Howland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Interior to set aside certain lands to be used as a sanitarium by By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (HH. R. 4007) granting a nsion to 


the Fraternal Order of Eagles; to the Committee on the Public | Adam Roth; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Lands, | By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of Sandy 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) authorizing the Secretary of the | Crawford; to the Committee on Claims 

Interior to set aside certain lands to be used as a sanitarium By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of R. D 

by the Loyal Order of Moose; to the Committee on the Public | Schackleford; to the Committee on Military Affaii 

Lands. Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) for the relief of Joseph W. Hawkins; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) authorizing the Secretary of the | to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Interior to set aside certain lands to be used as a sanitarium by Also, a bil! (H. R. 4011) for the relief of Greene County, 

the Order of Owls; to the Committee on the Public Lands. Mo.; to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3996) to amend an aet Also, a bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of John 
granting to the Siletz Power & Manufacturing Co. a right of | the Committee on War Claims 


way for a water ditch or canal through the Siletz Indian Reser- Also, a bill (H. R. 4013) for the relief of Omar A. Du Esler; 
vation in Oregon; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. to the Committee on Cliims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) authorizing the Secretary of the In- Also, a bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of Louis Dunham; to 
terior to pay and to distribute the balance now in the Treasury | the Committee on Military Affairs. 
to the credit of the Alsea and other Indians on the Siletz Reser- Also, a bill (H. R. 4015) for the relief of J. H. Alexander; 
vation; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. to the Committee on War Claims 
by Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 3998) te establish a school of Also, a bill (H. R. 4016) for the relief of John |! erly; to 
aviation and meteorology at or near the city of Oswego, N. Y.; | the Committee on Military Affairs. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) for the relief of Josiah Baugher; 
By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3999) granting | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
pensions to teamsters of the War of the Rebellion. from 1861 to Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief of Dennis Sullivan; 
1865, inclusive; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to the Committee on War Claims. 


_by Mr. STONE: A bill (EL. R. 4229) to increase the compensa- Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) for the relief of A. P. Holcomb and 
tion of rural mail carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office | the heirs of Samuel Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on 
and Post Roads. War Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 4230) to provide for admission of volunteer Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Soldiers and sailors who served in the United States Army or| Church of Glasgow, Howard County, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Navy in the War with Spain or the Philippine Insurrection, and | War Claims. 
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(Hf. R. 4021) to correct the military record of 
Worntan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (HI, RR. 4022) to correct the military record of 
tt Lopp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill (H. R. 4023) to correct the military record of 
dolph Kraut; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (Hl. R. 4024) to correct the military record of 
harles J. Lanning (to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill C11. R. 4025) for the relief of Zalman H. Golden; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4026) granting a 
Sinith: Committee on Pensions. 
Also, (II. R, 4027) granting a pension to Amanda Sex- 
ton; to omimittee on Pensions. 
Als (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to 
Sinith; to the Committee on Pensions, 
Also, a bill (CH. R, 4029) granting a 
Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill (H, R. 4030) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Ackerman; to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4031) granting a pension to Stella Grif- 
fitts: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4082) granting a 
to the Conimittee on Pensions. 
Also. a bill (HI, R. 4033) granting a pension to Otto I. Otten; 
the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 40384) granting 
Korthanke; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4085) granting a pension to Vina Linden- 
bower; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II, R. 4036) granting a pension to Mary Esser; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 4037) granting a pension to W. L. Sharp; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) granting a pension to Ira Gill; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4089) granting a pension to Melissa R. 
Vaughn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4040) granting a pension to William David 
Allee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) granting a pension 
Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H RR. 4042) granting a pension 
Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4043) granting a pension to W. K. Whit- 
taker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4044) granting a pension to B. F. Warner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4045) granting a pension to John Gerdts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 4046) granting a pension to Tazwell T. 
Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4047) granting a pension 
Coan: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. BR. 4048) granting a pension 
Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4049) granting a pension to Henry Otting; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4050) granting a pension to Martha Cos- 
lett: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) granting a pension to August Brock- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4052) granting a pension to John M. Jack- 
son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4058) granting a pension to Hannah P. 
Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4054) granting a pension to William Eng- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4055) granting a pension to Louisa K. 
Holbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4056) granting a pension to Jane D. Goss; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4057) granting a pension to J. G. Dollison; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4058) granting a pension to Glenn A. 
Means; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Tim Clifford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4060) granting a pension to Keziah 
Phiegly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4061) granting a pension to George T. 
Beal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4062) granting a pension to Samuel Moser; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a 


pension to Jesse G. 


to the 
a bili 
the ¢ 
Also. a bill Na E. 


issa 


rei 


pension to Oliver P. 


A. 


Pensions. 


pension to Julia E. 


Jobnson ; 


to 
a pension to Conrad F. 


to Solomon 


to Thomas 


to Solomon 


to John I. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4063) granting a pension to 
Hoge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) granting a pension to A. A. M 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) granting a pension to James G. J 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 4066) granting a pension to Jan 
Wilkerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 4067) granting a pension 
Pursley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4068) granting a pension to Joseph ¢ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4069) granting a pension to 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 4070) granting a pension to Willi 
Neet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) granting a pension to Dora S 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4072) granting a pension to Ozias Hay 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4073) granting a pension to San 
Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 4074) granting a pension to Mrs. ( 
Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4075) granting a pension to R. C. Go 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4076) granting a pension to 
Maberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4077) granting a pension to Paris G. Si 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4078) granting a pension to Mrs. M 
Bixby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension 
Koester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) granting a pension to Ja) 
Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) granting a pension to Jany 
Calvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4082) granting a pension to Leonid:s 
Hightshoe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4083) granting a pension to Jam 
Cabe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) granting a pension to Jose)! 
Kerby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) granting a pension to Lemuel A 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) granting a pension 
Clements; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) granting a pension to Jose)! 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) granting a pension to James I 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4089) granting a pension to Jame: 
Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) granting a pension to Thon 
Maberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) granting a pension to Hem 
Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) granting a pension to J. B. 
brooke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4093) granting a pension to Carrie Ho 
beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to Samue! IB 
burn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4095) granting a pension to James 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) granting a pension 
Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4097) granting a pension to 
berg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension 
Sweaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4099) granting a pension to Austin Wat- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Benton C. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Mordecih 
Gladish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) granting a pension to John Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4103) grauting a pension to Fay Milligan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4104) granting a pension to Louis Legune; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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“slso. a bill CH. R. 4109) granting 


. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


» the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) granting a pension to Rhoda A. 
es: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bili (CH. R. 4106) granting a pension to Samuel Adams; 









\iso, a bill (H. R. 4107) granting a pension to Nicholas 
er: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (H. R. 4108) granting a pension to Lucy F. 


ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1 pension to John R. Cropp; 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 4110) granting a pension to Mary A. 
riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Jso. a bill CHL. R. 4111) granting a pension to Easter Henson ; 


‘ 
« 


Al a bill (H. R. 4112) granting a pension to George W. 


e: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


’ 


Also, a bill (HL R. 4113) granting a pension to J. J. Gilliland; 


, 


Also. a bill (ii. R. 4114) granting a pension to James Gladish 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 4115) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Varble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4116) granting a pension to Sarah PF. 
Preston: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) granting a pension to Jefferson 
- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) granting a pension to Ella 


s 


Mansell; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 4119) granting a pension to Mary Webhr- 
mann: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4120) granting a pension to Mary Brady; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4121) granting a pension to James G. 
Munday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4122) granting a pension to James W. 
Seott: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4123) granting a pension to R. H. Farrow; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4124) granting a pension to Harriet L. 
Gist: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Fy 


x 


bill (HL R. 4125) granting a pension to Frank C. 
rrou; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4126) granting an increase of pension 


in Travis; to the Committee on Pensions. 


iSO, & 


to 











ancy J. Waddle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4143) granting an increase of pension 


W. R. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


> 
af 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4144) granting an increase of pension 
ohn Echoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Mahnken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4146) granting an increase of pension to 


G 


eorge T. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (CH. R. 4127) granting an increase of pension to 
1 B. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
, a bill (HL. R. 4128) granting an increase of pension to 
inas Young; to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4129) granting an increase of pension to 
ael Coplinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
a bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to 
iry G,. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (HL. R. 4131) granting an increase of pension to 
M. Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
so, a bill (H. R, 4132) granting an increase of pension to 
3 A. Fllison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 4133) granting an increase of pension to 
ban ©. Crane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4°34) grantitg an increase of pension to 
s D. Ramey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4135) granting an increase of pension to 
rge Russell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to 
T. Vincent: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill! (HL. R. 4137) granting an increase of pension to 
ohn T. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid P ns. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) granting an increase of pension to 

. R. Dill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41239) granting an increase of pension to 
id B. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) granting an increase of pension to 
nklin Blackledge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 4141) granting an increase of pension to 

bert Nugent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4142) granting an increase of pension to 


to | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4147) granting an tacrense of pens! 
John 8S. Solomon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) granting an iner » of 1 

Jasper A. Geddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiot 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4149) granting an iner 

Mahlon N. Boardman; to the Committee on | | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4150) granting an increase of 

O. A. Stine; to the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4151) granting an incre pens 

Marion Vest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 4152) granting an incresse of p 

J. D. Ginger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) granting an increase of pens 

William P. Camp; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) granting an increase of pers 


Richard L. Drumwt 

Also, a bill 
Mrs. EB. E 
Also, a 
euben § 


ight; to the Committee on Invalid Ve 
(H. R. 4155) granting an increase of pen 
. Garner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
bill (H. R. 4156) granting an incrense of pe 
. Weldon; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


_ 


R 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) granting an incrense of pens 
Andrew J. Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) granting an increase of pe 
Louis F. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) ting an increa f pens 
William E. Lawrence; to the ¢ on It I 
Aliso, a bill (H. R. 4160) granting an incrense of mn 
James A. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pet ns 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 4161) granting an increase of | 
John H. Bull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) granting an incrense of 7 
James C. Haden; to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4163) granting an increase of px 
Thomas H. Wilkerson: to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) granting an incrense of | 
Henry Bedwell; to the Committee on Invalid I 
Also, a bill (TE R. 4165) era g an increase of 
William B. Gist: to the Committee on Invalid P s 
Also, bill (H. RR. 4166) g an increase 
John W. Johnson: to the Con { on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) granting an increase of pe 
James Dodson; to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4168) granting an increa 
James Johnson, to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) grat g an incre 
| Logan Hughes; to the Committee on I ilid I 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4170) granting an i) 
R. H. Askew: to the Comm eon Inv 1 Pen 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4171) n i 
Samuel W S} a 2-3 the ¢ i I 
By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4172) g i 
of pension to Rel i M. G » the Ce 1 J 
Pensions. 
By Mr. KEY of O A hill I. R. 4178 
to Helen H ma to the Com: n In i 
' Al (H. R. 4174) 
Henry I s: to the ¢ 1 | 
Also, a | (H. R. 4 > g 
Michael Le - to ‘ ! ! 
Also, a | H. R. 4176) 
Le S. L. Brow { ( i 
so, a b H. | 1177) gi 
H y I to ( 
By Mr. KINKAII t. 4 
a] on to Hi y C. Ke ) 
By Mr. LANGLEY \ | (il. R 
rf sion to He ‘ Cr to the C } 
Pensi iS. 
| By Mr. LEE of Ab H. R . 
of the fan ly of Ni l Bw sl ; to i { 
| Claims. 
| By Mr. MANN: A bill (FH. R. 4181) aut 
| of Hugh T. Reed upon retired list of the 
captain with 20 years’ service; to the Co! 
Affairs. 
| By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R 
an inerease of pension to Eliza Taggart; to ( 
| Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 4183) granting an 
Sarah B. Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid P 3 
Also. a bill (H. R. 4184) granting a | S ib 
van: to the Committee on Invalid Vensions 
Also, a bill (HH. R. 4185) for the relief of B ie Meel 


of Gordon H. Meek, deceased; to the Committee on Claim 


on 


ion 






CONGR ESSION 


RAUCH: A bill (CH, 
to David N, 


R. 4186) granting an increase of 
Fouts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


a bill (H. f. 4187) granting an increase of pension to 
icorge Hl, Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 4188) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman A. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Ilso, a bill (HL. R. 4189) for the relief of Adam K. Danes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: 
on inerease of pension to Nellie N. 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (CH. R. 


A bill (H. R. 4190) granting 
Taft; to the Committee on 


4191) granting an increase of pension to 
Sirah Aggett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAUNDERS: A bill (H. R. 4192) for the relief of 
M. R. Flynn; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 4193) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Brabson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TE. R. 4194) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah L. Gilliss: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bil (H. R. 4195) for the relief of the estate of R. G. 
Potter, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (TI. R. 4196) for the relief of the Louisville Trust 
Co., :dministrator of the estate of Emily Oldham, deceased; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr STONE: A bill (H. R. 4197) to correct the military 
record of W. H. Hall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 4198) granting a pension to Laura New- 
mon, née Mount: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4199) granting a pension to 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 1 bill CH. R. 4200) granting a pension to Mary E. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HR. 4201) to correct the military record of 
John W Conklin: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\Iso, a bill (H. R. 4202) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Bundy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4208) granting a pension 
Ewing: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (7. R. 4204) to correct the military record of 
James M. Stroud; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4205) to correct the military record of 
John A. Rol'o; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (HH. R. 4206) to correct the military record of 
Daniel Robinson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘ bill (H. R. 4207) to correct the military record of 

Ward; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 4208) to correct the military record of 
ummins; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 4209) to correct the military record of 
James Campbell: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 4210) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Ta alias James Sampson; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pe 

Also, ‘ 
S. K. 


A Iso, 


Missouri 


Shay; 


to Cornelia 


so. n 
Charles D 
Also, a 
Charles C 
Also, a 


rris, 
nsions. 

bill (7. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to 
Lowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 4212) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Parthelman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Jonsen Oltman, alias Henry Jansen; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 4214) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Saunders: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) granting an increase of pension to 
Jomes McCormick: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert O. Rackus;: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlies Fohnestock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Whisler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo F. Murden: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4220) granting a pension to Lydia Erwin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4221) granting a pension to James Allison; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4222) granting a pension to Theodore 
Harris: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4223) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Sim to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. THOMAS: A bill CH. R. 4224) granting a pension to 
Russella J. York: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ry Mr. WOODS: A bill (H. R. 4225) granting a pension to 
Ross Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


son; 
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| Lets-Oliver Investment Co., 


; Sugar; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4226) granting a pension to Roy 
Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) granting an increase of pensio 
Winfield S. Sargent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4228) granting an ince 
of pension to Milton H. Smith; to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of C. H. Beauc! 
of Los Angeles, Cal., against reduction of the duty on sug 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the St. Louis Associati: 
Credit Men, favoring the banking and currency reform law: to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also (by request), memorial of sundry citizens of Sh 
N. C., against a reduction of the duty on monazite; te the ( 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers to accompany bill (H. Ql. : 
granting a pension to Mary Cornish; to the Cemmittee o: 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: 
and 360 other beet growers, farmers, and other citizens of 
following towns: Alameda, Alvarado, Artesia, Compton, (! 
Daly City, Hueneme, Los Alamitos, Los Angeles, Lompoc, M: 
ville, Meridian, Norwalk, Owansmouth, Oxnard, Pleasant 
Salinas, Santa Ana, Santa Maria, San Francisco, Soledad, \ 
Nuys, Watsonville, Buena Park, Bay City, El Monte, G! 
Hynes, Gardena, Huntington Beach, Lugo; the Farme 
Merchants’ National Bank, Los Angeles; C. B. Wells, Oa! 
Carl Raiss & Co., Braun-Knecht-Heimann Co., Lan: 
Michaels Co., Webster Manufacturing Co., John H. Spolu 
Steiger Terra Cotta & Pottery Works, Bemis Bros.’ B 
Edward Wolf Co., and Swayne, Hoyt & Co., San Francisco: 
Oakland, all in the State of 
fornia, protesting against the proposed reduction ef the t 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. CARY: Petition of the Atlantis Greek News| 
New York, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation to 1 
present duty on seedless currants; to the Committ 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Committee of Wholesale Grocers 
York, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation placing rav 
refined sugars on the free list; to the Committee on Wa) 
Means. 

Also, petition of the 
Neenah, Wis., protesting 
free list while retaining a duty on wheat and rye; 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Day-Bergwall Co., Milwaukee, Wis 
testing against the proposed increase of duty on vanilla | 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Milwaukee Bag Co., Milwaukee. 
protesting against the proposed increase of duty on burl:| 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cutter-Hammer Manufacturing 
the National Distilling Co., Milwaukee, a protesting a 
the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Com 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Primos Chemical Co., 
ing an increase of the tariff on tungsten metal ; 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the East Buffalo Live Stock Associa! 
East Buffalo, N. Y., protesting against the removal of 
present duty on meat; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of E. E. Gaddis, Woodland. ‘ 
and 367 other citizens of California, protesting against the 
posed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committ 
Ways and Means. 

Ay Mr. DALE: 

J. Kehoe, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring amendment to 
scomneeed section of the tariff bill exempting mutual life 
surance companies from tax; to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

Also, petition of employees of the Moehle Lithographic 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., against the proposed reduction of the ( 
on lithographed articles; to the Committee on ee and Mea 

Also, petition of Sidney V. Lowell, of Brooklyn, N. Y., f' 
ing the clause in the tariff act prohibiting the importation « 
aigrettes, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Petitions of R. M. Lamor 


Wisconsin State Millers’ Associ 
against the placing of flour o 
to the 


Primos, Cal.. f 
to th 


Petition of Leopold Cohn, W. J. Wallace. 








of New York, 
on sugar 


\Iso, petition of the Star Expansion Bolt Co., 
the reduction of the duty 


Y., protesting against 
. Committee on Ways and Means. 
_ petition of Baer Bros., of New York, N. Y., against the 
” tion of the duty on bronze powders; to the Committee on 
i\ \ and Means. 
ty Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania 
State Association, urging that if a tariff be placed on 
an equalizing tariff be placed on the products of grain, 
that if products of grain be admitted free, grain be ad- 
free: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
ny Mr. GERRY: Petition of the Rhode Island Association 
Opposed to Woman Suffrage, protesting against enfranchise- 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
employees of the Warwick and Phenix 


of women; 
so, petition of sundry 


Mills, of Riverpoint, R. L. against the reduction of the 
f on laces and lace curtains; to the Committee on Ways 
| Means. 
\iso, petition of the Rhode Island State Federation of 


n’s Clubs, protesting against the placing of forest reserva- 
n the control of individual States; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
petition of the Rhode Island State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, favoring the passage of legislation prohibiting 
tation of wild-bird plumage; to the Committee on Ways 


Also, 


Vieans, 
nv Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of 35 citizens of the twenty- 
1 New York district, against including mutual life insur- 
companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 


petition of 1,000 public-school teachers and students of 
city of New York, favoring the passage of section 438 of the 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


fF hill - 
t bill; 


By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ As- 
iation, urging the establishment of a just parity in the 
ff between the raw material and the manufactured products 


grain; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Ry Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of the 
Club of Gering, Nebr., protesting against the prope 
of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on 
Means. 
ty Mr. METZ: Petition of sundry employees of me Moeble 
Lithographie Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the re 
duction of the tariff on lithographed articles; to tbe ¢ eanaaiine 
ou Ways and Means. 
By Mr. NORTON: Petition of Daniel Freeman, Alice B. Sar 
t, and others, favoring the passage of legislation prohibiting 
portation of the plumage wild for the of 
‘rs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of irmakers” 
Union, No. 42, of Hartford, Conn., against free eae in tob 
igars with the Philippine Islands; to the Committee 
s and Means. 
Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of Ansonia, 


Commercial 
sed reduc- 
Ways and 


li o! birds use 


“2 
lore 
Apex 


icco 
on 








Derby, and 


Shelton, Conn., favoring the clause in the tariff act prohibiting 
portation of birds for plumage, ete.; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 
\lso, petition of the Board of Trade of Hardford. Coun., 


<t the location of the headquarters of the customs service 
‘idgeport; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ir. SCULLY: Petition of W. Strother Jones, favoring an 
lIment to the income-tax section of the tariff bill exempt- 





ng mutual life insurance companies from taxation; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the National Association of Window Giass 
‘anufacturers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against the reduction of the 
ity on window glass; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
: Also, petition of the Pencil Exchange, Jersey City, N. J 
‘avoring tariff reduction in Schedule N, paragraph 473, leads 
in wood; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of sundry citizens of California, favoring an 
)propriation for the construction of a Millennial Dawn Tem- 
ple in California in 1915; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
. _ petition of the Bronze Powder Works Co., of Elizabeth. 
A J., and George Benda, of New York, against the reduction of 
oa duty on bronze powder; to the Committee on Ways and 
e ins, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of Paul Rieger 
« Co., of San Francisco, Cal., against the reduction of the 
duty on perfume materials; to the Committee on Ways and 
Me: ins, . 

Also, petition of Field & Cramer, of San Francisco. (e!., 
‘gainst making proceeds of life insurance policies paid upor 


death of person 


to the Com- 
mittee on Ways 


insured income and liable to tax; 
and Means. 


CONGR ii SSION AL K Di OR D—SE NATE. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


361 


Also, 
against 


petition of M. 
the 


A. Newmark & Co.. of Ans 
tariff on oats and letting in the manufactured art 


> . ! . 
OSs eles, 


cle free; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council. of San 
Francisco, against the proposed reduction of salaries of eustom 
house employees of the port of San Francisco, Cal.: to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry residents of th I 

| teenth congressional district of New York, protesting ag t the 
proposed income tax on mutual life insurance companies; | ‘ 
Committee on Ways and Meuns, 
SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 24, 1913. 

The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday lust was read and 
approved. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
‘ommunication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit 
ting, pursuant to law, a schedule of papers, documents, and so 
forth, on the files of the Interior Department, which are noi 
needed in the transaction of public business and have ho per 
manent value or historical interest. The communication and 
accompanying papers will be referred to the Joint Committee 
on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart 
ments. The Chair appoints as the committee on the part of the 
Senate the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] and the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. LANE]. The Secretary will notify the Ho 





contingent expeuses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for f 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for othe 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1514; 

H. R. 2441. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 50 
1914, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 2973. An act making appropriations for certain expense 
| incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and fo1 
} other purposes; and 

I. J. Res. 62. Joint resolution making au appropriation for dé 
fraying the expenses of the committees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives authorized to attend and represent the Set 
ate and House at the unveiling and dedication of the memorial 

» Thomas Jefferson at St. Louis, Mo. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their title 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

H. R. 2441. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 50 
1914, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 2973. An act making appropriations for certain expense 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, aud for 
other purposes 

H. R. 1917. An act making appropriations for the current and 
camtingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfil! 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes. nnd for other 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs. 

THE JEFFERSON MEMORIAL COMMITTI 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) making an appropria 

| tion for defraying the expenses of the cominittee f the Si ’ 

and House of Representatives aut horized to t 1 id repre 
sent the Senate and House at the unveiling and dedication of 
the memorial to Thomas Jefferson at St. ‘Lo Mo., was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to make quest fo: 
unanimous consent to take up at this point this joint resolu 
tion, appropriating $2.500, $1.000 to be expended on behalf of 
the Senate and $1,500 on behalf of the House, to pay the ex 
penses of the committees appointed by the Senate and House t 


of Representatives of the appointment of the committee on the 


part of the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. Sout! 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pussed the 


lowing bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the con 
currence of the Senate. 
H. R.1917. An act making appropriations for the current and 


to the dediea- 


attend and participate in the ceremonies inciden! 
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tion of the splendid memorial structure erected in St. Louis There being no objection, the memorial was referred 
to the memory of Thomas Jefferson. Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the kh 
The ceremonies are to take place on the 30th of this month, | as follows: 
and if the House joint resolution making the appropriation is Monrovia, | 
to be acted upon and the sum to become available it should be As a general proposition. it will be conceded that the final and 
acted by the § lan est development of agriculture means the utilization of land { 
acved upon by the Senute to-day. ¥ : crops which it is best adapted to produce. A_ beneficent ant 
I hope there will be no objection to the consideration of the | power possessed of a comprehensive knowledge of world agi 
joint resolution. I make that request, Mr. President. Se emg - a ed —o > oo oo ag and trans; 
Tha » - Dire a ian | icine diieein ee ® eq | PACtOors could so direct operations as to maintain an average of 
Phe VICE PRESIDENT. The S« uator from Missouri aSKSs equitable to consumers and agrarians, and could minimize red 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint | tion of labor and eliminate wasteful periodic overproduction 
resolution, which will be read at length. oe hand and i ae = A —. Such a en 
fifi Sat eas See ee Br es ag | the growing recognition of social unity lies very far in the { 
rhe joint resolution was read the second time at length, as but a step in that direction was taken when David Lubin, a { 
follows: | Californian, founded the bureau of world crop reports und 
Resolved. ete., That there Is hereby appropriated, out of any money | ®USpices of the Italian Government. 
n the Treasury not otherwise anaveneiaiad. Phe following sum: With modifications tncident to climate, territorial extent, and 
or defraying the expenses of the members of the committees of the | Status, the same general proposition that land areas should be « 
Senate and House of Representatives authorized to attend and repre- | to purposes for which they are especially qualified by inherent 
sent the Senate and House at the unveiling and dedication of the | teristics holds good with national divisions. a 
memorial to Thomas Jefferson at St. Louis, Mo., on April 30, 1913, An import duty acting to create monopoly or entailing ex 
$2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of which sum $1,000 | COSt of farm commodities to consumers would be a rank injust 
shall be accredited to the Senate, to be expended under the direction | 4° nese cause £0 social disturbance, the more so since it 
and by the order of the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and $1,500 | Would be insidious and the ultimate effect difficult to trace back 1 
accredited to the account of and expended under the direction and by pees ae ¢ : 
the order of the Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives, An import duty functioned merely to establish a domestic 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control em ~s stry is simply “ Captcha —_— agen the hand 
Se Gentinant Mamtene af Gee Gennie. a + the Committee on Ac- | Similar foreign industry, fully matured, and as concerns any 
the ontingent Expenses of the Senate, and by the 0 € of the Old World compared with the United States, operati: 
3 es y : ’ | the different social conditions of denser populations. The bas 
Mr. SMOOT Mr. President, I am not going to object to the | fication of such an impost would be the probable resultant est 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution. I merely wish | ment = : Sie eek eden eae A cor ne 1 geet 
® sali | home-marke aqdemands ant which woul o.d rationa romise 
to state that I would not care to have it understood that this | manent adequate development ag 
is to be pointed to as a precedent, and that bills and resolutions | If justified by fact as well as by theory, the more obvious ef 
coming from the House will be acted upon without reference | 8¥¢b an tmpost would be : . ee 
; : 2 or | 1. To preserve equilibrium of production by differentiating 
to the appropriate committees. according to capabilities and thus tend to equalize through lon 
Mr. STONE. I think they ought not to be. average nie for all farm —, : a 
Mr. SMOOT. ‘That is all I desire to say. 2. To furnish consumers the particular product affected at 
ir SM : r Th t ; , I ae : “ei Pn at Sg 8 at least as low as that of the foreign article and to fully and e 
Mr. STONB. The exigency in this case is peculiar. | supply the domestic markets. 
There being ne objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the . {odeing ew oo , by the above cae. Se ne first 
, oi wesreneniies “= als : eR : t is not prohibitive. ardly compensates for the difference 
Whole, proce led te _Considel the joint 1 solution. ; cost of production between domestic and imported fruit 
rhe joint resolution was reported to the Senate without | ranean growers still possess the immense advantage of a f 
Amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, | veloped industry, cheaper freight. rates of steamer shipments 
and camel practical subsidization of the industry resulting from tl! 
an poe aa E 5 4 Government's support of the manufactire of citrate of lin 
Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: Some time ago I was | tariffs. therefore. do nut debar Mediterranean growers from 





counts of the House, respectively. 


{ 
appointed a member of the committee to attend the Jefferson | in United States markets on favorable terms, so far as 


a a ie . ony ,  aalagte ’ ultimate cost of placing the orchard product before the consu 
memori:l exercises at St Louis on the 30th of this month. I | being a demonstrated fact, the question arises, How have t 
find it will be utterly impossible for me to leave at that time, | conduced to foster domestic citrus culture? 
I therefore «sk to be excused from service on the committee, rhe answer. in general terms, is that they effect all 
3 hat ' tii fr Vor Mr. P "| be eubeti- | American growers ask, namely, such a balancing of product 
and that the Senator from ermont {| Mr. AGE] be substi- | a, will enable them through their superior talents for ot 
tuted as a member of the committee. | and better frnit to meet foreign competitors on fairly even 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request. | the bome markets. Specifically the tariffs have minimized t! 
ithent chiet nm. if ll be s “dered tation of inferior fruit Grades that would have been « 
thout objection. & Wil be 80 ordered. E | speculation to an open market, and which could have been | 
Mr. BACON Mr. President, I should like to say just a word | eastern seaboard at a figure less than the bare cost of pr 
on the same matter in regard to which the Senator from New | domestic fruit, did not warrant risk in a protected market. | 
} aia ‘ : the tariffs removed the American markets from the list of 
Hampshire has addressed the Senate. I am in the same posi- grounds for the periodic surplusage of the Mediterrane:i 
tion as that stuted by the Senator from New Hampshire for | market stability followed which encouraged American growe: 
himself, I was appointed, and I find it impossible to go. [| their planting. Prices no longer fluctuated between absurd 
: he ; : ; . a because the imposts acted in restraint of import gambling 
can not leave the business which I have here: and I desire to Taking up specialization of land as the second ju 
resign the appointment, and to have some one else appointed in | the citrus tar we find that in California alone ther 
my ace am not prepared to say whom it will be. but I will imatel 100,000 acres bearing groves owned by 12,000 ‘ 
in : , . : : . ae In years of normal weather conditions the yield wil 
I i er to the attention of the ( hair a little later. 40.000 earload and is estin i to reach 75 600 c 
N Mr. President, I was one of the Senators! next decade The annual freig revenues resulting to t 
go to St. Louis. T find that I can not very well | of thousands of, stockholders a several hundred thousar 
; . . nlovees # >] f s ap ximys $20,000,000, and 
the committee I therefore ask to be excused. and emp oy es and dey ndant: approximate : mW La 
S : ; : 7 ——e culture is permanentiy removed from competition wit f 
President of the Senate appoint some other Senator gricultural industry in this country Without the tari 
in mv place this land would have been devoted to products competing 
oy - 7: — , . . ; e § her iddle Western, and Eastern States. Bei 
Tha VICR PREAIDE r i Rice Re ae . * of the Southern, Mid¢ ’ ‘ ( c 
sac lel PRI IDENT. rhe Chair appoints the Senator imposts which encourage citrus planting the farmer of the Mi 
from Washington [Mr. Jones] to serve as a member of the Jef- | has received more for his grain than he otherwise would, | 
ferson memorial committee in place of the Senator from Geor- | e™ farmer more for his staples and the eastern farme! 
_— : . : rom weor In eddition, railroads and their multifarious interests ha 


gin [Mr. Bacon }, who was relieved at bis own request, by the best paying freieht traffic of anything like equal ve 
The Chair also appoints the Senntor from Towa [Mr. Kenyon] | world Interstate commerc is a whole has benefited 

to serve on the Jefferson memorial committee in place of the | citrus freight revenues became of such magnitude as to | 

Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLtson], who has bee xcused reduction of other freight rates. Here again the mid-we 

Pel ) rT i i} f i i 501 ’ O DAs een excused | scuthern produce r has benefited. 

from service on that committee. Taking up the low cost to consumer as the third justifi 
Mr. Srone, at his own request, was excused from further | the citrus tariffs, we find: _ : 

service the Jefferso »morial e nittee, and Mr. HucuHeEs | 1. The average retail price has been as low, if not low 

Fervice on 1e Jf i on memoria ommittee, and Jr. UGHES | before the present tariff enactment. lo properly estimate t 

was appointed in his place cance of this fact it must be remembered that the retail p: 
Mr. Root, at his own request, was excused from further serv- commodities, taken as a whole, have increased in the Unit 

ice the Jeffersor nemorial ce ittee. ¢ 1 Mr A SHURS' during this peried about 60 per cent and throughout the wol 

ce on AS. Oren eee memorial committee, and Mr. ASHURST | 39 per cent owing to the decreased purchasing power of gold 

was appointed in his place. 2. With regard to the adequacy of the domestic citrus supj 
Subsequently Mr. Asnvrst, on his own request, was excused has ne ra round eae ee — _— 

; . , ‘ ¢ er > ré 1e importers. As fr S 
from service on the Jefferson memorial committee. so eae eae a conducive to the general he 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. { 


mportance of this perennial and even distribution merits consid 
Ty ’ ; ; \ Recapitulating citrus tariff effects: 

Mr. NEW LANDS presented a memorial of the Elko County 1. Specialisation of land, removing great areas from compct 

Cattle Association, of Nevada, remonstrating against placing | with other sections. . nasil Oh nse 
‘ . » > ; . ‘ c 

at and w » free lis rhie vas referre > * 2. Relatively cheaper fruit to consumers by about 0 fF 
meat and wool on the free list, which was referred to the Com this te apite of the fact that the orchardists’ labor and mater 
mittee on F a . pense has increased about 55 per cent. _ 
Mr. WORKS. I present the memorial of James Leonard, of 3. A pronounced and far-reaching effect on freight rates, wh 
Monrovia, Cal., relative to the duty on citrus fruits. I ask that | directly benefited stock, wheat, cotton, and general-product 


i i Tn e terstate Commerce Commission railroad rates are ! 
the memorial be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com- en a to total traffic volume and total revenues. A ! 


mittee on Finance. tion of citrus tarfffs which would act to permanently check 
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of an industry so productive of freight revenues as the citrus | affect the character of the future dev ! n ! i 
must logically act to increase rates on other commodities | im addition to the citrus land 
up the difference Lemons: In the matter of lemon culture it ii to t ) 
trus tariffs have acted to benefit all agriculiural interests and | definite, coherent form the many « i t 
» in general, they have not fostered monopoly. The area in | its proportionate development \ and runt tate 
west suitable fer citrus culture is too vast to permit monopoly. | ment is that “ orchardists have \ t t f 0 
i to the existent acreage of young and bearing groves, there | years and only recently have mast ad it ) 
imately 200,000 in California alone which are suitable for | compass through experience the whole ind { : a tie 
1 With conditions favering market stability—and that | Orchardists did not have the benefit of ge: tior f ov iels 
n adequate tariff—dome tic production for generations to come | their undertaking. Naturally they underestimated it nad 
excess of demand, with a constant tendency toward lower | were long in grasping its problem 
— | In tabulating my personal experience during 15 
:: Considering the investment end constant risk, orchard re- | 1. A large proportion of the iemons first ‘ 
not averas more than those of other lines of agriculture. varieties, many seedlings, etc. I} fruit was igh, 
il cost of putting citrus land under irrigation and preparing | evenly, and was of poor keeping quality Whe his f 
trees makes $500 per acre a reason: ble valuation. In some sec- hended, orchardists at once began to « it ’ eir t d it 
heaper land is available, but invariably there are offsets, such | to approved varieties. Years were necessary to do this 
nee from transportation lines, lack of handling and packing {| growers rebudded at the same time It followed that d \ ‘ 
etc. A valuation of $1,000 per acre for a 6-year-old grove | uneven. Splendid fruit might, in fact did, p: nade . 
rvative total of the grower’s actual investment and does not | ments, but during a long period there was a _ perce in 
le his risk | fruit marketed, 
4 vers’ risk: The risk from orchard menaces are constant and | 2. In the beginning it was the usual practice for ar t to 
ti many causes, any one of which may effect widespread injury | plant, say, four-tifths of his acreage to orang: and 1 i e to 
. logs Sometimes a tree disease affecting bark or roots will sweep | lemons. It proved a very unfortunate start Oo I i and 
h a great territory entailing heavy loss. Again, some parisitic | were shipped in bulk and returns received almost en I is 
iy threaten the whole industry with disaster. For instance, | ripened when the orchardist was busy irrigating or cult 
years ago the discovery of a pest in one section of this State | major crop, and lemon picking was often irregular and t i ! 
ad all the groves and all other feeding trees for the pest to be cut | required more care than oranges and returns dribbled in t : 
the bare trunk, entailing at least a three years’ loss of crop season. The combination grower frequently came t 
] , the past two years the unprecedented cold has caused enormous | lemons as the unremunerative source of 1 ble Ile did tho how 
It is doubtful if citrus growers as a body have received enough | to prune and did not appreciate its val Ile w L yt n 
these two years to meet cultural expenses. This Duarte ing. Ile began in the belief that there was little d nee b n 
: district, though small, is considered one of the very best, and | lemon and orange cultivation and was ow to see ft t is 1 ! 
regarded as practically immune from frosts. In the past two | were at fault Under the pressure of orange work, the iller 1 
s the frost damage in this small focthill district will fall but | orchard was slighted Picking was done at odd tim and too ttle 
hort of $1,000,000. Scores of growers have received no income | attention paid to “sizing.” The American grower was very care in 
from their orchards, and most other sections were much more | his handling methods and only after many cost lessons learne it 
verely fired than this. It is improbable that such extreme cold | a ruised lemon is a spoiled lemon Also, that approved \v 
y cur again in many years. Still there is the chance that it will, | picked at standard sizes will eure evenly to standard s ir 
i to cope with the possible emergency erchardists are installing heat- | When markets were poor he was prone to let hi » hang on the 
r apparatus at a cost of from $100 to $200 per acre. } trees; when the markets improved he picked the trees bare and packed 
Panama Canal: The advantage of the Panama Canal is frequently | a most ridiculous assortment of sizes. Also, tree-cured let is are in 
| as compensation for a reduced tariff. That has yet tr be dem- | ferior in acid content and in keeping qualit 
ted. It is now estimated that about 25 per cent of the Cali 3. In the methods of curing his product the American ¢ was a 
1 citrus crop will be shipped through the canal. Inland water- | innocent of knowledge as in his cultural and field-handling 1 od 
ways do not complement the canal and are, in fact, in a shameful | Old-style curing houses, built at great expense, were made dark and 
f unpreparedness and inefficiency. About the only advantage | with little or no ventilation. He has learned differen E t he } 
the canal discernable at present will be cheaper rates to the | paid the price. 
eastern seaboard for one-quarter of the California citrus yield and | 4. In addition to faulty cultural, handling, and curing method 
ol f of the crop is marketed west of Chicago. | os was a further difficulty in shipping. In nine out of every ten « 
Market security: Remove the sense of security arising from the | qistricts lemon culture was subordinate to orange culture her e 
Y offset against cheaper production and cheaper shipment of Medi- | relatively few lemon groves of anv considerable area. Very fr 
terranean fruit—which feeling of security induced citrus orchardists | jt resulted that when lemon shipments were made there we t 
to expand the industry—and there will be no such increased production | enoygh for. say, two cars, but more than enough for ont One « - 
as will eventually restore to transcontinental carriers the freight volume | jogq would be shipped, and the balance held until another carload could 
diverted to the Panama Canal. tant . . be made up. Often a considerable time elapsed before f nt t 
Effect of reduced citrus tariffs on freight rates: Owing to increasing | was received at the packing house to permit this, in which « the 
expense of operation and maintenance, not a few railroad lines are | jemons that were prime when the first shipment was made had retro 
hard pressed to meet fixed charges and provide for necessary better- | praded when the second carload was sent out. Or, as was often the 
nts The decreasing value of gold has a cumulative force with | case, the short load of good lemons was eked out. wi insufficiently 
ds. On the one hand shippers are fighting through the Inter- | cured fruit. In earlier years orange shipping, except Valencias is 
te Commerce Commission for lower rates, and on the other labor | gnished when the lemon Season was at it height, but it times han 
ms demand and receive higher wages. Largely for a like reason | pened that the short car of lemons was pieced out with oranges and 
companies demand and get higher prices for materials. If so | sent to an orange market. 
large a revenue is permanently diverted from transcontinental carriers Unless one has been familiar with the above-described factors, acting 
as the Panama Canal seems likely to accomplish eventually, and an all through the lemon sections, it is almost in ble t he 
inadequate citrus tariff tends to discourage such an extension of the ' 4 tant which ae o> dimesuenen niawel ‘pO 1 se SS: SES SHees 
industry as looks toward a restoration of the freight volume maha gli - * oa 7 Samm. on am > p. caorek a aia , o> i nee 
through increased midland shipments, there must inevitably result a See In smaller districts. mss re t} ce mat 122 gon A pana 
rise in short-haul freight .rates over a vast inland section which can pentian of the aia to lemons still pa ina eo A, and —— 
least —. ak tne argument is applicable to the tariffs on pedient to so differentiate cooperative packing-house handling th t on 
( r acii ‘0as 8. ie ifies , © i } ge ‘ lles the outr > evernal nt 
Disturbance of agricultural equilibrium: In earlier stages of national a eres Saaee Bee a shoo ¥ oes nyacent 
development it was impossible, even had there been a desire, to view | | aaldeuahin TI us the La Ma adie ast: hata baniie 7 ~ ge Tenge teimet 1g 
agricultural resources as an entity. The result has been that when- | COMSi@erable. dbus me aa manea fe ee ea ‘ 
a : ee ’ a eee ae ; excepting two large groves, which ship independent] ‘ i a 
ever a new section was settled older sections have stagnated, often fena and Asusa co Ban Times another maderniy eanioned | 
etrograded, until the compensation of a denser local population re- | ‘ like t eelteey Thus there aw =  iaaeaaae Sica don ae - ean 
stored equilibrium by augmenting the home markets. The abandoned h ld io aor a » next ar. 7 ee one ee eee 
f s of New England attest this. The Middle Atlantic States are | 20%@ over Pot rs i eS as ne : , 
dotted with abandoned grain mills, which were driven out of business | Besides the cone =P - he nticeship lemon grow' ive had 
when the great western wheat lands were opened and eastern farmers | the first to oon W haat the hostility of the well-organized imp 
wuld buy flour cheaper than they could produce it. Eastern stock | When the McKin nhe bill was under consideration the countt 
rming became moribund when the droves of the western range flooded with pamph ets asst a + a ( alifornia emons wel d 
found access to markets. In many sections hop farming languished | ' acid ny ™ oomaany wee » Mediterrane in fruit \; ricult 
and then died when the hop fields of the Pacific coast were developed. Dopersmess ¢ — sts proved the contrary to be true, but the false claim 
It has required decades—if it is even yet accomplished—to restore | had its effect. tcole telt al _ oh tin forms originating from the e 
the agricultural balance. While the disturbance of conditions cited | source has — = eae = ‘ex nO-Ga) -_ apes ir mangle 
above were the unforeseen and probably unforeseeable results of bring- | f’OWer has masveres ville ie » AE I wh ay ew ciate ie. d to ut a 
ing new areas into competition with sections originally developed from | is costly “al toa —_ ool an Dae ereese Descer Samoans cham the 
an insulated viewpoint and low horizons, practically the same effect importers, at lower prices and in abundant supply, thr ughout the yea 
would be proGuced by diverting the energies of an old mete Sees JAMES LEONARD. 
into new channels, Since mortals are not prescient, these industria TORKS “Ase ‘ legram. i he nature a joir 
readjustments are bound to occur; but it connd seem that we were Mr. WORKS. I present a t prem an the RACER of a Jol u 
too intelligent a people to invite them needlessly and profitlessly. | resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, which I 
California is aease? vd . and ~~ 7 =e ~ < fruit | ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee 
on an enormous scale, but the same soil and climate wi yroduce an ents Paclamati “j ands 
F almost infinite variety of other crops. Horticulture requires a very | 00 Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 


heavy initial investment and the financial ability to wait years before There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the 
> ee on ——- veanereneee., a. oS oes Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
ia any ev e must battle for his markets with the peasan all ana cated i ae i cats 5 
fruit grower of the Mediterranean, the age of whose groves is sachened ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows 
oy Senerations, and who has back of him his Government, the steam- SACRAMENTO, CAI April 23, 1 
'p companies, and the aggressive organization of importers, who, | Jonn D. Works : 

with few exceptions, are his countrymen. Take from the Californian ‘United States Senate, Washington, D. C 

ie Insurance of tariffs, which, while steadying the markets, are yet . a ; ee Poy gree 
not prohibitive, and he will turn to products requiring smaller in- Deak Sin: Pursuant to the i iehenem of a senate joint resolution 
vestments, involving less risk, and yielalng quicker returns. Whatever adopted by both houses of the Legislature of the State of California I 
else it may accomplish, it now appears almost certain that the Isthmian | herewith transmit to you a copy thereof ; =~ 
piual will open the way for through steamship immigration to the | Senate joint resolution No. 24, relating to the preservation of the 


’acifie coast States. > ° natural conditions of Lake Tahoe and of establishing by judicial 
render possible ion Beene emanation od mans otek Loo tae decree the conflicting claims to the use of the flood waters thereof 
ee earcity of labor. By the very nature of environing conditions | Whereas Lake Tahoe, on account of its great natural beauty, is regarded 
the ending orchardist will, perforce, turn to southern staples, with as a valuable asset of the State of California by the citizens thereof, 
aa arge x. of repeating some oft-repeated history. In this and many of such citizens have acquired vested interests on the 
connection it is well to remember that the tariff reductions proposed shores of such lake; and 
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sims title to the mafor portion of the flood waters 
ind expects in the near future to 

nz power and of irrigating lands 
ymmestic uses of its citizens 

» declared intention of the Reclamation 
vert the lake into a reservoir for an 
» of Nevada, and to that end to artifi- 
f the lake and to widen the outlet chan- 
king i ssible to draw from *h Inke 
iled its average natural rise of 23 


> and 
Serv- 
or the ite St: » I 
ization syst stat 
vy lower the 


of he su 


if 
the 
Now, t 
That 
against 


clamation Service, Pec 
| iegal ri of 


damage : 


“arried into ¢ t, 
St: of California 
erefore, be it 

the Lezislature 
any interference 
nts with the natural 


‘ 
nits Stat rt 
h : 
a nbly jointly, 
‘by protest 
ernment or its 
and be it further 
ident of the United States 
1 to cause legal proceedi 
jurisdiction in order to 
claiming title to ft! 
y to determine the righ 
of Nevada, the State 
trie Co.: and be it furt! 
attorney general of the 
requested to institute 


aas 
toes here 
Gov age 
he is 
tituted 
the re 
waters of 


and 
in 


e 


be, 


ons 
and 


be, 
as 
United 
State of 
of Lake 
nine the 
; and it 


California 
prosecute 
the 
the 
waters 


detert 


spectfully 
any action in the 
the State of California and again 
her claim: to the use of the 
perly ed as parties, in order 
such parties to the of such 


and 


ible of 


Supreme Court 
- 
of 


st 
its 
use waters be 

lred, That 
ident of the United St 
d tates, to the U 
f the Unite St 
Respectfully, 


of these resolutions 
tes, to the 
nited States Ree 


te 
Senate 


a copy be forwarded to 
ary of the Interior of 

amation Servicé, and to 

and House of Representatives. 


the 
the 
each 


Secretar) 


r < 


ites 


~d 
ye 


yvurS, 


W. N H, 
8 vy of Senate. 

I present a telegram, in the nature of a joint 

i by the Legislature of California, which I ask 

may be printed in Recorp and referred to the Committee 

on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

SaCRAMENTO, CAL., April 23, 1913. 


Mr. WORKS. 
resolution adoj 


toy 


the 


D. WorKs, 
States Senate, 


Hon. JOHN 
United 


DerarR 


Washington, D. OC. 


Pursuant to the provisions of a senate joint resolution 
adopted by both houses of the Legislature of the State of California, I 
herewith transmit to you a copy thereof. 

Senate joint resolution 1, relative to the continuation 
States of surveys for the construction of storage reservoirs for the 
impounding of flood waters in the Sierra Nevada Mountains in the 
State of California, and asking that an appropriation be made for 
forwarding the work as speedily as possible. 

Whereas the United States Government has for several years past been 
securing data, through the Geological Survey and the Reclamation 

Ser rninmg the watershed the west slope of the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains and the construction of storage reservoirs for the 
conservation of flood waters In the winter and spring; and 

Whereas the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys, of which these 
watersheds form the eastern rim, constitute a large bedy of the most 
fertile land to be found in any country, rivaling the far-famed Valley 
of the Nile im productiveness and capable of supporting a pepulation 
of several millions when properly reclaimed and settled; and 
‘pereas in times of heavy snowfall and rainfall the volume of water 
coming down into the valleys is a continual menace to the rich lands 
adjacent to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, thousands of 
acres ef which are flooded in years of heavy rainfall; and 
fhereas in the report of the Reclamation Service for the year 1907 the 

if storage reservoirs were constructed at the 


Sik 


by the United 


vier, con« of 


statement is made that 
sites surveyed it would greatly simplify the drainage problems of the 
Sacramente and San Joaquin Rivers and the lower Sacramento Valley 
by reducing the flood flow im the rivers; and 
Whereas the flood waters so impounded would be of the greatest value 

to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys and the State of Cali- 

fornia by being used for irrigation instead of being allowed to flow 

to the ocean, often doing incalculable damage to the valleys, 800,000 

acres of the lowlands of which baving been flooded in 1904: There- 

fore be it 

Resolved by the senate and the assembly jointly, That the Legislature 
of the State of Calffornia memortializes the Congress of the United States 
for the continuation of said work of surveying and constructing storage 
reserv< n the watersheds of the western slope of said Sierra Nevada 
Mountains on the tributaries of the Feather, Yuba, and American Rivers 
and other tributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, carry- 
ing out all measures necessary for such work and making an appro- 
priation of sufficient siae to forward it as the more speedily solved ; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to take the 
necessary measures for hastening the survey and eonstruction of such 
reservoirs in order to Impound such flood waters and enable the prob- 
lem of improvement and restraint of the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
Rivers to be more speedily solved ; and be it further 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Rep- 
resantatives be requested te use all honorable means to secure the action 
desired in this matter for the purpose aforesaid ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the Seeretary of the Interior, the Secretary 
of Agriculture, the respective Houses In Congress, and to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, including those to assume 
office on Mareh 4, 1913. 

W. N. Parrisu, 


Respectfully, yours, 
Secretary of Senate, 


irs 


e United 


APRIL, 


Mr. WORKS. I present a telegram, in the nature of a 
resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, whi 
may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the C 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being 
Committee on 
printed in the 


no objection, the telegram was referred | 

Agriculture and Forestry and ordered 

Recorp, as follows: 
S 


SACRAMENTO, CAL., April 


Hon. JoHN D. Works 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Deak Sir: Pursuant to the provisions of a senate joint 
adopted by both houses of the Legislature of the State of ( 
herewith transmit to you a copy thereof. 

Senate joint resolution 12, relative to action by Congress in dir 
investigation through the Department of Agriculture of mes 
protection of fruit from frost damage. 

Whereas the great citrus belt of California has been visi 
unprecedented damaging frost involving a loss of many 1 
dollars in the crop alone, as well as great damage to trees: ; 

Whereas great advancement has been made by both public a 
‘xperimentation in the protection of orchards all over th 

from the damaging effect of cold waves by means of 
pots and other methods of raising temperatures, the use of \ 
given perfect protection in some groves and has been of lit 
in others. The effect of frost damage on many fruits, | 
the citrus, is but little known and it is believed that larg 

be saved in this and other horticultural branches by a move 

knowledge of the prevention of frost damage and the bes 

determining to what extent citrus or other fruits have 
unfit for marketing. Large losses have been sustained 
have been prevented were more proper methods known: and 
fhereas the interests of the whole country demand a thoroug 
tigation of this question by the Department of Agricult: 
the most competent experts obtainable. work adeg 
ported and ably conducted will save many millions of dol 
to the Nation: Now, therefore, be it 

Resobtved, That this being a Nation-wide problem we appea 
gress to authorize and empower the Department of Agric: 
once take up this question and employ the ablest and most 
men to be had “for carrying on this work until a thorough k 
shall be had of this question in its bearing on all branches « 
ture; and be it 

Resolved, 
state be, 


tes 


hee 
whi 


Such 


That upon the passage of this resolution the s¢ 
and he is hereby, directed to forward a copy there 
Senators and Representatives of the State of California in ( 
and that a copy of the resolution be also transmitted to the ; 
each fruit-crowing State in the Union, requesting them to urge 
tures now in session to consider and take action in accordance 
this resolution. 
Respectfully, yours, W. N. Parrisu 
Secretary of S 

Mr. WORKS. I present a telegram, in the nature of a 
resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, w! 
ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Co 
tee on Finanee. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to 
Committee on Finance and erdered to be printed in the k 
as follows: 

SACRAMENTO, CaL., April 
Hon. Jonn D. Worrs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


Dear Sik: Pursuant to the provisions of a senate joint r 
adopted by both houses of the Legislature of the State of Ca 
I herewith transmit to you a copy thereof: 

Senate joint resolution 25, relative te memorializing Congress ri 
the citrus fruit industry of the State of California, and r 
our Senators and Representatives im Congress to use al! | 
means to prevent a reduction in duties on citrus fruits | 
point where the differemece in the cost of production of t! 
would be equalized. 

Whereas the citrus fruit industry ts one of the great and 
enterprises of this State, representing an investment of $200. 
and materially contributes to the upbuilding thereof; and 

Whereas the rates of duty on citrus fruits should equalize the d 
in ae of production between the United States and foreign 
an 

Whereas the present rates of duty bring to the Government 
Stantial revenue that has increased in recent years; and 

Whereas a materia) reduction of the duties on citrus fruits 
hamper and retard the growth and development of the 
California: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of the State of Cali! 

jointiy, That we respectfully memorialize the Congress of the | 

States not to reduce the duties on citrus fruits below a point « 

ing the difference in the cost of production of the same in the | 

States and foreign countries, and we earnestly reqhest our § 

and Representatives in Congress to use every honorable 

prevent such reduction; be it further 

Resolved, That the governor of the State of California be 
to appoint five citizens of California to present this mem 
Congress in behalf of this State; and be it further 

Resolred, That a copy of this resolution be telegraphed to th: 
dent and to each of our Senators and Representatives in the 
of the United States. 

Respectfully, yours, W. N. Parnisu, 
Secretary of S¢ 


Mr. WORKS. I present a telegram, in the nature of 
resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, which | ass 
may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 
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alleged cures thereof, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Iie also presented a telegram, in the nature of a joint 
resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, praying that 
an investigation be made to prevent damage to crops by frost, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
lorestry. 

He presented a telegram, in the nature of a joint 
resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, remonstrat- 
ing against any interference by the Government with the natural 
conditions of Lake Tahoe, Cal., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He presented a telegram, in the nature of a joint 
resolution adopted by the Legislature of California, praying for 
the construction of storage reservoirs to impound the flood 
waters of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, in that 
State, which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Concord, N. H., and a petition of sundry citizens of Nashua, 
N. H., praying for the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal 
act exempting American coastwise shipping from the payment of 
tolls, which were referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, 

Mr. BURTON presented a resolution of members of the 
Woman's Franchise League of Bellefontaine, Ohio, favoring the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution granting the right 
of suffrage to women, which was referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented a petition of members of 
the Vark View Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the enactment of legislation limiting the issuing of 
permits for the erection within the fire limits of dwellings of 
than 16 feet frontage, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of W. H. Whiting and 117 


also 


also 


less 


other citizens of Barre, Charlton, Leicester, New Salem, Peter- | 


sham, Princeton, and Spencer; of Norman S. Waite and 20 other 
citizens of Allston: of Charles H. Stearns and 38 other citizens 
of Brookline: of Frederick W. Mowatt and 20 other citizens of 
Lynn; of William C. Buck and 60 other citizens of Reading; of 
51 citizens of East Douglas, Grafton, and North Uxbridge: and 
of the congregation of the Universalist Church of Beverly, all 
in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the repeal of the 
clause in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise 
shipping from the payment of tolls, which were referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. McLEAN presented the memorial of James T. Fitton, of 
Rockville, Conn., remonstrating against the ado. tion of the pro- 
posed income-tax amendment to the pending tariff bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Fi.ance. 

Mr. KENYON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Black- 
hawk and Ringgold Counties, in the State of Iowa, praying for 


an adjustment of the pay of railway mail clerks on account of | 


the conditions brought about by the parcel-post law, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of Local Union No. 43, Pulp, 
Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Bellows Falls, Vt., remon- 
strating against the passage of the pending tariff bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
of the proposed tariff law, which I ask may be read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the telegram was 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

New York, N. ¥ 


read and referred 


-» April 23, 1913. 


lion. TI. GALLINGER, 


Washington, D. C.: 

Representatives of workmen affiliated with lithographic labor organl- 
zations, consisting of pressmen, transferers, engravers, artists, press 
feeders, stone grainers, and paper cutters, request a hearing before 
your committee on the proposed Underwood tariff bill. Trade much;dis- 
turbed. Our representatives are opposed to radical reduction in the 
tariff incorporated in the Underwood bill. We represent 50,000 work- 


men. 
W. E. Coaktey, 
Representative, 200 East Twenty-third Street, New York, N. Y. 


JACOB 


JACOB M. COOPER. 


Mr. KENYON, from the Committee,on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 754) for the relief of Jacob M. 
Cooper, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No, 12) thereon, 

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT AND LIVE-STOCK INSURANCE, 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred Senate resolution 52, submitted by himself on the 


17th instant, reported it without amendment, submitted a re- 
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port (No. 14) thereon, and it was considered by unanimou 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report to the British Board of Agricultu 
Fisheries of an inquiry into agricultural credit and agricult 
operation in Germany, with some notes on German live-stock {1 
by J. R. Cahill, which was presented to both Houses of Parlia; 
Great Lritain, be printed as a Senate document, 
accompanying fllustrations and letter. 


SOIL SURVEY OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLA. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, to y 
was referred Senate resolution 46, submitted by Mr. 
the 15th instant, reported it without amendment, submit: 
report (No. 15) thereon, and it was considered by unan 
consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there shall be reprinted 1,000 additional copi 
Soil Survey of Escambia County, Fla., for the use of the Senat: 
ment room. 


CONTROL OF MONEY 
Mr. FLETCHER. 


AND CREDIT. 
From the Committee on Printing, to 


4 


together with 


IRYAN 0 
ed 


was referred Senate resolution No. 16, providing for the )) 


ing of 10,000 copies of the report of the Money Trust inv: 
tion, I report back a concurrent resolution, and I 
report (No. 16) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for th 

ent consideration of the resolution. There is quite a ad 
for this report. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 1) was read, « 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatires con 
That there be printed 6,000 additional copies of House Report N 
Sixty-second Congress, on the “‘ Concentration of control of mo: 
credit,” of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senat: 
ment room and 4,000 copies for the use of the House document 1 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I report from the Committee on I: 
amendment to Rule XII and ask that it be read, printed, 
go over one day (S. Res. 64). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Ca: 
from the Committee on Rules, submits a report, which lh 
be read. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XII be amended as follows: 


“4 


3. Immediately after and before the result of each roll « 
certained and announced the Clerk shall call the names of 
sentees,”’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
day under the rule. 

REPORT OF PARK COMMISSION 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, 


snl 


The resolution will lie ove 


(Ss. DOC. NO. 16). 


Mr. on the 15th ji 


submitted a document, being an abridgment of the Park ( 


mission report of the District of Columbia, which, on my 
was referred to the Committee on Printing for conside: 
I am directed by that committee to report a resolution w 
send to the desk, and for which I ask present consid: 
I also submit a report (No. 17) thereon. The document 
printed accompanies the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Ha: 
reports from the Committee on Printing a resolution ‘1 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. The 
tion will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 63), as follow 


Resolved, That an abridgment of the report of the Park Co 
and of the report of the Senate Committee on the District of C 


| submitted to the Senate on January 15, 1902, be printed as a 5 
I present a telegram relating to a feature | 


document, with accompanying illustrations, and that 3,550 ad 
copies be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, I ask w! 
the document referred to in the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is the report of the 
Very likely the Senator from Mississippi is familiar w 
It deals with the development of the city of Washington, 
as our parks are concerned. 


been printed several times. It has been thought desirable 


Is there objection to the immed 


ark Commiss 


It is quite a large volume. It ! 


much as there are many calls from all over the country for the 


document, that we should print an abridged edition. 
the number named in the resolution will only cost $500. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous conseii! 
agreed to. 
CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO, 


To p 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona, from the Committee on Foreign Ke! 


tions, to which was referred Senate resolution 62, suln 


tted 


by himself on the 21st instant, reported it without amendmen 


and submitted a report (No. 13) thereon, and it was cons! 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is respectfully requested, if no! it 


‘ 


atible with the public interest, to cause to be transmitted 
senate— 


re 
rer 


m 


to U 
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What redress, if any, has been offered by Mexico in the an of Okanogan ¢ ; inty, _— = 
r demanded by the United States of America, and the result | & bridge across the Okanogan R at or } { \ 
- or demand, and what assurance f protection to the lives | Malott; to the Committee on Cot erce 
ty of our peaceful, law-abiding citizens in Mexico does that A bill (S. 1854) relating to the election ¢ Un 1 Ss 
offer . ; ‘ = 7 
Sennt 3: to the Committ on Tud 
COL. RICHARD MH, WILSON, a ta og ae gn a a ' 
c . aes A bill (S. 1855) relating to e nents in ec ! 
’ MYERS. Mr. President, the Senator from Morida (Mr. | reclamation projects; to the Committee on | i rund | 
] the chairman of the Committee on Claims, iS not} mation of Arid Land 
t. but I see the Senator from North Carolina [Mr OVER- By Mr. BURTON: 
who is second on that committee, in his seat, and I A bill (S. 1856) to amend s lon 4 of an set led “An 
hat I intend to propose will be agreeable to him. The | to amend an act entitled ‘An to regulate tric 
S. 662) for the relief of Col. Richard H. Witson, Fourteenth | gams across navigable waters oved Ju 1, 1906,” appre I 
y, United St Army, when introduced, was referred, | June 98. 1910. and to 1 on; to the ¢ 
rtently, I believe, to the Committee on Claims. It dees mittee on Commerce. 
iately belong to that committee, and I ask unanimous By Mr. CUMMINS: 
that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the A bill (S. 1857) granting n to Halle W. D ate 
f er consideration of the bill and that it be referred to | Committee on Pensions. 
( ttee on Military Affairs. Ev Mr. BRISTOW: 
wp y Tha oT) ranartc halanea , th yy i > " oe . i . 
Mr. OVERMAN. The bill properly belongs to the Committee A bill (S. 1358) granting an inerease of pension to Jeff 1 
on M ry Affairs and not to the Committee on Claims. | Hurst; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. The bill was referred during} By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 
st session of Congress to the Committee on Milita A bill (S. 1359) to amend section 1244, Revised Statutes nd 
Affairs, and I think it is proper that it should £0 there now. A bill (S. 1860) granting an honorable discharge to John D. 
VICE PRESIDEN'I In the absence of objeetion, the |} Durie; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Committee on Claims will be discharged from the further con- A bill (S. 1361) for the relief of the heirs of Marianne § 9 
m of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee | Ana Schrepper; to the Committee on Private Land Claims 
Military Affairs. sy Mr. CHILTON: 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. A bill (S. 1862) granting an increase of pension to Lat B. 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, on the 17th of March Senate | Hess; to the Committee on Pensious. 
on No..13, relative to the employees of the Committee By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 
Banking and Currency, was considered, amended, and A bill (S. 1563) mal s lands within the State of O nat 
L te The chairman of that committee was not then | have been withdrawn or c d as oi! lands subject to ent 
nt, and I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which | under the hon ad or desert-land law nd 
uticn was agreed to be reconsidered. | A bill (S. 1364) to a ml section 2522 of th rk | t 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the resolution? of the United States relating to mineral locati: - to the ¢ i 
Mr. OWEN. It relates to the employees of the Committee ; mittee on Public Lands. 
on Banking and Currency, and was reported from the com- | A bill (S. 1865) to appoint Brig. Gen. 1 M. Anderson, 
ee of which, I believe, the Senator from Mississippi is | United States Army, retired, to the grad rm r general 
chairman. on the retired list of the Army; to the Committee « Mi ry 
Ir. WILLIAMS. I ask, then, that the matter go to the Com- | Affairs. 

mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the A bill (S. 1566) to adjust the claims of cet tt in 

‘ te, Sherman County, Oreg.; to the Committee on ¢ 
Mr. OWEN. It has heretofore been reported by that com- By Mr. McCUMBER: 

Inittee A bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the « e of Ww 
Mr. WILLIAMS. But there was an amendment to the reso- | Meade, deceased; 

i made on the floor. A bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Capt. F k B. W 
Mr. OWEN. I desire it to be reconsidered. I agree, how- | United States Army; 

ever, that it should go to the committee. A bill (S. 1369) for the relief of the Snare & Triest Co.: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well. A bill (S. 1370) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the vote State to examine and settle the claim of the Wales | d Pa 
hy ’ 


which the resolution was agreed to will be reconsidered, 
nd it will be recommitted to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


AMENDMENT TO HOMESTEAD LAW. 


Mr. BORAH. On April 9 I introduced a bill (S. 598) to 
mend an act entitled “An act to amend sections 2291 and 2297 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to home- 
Steads,” which I asked to lie on the table. I move that the bill 
be taken from the table and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 


oa by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
OlLIOWS : 


By Mr. MYERS* 

A bill (S. 1348) to allow additional entries under the en- 
larged homestead act; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 1249) admitting to citizenship and fully natural- 
izing George Edward Lerrigo, ef the city of Topeka, in the 
State of Kansas: to the Committee on Immigration, 


’ 
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ing Co.; 


A bill (S. 1371) for the reli 


ef of the hei of Li 


ik 
Calvert, deceased : 
A bill (S. 1872) for the relief of Capt. Fred B. Shay 
and 
A bill (S. 1373)‘ for the relief of the estate of J Stow 
deceased; to the Committee on Claim 
(By request.) A bill (S. 1374) granting an f ye 


sion to Stella May Dixon; to the Commiitee on 
Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 1375) to amend the act 
“An act to protect trade and commerce 


Puy 
Vy 


straints and monopolies”; to the ¢ 
Commerce. 
By Mr. BORAH: 
A bill (S. 1376) for the relief of Jacob Mull ith 


panying paper); and 
A bill (S. 1377) Lewis (with aces 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affair 
A bill (S. 1378) granting an inerease of pension 
H. H. Morris (with accompanying papers) ; 


ief of Alfre 


for the reli 


1 


1S. 


o Wi 


A bill (S. 1379) granting a pension to Jumes Heavrin (wit 


accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1380) granting a pension to George W. Moore (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (8. 1381) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
R. Simmons (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1882) granting a pension to Lulu E. Springer; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

by Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1383) granting to the State of Utah 1,000,000 
acres of public land within the State, to reimburse the State for 
expenses incurred in suppressing Indian disturbances from 1865 
to 1868S; and 

A bill 
ncres of 
publie 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 1885) granting a pension to E. H, Maxfield, alias 
Hiram Maxfield; 

A bill (S. 1386) granting a pension to Barbara B. Haws; and 

A bill (S. 1887) granting a pension to Charles H. Hipp (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 1888) granting a pension to Ernest Hattier (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1389) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Warrington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: , 

A bill (S. 1890) granting a pension to Phoebe J, Burrows; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1891) granting a pension to Frances M. Trippe 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Comstock (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1893) granting an increase of pension to Antoinette 
Platt (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 1894) granting a pension to William Irwin (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 1395) for the erection of a memorial on the grounds 
of William and Mary College, Williamsburg, Va., in honor of 
Hon, Peyton Randolph, first President of the Continental Con- 
gress; 

A bill (S. 1396) for the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia; 

A bill (S. 1897) for the erection of a statue to John Mar- 
shall; 

A bill (S. 1398) for the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Gen, William Campbell; 

A bill (S. 1899) to aid in the erection of a monument to Poca- 
hontas at Jamestown, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 1400) providing for the construction of an iron 
picket fence around the monument at Jamestown, Va.; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1401) previding for the improvement of the road- 
way from the railroad depot at Fredericksburg, Va., to the 
national cemetery near Fredericksburg ; 

A bill (S. 1402) to correct the military record of Charles 
Anderson ; 

A bill (S. 1403) to place Dr. Henry Smith on the retired list 
of the Army; 

A bill (S. 1404) to establish the Fredericksburg and Adjacent 
National Battle Fields Memorial Park, in the State of Virginia; 
and 

A bill (S. 1405) for the correction of the military record of 
Capt. Dorsey Cullen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1406) to reimburse the estate of Gen. George 
Washington for certain lands of his in the State of Ohio lost by 
conflicting grants made under the authority of the United 
States; to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 1407) for the relief of John F. Wingfield; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1408) granting permission to the Lynnhaven 
Terminal! Corporation to improve the lower Chesapeake and 
Lynnhaven Bay by the construction of a breakwater; and 

A bill (S. 1409) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1410) for the promotion of Carpenter Joseph A. 
O'Connor, United States Navy, retired, to the rank of chief 
carpenter on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 1411) providing for the promotion of Chief 
Boatswain Patrick Deery, United States Navy ; 

A bill (S. 1412) for the relief of James C. Hilton; and 

A bill (S. 1413) to authorize and direct the President of the 
United States to place upon the retired list of the United States 


(S. 1884) granting to the State of Utah 1,000,000 
land to aid in the construction and maintenance of 


roads in the State of Utah; to the Committee on Public 


Navy late Midshipman John Benton Ewald with the ; 
ensign; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1414) for the relief of Granville J. Kelly: 

A bill (S. 1415) for the relief of Joseph T. Chance 4; 
heirs of John R. Burton, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1416) for the relief of Thomas Johnson or hi: 
representatives ; 

A bill (S. 1417) for the relief of the heirs of Len 
Spence, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1418) for the relief of Joseph C. Boggs: 

A bill (S. 1419) for the relief of the heirs of William s 
Custis; 

A bill (S. 1420) for the relief of John Henry Edwards: 

A bill (8S. 1421) for the relief of R. H. Hayden and | 
Hayden, executrix of the estate of Logan F. Hayden, de 

A bill (S. 1422) to provide for the payment of certain | 
advanced by the States of Virginia and Maryland to the 
States Government to be applied toward erecting public | 
ings for the Federal Government in the District of Coly 

A bill (S. 1423) for the relief of the heirs and esi 
Joseph Blosser, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1424) for the relief of the estate of Willi 
Coffman, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1425) for the relief of the estate of H. F. 
deceased ; 
A bill 
Martin; 

A bill (S. 1427) for the relief of Bolivar Sheild; 

A bill (S. 1428) for the relief of the estate of Simeon | 
Wootton, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1429) for the relief of the estate of Mary N 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1480) for the relief of Bland Massie; 

A bill (S. 1431) for the relief of Wesley Rankins; 

A bill (8S. 14382) for the relief of the heirs of William \W; 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1438) for the 
Thatcher, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1489) for the relief of Joseph E. Funkhouser: 

A bill (S. 1440) for the relief of the estate of Jacob ( 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1441) for the relief of C. N. Rash: 

A bill (S. 1442) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Sv 
Sheetz, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1448) for the relief of the legal representa 
William C. Read; 

A bill (S. 1444) for the relief of Abraham Kellar; 

A bill (S. 1445) for the relief of heirs and estate of Ja 
Jones, deceased : 

A bill (S. 1446) for the relief of Elise Trigg Shields: 

A bill (S. 1447) for the relief of the heirs of John A. J 
deceased ; 
A bill 
deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1449) for the relief of the estate of Brandt lx 
loe, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1450) for the relief of the heirs of J. D. Mal 
deceased ; 

‘A bill (S. 1451) for the relief of the estate of George VP. ! 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1452) for the relief of Hulda V. Coffer; 

A bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Mary E. Collier; 

A bill (S. 1454) for the relief of the legal representa 
Alexander K. Phillips, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Adam Carpenter; 

A bill (S. 1456) for the relief of the heirs of W 
Downs; 

A bill (S. 1457) for the relief of Edward B. Fox, admi 
tor of the last surviving partner of the firm of Child, Pratt & 
Fox; 

A bill (S. 1458) for the relief of the heirs of Richard +. 
Rew, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 1459) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
the estate of Charles BE. Mix; 

A bill (S. 1460) for the relief of the heirs of Powhatita 
Perkins; 

A bill (S. 1461) for the relief of the estate of John Ander 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1462) for the relief of H. L. Briscoe, heir of Sarah 
Briscoe ; 


(S. 1426) for the relief of the heirs of Rol 


1433) for the relief of John W. Ritenour ; 

1454) for the relief of Harrison Capp: 

1435) for the relief of James H. Hottel; 

1436) for the relief of Robert E. Jackson: 
1437) for the relief of the heirs of John FE. Ley 


relief of the estate of Ir 


(S. 1448) for the relief of the estate of John J 












(915. 


1463) for the relief of the heirs of Amanda M. 


deceased ; 


(Ss 


(S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of Richard Wise 

“onsed : 

(S. 1465) for the relief of the heirs of John D. Raw 
adeces sed: 


dl: 
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| 


(S. 1466) for the relief of the estate of William Benton, | 


! (Ss 1467) for the relief of the heirs of John Wescott: | 


1/68) for the relief of Emma C. Franner, George W. 


iS 
Q Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary Seaton, Blanche 
« George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and Catharine 
P ; , -_ 
‘ (S. 1469) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Lee, 
s 
(S. 1470) for the relief of C. A. Sprinkel; 


(S. 1471) for the relief of Edgar M. Wilson, adminis 
of Thomas B. Van Buren, deceased ; 
(S. 1472) for the relief of William Corcoran; 
(S. 1478) for the relief of Frank Hoskins: 
‘ (S. 1474) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall; 
(S. 1475) for the relief of Martin Maddux; 
(#%. 1476) for the relief of A. O. Tucker; 


| (8. 1477) for the relief of Tilman Jeter; 
(S. 1478) for the relief of Laura V. Phipps; 
(S. 1479) for the relief of Mary Cornick ; 
| (S. 1480) for the relief of the estate of Murray Mason, 


(s. 1481) for the relief of the estate of William J. Con- 


sed ; 

(S. 1482) for the relief of the estate of Mary G. Temple 
Se 

(S. 1483) for the relief of the estate of John Ivy, de- 


(S. 1484) for the relief of J. N. Whittaker; 

1485) for the relief of L. L. 
(S. 1486) for the relief of S. W. Niemeyer; 

| (S. 1487) for the relief of the at law of ¢ 


\ (S Scherer ; 


l 
Les 


‘apt. 


| (S. 1488) for the relief of the Richmond Locomotive 

\ successor of the Richmond Locomotive & Machine | 
(S. 1489) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Co.; | 

| (S. 1490) for the relief of the estate of Ella P. Wil- 

(S. 1491) for the relief of the estate of Maurice T. 

\ bill (S. 1492) for the relief of John W. Fairfax; 

A bill (8. 1493) for the relief of Ida Banks; 

. bill (S. 1494) to reimburse William Van Derveer, of Mill- 

Va., for excess revenue taxes assessed against and col- 
(from him; 

\ bill (S. 1495) to compensate the Old Point Improvement Co. | 
for the demolition and removal of the Hygeia Hotel property 
from the Government reservation at Old Point, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1496) for the relief of Mary Eliza Woodhouse; 

\ bill (S. 1497) for the relief of Norval Cox and heirs of | 
Robert Rollins, deceased ; 

\ bill (S. 1498) for the relief of William Allman and others; 

A bill (S$. 1499) to reimburse J. H. Whealton for moneys paid | 
by him as surety for C. W. Fullerton, late postmaster of Wheal- 
ton, Va.: 

‘ A bill (S$. 1500) for the relief of the heirs of Matthew Smith, 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 1501) for the relief of Tyree Bros. ; 

A bill (S. 1502) for the relief of Luther H. Potterfield; 

. A bill (S. 1503) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves, widow of 
Kt. F. Graves, jr., deceased ; 

A bill (8S. 1504) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to try, adjudicate, and determine certain claims for compensa- 
tion for carrying the mails and pay for the discontinuance of 
postal service; 

A bill (S. 1505) giving jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to 
ascertain the interest of Anna M. Fitzhugh, and the value of 
such interest, in the wood taken from the estate of Ravensworth 
by the military authorities of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1506) to “arry out the findings of the Court of 
‘aims in the cases herein enumerated: 
d A bill (S. 1507) for the relief cf the trustees of the Zion 
Methodist Church, of York County, Va.; 

A bill (8. 1508) for the relief of George M. Fry; 

A bill (S. 1509) for the relief of G. W. Browder; 

_A bill (8. 1510) for the relief of the estate of Thomas H. 
Nelson, deceased ; 


A bill (8. 1511) for the relief of William T. Miles; 
L—— 


( 










A bill (S. 1512) for the relief of the es e of Arthur F. ¢ 
deceased : 
A bill (S. 1518) for tl re f of ‘ 
| L. Claiborne Jones: 
A bill (S. 1514) for the relief of | J Bowl 
deceased : 
A bill (S. 1515) for Ul l 4 | es ( 
lodges, deceased : 
A bill (S. 1516) fe r the rel { of cy 
the estate of John Heater: 
A bill (S. 1517) for the relief of E. A. R. W 
|} Edward A. Wyatt, deceased ; 
| A bill (S. 1518S) for the relief of the tr ( I 
| tist Church, Caroline County, Va 
A bill (S. 1519) for the relief of tl trusts I 
Episcopal Church, Middlesex County, Va.; 
A bill (S. 1520) for the relief of the | i¢ I 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Shenandoah ¢ \ 
A bill (S. 1521) for the relief of the estate of 1 Mel 
deceased : 
A bill (S. 1522) for the re of John S. M; 
of Lewis W. Mann, deceased; 
A bill (S. 1523) for the relief of W. 7 
of John F. Flippin, deceased 
A bill (S. 1524) for the re { f W I> 
W right, deceased: 
A b (S. 1025) for tl ] ef of Jose HW. S 
A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of t Seaboard Air I I 
Way; and 
A bill (S. 1527) for ‘ I; Cy 
heirs of the te of Ja i 
papers) to the Con ( 
A bill (S. 1528S) eral 
W. Bro\ ly 
A bill (S. 1529) g if 1 Tose} ! 
A bill (S. 1530) granting Sea" 
A bill (S. 1531) to resto il 11 l ( 
Jordan T. F! ‘ 
A bill (8. iting a] > James J. I é 
A bill (S. int ra yx nt Luey W., I | 
A bill (S. 1 {) granting a to Ce ek. H 
A bill (S. 1555) granting a ] M id. a 
A bill €S. 1536) ranting a | l l 
2 Perey 
A bill (S. 1537) a tin in ( ! I | 
Chamber 
A bill (S. 1588) gran in il e of pen 
C. Bowers; 
A bill (S. 1589) granting a pe on t Walter S. Bu 
A bill (S. 1540) | m to Riel iL. M 
A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to I nd B. 
the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (S. 1542) to place on the retired list of the A t] 
names of the surviving officers ! tered out 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved J 70 
and 
A bill (S. 1548) for the relief of Richard 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BRADLEY: 
A bill (S. 1544) for the relief of the state of \ 
Claunch, deceased; 
A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of tl ‘ f Be \ 
aker, sr., deceased ; 
A bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Jos i | l 
A bill (S. 1547) for the relief of Antl v, Eub x 
A bill (S. 1548) for the relief of the j 
Polk, deceased: 
A bill (S. 1549) for the relief of the he or ¢ W 
liam McClure and Margaret MeClure, deceased: 
(By request.) <A bill S. 1550) 1 the ef of W \ 
Kinsolving; 
A bill (S. 1551) fe the ef of the « f David W 
Settle, deceased : 
A bill (S. 1552) for the re f < estate o fary H. S 
Robertson, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 1553) for the relief of the estate of Ceorge Vaught, 
deceased ; 
A bill (S. 1554) for the relief of the ¢ , 
Thomas Lowe; and 
A bill (S. 1555) for the relief of Gilbert W } nd Jere 
miah Sparks, alias Dave Sparks; to the Committee on Claims, 
sy Mr. OWEN (by request) 
A bill (S. 1556) forbidding the nportatio export: uh, ¢ 
the carriage in interstate commerce of watchecase sade. i 
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[ARTIN of Virginia: 
lution (S. J. Res, authorizing the 
to return to Williamsburg Lodge, No. 6, Ancient 
‘ented Masons, of Virginia, the original 
record of the proceedings of said lodge; 
the Library. 
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Librarian 


or 
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(S. J. Res. 28) authorizing int- 
rd to ascert: report to Cougress 


equiring nds ach sid f 
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Pennsylvania 
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tes for insaction 


the 
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prospective government: JUSINESS ; 
on Pub Building Grounds. 

Mr. HUGHES: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 29) authorizing the Pr 
I New York 


; and 


sident 


fo appoint a me miber of the Ne Jersey and Joint 


Harbor Line Com to 


ro 


\V 


mission; the Committee on C 


‘TS APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


AMENDM 


RS su 


MYIe I 
25,000 for t 


ro 
ro- 


ap 
station in 


nitted an amendment proposing to 
» establishment of a fish-cultural 
if Montana, etc., intended to be proposed by 
y civil appropriation bill, which was referred to 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
Ile also submitted an amendment providing that the act of 
iwust 24, 1912, be extended to apply to the Reclamation Serv- 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
ropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
ropriations and ordered to be printed. 


ft 


l 
i 
) 
i 


the Com 


oO 


» also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by | 


¢ 


to the bill (H. R. 2978) making appropriations for certain 

cpenses incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Con- 

£ and for other purposes, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina submitted an amendment pre 
posing to appropriate $5,000 for the construction e rostrum 
at the national cemetery at Florence, 8. C., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
prints d. 

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $6,850 for expenses of the delegates to be designated by 
the President to the Fourteenth International Congress on 
Alcoholism, at Milan, Italy, September, 1913, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CHILTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
printe $1,491.92, to be paid to the Citizens Trust & Guaranty Co. 
of West Virginia, being the amount withheld by the Navy Depart- 
ment in making settlements under contracts Nos. 1008 and 1106, 
September 3 and November 1, 1902, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 2978) making appropria- 
tions for certain expenses incident to the first session of the 
Sixty-third Congress, and for other purposes, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KENYON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $75,000 to investigate and encourage the adoption of im- 
proved methods of farm management and farm practice, and for 
farm demonstration work, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRONNA submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,000 for a fair at Fort Totten, to be expended under 
the direction and supervision of the superintendent at that fort, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,000 for examination of the land embraced in Sullys Hill Park, 
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deposited or | to 


} 


| 
| 








| sundry 
| printed 
manu- | 
the | 


| posed by him to the bill (H. R. 


| to provide revenue for the Government, and for other | 


| poses, 


determine whether it contains valuable 
be proposed by him to the Indian 
which was referred to the Committee on 

ler< printed. 

He also 


ANnnron 
appropl 


mineral 
appropi 


Indian Af 


tended to 
or? 
submitted amendment 
for 
liquors and peyote 
a t 
which 


an proposing to in 
the suppression of the traffic in int 
among Indians from $75,000 to $12 
0 be proposed by him to the Indian appropr 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Aj 


tend 


| ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted an amendment prop 
propriate $10.000 for placing the Government appro 
to the Vicksburg National Cemetery, Vicksburg, } 
of permanent repair, ete., intended to be proposed by | 
civil appropriation bill, which was 
and, with the accompanying paper, 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHIVELY submitted an amendment proposing 
priate $1,000 to pay O. M. Enyart for moneys psid 
pended by him for the purchase of the copyright of Bi: 
Poore’s Political Register and Congressional Directory 
United States, ete., intended to be proposed by him to t 
civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to be 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the C 
Appropriations. 


liss.. 


ordered 


referred 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. BURTON submitted five amendn 


rents intended 


1) to reduce tariff d 


908 
oon 


which were referred to the Committee on Finance :1 
to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intend 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and fi 
which was referred to the Committee on | 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS 
On motion of Mr. Works, it was 
Ordered, That W. T. 


—W. T. RICE, 


Rice be authorized to withdraw fr 
the Senate all papers accompanying Senate bill 7920, § 
Congress, third sessi entitled “A bill for the relief of W 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


INVESTIGATIONS OF BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution (S. 
which was read and referred to the Committee to A 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency b 
are authorized and directed, by subcommittee or ot 
make investigations of banking and currency matters and 
and prepare statistics relative thereto such as may be n 
to report from time to time to the Senate the result th 
this purpose they are authorized to sit, by subcommittee or « 
during the sessions-of the Senate or recesses thereof at suc! 
places as they may deem advisable, to send for persons 
and administer oaths, and toemploy such stenographic aud 
ance, or otherwise, as may be necessary, the expense of 
gation to be paid for from the contingent fund of the Senat 
committee is authorized to pay for such printing and bindi: 
be necessary for its use. 


nereby, 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution (S. R 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Au 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the clerk to the Committee on Banking and C 
whose employment was authorized by resolution of March 17, 
paid at the rate of $3,000 per annum from miscellaneous it 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO WAGE EARNERS. 


Mr. SHEPPARD submitted the following resolution (> 
68), which was referred to the Committee on Educatio! 
Labor: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Labor be, and he fs hereby, 
to investigate and report, as far as it is practicable, upon the rm 
and the disability by accident or by disease incident to or r 
from the various occupations in which the wage earners of the 
States are engaged. 

AMENDMENT OF THE BULES. 


Mr. ASHURST. I submit a resolution for appropriate | 


ence. 

The resolution (S. Res. 69) was read and referred t 
Committee on Rules, as follows: 

Resolved, That in accordance with the notice given on April 21, 
proposing an amendment to the standing rules of the Senate, th 
added the following, to be known as Rule ——-: ind 

“ Resolved, That no committee of the Senate shall sit behinc \ 
doors: Provided, however, That this rule shall not apply to oy 
mittee considering treaties, executive business, or matters a 
foreign relations.” 











(915. 


AND 


CONSULAR 


JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President, I wish to pre 
resolution and then I wish to ask unanimous consent for 
consideration. In this connection I to say 


DIPLOMATIC SERVICE, 





sent desire 


Diplomatic and Consular Service which is very astounding 
Diplomatic Service of the United States there are 10 
esidors—2Z from the District of Columbia, 2 from New York, 
i 1 each from Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, 
\icsouri, and Washington—the salary of each being $17,500. 
; he same service there are two classes of envoys extraordi 
ind ministers plenipotentiary, one class receiving a salary 
12.0), and the other $10,000, 
lass of ministers there are 
and Illinois, and 1 each 


he 


New 
and 


from 
Vermont 


S—2? each 


from 


the first ¢ 
Maryland, 
inia. 

second class there are 


Of the 27—5 from New York, 4 each 
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1 have certain information in regard to the men employed 


New Jersey and Illinois, 3 from the District of Columbia, | 


and 1 each from Dela 
Missouri, Kansas, and 


) from Pennsylvania and Minnesota, 
e, Indiana, Massachusetts, Kentucky, 
st Virginia. 
rhus it will be seen that of the 35 a 
e are none from the South, counting 
. while the District of Columbia has 
Service divided 


idors and ministers 
Kentucky as 


inbass 

bordel 

live 

Consular is into ¢! with consuls 

ral ranking highest. 

fhe consuls general with a si ry of are 
» in number, located at London and Paris, respectively, 
ng from Indiana and the other from Ohio. 


of Class IT, with a salary of $8,000, there are 7 in 


we 


of tl: S12..000, 


Class I, 


all 


2 from 






SENATE. : 


| ticed under the Taft admini n, the test has | 
| severely rigid as fully to warrant th on that 
conceived and constructed to protect the favorites of tho 
administrations An impartial and conmon-sense rut 
the practices of the Repub in nay lis ti ] { 
State Department must be ng es to 1 { 
but persuasive that the intent was ;: ) | 
courage worthy and highly competent southern | 
aspiring to px sitions in the foreign ser ‘ 
In short. over YOO of the persons 1 ( 
Service have never taken any kind of « 
their real fitness for their posts; and 95 per c 
ber are Republicans from Northern States, or from t I) 
of Columbia, where residence in the social ce 
of the White Liouse has given t 1 Re | 
dents, an open sesame to the best in t 
i Governme nt, from ainbass dors to th cre ( Ss) 
Service. 
Mr. President, I wish now to call attention t 
ments from the States 
From Alabama there are only thre ) ‘ 
|} the salaries of the three being $6,500 i ‘ ‘ 
Diplomatic Service. 
From Florida there is only one, with (HM) 
From Mississippi there are four, w 
S7.400. 
Mr. WILLIAMS Mr. President, the one from | la is 
the Consular Service, is he not? 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama \ $s: in he Co r N¢ 
Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no one at all from Florida tl 


fistriet of Columbia, 2 frem Ohio, and 1 each from VPenn- | 
iin, Illinois, and Wisconsin. 

Of Class II], with a salary of $6,000, there are 9 in all—1l 
( from Indiana, Illinois, Vermont, Missouri, South Dakota, | 
Washington, with 8 vacancies. 


of Class IV, with a salary of $5,500, there are 12 in |—2 
1 Ohio, 2 from Louisiana, 2 from West Virginia, and 1 each 
the District of Columbia. New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode 


i. North Dakota, Wisconsin, and West Virginia. 


Of Class ¥, with a salary of $4,500, there are 17 in all—35 
from the District of Columbia and New York, 2 from 


chusetts, and 1 each from Indiana, Virginia, Wisconsin, 
New Jersey, California, Tennessee, and Oregon, with 1 vacancy. 
Of Class VI, with a salary of $5,500, there are 9 in all—2 
INiinois, and 1 each from Oklahoma, lowa, and Missouri, 
vacancies, 
Oi Class VII, with a salary of $5,000, there are 3 in l 
New York, Colorado. and Illinois. 
0) nsuls general at large, with a salary of $5.000, there are 


4 1 each from New York, Maine, Kansas, and North 





( ha, With 1 vacancy. 

Gut of the 64 consuls general, only 5, or 7 per cent, are from 

- States, while the District of Columbia alone is 
| with 6. The aggregate salary of the 5 from the 
States is $25,000, while the 6 from the District of 

‘ i have an aggregate salary of $45,000. 

Under the consuls general there are 241 consuls, divided into 
‘s, with salaries ranging from $8,000 down to $2,000. 
0 se who receive over $2,000, 23 only are from Southern 

while the District of Columbia has 13, more than half 

e least-paid consuls being from Southern States. 
Salaries in’ the aggregate of consuls general and of 
S from all the Southern States amount to $84,000, whi'e 
iggregate salaries of those from Ohio alone amount to 
° 00; those from the District of Columbia alone to 872.500; 


York, $64,500; Illinois, $62,000: Pennsyivania, $57,000. 
Posts in the Consular Service held by Democrats, especially 
n Democrats, pitifully few in number, notwithstanding 
e insistent professions of recent Republican administrations 
honpartisan character of the method employed in the 
tion of applicants for admission, subjecting them to a fair 
ination without regard to party affiliation or State of 
residence, are comparatively insignificant and inconsequential, 
ud most certainly out of keeping with the importance of the 
{ iunities and Commonwealths from which they come. An 
‘vestigation of the consular list, with the salary class, will 


i the 
CLE 


eX 


) } 
iilh 


Show this. An investigation of the department’s method of 
eXcmination in recent years will show that of 282 persons in 
tha ’ . . + eel . : 

tie Consular Service, taking no account of vacancies, only 80, 


or <5 per cent, have ever taken any other than a political or 
aia examination ; 


e while by a special kind of examination 
‘rought into vogue by the Roosevelt administration and prac- 


Columbia 65, with salaries of $205,550: from the 11 Southe 
States, with a population of over 25,000,000 peo there 
only SO, with salaries amounting to S1L6700 = t] 
of the States I hay mentioned. 

It must be remembered, Mr. President, that 
are supposed to represent not so much the diy ‘ 
of the country but its business and trad I 
country there is an immense development in 1 
an immense sale of the produ f our soil—y 
| of any part of the United States when you | 
products—yet there are only SO const to se l 1 
single ambassador. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to S 
that he gives a little too 1 h ere to t 
says their duties are not so much di i 
all diplomatic. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. That is t ‘ 
all diplomatic; they are purely of a bus i 
| being the fact, I do not see why such ar ‘ 
should be appointed from the District of Col 
no manufacturing or export interests whateve 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, w he Sena 
an inquiry? 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Certainly 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if 
that so far as ambassadors and ministers are d 
rule they have tendered their resignations to the Preside 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Iam talking al t the p 
situation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but will it not be re 1 | 
Senator’s President when he reaches that point 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I hope it will be remedied 


Diplomatic Service. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama I am in 1 ‘ he a 


lar and the Diplomatic Service in the st rn I 
making. 

From the Distriet of Colunil there e 6 
amounting to $205,250 

From TH linois there are 38, with salaries rreg ww SIG 

From New York there are 79, with sa ‘ f $278,700 

From Ohio there are 39, with salaries of $1 On 

From Pennsylvania there are 60, wit] laries of 8194.100 

Taking this list by sections, Mr. President 
eastern States there are 156, with s rie if »(nMME f 
the border States 52, with salaries of S1S2.225: fr \j 


Western States 145, with salaries of S408.G50: fre ther 
; : of 


States 75, with salaries $218,475; from tl 





ipilte 


it seems to be going along very slowly. [Laught 


Mr. President, I ask leave to print in the Recorp the table 
have prepared, so that Senators may see exactly what the situ 
tion is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be granted. 


If there be no objection, leave 
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The table is as fellows: Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, may I ask the Sena:, 
Oficers and employees of the State Department in Washington and in | Question? 


the Diplomatic and Consular Service abroad, with their number and Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Certainly. 
aggrcyate compensation, by States. 


ail 4d. id dl ae ae Mr. POMERENE. Has the Senator's investigation go; 
the extent of enabling him to state what is the politica] ¢ 
of these consular officers? 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. My information has beep 4 
they are almost wholly Republicans, 

Mr. THOMAS. Since or before the election? 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Both before and since. 4 
have been very few changes. I ask that the resolution be » 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present considerati, 
12’ 000 The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama, 
205,350 | Unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of th, 
as lution, which will be read by the Secretary. 

4.000 The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 65), as fol! 
157, 300 Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is h 
50,300 | rected to inquire into and report to the Senate the number of ; 
37,000 | the Diplomatic Service of the United Staes and in the Consular | 
24,200 | the States from which appointed, and the aggregate salariec 
ioe appointees from the several States and the District of Columbia 
36, 900 The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the p 
oo consideration of the resolution? 

37.500 Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, before the resoluti 
40,925 | adopted I should like to ask its author a question. Th, 
~ 409 | Sular Service is entered, I understand, through competit 
‘so | aminations. I should like to know whether it is the «& 

26,600 | the Senator from Alabama to abolish the custom or rule 
io department with regard to the Consular Service, and open 
65,200 | Up to purely political appointments? 
11, 000 Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. In reply, Mr. President, I y 
vom | Say that I stated that over 200 of these consuls have neve 
g.50 | mitted to any examination whatever. They are in the se: 
142,000 | without an examination. I am not opposed to an examin: 
po to show the fitness of the men, but I am heartily in favor of 
194 100 | every section of the United States having a fair and equa 
23,225 | portion of the officers who are appointed. 
| Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, so am I. I understand ¢! 
27,00) | there are a certain number—I have no doubt the Senator fy 
12,800 | Alabama has given the number correctly—who were in th 
Utah... on’ my | Service at the time the rule was promulgated by the State De- 
etait , 38,200 | partment. I have suggested what I have solely to avoid any 
Washington. .. 42,300 | interpretation by my silence that I favor the abolition of the 
ioe aa : 31,500 | rule of merit which has been established and which | 
eantne : stand is now being enforced in the State Department. I | 
= that rule will continue, although in the very nature of | 
it ought to afford each geographical community or secti 
the United States a fairly equal representation in the s 
That is true because men are very much alike all ov 
country. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Yes; and I want to sq) 
President, that it will hardly be considered possible by «a: 
on this floor that out of the 23,000,000 people in the South | 
are only 87 who are qualified to enter the Consular Serv 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think so; but it may be th 
men from the South have not applied for entry to the Co 
Service under this rule. I do not know whether they have o1 
= Sut if they have, and if competent men from the South 
~~ | been denied appointment in order to appoint incompetent m« 


Compen- 
sation. 


less competent men, from the North, I should be the first t 
142,000 | demn a practice of that kind. 
a se8 Mr. WILLIAMS. The two statements of the Senator 
157,300 | Iowa are not in accord with one another. If this has | 
33,625 | service based upon competitive examination, then of cours 
40,9 | question who has applied is irrelevant. It seems that by 
queer coincidence of politics with civil-service merit 
eighths of the employees in the Diplomatic and Consular 
ice are Republicans. It seems that by some queer coincide 
politics with civil-service merit about three-fourths of th 
ployees of the departments are Republicans. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr, President, will the S 
yield for a question? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Does the Senator speak 
Mississippi investigations that he has made in regard to the polit 
SN Ein 30x comynonnbobesarncmayhes ; ’ these men? 
Tennenes..... 27 : Mr. WILLIAMS. I am speaking from the facts with re: 
Texas. to the Diplomatic and Consular Service just presented }; 
Vs «<dthnendddenecretonnentibeusineuannen>tnnnabesennemen Senator from Alabama. . 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not understand that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama drew any distinction as to the polil! 
iene a the men now in that service. i 
ee i iat dene Menteees Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Wyoming is right ! 
,- scl a Spray ———————= | that; my inference was an inference; but they all come 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that | the Northern States, and they do not come from the Sout)! 
the resolution may be adopted. States. They all come from the Republican geography 0! ‘8 


















1915. 


ee 


nd none of them come from the Democratic geography 
of the country. and I drew the inference. I would suggest that 
the Senator from Alabama add something else to his resolution 
of inquiry, to wit, to find out what is the political faith of the 
men holding these places. 


country, 4 





\ JOHNSTON of Alabama. I have no objection at all to | examined, and I succeeded in getting two appointed. They 
that passed the examination at-a very high grade. 
“Mr. WILLIAMS. I notice the Senator from Iowa spoke about Mr. SMOOT, I should like to ask the junior S from 
on etitive examinations. I have been here a pretty good | Georgia whether if at any time a Democratic s« “ll 
] ‘while. I have seen two men break into the Diplomatic anyone for an examination that indo ut st 
5 . from Mississippi on what are called competitive oz: | as far with the department as t gh it had 
tions. They are not competitive in any proper sense | ment by a Republican? 
at all. Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have not the de d i n 
7 rl en, as far as I am concerned, I believe that if the present | to be able to answer. 
4 nistration does not change that, the confirmation of ap- | Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from A ma has s l 
p tments ought to be resisted in this body. There is no use | to the fact that, as far as he was concerned, it hac 
telling me that southerners are not just as fit for public em- | Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. No; I said I had led 
ployment in the Diplomatic and Consular Service as men north | some four gentlemen from Alabama for exa d only 
ef the line. So far in the history of this country they have | two who were permitted to take the « i 
shown their equality ip the field, in the forum, before the bench, | Mr. SMOOT. Utah has ni y 1 0- 
nd everywhere else, and they are equal with them. matic Service. I find that, as far as \ 1, 
I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that he add to the | representation in both services not in 
I n a further inquiry as to the political faith of the in- | in the South; but there is a ca ir. I rhe 
p hents of these offices. expense of coming here, where the ation . 
fr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I am perfectly willing to do from the Pacific coast is very great indeed. A g { y 
t] |} people can not afford to i r the expense t @ 
sh to say further that I have never seen any notice of | the examination when they are not posit oO ent 
aucies that were about to occur and calling for men to | after the examination is take Il re | ‘ ' a 
examination. I have had three men examined for the part of the reason. Of « 
m Alabama and only two of them were passed. I | Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am ] ) 
if there had been notice when there was going to be a | my own State, beca t] 3 
1 y in the Consular Service there would have been a great | Mr. SMOOT. I am 1 pe of 
nN applications from Alabama or Mississippi or Florida of Mr. SMITH of Geor Lt Peo} nh oul ry 
] qualified men, graduates of universities, familiar with | fond of coming to Wa 
i ufacturing and industria! inter ; of the whole country. | Mr. SMOOT. Part y the 1 ent 
WILLIAMS. At the suggestion of the Senator from Mr. BACON. Mr. Presid I do not 
oO 1. I want to add to my suggestion, in order to avoid com- | that is best fo led that h te 
is, in view of the character of men who can change their | requirement of an exa wition s of 1 
quicker than any administration, that the inquiry be the representation in the Co ; , 
ad “l to their political faith at the time of their appointment. | examination is a ve ry small p of 
JOHNSTON of Alabama. There have been no appoint- | senting the United States i trie 
since the present administration came in that I know of, is one in fifty now servi b e tl : 
‘ two or three. I am perfectly willing to have the amend- tion. Consequently that question d { 
I rgested by the Senator from Mississippi added to the | situation, so grossly unjust, whi d 
I on. | read by the li r i Alal l 
WARREN M: y I interrupt the ator for a moment? caused by a intments er 
JOHNSTON of Alabama. Certainly. | That ituation, with S ‘ ! 
WARREN. I think I can speak rather freely on the sub- | ymong the consuls of has 
ise the State I have the honor of representing in part | been exused by al int ‘ } | 
re} tation whatever in cither the Diplomatic or the | that is an evil. The gq n i 
( Service, aside from one tary of legation. Everyone will re ce that it ! 
l the examination, my understanding has been that | nize that it is a diti it sl a 
{ rtments bave not called for examinations for spe- | should not be allowed to cont te 
( plac but they have called for examinations of classes, | to rench it. 
when those who apply have passed they are graded, and So far as that particular order is 1 I do { < 
places that may be open are filled by selection and accept- | there is anything in it that is to be ery I 
from that class. In fact, there is a waiting list most of | have had occasion myself to look upon it w I 
time of those who have satisfactorily passed the prescril ed that possibly it is not an order which sh 1 b } 
e ne tion, |} its application and enforcement. I think it is 
| presume the Senator may be differentiating between those | the case that a man who could not stand the ' 
appointed under the old system and those appointed since the | js required by that order would make a fil I 
] d of examinations began. | think it is very frequently the case that soi 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. No; I am speaking of the pres- | fouad who would make a better consul than { 
‘ system. the examination. The best consular ri e rt 
Mr. WARREN. I hope the resolution will be antedated to | always the man who can stand the exan n n 
cover the previous time, so that we may know what percentage | branches, because that is a very severe examinati« Ih Lad 
have gone into the service through the examinations and accept- | occasion to look at it. and it is one that. I am te I 
{ » on their merits, supposed to be regardless of their political | conld not pass successfully; d I do not } l Vv 
fuith Senator here, unless he went back to school a } or 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Senator from | two and reviewed his studies, could pass it. 
Wyoming if it is not true that some kind of a certificate is There are many young men who can pass tl i m 
required from a Senator or official in order that the applicant | who have no peculiar qualifications for the C 
iniy stand this examination. On the other hand, there are a great many men f ~ 
Mr. WARREN. I think he has to give references as to his! men of business experience, men of energy, 
character and standing. who would make very excellent consuls—the st of 
Mr. BACON. The rule is that he shall present a request from | who could not possibly pass the examination. 
tie Senator or Representative that he be allowed to stand an Therefore I think a better system would be « ! 
ex mination. adbering to the order of exsminations as f 
Mr. WARREN. Still he can present it without the indorse- | would admit the propriety of making excep 
ment of a Senator or Representative. peared it was to the interest of the publi e 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It requires the recommendation of a | man should be appointed to the Consula! 1 
Senator to get the examination. That, I am sure, has been the | possess the necessary familiarity with the ! les 
rule. The result was, as the Senate was largely Republican, | mathematics and other branches of knowledge which are 1 


that those requests came from the other side of the Chamber, 
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never heard of them so as to be able to advise their constitu 


granted. 


t 
\ 


Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. What I complain about.is that 
Senators did not know when vacancies were going to occur and 
its, 
A 
In the instance in my State, three or four men were 


It is only when they make special requests that the privilege 





} quired by that examination. 








4, 
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Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me? or not. The names of the men who have passed the ex,s 
Mr. BACON, With pleasure. tion are put upon the list. They do not have to wai; 
Mr. LODGE I did not know that the applicants were ex- | vacancy until the examination is ordered. Their names ») 
A) ed in mathematics. I think of much more importance is | upon the list and then when vacancies occur men are ; 
the requirement that they should know one language besides | from those lists and appointed to fill the places, 
their own. I think that must keep a great many very valuable Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 
men out of the service. Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a minute 
Mr. BACON. It does keep a great many out. I have had | peat it is of course perfectly natural when there are 1: 
ocession to correspond at various times with the Department | on a list and a dozen of them to be appointed that the « 
of State ahout that fact. In this country the knowledge of | of personal influence should have some controlling ef 
foreign languages is not general. It is extremely difficult for | have no doubt that it does. The order has in a great 
a man to know practically a foreign language who lives in | eliminated from the Consular Service the political featur 
ica, because he hears but one language. A man may make | as I said, that does not reach the present evil. 
quite proficient in a language while a student in col- Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Before my colleague passes 
but if he does not keep it up by mingling with those who | that will he let me ask him a question? Is it not the entir 
k that lenguage in a few years he practically loses it. | ference between the examinations for the Consular Servi 
fhere is no question about that whatsoever. the ordinary civil-service examinations that under the or 
Therefore, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, | civil-service examination each State receives its due quo 
that does debar a very large number of men who would make | three who stood the best examination are selected to the s 
efficient consuls. While a knowledge of the language of the | while under this examination quite a long list is made : 
country in which the consul is to perform his duties is very | selection is made which pleases the appointing power bes 
important it is not essential. I think the rule ought to be Mr. BACON. There is undoubtedly more opportunity f 
relaxed to be done. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to state a case Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to ask the Sen 
right there that happened within my own knowledge? this connection whether when such an examination is . 
Mr. BACON. With pleasure. the Secretary of State should not take the applicant: 
Mr. OVERMAN. A clerk in a department here who knew | States that have not their pro rata of appointments? 
nothing about business except to do clerical work came to me Mr. BACON. The Senator anticipates me in that. I : 
and sxid he would like to get into the Consular Service. I | ing to get to that. 
nsked him if he could speak a foreign language. He said, “No; Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We were so anxious to 
but I am going to a night school here in Washington, and I | Senator on it that we wanted it before he got to it. 
think I can learn it.” He went to the night school, learned Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
the foreign language, and succeeded in passing the examination | make the suggestion, I think there is one thing passed ove: 
and was appointed. He knew nothing about the business mat- | his very natural desire to improve the Consular Service }; 
ters of the country; he was purely a clerk; and yet he passed | ting the valuable men who can not pass the examination. 
the examination. It is a rule that I think ought to be relaxed | is one great obstacle now in the present regulations. As s; 
in some way. tors are well aware, all the consulates are graded. Th: 
Mr. BACON. I think the spirit which prompted that order, | graded according to salaries. There are seven grades 
which was passed in the administration of Mr. Roosevelt, is to | der the present regulations new appointments are made o 
be applauded. It in a measure took the Consular Service out of | the two lowest grades. That is a thing which I thin! 
politics. It did not altogether do so, because those who had | unless changed, interfere very seriously with getting the 
to administer the law naturally were influenced in some degree | able men who can not pass the examination. 
by those who were in political affiliation with them, and there Mr. BACON. The Senator is entirely correct. The only mis 
is a discretion even after the examination has been passed as to | take he made was in saying that I had passed it over. [ had 
who shall be selected. So it did not entirely eliminate politics, | not got to it. I have been struggling for some time trying to 
but it did very largely do so. I think the purpose and spirit of | reach it. 
the order are to be applauded. Mr. LODGE. I have no doubt that by the time the 8S 
Now, I do not think that in the administration of that order | gets through—— 
there has been any marked injustice. I think the Senator Mr. BACON. It will all be covered. 
from Alabama does injustice to the department in the particular Mr. LODGE. He will have gotten every one of what |! 
in which he mentions, to wit, that parties were not upon notice | these valuable men, who can not pass the examination, « 
as to a vacancy and that therefore they had not an opportunity | the service. 
to make application for examination to fill that vacancy. Mr. BACON. That is not the purpose which I have in 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I said, if the Senator from | It is really difficult for me to continue the thread of whit ! 
Georgia will permit me, I did not know why it was, but we had | am saying, not only because of the interruption but because of 
no notice of the fact that there were any vacancies in the places | the different views presented by the different Senators who have 
of consuls, and therefore we had no opportunity of knowing, | made the interruption. 
unless we went to the department and found out privately, I was about to say that I am sorry the senior Senator tron 
whether there was to be a change in the future. Then there | New York [Mr. Roor] is not here, because I think he is r 
would be only one or two men appointed, so that there could not | the author of that order. I had correspondence with him 
be any general system by which they could qualify themselves | the time he was Secretary of State and I have had conversation 
under the rules of the department. with him since then. I think the purpose was a laudable one 
Mr. BACON. I am in entire sympathy with the general I want to say as to the matter which was suggested by 
purpose of the Senator from Alabama that there should be a | colleague, and about which I intended to speak, that w! 
change in this matter, and I am trying to show that the par- | there is no such hard and fast rule as is attempted to be 
ticular feature to which attention has beer directed is not that | down in the civil-service law with reference to the distribu! 
of which there can be such criticism as, if sustained, will correct | of these oflicers among the States, I know that there has ec! 
the evil. What I was about to say when the Senator inter- | expressed, and I believe honestly expressed, a desire throush 
rupted me is that under this order no one is examined for any | this examination in a measure to distribute these cons 
particular position. He is not examined, when it is found out | appointments in the different States. 
that there is a vacancy in Bombay, for an appottment to But the difficulty is, as I said in the outset, that this aff 
Bombay. There is a general examination for the purpose of | mere small fractional percentage of those who are in the ‘ 
securing the names of those who will be deemed eligible by the | sular Service, and it would take half a century—cert:! 
President as proper men to appoint whenever there is a va- | quarter of a century—with the most rigid adherence to the | 
cancy, just like there is, for instance, in the civil service. It | pose, to distribute them to the different States through 
is true that in the civil service there is some classification; the | method of examination and to correct the evil as it now Ss! 
men stand an examination for clerks in some subdivision. or | The question is, What is to be done now? Ought it to r 
something of that kind. But in this order there is a ger cal |as it is? Ought it to remain with one section of the cou 
standing program under which the President designates men for | almost exclusively filling up the Consular Service, or ous! 
examination upon the recommendation of Senators and, I think, | to be distributed? 
also of Representatives; I am not sure about that, I think so, I am very frank to say that while I believe that as a cen 
however. In other words, he gives permission to them to | rule there ought to be some relaxation of this order, and ! 
stand an examination in order that by and under the evidence | who do not pass the examination ought to be appointed, [ (0s 
furnished by those examinations he may be in a position to | in the present condition of affairs it ought to be very sever 
judge whether the applicant is a man proper to be appointed | relaxed; and I believe it is the duty, not simply of a Democ' 
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edministration, but that it would be the duty of a Republican The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair inquire w t 
tration if it were in power, to so change the present Con- | Senator's proposition is accompanied by a resolut 
rvice 2s in some degree, at least, to make a due propor- | Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. By only a \ I { 
representation in this service for one part of the country | Mr. President. 
for the other | Mr. SMOOT. It is a request from the S rv from New 
GALLINGER. Mr. President—— Jersey that certain letters which he has rece be | ed as 
RACON, I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. |} a public document. The corres] lence { ib je 
GALLINGER I do not desire to interrupt the discus- | and, as I understand, there re 5S7 letters 
” put I rise for the purpose of saying that when I get an | Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. There are 587 ters, repre- 
; rtunity to do so I shall ask that the resolution go over under | senting every State in the 1 nT. 
sha pole. L want to leok into it a little more carefully. Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hardly think that i sn 
” oe BACON. ‘Then, Mr. President, I have no desire to occupy | sary to have those 587 letters printed as a publie ¢ 5 
the floor further. especially they being all one way and all protesting against one 


single object. I believe the Sen 
publicity for the statement 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am not looking for pub 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President - 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to the present consideration of 
t] » resolution 

“ir WORKS. Since we are still under the order of business 


licity. The Senator from Utah is entirely ip erro: I want to 
of bills and joint resolutions, I want to offer—— say that there are fuur banks in the State of Utah, the S« tor’s 
THOMAS. I was under the impression that the order of | own State, that protest most vehemently against this process 
morning business had closed. I want to present to you—and I think the Senator will not ob 
Mr. WORKS. Morning business has not yet been closed, as | ject—a letter signed by a former Member of this body, W. M 

I understand. I send to the desk an amendment which I de Kavanaugh, Little Rock. Ark. 


cil 


of 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I must again insist upon the 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from California will per- 


regular order. This is all out of the regular order 


mit. I ask that the resolution go over under the rule. The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is objection to the request, 
he VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator will permit the reso- | and it is not accompanied by a resolutio 
] to be read as it now stands, it will then go over under Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Well, I will reserve my privi- 


the rule. The resolution will be read. 
lhe Secretary read the resolution as follows: 
lved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is hereby directed 


lege, and present the matter again. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there are not further cone 
rent or other resolutions, morning busi 

















t ire into and report to the Senate the number of men in the 
D satic Service of the United States and in the Consular Service, ASSISTANT CLERKS OR MESSENGERS TO NA RS. 
States from which appointed, the aggregate salaries of the ap . . ; 7 
; s from the several St ites and the District of Columbia, and the Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I desire to call up Senate 
1 party with which such appointees were afliliated at the time of | resolution 15. 
ul appointment, F . The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be | the resolution referred to by the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
d. WILLIAMS], which was reported by the Committee to Aud cd 
WASHED PAPER MONEY. Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, with an amend- 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, if this is the | ment in the nature of a substitute. The proposed substitute will 
proper stage of proceeding, I desire to present correspondence | be read. 
fr 587 bank presidents and cashiers, representing every State The Secretary read as fol! 
in the Union, protesting against what is known as “ washed Resolved, That the Committees on Coast and I r Survey. on 
money.” I desire to ask that this correspondence be printed as | Enrolled Bills, on Expenditures in the Agricu ld ment \ 
; aa : eater 2 - So e.g) | Expenditures in the Departments of Comme dt t 
a public document. My prompting in making this motion I feel | Wejonts and Measures, on Expenditures in the Department ef & 
is richly justified from this large amount of correspondence. I | Forest Reservations and the Protect f ¢ <n : 
put myself in communication with the various banks of the | 9° Public Health and National Qua e, on | i to 
* : ror } “stigate i spassers or l li i nds, or ‘ l nb Ein I n 
country, and I have received protests, as I say, from 587 of | ifs “Triputnries an Pocite Ratire nds, on the M : 
t in every State of the Union, insisting that the method | Routes to the Seaboard, on t ty ¢ + ty 1 “ 
should be discontinued. For myself I feel that the country can | Woman Suffrage, to Examine the Several | ft ( 
ae . : +} t rood. fresh oe —- ; oD Indian Dept dations, on Transportation nd Sale of Me Ss, 
have too much of good, fresh, clean money. ; } on Engrossed Bills, on the Five ¢ zed Tribes of Lt Addi 
I insist that after the Government having secured, as it has, | tional Accommodations for the Li of Cor n | f 1 
the best art in the matter of engraving, thereby obtaining the ms, on Disposition of Useless Papers in t 
: ar — . . o ill be es us t go | on Revolutionary Claims, on Corporations Organized in t 
st and most permanent « lors, it il ecomes US tO £O| Columbia, on conference of t f t Sonat 
through a Chinese laundering process of washing and fading | hereby, authorized to empl ’ rk « 
out our money. This is the universal protest of bank presidents | 222um, to be paid from “ miscellaneous it t r 
ay : . : »| of the Senate until otherwis provides r by law bre I 
cashiers throughout our country against this process Of | any of the committ cited i 
: ds and caustic soda by which the fine lines, the work of | resolution shall not apply to them. « that 
the artist and the engraver, have been practicaily obliterated | ®PP') to the conference of the minor f the § 
| the colors destroyed so that it is impossible to detect Mr. WILLIAMS. I am informed by the Senator from Utah 
V her or not notes are counterfeit. {[Mr. Smoor] that the Senator from North D f Mr. Me 
I introduced some time since a paper, which was published as | CumsBer] will not further insist upon the amend nt which he 
a ument, entitled “ Counterfeiters’ delight,” and its senti- | offered at the last session of the Senate. I the re } e to 


ments have been reechoed from one end of this country to the | lay the amendment on the table 


other. I feel that the United States Government, at least, | Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. I will say that that w he 
called upon to do as much as does the Government of Great | fectly agreeable to the Senator from North Dal Hi 

Britain and the Governments of many other countries in turn me to make the same motion, and I want to expla to the Sen 
ing out clean, fresh, crisp money. I have no sympathy with | ate, innsmuch as he is absent from the Chamber at t1 ne, 


any process—— 


that it is satisfacte ry to him 
Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. One moment. I have no sym- | ment heretofore proposed by the Senator from North Dakota to 
pathy with any process that shall keep alive and circulate | the amendment of the committee in the nature of a subst 
among the people greasy, filthy rags, such as many that are The Secretary. The amendment proposed by Mr. McC1 


how in circulation. I do insist that it should not be the business 

of a few men in the Treasury Department to establish machines | out “$1,200” and inserting “ $1.400.” 

to wash our paper money or to curtail its size. That is a matter The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 

Which should be left with the people of the United States.| the Senator from Mississippi to lay the amend » the 

Apropos of what I have said, I ask that this correspondence may | amendment on the table 

be published as a document. The motion was agreed to. 

_Mr. THOMAS. I do not like to interrupt the Senator from Mr. SMOOT. I move that the words “assistant clerk,” in 

New Jersey, but I must insist upon the regular order. line 19. page 2, be stricken out and that the word lessenger ” 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I thought I had assent from | be inserted. 

the Vice President. I asked him if this were the proper stage Mr. WILLIAMS. I accept the amendment, so far as I can 

at which to present this proposition, and, hearing nothing to The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 

the contrary, I assumed that it was. will be stated. 


was, on page 2, line 19, to amend the amendment by 


_ 





_ 
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» Secrerary. On page 2, line 19, after the word “one,” it | Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Is there a detailed messeny: 
posed to strike out the words “ assistant clerk ” and in lieu | Are not these men detailed from the general messenger 
thereof to insert the word “ messenger.” Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is what I wanted to | 
of the Senator from Utah to the amendment reported by the | Now, will the Senator inform us how many are on th 
committee in the nature of a substitute. senger list of the Senate? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the Mr. SMOOT. Thirty-seven. 
amendment reported by the committee in the nature of a sub- Mr. WILLIAMS. I know that these 11 are there, and 
stitute as amended. 11 have been detailed. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think we ought to have a state- Mr. SMOOT and Mr. LODGE. There are 37. 
ment as to what the status of the measure will be as amended. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Thirty-seven? 

The matter was before the Senate the other day, and there Mr. WILLIAMS. Thirty-seven. This will reduce thy. 
seemed to be very great differences of opinion as to what was | Senger list from 37 to 26, and we will take care of the 
the proper construction of this proposed measure. I should like | we come to the appropriation bill later. 

to have it stated now what will be the status, The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agre: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I suggest that the Secretary read the reso- | the amendment reported by the committee in the natur 
lution as reported from the committee. The Senator can get | substitute for the original resolution as amended on 
the information he wants from that. It is perfectly plain. of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor]}. 

Mr. SMOOT. Omitting the long list of committees. Mr. VARDAMAN. I should like to have the resolut 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Inasmuch as the Senator from Georgia | amended read, so that we may understand exactly wh 
wants to know what it is, the Secretary can read them. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am induced to make the re- | quested. 
quest from the fact that there was such a difference of opinion The Secretary read as follows: 
on a former occasion among Senators who are in favor of this | Resolved, That the Committees on Coast and Insular Sur 
measure as to what it meant. I want to know if they are now | E®rolled Bills, on Expenditures in the Agricultural Depart: 
agreed upon it, and what it does include. Some Senators were Wouhte nes Regge Rens og A 
of the opinion that it reduced all of these clerks or messengers, | Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, on National B 
whichever you may choose to call them, to $1:200; but other | Public Health and National Quarantine, on Geological Su 
Senators said that it only reduced a certain number of them to Kaveasanse  Sreapassers See eee lanes, Se alt 
$1,200. Now, which is correct? tion Routes to the Seaboard, on the University of the United st 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I suggest that the resolution explains itself, | Woman Suffrage, to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil s 


aaa s : ; * ; on Indian Depredations, on Transportation and Sale of Meat I: 
and, if the Senator desires the information, the resolution may | on Engrossed Bills, on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, « 
be read. There is not a particle of doubt about what it means, | tional Accommodations for the Library of Congress, on Priv: 

Mr ODGE The reso i Mr. Preside ; iv SAV Ss Claims, on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Dep 

Mr. LODGI a rt Sy solution, Mr. Preside nt, if I may AY o> | on Revolutionary Claims, on Corporations Organized in the D 
does not explain itself. It cuts down a certain number of men | Columbia. on conference of the minority of the Senate be 
who are now receiving as messengers $1,440. are hereby, authorized to employ one messenger each, at $1! 


Mr. WILLIAMS There is no doubt about that fact It is | 222um, to be paid from “ miscellaneous items” of the conting: 


: 5 of the Senate until otherwise provided for by law: Provided 
perfectly plain. any of the committees recited above already have three empl 
Mr. LODGE. That does not appear on the face of the reso- | Tesolution shall not apply to them, except that this proviso s! 


apply to the conference of the minority of the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I want to make « 
planation to the Senate about the last clause of the subs 
The minority conference have always had four employees 
is something that always has been granted by the majo 
the minority, and of course we want to grant it now. 
fore this exception was made from the proviso. 

Mr. SMOOT, That is the case, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agr 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute, reported | 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expe! 
the Senate, for the original resolution as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


lution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does appear on the face of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. It is an inference naturally from it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no; what the resolution does is this: 
There are now upon the rolls of the Senate 10 so-called special 
messengers, who have been detailed at the request of Senators 
to serve certain committees. This resolution does away prac- 
tically with the details, and enables Senators to appoint those 
men 2s messengers to their committees, whereupon they cease 
to be special messengers upon the general roll of the Senate, 
and immediately thereupon their salaries are reduced from 
$1,440 to $1,200, and all the nominal committees of the Senate, 
some of which now bave $1,200 men and some have $1,440 men, 
are put upon an equal footing. These men were named to the ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
special messengers roll by the Senators who wanted them, and Mr. KERN. 
the Senators who wanted them will want them again; but now 
they go off of that roll and go on the roll as messengers of 
particular committees, and they go off the special roll at $1,440 
and go on a committee roll as $1,200 men. ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Mr. LODGE. Precisely. Mr. THOMAS obtained the floor. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What I meant in saying that there could Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
be no doubt about the resolution, was simply that there could | for g moment? 
be no doubt about that fact. The only danger is that the Mr. THOMAS. I yield for a moment to the Senator 
Sergeant at Arms might reappoint other men to fill the places | West Virginia. : 
of these men; but this is a party matter; it is done under the Mr. CHILTON. I desire to move at this time what 
dictates of a majority caucus. I will say, by the way, that as} be the regular order, as { understand—that we take up * 
an original proposition IT was not in favor of giving any other | pill 577, authorizing the President to-appoint an additio! 
assistance to seven or eight of these committees; but I am | euit judge for the fourth circuit, and consider it. 
obeying that behest, <nd of course the Sergeant at Arms will Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I understand that the Se 
obey it, and there will be no appointments to fill the vacancies | from Colorado has given notice that he desires to speak | 
upon the special list made by these appointments. immediately after the routine morning business. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I should like to ask Mr. CHILTON. That is true, and he has kindly allow: 
the Senator a question. He speaks of a list of special messen- | to make this motion. 
gers. Are not all messengers carried upon a general messenger Mr. BRISTOW. The bill will cause considerable ¢ 
roll or messenger list? before it can be passed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. They are; but these 10 or 11 men, or Mr. CHILTON. How much time will it take? 
whatever the number may be—I have forgotten the exact num- Mr. BRISTOW. I do not know. I want the Senate to | 
ber—have already been detailed to serve these committees. | stand just what it is doing. I think we had better let tl 
Nobody will be appointed to fill their places as messengers. go over and take it up some other day. ie 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand that; but the Sena- Mr. CHILTON. No; that does not suit me at all. This 's 
tor was not strictly accurate when he said there was a special | the regular order, and I do not want it to go over. Of coulse. 
messenger list. if it is going to take up the Senator’s time, I will give nol’ 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I meant a detailed messenger list. that when the Senator finishes his remarks I will muke (1's 


I move that when the Senate adjourns 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next at 12 o'clock meridia 
The motion was agreed to. 
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I do not intend to have the bill keep going over all 
It is the regular order; it is on the calendar; it is 
she only bill on the calendar; and I certainly can move to take 


tion. 
time. 


or proceed with the regular order. I do not wish to dis- 
sor) the Senator from Colorado, but I give notice that when 
} | have finished, no matter when that time may be, I shall 
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' this motion. 
BRISTOW subsequently said: Mr. President, recurring 
. bill to which the Senator from West Virginia has re- 


|. I desire to say that I do not care to take any great length | 


A very few minutes will satisfy me. 
willing for it to be taken up 
it shall be taken up and con- 


e in discussing it. 
Senator from Colorado is 
I am perfectly willing that 
ed. 
THOMAS. I was willing at the outset, Mr. 
so much time has been consumed that I feel though I 
i not be asked to yield the floor, because the matter might 
. more time than seems probable. 
The Senator from Coiorado has the 


If the 


as 


VICE PRESIDENT. 


AMENDMENT OF ANTITRUST ACT. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I call up the bill S. 112, strik- 
it the words “unreasonable or undue” inserted by the 
S me Court of the United States into section 1 of the act of 
( ress of July 2, 1890. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bil! is before the Senate, and 
Senator from Colorado will proceed. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. .President, I ask the Secretary to read 
s ie bill No. 112. 
e Secretary read the bill (S. 112) to restore section 1 of the 
of Congress of July 2, 1890, chapter 647, Twenty-sixth Stat- 
t Large, to its original form as enacted by striking out the 
is “unreasonable or undue,” inserted therein by a decision 
he Supreme Court of the United States, introduced by Mr. 
was April 7, 1913, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the words “ unreasonable or undue,” inserted 
Supreme Court of the United States on May 1911, by its 
n of the case entitled “ Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey et al. v. 
United States,” between the words “in” and “ restraint of trade 
mmerce,” where these words occur in section 1 of the act 
‘ s of July 2, 1890, chapter 647, Twenty-sixth Statutes at 
I page 209, commonly known as the antitrust act, be, and the 
' hereby, stricken out and repealed, and that the said section 
| statute be restored to its original form, structure, and meaning 
same was enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
ted States of America in Congress assembled. 
”. That in all actions, civil or 
ited against any os or corporation for a violation of the pro 
of said act, and in all appeal from or writs of error to review 
gment, decree, or conviction rendered or secured therein, against 
n or corporation by the United States, by any person or 


‘= 
lo, 


of 





ners or 


; | 
President, | 
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In obedience to the requirements of this resolution, the com 
mittee conducted hearings extending over a period of more than 
three months, took much testimony, and made its report to the 


Senate on February 26, 1913. Its work was comprehensive. Its 
| report is brief, concise, and illuminating. Whatever view may 
be entertained of the recommendations of the majority of its 
members, there can be but one seutiment as to the tren lous 
and immediate importance of the subject and the nec for 
national legislation concerning it at the pres session of 
Congress if possible—at the ensuing regular session in eve 
And it is equally certain that this legislation should be 
prehensive in its scope and unmistakable in its character: that 
it should be applicable to all persons and corporations « ! 


criminal, now pending or to be | 








| in interstate commerce; that it should be applied cod 
by executive agencies with promptness and eflicie hat 
it should be relieved as far as Congress can relieve it S 
perils of judicial decree which the existing law has encountered 
with unfortun: te results to it and to those whom it was d: “| 
to serve. Otherwise the enforcement of the antitrust ws. h 
ever complete in their purpose and clear in their details, w 
drift from the executive into the judicial department of thi 
Government and, like some of their predecessors, be lost in the 
shoals and quicksands of construction and interpretation 
Believing that until the substance and the form of our scheme 
of government shall have undergone radical changes, s of 
which are concededly desirable, the power to legislate is vested 
in Congress, subject only to the Executive power of veto, I as 
sert it to be both our right and our duty to make that power 
effective. It is our right under the Constitution. It our duty 
if we would continue the right unimpaired and make our WS 
operative in the manner and to the extent that we enact m 
The Federal courts long ago assumed the prerogative of pro 
nouncing upon the validity of national statutes and have exe 
cised it since the decision in Marbury against Madison Chey 
have also exercised the right of construction, which is a perfectly 
legitimate one when confined to instances language h 
been at fault with resulting ambiguities. y ha ‘ 
recently changed the phraseology of a statute, which 
legislation by decree. It is no reflection upon the egrity. t 
character, or the motives of judges to say this, for it 
evident fact and one which calls for counteraction by ( 
gress if we vould give effect to the popular demand us ey sed 
in legislation. To do iess is to renounce our powers in ] 
assent to their invasion by another department 
It was said many years ago that the power to interpret \ 
is the power which legislates. This is true, because the | ( 
may be and, in fact, is frequently applied to laws wh vr 
wholly free from ambiguity and which, therefore, interpret th 
selves. To undertake the construction of such a w is ‘ 
tort its meaning and to change its application. This is b \ 


ation, the courts of the United States shall interpret and apply | 

d act according to its terms, language, and provisions as the 

was originally enacted and as the same will read as hereby 
nded, and not otherwise. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I am not accustomed to 

king from written manuscript. I prefer the more direct 

| satisfactory method of oral statement and discussion. I 


made an exception, however, to the rule which I have 
followed, because of the importance, in my opinion 
east, of the proposition which is involved in this bill, and 
» because I think it is a subject which requires precision of 
ment. I shall therefore trespass upon the patience of the 

te by reading what I have to say. 
On the 15th day of May, 1911, the Supreme Court of the 
{ ed States announced its opinion in the case of the Standard 


Ie 
ily 


Oil Co. of New Jersey and others versus The United States. The 
had been submitted on March 16, 1910, after an oral 
nent of three days’ duration. It was restored to the 
vocket on April 11 following, and was reargued on January 
-. 15, 16, and 17, 1911. 


On May 29, 1911, the same court handed down its decision 
the case of United States versus American Tobacco Co., which 

been twice argued and submitted. These 
te qualifying words in'o a Federal statute which profoundly 
red its meaning and res'ricted its purpose. 

On July 26, 1911, the Senate referred to the Committee on 
‘rstate Commerce a resolution: 


t the Committee on Interstate Commerce is hereby authorized 
irected, by subcommittee or otherwise, to inquire into and report 
Senate at the earliest date practicable what changes are neces 
or desirable in the laws of the United States relating to the 
ion and control of corporations engaged in interstate commerce, and 
this purpose they are authorized to sit during the sessions or 
of Congress, at such times and places as they may deem 
practicable; to send for persons or papers; to administer 
summon and compel the attendance of witnesses; to con- 
earings and have reports of same printed for use; and to employ 
clerks, stenographers, and other assistants as shall be necessary, 


d also decisions 


1d 


contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by 
He chairman of the committee. 


ing that such a law when interpreted is not the law as « | 
it is a different one, and becomes so by a 


ing less than legislation. 


pro Css \ 1icil is 


And the power to legislate by interpretation invo 

power to interpret the same statute more than once d ! 
more than one direction, so that the same law n b ih 

to change with every controversy that appeals to it f final 
solution. This is not healthy condition of tl b t 
far less dangerous to our institutions than one \ hore 
upon the assumption of power to insert words and phras ito 
the body of a Inw by judicial decree. That is somethin ol 
than interpretation; it is interpolation; it is legi d 
rectly and gspecifically. And the power to in te \ 

and phrases includes the power to strike out o1 

whenever that may be the preferable r more « lis ‘ al 
of procedure. When one depart nt of \ ent | 
autl ority to declare the laws of that governm to be 1 
stitution to interpret their provis s when erp! ion is 
'to alter their meuning, to enforce them as i veted to ada 
words to or subtract words from them, and « yund d « 
force them as thus reconstructed, that department is supr 

It is a department in name only. Its attributes ar ‘ 


| because they are believed to be unconstitutional is 


ul any expense in connection with such inquiry shall be paid out of | 


in scope and charvcter. It is the government fol 
purposes; and it not a republican or representitive 
ment. It may be that the power to set aside 


is 


to the integrity of our institutions. While I do one { 


I enter upon no discussion of the question at this time 

content myself by referring to the b 

tempts were unsuccessfully made by soe of its fram to 
sert into the Constitution this power to «e re laws j d 
each of which was rejected by decided majorities. Fro 

I naturally infer that it has no place in our National C ‘ 


except as it has been located there by what is called * ne 


implication.” 


I maintain, however, that the common practice 
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erpreting statutes and the later one of adding words to 
them by the courts are the natural offspring of this assumed 
power to them aside altogether. I am mindful of the fact 
that the courts have always declared that they can not invali- 
f they can construe it conformably with consti- 


int 
set 


tute if 
{1 iil requirements; that is to say, to their view of such re- 
quirement This not only it invites construction, 
and precedent begets precedent; that construction is fre- 
quently iaveked, whether the statute impinges upon the Consti- 
tution or not. One canon of construction is to ascertain and 
then apply the legislative intent which will not be presumed to 
be in conflict with the limitations of the Constitution, and such 
intent must be gleaned from the phraseology of the law. But 
this may prove a diflicult task, in which case the judges some- 
tin recast the statute. And the latest phase of the 
development of this prerogative, where the meaning of a statute 
is chal! ed, is that if the intent can not be ascertained from the 
lauguage employed, or if such intent does not conform to the 
judicial view of what it should be, the addition of a word or 
two by the court will supply the intent as the court determines 
should be, and the decree is entered accordingly. In its 
t analysis the statute is changed to suit the views of the 
court, although there may be nothing ambiguous or unconstitu- 
tional about it. Is it extravagant to assert that through the 
evolution of this power to invalidate the laws of Congress we 
are being transformed from a republican to a judicial system 
of government? 

Congress is frequently compared to the British Parliament, 
and as frequently contrasted with it. The House of Represent- 
atives is supposedly analogous to the House of Commons. ‘The 
American Senate is sometimes facetiously, sometimes seriously, 
called the American House of Lords. But apart from the fact 
that money bills must originate with the House of Represent- 


atives, 


lat il 


suggests 


50 


BO 


j 

{ 
' 
1s 


there is little resembiance between it and the House of 
Our powers are now limited, not only by a written 
Constitution, but by another department which asserts and 
exercises the power to examine, to construe, to approve, to 
or to invalidate the laws we enact. They become effect- 
ive at the pleasure of the courts. The real analogy to the 
British Parliament, therefore, is furnished by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Its laws, like those of the Parlia- 
ment, are supreme. Its decrees, like those of Parliament, 
not subject to change unless itself shall so declare. The Presi- 
dent may veto what we do here, but we can override his veto. 
And be, with all his authority, can not lawfully insert a punc- 
tuation point between two words in any act of Congress, while 
the courts, under the exercise of a jurisdiction which, though 
conferred by the Constitution, is regulated by Congress, may 
‘are its meaning and amend or set it aside at discretion. 

if these conditions are to continue, if they are to be treated 
as a permanent feature of our national nolity, I can perceive no 
certain relief from the evils which the so-called Sherman Act 
wis designed to mitigate through any additional legislation 
vhich Congress in its wisdom may enact. For we can not 
safely assume that such legislation, however framed, will not 
suffer the sume judicial surgery so recently administered to the 
nt law. We may safeguard our action by every known 
precaution that language vouchsafes; we may declare what 
construction that language shall receive, and yet awake some 
morning to learn from the courts that we never meant what 
we said, or never said what we meant, or did not mean to say 
what we said, or should have said something more or some- 
thing less than what we actually said, and which is said for 
us, becnuse we did not say what we should have said And 
this final pronouncement becomes the law, not for all the people, 
but for those involved in the particular case. It is subject to 
readjustment in successive stages of future litigation. We may 
again resort to legislation and thus seek to reach the evil, but 
reach instend the same or more undesirable result. 

Mr. Jefferson foresaw and deplored these conditions. In 1820 
he declared that if the judges became the ultimate arbiters of 
constitutional questions, we would be placed under the 
of an oligarchy. <A year later he thus wrote to a 


Commons. 


change, 


are 


ae 


wr 
inf 


all 
despotism 
friend: 

It has long been my opinion that the germ of dissolution of our 
Federal Government ts in the constitution of our Federal judiciary, an 
irrepressible body (for impeachment is scarcely a searecrow) working 
by gravity by day and by night, gaining a little to-day and a little 
to morrow, and advancing its noiseless steps like a thief over the 
field of jurisdiction, 

But Mr. Jefferson's wisdom, though beyond that of nearly all 
his contemporaries, could not foresee that the judiciary, though 
working like gravity, would ever assume the power to write 
into an act of Congress words that were never meant to be 
there, and which Congress deliberately refused to put there, 
thus profoundly changing its scope and meaning and thereby 
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transferring to itself the authority to execute or suspe 
provisions. 

Such a power is more than arbitrary. It savors of des) 
It is incompatible with free institutions. The courts 
other nation ever dared to exercise it. The people of no 
nation would tolerate it. Plato said that government, by 
ever name it might be called, would always be the gove; 
of the strongest man. We may paraphrase this aphori 
asserting that our Government, though called republic; 
the government of the Supreme Court. Clothed with aut! 
to set aside, to construe, and to make laws, it is above ( 
above the President, above the Constitution, aboy 
people. It is omnipotent. 

Nothing more vividly illustrates the constant extensi 
judicial authority, and the far-reaching scope of its overs 
ing prerogative, than the history of the fourteenth amen 
This child of the Civil War was designed above all other ¢} 
to confirm and guarantee the civil rights of the negro, 
safeguard him against the menace of unfriendly State 
lation. But for this reason it probably would not h: 
presented, and certainly would not have been ratified } 
States. 

I am familiar, in a general way, with the debates 
attended its course through Congress, and with the em 
which the courts have in more recent times placed uy 
larger field it was designed to cover, that property as w 
life and liberty was insecure and needed the protection of 
Federal authority. I know that Senator Conkling rem 
the circuit court of the ninth judicia? circuit, in 1882. 
when the amendment was first considered individuals and j 
stock companies were appealing for congressional and 
ministrative protection against insidious and discrimin 
State and local tax laws. But such considerations were in 
days of reconstruction as chaff before the wind. 

The rights of the newly emancipated negro appealed to th 
dominant political party for adequate protection. That 
desired to enfranchise him and use his vote to perpetuat 
power. It responded by presenting and ultimately for 
passage and ratification of the fourteenth amendmeut 
beginnings are found in a resolution offered in the Ho 
Thaddeus Stevens on December 5, 1865, proposing an 


ana 
aug 


| ment in these terms: 


_All 
citizen, 
color. 

From this germ sprang the celebrated amendment whose 
eral provisions were unfolded as discussion of the subject 
ceeded in committee and on the floor. Throughout 
deliberations of that memorable period the civil rig! 
freedman was the dominant note, the cardinal subject of 
sideration. These found expression in various forms and 
in that which became effective by adoption and ratifi 
Of this I think there can be no dispute. I shall therefore ! 
but very briefly to the debates which attended its « 
through the Congress. 

Senator Howard, of the Reconstruction Committee, sal 


It establishes equality before the law, and it gives to the 
the poorest, the most despised of the race the same rights and t 


National and State laws shall ke equally applicable t 
and no discrimination shall be made on account of r 


its « 


| protection before the law as it gives to the most powerful, t! 


wealthy, the most haughty. Without this principle of equal ju 
all men and equal protection under the shield of the law t 
republican government and none that is really worth maintaini: 

Senator Poland, in urging the provision for the equa! }! 
tion of the laws, said: 

It ts the very spirit and inspiration of our system of go 
the absolute foundation upon which it was established. It 
tially declared in the Declaration of Independence and in 
provisions of the Constitution. Notwithstanding this, we know 
State laws exist, and some of them of very recent enactment, in 
violation of these principles. It certainly seems desirable that ! 
should be left existing as to the power of Congress to enforce pt 
lying at the very foundation of all republican governments li | 
denied or violated by the States. 

Similar expressions from the lips of leading statesmen 0! | 
eventful era might be quoted, but it is unnecessary. We Ik! 
that human rights were the transcendent issue, and that | 
erty rights were entirely secondary to their considerati 
may be that the property interests quietly but effectively u 
a Trojan horse of the amendment, whereby they mighi 
time gain access to the heart of the citadel. Subsequent e\' 
justify this assertion, for they have been the chief if not 
sole beneficiaries of the amendment. It is indeed a sir 
commentary upon the wisdom and forethought of man tha 
fundamental addition made to the Constitution of the Un 
States to protect and to preserve and enforce the civil and pv 
litical rights of 3,000,000 of newly made freedmen has by Ju! 
cial construction and application for nearly 50 years been con: 
verted into an effective agency for the accomplishment of almost 
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every end save that for which it was designed, and but for 
which it would never have been enacted. 
rhe unfortunate people whom this amendment was chiefly in- 
sonded to serve have been excluded from the ballot box and 
‘ juries. They have been subjected to discrimination in 
; direction. They have never been equal before the law. I 
‘his in no spirit of criticism. I merely state a solemn truth. 
4 hese people have vainly appealed to the fundamentals of 
sno fourteenth amendment and prayed for their vindication by 


ederal courts many times through the intervening years. 
v have been told judicially that Congress was not empowered 
ay the fourteenth amendment to enact so much of the civil-rights 
a of 1875 as was intended to secure equal accommodations at 
ns, places of public amusement, and in public conveyances 
without distinction of race or color, since the applicable provi- 
Rights cases, 109 U. S., 3); that a State statute provid- 
ing for separate railway carriages for the white and colored 
roees and the assignment of passengers thereto according to 
- race deprived a colored person of no rights under the four- 
nth amendment (Plessy v. Ferguson, 163 U. 8., 537) ; that the 
yrotection of the laws is not denied to colored persons by a 
onstitution which makes no discrimination against them 
terms, but which grants a discretion to certain officers which 
n be used to the abridgment of the right of colored persons 
-ote and serve on juries, but it is not shown that its actual 
ration is evil, but only that evil is possible under it. (Wil- 
s v. Mississippi, 170 U. S., 213.) 
ese and kindred decisions largely conclude the application 
amendment to personal guaranties. Their reasonings 
result of earnest contention and quite as earnest con- 
ieration. I pass them with two reflections. The first is that 
hronologically follow the cases of Bowman v. Lewis (101 
the Slaughter House cases (16 Wall., 36), and Re 
(100 U. S., 313), which held in effect that the main 
ose of the last 
frican race, the security and perpetuation of that freedom, 
eir protection from the white men who had formerly held 
m in slavery, and the prohibition of tbe States by the four- 
eenth amendment from abridging the pri’ ileges and immunities 
thereby granted. 
The other reflection is that the decisions denying the applica- 


ly 


equal ] 
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ihe 
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nia 
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m of the fourteenth amendment to the colored race challenged | ae 
He dis- | 
ted in toto from the conclusions of his associates, and in- | 
its | 
framers designed, extending its provisions for the protection of | 


t vigorous disapproval of Justice John M. Harlan. 
amendment that effect which 


to the 


sisted upon giving 
d liberty, and the vindication at all times of the privi- 
nd immunities of the citizen. 

But those who invoked the provisions of the amendment for 
» protection of property rights and the vindication of property 

s were more fortunate. The story is a long one, too long 
for this discussion, perhaps, yet most illustrative of its pur- 
for it is a history of construction, whereby the whole 
purpose, and effect of a constitutional provision have 
been transformed. 

It begins with the Slaughter House cases, reported in Six- 
teenth Wallace, page 36, where a monopoly sought to evade the 
regulations of a State statute by invoking the shelter of the 
urteenth amendment through the claim of taking property 
thout due process of law. The Supreme Court, in this the 
first important controversy involving the amendment. declared 
he primary purpose of the first clause thereof to have been de- 
signed to confer citizenship on the negro race, and, secondly, to 
ve definitions of citizenship of the United States and citizen- 
ip of the States, recognizing by these definitions the dis- 
ction between them. That the second clause protects from 
hostile legislation the privileges and immunities of citizens of 
the United States as distinguished from those of citizens of the 
St That it was not necessary to inquire into the full force 
of the clause forbidding a State to enforce any law which de- 
rives a person of life, liberty, or property without due process 
f law, since that phrase had often been the subject of judicial 

nstruction and was under no admissible view of it applicable 

the present case. 

[t also held that the clause which forbids a State to deny 
‘0 any person the equal protection of the laws was clearly in- 
ended to prevent the hostile discrimination against the negro 
ice, SO familiar in the States where he had been a slave, and 
or that purpose the clause conferred ample power upon Con- 
eress to secure his rights and his equality before the law. 
rhe right of the Louisiana butchers to protection against the 
operation of the Louisiana statute from the fourteenth amend- 


ment _—_ denied, and the slaughterhouse monopoly was de- 
Stroyed., 
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three amendments was the freedom of the | 


| therefore, both State and N: 


|} purpo 


| compensation for its use, created by the 
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of the amendment have reference solely to State action | 


| whi 


| changed at the will of the legislature. 
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and 
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when, 
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This great case was 
occupying the bench 
ment was adopted. 
tory, its 
authors, ly 
delivered by Justice Miller, one 
adorned the bench. In his 
the complainants’ contention 
amendment: 


It would 
citations 
ments no claim or 
the Federal Government for 
very few express limitations which 
upon the States, such, for instance, 
facto laws, bills of attainder, and |: 
But with the exception ) 
the entire domain of the privileges and imm 
States, as above detined, la vithin th 
power of the States and without that of t 
it the purpose of the fourteenth amendment 
tbat no State should make or enfor 
privileges and immunities of citizen 
the security and protection of all the civil 
tioned from the States to the Federal Governr 
declared that Congress shall have power to enfi 
nded to bring within t - of Cor 
rights heretofore belonging x iy t 
more must follow, if the propostion ‘of the plaintiffs in error | 
sound. The argument, we admit, rt 
h is drawn from the t 
particular construction of 
before us, the consequences 


ing, great 
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a departure from the structure ; 
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by subjecting them to the control of 

heretofore universally ceded to the 
mental character; when, in fact, it 
of the relations of the State and Federal G 
and of both these governments to th 

that is irresistible, in the 
purpose too clearly to admit 
much pressed in the 
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has practically 
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within the meaning that provision 
“Nor shall any State deny to any person 
equal protection of the la 
In the light of the hi 
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to be remedied by this clause, 
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Four years afterwards Munn against Illinois was decided 
that great case it was held that down to the time o ul 
tion of the fourteenth amendment it was not sup it 
statutes regulating the use or even the price of th 
vate property necessarily deprived an *%»wner of 
without due process of law. Under circumsta 
may, but not under all. That the amendment 
the law in this particular; it simply prevents the States fron 
doing that which will operate as such deprivation rl when 
the owner of property devotes it to a use in which the pub 
an interest he, in effect, grants to the public an interest hi 
use and must, to the extent, of that interest, to | 
trolled by the public for the common good as long he 
maintains the use. He may withdraw his grant b: 
ing the use. That rights of property, and te a rea 
commen law, 
be taken away without due process; but the law itself, as 2 rule 
of conduct, may, unless constitutional limitations forb b 
That the great of! 
statutes is to remedy defects in the common law 
developed and to adapt it to the changes of time a 
stances. That the limitation by legislative 
rate of charge for services rendered in a pul 
for the use of property in which the pul 
establishes no new principle in the law, but 
effect to an old one. (94 U, 8. 115.) 
The doctrine of these two cases seems 
steady application to subsequent controversies iny 
would have made trusts and combinations impossible. 
could have been no trust question at this time to vex the liber 
ties of the people or confound the faculties of statesmen It 
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was recognized and enforced in the so-called Granger cases and 
| some others, but the decisions were obnoxious to the purposes 
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and developments of the great property interests. 
analyzed, « 


They were 
iticized, dissented from, and denounced by certain 
the press, by some of the law magazines, by lawyers, 
by lnymen, and by some of the judges on the bench. Capital 
exp! “l concern, as it always does when laws and constitu- 
tious are expounded and enforced in opposition to its purposes, 
“Jest investinents be impaired and progress halt” 
The tacties and influences have long since prevailed, and 
the principle announced and applied in the Slaughterhouse and 
Illinois cases have been asphyxiated by a continued process of 
advet mstruction. It is true that no subsequent opinion ex 
pressly sapproves them. They are still occasionally quoted 
with that solemn dignity that is the of the living to the 
| the lity They gradually but 


sections of 


vets 
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ai 
due 
dend. but r force and vital 
urely yielded to the lingering and lethal malady of construc- 
Step by the inflowing tide of new which 
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them. In the State State 
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invoking the 
ent to safeg the rights of persons, 
i ted from those in the Slaughit 
nn v. Illinois, which involved 
dominating personality declared at 
da of property under the amendment. 
the prevailing opinions of his bret 
through every line of pro- 
are written in the spirit and with al of the 
in. Those who challenged the soundness of the majority 
ions found ample material for their opposition in his virile 
periods, and doubtless had an abiding faith in his ability to 
make them ultimately effective. 

opportunity came in California in 1882, in the case of 
S: Mateo County v. The Southern Pacific Railway Co. (13 
ed., 722.) The railway company there contested the validity 
of certain taxes assessed by some of the counties of California 
against its property, and invoked the so-called property clause 
of the fourteenth amendment for the defeat of the tax. Mr. 
Justice Field journeyed to San Francisco to hear and decide it. 
The railway company employed illustrious counsel to defend its 
Among them were Roscoe Conkling and George F 
who were Senators of the United States when the 
fourteenth amendment was enacted. These noted lawyers gave 
ill their great talents to the cause. Their arguments were his- 
ical as they were legal. The accounts they then gave of 
amendment’s history have been since quoted in arguments 
and in the decisions in subsequent controversies. They pre- 
vailed in the instant case, and Justice Field incorporated them 
in zealous opinion followed by judgment for the railway 
The following year this opinion was duplicated by 
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company. 
the same justice in the cases of Santa Clara County v. South- 
ern Pacific Co. (16 Fed., 385.) These decisions were written 
in deliberate disregard of the doctrines of the Supreme Court 
in the Slaughterhouse and Illinois cases. Mr. Justice Field in 
his last opinion did not so much as refer to either of them, 
although he quoted copiously from the arguments of Conkling 
and Edmunds in the San Mateo case. 
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Both were taken to the Supreme Court. The first was , 


missed upon the ground that there no longer existed a canese , 


action. (116 U. S., 138.) The second was a series of 
which were affirmed because the tax complained of w 
under the constitution and laws of California, in conseque 
which the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
United States was not invulved at all, bence Justice } 
elaborate dissertations upon it in the court below were ee); 
outside the record. (118 U. S., 394. 417.) 

To this result he submitted, but with poor 

I regret— 

Said he (p. 422)— 
that it not been deemed consistent with its (the court's) 
decide the important constitutional! questions involved, and part 
the one which was so fully considered in the circuit court, and 
rately argued here, that in the assessment upon which the 

were levied an unlawful and unjust discrimination wa 


grace. 
has 


claimed 
between the property of the defendant and the property of indi 
to its disadvantage, thus subjecting it to an unequal share 
public burdens, and to that extent depriving it of the equal p 
of the laws guaranteed by the fourteenth amendment of the < 


tution. 

The learned justice then proceeds very frankly to say w! 
regret is so profound. He continues: 

At the 
corp 


prot 
prot 


present day nearly al) the great enterprises are cond 
rations. Hardly an industry can be named that is not in 
oted by them, and a vast portion of the wealth of the 
in ‘ir hands. It is therefore of the greatest interest to ther 
’ property is subject to the same rules of assessment ar 

e property of natural persons, or whether elements w 
valuation of property are to be omitted from consideration 
wned by them and considered when it is owned by natu 
thus the valuation of property be made to vary, not a¢ 
nditions or use, but acording to its ownership. The 
ether the State may not claim for grants of privileges 
fixed sum per year or a percentage of earnings of a 
that is not controverted; but whether it may prescribe 
the valuation of property for taxation which will vary 

held by individuals or by corporations. 


M 


and 
its « 
not w 


es a 
accord 


rk, now, the prediction: 


ndent importance, and it will con 


stion is of transce 
urtil it is authoritatively decided in har: 


istitutional amendment which insures to every per 
ion. the equal protection of the laws 
The learned justice wus not content with the decisio: 
court that the things he clamored against were probit 
aud laws of the State of California. |! 
to crystallize his construction of the amendment 
law of the land, and impatient of his inability to do so 
instant case, while prophesying with truth that the 
interests of the land would persevere in their efforts u 
interests and ambitions rested under the shadow of the 


eager 


| amendment.” 


It is an axiom of the law that those parts of a decisi: 
are obiter dicta or unessential to the decision itself 
side the case. They are not authoritative. They may 
but nothing more. Hence Justice Field’s pro 
ments in the Califorria Tax cases in the circuit court |! 
place in the domain of case law. Yet I do not hesitate t 
that they have for over 30 years been the magzzine fr 
most of the weapons have been drawn for the demolitio 
Slaughterhouse and Illinois decisions. During that | 
have tried many cases and read many briefs 
Protean phases of the fourteenth amendment, and hav: 
be confronted with one which does not find its uitima 
ment in these opinions. They prevailed long before 
Field passed away. He lived to see them triumphant. | 


Inve 





the fourteenth amendment “authoritatively decided 
mony ” with his conclusions. And he also lived to invalid 
decisions of his own court for a hundred years sustain 
power of Congress to levy an income tax, and to deny th 
thority to the National Government. This he regarded 
assault on capital. He said in the Income Tax cases (15: | 
607): 

The present assault on capital is but the beginning 
the stepping-stone to others larger and more sweeping r | 
contests become a war of the poor _ + the rich, a war ¢ 
growing in intensity and bitrerness. f the purely arbitrary | 
of $4,000 in the present law can be sustained, none baving '¢s 
that amount of income being assessed vr taxed for the sup) 
Government, the limitation of fnture Congresses may be f)) 
much larger sum—at five or ten or twenty thousand dollars 
possessing an income of that amount alone being bound to 
burdens of government, or the limitation may be designated at 
amount as a beard of walking delegates may deem necessary. 

The learned justice thus clamored against the exercise 
legislative power which through fhe exigencies of war « 
surrection might become indispensable to the Nations 
existence; a power wielded by every other nation in the we 
a power sustained by the court itself from the beginning ©: 
history. But it was wholly inconsistent with his own po 
view, which long before had become the standard of his juc 
utterances. 
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ontrast between himself and his great associate is graph- 
portrayed in Justice Harlan’s comment upon the majority 
f the court in these cases: 
not assent to an interpretation of the Constitution that Impairs 
les the great powers of the National Government in the essen 
r of taxation and at the same time discriminates against the 
rt of the people of our country. The practical effect of the 
‘to-day is to give to certain kinds of property a position of 
m and advantage inconsistent with the fundamental principles 
ocial organization, and to invest them with power and inf ice 
he perilous to that pcriion of the American people upon whom 


larger part of the burdens of the Government, and who oucht 
subiected to the dominion of aggregated wealth any : 
yerty of the cocntry should be at the mercy of the lawless 


je my own judgment coincides with the correctness of 
liarlan’s view, I intend persion of the motives or 
of those who, like Justice Field, entertained the op 

ne, Both these great jurists were men of transcendent 


ho a 


of irreprozchable character, of undoubted patriotism. | 


nelieved in the integrity of his own and the unsoundness of 
r’s convictions. Each felt and portrayed the deplorable 
nees which in his judgment must ensue from the preva- 


of the adverse doctrine, and each asserted in the most 
us English his own contention. They only repr ted 
pressed from the bench that eternal contest | veen 
nt by the few and by the many, between oligarchy and 
icv, between Hamilton and Jefferson—a conflict which 
be adjusted, which began with the earliest glimmmerings 
ar government, and which wiil never end until the last 

wholly triumph. 
no disparagement of Mr. Justice Field, bet rather a 
t to his dominating personality and powerful intellect, to 
that through bis persistency the fourteenth amendment 
{ Constitution of the United States has been larcely sub 
‘ i for the Constitution itself, that it is now far and away 
{ ost important if not ihe most vital portion of that great 
ent, and that in exalting it to this position its guar- 
; of life and liberty have shrunken into comparative un- 


No word has been written into or taken fro 


m its 


re. Construction has been the magic wand of its tra 
f n. tut who that defends the right to thus change a 
st te ean affirm that the courts may not, should their judg- 


I t so decree, thus qualify or ent: the Constitution itself 
the prevailing jndicial practice of addition and subtraction? 
\ rgument can be advanced to support the one which does 


rere 
roe 


I well apply to the other? Why may not the wisdom or 
1] ergencies of the future demand the same heroic methods 
of treatment for both statutes and constitutions? Those who 
r i the courts as sacrosanct may shudder at the thought of 
sl a sacrilege, but I have yet to learn that the usurpation 
of power by any ruler halts with the first assertion of its 
c e The usurper—executive, legislative, or judicial— 
l belonged to the stand-pat wing of any party. He is 
compelled by the very fact of his usurpation to move on. He 
is a progressive in spite of himself, and his goal is only attain- 
able by repeated acts of added usurpation. 
rhe question is not whether the judicial arm of the Govern- 
I would or would not exercise so dangerous a prerogative 
if ssessed of it. We may safely assume that it would not, 
especially as that arm is now constituted. The question is 
whether the existence of such a power anywhere is compatible 
' the institutions of the country, and whether modern ex- 
pansions of judicial power are not leading up to it. Appre- 
i n, suspicion, fear itself are admirable qualities in the 
ens of a republic. When aroused by the action of the ruler, 
become potent elements for the preservation of the coun- 
t institutions. I am always glad to see public sentiment 
imed when anything unusual in government occurs I 
! ce when protests and unfriendly criticism follow the ac- 
of the public servant, and more so when they are stimu- 
a 


by omissions of public duty. 
heal hy condition of the body politic. 


7a 


These things manifest 
“Look not for a time, 
Wendell Phillips, “when the people are quiet and safe. 
such a time despotism like a shrouding mist steals over the 
of freedom.” The sea keeps pure because it is ever in 
tion. And republics are possible only when the tides of 
] c comment and criticism ceaselessly ebb and flow. 
Nothing in recent years has so powerfully arrested public 
{tention and directed it toward the growing power of the judi- 
ry as the Standard Oil and Tobacco decisions. The average 
zen caught his breath when he heard them. The press held 
tt up to the public gaze and turned them around and around 


it they could be seen from every direction. Learned lawyers 
Preceding de- 


a 


” 


I ror 


rit 


d essayists condemned and commended them. 
posite conclusions became familiar to everyone. The order of 
“cir occurrence is so admirably outlined in pages 4 to 10, in- 


is involving the same statute and announcing totally op- | 
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‘lusive, of the committee's report that I ask permission to h 





re 
incorporate them in my remarks 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter will 
be printed as requested. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
The committee selects for the purp« indicated the following cases, 
all of which arose under the statute now bei considered 
United States v. E. C. Knight Co. (156 U. + 1) 
United States v. Trans-Missouri reight A n ¢ u. s 
United States v. Joint Traffic A ! 1 (171 DU. § 
Hopkins vr. United States (171 U. S.. 578) 
Northern Securities Co United Stat 193 U. S., 197). 
Standard Oil Co. v. United States (221 U. S.. 1 
United States Am n ‘I ' ( ( l S. 106) 
United States v. Union Va Railroad 4 t lLo 
delivered Dec. 2, 1912 
The committ coes not give a st nt e facts in « h of these 
} eases, for to do so would ereatly I the 1 rt, and it il taken 
for cranied that those who are int ‘sted in the subject are already 
familiar with the facts ae they appear in the Supreme Court report E 
The rule of law announced in United States ve. Knight Co. and in 
Hopkins v. United States is that a restraint ft i oweve un 
reasonable is not prohibited by the antitrust st rte © matter how 
general or disastro the interferen ‘ i t | TT } 
meree among the State t ess it d at : a : 
I is a ge unde l : the dae and . ‘ } 
< try that the Knight « is a ¢ ! ‘ ‘ ! lifled 
§ at $ t { i . 3 tl 
re nt or the <« t im tike « { 
v. now | ! t 1 i be 1 ti t sd t 
the rule « ta d é the « t 
1 has en € tic vy rea ted in \ a nm 
’ to rer ‘ } er a , ca . 
\ 1 for t p e of ¢ t ( i 
z le Its object is . 1 : 
the scope of judicial discretion, and the ine ne Vv 
Ww < it creates in every p! t t n there is 
pt 1 or admitted a « tract or < n ) trad 
t ? the tates, the f t thin t t t t } nd 
dk i is whether the re nt is a t e hy ht 
1} ‘ es, nd of t t y ] »> be | t 
? tl r Se S ‘ “f ‘> ‘ \ } } 
Tob » cases it ld to be dire It i that th 
( in n of any en rf in y i » (e iy thi q i nD 
whether he be dee o r t de nd not “ his | iin 
in t law bat upon s trai 1Z ul it { i the economy of com 
merce rhe sult has been, and ne y will ! that the law 
officer f the G bef } itutes a tlon 
( ermin w t t i nd tt and the 
court in order t be t t « y the f is of the 
legislator rather t n the wy 
rie consequet s twofold: | t, the Depart t J will 
ignore a great many uniawful trat i d 
as to whether the inte rference wit i - > ' mi t 
is direct or indirect: second, t b ‘ } ty fo 1 it f 
and will find itself, in a state of unce 1 part i 
transaction is to | judged by the | of the Btate t \ 
Nation It is not claimed that tl une é an nab f | 
cf idl 1 discretion can w ly « it tion, but it |} 
lifest that it is the duty of the | » bran f the Govern 
ment to cirenmscribe it within the « ‘9 tik é ) Is rh 
committee will re to tl subject in connection with t i t 
of the judicial power, and contents itself n vil i t « it 
‘ ! on that there sh« 1 be further k tion i ly it 
ing certain forms of as tion, « ibination, or mon W } ! 
mittedly restrain trade and commerce ong the State ind th 
foreign nations, but whi may be held by the courts to | li 
or remote interferences 
| The committee has first referred to the point just entioned, not t 
; cause it is first in importance but because it first arose It now 
i passes to another and more scrious weakness in the iw as W 
| interpreted. 
| I the Trans-Missouril Freight Association case the developed a 
controversy among the members of the Supreme Court tha 1s l 
on with unabated vigor through the 15 year terven the 
opinion in the Freight A clation ca nd ¢ pinion in t s l 
Oil Co. case In this period the vicissitudes of life nd the nD 
| upon the bench which necessarily ensued converted t! int th 
court in the Freight Association case into a single dissenti ) 
| the Standard Oi! Co. ca id the dissent inlon { 
into the opinion of the court in the latter case In re i 
| clation case Mr. Justice Peckham, in delivering the opi n of 
said 
“Second. The next question to be discussed to what t 
construction of the statute, assuming that it applies to non ¢ I 
by railroad. What is the meaning of the lang e ised in the statu 
that ‘every contract, combination in the form of trust rwi ot 
conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce amot the eral States 
or with foreign uations, is hereby declared to be illegal’? Is it con 
| fined to a contract or combination which is only in unreasonabl re 
straint of trade or commerce, or does it include what the language of the 
} act plainly and in terms covers, all contracts of that nature” (p. 327) 
The learned justice answered the question thus propounded ma 
| times and in great variety of phrase in the course of the opinion, and 
| the committee quotes some of thes answers 
| “ When, therefore, the body of an act pronounces as illegal ever 
| tract or combination in restraint of trade or commerce among tl 
| eral States, etc., the plain and ordinary meaning of + n 
| not limited to that kind of contract alone which i 
| straint of trade, but all contracts are included tn “ 1 : 
|}no exception or limitation can be added without placing in t 
| that which has been omitied by Congress (p. 328) 
| “But we can not see how the statute in be limited t eon 
| by the courts below, without reading into its text an t \ 
| alters the natural meaning of the lan ise d a ) vA 
most materia! point, and where no sufficient reason is s! 1 10 rc 
ing that such alteration would make tl tatu } ' ord with 
the intent of the lawmaking body t t ¢ ed it ( of 
| “The arguments which have been addressed to us against the in 
| clusion of all contracts in restraint of trade, as provided for by the 
| language of the act, have been based upon the alleged presumption that 
| Congress, notwithstanding the language of the act, could not have in 
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contracts, but only such contracts as were in un- 
of trade Under these circumstances we are, there- | 
iat the act of Congress excepts contracts which are } 
traint of trade, and which only keep rates up to 
notwithstanding the language of the act makes no | 
xception In other words, we are asked to read into the act by 
judicial legislation an exception that is not placed there by the | 

king branch of the Government, and this is to be done upon the 

that the impolicy of euch legislation is so clear that it can not 

py d that Congress intended the natural import of the language | 

j This we can not and ought not to do (p. 340). 

The conclusion which we have drawn from the examination above 
made into the question before us is that the antitrust act applies to 
railroads, and that it renders illegal all agreements which are in re- 
straint of trade or com as we have above defined that expression, 
and the question then arises whether the agreement before us is of that 
nature” (p. 341) 

he issue was clearly joined by Mr. Justice White (now Chief Jus- 
tice), who in his dissenting opinion, in which Justices Field, Gray, and 
Shiras concurred, thus stated the question: 

“To state the proposition in the form 


unt o ole re 


sonable price, 


merce 


in which it was earnestly 





follows: Congress has said 


pressed in the argument at bar, it is as 
When the law says every, 


every contract in restraint of trade is illegal. 
there is no power in the courts, if they correctly interpret and apply 
the statute, to sabstitute the word ‘some’ for the word ‘every.’ If 
Cong! had meant to forbid only restraints of trade which were un- 
reasonable it would have said so; instead of doing this it has said 
‘every.’ and this word of universality embraces both contracts which 
are reasonable and unreasonable” (p. 345). 

The distinguished justice begins his answer to the proposition just 
quoted as follows: he 

‘Tl commence, then, with these two conceded propositions, one of law 
and the other of fact, first that only such contracts unreasonably 
restrain trade are violative of the general law, and, second, that the 
particular contract here under consideration is reasonable, and there- 
fore not unlawful if the general principles of law are to be applied to 
it” (p. 344). 

Again: 

“Its title is ‘An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies.’ The word ‘unlawful’ clearly distinguishes 
between contracts in restraint of trade which are lawful and those 
which are not In other words, between those which are unreasonably 
in restraint of trade, and consequently invalid, and those which are 
reasonable and hence lawful” (p. 352). 

Again: 

“If these obvious rules of interpretation be applied, it seems to me 
they render it impossible to construe the words “every restraint of 
trade’ used in the act in any other sense than as excluding reasonable 
contracts, as the fact that such contracts were not considered to be 
within the rule of contracts in restraint of trade was thoroughly estab- 
lished both in England and in this country at the time the act was 
adopted” (p. 354). 

Again: 

“ Indeed, it seems to me there can be no doubt that reasonable con- 
tracts can not be embraced within the provisions of the statute if it be 
interpreted by the light of the supreme command that the intention of 
the law must be carried out, and it must be so construed as to afford 
the remedy and frustrate the wrong contemplated by its enactment” 

» 355). 

It will be noted that but once in the dissenting opinion is the word 
‘unreasonable’ used to qualify the phrase “in restraint of trade.” 
It is generally employed to qualify the word “contract.” There is 
some difference between saying that there may be a reasonable inter- 
férence with competition or freedom in trade or freedom to trade which 
did not, at the common law, constitute a restraint of trade, and say- 
ing that there can be, under our statute, a reasonable restraint of 
trade, tut this was only the beginning. 

‘I'wo years later the suit of the United States v. Joint Traffic Asso- 
clation came on for decision. Again Mr. Justice Peckham delivered the 
opinion of the court, and upon the point we are considering there seems 
to have been no change in the attitude of the members of the court 
toward it. It is instructive to observe, however, that in referring to 
Hopkins v. The United States, in which the opinion was banded down 
at the same term, the learned justice said: 

“In Hopkins v. The United States, decided at this term, post, 578, we 
say that the statute applies only to those contracts whose direct and 
immediate effect is a retraint upon interstate commerce * * * the 
effect upon interstate commerce must not be indirect or inciden®al 
only’ (p. 568). 

Five years thereafter the well-known Northern Securities case was 
decided, and the struggle was renewed with intense earnestness. Mr. 
Justice Harlan rendered the opinion of the court, and this is the way 
he stated the question: 

“Is the act to be construed as forbidding every combination or con- 
spiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the States or with for- 
eign nations? Or does it embrace only such restraints as are unreason- 
able in their nature? Is the motive with which a forbidden combina- 
tion or conspiracy is formed at all material when it appears that the 
necessary tendency of that particular combination or conspiracy in 
question is to restrict or suppress free competition between competing 
railroads engaged in commerce among the States? Does the act of 
Congress prescribe, as a rule for interstate or international commerce, 
that the operation of the natural laws of competition between those en- 
gaged in such commerce shall not be restricted or interfered with by 
any contract, combination, or conspiracy?” (p. 328). 

n answering the question he probably goes a little 
Justice Peckham. He states as the conclusion to 
former opinions of the courts: 

“That the act is not limited to restraints of interstate and inter- 
national trade or commerce that are unreasonable in their nature, but 
embraces all direct restraints imposed by any combination, conspiracy, 
or monopoly upon such trade or commerce; * * *. That every 
combination or conspiracy which would extinguish competition between 
otherwise competing railroads engaged in interstate trade or commerce, 
and which would in that way restrain such trade or commerce, is 
made illegal by the act; * *. That to vitiate the combination, 
such as the act of Congress condemns, it need not be shown that the 
combination in fact results or will result in a total suppression of 
trade or in a complete monopoly, but it is only essential to show that 
by its necessary operation it tends to restrain interstate or interna- 
tional trade or commerce or tends to create a monopoly in such trade 
or commerce and to deprive the public of the advantages that flow from 
free competition (p. 331). 

“Whether the free operation of the normal laws of competition is a 
wise and wholesome rule for trade and commerce is an economic ques- 


‘<8 


as 


further than 
be drawn from 
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tion which this 
there are those who 
perity of the ceuntry will be promoted if the 
is not applied But there are others who believe 
more necessary in these days of enormous wealth 
any former period of our history. 
in effect recognized the rule of 
every combination or conspiracy 
national commerce” (p 337). 

Mr. Justice Brewer was with the majority of the court in ¢} 
Missouri Association case, and he concurred in the decisio; 
Northern Securities Co. case; but upon the question we are dj 
he rejected the reasoning of Justice Harlan and adopted ¢) 
expressed by Justice White in the former case. He said: 

“Instead of holding that the antitrust act includes al} 
reasonable or unreasonable, in restraint of interstate trade. { 
should have been that the contracts there presented wer 
restraints of interstate trade, and as such within the scop¢ 
That act, as it appears from its title, was leveled at on), 
restraints and monopolies.’ Congress did not intend to 
destroy those minor contracts in partial restraint of trade w 
long course of decision at common law had affirmed were reason 
ought to be upheld. The purpose rather was to place a statut 
hibition with prescribed penalties and remedies upon those ; 
which were in direct restraint of trade, unreasonable, and agai; 
poner Whenever a departure from common-law rules and det 
s claimed, the purpose to make the departure should be clearly 
Such a purpose does not appear and such a departure was not int 
(p. 361). 

The Chief Justice and Justices White, Peckham. and Holmes 4 


Justice White, while discussing many phases of the relation bet 


consider 
the 


best 


court need not 


or determine Und 
think that 


general business interest 
rule of 
that such 
than it ev 
Be all this as it may, Cor 
free competition by declaring: 
in restraint of interstat: 


cou 
[ 


and 


ul 


General and the State Governments, finally rested his opinion uv; 
Knight case, holding that there was no direct restraint of 
commerce. Justice Holmes, while concurring with Justice W 
occasion to say, in substance, that the method adopted by th 
ants for the suppression of competition did not constitute a 
of trade in the sense of the antitrust law. 

With the Northern Securities case there terminated on 
striking period in the interpretation and application of the 
statute. It is needless to inquire at length whether or not t! 
the court, as expressed in the opinions of Justices Peckham and 
were in exact harmony with the common law as to the me 
definition of the phrase “restraint of trade.” Even if thes 
judges were not quite successful in distinguishing the differen 
common law, between a restraint of competition and a 
trade it still remains true that for more than 13 years rep 
cisions of the highest tribunal of the country had declared 1} 
contract or combination which prevented free competition 
straint of trade, and that, if the restraint directly affected 
among the States, then the contract or combination was unlawf 
the first section of the act. 

Inasmuch as the committee is of opinion that legislation 
so clear in its terms as not to admit of unlimited judicial 4 
it pauses here a moment to point out just what the range of d 
was under the decisions ending with the Northern Securities 
is manifest that the inquiry that the court was then required 
in each case was this: Has the evidence established a r 
trade; that is to say, has the evidence established a contract 
nation which interfered with free competition? 

There was some, but not great, latitude for differen: ‘ 
upon such an inguiry, and the uncertainty in the applicat 
law was reduced to a minimum; nor would the uncertainty 
much increased if the inquiry had been as to an unreasonable int 
with free competition, which would have been the inquiry 
common-law understanding been strictly adopted by the Supre 

If the more recent construction of the statute were in hat 
the earlier decisions, further legislation might nevertheless be 
but it is unnecessary to make the inquiry. That question 
academic, for the later rulings have completely reversed t! 
ones, in so far as the phase of the subject now being di 
concerned. 

On the 15th day of May, 1911, the case of the Standard 0 
The United States was passed upon by the Supreme Court 
Justice White (formerly Justice White) delivered the opini« 
iterated, as the conclusion of the court, the views that h« 
forcibly urged as a dissenter 15 years before. It was not 
for the court to deal with the question at all, inasmuc! 

the defendants guilty of a restraint of trade under any 
meaning of the term, but for the very purpose, the commit 

of advising the country that a new rule had been adopted : 
ness might be guided by it, it was stated in the most emp! 
imaginable that the statute which declares that “ Every cont 
bination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in 
of trade or commerce among the several States or with foreicn 
is hereby declared to be illegal” means that a contract or « 
in order to be illegal must cause an undue restraint of tr 
following quotations from the opinion will need no comment: 

“That in view of the many new forms of contracis and com! 
which were being evolved from existing economic condition 
deemed essential by an all-embracing enumeration to make 
no form of contract or combination by which an undue rest 
interstate or foreign commerce was brought about could sav 
restraint from condemnation. The statute under this view ey 
the intent not to restrain the right to make and enforce con 
whether resulting from combination or otherwise, which did not 
restrain interstate or foreign commerce, but to protect that co! 
from being restrained by methods, whether old or new, which \ 
——-? an interference that is an undue restraint” (pp. 59, 00 

Again: 

“In other words, having by the first section forbidden all m¢ 
monopolizing trade—that is, unduly restraining it by means o! 
contract, combination, etec.—the second section seeks, if poss 
make the prohibitions of the act all the more complete and per! 
ome all attempts to reach the end prohibited by the first s: 
p. ). 

That the Chief Justice intended to announce a rule at varian 
the declarations of Justice Peckham and Justice Harlan in the | 
Missouri Freight Association and Northern Securities cases }s 
clear in the following extracts : ; 

“The question is pertinent and must be fully and frankly met 
if it be now deemed that the Freight Association case was mis('s 
decided or too broadly stated, the doctrine which it announced sh 
be either expressly overruled or limited. * * * And in order 1 
the slightest degree to be wanting in frankness, we say that in a ae 
however, as by separating the general language used in the opinion 1% 
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nd twenty-first United States ge 106 muld be care 
ead by every man and woman in the l He em 
1 the fundamental proposition that Congres me could 
d its laws, that it had expressiy refused to make the 
fic amendment to the antitrust act, which the Supreme 
( had determined to make on its own account, and ciosed 
ssion with the lemn warning th 
ny years of p i r tt Nati il, and a 
t el ob ’ 1 of pu iffairs, I a yelled to s 
abroad in our land a most | iful te y » bring a 
mending of constitutions and leg itive enactments by means 
f judicial iction. 

I think I have used no more forceful language, up to this time 
at least, Mr. President, than that employed by the learned jus 
tice. He continued: 

e law of the land——which is binding alike upon all, upon 
‘ongre the « ris, and the peopi tives to Congress, 
Congress alone, authority to regulate interstate commer and 
Congress forbids any restraint of such commerce in any form all 
bey its mandate. To overreach the action of Congress merely 
ial construction—that is, by indirection—is a blow at the 

of our governmental system, and in the end will prove m« 

s to all. 

In special message of July 1910, to Congress President 
Laft said: 

Tt . ‘ 

,_ it ha been propos 1, however, that the word “ re ‘ should 
ue Made a part of the statute, and then that it should be left to the 
( 8 to Say what is a reasonable restraint of trade, what is a reason 
ppression of competition, what is a reas e monopoly. I 

, that is is to put Into the | f e court a 
er i ih to exercise on any consistent pri which will 

e the uniformity of decision essential to just judement It is to 

‘ upon the courts a burden that they have no precedents to enable 
rt « Arry, and to give them a power approaching irbitrary, the 

of which might involve our whole judicial system in disaster 

Prue r and wiser words were never uttered. Coming from 

h high authority they were entitled to unusual weight. They 

eceded the decisions by more than a year. When these came 

‘y contained no indication that the President's counsels had 
ever been heard, much less considered, by the majority of the 
ourt. 


Having emphasized the evils associated with the judicial 
cministration of the statute, and having declared that the 
amendment if made by Congress would impose upon the courts 
the duty of administering it, the country very naturally expected 
trom the President some expression of disappointment if not of 
disapproval of the court’s announcements. But with an easy 
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lowe rhe Cl l th ple I tv the court s 4 
| ten e nothing subst tial j rveix VV t } 
done The uswel $ DViOl It | i a 
i call of decis is on th igh road of things t re to b 
| I know full we th his pe ! re ect LID use 
| not more so, 1 rf su h so, in t La he ab that has 
; no 1 it to the ! of fi ! [ i vy that e ¢ 
| may be more deliberate than tl mass, but the re ts of 
liberation do not quicken and gs} ibroad the sense of 
justice unless they be wrong. I know that the people in 1 
is called the mob, but the reproach is a slander on popular ¢ 
ernment. The people are always conservative. It w 
mob” which resisted the oppr ions of the Crown, which 
tained the newborn American Government. which conden 
| and overthrew the institution of slavery, which resists tl 


| croachments of present-day plutocracy, and which | 
m against ' political authority by 
If those who decry or the potency of the 
devise a better means of confronting and overthrowing this 
manifestation absolutism in a Republic, they owe it to th 
selves and the people to conceive and bring it forth, for 
time for action seems at hand 

Solomon said there was nothing new under 
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precepts. It is a new name for an old theory; a new method of | sentiment of the times. They shape our lines of action. 1 
upplying an old remedy. ‘The right has been successfully as- | hold the Republic in the hollow of their hands. It is th, 
seried several times in our history. In Cohens v. Virginia | people who are concerned in preserving our institutions, 
(G Wheat., 264) the Supreme Court held that it had appellate | are fully alive to the evils of the assertion and exer 
jurisdiction of a controversy in which a State was a party. The | absolute power by any but themselves, and who propose in 
people promptly recalled the decision by adopting the eleventh | effective manner to counteract its last and most sinister | 
imendment to the Constitution. festation. 

The alien and sedition laws were Dead Sea fruits of the first The proposal to strike from a statute a word not appe 
Adams administration. They were offensive to the people of | upon its face is concededly paradoxical. It will doubties 
that era, They were not in touch with the spirit of our newly | regarded by some as impossible; by others as absurd. Wo, 
founded Republic. They were vigorously and effectively en- | conditions otherwise than as we know them to be, both 
forced by grand juries and by the courts. They aroused the | conclusions would be correct. But the law that is written 
implacable hostility of the masses, who rose in revolt against | the statute books is not the law that is enforced by the « 
them. The people overturned the administration which was re- | They have rewritten it, and their record of the law sup) 
sponsible for them, destroyed the party which enacted them, | that of Congress for every practical and substantial pu: 
und then struck them from the statute books. They recalled | As enacted by Congress, all restraints of trade were out! 
the President, the Congress, and the laws themselves. During | As rewritten by the court, unreasonable restraints of trade 
ihe progress of their political battle they were called mobs, | alone prohibited. The anomaly involved in the legislative 
rioters, and the rabble, unfit for self-government, and a menace | of an interpolated word is no more remarkable than w;: 
to all forms of law and order. Their leaders were stigmatized | insertion into the law by judicial enactment. The pro; 
as demagogues and charlatans, appealing to the baser instincts | repeal is nothing more than legislative restoration of the 
of the multitude for the gratification of ignoble and dangerous | to its normal status. If the act seems extraordinary, it 
ambitions. But the cause was the old one of privilege against | be remembered that the occasion requiring it is more so. | 
the masses in one of its many forms, and the masses won. The | method of our procedure is without precedent, it is pb 
recall became effective, and the abuse against which it was then | the exigency confronting us is of similar character. If w: 
directed was swept aside. not repeal the amendment of a national statute becaus 

In Dred Scott v. Sanford (19 How., 393) it was held that | courts made the amendment, it must be equally apparent 
Congress could not lawfully exclude slavery from the Terri- | the courts were without power to make it, and it is th 
tories. This decision was recalled by the’ people, speaking | void. 
through the rattle of musketry and the thunder of cannon during | On the other hand, if such authority be lodged in the 
four long years of strife and bloodshed. They achieved their | any change they see fit to make in the laws is valid and ) 
purpose at an appalling sacrifice of blood and treasure, and | upon all men. If that be true, the legislative power to 
crystallized their ultimate decree in the thirteenth amendment | and to repeal the laws extends to such changes as well as 
to the Constitution. laws of its own creation. You can not deny to Congre 

It was held in the Income Tax cases that the Nation was with- | right to strike words out of a statute when inserted by - 
out authority to raise revenues by that method. The sixteenth | decree if you concede to the courts the power to so inseri | 
amendment has recalled the edict, and until some other deci- | And the fact that the insertion does not appear upon tly 
sion shall narrow its purpose or deny its efficacy the General | of the law furnishes the strongest possible argument in s 
Government may lay the burdens of its operations upon wealth | of the right to strike it out, for the law must be certai 
as readily as upon consumption. plicit, and intelligible. All men are presumed to know it. 

I realize the force of the criticism that recall by constitu- | can plead their ignorance of it. Yet how can the law be 
tional amendment is the exercise of a fully conceded authority, | if its language is a lie and its recitals a mockery? ‘Th 
while recall by popular vote is wholly beyond and above the | Draco were suspended so far above the people that th 
recorded ways. But we can not amend the Constitution with | not read and therefore could not know them. All n 
the occurrence of every bad decision. The process is a tedious | access to ours, but some of them mislead the reader, albe 
and involved one. It is not always possible of accomplishment. | contents seem clear. To make them certain, to keep th 
Nor can we longer rely upon its efficacy, for if laws can be | plicit, every change in their structure or their substance 
interlined by judicial decree, so may constitutions be interlined. | appear upon the statute books, and not buried under the | 
As laws have been made over by judicial construction, so clauses | ous phraseolégy of learned judicial opinions. 
of the Constitution have been made over by judicial construc- The amendment which I have proposed is demanded | 
tion. The progress of a malady frequently makes ordinary | underlying principle of equality. Laws to be respected 
remedies useless; the good physician resorts to more effective | effective must be impersonal and impartial. They must e 
albeit more unusual ones when such an emergency confronts | to and embrace all men alike. If aimed at particular « 
him, they must affect alike all members thereof. Failing this 

The people of Great Britain and of her transoceanic de- | cease to be laws. They are pronouncements only. They 
pendencies, ourselves excepted, enjoy the blessings of liberty to | some while exempting others. Their operation is spas 
a larger degree than any other nation. Their laws when en- | fitful, and dependent upon conditions or contingencies 
acted by Parliament are supreme. Their freedom needs no | existence or absence is determined by extraneous forces. | 
judicial guardian. They possess and exercise the power of} are invested with every element of painful uncertainty. T! 
recall. No majority of Parliament hostile to their will can sur- | who are immune to-day are to-morrow on the deadiy circ! 
vive. No serious division between their ministry and their | their influence. Such a law is unworthy of a despotis! 
commons can arise without being followed by a referendum. | should be impossible in a republic. 

There the so-called mob hears, judges, decides, and acts for Such in effect, nevertheless, is our so-called Sherman 
itself. Must we, their descendants, the inheritors of their insti- | since the Standard Oil and Tobacco decisions. It is no lone 
iutions, shrink from the application of the same expedients when | of uniform operation. It is a yardstick that shrinks or sire 
demanded by public exigency because conservatism retreats into | whenever invoked for public or private protection. It is | 
its corner and protests against innovation? trolled by a higher law called the rule of reason. This ru 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, if it will not interrupt the Sen- | lodged in the minds and is evolved from the mental process 
ator, I should like to call his attention to the fact that the | the judges. It holds the statute in soluticn and precipitate 
British Parliament since 1701, by the act of settlement, has | or fails to do so, as every given case appears to warrant 0! 
exercised substantially the right to recall judges, and since that | quire. Men can not safely embark in new enterprises or 
time they have had no trouble with their judges. Forty-eight | tinue old ones while these uncertain and fitful conditions ex's'. 
of the States of the United States have two ways of removing | That certainty of object and of expression which every sti"! 
judges. Thirty-six of the States have three ways of removing | should possess, that knowledge of their requirements and of te 
or recalling judges, and three States have four ways of remoy- | consequences of their breach to which every citizen is entit' F 
ing judges. The United States can only recall by impeachment, | and that uniformity and impartiality of operation wil | 
a useless remedy except against criminal conduct. which laws are tyrannies, oppressive, and unjust unite in ce 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the Senator for his interruption. manding the immediate restoration of this important law (0 '|'s 

The Rev. Myron Reed, a famous preacher of Denver, once | original-form and purpose. If this can not be done, it should be 
said that the people might not always be right, but they always | repealed unconditionally. . 
wabbled in the right direction. All of us, collectively, are the The people are seldom radical. They are law-abiding. They 
people, but the mass consists of those whom Lincoln called the | do not abuse their strength. They have never menaced aly 0! 
common people, and whom he said the Lord loved, else he | the powers which they have delegated to their rulers. very 
would not have made so many of them. These haye always | peril we have encountered, every abuse of authority, _— 
constituted the bone and sinew of the country, the very warp | perversion of the laws to untoward purposes, have proceede' 
and woof of the national fabric. They make and mold the ! from those who decry the populace, denounce them as mobs, 
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govern themsclves. Two the 


snid: 


years ago 


their right to 
cow York City 


- of New 
e. however ri b, need ever be afraid of the people. The people 
‘evolutionary by nature. They are never dishonest Even in 
neh Revolution, when they destroyed prisons and fortres not 
“was looted The Bastile was torn down, but the Bank of 
emained undisturbed 
= of course, true that the people of France in the frenzy 
moment, with centuries of oppression behind them and 
nower to avenge their accumulated wrongs, indulged in 
sxcesses of retaliation. But we must remember that it 


the same people who visited stern justice upon the heads of 


own mousters, and that the French Revolution has by 
ng since recorded verdict of posterity been recognized 


‘he greatest single step forward in the history of civilization. 
i while we fervently pray and fondly hope that the recur- 
. of such an event may never mark or mar the progress 


the we must realize that the surest method of its 


race, 
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Coming from such a high and pure source, Mr. President, I 
think I am justified in saying that it outlines a thought which 
has frequently occurred to me that the fear of somethin lint 
is to come, which is expressed either by the word “s alism ” 
or by some of its equivalents, has unconsciously, perhaps, thrown 
an influence about and areund the judges of the courts as well 
as legislators and societies which expresses itself in pr t 
ing by some anticipatory course the things which are thus 
dreaded. Many decisions have been rendered which never « lit 
to have been rendered, because they do not conform vw 
letter and spirit either of statutes or of constitutions Vie 
singular thing is that history has not taught eminent men 


| everywhere the great truth that nothing can arrest, although 


ianee is to recognize and remove the causes which wrought | 


e great upheaval. 


rhe right to sit in ultimate judgment upon the validity of 
iaws rests and should rest with the people. They possess 
nower not delegated to the Government. They have ex- 


y reserved it. They never delegated to any department 

e power to set aside the laws made by their representatives, 
<s they delegated it indirectly or by necessary implication. 
But that could not be, for their delegates to the constitutional 
eution several times declined to do so by express action. 


e continuance of the Government, they should delegate it. 


s possession by any department is essential to the existence | 


But they can not be estopped from denying that they have | 


ndirectly done so merely because they have so long submitted 


io its assumption and exercise. And since evolution has trans- 
formed the judiciary into a law-making body, a condition has 


evolved which the body of the people will meet and over- | 


We must therefore rise to 
Should we fail to act, ours 


e if Congress does not do so. 
» occasion lest we fall with it. 
will then be the responsibility. 
rhe most sinister effect of these decisions upon the public 
nd, and which I deplore as much as anyone, is the strength 
they have added to the apprehension that the Federal courts 
lean toward privilege and away from the masses. Those who so 
believe ground their faith upon the antecedent decisions involv- 
ng the statute upon 
dustries by the provisions of the fourteenth amendment as con- 
rued and enforced, by the gravitation of practically all con- 
troversies affecting corporate action and organization to the 


same 


Federal jurisdiction, and by the general trend of Federal deci- | 


sions. However much these views may be condemned the fact 
that they are entertained and expressed by a constantly increas- 
ing number of men and women in every section of the Union is 
so obvious that it can not be overlooked. However well or ill 
founded the sentiment may be, we must reckon with and do 

hat we can to correct it. Yet this is not merely difficult; it is 

possible while they can find support in the decisions which 
are the equivalents of legislation, which relieve Congress of the 
consequences of enacting bad laws, if they are bad, by shaping 
them to the judicial view, and which deprive them of the merit 
of enacting good laws, if they are good, by recasting them into 
the judicial molds. The people must believe in the courts though 
lose faith in all other governmental agencies, if the Repub- 
lic shall endure. They will so believe so long as the courts con- 


a 
they 


form both in the letter and the spirit to the limitations of the 
Constitution. If the popular confidence is ever wholly lost, the 
fault will not be theirs. It will be embedded in the history of 
the national jurisprudence, in the unfolding and the progress 


of its extension of power through the exercise of political au- 
thority, disguised under the forms of judgments and decrees. 
Mr. President, since preparing my remarks upon this bill my 
(tention has been called to Document 1106 of the Senate, a 
‘speech of Mr. Justice Holmes, delivered at a dinner of the Har- 
ard Law Association in New York. I find among other ad- 
luirable sentiments a passage that seems to me to be peculiarly 
pposite to this branch of the discussion. He says: 
It 


\ 


is a misfortune if a judge reads his conscious or unconsclous sym- 
ly with one side or the other prematurely into the law, and forgets 
f what seem to him to be first principles are believed by haif his 
tow men te be wrong. I think that we have suffered from this mis- 
fortune, in State courts at least, and that this is another and very 
‘aportant truth to be extracted from the popular discontent. When 20 
i. 89 & vague terror went over the earth and the word socialism 
Jegan to be heard, I thonght and still think that fear was translated 
: to doctrines that had no proper place in the Constitution or the 
common law. Judges are apt to be naif, simple-minded men, and they 
obvious ar ae of Mephistopheles. We, too, need education in the 
for ae learn to transcend our own convictions and to leave room 
r much that we hold dear to be done away with short of revolution 
y the orderly change of law. 


L 


25 








the shelter afforded to centralized | 





many things may impede, the general progress of hut | 
and the onward march of civilization. This fact 
pressed by the recent historian of the Rowan Empire ys 
that “ when the times are ripe for great political changes neither 


Is 


well eX 


who sa 


parties nor statesmen can alter the stern logie of facts.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President. would it interrupt the 
Senator if I would put a question to him, or would he prefer to 
wait until he has completed his remarks? 

Mr. THOMAS. If it is merely a question, I would be glad 
to answer it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is a question that involves a short dis 
cussion 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I would prefer to finish, because | e 
already consumed more time than I should have done. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will question the Senator, then, with 
his permission, at the close of his speech. 

Mr. THOMAS. So far as I am concerned, the Senator may 


f the Seuate will bear with us. 


therefore seemed to me pertinent to introduce the bill 


do so, i 


li 


has 


to which my remarks have been directed, and which proposes 
to repeal the amendment of the so-called Sherman Act b lhe 
| decisions in the Standard Oil and Tobacco cases, restore the law 


| to its original phraseology, and take from the courts the power 


of future legislation upon the subject. That Congress h 
power to do this does not admit of doubt. That by doing 
and by further legisiation qualifying and restricting the appel 
late power of the Circuit and Supreme Courts, Congres 
remove practically all the evils demanding the reea!ll of de 
sions by popular vote seems to me reasonably clesr. We may 
thus satisfy all sorts and conditions of men, includ those who 
favor and those who fear this eflicient weapon of mode 

cal warfare. 


S 


So 


The power to enact laws includes the power to amend or to 
repeal existing ones. This power has in recent times been un 
successfully challenged in those States which have adopted the 
initiative and referendum as regards laws enacted by direct 


legislation. I know of no exception to it save as to laws relat 
ing to the issue of bonds and securities which are contractual 
| in their nature and which are frequently made nonrepealable 
until the obligations created by them sha!l have been dis 
charged. The fact that the courts have amended a statute 
should prompt instead of deter legislative action concerning 
Surely an amendment so effected can not operate both to 
change the law and render it immune to legislative action, 





especially when, as here, the judicial amendment which 
the legislative body expressly refused to enact and one which 
largely defeats the purpose of the law by making its operation 
depend upon the court’s own view of each particular case as it 
arises thereunder. For since this amendment nobody 

nor can know what the law against combinations in re nt 
of trade is. The law is what a majority of judges may deter- 
mine it to be from time to time, and a majority of the judg 


is one 


str 


es on 


the bench to-day may not be the same majority next year. A 
majority of the judges thought very differently about the law 
three or four years ago. A future majority may go back to 


the previous opinions or reject all of them for some other and 
different one. 


This is a situation where the law and the discre- 

| tion of the court are identical, and all because it has inserted 
the word “unreasonable” into the body of the law—a word 
general and indefinite in its meaning, one which defies the lexi 
cographers and illustrates the epigram of George Eliot that 
we are sometimes unable to define a thing in language except 
by defining and distinguishing it from something else Let 
us, therefore, bring order out of this chaos by restoring t 
statute to its original structure and prohibiting ali fut » altera- 
tions of it save as they may be made by ourselves 

This action should be accompanied by prohibition upon all 
the courts against any further or other alteration of the phrase- 
ology of the statute, a precaution equally desirable in all f 
legislation relating to the same subject. bills concerni hich 
will, I presume, receive the early consideration of the S te. 
Our refusal to do this will subject future laws to th vi 








386 


cial perils which the pioneer statute has encountered and in the 
end may be made to express not what we meant but what the 
courts believe we should have meant. 

The almost limitless range of the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts should be restricted in the early future, and the appel- 
late powers of the Supreme and circuit courts should be regu- 
lated without delay if we would check the rising tide of popular 
demand for the recall of decisions, I have said that the au- 
thority of the Supreme Court to alter a law on appeal rests 
upon acts of Congress. This is a fact with which all lawyers 
are familiar. As Congress gave so it may take away the un- 
limited right of review. It has done so in the past; the events 
of recent times require that it should do so again. 

Section 2 of Article III of the Constitution declares that: 

In all cases affecting ambassadors, other public ministers, and consuls 
and those in which a State shall be party, the Supreme Court shall 
have original jurisdiction. In all other cases before mentioned the 
Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction, both as to law and 
fact, with such exceptions and under such regulations as the Congress 
shall make. 

This clause confers appellate jurisdiction upon the Supreme 
Court, but the extent and mode of its exercise is left to the 
discretion of Congress. The latter may therefore impose, and 
has at all times imposed, such limitations upon the right of 
review as has seemed just and proper. Its power to do so has 
always been recognized. 

It will be safest— 

Said Hamilton— 
to declare generally that the Supreme Court shall possess appellate 
jurisdiction, both as to law and fact, and that this jurisdiction shall be 
subject to such exceptions and regulations as the National Legislature 
may prescribe. . This will enable the Government to modify it as will 
best answer the ends of public justice and security. (Federalist, No. 
81.) 

When, in 1788, the Virginia convention assembled to ratify 
or to reject the proposed Federal Constitution, Patrick Henry 
argued earnestly against its adoption. One ground of his oppo- 
sition was the rticle relating to the judiciary. He feared the 
extent to which the power therein conferred might be carried, 
and foresaw the annulment of laws enacted by the people’s 
representatives. I'e warned his countrymen against the pro- 
posed Federation, and apprehended the possibility of forcible 
resistance to the aggressions of the Central Government. 

Old as I am— 

He said— 
it is probable I may yet have the appellation of rebel. 

It was John Marshall, afterwards the great Chief Justice, who 
opposed him and who reassured the convention. Said he: 


The honorable gentleman says that no law of Congress can make any 
exception to the Federal appellate jurisdiction of facts as well as law. 
He has frequently spoken of technical terms and the meaning of them. 
What is the meaning of the term “exception”? Does it not mean an 
alteration and diminution? Congress is empowered to make exceptions 
to the appellate jurisdiction as to law and to fact of the Supreme Court. 
These exceptions certainly go as far as the legislature may think 
proper for the interest and liberty of the people. (Elliot’s Debates, 
vol. 3, p. 559.) 

In his Leetures on Constitutional Law, Justice Miller (p. 345) 
gays: 

The Congress, therefore, can control very largely the appellate juris- 
diction of the United States Supreme Court. It has been done so by 
passing laws at various times regulating that jurisdiction. One of 
its earliest enactments upon the subject was that po ordinary suit 
between individuals could come to the Supreme Court for revision 
unless the amount involved was over $2,000 It is now $5.000, and 
ft has been urged that this should be enlarged to ten or twenty thou 
sand dollars, either by the creation of some intermediate appellate 
tribunal or otherwise, 

Judge Cooley declares in his Principles of Constitutional Law 
(p. 177) that— 

rhe two very 
pose to the abu 
which consist 
proceeding of 


effective restraints which the legislature may inter- 
se of executive and judicial authority are: First, that 
in the control over their jurisdiction; and second, the 
impeachment Much of executive authority comes, not 
from the Constitution, but from statute, and what is thus given may 
at any time be taken away. The same is true of the courts. Some 
of them are purely statutory courts and may be modified or abolished; 
all of them derive the most of their jurisdiction from statutes, and 
whenever this is abused it can be restricted or taken away. But it 
may also be modified or taken away on grounds of expediency or policy 
merely 

And Justice Story adds the weight of his great authority to 
the proposition in this language: 

The appellate powers of the Supreme Court are not given by the 
judicial act of 1789. They are given. by the Constitution. But they 
are limited and regulated by that act and other acts on the same sub- 
ject. And when a rule is provided all persons will agree that it can 
not be departed from. (2 Story Con., 1773.) 

if the power of Congress to strip the courts of appellate 
jurisdiction ever admitted of doubt, it was dispelled by the 
case of Ex parte McCardle and the legislation which determined 
and disposed of it. The student of American history will dis- 
cover nothing of greater interest and importance than the events 
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comprising that unique controversy, which illuminates wi, 
flash-light brilliancy the authority of the Congress to | 
the political attributes of the judiciary by laying an int 
upon the sources of its origin. 

This case, like the fourteenth amendment, was an outer 
of the Civil War. Among the acts of reconstruction was oyo 
which divided the Southern States into 10 military districis. , 
chief administrative heads of which were officers of the Aj» 
This, like all the acts of reconstruction, was bitterly contes:..) 
not alone by the people of the South but by the President dj 
his advisers. Under its operation northern as well as southe, 
citizens were arrested for alleged offenses and their lives y a 
placed in jeopardy. To relieve this unlooked-for conditioy jo 
act of February 5, 1867, was passed, giving the right of appeal 
to the Supreme Court in habeas corpus proceedings arisi;¢ 
under the reconstruction act. One W. H. McCardle, the edito: 


of a newspaper in Mississippi, having been arrested on ‘ 1 : 
plaint charging him with libel and inciting to insurrec: " 
availed himself of the benefits of the act, petitioned unsuecess. 
fully for the writ, and appealed therefrom to the Supreme 
Court. His appeal was founded upon the contention that the 
reconstruction acts of Congress were unconstitutional and there. 
fore void. 

Popular sentiment voiced the impression that the Supreme 
Court would so decide, in which event the entire fabric of y 
construction would collapse, and with it the fortunes of the 
party which erected it. But that party controlled both Houses 
of Congress by formidable majorities, and their leadership was 
in the hands of the ablest men of the Nation. If the danyy 
which menaced the very life of the party could be avoided by 
legislation, the pathway could be readily cleared. If not, the 
country must await the predicted catastrophe. 

The leaders of the majority rose to the occasion. 


h 


They in 


‘voked the authority conferred upon Congress by article 3, sec- 


tion 2 of the Constitution and determined to destroy t! 

late jurisdiction of the Supreme Court over the McCardle evs 
They accomplished their purpose by adding a short section t 
a pending bill, providing for writs of error to the Su 
Court in suits against revenue officers. This section merely 
repealed so much of the act of February 5, 1867— 


as authorizes an appeal from the judgment of a circuit court 
Supreme Court of the United States, or the exercise of any su 
diction by such Supreme Court on appeals which have been or way | 
after be taken. 


This measure naturally evoked vindictive opposition, but w 
passed, vetoed, and passed over the veto, thus becoming a lay 
after which a rehearing of the McCardle case was grinte 
Counsel for appellant earnestly contended against the pow: 
Congress to legislate a case out of the jurisdiction of 
Supreme Court which had been taken there under existing 
which had been argued and submitted, and which was on t! 
eve of final decision, especially when such legislation, th 


general in terms, was notoriously and avowedly designed by 
authors to affect that particular case. He said: 


This court is coexistent and coordinate with Congress, and ! 
able to exercise the whole judicial power of the United States, t 
Congress passed no act on the subject. The judiciary act of 175 
been frequently changed. Suppose it were repealed. Would t 
lose, wholly or at all, the power to pass on every case to which t! 
power of the United States extended? This act of March 27, 10> 
take away the whole appellate power of this court in cases o 
corpus. Can such results be produced? We submit that they 
and this court, then, we further submit, can go on and pr 
ment on the merits, as it would have done had not the act of Ma 
been passed. 

This case had been argued in this court fully. Passing then 
domain of the bar. it was delivered into the sacred hands of th 
and was in the custody of the court. For aught that was 
Congress it was passed upon and decided by them. Then com: 
27th of March, this act of Congress. Its language was gen: 
was universally known its purpose was specific. If Cong 
specifically enacted “that the Supreme Court of the United Stat 
never publicly give judgment in the case of McCardle, alread) 
and upon which we anticipate that it will soon deliver judgn 
trary to the views of a majority in Congress of what it onght to 4 
its purpose to interfere specifically with and prevent the judeu 
this very case would not have been more real or, as a fact 
entverestty known. Now, can Congress thus interfere with | 
which this high tribunal has passed or is passing judgment? 
legislation like this an exercise by the Congress of judicial pow 


1 


A more signal instance of deliberate interference wit! 
decision of a specific existing controversy can not we 
imagined. The law was retroactive in its operation, a 
tended to be so, since it deprived the court of jurisdiction dy 
acquired before its enactment; it was so designed beciuse 
law-making power apprehended the nature and dreaded 
results of a decision perhaps already agreed upon. ‘The cou’ 
might with much reason and certainly with a large degree © 
contemporary popular approval have declined to reco- 
the ex post facto feature of the statute while bowing \° 
mandate in futuro, but it did not do so. The statute 














iyed in its entirety by a unanimous bench, and the right 

( init 
tion of the court, both 
rsies, was fully upheld. 


ite true 


as to pending and to future 


i yw“ 
Svid the Chief Justice, speaking 
irgued by counsel for the petitioner, that the appellate jurisdic 

this court is not derived from acts of Congress. It is, strictly 
conferred by the Constitution. But it is conferred “ with 
‘options and under such regulations as Congress shall make.” 

| nnecessary to consider whether, if Congress had made no excep- 
‘ nd no regulations, this court might not have exercised general 
jurisdiction under rules prescribed by itself. For among the 

f the First Congress, at its first session, was the act of 

r er 24, 1789, to establish the judicial courts of the United 
g . That act provided for the organization of this court, and 
ed regulations for the exercise of its jurisdiction. The source 
irisdiction and the limitations cf it by the Constitution and 

have been on several occasions subjects of consideration 

In the case of Durousseau v. The United States (6 Cranch, 312) 

rly the whole matter was carefully examined, and the court 

it while the appellate powers of this court are not given by 

wWiecial act, but are given by the Constitution,” they are neverthe- 
imited and regulated by that act, and by such other acts as 

n passed on the subject.” The court said further that 

ict was an exercise of the power given by the Constitution to 
making exceptions to the appellate jurisdiction of the 
“They have described affirmatively,” said the court, 
and this affirmative description has been understood 
of the exercise of such appellate power is not 


for the court 





et oO 


( ss of 
S Court. 
isdiction, 
y a negation 
jended within it.” 
principle that the affirmation of appellate jurisdiction implies 
vation of all such jurisdiction not affirmed having been thus es- 
i it was an almost necessary consequence that acts of Congress 
for the exercise of jurisdiction should come to be spoken of 
granting jurisdiction and not as acts making exceptions to the 
tional grant of it. The exception to the appellate jurisdiction 
ise before however, Is not an inference from the affirmation 
( r appellate jurisdiction. It is made in terms. 
of the act of 1867 affirming the appellate jurisdiction of this court in 
of habeas corpus is expressly repealed. It is hardly possible to 
zit . plainer instance of positive exception. 
We are not at liberty to inquire into the motives of the Legislature 
W an only examine into its power under the Constitution, and 
to make exceptions to the appellate jurisdiction of this court is 
express words, 
What, then, is the effect of the repealing clause upon the case before 


as 


us, 


s? We can not doubt as to this: Without jurisdiction the court can 
ed at all in any cause. Jurisdiction is power to declare the 

nd when it ceases to exist the only function remaining to the 

s that of announcing the fact and dismissing the cause. And 

not less clear upon authority than upon principle. It is quite 


hen, that this court can not proceed to pronounce judgment in 
for it has no longer jurisdiction of the appeal, and judicial 
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.s to meke exceptions to and regulate the appellate | 


the | 


The provision | 


the | 


duty is not less fitly performed by declining ungranted jurisdiction | 
by exercising firmly that which the Constitution and the laws 
(7 Wall., 512-514.) 


The appeal was therefore dismissed, and since all others aris- 
under the same laws were prohibited the latter continued 
full force and operation until they had effectuated their 

purpose. They may have been invalid. 
ceeded its powers in enacting them, but it made its will effec- 


tual by depriving the judiciary of all power to place its veto 
upon them. The time is at hand when it should place a simi- 


lar restraint upon the courts with reference to its existing and 
prospective antitrust legislation. It will thus destroy the in- 
centive to delay the operation and defeat the requirements of 
such laws by litigation challenging their validity and designed 
to substitute the social and economic views of the judges for 
those of the Nation. It will thus put an end to the transfer of 
the administrative functions of these laws from the executive 
to the judicial department, a transfer which is not only opposed 
» our theory of government but which renders them practically 
effective. For it is self-evident that if each alleged violation 
of the laws must go through all‘the tedious processes of litiga- 
tion, and then be disposed of upon its own particular facts, their 
operation is blocked through the sheer inability of the courts 
to dispose of them. Moreover, each instance becomes a law 
unto itself, and the statute instead of being a rule of conduct 
iy become a juggler’s wand, performing wonders that serve 
fo amaze and deceive. The counsel of St. Paul to be all things 
ill men should never operate as a rule of construction for the 
Written laws of a self-governing people. 
_ Judicial administration is not only uncertain and variable in 
its operation but tedious and expensive as well. The record in 
the Standard Oil case embraces about 12,000 pages of printed 
latter bound in 23 volumes. This consisted for the most part 
of testimony involving transactions covering a period of some 
40 years. It was begun in November, 1906, and ran over a 
period of nearly 5 years. The Tobacco case presents a similar 
condition, having been commenced in July, 1907. The expense 
‘ttending their prosecution was ‘prodigious. Other equally im- 
portant proceedings arising under the same law are dragging 
‘heir slow length along, and generations may come and go 
While the long procession of offenders against the law marches 
wearily from the commencement of suits against them in the 
trial court to the court of last resort. The interval is apt to be 


ti 


Congress may have ex- | 


pu 
evr 
occupied with proposed changes in the law, 
of sentiment as to its efficacy, wi 


with certain changes 


th profound 


distrust of those 





publie officials charged with its enfor ent, but hampered by 
the pitfalls and technicalities of judicial procedure. rhe first 
pronouncement, however compliaut with the purp f the 
statute, is apt to be attended with ressonings not at ink ae 
cord with previous ones emanating from the same source. : id 
this stimulates dissatisfaction as it begets lack of e iu 
the wisdom of the bench. Every argument conspire 
withdrawal of the administration of these laws from { 
and this can be effectuated only by denying their 1 
validate or to review them 

The majority report of the committee declares that if 
prevailing method “ continues in force the Federal court 
as far as restraint of trade is concern make common law 
for the United States, just as the English courts hav 
common law for England.” But the English common law i 
sists of rules and customs deriving their force f 1 «le 1S, 
and proceeding from what the Supreme Court of the U) cl 
States in Kansas against Colorado calls “a first stat nt” or 
original announcement of the doctrine followed by its appl 
tion to a present controversy. This makes a precedent for the 
solution of future controversies of similar character, and the 
system is evolved through a long line of rulings. ‘The commor 
law does not proceed from statutes, nor can it prevail when a 
statute conflicts with or changes it. But that common law 
which the Federal courts will make, so far as restraint of trade 
is concerned, will found itself on written laws which are altered 
or amended by decree. It is, in other words, the change of the 


} 


written statute which will constitute the national conn ) 
No such system is possible in any other country; it can flourish 
here only by altering or setting aside the written mandates of the 
National Legislature. To call it a 
misnomer; it is an anachronism, indefensible by re: 
ported by precedent, unwarranted by the Constitution, and con 
demned by the principles of justice. 


system of common law i 


son, UnSU] 


The policy which I propose should be welcomed more heartils 
by the courts than by any other branch of the Government. Th 
country, like the committee, “has full confidence in t! 
tegrity, intelligence, and patriotism ” of the Federal courts, and 


the latter surely desire that such confidence shall continu 
impaired. If this to be, they can not longer 
‘vast and undefined power in the administration of the statute 
under the rule which has been promulgated ”; yet will they 


un- 


is eni \ this 


tinue its exercise unless Congress intervenes and forbids it. 
| The practice has prevailed too long to be voluntarily abandoned. 
It has crystallized into a habit whose indulgence naturally 
yields to the influence of opportunity. 

The denial of the right of review will relieve the courts « 
vast and ever-increasing responsibility. They will be no longs 
burdened with a duty whose proper discharge seems to require 
the making and the administration of laws. They will resume 


their proper function of expounding and applying statutes to 
the and determination of The ill 
again take their normal places in the machinery of government 
and the apprehensions and resentment of men now just! 
aroused by their assumptions of political authority 

away. 


solution controversies, 


If Congress, when a Federal statute is changed by the judg 
ment of a court, would at once annul the change by appropriate 
legislation, the evil would be largely minimized. But such 

| course, at all times difficult, might for many reasons be ini. 
sible in the presence of great exigencies. And Executive di 
approval might at times render such legislation useic It is 
far easier to insert hou shalt not” in the body of tute 
designed to correct a crying evil or to effectuate a needled 
change, and thus prevent the creation of a status, than to deal 


with the status after it sball have been created. 

The majority report truly asserts that “the people of thi 
country will not permit the courts to declare a policy for them 
with respect to this subject. If we do not promptly exercise our 
legislative power, the courts will suffer immeasurable injury in 
the loss of that respect and confidence so essential to their uss 


fulness. It is inconceivable that in a country governed by a 
written Constitution and statute law the courts can be per 
mitted to test each restraint of trade by the economic standard 
which the individual members of the court may happen to aj 
prove. If we do not speedily prescribe, in so far as we can, a 
legislative rule by which to measure the form of contract an 
combination in restraint of trade with which we are familiar, 
or which we can anticipate, we cease to be a government of law 
and become a government of men, and, moreover, of a very few 
men, and they appointed by the President.’ 

We have been becoming such a Government throughout the 
last 50 years. We have witnessed with but little protest the 
















judicial transformation of the fourteenth amendment, the vast 
lederal jurisdiction through its potent and prolific 
ency, the shearing away of the national authority to tax 
. the enactment of statutes by decree. A few more 
advances and the judicial department becomes the Government. 

people are alive to the danger and are looking to us to 
avert it for them. They believe with Lincoln that “ the candid 
citizen must confess that if the policy of the Government upon 
vital questions affecting the whole people is to be irrevocably 
fixed by decisions of the Supreme Court the instance they are 
nade in ordinary litigation between parties in personal actions, 
pe ill have ceased to be their own rulers, having to 
thai extent practically resigned their Government into the hands 
of that tribunal.” 

The duty resting upon us as the people’s representatives be- 
cause of these conditions should be recognized and performed. 
We should neither evade nor postpone it. The issue is a grave 
one. We must meet it calmly and with courage. We are vested 
with ample authority to dispose of it. The people who have 
clothed us with this authority expect us to exercise it. The 
i theirs. We must not fail them, nor falter. The Su- 
preme Court amendment to the antitrust act should be repealed, 
and the courts forbidden to hereafter change its text or modify 
its prohibitions. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator a question. I have listened with great interest to his 
clear and strong speech, and no one can join more vigorously 
with him than myself in the denunciation of judicia! legislation ; 
but the question in my mind is as to whether this was a case of 
judicial legislation or simply a case of judicial construction. 
The Senator complains that the court read into the statute the 
word “ unreasonable,” and made the statute apply only to un- 
rensonable restraint of trade. As I read the decision, the word 
“ unreasonable” does not apply to restraint of trade, but simply 
to the restraint of competition. I understand the position of 
the court to be that they were called upon to determine what 
the words “restraint of trade” in the statute meant, and in 
discharging that duty they could not fail to recognize the fact 
that the words “restraint of trade” had a well-defined meaning 
at common law, and that doubtless Congress used those words 
in their common-law sense; and they held that at common law 

restraint of trade” did not cover all restraints of competi- 
tion; that at common law there were reasonable forms of re- 
straints of competition that did not constitute restraint of trade 
and which were not subject to the condemnation of the law. If 
that be true, did the court go beyond its legitimate function in 
defining the words “restraint of trade”? Did the court go 
beyond its legitimate function when it declared that Congress 
used that term in the common-law sense? Did it go beyond its 
legitimate function when 


he ple W 


eminent 


Cau Is 


it declared that at common law a 
“restraint of trade” did not cover reasonable restraints of 
competition? Was not that all that the court decided in that 


case? 

Mr. THOMAS. 
terrogatory ? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President, I do not think that either the 
language or the intention of the court is susceptible of such a 
modified interpretation. It was not the first decision of that 
eminent tribunal which involved a construction of this law. 
Those familiar—and I assume that all lawyers are familiar— 
with the general course of decisions in which this law was 
soucht to be applied to existing conditions, and which are ad- 
mirably outlined in the report of the committee to which I 
have several times referred, know that various attempts were 
made to secure just that construction to which the Senator re- 
fers: but in each instance a majority of the court declined to 
do so, aud, among other things, upon the ground that the use 
of the words “restraint of trade” had obtained a definite 
meaning at common law which meaning did not permit that 
construction, 

I think that Judge Taft, afterwards President of the United 
States, in the Addyston Pipe case, in Eighty-fifth Federal Re- 
porter, took that position, the case having been tried before 
him originally. 

The Senator will, of course, also recall that in the Trans- 
Missouri Freight cases the emphatic pronouncement of the 
court was that the law meant what I have contended it must 
mean, and which does not admit of the modified construction 
or interpretation to which the Senator refers. He must also 
know an effort was once made to secure an amendment of that 
statute in Congress, and that the report of the Committee on 
Commerce, of which the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] was the chairman, to this body expressly pronounced 


Does the Senator put that to me as an in- 
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against any such amendment or addition 
that the President of the United States himself, as | 
shown, in a message to the Congress—I think it was 
message to the Congress—not only advised against a ch 
but pointed out the inevitable consequences of the chang 
iaw as the Senator has interpreted the decision to ha 

I might also go further and call the attention of the s 
to the dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Harlan in the i 
case, which, to my mind, is the most emphatic, logical, aya 
answerable refutation of that construction that can be 
anywhere in the judicial literature of the country. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of 
Senate just for a moment in further reply to the point maq 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps]. I had 
when the question came before the Committee on the Jua 
to amend the antitrust law, to examine into the subject, ay) 
made the report to which the Senator from Colorado };: 
ferred. I think Senators who will examine the comn 
and I took pains to examine it on that occasion—wil] 
the doctrine of reasonable restraint or unreasonable rx ' 
applies only in those cases at common law where a man si 
his business or trade in a given locality and agrees to y 
from engaging in that business for a limited period of 
within a limited area. In reference to that class of c 
the doctrine of reasonableness applies; but to no other c¢ 
where it is simply a question of whether it is a general rx 


to the statute. 1 


o 


t 
ryt 
it 
Y 


or not. I think that is the common law of England, and there 
is nothing in any of the decisions to the contrary. So th y 
contention by the Supreme Court that such is the law is a mis. 
take. 

I recall the incident at that time, when the opinion was first 
delivered from the bench orally on a certain Monday, as is the 
custom of the court. Judging from the newspaper reports, the 
court used the term “reasonable” or “ unreasonable,” but af- 
terwards, as Senators will find if they examine the opinion of 

| the court, the court abandoned that phrase, and used the phrase 


“rule of reason,” and I would suggest to the Senator from 


Colorado that he modify his bill so as to hit that particulier 
phrase in the opinion. 
ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
During the delivery of Mr. THoMAs’s speech, 
Mr. THOMAS. I yield for a moment to the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. CnInton]. 
Mr. CHILTON. I ask for the following unanimous t 


order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virgini: 
submits a request for unanimous consent, which will be read 
The Secretary. The Senator from West Virginia asks una 


mous consent that on Monday, April 28, 1918, immediately upon 
1] 


the conclusion of the routine morning business, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 577) authorizing the 
President to appoint an additional circuit judge for the fourth 
circuit, and before adjournment on that calendar day wil! vote 
upon any amendment that may be pending, any amendnients 
that may be offered, and upon the bill—through the reguur 
parliamentary stages—to its final disposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BACON, What is the bill? 

Mr. CHILTON. It is the bill to provide for an additional 
circuit judge for the fourth circuit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chalr 


hears no objection, and the order will be made. 


After the conclusion of Mr. THoMas’s speech, 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 


its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the Hous had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) making an 
appropriation for defraying the expenses of the committees > 


the Senate and House of Representatives authorized to ailen 
and represent the Senate and House at the unveiling and edl- 
cation of the memorial to Thomas Jefferson at St. Louis, 4 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the cu! l- 

eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to,*and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 1. ! . 
ta 


utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 21¢ (° 
6 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned unl! Mon- 
day, April 28, 1913, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
ions received by the Senate April 


: ‘ 
nomiinae 


24, 1918. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

, J. MacDonald, of Michigan, to be supervising inspec 
f e cteam vessels for the fourth district in the Steamboat- 
Inspecti Service, Department of Commerce, vice Joseph J. 


deceased. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
J. Bell, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Huron, in the State of Michigan, in place of John T. 


_whose term of office expired by limitation January §, 19138. 
William H. Berry, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of customs 

. district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
.ce of Chester W. Hill, superseded. 

COMMISSIONER OF LABOR STATISTICS, 

( ries P. Neill, of the District of Columbia, to be Commis 

f§ - of Labor Statistics, Department of Labor. 
AUDITOR FOR THE N DEPARTMENT. 

Miward Luckow, of Wisconsin, to be Auditor for the Na 
Departm« 


AVY 
vy 
mt, in place of Ralph W. Tyler, resigned. 

AUDITOR FOR THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 

Edward D. Hearne, of Delaware, to be Auditor for the State 
and Other Departments, in place of Frank H. Davis, resigned. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Haves H. Lewis, of Florida, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue fcr the district of Florida in place to Joseph E. Lee, super- 
seded. 
~ James Coffey, of South Dakota, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of North and South Dakota, in place of 
Willis C. Cook, superseded. 

COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

Hugh M. Smith, of the District of Columbia, to be Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries, in the Department of Conmerce, 
vice George M. Bowers. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Alexander R. Magruder, of Maryland, to be secretary of lega- 

tion at Copenhagen, Denmark, vice Norval Richardson. 
UNITED States Cigcuir JUDGE, 

Charles A. Woods, of South Carolina, to be United States cir- 

cuit judge, fourth circuit, vice Nathan Goff, resigned. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

Samuel J. Graham, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney 

General. (Position now vacant.) 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Anthony van Wagenen, of Iowa, to be United States attorney 
r the northern district of Iowa, vice Frederick Faville, whose 
term has expired. 

John A, Aylward, of Wisconsin, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Wisconsin, vice George H. Gordon, 


whose term will expire at the close of April 25, 1913. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy. 


The following-named citizens of the United States to be as- 
the 25d day of April, 1918, subject to the examinations 
‘equired by law: 

Williams Donnally, 

Vines L. Turner, and 

George C. Kusel. 


6 
¢) 
4 
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POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


\. A. Leach to be postmaster at Dadeville, Ala., in place of 
= E. Berkstresser. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
0, 1913. 

Claude MeMillan to be postmaster at New Decatur, Ala. | 
Of became presidential July 1, 1912. 

I zabeth Simpson to be postmaster at Hartsells, Ala., in 
Place of S. H. Sherrill. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 13, 1913. 

0. L, Woodfin to be postmaster at Uniontown, Ala., in place 
‘ io 7h ~ ’ ’ . . . 
of May T. Fowler. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1912. 


ARKANSAS. 
, carl Berkheimer to be postmaster at Augusta, Ark., in place 
A. B. Lippman. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
‘, 1973. = 
a G. Robinson to be postmaster at Marvell, Ark., in place of 
in W. Terry. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 
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John 


D. Wilbourne to be postmaster at Pine Bluff, Ark., in 
place of Fred C. Furth. Inecumbent’s comm sion expired March 
23, 1910. 

CALIFO 1A 

Perey B. Brown to be postmaster l Cal., in } 0 
of James 8S. Bridenstine. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 18, 19138 

Albert E. Dixon to be postmaster at | t I 1, 
of Albert E. Dixon. Incumbent’s commissi | d J 
20, 1913. 

John M. Jolley to be postmaster at O ide, Cal., 
of John M. Jolley. In tik it j 1 red I 
14, 1912. 

CONNECTICUT. 

John J. Cassidy to be postmaster at Woodbury, ¢ } 
place of William L. Judson. Incumbent’s commis 1 expired 
December 14, 1912. 

John Joseph Molans to be postmaster at Seymour, ¢ in 
place of Harvey S. Hallig Incumbent’s commission ex ed 
December 14, 1912. 

GEORGIA. 
William B. McCants to be postmaster at Winder, Ga., in 


place of Job R. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired May 


22 1912. 

David P. Philips to be postmaster at Lithonia, Ga., in place 
of William R. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 12, 1913. 

HAWAII 

Harry D. Corbett to be postmaster at Hilo, Hawaii, in place 

of George Desha. Incumbent’s commission expired April 1, 


1913. 

A. F. Costa to be postmaster at Wailuku, Hawail, in place of 
M. T. Lyons. Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 
1912. 

J. M. Souza to be postmaster at Kohala, Hawail, in place of 
Arthur J. Stillman. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
13, 1913. 

IDAHO. 
be postmaster at Troy, Idaho, in 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 


Manford W. Harland to 
place of F. Beckman. 
22, 1913. 


mm, 


ILLINOIS, 


W. H. Chapman to be postmaster at Clifton, Ill, in place of 
tobert L. Lutton. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
14, 1912. 


George A. Griffith, sr., to be postmaster at Rankin, IIL, in 
place of William L. Spear. Incumbent’s commission expired 


| December 14, 1912. 


| William Twohig to be postmaster at Galesburg, Il, In place 
|}of Omer N. Custer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
| 14, 1913. 
INDIANA, 

| Fred G. Rice to be postmaster at Roachdale, Ind., In place 

of Charles McCaughey. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
| ary 3, 1913. 
| Robert E. Springsteen to be postmaster at Indianapolis, Ind 


in place of Robert H. Bryson. 


)) red 
April 28, 1912. 


Ineumbent’s commission ex 


IOW A. 

J. F. Goos to be postmaster at Sabula, Iowa, in place of 
Walter E. Newsome. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
31, 1912. 

KANSAS, 
George W. Barker to be postmaster at Minneapolis, Kans., in 
| place of Lewis Pickrell. Incumbent’s commission expired | 
| cember 17, 1912. 

L. D. Cassier to be postmaster at Canton, Kans., in place of 
David K. Fretz. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 
1911. 

Frederick M. Cook to be postmaster at Jamestown, Ka n 
place of William R. Ansdell. Incumbent’s commission ¢ j ad 
Februery 19, 1912. 

J. O. Ferguson to be postmaster at Independence, Ka . in 
pluce of Henry W. Conrad. Incumbent’s comn ion « red 
January 9, 1912 

Agres H. Gailagher to be postmaster at Summerfield, Kans., 


in place of William A. 
pired April 17, 1912 
L. G. Wagner to be postmaster 
Joseph FE. Aldrich. 
i 11, 1913. 


Fleming Incumbent’s commission ex- 


at Sylvia, Kans., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired J: 


unary 
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J. J. Wilson to be postmaster at Moran, Kans., in place of E. T. Lanterman to be postmaster at East Orange, N. J. 
Clark ©. Thomas. Incumbent’s commission expired January | place of Marcus Mitchell, deceased. 

11, 1913. Albert L. Williams to be postmaster at Vineland, N. 7 
KENTUCKY. place of Walter S, Browne, deceased. 

Charles EK. Lightfoot to be postmaster at Cloverport, Ky., in NEW MEXICO. 

place of Robert L. Oclze. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- W. E. Foulks to be postmaster at Deming, N. Mex., | 

ary 9 912 eo , 2 . — or oo “Ae, IN | 

uary 22, 19165. niet of Edward Pennington. Incumbent’s commission expired |), 
LOUISIANA. cember 17, 1912. 

Mattie D. Boatner to be postmaster at Vidalia, La., in place NEW YORK. 
of Charles Moritz. Incumbent’s commission expired February Peter M. Giles to be postmaster at Le Roy, N. Y.. in 
18. 1912. is M. 8 stmaster at Le Roy, N. Y., in ) 

s ‘ eorge B. Marcellus. c nt’s ¢ Ss ‘pire 

Overton Gauthier to be postmaster at Jennings, La., in place 1913. y us. Incumbent’s commission expired Api 
of Edward I. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired January John Soemann to be postmaster at Lancaster, N. Y.. ; 
~ ‘ ® e < . as « a as 9 aNe o9 ni? 
2, 1918, a. of John F. Hein. Incumbent’s commission expired De 

MAINE. 16. 1912 

R. T. Flavin to be postmaster at West Paris, Me., in place of OHIO. 

Clarance L. Ridlon. Incumbent’s commission expircd March 1, Charles R. Gerding to be postmaster at Pemberville, © 

913 an gan : a ; ore 

1913. " — place of James H. Muir. Incumbent’s commission ey 
saanncnirmeaans March 1, 1913. 

Sherlock Swann to be postmaster at Baltimore, Md., in place Forrest L. May to be postmaster at Dayton, Ohio, in place 
of William H. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- | Frederick G. Withoft. Incumbent’s commission expired 1, 
ary 11, 1913. ruary 28, 1912. 

MICHIGAN. Albert G. Witte to be postmaster at Elmore, Ohio, in plac 

Theophilus Belanger to be postmaster at River Rouge, Mich., ae aeee N. Aldrich. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
in place of Maynard Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired | “~’ “°"”" 5 
January 12, 1913. enna. 

MISSISSIPTII. O. H. P. Brewer to be postmaster at Muskogee, Okla., in | 
ta > arte » > See > Soot . ire, 

Truman Gray to be postmaster at Waynesboro, Miss., in place of ue ee Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
of James R. 8. Pitts. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- wp Sod? ened to be postmaster at Elk City. Okla.. i 
ary 14, 1912. a io “ae eer — we eae Sf Dp 

James ©. Jourdan to be postmaster at Iuka, Miss., in place of Ry HM. Nichols. Incumbent's commission expired Apri! 
David A. Adams. Incumbent’s commission expired February ; D. M. Hamlin to be postmaster at Newkirk, Okla.. in } 

11, 1913. cate ae ee ee a bene OF 

W. M. Noah to be postmaster at Kosciusko, Miss., in place of a I’. Korns. Incumbent’s commission expired January 2s, 
Fannie Hillerman. Incumbent’s commission expired February vio. r 
11, 1913. ee 

Lillie W. Nugent to be postmaster at Rosedale, Miss., in place I. F. Reizenstein to be postmaster at Roseburg, Oreg., in } 
of Lillie W. Nugent. Incumbent’s commission expired January | of Charles W. Parks. Incumbent’s commission expired J 
13, 19138. 20, 1913. 

Henrietta Welch to be postmaster at Carrollton, Miss., in R. E. Williams to be postmaster at The Dalles, Oreg.., j 
place of Henrietta Welch. Incumbent’s commission expired | of Edgar Hostetler. Incumbent’s commission expired Fel 
April 28, 1912. 18, 1913. 

MISSOURI. 


\ 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Charles B. Bacon to be postmaster at Marshal!, Mo., in place| Hugh Gilmore to be postmaster at Williamsport, Pa 
of Leonard W. Van Dyke. Incumbent’s commission expired | of Allen P. Perley. Incumbent’s commission expired M 
February 9, 1913. 1912. 


Robert J. Ball to be postmaster at Gallatin, Mo., in place of| ‘T, H. McKenzie to be postmaster at Barnesboro, Pa., in 
vane M. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired April | of James E. Johnston. Incumbent’s commission expired A 
2, 1912. 11. 1913. 
- rs Sacer - be ae at Eldon. over Ms place of SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Elmer E. Hart. ncumbent’s commission expired January 11 , - 
1913 . : James R. Montgomery to be postmaster at Marion, &. ‘ 
Thomas A. Dodge to be postmaster at Milan, Mo., in place of place of James W. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission ¢x| 
Benjamin F. Guthrie. Incumbent’s commission expired April March 138, 1912. : i 
23, 1913 P. M. Murray to be postmaster at Walterboro, 8. C., in | 
John 8. Fowler to be postmaster at Cole Camp, Mo., in place | Of Bernhard Levy. Incumbent’s commission expired Februiry 
* : ’ : . . : : 91° 
of Cord P. Michaelis. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- | 18, 1913. 
uary 22, 1913. TENNESSEE, 
Absalom L. Galloway to be postmaster at Cassville, Mo., in 
place of John A. Livingston. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Iebruary 11, 1918. 





Horace L. Browder to be postmaster at Sweetwater, Ten 
in place of Richard N. Hudson. Incumbent’s commissio! 

: . . pired January 31, 1912. 

John Hetrick to be postmaster at Laclede, Mo., in place of J. R. Brown to be postmaster at Cleveland, Tenn., in p 
Albert J. Caywood. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, | James I. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired A 
112. 1912. 

A. If, Martin to be postmaster at Perry, Mo., in place of Henry Estill to be postmaster at Winchester, Tenn., in 
William I. Norris. Incumbent’s commission expired December | o¢ Joseph C. Hale. Incumbent’s commission expired Ja: 
14, 1912. 21, 1909. 

Wiley Sublett to be postmaster at Estill Springs, Tem 
J. P. Lavelle to be postmaster at Columbus, Mont., in place of | place of Thomas J. Littleton. Incumbent’s commission ¢%| 
E. B. Thayer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, | November 23, 1907. 

1913. TEXAS, " 

Eugene L. Poindexter to be postmaster at Dillon, Mont., in B. M. Burgher to be postmaster at Dallas, Tex., in plac 
place of Grace Lamont. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- Sloan Simpson 
aww of *" & 6 . ° ia . én . » af 
or N. A. Burton to be postmaster at McKinney, Tex., in piace 

George E. White to be postmaster at Manhattan, Mont., in Samuel H. Cole. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 1°12 
place of Caspar L, Gayle. Incumbent’s commission expired ~ Joseph R De Witt to be postmaster at Brackettville, Tex.. 
ay a than. sailed place of Henry J. Veltmann. Incumbent’s commission ex) i! 

ee ee April 28, 1912. 3 

William Hf. Cottrell to be postmaster at Princeton, N. J., in Norman H. Martin to be postmaster at Weatherford, Tex. '" 

place of Charles 8. Robinson, removed. place of Robert B. Milliken, deceased. 


MONTANA, 
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1 BR. Phillips to be postmaster at Howe, Tex., in place of | KANSAS, 
tahan B. Ruth. Incumbent’s commission expired April 18, Jefferson Dunham, Little River, 
112 . — —— William A. Matteson, Abilene. 
S Rike to be postmaster at Farmersville, Tex., in place of | er 
rd W. Morton, deceased. ; Saale ce ce. ,— ° 
. [. Seale to be postmaster at Floresville, Tex., in place of | Mary Alice Sw s, Bardstown 
‘eese, Incumbent’s commission expired February 11, NEW SEY 
, 1 aa ¢ W. H. Cottrell, Princete n. 
W. White to be postmaster at Uvalde, Tex., in place of | 
‘ o R. Goldbeck, resigned. / OKLAHOMA, 
©. HP Brewer. Musou 
VIRGINIA. H. P. Bre Muskoges 
William C. Johnston to be postmaster at Williamsburg, Va., OREGON, 


ace of Thomas C. Peachy. Incumbent’s commission ex rank §$. Myers, 


ui February 9, 1913. 
Rogers to be postmaster at Strasburg, Va., in place 


John E 
\sbury Redfern. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Turourspay, A pril 24, 1913. 


‘ 


postmaster 
lncumbent’ 


Va., in 
commission expired 


to be Manassas, 


Dodge. 


at 


chur W. Sinclair ‘ 
3 


f Howard P. 
14, 1913. 


The House met at 
The Chapla 
lowing prayer: 


11 o’clock a. m. 


Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., 


offered 
WASHINGTON. 


A. Kennett to be postmaster at Prosser, Wash., in place Father in heaven, so move upon our hearts that the God 
of mas N. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired January | may be In the ascendency as we pass along life’s rugged way 
16. 1911. | that we may leave in our wake a record of which we may justly 


H. Padley to be postmaster at Reardan, Wash., in place | be | 
‘iiiam H. McCoy. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- | 
28, 19138. 


roud, which those who shall come after us may follow with 
impunity; that at the end of our earthy sojourn we may 

| fully prepared to enter upon the work which waits on us in the 
| great beyond. For Thine is the kingdom and the 
| glory forever. Amen. 
| 
| 


( \¥ 


i 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
Talbott H. Buchanan to be postmaster at Wellsburg, W. Va., 


power and the 


in place of William R. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired | ‘The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read ard 
February 4, 1912. | approved 
Jerry W. Dingess to be postmaster at Huntington, W. Va., in THE NATURAL CONDITION OF LAKE TAHOI 
place of James W. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaket 
February 3, 19138. The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlen fro 
—_———. California rise? 
CONFIRMATIONS. Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 


sent 


resolution 


or, 


that senate joint 


=), 


rej 


ating to « 




































nominations confirmed by the Senate April 24, 1913. | California, and house joint resolution 18, both of the | 
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUP. ture of California, be printed in the Recorp. 


>» SPEAKER. The gentleman from California a 
to print the resolution mentioned 

t. Two of them. 
R. In the Reco 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
would to get the le of tl the Honse 
the que stion of printing memorials of atur t 
It is the practice to print these in the Senate. I n 
in the Recorp get 
norials or res« 
allow one ge 


William H. Osborn to be Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
SURVEYOR GENERAL, OREGON, 
Edward G. Worth to be surveyor general of Oregon. 
RECEIVERS oF Punt 


Samuel Butler to be receiver of public moneys at S:; 


Mr. RAKEI 


The SPEAKI iD. Is 


there obiectt« n? 


1c MONEYS. the right to obj [ 
like attitus the « er side of 


icramento, 

on leg 
RECORD. 
nearly every day 
a number of met! 
to 


. 


Lee A. Ruark to be receiver of public at Del Norte, 


moneys 
tlemen drop in the b et 


\ 


William A. Maxwell to be receiver of public nx 


| 
| 


Intions of legislatures 


neys at Den- | : ; a 
r Colo the intention tleman the privilege of havin: 


i e | 
. . | ‘inted i > REcoRD um ’ ntation in the Honse r 
Sam Mothershead to be receiver of public moneys at Burns, | Ptinted in the Recorp upon presentation in the 1 - 
Oreg. adopted by a legislature, I submit the same privilege should | 
Nol VTP : aie lt 7 . x tende every other gentleman of the Hou 
Nolan Skiff to be receiver of public moneys at Ls rande, | extended to every o 5 :, , 
Oves I . a Grande, Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gent 
L. A. Booth to be receiver of public moneys at The Dalles, | ™®" from [ilinois that I think about the m n £ 
01 A that a man can do is to print thing in the Ree mm Ee 
g | ; and : : 
Reoistrers oF LAND OFFICES | couched in respectful terms a s orderly, I » objecti 
: : : a Member of the Hovse printing something in the R » if h 
Onias C. Skinner » recister of » lang Bae we —— 2 . g ae 
a as = Skinner to be register of the land office at Mont in it is of any benefit to anybody As 2 rule. I think tl 
ichn EE > i ist f the 1 Ar Snri place where you can bury thi the deepest is in the 1 | 
sont 7] > "Ag > » ‘ m © eit i . ” . 
nn r . Bowen to be register o 1¢ land office at Spring | of this House. 
a ; | Mr. MANN. A number of gentlemen on this side of 
\ NITED STATES DIstRi¢ r Jt DGF. | Hlouse, new Members, have already been to me difl 
Rhydon M. Call to be United States district judge for the times in the session and asked whether it was the practice l 
s ern district of Florida. eustom of the House to ask unanimous consent to print th 
Unitep States ATTORNEYS. | resolutions in the Recorp. [ have stated to those gentlemen i 
J. L. Camp to be United States attorney for the western dis- | W48 not the custom of the H to do that— 
trict of Texas Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
H. Snowden Marshall to be United States attorney for the ei ee aes — hence — aero ON Ae. ed 
southern district of New York. n the basket. ake, for instance, a resolution passed by t! 
Usr Seaere Mal : Tegisiature of the State of New York. Every Member would 
sincemunal MEEED SEATED MARSHALS. have the same right to acquire some prominence in connecti 
William J. McDonald to be United States marshal for the 


with the matter by asking unanimous consent to have the ri 
Intion printed in the Recorp, and hi many time 


printed I do not know. If that side of the House is n —_ 


northern district of Texas. 
John H. Rogers to be United States marshal for the western | 


WW *s 


district of Texas, to object, I do not know that I will, with the understaxding tha 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL. if other gentlemen ask that privilege it will not be objected 
: . , —— 7P we toh 29% his to rentler 
Samuel Houston Thompson, jr., of Colorado, to be Assistant Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to say this to t ntleman 


from Illinois. I think thet the question of u! 
must be determined in each instance, and we con rt 
form rule about them, and I wou! unwi . 
an agreement fixing a uniforn 
knows, so far as I am personally concerned 


Attorney General, vice John Q. Thompson, deceased. 
POSTMASTERS, 
INDIANA, 


» . . . . . 
R. E. Springsteen, Indianapolis. 
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much to making objections of that kind either on that side of 
the House or this side of the House. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama, true, does not 
object, but somebody usually on that side of the House has ob- 
jected in the last Congress. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 


the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER. I desire to ask if it would not be a better 
practice for those Members desiring to print resolutions of this 
character in the Recorp to get unanimous consent to extend 
their remarks in the Recorp and then carry these resolutions 
as a matter of extension of their remarks, rather than ask the 
House for unanimous consent to have these resolutions printed. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That bas always been the practice heretofore. 

Mr. GARNER. That accomplishes the result that the Mem- 
ber desires, and at the same time it does not put the House in 
the attitude of giving unanimous consent to have these resolu- 
tions printed in the Recorp, and therefore each one taking the 
responsibility for having it done, but it then throws the re- 


GARNEB] ? 


1 


sponsibility on the one individual Member who extends his 
remarks. 
Mr. RAKER. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 


withdraw my request, and I then ask unanimous consent that 
I may extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman already has that privilege, 
as has everyone in the House. 

Mr. RAKER. That is not upon this Dill. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, these resolutions are on this bill. 

Mr. RAKER. I have some more here that are not on this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr 
Raker} asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 

The Chair would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] a question. Was not there a regulation or a rule 
agreed to here during the last Congress that speeches that are 
printed under leave to print and similar matters to that should 
be printed in the back of the Rrcorp? 

Mr. GARNER. In the back part of it. 

Mr. MANN. There was no regulation. 
agreement to that effect. 

The SPEAKER. Was it 
mittee on Printing? 

Mr. MANN. I think not. 

Mr. RAKER. My idea is to Lave these printed at the end 
of the proceedings to-day. 


There was a general 


not a regulation by the Joint Com- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know this for the 
benefit of gentlemen who want to print speeches, 
THE TARIFF, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 


solve itself into the Comunittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 3321. 
The mot'un was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 


Committee 
the further 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 33821) to reduce tariff duties 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 


TARRETT Of Tennessee in the chair. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 


purposes, with Mr. ¢ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
from New York [Mr. GouLpEeN]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr, Chairoiun, a business 
farmer, I desire to address the committee briefly 
bill now under consideration, 

That the country demands revision downward, that the 
Payne law was unsatisfactory, and that certain reforms were 
needed was proclaimed yesterday on the floor of this Chamber 
by that stalwart Republican from Massachusetts [Mr. Garp- 
NER]. Naturally, he claimed that the Democratic majority 
would be ultraradical and fail to meet the demands of the 
country to equalize the burdens of taxation and reduce the high 
cost of living. 

Having trained so long in a cump granting special privileges 
to a few favorites, it is impossible for him to divest himself of 
the fetish of high protective duties. The wish is father to the 
thought in his case. 

The gentleman from New York |Mr. PAYNE] makes no ad- 
missions of wrongdoing on the part of the Ways and Means 
Committee and the Republican Party of the Sixty-first Congress 
when he headed that committee and ably led his party on the 
floor of the House. 


as and 


tariff 


man 
on the 


€ 
« 


i 


SSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





ee ee 
great success achieved. 
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Apparently he has learned little or nothing by the disa 
defeat of his party two years ago and again in 1912. 


3 
tied hand and foot to his idols, and I fear will never 


be 
— ite the lessons of those two memorable campaigns. 

now only remains for the Democratic Party to pas 
e a e elle “nt bill before us. 


While some of us plead for free 


*) 


-attle, free sheep, free 
free butter, and free wheat to keep pace with the items in :, 
bill on the free list, such as lumber, wool, cotton, shoes 
swine, meats, milk, and so forth, we yielded in the end ti 
opinions of the majority in the Democratic caucus. 

On eggs and butter the duty is cut in two as compared 
the Payne law, thus reducing the cost to the consumer. 

A tariff for revenue has been good Democratic 


doctri: 
preached from every platform throughout the land for \ 
finally winning in 1910 and 1912. 

Truth is mighty and must prevail, and the aphorism of ;); 
martyred President Lincoln that you could “ fool all the people» 
part of the time, a part of the people all the time, but no: 
the people all the time” was again exemplified in a forcefy, 
manner, 

a he woolen and cotton schedules 

5 to 60 per cent. 

“7 he metal, wood, wool, cotton, chemical, and glassware xs 
ules were reduced to a revenue basis and must result in immense 
benefit to the people. 

While cutting down the duties a due regard was had 
need of revenue for the expenses of the Government econom 
administered. 

It became necessary to keep many articles on the dutiable 
for this purpose, but a proper regard was always had to 
consumers, who heretofore have borne more than their shar 
the burdens of taxation. 

On the question of favoritism in the past by the Repul 
Party in protecting certain manufactures, notably steel, it 
glass, lumber, and woolen products, I may be able to enlight: 
the committee as to the results of this policy. aie mad 
my home in Pittsburgh from 1875 to 1889, I am familiar y 
the records of many of the beneficiaries of the policy of « 
friends on the other side of this Chamber. 

In the early sixties three gentlemen in moderate 
stances at the time purchased half interest in two sma 
mills on the banks of the Allegheny River in Pittsburgh b 
ing to the late Anthony J. Kloman, whom I knew very 
One of these parties died a number of years ago. The t 
maining are very wealthy indeed. One of them is fear! 
dying rich and is endowing various institutions trying to 
his yearly income. He owns a house and grounds on |! 


are greatly reduced 


} } 


t 
t< 


Cil 


we 


\ 


Avenue, New York City, valued at $5,000,000, and an ext: 
estate in Scotland. It must be said of him that he is 
estimable gentleman, with brains and ability that enab! 
to accumulate all his hundreds of millions, but largely th: 
the favors 
legislation. 

In 1875 it was my privilege to occupy a suite of roo! 
Smithfield Street and Sixth Avenue in the same city— 
years ago. I rented desk room to a young man who repres 
his uncle, then the owner of a flouring mill and some « 
south of Pittsburgh. He claimed that he did not wish to | 
more than $10 per month. 

This sum was agreed upon, and he was my tenant for se 
months. From this small beginning the gentleman has ! 
aged to accumulate, largely through the favoritism of a 
protective tariff, two or three hundred millions of dollars. 
is now building a home on Fifth Avenue, New York City, 
dence to cost $3,000,000. 

In 1876, just 87 years ago, in a visit to the Edgar Th 
Steel Works, at Braddock, near Pittsburgh, I observed a ‘bi gh 
intelligent looking young man engaged in manual labor in 
yards. Upon inquiring of my friend, the manager, I was 
that he ha¢ 
weeks previous, and that it was his intention of putting 
the office. 
man on the steel industry in the world, 
$100,000,000. 
side Drive, New York City, occupying an entire block and valve 
at $5,000,000. 

It has been my privilege to know all three of these s ntl 
men, and can testify to their moral worth and their st: sai ng 
as citizens. They are gentlemen of the highest probity in busi- 
ness, and no criticism nor censure can be visited upon them for 
The fault lays entirely with the 
inaugurated 


a 
1} 


granted him by our Republican friends in the sl 


L- 
“Oh 


V 
er: 


hig 


il 
rT 
rie 


re 
PSs 
’ 

tie 


“blown in” from the Allegheny Mount wong 


im 
ill 


That gentleman is conceded to be the best poste 


and is rated ab 


He, too, owns a magnificent residence on River: 


system in vogue in this country since the Civil War, 
a ma maintained by the Republican Party. 
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| 


hase eases could be multiplied many times over in the vari- | ral, where there is so widespread ; 
The protection of “ in- | 


3933 


in interest and so much dis 
cussion, that there should be many different opinions, and there 
fore we have a great variety of ideas, theories, and 


otions con 


| cerning this very important matter. 


fant industries” and “ to maintain a high standard of wages | 
for the American workman ” was the plea that made the continu- 

e of high protective duty look well to the people, fooling them 
for years. It is now conceded that the first should have been 
stopped many years since, and the latter never did protect the 
] ring man; the latter maintained decent living wages only 
+hrough the power and influence of well-organized unions. There 


ynething radically wrong with a system of government 
It destroys competition and kills 


t produces such results. 


is 
opportunities. 
of this country, that finally became a menace to free government. 

eood old Democratic doctrine, “equal opportunities to all 


The : , 
should, and will, prevail under 


and special privileges to none,” 
the present tariff bill. 

Now. a few words on the proposed income tax, which is a 
pat of the bill under consideration. While not satisfactory 
some respects, it is the most equitable and just measure for the 
honest distribution of the burdens of taxation. It puts the tax 
where it properly belongs—on men and women with incomes 
exceeding yearly $4,000. The section to which I took excep- 
tion was that under “G,” placing sums returned as dividends 
premium abatements on life and endowment policy contracts 
life insurance. It is contended by the policyholders and the 
eompanies themselves that all mutual organizations, like fra- 
ternal societies giving insurance, should have been exempt en- 
tirely from this law. 

Tl 
and mutual savings banks on the exempt list, while mutual life 
nsurance companies, on analogous lines and collecting in ad- 
more premiums than are necessary to cover their pro- 
Inasmuch as these mutual fire 


or 
of 


yan 
spective liabilities, are taxed. 
in 
lieved from taxation under paragraph G, as above mentioned— 
a very exeellent ruling, by the way—why should not the same 
be applied to mutual life insurance companies? The so-called 
dividend or abatement of premium is not in any sense an earn- 
ing or a profit. It arises from three sources: First, a more 
favorable mortality than that expected by the careful selection 
f risks; second, a higher rate of interest than that 


0 
for by law on reserves; third, a saving in the expense charges 
provided for administration purposes. It is evident to every 
; 


r-minded person that no tax should be placed upon this item, 
as it is in the nature of a double tax, being deducted from the 
abatement upon policies of life insurance. It is a charge upon 
the frugality of the millions of insured members who have 


It was responsible largely for the great trusts | 


in | 


e committee have placed mutual fire insurance companies | 


surance companies and mutual savings banks are entirely re- | 


provided | 





Differences of opinion are found not only between the great 
political parties in the country, but between members and fae 
tions of the same political party. We have those who believe 
in an absolute sweeping away of all tariff duties They are 
the free traders. We have the high protectionisis, who believe 
the tariff duties should be raised so high that nothing l 
come into this country that might compete with an American 
product. We have those who believe in gradual reductions | 
others who favor sweeping reductions, and recently a dist 


guished Democrat, the governor of one of our oldest Common 
wealths, presented in a semiofficial way his views of the sul 
ject. He appears to hold that at the base of all lies reciprocity ; 
that the necessaries of life, save only those that are 
tured in the State of which he is governor, should be 


manufac 
admitted 


| free of duty; and that a!l the raw material used in the manu- 





factures of that great State should also be free of duty—a propo 
sition that can not fail, when properly apprehended, to be ex 
tremely popular in the section of the country in which he 
resides. But possibly it will not excite much enthusiasm 
among those who pre duce the necessaries of life and the raw 
materials in other parts of our territory. 

Now, for a great many years there has been a feeling in th 
country, well-nigh universal, that the tariff duties ought to 
reduced in amount, and there have been many earnest advocates 


so 


be 


of tariff reduction on both sides of this Chamber. In my 
opinicn, the greatest danger to the establishment and continn- 
ance of low tariff rates is in the unyielding mental attitude 
of the extremists on this tariff question. I admire the high 
protectionist. I believe he is a somewhat extravagant patriot; 


I think his patriotism savors of chauvinism; but, nevertheless, 
he feels in his heart that this country of ours is so good that 
nobody else in the world should have any part of it or should 
have any opportunity in it, and that everything that i 
and valuable about it should be retained and held for those who, 
like himself, love it. One can not help but admire the loyalty 
of that kind of doctrinaire. 
Then there are others that 


s good 


I 


also admire—men who take a 
broad view of all the world’s commerce and say, “ Let us be of 
la great fraternity and trade and deal with one another and 
be commercial brothers.” The high protectionists and the free 


taken this step to provide for dependent ones or for old age. | 


The act of August 28, 1894, section 32, provided that 


~ * * 


Nothing herein contained shall apply to any insurance 
company or association which conducts all its business solely on the 
mutual plan and only for the benefit of its policyholders or members, 


having no capita 
{ s property in trust and in reserve for its policyholders or mem- 
bers; nor to that part of the business of any insurance company having 
a capital stock and stock and share holders which is conducted on the 





ual part of its business in trust and reserve for the benefit of its 
} 


holders and members insured on said mutual plan. 


I il plan, separate from its stock plan of insurance and solely for 
t enefit of the policyholders and members insured on said mutual 
plan, and holding all property belonging to and derived from said 


The decision of the Committee on Ways and Means to expe- 
dite the passage of this bill, so that the business interests may 
know what to expect, is highly commendable. While it may not 
suit everybody nor provide for the various interests affected, it 


stock, and no stock or share holders, and holding | 


is upon the whole a sane, safe, patriotic measure that must | 


eventually secure the purposes in view. 
adjustment of the tariff on a revenue basis—the only justifica- 


tion for a tariff tax—will result in bringing about the needed | 


relief to the great masses of consumers of the country. 
_Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. HamMMonp]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, although the custom duties 
furnish a little better than $300,000,000 annually for the sup- 
port of the Government and the internal-revenue taxes furnish 
but littie under the same amount for the Government’s mainte- 
hance each year, there is no controversy of moment concerning 
the latter form of taxation. 
a controversy from the beginning of the Government up to the 
present time. In every political campaign since 1872, save the 
campaign of 1896, the tariff has been the important question. 
The public press has been replete with editorials and utterances 
concerning it. Congressional debate is full of it, and it consti- 
tutes a great portion of our private conversation. I suppose 
more speeches have been made about the tariff than about any 
other one subject connected with American politics. It is natu- 








The fair and equitable | 


But about the tariff there has raged | 


traders make it difficult to secure a genuine tariff revision down- 


ward. The first, when the power is with them, raise the duties 
so high and make them so prohibitive that the people revolt 
and place the power to make rates in other hands; then if 
the free traders have their way about it the cuts will be so 
deep and the free list so large the shock will cause a chat 
of sentiment, and, as a distinguished Member of this House so 
often said, the pendulum will swing the other way and w 
will go back to high protection. 

Between these extremes lies a middle course, a safe and a 
sane one, which, if followed, will, in my judgment, lead to a 
substantial reduction of tariff duties, and the new rates en 
written in the statute book will remain there long enough for 


the country to become accustomed to them, and pros 
bless the effort, enterprise, and labor of a great people at | 
and content. [Applause.] 





The Democratic Party is not a free-trade party. It has neve! 

| so far as I know, declared in favor of free trade. I take 
that the fundamentals of the Democratic doctrine may be I 
in that celebrated declaration in the report of Secretary Walke1 
and while, as opinion and sentiment have changed throughout 
the country, there has been sometimes a leaning one way and 
then another way, after all this declaration, the main, has 
been adhered to by the Democratic Party. I desire to read, if I 


| 





may, the six cardinal principles laid down by him: 
First. That no more money should be collected than i 

sary for the wants of the Government economically administered. 
We speak of a tariff for revenue only, and we mean by tha 


he _ 


a tariff levied for the purpose of raising revenue; not alone 
tariff upon articles that are unlike those produced in tl 
country, but a tariff levied upon various articles for the pur- 
pose of obtaining revenue for the wants of the Government. 
And this bill is in accord with the proposition which [ have 
read. The amount to be raised shou!d equal that needed for 


the conduct of Government affairs, economically administered. 
Second. That no duty be imposed on any article the 
lowest rate which will yield the largest amount of revenue. 
Reiterating the purpose and the object of levying tariff duties; 
not to protect this industry or to encourage that industry, but 
to secure the needed funds to carry on the Government's affairs 


above 





394 


Third. That 


flescending in 


below such rate discrimination may 
the scale of duties, or for imperative reasons the 
article may be placed in the list of those free from all duty. 

We have seen fit—-we, the majority in this House—to place 
many articles in this bill upon the free list, because we believe 
that there were and are imperative reasons why that should 
be done. An eminent English historian said: 

Td change the face of the world spring 
In a suffering, not from nations in comfortable 

There is now demand for legislation to relieve those who 
bend beneath the burden of constantly advancing cost of the 
necessaries of life. We seek to bring about a change of condi- 
tion before the people suffer. We look into the future to 
discover, if we can, what will come if there be no change. We 
bring this reform measure into the House to prevent increased 
suffering and to lighten the burdens the people must bear 
long as they live under the present laws. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 


from nations 
circumstances. 


as which 
state of 


80 


Fourth. That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed | 


luxuries. 

Fifth. That all minimums and all specifie duties should be 
abolished, and ad valorem duties substituted in their place, 
care being taken to guard against fraudulent invoices and 
undervaluations, and to assess the duty upon the actual market 
value. 


ou 


The House majority, of course, know that ad valorem duties | 


are subject to criticism. From the protectionist standpoint 
strong and valid criticism may be made. The lower the price 
of the taxed article the greater the need of protection, but 
if the rate is ad valorem the less the amount of duty to be 
paid. The higher the price of the taxed article the more need 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


be made, 





of importations, but the greater the amount of the duty the | 


more the check upon such importations. 
outlook of the protectionist, who is not much concerned with 
the tariff as a producer of revenue. 

We acknowledge the danger of fraudulent importations; but 
we believe that, upon the whole, the best results will be ob- 
tained—not from the protectionist’s standpoint, but from a 
tariff-for-revenue standpoint—in these ad valorem rates; and 
n the new bill, wherever we found it possible to avoid a spe- 


cific duty we did so, and made the rate ad valorem instead. 


Sixth and last—and I was about to say best—that the duty 
should be so imposed as to operate as equally as possible through- 
out the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any class 
or section 

Gentlemen, we may disagree upon tariff rates; we may dis- 
agree upon tariff theories—you may be for protection, you may 
be for free trade, you may be for a tariff for revenue—but there 
ought to be no disagreement among us upon the proposition 
that, whatever rates are adopted, there should be no discrimina- 
tion against any class of our people or against any section of our 
country. [Applause. ] 

I desire to call the attention of the House to a remarkable 
change that is now taking place, and has been taking place for 
a number of years. I refer to the proportionate decrease in the 
amount of our exportations of foodstuffs and the proportionate 
in our exportations of manufactured ariicles. The 
figures are to me somewhat startling. 

In 1880 the total value of our manufactures exported amounted 
to $122.000,000; in 1890, $179,000,000; in 1900, $485,000,000; in 
1912, $1,020,000.000. A remarkable growth, indeed. 

In 1880 the share of our foodstuffs in our total exportations 
was 55.8 per cerit; in 1890, 42.3 per cent; in 1900, 39.8 per cent, 
and in 1912, 19.5 per cent. 

From 55.8 per cent of our total exportations in 1880 they 
had shrunk in 1912 to 19.5 per cent. During that same time 
manufactures exported had increased, as shown by the following 

In 1880, 14.8 per cent of the total exportations; in 1890, 
21.2 per cent of the total exportations; in 1900, 35.3 per cent of 
the total exportations, and in 1912, 47 per cent of the total ex- 
portations. 

To summarize, from 1880 to 1912, the exportations of food- 
stuffs had decreased from 55.8 per cent to 19.5 per cent, while 
the exportations of manufactured products had increased from 
14.8 per cent to 47 per cent. 

Gentlemen, this indicates a great change in our economic con- 
ditions. It seems to me that when any manufacturer or any 
producer in the United States is able to send a large portion 
of his product abro.d and compete in the markets of the world 
for the trade of the world that producer or manufacturer ought 
in reason to be able to hold his own in his own country. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Of course no one wants to 
penalize a great manufacturer or a great producer because he 
exports his product. Werglory in the increase of our exporta- 
tions; but may we not with fairness say, “ You, who by your 


inerease 
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skill and by your business sagacity can go into the marke! 
the earth and compete with all who mect you there, with | 
cheap labor, their cheap land, and all that, and compete 
cessfully, we have an abiding conviction that you can co; 

in the markets of the United States without the bolsterj 

process of the high protective tariff.” [Applause on the p, 
cratic side. ] 

And so the majority in making up this bill heave given at: 
tion to the growth of our export trade and have noted 
concerns and the industries that can and do export so muc!} 
the other nations of the world. 

Of course the majority in making up this bill do not c!: 
to be infallible. There may be valid criticism that can 
urged against the pending measure. There may be mistakes 
that ought to be corrected, and I hope will be corrected: py 
the majority have tried to accomplish these things: First of a) 
they have sought to bring about in this country by means of | 


| tariff and tariff reductions honest and fair competition in 


markets of America. [Applause on the Democratic side.} 
providing our manufacturers and our producers all the ony 
tunities and advantages they need to expand their bu 
enterprises and grow great and wax prosperous we must 
forget the debt we owe to the great consuming masses of ¢ 
country. They are as much entitled to a competitive marke: 
in which to buy their goods as the manufacturer is entit 

a protected market in which to sell his goods. [Applausi 
the Democratic side.] And it appeared to us that those 
wanted the protected market were a little too greatly fa\ 
in the past and too much consideration was given to | 
desires and to the things that would make for their wi 
We concluded to put in a stroke for the great mass ot 
American people who are doing the buying in this cou 


Dee | [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Sut this is from the | 


And so it is the aim of the majority to establish in 
country a competitive market; competition from within 
limited competition from without, in order that there may 
the least possible danger of monopoly in any of the markets 
the United States. 

Second, the majority have tried to adjust the tariff rates 
that sufficient money may be raised to pay the operati 
penses of our Government. No one ean tell just exactly 
revenue will come from a tariff bill until it has been tried. 
shall probably find that the customs duties will be deer 
from $80,000,000 to $90,000,000 annually. We are makin: 
that amount by the imposition of an income tax, so there | 
be provided a sufficient amount of money for the needs ot 
Government. 

Third, aneffort is made to give relief to our fellow « 
who have been crying out against the high cost of living. 
have tried to make a tariff law not only for the advantas: 
the manufacturer and the producer, but for the benefit « 
consumer as well. 

I desire in the time I have remaining to eall attention to cer- 
tain of these schedules that have been attacked in the | 
and elsewhere. We passed a bill in the last Congress kn 
as the farmers’ free list, and in that bill we put flour o: 
free list. The work of that Congress was approved by the |) 
ocratic convention of Baltimore, and we feel that those thi 
for which we stood prior to election we should stand for 
after the election and the approval of them by the conv 
of our party. Therefore in making up this bill rye flour : 
buckwheat flour and wheat flour, with a limitation to wi)! 
shal! hereafter refer, were placed on the free list. 

We placed rye, out of which rye flour is made, upon the ! 
list. There were reasons why that could be done. We recci 
in the year 1912 a total revenue from rye of a little over $13.' 

a small amount, and the total revenue from rye flour was less 
than $90. Now, there was no use of keeping either of thr 
articles upon the duitable list for the sake of the petty re\ 
produced, and therefore we placed both of them upon the free 
list. 

From buckwheat flour we received a revenue of $211.05, : 
we received from buckwheat $3,025.36. There was no re: 
from a revenue standpoint, why these articles should rema) 
the dutiable list, so they were put on the free list. 

Now, when we come to wheat and wheat flour a different sit": 
ation presents itself. And right here, in line with what [ svc 
a moment ago about exports, I would like to call attention to 
these significant figures. In 1900 the exports of wheat amou! ted 
to 102,000,000 bushels. In 1910 they amounted to 30,000,000 
bushels, a decreasé in 10 years in the exportation of this produc 
from 102,000,000 bushels to 30,000,000 bushels. In 1910 the 
value of our exports of wheat was $47,806,598, and just tw 
years later, in 1912, it was $28,477,584, a loss in the two yerr™ 
from 1910 to 1912 of over $19,000,000. ‘To-day there 1s '°* 
than 4 per cent of our production of wheat exported from the 
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| 
United States. Now, for comparison, let me call your attention | Upon the exportation of the flour under the law now pro 
to the exports of wheat flour. posed, with bran and wheat screenings upon the free list, the 
In 1910, when we exported better than $47,000,000 worth of American miller can buy his wheat abroad, pay 10 cents 
-heat. we exported $47,621,467 worth of flour, but in 1912 the | bushel upon it when it comes in here, grind it into flour. dis 
pe rts of wheat showed a loss of $19,329,014, while the exports | Pose of his screenings and bran wherever he pleases, and receive 
of flour showed a gain of $3,378,530, the value of the exports of | back upon the exportation of that flour 99 per cent of all the 


flour in 1912 being $50,999,797. Therefore we find wheat de- duty that he has paid. This means that the American miller 





























































-oasing, so far as exportation is concerned, and flour increas- | C@" for export purposes bring into this country ali the wheat 
CTCUS MS, * rg . . . > € .s «¢ . *. > ;11 1a 1 ‘ 
ing. indicating that the wheat of this country is being manu- he wants at a rate of 1 mill on the bushel. Has he very mueh 


factured by the millers here and sold abroad, and our flour | reason to complain? 
: kers are able to grind the wheat, make the flour, trans- | When we come to oatmeal and oats we find a situatior 


ma | wrbys i — ‘ a ; tio} llae ‘ 
-t it over the sea, invade the markets of the world, pay the | What like the flour and wheat situation. We collect in duties 

tariff duties of foreign countries, and compete with the millers | Upon oatmen! and rolled oats $6,767, and we collect in duti 

of the world. Fifty million dollars and over of the product ex- | UPON oats $408,155.75, nearly half a million dollars. We did 


orted in 1912! We find, too, there is a considerable revenue | not feel justified in losing half a million dollars of revenue b) 
jerived from wheat imported mto this country under the rate putting oats upon the free list. We have a production of oa 

» meal and rolled oats in this country of greater value than 
$41,000,000, We export $376,000 worth of our production, and 
the total amount imported is only $40,000. We could not see 
the necessity, under these circumstances of sacrificing $408,000 
worth of revenue, and so we put a duty of 10 cents a bushel 
upon oats. 

Now, I desire to refer to one other matter, and then I 
done, and that is the matter of print paper. In this bill we 
heave permitted the entry of news priut paper, valued at not 
more than 2} cents a pound, free of duty. Under section 2 of 


i 
( 
of 25 cents a bushel. 

There were imported 2,684,381 bushels in 1912, and the 
Treasury of this country was enriched by tariff duties assessed 
thereon to the amount of $352,245.46, more than a third of a 
million. During the same period from flour imported into this 
country we received in duties $166,444.52. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of this situation we did not care to 
deprive the Treasury of revenue. We purposed to make a deep 
cut anyhow. Wheat was not put upon the free list, but retained 
upon the dutiable list with a duty of 10 cents a bushel, a cut | tne Canadian reciprocity act, which, although the act itself was 
of GO per cent in the rate. We believed that if flour were placed not approved by the Dominion of Canada, became a law and is 
upon the free list the millers, who are now able to sell | now in force. print paper for newspapers and books, worth not 
$50,000,000 worth of their products in other countries, would | exceeding 4 cents per pound, is admitted free of duty if manu 
be able to protect themselves here at home from foreign com- | fa¢tyred from wood or wood pulp subject to no export restriction. 
etition; but in order, as we thought, to silence any charge | ‘;ime will not permit me to dwell upon the methods employed 
hat we were indifferent to the welfare of the flour makers, we | py oyr Canadian friends to remove the restrictions and at tl 
introduced in this bill two provisions favorable to the millers of | came time make sure that neither wood nor pulp would be ex 
the United States; first, the provision that wheat flour coming | ported from Canada into the United States. During the pas 
into this country from any country that imposed a duty upod | year out of 112,000,000 pounds of print paper imported into 
American flour should bear a rate of duty of 10 per cent ad | this country 64,000,000 pounds came in free of duty. We re 
valorem, so the reduction on wheat is from the specific 25 cents | quced the classification rate from 4 cents to 24 cents. The 
to the specific 10 cents a bushel and on flour from the ad | naper that may come into this country free of duty under th 
valorem 25 per cent to the ad valorem 10 per cent. Canada has proposed bill is paper which, I think, is never sold even at the 
| duty upon American flour of 60 cents a barrel. France has a | mjjj at less than about $1.85. It is the cheapest kind of papet 
duty upon American flour; Germany has a duty upon American | and used for newspapers. It is made principally of mechanical! 
flour. Nearly all of the European countries save England have | ground wood pulp, the cheapest kind of pulp made; but perhaj 


} 
I 
t 





duties on American flour, and wheat flour coming from any of | a fifth of the stock used in making such paper is chemical pul 
countries into the United States will pay a tariff rate of | 4 pulp differently prepared and more expensive. Under sectir 

10 per cent. But certain gentlemen say: “ Do not you know that | 9 of the reciprocity act wood pulp and chemical pulp, bleached 

a. . oS ‘ Al it ail at}?, ‘ Li it 


the moment this bill becomes a law Canada, through her 
Governor General, or some other official who has the power, with 
one stroke of the pen will strike out the duty now imposed on 
American flour, so that Canadian flour may come into the United | yseq in making this paper should go there too. That was done 
States.” No, Mr. Chairman, we do not know it, nor does any | Now. we felt that we were bound to take this step in refer 
one else know it, but those acquainted with the history of recent | ¢, print paper. The Democratic convention at Denver five ye 
tariff enactments have good reason to believe that Canada will ago adopted a platform in which there was this provision ' 
do nothing of the kind. Existing duties have given the manufacturers of ! 


and unbleached, may be admitted into the United States free of 
duty. If print paper up to 24 cents per pound in value is to 
go upon the free list, it seems but fair and right that the pu 





We had here for consideration a reciprocity bill not very | hind which they have organized combinations to raise the i 
ng ago, and we may as well admit in the house of its friends | 224 OF PE per ans Oe eee ari one wrod wah wee. 
that Canada had about everything she wanted in that reci- | jymber. timber, and logs, and that those ar be pi ds 
procity pact. If there was anything that Canada desired that | free list. 
was not in there it was because Canada did net make known We have kept the promise that the party made to the ] 


that fact to the United States authorities. Canada was willing | but in doing it we have tried to do injury to no indust: 
that her wheat might come into this country free and that | to no person. We have determined to a nicety the limits w 
wheat from this country might go into Canada free, but, mark | which news-print paper may be described and have put 





you, Canada was not willing that flour might go from the | the free list the pulp from which it is made 

United States into Canada free of duty in return for free entry | Gentlemen, there is some gratification and sony sf; ! 
of her flour into the United States, but insisted on a rate of | in the knowledge that amid all the storm of criticism which 
50 cents a barrel. If we are to judge the present by the re- | has come upon the bill and will come upon it, under the shad 
cent past, we have good reason to believe that Canada is very | ows of the fears that have been expressed as to its effect if 


much averse to allowing American flour a free market in| enacted into law, it is generally admitted that the Democratic 
Canada for the sake of having Canadian flour come into the | Party in the preparation of this measure has observed the 
United States free of duty. When we think of the over 7,000 | pledges it made to the people of the United States, and that 
mills in this country making flour and the less than 700 in | now in power it is doing the things that it advocated when 


Canada, the name that American flour has not only here but | was not charged with the control of the Government. I 
wherever flour is sold, and the $50,000,000 of this product going | applause on the Democratic side. | 

out annually to other than American markets, we are apt to Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, [ ask the gent 

believe that the miller of Canada will hesitate a little while | yield back the balance of his time. 

before he will ask to subject himself to the competition of the| Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the | eof 


American miller who is conquering the world. [Applause on | my time. 
the Democratic side.] The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back six n {es 
Second. we have changed the drawback clause. Heretofore Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think that I have caught u 
the American miller might import wheat into this country and | with the gentleman from New York |Mr. Payne] yet, and ! 
grind it and then upon exporting the flour obtain from the | would like to yield on this side before he yields to anothy 
Treasury as a drawback not 99 per cent of all the duties he had | speaker on his. I would like to say to the gentleman from Nev 
paid, but 99 per cent of about 70 per cent of the duty he had | York, in order to obviate any further trouble about yielding 
paid, because 30 per cent of wheat is converted into wheat | back time, that I suggest we agree when the time is not all co 
Screenings, bran, and wheat offal and about 70 per cent of it | sumed the Chair will not charge it to either of us. 
is made into flour. Mr. PAYNE. 1 think that is a good suggestion. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 

man from Massachusetts [Mr. Perers]. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the enactment of the tariff bill 
now under consideration in the House of Representatives will 
werk the end of the antiquated and discredited policy of high 
protection which has been in force, except for a brief period 
under the Wilson law, ever since the Civil War. The high 
rites: of duty which were originally levied in 1862 and 1864 
were intended to meet the extraordinary expenses of war times, 

id not only have they ceased to serve this purpose, but they 
have become a heavy burden on the community. 

During the Civil War our industries were unable to supply 
the local demand, and the United States Treasury was in need 
of additional revenue. High-tariff rates were levied at that time 
not to lessen importations, not for protection, but because im- 
portations would continue in spite of the duty imposed. ‘These 
rates were intendcd for revenue only, and not for protection to 
favored manufacturers. 

But when the end of the war came the Republican Party 
realized that it had in its possession a valuable political asset, 
and Republican revisions upward occurred in 1875, 1890, 1897, 
and 1909 to the benefit of an influential minority of the people. 

This trend upward received a slight check in 1883. In 1894 a 
genuine attempt was made to modify the tariff policy of this 
country. Unfortunately, the Wilson Tariff Act went into effect 
during the time of a great commercial depression which followed 
the financial and commerci:z! crisis of 1893. 

"HE WILSON ACT. 

The next presidential election was contested, not on the tariff 
crounds, but on other issues. At the time of the election of 
1806 there had been no opportunity to fairly judge the effects 
of the Wilson law commercially and politically. The people of 
the country decided that campaign on issues entirely apart from 
those involved in the tariff discussion. The failure or success 
of the Wilson bill in the public mind was not the paramount 
issue of the campaign and received but little attention. The 
general depression had decreased both importations and interna 
revenue, and when the Republicans in 1897 revised the tariff 
they took advantage of the lack of publie attention on the 
subject and of the opportunity which the need of greater revenue 
presented to draw a high-protective bill. 

It is difficult to determine the effect of the Wilson Act. In 
speaking of the tariff act of 1894, Prof. F. W. Taussig, in his 
Tariff History of the United States, says (p. 319): 





It (the Wilson Act) went into effeet shortly after an acute commer- 
’ 


cial erisis, and in the worst stage of a period of depression. The crisis 
and the depression were due, in this case as in others, to a long and 
complex set of causes, some of them still obscure even to the best 
informed and most skilled observers. That the tariff act played any 
serious part in bringing them about would not be maintained by any cool 
and competent critic. 


THE DINGLEY ACT, 

The Dingley bill, which in 1897 repealed the Wilson Act, was 
the highest protective measure the country had yet seen, and as 
enacted the bill was practically a raise of about 10 per cent over 
the McKinley Act of 1890. 

The Spanish War, following immediately after its passage, 
diverted public attention and presented new issues to the people, 
and a wave of great prosperity and industrial activity over- 
swept the country. At this same time there also appeared a 
general increase in the prices of commodities. The high- 
protective tariff, in many instances prohibitive, had enabled the 
American manufacturers to combine and form monopolies and 
extort unusual prices from the American consumers. The 
issues of the Spanish War and commercial problems largely 
diverted public attention, with the result that the tariff entered 
little into the discussions of the presidential campaign of 1904. 

THH PAYNE ACT, 

The demand, however, for a lower tariff, which those in con- 
trol of the Republican Party suecessfully struggled against, 
becaine more and more insistent until, in the platform of 1908, 
this demand was recognized, and a promise by the Republicans 


to revise the tariff was inserted. That this promise would not | 


be carried out was freely predicted by the Democrats. 

On the issue stated in their own platform to be “ unequiv- 
ocally”’ for tariff revision, which revision was explained by 
all the Republican speakers, including the candidate for Presi- 
dent, to mean a revision downward, the Republicans were elected. 
A revision was undertaken, but in open defiance of the most 
solemn and specific pledges made to the people of this country 
the Republicans revised the tariff not downward, but upward. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION, 1910. 

Faced with an ever-increasing cost of living and betrayed by 
the promise of the Republican Party to reduce the burdens of 
the tariff, the people turned to the Democratic Party. In 1910, 
one year after the passage of the Payne law, a Republican ma- 
jority of 45 in the House was turned into a majority for the 





] 


Democrats of 63. The rebuke which was administered 








1igh-tariff party is too well known for me to dwell on. 
THE SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 
Intrusted with the responsibility of one of the two Hous 


Congress, the Democratic Party showed promptly the sin 
of the pledges which it made to the people during the con, 


t 


sional election of 1910, ‘Tariff bills placing many of the nx 


ies of life on the free list and revising downward the ; 


schedules on chemicals, metals, cotton, wool, and sugar p; 
this body by practically a unanimous Democratie vote, but 


I 


defeated either by a Republican Senate or by the veto 


tepublican President. 
‘These bills, though they failed to alter the law, are in 


tant in that they showed to the people of this country the i) 
tion of the Democrats to carry out the pledges which they | 
to revise the tariff downward. Our party reiterated its » 
to lower the tariff duties when it adopted its platform 
national Convention at Baltimore. 


The tariff plank in the Democratic platform of 1912 sta 
We favor the immediate downward revision of the existing hi 


in many cases, prohibitive tariff duties, insisting that materia} 


tions be speedily made upon the necessaries of life. Articles 
into competition with trust-controlled produets and articles of A: 
manufacture which are sold abroad more cheaply than at hom 


( 


be put upon the free list. 


n 


ingly elected; the Senate was made Democratic, and two-i 


0 
0 


p 


THE UNDERWOOD BILL. 
On this platform the Democratic Party received the ind 
1ent of the Nation. A Democratic President was overw); 


f the membership of the House was chosen from the cand 
f our party. Upon receiving this mandate from the p 
reparation was made at once to fulfill our promises. 1! 


Ways and Means Committee of the House, which, unde 
Constitution, originates all revenue measures for the Fede: 


Government, went to work immediately upon the conv: 


oO 
a 
b 


f Congress. Hearings were held and experts were consulicd, 
nd the committee applied itself to the preparation of the tariff 
ill now under consideration. 


As a majority member of the Committee on Ways and Mi: 


which presents this bill, I can assure the House that the tai 


b 


benefits to be given to favored industries, but that the ta: 


Ww 


as been revised not with the idea that the duties imposed \ 


vas a form of taxation which should be placed where its } 


den was least felt. On luxuries we placed as great a dut) 
possible without making them prohibitive; on the necessi! 
of life we placed as low a duty as consistent with raising 
revenues of the Government. 


To the free list has been added many of the necessities o! 


table and of fhe home. The placing of meat dnd fish and p 
vegetables on the free list and the reduction in wool and co 
clothing and in many other articles will lighten the burden 


ce 


nomic policy of our Government is not questioned. It 


st of living for every citizen. 
That this bill introduces a material modification of the 


change in the interest of the consumer. 


The following table is instructive in this connection. It 


gives the average rates of duty for each tariff schedule u 


tl 


1e Payne Act and the estimated rates of duty for the U! 


wood bill, and also shows the percentage of change in tlic 
average duties which we propose to make. 


Comparative summary of average ad valorem rates of duty by sched 


i 
Average rate of 





duty. 
iR 
> . + | t 
Schedule. ey 
Payne | Tronth | 
912. period | a 
; under | 
H. R. 3321) 
j 
A. Coenen, Cs. C0 ROI a ose ng es teen ccnrccies 0s 19.6 
B. Earths, earthenware, and glassware................ 33.1 
C. Metals, and manufactures of ..................-..-- 20.1 
D. Wood, and manufactures of.....................--- 3.5 ; 
E. Sugar, molasses and manufactures of............... 35.9 
F. Tobacco, and manufactures of... ...............-.- 84.9 
G. Agricultural products and provisions. ............. 16.8 
H. Spirits, wines, and other beverages...............- 83.3 
Ce SII s.on'c.un coil dash hts en ednaheiwe 30.4 
J. Flax, hemp. and jute and manufactures of.........- 26. 0 
K. Wool and manufacture of................ cee keeeee 18.5 
L. Silks and silk goods. .. -. scbindedehin octininat dcneaced 43.9 
M. Pulp, papers and books............... aad 11.8 
Pee DO a Betide nae ters onickanadete>eseteetasennste 33.2 
Dest CR Ce ok asswin vind vider cwsundds «dss 29. 60 





Schedule N, which luxuries pay duty of 60 per cent. 








1 Increase in rate. ‘ 
2 Increase due to transfer of laces and embroideries from Schedules I, J, and k ‘o 
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BUSINESS AND THE TARIFF. | tariff is to them destruction. The fact of the matter is, woo! 
ereatest benefit to the greatest number has been the | manufactures in this country are the resuit, not of 
; basis for the changes sulin erized in the above table but of the skill and initi iti e of the A ‘ » |) ) 
same time the committee has not been u mindful of | The tarif! has and will continue to him, | 
ision in the National Democra ic pl itform adopted at | is a negative factor. W 
‘wore convention, which stated that our system of | of the leaders in the indu 
n is intima ly connec ed with the business of the Manufacturers are in 
and that we favored the ultimate attainment of the | which they must be freed In e | 
es which we ae ‘ie bv legisla ion which will not in- | tion in the tariff has crea 1a moe 
destroy itimate industry. Business is too much dove- | the manufacturer gives up without tt 
and 1) r too immobile to justify too sweeping a reduc- aii ; caused by tariff cl TES In the maiot 
if the tariff. which, while it would ultimately be a benetit, | vidual effort and determinat 1 could overcome t) ‘ | 
| in its immediate effect bear so grievously on a minority | danger, and the domestic ind ry would be stro 
,esuse inexcusable hardship. struggle. In 1894 and 1895, even when the t t 
he other hand, the committee has realized that “ business” | accompanied by a depression caused by bad cro d ott 
times guilty of going on what may be called a “ sym- factors beyond the control of legislation, those wv 
strike.” The Ways and Means Committee bas made turers who stayed with their mi were able to co e with t 
‘ » effort to get at the facts, and we believe that we sre | foreigner and make money. It was those who gave | in 
e a tariff bill which is economically sound, a bill which | despair without a fight who were said to have fa | | 
s from the minority the discriminatory advantages which | cess of the woo! industry under the Underwood ra depends 
have enjoyed but have not shared, and which gives to the | very largely upon the attitude of the n 
ority iis fair proportion of the benefits of our American | COTTON MANI i 
at stries j 
noe  eeeelalie ITEMS IN THE BILL. The cotton industry has al » benefited by the reduction in the 
: : : . _. | tariff on chemicals and dyestuffs. This industry us¢ 
It is not possible to enter into a discussion of the specific | mately $5.000.000 worth of these materials anuualls rhey 
henefits which will accrue to the manufa ‘turer and consumer | elude acetic and tannic at ids. enustic soda. chloride of a ond 
when the rates in the new bill go into effect. Coal. lumber, | vegetable dyes. It is well known that the American cotton n s, 
structural steel, however, may be mentioned. These items | para yse of cheap cotton and the automatic loom. can pro 
d by all rhe manufacturer needs lumber and steel tO | the coarse cotton goods as cheaply as any ot! 
: ruct his factories, and coal for power; the workingman world. Still a duty is placed upon sim ar goods by the Under- 
needs building ma erial for his house, and fuel is absolutely | goog pin imported into the United States. and this duty 
essential. a crexses with the fineness of the goods in recognition of the d 
— adrny ore moer hich . mericar oO icer of fine 
Bituminous coal has carried under the Payne law a rate of iiicas eoaaatae wha dus aaebanane or te eee er le: 
45 cents a ton, or, reduced to an ad valorem equivalent, 15 66 
I ent. In the Underwood bill all coal is free. Last year ere eee 


The Underwood bill places boots and shoes upon the f 


there were importations of 868,181 tons of coal, all of which 


paid this ra'e of 45 cents. Coal in this bill is free, and our | At the same time it puts practically all the materials entering 
stern markets should receive cheaper coal through competition | into boots and shoes on the free list. Among these materials 


are hides and sole, patent, and upper leather. The duty on 
tannic acid has been reduced from 25 cents to 4 cents per pound, 
There has also been a decided reduction in the duty on all the 
minor materials used by this industry. 

The American boot and shoe industry has no « 


with the mines of Canada. 
LU MBER, 
Sawed boards, planks, laths, shingles, and other sawed lum- 
which under the Payne law carry an average duty of 8.63 


cee eR 


a ut, are free in the penning bill. The valyg of importa- 
° _—- ° +} ‘ . ta [AS Pry lly ; Po raig mat t . ‘ i 
{ of these materials was $19,757,000 for 1912. on which world. It can compete successtully in foreign mark \ 1 tin 
$1,705,000 duties were paid. The proposed change should | foreign ene _ 
n the cost of the construction of the home and the factory. rhe duty on shoes is at present of little assistance to the j 
: at wer The reductik ‘ontempl *~ it his bill on the mate 
STRUCTURAL STEEL. —— oa reduc tions con amaplet d in this bill on tl a | 
. : : ; . ates rials used in the manufacture of shoes will le n their cost ane 
Structural steel, which is used so extensively in building our iid the manufacturer to compete mot 
omiath J . 3 z al 1e@ manutacturel » compete I e advantag 
office buildings and factories, the duties on which have increased eign markets 
: . : : (eC]l2n Daracts. 
the cos: of constructio s country, has been reduced fr He : : . . : a 
) iction in thi intry, has been reduced from Following is a table showing me of the mater which 


the present rate of 23.20 per cent to 12 per cent. 
WOOL MANUFACTURBS. 

The reductions in the tariff on wool manufactures, it is said, 
will destroy that industry. This prophecy is, of course, not true. 
Up to the present time this industry hus been the beneficiary 
of a prohibitive tariff, and naturally a reduction of that tariff to 
a competitive basis will force a readjustment which will place 
the industry ultimately on a sounder economic basis and free it 
from the uncertainties of legislation. Destruction will not fol- 
low the enactment of the new Democratic law. 

rhe new bill has many substantial concessions in favor of the 
wool manufacturer. Annually this industry uses about $14,000,- 
000 worth of chemicals and dyestuffs. The Underwood bill 
either places on the free list or reduces the rate of duty upon 


enter into the cost of making shoes on which there will be a 
material reduction in the rate of duty: 
Boots and shoes 


EE 
> 
“4 
=: 
> 
—_— 
3 : 


Cattle hides....... . ; I rr 
Sole ieather.. . 


the following articles: Acetic acid, bichromate of potash, hypo- Saacae os or weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen os _ 
Sulphite of soda, carbonate of soda (crystal), logwood extract, hides....... ost : 29 ! 
and sulphuric acid. Patent, ete leather weighing over 10 and not r 2 : 

fhe most important concession, however, in the law to the | potent . iin, ver 25 inds per dozen ne . 
wool manufacturers is free wool. For years they have carried hides. . ee , , 
a burden of 45 to 50 per cent upon their chief raw material. It | Upper teather dressed, n.s. p.1 as. Ot 
has tied up annually thousands of dollars and so increased their | etka as aueme or Vaanee.. 15.00 
cost of production that they have been excinded from foreign | Shoe mactimery............ aciidipainanbbiinesn’ ‘5.00 
markets, where they would be forced to compete with their for- | a—_ bituminous. . “iia icicle | 
eign rivals, who have free raw wool. Under the rates of the | Borax crade..00 aa 
Underwood bill all the wools of the world—those from Australasia | Nails: 292° 8° 8 me 
and Argentina especially—will be accessible to them, and they will e = peeneener sent) -esvoempen ciecanavssescenes nooo 
be able to buy their chief raw material at the same price as | Hobnails.0007 UT) 
their French, German. and English competitors. I DiS a datione il id aia da cichttpiibinininn anticisac i 
: Manufacturers at the time of a tariff reduction bring many oo pewerseooncweeueenseusesescoescos ; 
imaginary ills upon themselves. Wool manufacturers do it in | Studs and rivets. ...2.222.222220220020IIIIIII (3. 58 20. 00) 
part icular. They have gotten so in the habit of looking to leg- | Shoe kmives...................-220.-0- sees eeeeeeees woneeed 41.98 27 
islation for support that they have convinced themselves that | 520° eee aperarene He a ag 
their industrial existence depends upon it. Reduction in the ! Castilesoop................... ia 16. 20 10.00 
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Continued, 


Roots and shoes 


aoa 
16. 25 
10 to 25 
23.33 
19.2) 

25 and 3) 
15. 00 
25.00 
50.00 
25.00 

50. 00 

59. 00 

15 and 40 
15. 00 


1" 


COST OT 


LIVING 
“ Massachusetts,” says the report on the cost of living of that 
in 1910, “comes far from feeding itself. In consequence 
of our extremely small percentage of agricultural workers and 
the excess of population in proportion to available farm land, 
ihe State is mainly dependent on outside sources for its food 
upply.” Without doubt the removal or reduction of the duty 
on foodstuffs will bring added prosperity to the people of Mas- 
suchusetts, and especially to those living in a large city like 
Boston. The Underwood bill proposes to remove many of the 
restrictions upon the importation of the necessities of life, which 
now practically inaccessible to the New England States. 
Upon the enactment of the Underwood bill factory centers will 
be able to draw from Canada and other foreign countries for 
their food supply. 

The high cost of living is probably the chief cause that led 
the people to demand a general revision of the tariff. Con- 
sumption in the United States is rapidly overtaking production, 
and the importation of foodstuffs will soon be a necessity. It is 
therefore the duty of the Democratic Party to do all that it 
can to relieve the consumer, and as a result sharp reductions 
have been made in the necessities of life. 


State 


are 


MEATS. 

The Underwood bill has placed on the free list bacon, hams, 
fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, and pork. Under the present 
law the duty on bacon and ham is 4 cents per pound, and on 
the fresh meats 16 per cent. This reduction will be of decided 
ndvantage to the consumer. The importance of the Uniten 
States as an exporter of meats is growing less and less each 
year, and the amount exported is insignificant in comparison 
with home consumption. Argentina and Australasia are 
important meat-exporting countries, and the United States can 
not expect to compete with them in the European markets. 
On the contrary, national prosperity demands that we take ad- 
vantage of this supply. The importation of beef and mutton 
from these countries has in the past been comparatively small, 
but with the removal of the duty it will undoubtedly increase, 
and there will be a lowering of the price. 

The reduction of the duty on cattle from approximately 27 
per cent to 10 per cent will open to the cattle feeders of the 
Middle West the range cattle, known as “ feeders,” from Mexico, 
and ultimately this will have a tendency to lower the price of 
meat. 

The duty on poultry when dead has been reduced in the 
Underwood bill from 5 cents to 2 cents per pound, and poultry 
when adive from 3 cents to 1 cent per pound. Fish have been 
piaced on the free list. These facts should appreciably lower 
the price of these articles in the Boston market. 

DAIRY PRODUCTS AND VEGETABLES, 


Among the articles placed upon the free list by the Under- 
wood bill are cream, milk, and potatoes. And the duty has been 
cut in two on butter, cheese, and eggs. The duties on vegeta- 
bles, berries, and fruits have also been reduced. It is upon such 
products as these that the tariff operates directly, and freer 
trade in them with Canada must mean a benefit to the con- 
sumer in the eastern cities. It will enable the eastern markets 
to avail themselves of seasonable advantages and to purchase 
the vegetables and small fruits which mature late in Canada, 
and an appreciable decline in price may be expected on turnips 
and potatoes. 

The duty on hay has been reduced by the Underwood bill 
from $4 to $2 per ton. Dairy farmers in Massachusetts do not 
raise all the hay that they need, and this factor in the law will 


the | 


Ap 
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RIL 24 
| make it possible to buy hay from Canada, rather than fro; 
| Western States, and thus save a large part of the freight. 


n 
ay 


FLOL 

The United States is rapidly approaching a point wl 
will not produce enough wheat to supply the needs of t} 
ple. Naturally the first place to which we will turn to m 
any deficit will be Canada. Recognizing this condition of »{ 
the Underwood bill has reduced the duty on wheat and ; 
flour on the free list. 


it 


NECESSITIES 

Many other products might be mentioned upon which {ly 
derwood bill either reduces the duty or places on the fre 
The chief ones are enumerated in a following table. The . 
on sugar has been reduced, and in three years it will go o; 
free list. This will mean an immediate reduction in thy 
of this commodity. 

The immediate effect of the tariff upon prices is a qu 
upon which many men differ. While admitting that it j 
plex subject, it can be said that the benefits of tariff red) 
on food products are likely to appear more quickly than on « 
products. No one will accuse the Massachusetts Cost of | 
Commission of 1910 with believing that all our ills 
solved by the removal of the tariff, yet it said: 

Its (the removal of the tariff) importance comes from the fact 
we are soon going to buy a material part of our food outside ov 
limits. It would further have the very beneficial conseque: 
moving what chance may now exist to “corner” food prod 
chance that puts the public at the mercy of the speculator and t} 
To some extent, also, it wou!d lessen our dependence on the seas 
the weather. Bad harvests rarely occur over all the world. 

This same commission summed up in its report the p) 
which has guided the Democrats in framing the Underwoc« 
It says: 


nw “1? 
REDUCED. 


Sa 





We submit, therefore, that it is a wise economic policy to 
people free access to those articles of food that call for the bu 
expenditure of the masses. Tor purpose of revenue it may | 
tax somewhat the comforts, and the heaviest duties should be 
the luxuries, but the food necessities of life should be “* free.” 

A table showing the reduction in duties on the necess 
life follows. The reductions are material ones, and wil! 
benefit the consumer. 

Necessities of life. 


Bacon and hams 

Beef, veal, mutton, lamb, and pork, fresh | 
ee Se cntvmide Genius camabinass 
Css chenneeé dak ocnbuabdsdeppeehn ccdackboreccussncdegseentese 


Ce GUE SUENNE CONE. ow cc cndcechbdbcidebschcatpestivesessc: | 
Potatoes 
Rye flour 


Corn meal 
Fresh-water fish 
Herring 

Fish, n. s. p. f 
Mackerel, halibut, or s 


Cleaned rice 
Wheat 
Butter 


Pineapples in bulk... Saree oe niaienhannss Keak 
PCN aed Ut Sus ecds.caccubeessdes Sueeee 
Poultry, live..........c0scccecccnscccecccee pEéddecsaneeccccooses 


Vinegar 


A world-wide market for food will prevent monopoly. Cornet 
ing the market will be out of the question, and that the wi ' 
earner will benefit by being able to buy his supplies in an ope 
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market is indisputable. Moreover, the opening of our ports to 
nercased supply of free ruw materials will enable our manu- 
fa “nrers to expand our export trade. ‘This will mean an in- 


ed demand for labor. 
lhe wege earners of this country are to receive a further 
ntage under the provisions of this bill. Not only have im- 
nort duties been lowered on the necessities of life and monopo- 
ies prevented, but the burdens of taxation have been more 
equitably distributed. 


THH INCOME TAX, 


4 tax is to be levied on the incomes of those who demand the 
assistance from the Government in protecting their 
and who are most favorably situated to meet this 
ise. This tax will be levied on all who have an income in 
of $4,000 and will replace the revenue now obtained by 
tuxes on the necessities of life. The present import duties on 
cygar, breadstuffs, meats, and dairy products amount each year 


greatest 
property 
expel 


to about $60,000,000. As shown by the table above, practically 
oj] of these necessities have been placed on the free list or re 
duced by a large margin. The $60,000,000 non obtained by a 


tax on food, which constitutes the greater proportion of the ex- 
penditures of those of modest means will, under the provisions 
of our bill, be raised by an income tax instead. 
CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATIVE FEATURES. 
The committee has not been content merely to change 
the bill which now impose inequitable taxes. 


the 
We 


provisions of 
' 


, 


of the administration of the customs laws, 


ae 


me 
eee CL LLL AL 


e gone further, with a view to improving the effectiveness | 


Numerous frauds have been brought to light of late which | 


confirm the general opinion that our import duties are not 
properly executed. The Ways and Means Committee have 
taken into consideration the changed conditions which the ex- 


pansion of our commercial relations has brought about. The 


administrative features of the bill have been so medified as to 
make it possible to collect the duties imposed by law. The 
nowers of the customs officials to get at the facts with regard 
to p s and values of articles of foreign manufacture have 
materially increased for this purpose. 
These changes sre too technical, for the most part, to be taken 


» here in detail, but I wish to point out one of the important 
lditions which we propose to mak this bill which will 
duce fraud by undervaluation to a minimum. 


>» in 


re- 


TUB “ ANTIDUMPING ” PROVISION, 
The paragraph covering this provision is called the “ anti- 
a ping” clause, and stipulates that whenever articles are ex 
] 1 to the United States of a class or kind produced here, | 
the actual selling price to the American importer is less than | 


r market value of the same article when sold for home 
ption in the exporting country, there shall be levied, in 
n to the usual duties, a special, or “dumping,” duty of 
1 cent 1 the difference between the normal market value 
the price at which it was sold for exportation. This dump 
y is to apply, whenever there is occasion, to all goods on 
y h there is less than a 50 per cent rate. 
Inasmuch as the regular duties are levied on the selling, 


or 


ce price, it has been difficult to detect fraud by under 
v m, although the local market price of the exporting 
ry was well known to our consular service and customs 
‘ rs. The dumping duty will serve as an automatic check 


st frand, in that importers will find it to their disad 

ge to place a value on merchandise which is below its fair 

et value, for this practice would at once place them under 
ion in case of deliberate undervaluation, or subject them 

ax of 15 per cent in case goods were being dumped on 
t 


‘ther feature of this new provision is that there will be 

ased stability in prices. The dumping duty will discourage 
foreign countries from unloading a large temporary surplus on 
our markets, which tends for a period to disturb prices and to 
unsettle business. Obviously this provision will be a great bene- 
fit to the American producer. 
f \n indirect benefit, and a very important one, which arises | 
rom increased uniformity in prices and the absence of unnatu 


| fluctuation in market values is that the revenue of the 


( vernment will be more depend: ble and more accurately esti- 
: ited. This tariff bill has been drawn on a revenue basis. 


ve wish to make sure that there will be sufficient funds avail- 
“die to run the Government. On the other hand. we do not wish 
an unwarranted surplus, which means excessive taxation. In 
orcer to determine with any exactness the amount of revenue 
to be expected from the different tariff schedules, we must have 
a definite basis for out calculations. The market values of 
al 8 the country from whence exported are easy to ascer- 





OQ 
Crea 
tain, and will afford the assistance which is so essential to 
satisfactory administration of our customs laws. 

The dumping provision has been in effect in ¢ da since 
1907 in practically the same form as proposed the committe 
bill. We have every assurance that it has been successfully 
used there; and inasmuch as Canada is f roy st 
competitors, it behooves us to take ic sul 
against discrimination. 

NEW INDUSTRIAL ERA, 

There comes a time in the industrial development of every 
country when its manufacturers must turn their attention to 
the conquest of world markets. In the United States we | 
had up to the present time a vast domestic market, w! 1 | 
grown relatively less and less in comparison with our e MK 
ing industries. Production is rapidly overtaking consumption 
and thoughtful manufacturers realize that unless they increase 
our export trade the domestic market will soon mark the limits 
of their development. Industrially, we have progressed to a 
point where such tariff rates as are embodied in the Payne 
Aldrich law cease to encourage industry, but impede and arrest 
it. Blind to the changes which have taken place in our indus- 
trial life during the last decade, the Republicans have stub 
bornly adhered to a worn-out and obsolete system of exclusion 


and are now relying upon the prejudices of the peop! 
the careful reforms of the Democratic Party. 

The sweeping victory of the party last November was not 
only a demand to revise the tariff in the interests 


e¢ to del 


of the con 

sumer, it was a demand to revise it in the interests of the 
industrial classes and the manufacturer as well. At that time 
the Nation turned its back on the policy of national exclusive 
ness and faced the world in contest for industrial and comme 
cia! supremacy. If our manufactures are to expand, if the 
facilities of the Panama Canal and the unlimited op tunities 
of the markets of South America and the Orient a1 to . 
availed of, the barriers which hold the manufacturers of 1 
Nation back must be removed; artificiality in industry must be 
eliminated, and the manufacturer must learn to face foreign 
competition at home so thut he may ecessfully me t in 
neutral markets abroad. Our perma it industr h 
lies in the reduction of the tariff 

( CLI I Ne 

The consumer above all others will be bet l { 
enactment of the new tariff law. Hie has faced ¢ 
past decade a rising cost of living, which in larg due to 
the | ohibitive tariff th Re} i l ihe |) TT tl 
arty does not claim th the « j f t tariff 
is a pana for all our socia 1 « ; log 
claim that in so far as the tariff, eithe ict or ] lly 
burdens the cons er, it should be i 
of tariff duties is the principal need of the 4 
come in our national developm« not o wl! ( i 
tured goods must seek 1 kets ond, but 
must import from abroad rt of | fi : i ; 
reciprocal We can not exp to sell a dif we d uy 

broad. Freer trade in food id raw 1 erials 

trial re th a ¢ to tl consul j j \ o 
produce 1d ) eth the | ! ‘ : 
new era in America! riff | slation 

The Democratic Party ys th the « 

I ariff bill to re \ nt a } s 
encourage incre ] insion yort 
for a more stab ad ¢ mn) sis for our b rie 
ind by a « f ! f d l 
of ine @ tax 1 bette roy ! for th ! [ 
our tariff laws to more « ) t { I 
i] 

I 1 if { t when this ! f ! ad 1 \ 1 
justed itself to it the tarif b i will 
e e a period of un} ented i Strial activity 1 this 
CoO try. 

This is the people's tariff biil. It marks new e! i e 
socin! and industrial development of our gre ce 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the f i for a 
question ? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. In reference to subse 1 7 of r h J of 
section 4, do I understand that makes a reduction of 5 per cent 
in the rate of duties imposed in the | ( l , 
imported in American bottoms? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; it d 

Mr. MANN. Does that mean that or 1 
imported in American hott 


cent of the rate fixed in the b 


Mr. PETERS. No. 
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Mr. MANN. I 


there is a 


am not playing upon words. Of course, if 
reduction of 5 per cent, that leaves 95 per cent, as I 
understand it. and 95 per cent will be the amount to be paid. 

Mr. PETERS. No; the regular duties will be paid, and there 
is to be a rebate from those duties of 5 per cent to the importer. 

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman read the paragraph and 
what it says? 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman give the page? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not remember the page. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Illinois 
allow me to answer the question I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; I want to get the information. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘There is a rebate allowed of 5 per cent 


see 


on the duties collected at the customhouse from any goods com- | 
brings it | 


ing in an American vessel. Now, to illustrate, it 
to a very simple proposition. If there is a ship which comes in 


and the importer gets goods from the customhouse, the duties 


m which amoun $1,000, there will be a discount of 5 per | on oe . ao 
on which amount to . I | a bill in general terms and principles remarkably similar to 


cent, which means $50 will be taken off, and he will pay the 
customhouse tax of $950. 

Mr. MANN, 
a rebate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; it is a discount. 

Mr. MANN. Now, a further question I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman is, What effect will that have upon subsection 1 of para- 
graph J, which imposes a duty of 10 per cent discriminatory 
against all vessels which brings goods in paying the same rate 
of duty as vessels of the United States? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman misinterprets 
sections, They are not involved at all. Subsection 7 of para- 
graph J gives a discount on goods coming into this country. 
Subsection 1 is a reenactment of the present law and has been 
a reenactment of the present law for many years. 

Mr. MANN, I understand that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I admit the language of it is consider- 
ably involved, but it was not changed because it has been con- 
strued by the courts, and we left it alone. 

Mr. MANN. I am very sure the gentleman will, if he re- 
examines that carefully, because he will find reason for chang- 
ing it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all, because the gentleman does 
not realize the purpose of the two sections. 

Mr. MANN. I do realize the purpose of the two sections. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


there is no conflict between them at all, because section 1 is to 


be applicable when a country discriminates against our ships | 


going into their ports and has nothing whatever to do with 
goods coming from other ports into our ports. It is for an en- 
tirely different purpose, but when we reach that section I will 
be glad to explain it further. 

Mr. MANN. I will call attention to it, and I hope the gen- 


tleman will be here to explain it then if I have an opportunity | 


to address the House. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. 
from Massachusetts a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is it the opinion of the Member from Massa- 
chusetts that the placing of boots and shoes upon the free list 
will help the New England boot and shoe industry? 

Mr. PETERS. I think the boot and shoe industry under 
provisions of this bill receives very great and substantial 
vantages, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then it will be a benefit rather than a detri- 
ment to the boot and shoe business in Massachusetts to put 
boots and shoes on the free list? 

Mr. PETERS. 
advantage to the boot and shoe industry of the United States. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am asking a specific and direct question, and 
the gentleman should give a specific and direct answer. 

Mr. PETERS. I am giving a specific and direct answer, and 
if the gentleman does not like my answer that is not my fault. 
{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will ask the gentleman another question. 


ad- 


He speaks about securing free coal under the operations of this | 


bill. Does that mean Massachusetts will secure its coal supply 


from Newfoundland or continue to buy coal from West Virginia? | 
The gentleman realizes that it depends upon | 0 . . : : ee 
' that the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill provided for higher rates 0! 


Mr. PETERS. 


the market price at the point to be delivered. I suppose some 


of the coal will be brought down from the Nova Scotia Penin- } 


sula or else the rate from Tennessee be lowered. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Forpney],. 
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will | 
| Republic. 


That is what I understood; it is a discount, not | 


the two | 





If he does, the gentleman readily sees | 7“ ; ; : 
| United States, and prosperity was everywhere to be found 


Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman | 


the | 


I believe the provisions of this bill are a great | 
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Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if | 
name this bill I would change its title so it would read “A 
to lower wages, to close factories, to spread disaster pros, 
in the United States, and build up industries abroad.” \y 
plause on the Republican side.} I believe the bill if enacted 
bring about those results. 

I am sorry to be called upon at this time to defend thy 
tective policy of the Republican Party which in the ps 
brought the greatest measure of prosperity to the Ame; 
people they have ever enjoyed since the beginning o; 


W 


Experience of the past brings me to believe the rates of , 
provided for in this bill, if enacted into law in their pr: 
form, will not bring the people of this country the relief \ 
its friends predict, but will have a very opposite effect. 

Nineteen years ago the Democratie Party, then having 
trol of both branches of Congress and the Executive, pres 


bill. It was known as the Wilson-Gorman bill and was ey 
into law, and the results which followed are well known to {| 
portion of our population who were then of age. The aut; 
of that bill predicted that with its passage great happines 
prosperity would come to the people of the United States. 4 
claimed values to the consumers would be lowered: th 
creased employment would be given to our labor; that 
creased demand for labor would increase wages: and th 
creased wages would reflect prosperity upon the whole 
that the laboring man would be able to purchase more of {! 
necessities of life for his daily wage, and that, although py 
would be lowered to the consumers, no producers thereby \ 
be injured. At that time prominent Republicans opposed 
measure most vigorously and urged, as Republicans urg 
that inadequate tariff rates on American-made products wou 
flood our markets with foreign goods produced by foreign cl 


| labor, and that increased importations would curtail hon, 


duction and employment of American labor and result i: 
times. Whose contention was right then? It is all a1 


| of record, and I beg of you not to close your eyes to it. 


It will be remembered that in 1892 the people of this « 
were prosperous. The crops were never more bountif 
during that year. The factories never ran more at fu 
than then. Labor demanded the highest scale of wages 
had ever been paid in the factories or on the farms ot 


this country. By just such misrepresentations by politi 
from the platform and through yellow journals and mag 


| as have been so much in evidence of lute the seed of discon! 


was sown until the people believed they should have a chang 
A change was made and was made at a time when our fields of 
golden grain throughout the land were most bountiful! 
factories were running full blast, labor was receiving remu 
tive wages, capital realized fair to extraordinary returns 
investments, our banks were well filled, and our mines 
more productive. 

The change was made, it came upon us quickly, for a! 
in the passing of a night and the twinkling of an eye some! 
caused a halt; property values shrunk more than one-half; { 
tories closed down or ran on short time; fires were « 
guished in our smelting furnaces; bank failures occurred « 
in every State in the Union, and $2,000,000,000 worth ot 
road property went in the hands of receivers; laboring 
were dressed in rags and tramping the country far and 
seeking employment; poverty and suffering existed in hu 


| homes, and Coxey’s armies marched toward the Capital. | 


change transformed a land of sunshine and plenty into o! 
destitution and discontent. What was the cause? Can aly 
intelligent man attribute all this disaster to other than 
Democratic tariff law, which opened wide the gates of th 


| of protection which had been built about the Nation by the [Ke 


publican Party? Under that Democratic measure the pr 
of foreign countries, produced by the cheapest labor i!) 


| world, flooded our markets, and, due to idleness, the purc! 


power of the great masses of our people was either cut iu | 
or completely destroyed. Can any honest man say, in 
belief, any other cause than this Democratic tariff law 
sioned all this distress? Identically the same policies and | 
same theories of that tariff law are set forth in the presei! 
Can any man point out any difference between the two, exce] 


duty than does this bill? 
At the time of the consideration of the Wilson-Gorman bill 

the free-wool era had just been ushered in by just such rainbow 

prophecies of the glorious results that would follow as have 












a 


1915. 


neen heard from the champions of the present bill. On one of 
easions Hon. William M. Springer, of Illinois, said: 
this bill and thousands of feet heretofore bare and thousands of 
naked or covered with rags, will be clothed with suitable gar- 
and the condition of all the people will be improved. It will 
ployment to 50,000 more operators in the woolen mills; it will 

se the demand for wool, and prices will increase; and with in- 

“d demand for labor wages will increase. Those who favor its 
! be assured that they have done something to scatter plenty 


t] 





a miling land 
In a way the buoyant prophecies of this gifted statesman were 
1 ed. Plenty was scattered o’er a smiling land, but not 
America—it was England. Before this Democratic experiment 
't riff for revenue only had been in operation six months the 
mills of England were working overtime and bread lines 
d soup houses and other forms of public charities were sup- 
‘ing the idle operators of the American woolen mills. It had 
. result of distributing plenty to the people of a smiling land 
ss the sea—the opposite effect to that predicted by this 
rious statesman. 
William Jennings Bryan, on the floor of the House, on Janu- 
13, 1894, said: 





Speaking for myself it is immaterial, in my judgment, whether the 
ower receives any bencfit from the tariff or not. Whether he 

‘ does not, | am for free wool in order that our woolen manu- 
f unburdened by a tax upon foreign wool and unburdened by 


tax upon home-grown wool, may manufacture for a wider market. 

Under the legislation advocated by Mr. Bryan, a measure not 
very different from the one now under consideration, the Ameri- 
econ manufacturers with free wool lost one-half of the American 
market and sold in foreign markets in such small proportions 
that it did not faze the plenty and prosperity that was scat- 
tered o’er the smiling land of England and all Europe, for while 
the woolen manufacturers were greatly depressed in this coun- 
try they prospered as never before on the other side of the 
Atlantic, where the Wilson-Gorman law had bestowed a gift of 
many millions of dollars worth of American business to erultant 
English manufacturers. Helmuth Schwartz & Co.’s annual 
port for 1895 declared : 

The dominant factor in the past 12 months has been the recovery and 
I i development of export trade of wool and woolens to the United 

tes under the stimulating influence of free wool and lower tariff 

s on woolen goods, 

rhat year—1895—thanks to Mr. Bryan and other gentlemen 
who enacted the Wilson-Gorman tariff law, was described as 

the most prosperous, judging by the volume of erports, that 
the English manufacturers of woolens had enjoyed since 1890.” 
This beneficent Democratic tariff law endowed many an English 
woolen manufacturer with the means of adequately supporting 
the honors of knighthood granted by a grateful sovereign. 

The gleeful Bradford Journal, in its annual review of the 
English woolen trade for 1895, spoke of the year as the most 
extraordinary of the waning century and attributed the great 
prosperity to the more reasonable tariff adopted by the United 
States. 

The London Times joined in the chorus of rejoicers and said: 


re is room for doubt whether outside the West Riding of York- 
] it is at all generally realized that the year 1895 witnessed a re- 


re- 


vival of the worsted industry of such magnitude as to be a matter 
not only for local but for national congratulation. After long years 
of depression, the varying, sometimes doubtless, intermitted gloom, 
which had lately become painfully intense, the great manufacturing 
district of which Bradford is the center, was visited last year by the 


full sunshine of prosperity. 

All of which the London Times proceeded to attribute, 
roughly speaking, to the Wilson tariff, which came into effective 
operation in the last months of 1894 in place of the “ strangling 
system of duties” associated with the name of McKinley. 

here was your smiling land. There was the bountiful and 
the plenty. 

My friends, I will, in the time given to me, try to touch the 
high spots in a few of the schedules on which you have been 
working so industriously with your pruning knife. I will take 
up the things in which the people I have the honor to represent 
directly, in the eighth district of Michigan, are most interested. 


You propose, as the Irishman did with his dog, to take a little 


bit off of the sugar schedule at a time, so that it will not hurt 


so much. 

That is the way the Irishman cut his dog’s ears. He cut a 
little from them every day, so that it would not punish the 
dog so much. You propose by this bill to put sugar on the 
free list at the end of three years, and at the present time to 
lower the duty a little over 25 per cent below the duty now 
provided for by law. There has not been one scintilla of 
evidence presented to the Committee on Ways and Means in 
their hearings before they began the fixing of rates in this 
bill; there was not one scintilla of evidence presented to the 


Hardwick Sugar Investigating Committee from any source, | 
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except the Sugar Trusts and two canning companies, asking 
for a lower rate of duty on sugar. None at all. One Frank C. 
Lowry is very much in evidence in the handbook printed by our 





Democratic friends, members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. Whois Frank C. Lowry? He is the paid lobbyist of the 
sugar refining companies of New York and the sales agent for 
the Federal Sugar Co., of which Mr. August Spreckels is the 
president. He claims to be the secretary of a wholesale 


grocerymen’s association, and when before the Hardwick com 
mittee, and when before the Committee on Ways and Means 
in January last, Mr. Lowry admitted under oath there had never 
been a meeting of more than himself and one other member 
of that wholesale grocerymen’s association, which is advocating 
free sugar, and such meetings were held when he. Mr. Low ry, 
called upon the grocerymen, who permitted him to use their 
hames. He furiher admitted there never was any weekly, 
monthly, semiannual, or annual dues paid by any member of 
the association. They never had a meeting. There was no 
organization whatever, but he, Mr. Lowry, had received 


thousands of dollars from this Mr. Spreckels, 
Federal Sugar Co., to send broad ; 
from this association literature a 
vote for free trade on sugar. 
Who is Mr. Spreckels, and what 
There are many of the Spreckels f 


ye , land l 
‘aSt over this land ; c ! 


sking Members of Congress to 
he represent ? 


firm does 


amily, all estimable ge 


men. I disagree with them in their political views: that is all. 
Mr. August Spreckels, if I am right, is president of the Federal 
Sugar Refining Co. of New York. Mr. Lowry, his represent 

tive, testified before the Hardwick investigat ‘r committee that 


of the $10,000,000 of stock issued by that company only about 


$3,200,000 had been paid in cash, and all the balance of the 
310,000.000 of stock was watered stock. 

I asked him if the pump had not been kept going industri 
ously when they ground out that stock. [Laughter.] He made 
the statement—and perhaps the gentleman from Georg Mr 
Harpwick] will attempt to answer this point, too—Mr. Lowry 


made the statement or complaint that a certain firm in the 
State of Michigan had a very large amount of common stock 
and because of his compiaint of that amount of common stock 


the interesting fact was brought out 


stock in his own company. 


concerning the 


le stated that two-thirds of the stock issued to the Michigan 
Sugar Co. was common stock and therefore watered 
This statement is incorrect. The Michigan Sugar Co.. when 
organized, purchased eight sugar factories in the State of 
Michigan, two of which have been dismantled and moved to 
another part of the country, and the new capital put by the 
new organization represents the preferred stock, and a he 
eapital invested in all those factories when they we f 
built represents the,common siock, or the most of it { 
One million or a million and a half out of some ten or tw: 
million dollars’ capital is the only amount of watered 
in the concern, as I remember the testimony, and the test 
mony presented to the Hardwick committee bears out that 


statement. 


There are in the State of Michigan to-day 16 sugar factori 


representing an investment in plants and workil of 
nearly $20,000,000. There are $2,000 farmers in the of 
Michigan raising sugar beets, among whom those factor 
last year distributed $8,000,000 for the purchase of | 
Those factories pay in freight to the railroads of Mic! 
nearly $2,000,000 per year. They turn out from $12,000,000 to 
$15,006,000 worth of finished product—granulated lwar—e hy 
year. The people of that State consume about one-half of that 
sugar. 

Heretofore, before those factories were built. v exported 
that money to some foreign country and furnished ¢ loyment 
to foreigners to produce the sugar which we in the Stute of 
Michigan consumed. To-day we are not only producing all the 


sugar we consume,-and therefore keeping the money at ho 
but we are making and exporting from the Sta 
from $6,000,000 to $8,000,000 worth of sugar each year. 
There are located in the United States over 70 beet-sugar f 
tories making granulated sugar. I believe but one out of 


‘to other State 


whole number produces raw sugar—a factory in Califo 
owned, I believe, by the Spreckels. And, by the way, bef I 
get away from the Spreckels, who are so industr and b re 
I get away from Mr. Lowry, whose handwriting is « rl een 
all through the sugar schedule of this b for it is evident « 

Democratic friends have listened attentively to Mr. Lowry 1 
the Spreckels family in writing the tariff schedule on sugar, I 


want to say that there is another Mr. Spreckels in San 


cisco, who was a most ardent supporter, personally and 








CS wad 


192 


Wilson last year. 
hewspaper reports are correct 
reckels, who lives on the Pacific coust, is now 
slat pointment as minister to Germany. And between 
August Spreckels, of New York, and Rudolph Spreckels, of San 
Francisco, God belp the sugar industry in the middle. [Ap- 
plause and laughter on the Republiean side. ] 


am informed, of President 
that. but fi 


elally, so I 
dit 

Rudoly Db SI 
1 for aj 


is no disere 


Mr. 


‘The beet-sugar crop comes on the market generally in the | 


fall, in October, and goes off the market in May, and during the 
time when the domestic product is on the market the lowest 
price of sugar exists that can be found in the land at eny time 
of the year. Why? Because beet sugar is sold in nearly every 
State in the Union, and is sold at a lower price than refined 
sugar made from cane; not because it is not equal in quality, 
hut because of the keen competition between those seventy-odd 
beet-sugar factories in this country. The price of sugar is 
brought down to a minimum to the consumer, and the very 
instant domestic sugar goes off the market 
price of sugar in New York. 

‘There vever has been a time in the history of this land, except 
once, when sugar was as low as it is to-day. That time was 
when the McKinley law was in effect. Sugar was then upon 
the free list, and, in order to protect the domestic industry, a 
bounty of 2 cents a pound was paid by the Federal Government. 
At no other time in our history bas the price of sugar been as 
low to the consumer as it is to-day. 

Mr. Lowry, who evidently aided so much in the preparation 
of this bill, made the statement under oath to the committee 
that in this country refined sugar was always sold at the lowest 
price in the city of New York. A gentleman from Michigan 
engaged in the beet-sugar industry followed him, and his testi- 
mony under oath was most convincing evidence in support of 
adequate protection to the home industry, and showed the utter 
falsity of Mr. Lowry’s statement. In part it is as follows: 

I venture to say here, and I will give specific illustrations of the 
truth of my statements, that there was not a minute between the 10th 
day of October, 1912, and the Ist day of January. 1913, when the cost 
of domestic sugar delivered at any point in the United States, from the 
Mississippi River to the Allegheny Mountains, and between the Ohio 
River and the Canadian boundary, was not less than the quotation in 
New York. The highest price of sugar in the territory mentioned 
would be the price in the Twin Cities, Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
where the rate of freight is 30 cents. The maximum base price of 
beet sugar in the time indicated was 4.50; add 30 cents freight to it 
and you get a quotation of 4.80 in the Twin Cities, whereas the quota- 
tion in New York itself was 4.90. A few days after this, open 4.50 
quotations went into effect, the price of domestic beet sugar in the 
Twin Cities and throughout that section of the country where the 
freicht rate is highest, declined to a 4.35 basis, and add 36 cents to 
that and you get 4.65, the delivered price. 

Take it in the city of Chicago. The city of Chicago has been buying 
beet sugar during this interval at a base price as low as 4.29, whereas 
the cash price in New York, with the exception of one or two refiners 
who cut it 5 points, bas been, during that period, 4.90. The delivered 
price of beet sugar in the city of Chicago has been as low as 4.42}. and 
I know some sales that were made at 4.40, delivered in Chicago, whereas 
the price of cane sugar in New York was 4.90 You take. for instance, 
Cincinnati The prevailing price for beet sugar in Cincinnati during 
this time had been 4.40 plus 194 cents for the delivered price, and that 
makes 4.584 cents, the delivered price in Cincinnati, as against 4.90 in 
New York 

Now we will take the city of 
4.574 cents in Detroit as against 


our 


Detroit: 4.40 plus 174 cents makes 
4.90 in New York. I say, gentlemen, 
that the delivered price of beet sugar in the United States between the 
dates indicated—when the beet crop came on the market and the Ist 
day of January—and in the territory described has been below the price 
of cane sugar in New York, tus controverting the statement that has 
been made here that the price of sugar in New York, under the eaves 
of the refineries, is the lowest price of sugar in the United States. 1 
have given the distinct statement here and the quotations are before 
me. The proof is right here, and if any gentleman desires to have this 
substantiated any further than by my naked statement, which I have 
given under oath, I will furnish you invoices and settlements to sub- 
stantiate every word I have said. 

Not only has the delivered price of beet sugar throughout 
this great interior district been lower this year than the price of 
cane sugar at the very doors of the eastern refineries but beet 
sugar hes been sold all this season in every State in the Union 
except six or eight, and in nearly every market it has entered 
the delivered price of beet sugar has been from 40 to 50 cents 
per 100 pounds below the delivered price of cane sugar in that 
same market. 

Were there time I could show you that this is no unusual 
condition. I could show you that a year ago the advent of beet 
sugar not only checked the arbitrary high price of cane sugar, 
fixed by the very refiners who are here asking for free trade or 
low duties, but forced these same refiners to drop their prices 
from 14 to 2 cents per pound throughout the entire United 
States. 

Now, why has this condition prevailed? Because these 
seventy-odd beet-sugar factories are competing with each other 
in this territory, and there have been only three potent cane 
refineries competing with themselves on the selling price of cane 
sugar. This is the renson that the prices of beet sugar during 
the beet-sugar season, in which we are now engaged, have been 
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made independent of the price of cane sugar, and the low « 
tions that [ have just given you are brought about by this 
tition between the beet-sugar people themselves. That is w} 
am getting at, and I bring it out for this purpose that if 
wish to throttle that kind of competition and to tury 
market over to the three refining companies who are asking { 

a low tariff or free trade on sugar you will introduce into ; 
economic policy of this country the absence of that compet 
which you are trying to give to the people of the United s: 

in order to regulate the price of foodstuffs. 

Now, you have your choice of placing this matter of pri 
the hands of a great number of people who are competing f 
the market or putting it in the hands of three concerns. 1) 
is the whole question in a nutshell. Why? The honors 
committee, in the report of the majority members of the coy. 
mittee accompanying their last bill on sugar, said that the e 
of sugar in Germany, raw sugar, ranged from 1.96 to 2.07, ang 
that the cost of refined sugar in Germany was 2.41}. Th¢ 
Michigan Sugar Co., I think, buys its sugar as cheaply as does 
any other company, and the Michigan Sugar Co. has paid f 
the extractable sugar in the beet during the time that it } 
been in operation $2.62 a hundred before beginning the pro 
of manufacturing. 

Gentlemen, raw material before it is touched in the factories 
costs $2.62 per hundred, and the cost of the sugar in Germany 
raw, ready for refinery, or refined sugar ready for the table js 
the price indicated, and there is but one thing for the domestic 
industry to do if they compete without a tariff with the for. 
eign sugar—go out of business. 

To drive it further home, Cuban sugar is se!ling to-day in 
New York for February, delivered, at 2¥s cents per pound in 
bond. You add 1.35 (round numbers), the Cubsn tariff on that 
sugar, and you get 3.41, but leave out the tariff and that ¢ 1 
sugur, laid down in New York at the present daily quotation 
costs but $2.06 per hundred pounds. I say that with that cos 
on foreign sugar they must go out of business unless somethin 
stands between them and that cost of foreign sugar, and wher 
the domestic beet sugar goes out of existence you come to this 
one thing: That you have removed the only competition that 
stands between those three men and the feeding of 90,000,000 
people with a necessity of life. 

Gentlemen, if you put the great sugar industry upon the basis 
of free trade this is what you will do: You will make it possi- 
ble for the great refining industries of this country which have 
the capacity to refine all the sugar 150,000,000 people would 
consume without adding any machinery to their present equip- 
ment, to arbitrari!~ fix the price of sugar, and you wil! put the 
consumers of this country in one of two positions. If the price 
does not go down to the consumer, then the domestic industry 
can survive, but under that condition you will rob the Tress 


| of the United States of more than $50,000,000 revenue whic! it 


} 


is now collecting on imported sugar, and you will put that much 
money into the pockets of the refiners at New York. Or, if | 
price of sugar is lowered to the consumer just the amount 
the reduction of the duty, you will then wipe out of exist 
this domestic industry, and as soon as that has been 
plished, once more the great refining interests of this country 
will contro] the rupply of our sugar. 

Go back only to 1911, during the summer months, when t! 
was no domestic sugar upon the market, and what do we 
We found sugar in New York going as high as 73 cents 
pound f. o. b. New York. What was the occasion of tha 
creased price of sugar, jumping up from 54 cents per pou! 
74 cents per pound? It was because of the publications in the 
papers of New York that the price of refined sugar was based 
upon European raws, f. o. b. New York, or in bond in New 
York, plus the duty, which gave a quotation of $6.40 per hundred 
pounds for raw sugar, duty paid, delivered at the refineries 
in New York. Then they added to that amount 40 cent r 
refining and 60 cents per hundred pounds for profit and sold it 
at 734 cents per pound, and claimed that they were justified in 
charging that price. Also remember at that time there was no 
beet sugar for sale. I obtained through the Treasury Depar' 
ment a certified copy of all of the importations of sugar !1'0 
this country during those months, and for 12 months prio! 
that time, in every port of entry in the United States and from 
every country in the world from which a pound of sugar cam 
and there were no importations from Europe during the who'c 
16 mouths, with the single exception of confectionery sus! 
which sold at 14 cents a pound. So the statement that Europe: 
raws were selling on the New York market for $6.40 wis ; 
correct. The highest price paid for any sugar in any mont! 
during the whole 16 months ws $2.74 a hundred pounds. rhe 
sugar-refining companies of this country could have made 
normal profit and put that sugar on the market for $5.20 a hun- 
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dred pounds, but they charged “4 a pound for it because there 
s no domestic competition. Yet our Democratic friends wish 
wipe out of existence this domestic sugar industry of this 
eountry for the purpose, they say, of lowering the price, and 
thereby benefiting the consumers. 

\iv Democratic friends, you have gone 
Bol eblack is used in the refining of sugar. 

this country by the sugar-refining companies. 
has been on the protected list. 
so that the Sugar Trust can buy abroad what bone- 
some 36,000,000 to 40,000,000 pounds a year 

lowering the of production, to punish 
The beet-sugar manufacturers use no bone- 


wi 
to 


one step further. 


Heretofore it 


free list, 
black is used 
{| in further 
nestic industries. 
black at all. 
Gentlemen, if your theories in 1894 were correct—that free 
trade would build up industries in this country, thereby aiding 
the laboring men of this country, and aiding also the con- 
sumer—if your arguments then were correct, your arguments to- 
day are correct. But were they correct then? No. You will ad- 
mit and every other honest man will admit that you made a 
erievous mistake then. 
One man said to me the other day, “Don’t talk about the 
nie of 1894, 1895, and 1896; it is so far back I can’t remember 
+” He reminded me of the Irishman when the girl in the hotel 
brought him a bowl of soup. He asked what kind of soup it 
was. She replied, “ Ox-tail soup.” ‘‘ Begorra,” said he, “ that 
from a long ways back, isn’t it?” [Laughter.] 
it is a long ways back—20 years—yes; but I was on earth at 
it time and in business. I was then in the flour-milling busi- 
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You have now placed it on the | 


ness. gud I want to answer the gentleman from Minnesota [MTr. | 
H1AMMOND] in regard to flour, for I have some knowledge of the 


manufacture of flour. I put $20,000 into a flour mill, and I 


remained in the business just as long as my money lasted, and 


when the company busted I went out of business; that was in 


ISO5. 


The gentleman from Minnesota tries to justify the lower rate | 


of duty on wheat and free trade in flour. You may say that 
it is not free trade in flour; but it is free trade in flour in every 
sense of the word, because every country that wants our mar- 
kets for their flour will take advantage of this proviso and re- 
move their import duty; but it will not benefit our millers, for 
we do not sell flour to countries engaged in exporting flour to 
the United States. 

What is the existing law? 
gentleman for whom I have the highest regard, has by his in- 


dustry taken care most thoughtfully of the great flouring mills | 


of Minneapolis, St. Paul, and Duluth. Under existing law 
these mills can to-day import wheat in bond, mill it in bond, 
and ship it abroad without the payment of duty; but under 
existing law the by-products—bran and middlings—must also go 
abroad if milled in bond, and if it remains here it pays duty. 
There is another provision of law under which the mills can 


bring in wheat from Canada, Alberta, and Saskatchewan, the | 


greatest wheat country in the world, pay the duty of 25 cents 
per bushel, and when shipping abroad the manufactured product 
can get a drawback of 99 per cent of the duty paid; but this pay- 
ment of duty on the by-product is the sticker. Some mill men 
appeared before the Ways and Means Committee four years ago 
begging the committee to put this by-product on the free list 
because they could not ship these by-products abroad. I know 
as a miller, from the experience I paid for, what this means. 

Now, what have you done, my Democratic friends? You have 
provided in your bill that wheat can be imported into this 
country, and when the chief product of the raw materia! 
shipped abroad, which is the flour out of the grain, no duty 
shall be collected upon the by-product, or in other words, thet 
99 per cent of the duty paid shall be refunded to the miller as 
a drawback. 

Therefore under this bill you make it possible for the great 
mills in that country, some of which turn out as many as 


is 


The gentleman from Minnesota, a | 





12,000 to 15,000 barrels of flour a day, to import all the wheat | 


they need for grinding flour for export without the payment 
of any duty at all except 1 per cent on 10 cents a bushel, and 
most of these great mills have water power which enables them 
to drive out of existence any mill which does not have cheap 
power. 

What does it mean to the miller, my friend? It means free 
trade in wheat for every mill that wishes to grind flour for 
export. 

_ 1 wish that some men in my State could take care of the 
industries of Michigan as well as the gentleman from Minne- 
Sota and other members of the committee have taken care of 
the great flouring mills of the Northwest. The gentleman says 
that our exports in agricultural products have fallen off. If 
they had increased he would have contended that we could com- 
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is 


pete, so why this not positive proof that we need more 
protection? 

Replying to his statement about increased exportations of 
manufactured goods and decreased exportations of agricultural 


products, I would say there has not been the change which the 


gentleman from Minnesota indicates. While it is true that the 
volume of our manufactured goods exported in 1910 is much 
greater than the value of our manufactured goods ported in 
1880, it is equally true that the volume of our nufactured 
goods in 1910 is much greater than in 1SS0, 

In 1SSO we made $5,000,000,000 worth of manufactured goods, 

| of which we exported $122,000,000 worth, or 2.4 per « of our 
production. In 1910 we manufactured $21,000,000.000 wort f 
manufactured articles, of which we exported $667,000,000 worth 
or 3.1 per cent of our production 

It will thus be seen that in 1880 we consumed at home 97.6 
per cent of the manufactured articles we produced, while in 
1910 we consumed 96.9 per cent of the manufactured articles we 
produced. 

The Democratic policy says we must give our entire attention 
to enlarging our foreign trade, and the gentleman from Minne- 
sota contends that if our manufacturers can export to the mar- 
kets of the world we should greatly reduce our tariff and per 


mit the manufacturers of the world to come here and compete 
in the United States with our own manufacturers. The fallacy 


of the argument is this: The Democratic Party would look after 
the 2 or 3 per cent of manufactured articles which we export, 
while the Republican policy would guard our home markets, 
which consume 97 to 98 per cent of the manufactured articles 
which we produce. Under the Republican doctrine our home 
manufacturers have increased their production from five to 
twenty-one billion dollars since 1880, whereas they have only 


increased their export trade from one hundred and twenty-two 
to six hundred and sixty-seven million dollars in the same time 
In other words, the Republican Party thinks it a matter of 
greatest importance to the welfare of the people of the United 
States that the home markets, which consume 97 to 9S per cent 
of all our manufactured products be most jealously 
guarded and that we should take potluck with the other nation 
of the world with the 2 per cent we send abroad. Moreover, we 
believe in such a law that will enable our manufacturers to in 
crease the volume of their products in 80 years from five billion 
to twenty-one billion dollars rather than to foll the Demo 
cratic doctrine which would stop these manufacturers and give 
foreigners access to our markets, the greatest market 


should 


ny 


s for manu 
factured articles in the world. 

Now, I want to quote the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNpERWoopD]. He said yesterday in his remarks that his party 
would not injure a legitimate industry. If free trade is an 
| injury to legitimate industry, what do you call the growing of 
wool? Is that a legitimate or an illegitimate industry? Free 
wool, as was the case under the Wilson-Gorman law, will «de 


stroy or greatly retard the woolgrowing industry and the sheep 
industry in this country unless the cost of living may keep up 
the price of mutton. 

Therefore, by placing wool upon the free list, the gen an 
from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop] and party have branded 
the wool industry of this country as an illegitimate industry. 


} 
tiem 


his 


When wool wis placed on the free list in the Wilson-Gorman 
| bill in 1894 our flock of sheep dwindled from about 50,000,000 
head to 35,000,000 head inside of 36 months, and the value of 
sheep dwindled from $5 and $6 per head to from 75 cents to 
$1.50 a head. I remember in the winter of 1895 and 1896, in my 


home city, of seeing sleighs with hayracks upon them coming 
into town with the carcasses of sheep piled up like stacks of 


hay—your choice for 75 cents. Low cost of living all right, 
but the devil of it was nobody had the 75 cents. [Laughter. | 

Mr. AUSTIN. What do they sell for to-day? 

Mr. FORDNEY. The Tariff Board report shows that in 1911 
the average sheep in the country was valued at $5.30 a head 
Last fall during the campaign I saw a consignment of 100 head 
of S-mopth lambs sold at the rate of $6.86 per head. 1 


td 
wool in the State of Michigan in 18096 for 7 cents a pound under 
bec: WsSe l lost 


free trade on wool. I went out of the business 
my farm. The man who held the mortgage changed | 
with me. [Laughter.]| 

Mr. LANGLEY. What will S-month lambs be worth unde 


the Underwood bill? 
Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, it will be like 


the fellow down at Chase's 


Theater this week. He was employed by a gang of thieves to 
assassinate people. He said that he would charge $15 a head 
for killing young ladies, $10 a head for married women, $5 


a head for married men, and old maids for 15 cents a bunch: and 
the latter is about what those lambs will be worth. [Laughter.] 








AOA: 


The gentleman from Alabama said the country is oneal 
for this bill to become a law. It is, with fear and trembling, 
my Democratic friends. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
The people of Dayton, Ohio, waited for the flood, with fear and 
trembling, and it came, and what was the result? The people at 
Johnstown, Pa., a few yenrs ago waited for the flood to come 
outo them after the great dam at the foot of a lake had broken, 
and when the flood came, what happened? The people of the 
country in 1894 waited for the Wilson-Gorman bill to become 
alnw. It became a law, and heaven knows and you know what 
it brought—disaster, poverty, hunger, idleness, closed factories, 
and widespread ruin. It not only brought this. but it brought 
Coxey and his army to Washington, and when he got bere what 
did he find? He found signs down here along the paths, 
“Coxey, keep off the grass.” [Laughter.] The Russians 
waited at Port Arthur for the Japanese to come; they came. 
The Russians flew. Anyone who waits for destruction waits 
with fear and trembling. as the people of the United States wait 
for this bill to become a law. 

ur good friend the President, in his message to Congress, 
said: 

Whetting our wits, the object of the tariff 

He is somewhat late with this remark. The Wilson-Gorman 
bill was the originator of these words. That bill sharpened 
the wits of the voters in the United States, and at the November 
election of 1896 they went into the voting places all over this 
land with pencils sharpened at both ends and for a succeeding 
period of 16 years with whetted wits outwitted the free traders. 

What have you done for the farmers of this country in this 
bill? You began with a pruning knife, sharp and keen, and 
you never failed to clip the feathers of a farmer every time his 
head bobbed up. You have left the duty on rye and on hops 
only, as it is in the present Payne tariff law. 

I have figured on the basis of your reductions on the agri- 
cultural products, on just some of the products in the State of 
Michigan, which I have the honor in part to represent, and 
tuking some products of the farm, not including animals. 
poultry, fruit, ond so on, but just grain, potatoes, hay, etc., and 
from a fair estimate. if the reductions of the duty you have 
made will lower the price of those articles to the consumer 
the amount of duty removed, it will cost the farmers of Mich- 
igan from $75.000.000 to $100,000,000 a year to sustain the Derao- 
cratic Party in power. They will willingly pay for their folly. 
The man who dances must pay the fiddler. The voters last 
fall denced, and the fiddler is at work. They will pay that 
price for two years, but as certain as the day follows the night, 
my friends, put this bill into effect and they will pay you back 
in your own coin. 

You have reduced their wheat 60 per cent below the rate now 
fixed by law. You have placed potatoes on the free list as in 
184. when I sew potatoes sell for 124 cents per bushel in the 
State of Michigan, and asa farmer sold them myself that year— 
one wagon load—the balance I fed to the hogs and then sold 
the hogs at 3 cents a pound. [Laughter.] I sold that load of 
potatoes for 124 per bushel in the city of Saginaw in 
1896. We had a most bountiful crop at that time, and that year 
Canada shipped into the State of Michigan, through the ports 
of entry at Port Huron and Detroit. a thousand and five car- 
londs of potatoes, selling them at 124 and 15 cents per bushel 
wholesale, and I never saw so many people hungry for potatoes 
in all my life. Why, they were so low in price it did not pay 
to steal them even. [Laughter.] Horses were so cheap one 
could afford to go afoot. [Laughter.] The very best of cattle. 
3-vear-old steers, I sold from my farm in 1895, in the State of 
Michigan, 3-year-old fat cattle, for $22 a head which would now 
bring me from $90 to $120 a head. Did free trade have any- 
thing to do with those values? 

You propose to lower the price of those articles to the con- 
sumer. You certainly will lower prices. No intelligent man 
will dispute it; but by lowering prices the natural consequence 
is that the price of labor will also go down, and when the labor- 
ing man’s purchasing power is lowered in a greater proportion 
than the necessaries of life, have you brought living any nearer 
to him? You know, my friends, that when you last had the 
power to put upon our statute books a free-trade bill—as you 
may eall it, because there is a lot of free trade iv the bill—and 
bad exercised that power 3,000,000 of laboring men in this coun- 
try were out of employment, which then constituted one-half the 
laboring men of the United States. and the wages of the other 
half were cut in two. Did you bring the necessaries of life any 
nearer to the consumers by such action than they are to-day? 
You will agree with me that we are fairly prosperous in this 
country to-day. You talk about extending our products across 
the sea, extending our commerce, getting a greater proportion 
of the world’s markets than we now enjoy. The committee 
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has an abundance of evidence before it that in England, Ger. 
many, and France, where the highest wages ip any foreign 
country in the world are paid, the wages of those countries are 
less than half what is paid for the same class of labor in Ameri- 
can mills and on American farms. How can you, my friends, 
meet the competition of foreign products of the farm and fac 
tory where labor enters largely into the cost of production? 
How can you meet the competition of that cheap labor in for. 
eign countries unless you force the American standard of living 
and the American standard of wages down to the level of the 
cheap labor of the Orient and of Durope? [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

That kind of reasoning, my friends, was patented by an ex- 
Senator from the State of Indiana when he said in a speech 
that he favored a law, and he said that law can be written and 
shall be written, that will lower the hours for a day’s work in 
this country. “I favor a law,” said he, “and that law shal! be 
written, that will increase the day’s pay for that labor. I favor 
a law,” said he, “‘and that law shall be written, that will lower 
the cost of the product of that man’s labor.” Ob, what nonsense, 
A barber a few days ago said to me it was practical to put into 
effect such a law. I said, “ My friend, you know more about 


your own business thar about any other man’s business. You 
will admit that, will you not?” “Yes.” “You are a barber 
working 10 hours a day.” “Yes.” “You are now cutting a 


man’s hair, for which you charge 25 cents.” “Yes.” “ Now, to 
lower the cost of the product of your labor is to lower the price 
for which you are cutting a man’s hair.” “ Yes.” “How are 
you going to work 8 hours a day instead of 10, cut men’s hair 
for 15 cents instead of 25—lower the product of your labor— 
and yet increase your income? Tell me that, will you?” He 
said, “Oh, well, now, Mr. Forpney, that is not a fair illustra- 
tion.” ‘ Well, it is one you know all about, and when you figure 
it out I will then listen to you in regard to the product of some 
other man’s labor.” And he has not figured it ont yet. That is 
exactly identical, my friends, with your propesition, and as Co) 
gressman Springer claimed 20 years ago that by lowering the 
rate of duty on woolens and putting wool upon the free list we 
would give employment to 50,000 more employees in the woolen 
mills of this country; that we would increase wages, incr 
the demand for labor, and lower the price of the product 
the consumer. That is what you propose to do now. 

You certainly will lower the price to the consumer, but you 
will not bring the products which make up the necessaries of 
life any nearer to the poor people than they are to-day. You are 
mistaken, my friends. Aye, I give you credit for being candid, 
and I will say to the chairman of that committee, as I have 
often said before, that I hold him in the highest esteem and as 
a most estimable gentleman. I only differ with him in my politi- 
cal views. I believe I am right and that he is wrong in bis con- 
clusions. I appeal te you, before you force upon the people of 
this country this bill of which you are the author and which, 
in my opinion, will bring back practically such conditions as 
this country experienced from 1894 to 1897, to be most careful 
in your consideration of the rates you are fixing. 

Who came before the Committee on Ways and Means 
for lower rates of duty? The importers of this country in creat 
numbers. One gentleman from New York, as I now remember, 
a man by the name of Goldman, asked for lower rates of duty 
on wool and woolens, because the woolen mills of this country, 
as he said, were making excessive profits, and when pinned 
down to the facts in the case be knew nothing about any profit 
that any factories in this country were making. But he did 
know that in his own business, as a manufacturer of ready- 
made clothing, on a $200,000 investment, $50,000 of which was 
invested in machinery—and he also said that he borrowed some 
money—he did $3.000,000 worth of business per year; that be 
had reaped the magnificent profit of 9 per cent on $3.000.000. or 
$270,000 profit on a capital of $200,000, and was complai! 
about the great profits that the woolen manufacturers have 
made, but not asking for any lower rates of duty on his own 
products—ready-made clothing. 

Gentlemen, what does the Tariff Board say about wool? They 
say that the rates of duty as provided for in the present tor! 
law, or some of the rates, are too high. But I can not find | 
their report a single utterance to the effect that 11 cents a pout 
on wool of the first class is too high—on a 50 per cent shrinkin¢ 
wool—to give adequate protection to the woolgrowers of this 
country. 

The importations of class 1 wool are about a 50 per cent 
shrinking wool. They show that the cost of production of our 
best wools, wools of the first class, in this country are from 
11 to 12 cents per pound after crediting up to the flock all the 
money received for the sale of sheep and lambs. They find 
that in South America, after giving the same credits to the 
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flock, woo produced there at from 4 to 5 cents per pound. 
find in Aus after giving the same credits to the 
i e - 
that there is practically no charge to the wool of Aus- 


B ia. except in the most remote parts of the country. So when 
\ystralian weol comes to the markets of the United States and 
s s the wool produced by the woolgrowers in this country, 
, o American goes onto the market with a cost of 11 and 12 
- por pound on wool in the grease and meets the Australian 
: « with no charge against it. The wool of Australia is 
y a by-product. Is it possible, then, for the American 
vers at that cost, under free wool, to compete in the 
of this country with foreign wool with very slight 
| n not see that it is possible for them to do so. 
| r the McKinley law the wool clip in the United States 
bad reached 348,500,000 pounds in 1895, the largest clip ever 
n in this country; nearly double the largest clip ever 
in Great Britain up to that time and when that country 
erew all the combing wool for the world’s use; as large as the 
re clip of Argentine Republic as late as 1888; as large as 
wool clip of Australia as late as 1S95; and equal to one 
1 of the available wool supply ot all manufacturing nations 
as 1s 1S60. 
wool clip of the United States in 1893 was worth to the 
farmers of the country $52,200,000. The clip of 1896, according 
to rrent estimates, would not exceed $21,000,000 in value. 
rhat is what free wool did for our farmers the last time the 
ex rent -was tried by a Democratic Congress. 
the Wilson-Gorman tariff law, as has been said, put raw 
\\ on the free list and provided duties ranging from 40 to 50 
ent ad valorem on manufactured goods. The present 
Democratic tariff bill proposes to place raw wool on the free 
list and reduee the duties on tnufactured goods to 35 per cent 
ad valorem. ‘This bill is iemalians a very much more radical 


measure than the Wilson-Gorman law of 189, that whetted our 
wits so keenly. On the great amount of foreign goods that will 
me into the United States the rates in this bill are nearly one- 
lower than the law of 1894, which brought ruin to the 
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woolgcrower and manufacturer alike. Wool values shrunk dur- 














ing the life of that bill from 40 to 50 per cent; the value of 

e)) shrunk more than 50 per cent; and the growing of wool 
and the raising of sheep was not profitable to the farmers of 
the United States. Since the repeal of the Wilson-Gorman law. 

SO7, wages in the woolen mills of America have advanced 
on an avernge more than 50 per cent. These American wages 
f re than twice as high as English wages in the same ¢eall- 
ing, according to the comparisons presented in the Tariff 
Board’s report. The wages of men engaged in the woolgrowing 

dustry of the United States have also greatly increased since 
ise7. Yet the Democratic leaders, blind to the texchings of ex- 
perience, have now brought forward a tariff measure calculated 
to wreck the woolgrowing and wool-manufacturing industry 
even more completely than they were wrecked by the law of 
iSS4, that great wit whetter. 

Representatives of the National Association of Wool Mannu- 
facturers, in presenting their views to the Committee on Ways 
and Means in the hearings during the month of January last. 
said in part: 

Accepting in goed faith and with full confidence in its sincerity the 
assurance of the new administration that no legitimate business will 
be injured by the contemplated revision of the tariff, the National 

ciation of Wool Manufacturers appears before your committee to 

a counsel of eaution by indicating the conditions under which the 

len industry has been —_ in the United States, and the im- 

of continuance unless the rates of duty and the method 
r applic n are such as will, under all the varying conditions 
le and fluctuations of values, permit the domestic manufacturers 
‘fully to meet the competition of their foreigm business rivals. 
tie woolen industry claims its place among the legitimate businesses 
( people, for it was brought Into existence in consequence of 
V s Federal laws enacted for the express purpose of devefoping 
that business in this country. Its existence has been possible only 
se of sueh laws, and the operations and conduct of the business 
been In strict conformity with law, the domestic woolen trade 

h : heen in an unusual decree free from complaint of lawbreaking 

Simultaneously with the competition for labor there was created by 
t , ng peotnetive capacity a competition in the sale of prod- 





has sadily reduced the of in tl 


u a argins profit now e 
if the woole os industry the normal mand icturing profit is probably 
! st an that of any of the other domestic industries and is certainly 
: ttle as in the woolen industry of Great Britain er the other manu- 
sacturing countries of Europe. 


a W much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has 10 minutes remaining. 
Mr. FORDNEY. In the 10 minutes I can not say all I would 
like to say; but I do want to say this, my friends: When the 
Republican Party went out of power in 1893 and the Democratie 
Party came into power it has ever since been claimed by the 
Democratic Party that the Republican Party left matters in such 
Shape that the result was a panie because of a depleted Treas 





RECORD—HOUSE. 4 


ury. This befi 


morning 





Treasury report, and I find t lay there is in the Treas 
ellry of the United States in ths ‘ tion fund and in the 
Treasury to redeem gold « tstandil amd in the 
general fund $£1.256.000,000 of gold 1 and gold bullion. Nev 
in the history of the world w e ever more than $600, 
000,000 in any treasury in the w 
Mr. HARDWICK Mr. ¢ \ the itleman yield 
for ju ta moment? 
‘HAIRMAN Does ’ yield? 
Mr. FORDNE} “Yes 
Mr. HARDWICK. W ] i state how mucl 
plus the Republican adi { 1 left in the Ti ry 
4th of March? ; 
Mr. FORDNEY. Of th 
Mr. HARDWICK. Yes 
Mr. FORDNEY \I inte = j left you v h enough to run 
the machinery of the Government nd now, when prosperity is 
abroad over the land, you have yet had t rt to the 
issuing of Government bond But heaven kno ou will if 
you put this bill into effect \ ause on the R iblican side. ] 
[I want to call your attent ' this fact, that you can { 
hereafter claim that be sc of the condition of the ry 
and because of the condii I $ as compared W 
our expenditures you can a bute the next pa to the l 
ministration of William H. Taft. [Ay » on the Repub 
lican side. ] 
You may say that \ } more rpl in tt ! 
ury to-day than we had Is it due to the ec ) 
of the Democratic Party, w ring the last session of Co 
gress, you admitted that you le greater appropriations than 
hid been made by any pre rt ‘ I CL a it the er 
day to figure how long it w l ike to accumulate a fund 
sufficient to meet the annual ex litures of the Federal Go 
ernment with such approy iS you made hist s ‘ 
and at the rate of a d in order to crea t! 
fund, I found that it would ha had to been started 200 
before the birth of Cl ‘l \ would n ha ! 
to day. a Ap] Dp lause on ie Eke i i side. ] 
You ire spend > ome v. ad ti ft wie V n f 
from some direction. ‘Lhe | f this country must pa 
You propose to put sugir on t! ree t. ad ther i I 
been a country under the dern times that eve | 
sugar on the free list ex t England for a short while 
Mr. HARDWICK, E nd never did have a duty on 
until after the Poer War be 
Mr. FORDNEY I except England. the lema . 
observe, but it is true that from 1660 down to 1LS74 Eng l 
maintained a duty on imported ir, and at time 
as 1840, that duty ranged as |] is JS cents per pound ! 
1874 she placed sugar on the free list and at that ti 
refining at home 95 per ce her home ce mption. Su 
remained op the free list land from 1874 down to 1! 
and during that period most of her refineries were releg Lt 
the scrap heap. That is I and’s experience with free " 
At the time of the Boer War she a riin ] ced duty on 
of 90 cents per 100 pound d in 190S lowered tl duty t 
40.1 cents per 100 po } ‘ vy I ning about 4 
cent of her home cons pti rherefore during the pas 
years England has maintains a ¢ \ gar nine-tenths o 
the time. Her experience wit free te on sugar i 
thing but an argument in favor of your fi ir proy 
As soon as they got into I t put a duty on 
There is no country the ad ex England 
dollar will buy mor is lated wor t 1 it w bu ‘ 
United States this v I it l on tl It 
side. | 
But when you consider a ! ‘'s ad y purel ng 
rather than his pay in € 1 cent 1 that he 1 
test of the cost of living, you w i ft a ige la i 
man can buy 45 pound rs r for d : in this « 
try, whereas an ! fiisiill 1cah DUY b 21 pou i for hi ln 
work. [Applause on the Re plica , 
Permit me for a moment ( You e 
the land of cotton. ny De crat ! ind you ha 
your respects to the cot mann tu industry 
North, How? One Mr. Parker, of South C 
of 16 eotton factories, testified befor the (% f » VW 
and Means that we could stand luct fa on 
goods. I asked Mr. Parker whet! there w ny differen 
in the scale of wages paid in his State or in | part of th 
South as compared with the rate of w S | 1 im the te 
mills in the North You remember much has been said 
the pauper wages paid in the cotton mills in the Sta 
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ie Tlouse I picked up a 
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Massachusetts. Mr. Parker said he found upon investigation | 
that there was no practical difference between the rates of 
wiges paid in his locality and in the North. : 

Now, since Mr. Parker made that statement I have been in- 
vestigating, and let me tell you what I find. I find the highest | 
wages paid in the cotton mills of any State in the Union, with 
the single exception of Pennsylvania, are paid in the State of 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. And how about the hours 
of labor? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I am basing the rate of wages upon the 
same hours per day. 

I find, moreover, the lowest scale of wages paid in any State 
in the Union, except Tennessee, which has but few mills, are 
paid in the two States, North and South Carolina, where Mr. 
Parker’s factories are located. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. That is right. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Tet me tell you what that difference is: 
Basing the average wages paid in the cotton mills in North 
and South Carolina on 300 days’ employment the wages are 85 
cents a day—the magnificent sum of 85 cents a day in North 
Carolina and South Carolina. In the same way, basing a man’s 
pay on 300 days per year in the North, and especially in Massa- 
chusetts, what did I find? I found the rate of wages paid in 
cotton mills in the North to be 62 per cent higher than the rate 
of wages paid by Mr. Parker. 

Consider that, gentlemen. Adequate protection to the products 
of the factories in North and South Carolina means destruction 
to the cotton mills in New England. You say we can export 
some of our cotton products. That is true of certain grades 


where machinery does the largest part of the manufacturing. | 


We find that cotton factories in the United States last year, 
with 29,500,000 spindles, consumed practically 5,000,000 bales of 


cotton, while England, with 54,200,000 spindles, consumed but | 


3,500,000 bales. What does that prove? It proves that we are 
making the coarser grades of cotton where machinery does the 
largest portion of the work of production, and that England, 
with her cheap labor, is making the higher grades of goods 


which require a larger amount of hand labor. That is what it | 


proves. 

France to-day admits our raw cotton free of duty, but she 
imposes a very high rate of duty on manufactured goods. If a 
manufacturer from the United States to-day took into France 
knit goods, such as hosiery and knit gloves, the product of one 
bale of raw cotton manufactured, he would have to take along 
a sum equal to the price of 11 bales of raw cotton to pay the 
duty on the manufactured product of that one bale of manu- 
factured cottons. That is what France is doing to protect her 
cotton mills. 

If you go to Germany it is about the same. Further than that, 
the railroads of Germany impose a higher freight rate on im- 
ports going into Germany from a seaport to an inland town 
than on goods that originate in Germany; but in order to en- 
courage the exportation of her goods she gives a lower rate of 
freight on goods from an interior town to a seaport, where the 
goods are to be exported, than she gives on goods for consump- 
tion within the boundaries of Germany. 

Germany would give us anything on this green earth under a 
reciprocity agreement if she could only get into our markets 
with her raw sugar free. She is the great beet-sugar producing 
country of the world, and Mr. Lowry states that the German 
farmer receives more per ton for his beets, delivered at the fac- 
tories in Germany, than the farmers of this country receive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman give me a few minutes 
more? 

Mr. PAYNE. How many minutes? The gentleman knows | 
that my proportion of time is over now. 

Mr. FORDNEY, Yes. Will the gentleman give me 10 min 
utes? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I will give the gentleman 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. ‘The statement of Mr. Lowry is absolutely | 
incorrect. It is as misleading as all other statements made by 
that free-trade lobbyist of the Sugar Trust in this country. | 
They have in Germany cooperative factories, where the farmers 
own the stock of those factories. When those farmers haul 
their beets to the factory they get an average price of $4.45 per 
ton. That was the price for beets last year, according to Ger- 
man statistics. But when the season’s grind has been turned 








out, for the purpose of evading a corporation tax, instead of 
paying a dividend to their stockholders, they call back the | 
farmers who furnished the beets and pay them their profit as | 





an increased price upon their beets, and not as a_ profit 
their stock. That is for the sole purpose of evading the 
ment of a corporation tax. But the factories that are not « 
erative paid last year in Germany $4.45 a ton for their je 
containing a fraction above 17 per cent of saccharine 
whereas the factories of this country last year paid $6.50 
ton for beets containing a 15 per cent saccharine content. 
is the difference between the price paid in this country and ; 
low price paid in Germany. In France the price received by ; 
farmers was $4.22 a ton for beets containing 17 per « 
sugar. 

In Germany and France this industry has gone on for a | 
dred years, and the farmers have become educated so that 
get a larger percentage of sugar in their beets by more i 
or practical cultivation. And there is extracted to-day fr 
ton of beets in Germany, testing 17 per cent, 30 to 40 po 
more sugar than can be extracted from a ton of beets in 
country, testing exactly the same percentage, due to the g: 
purity of the sugar content. So that the price of the sugar ; 
tent in the beets of the factories in Germany is one-third to o; 


| half lower than to the factories of this country. The content 


of the gentleman from New York on that point, therefore 
absolutely wrong. 


Now, as a compliment to my friend from New York, Mr. Go! 


man, who wants a lower rate of duty on woolens—the Tariff 


Board, whose report you absolutely ignore, a report mad 
three Republicans and two Democrats, a unanimous report 
not recommend rates for us to fix in the law, but furnis] 
with the facts as it finds them. They followed the woo! f; 
the sheep's back to the man’s back, as an illustration, and w! 
did they find? They found that it required 9.7 pounds of \ 
to make an average suit of ready-made clothing that sells 


market for about $23. They found, without crediting the farmer 
with the interest invested in the sheep, he made 68 cents profit 


on that 9.7 pounds of wool. Figuring 6 per cent interest o 
money invested left him 20 cents profit on that 9.7 pow 
wool, which is practically a fleece and a half, or the wo 


a sheep and a half. They found, when following the cost to t! 


factory, that the farmer received 16 cents a pound for the \ 
and the manufacturer paid 23 cents for the wool delivered 
his factory. When sold as cloth to make the suit of clothes 


manufacturer's product was 17 cents on the pattern for a suit 


of clothes. 
sut when it went to Mr. Goldman, of New York, to m 
ture ready-made clothing, when he converted that clot! 


| suit of clothes, his profit was $2.25. He sells the suit of cl 


for $16.50, and it is retailed for $23. That is according t 


report of the Tariff Board. So the farmer made 20 cents after 


allowing him interest on the money invested in his she 
woolen manufacturer made 17 cents, and Mr. Goldman 
$2.25, and then the retailer in some way gets $6.50 for 
trouble, insurance, expense, and profit. 

I ask you which of the four men needs protection, M 


| Goldman, the retailer, the farmer, or the manufa 


Remember, my friends, that the manufacturers of \w 
goods to-day in this county are employing 200,000 Am 
workmen. Are you going to, by closing the doors of 
factories, turn one-half of these laboring men out of e1 
ment as you did in 1894, cut the income of the other b 
two, and do likewise with the 275,000 men in your 
mills? According to your promise you are going to red 
price by one-half, and yet you are going to make this a 
sunshine where milk and honey will flow, where men 
around in idleness, have more to eat, more to wear, |! 
say, and less to do. [Laughter and applause on the Re) 
side.] That is your proposition. 

In* conclusion, gentlemen, in preparing this bill you 
repudiated the Tariff Board and its reports; you have t 


|a deaf ear to the sworn testimony of our manufacturers, 


ferring to accept statements from importers as to the « 


manufacturing; you have closed your eyes to what past © 


perience has shown; and, in short, in the fixing of tariff ! 
you have inaugurated a guessing contest of heretofore un! 
of magnitude upon the result of which hangs the indust! 
welfare of our Nation. 

I thank you, gentlemen. [Loud applause on the Repu 
side. ] 

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield for a question: 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GORDON. How does the gentleman figure that the 
of 1893 was caused by a tariff law that was not enacted 
1894? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Anticipation, my friend, is everything 
this earth, and if anticipation will bring on a panic, what \ 
the enactment of the law do? 
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tf GORDON. One other question. How does it come that | I wish to say, with respect, that ik ila ital il 
hill which is a lower tariff rate in its average than the w Members on the D oe | voting with tl 
ak * «. has not brought on a corresponding panic? jority sl 1 be called a 
FORDNEY. Because the coffers of the laboring men | appreciated. But Bi Mos ; ed. and 
‘he banks are full to overflowing, and they will not feel | sis at the November « tion s! i yl r nt J ‘ ! 
, t of it until their hard-earned savings have been the other 99 ner cent is |] at 
fApplause on the Republican side.] used with the R : ' , 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen- | the Democratic 1 
. from Louisiana [Mr. ASWELL]. Members 
A REPLY TO REPUBLICAN CRit If it had! t to the 1 M her : 
iwhich tl far. } "¢ f 
ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, the new Members of this | aiaciadiadih: > aneibieatal ae en ee 
on the Democratic side have during the past few days | tery. and cutierv. 11 ding eee we Nd ' : 
repeatedly advised with paternal solicitude by the minority | ont the fhe: aaa eee 2A Sian ear aeees the 
what position we should take with reference to the pend- | eaeaatian adit ; eA Stgen “ os 
riff bill. We have been chided for doing all we could in | pio saritg cantiemen « d be satisfied a1 1 1 natieliall 4 
Hemocratie caucus for the industries of our own States and | one  aeelianl ae On : = a 7 
Sul ting the bill now after it has been indorsed by an | We. in oa Met hen : seta a : é l A . : ; , 
yhelning majority of the Democratic House. We have | sides ‘of pe aad e We ] » ff t their a @ y ( ee 
told that the leaders of the Democratic Party are trying to | ),, ' es their e} nectat on a ad ti d we 3 We e «dk 
e us by withholding patronage and by delaying committee | ae hcl A od a oad paced 
nments until after the tariff bill has been passed. We are will in unmistal abl . te rl by ialiediianh - , the Re 
that we are being bossed, and that it is cowardly not to high-tariff pla forn et te 7 enting the RB i iaeaein: Sheamiaalil 
break away from the Democratic leaders, and thus create a nlatfor ne aan re ris . of t] . { ft ae whward and by dit 
- rit of revolt in the ranks of the Democracy of the country. aalt ashastnn tin Ceiaiaite Parke tn aunties Ok teens 
J eome from a section where there is but one party, and that ne me to Ages ri i t , ’ a fu re 
s sometimes divided into two factions—the “ins” and | ; } ial s ee aan on 
uts.” The assets, the stock in trade, of the “outs” is to} 7) tl R an | oe 
( » a spirit of dissatisfaction, of restlessness, of revolt among | ‘ " h eae ‘ : te 1 a a ied awl a. 1 we lunty and mine to 
{ rank and file of the “ins,” and thus pluck away some of the Pee a » oe os n — mae + aan you i y ané D is 
wrt of the majority. It is an old, old game; but, Mr. Chair- | ; : y 9 a wi oe el ' Nf i 4 N th st rr | which i 
I did not expect to find any of this caliber of peanut . it step taken wi hin al dred yeat 3 giving justice t 
j 4 } the rich and the po alike by creatin anne. eee btw, 
in this great body. When I was a schoolboy in the}. bility of eee eae Re ae ; 
country I read with cordial interest and even with a feeling of |” The Brod. sti ee fe leet ae asian aha een ante eae Cee 
revert uce the inspiring speeches of the reformers and leaders al as th. Hl ry cadena a Sas od ¥: a > = ~ ia : tl i 
of the minority party in the Congress of the United States. I | Men ie will ful j tl ame I fine “ oat re an s eens 
noted that the minority was always opposed to what was actu- asa epee i tm 1 Se ee ee parva 
vy being done; but somehow I got the impression that these | Seer ieee which the people on t November ordered « d 
ders of the minority were inspired men. In my childish Paes iti Re as il ch onal 
mind I could see them—grest tall men, with soulful eyes, each 1 om tor *“ ae ee ere oe ee 7 . z u ug iter ‘ a 
wearing a white plume, sitting on a prancing charger, leading | ae i , = rn ; rer Sa > er phe ! s side 
the toiling masses out from the bondage of the majority into a? cay say : Seale eles a end se a eoiens irily and 
lavish wealth and boundless freedom. ear ae : oe - . a : — c et ve ntarily and 
But since coming here I find that they are not wearing any | 4 onion honestly. courageously. and lovally to the “a 
white plumes, and they are not even sitting on a horse. They | “ In the Det ao one Soe i oe : a v ) the e a. a 
{ sitting on the fence waiting to find out what position the | as ms the peers S cus wot en earnest J for hi 
Democratic majority will take, so they can oppose that position. | aa wl = aa a — i : aa "rs ms ie. t iri f t 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] . veral c anges | wo d in th bill. S provisions 
As to our being coerced by delaying committee assignments, | *° not please Me or my home people, but on the w e the bi 
l , i y ; y wns s} age 1 is Democratic and is in line with e Raltimore 1 form. So 
the Committee on Ways and Means asked the Democratic cau- | eee rer oe, So aes — 
cus for instructions on this point, and that committee was in- | ™™ h better is it than our | resent tariff laws, that De 
crat I shall defend it all the way against the Repul 


ructed to delay all other matters and devote themselves now 


to this tariff legislation, because the people are demanding and | atta ks. LApp a se n the De . rat J In doing t a I 
have a right to expect immediate action in the interest of the |“ ° ee ee ee “en Se ie 
legitimate industries of the country. The new Members partici- | “2U%e country, who hay : decreed by their ba! that 
pated in giving these instructions, and the new Members on the | !#borer, the producer, and the consumer shall be freed from 
Democratic side are satisfied. the een mand of the privileged « eS wae Rave | 

As to the other charges against the Ways and Means Com- |!" partnership with the Government to plunder the toiling 


tp nasses an “( hom af oir 7 t «} ro of t » pros ‘ if 
mittee and against the President of the United States. that the | @ $ and rob them of their ju dat the prod ; 


new Members are being whipped into line by withholding pat- labors. A new era has come a new day is approaching when 
ronage, I wish to speak as one of the new Members. The men | the burden of the oppressed i be Rentened, BES Ten ane 
whom I have recommended for postmasters have been _nomi- | women and children 1 all walks of life sl | be free. The 
nated. I have been in Washington for two months. I have | Democratic Party has been commissioned to work out this | 
visited the President, and I have been thrown with the Speaker | destiny, and with our able | iders working in harmony wit! 
of the House and the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- | these patriotic men, we shall not fail to serve faithfu ind well 
mittee. I live at a hotel with several members of the Ways | those who have trusted and commissioned u: [Tremend 
and Means Committee, and I have never had one word of ad- | 2pplause.} 

ce, & Suggestion, or a request as to how I should vote, what I Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to th leman 
should do, or what I should not do. It remains for me as a new | from Mississippi [Mr. Quin]. 
Member to be called upon to express profound and lasting grati- Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have remained e 
tude for paternal solicitude as to how I should vote, sympa- | here for two days listening to the arguments expressed on this 
thetically and repeatedly expressed by both prongs of the forked floor, and to my surprise I find the minority party presenting the 


f } 

minority of the House. [Applause and laughter. ] views that this great Government is the guardian of the industr 

To the able and respected floor leader of the long prong of the | of this Nation. I hold to the tenet that this Government do: 
forked minority, whose chief at the November election was re- | not hold the dollar above the man. I hold to the tenet that t! 

red permanently ty private life because he is a natural-born | Government should levy tribute for no purpose except to det 
private citizen, I wish respectfully to say that whether the new | the honest and legitimate expenses of the Government econ 
Members have rings or ropes in their noses, as he expressed it, | ically administered. I hold to the tenet that a tariff to prote 
we are voluntarily and vigorously in favor of this tariff revision | industries is unconstitutional. I hold to the tenet that this G 
‘ownward in the interest of the American consumers, and we | ernment is for the people and not for the privileged classes. 
will fight for this bill as it came from the Democratic caucus, | The distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. GarpNer] 
his graceful effort to cause dissension to the contrary notwith- | told you that the old Republican ship was soon to come into 
Standing. No one knows better than he tLat the surest way to| port in the shape of a dreadnought. I thought he discovered 
destroy a party is to create discord in its ranks. last November that this great ship which has been afloat on the 

To the able, eloquent, and very noisy leader of the other and | seas of politics for 60 years had been loaded with a cargo of 
shorter prong of the minority, sometimes called Bull Moosers, | special privileges, combines, monopolies, trusts, and a _ high- 
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protective tariff. Does not the gentleman know that ex-President 
Roosevelt scuttled the ship, and she now has her stern sticking 
nubove the waters, a sad memento of the pristine glories of the 
old Republican Party? I want to say to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL] that we have no oligarchy, as he de- 
scribes, that framed this tariff bill, but a band of patriots united 
in one important purpose, and that is to give to every man, 
woman, and child in this whole Republic a square and honest 
deal. That band of men had no whip, as he said, held over 
them by the White House, waiting for the shaking of the plum 
tree. I want the President of the United States needs 
no defense at the hands of this Congress. The American people 
have confidence in him. They know that he is standing for the 
plain people of this country. They know that the President of 
this Republic is not marching hand in hand with the great pro- 
tected industries and the special privileged classes to oppress 
the people. 

I want to say to my distinguished friend from Wyoming, 
when he said that way back yonder the old patriarch stood out 
with his staff and saw the star of Bethlehem and went 
the newborn Saviour, and he said those shepherds now in the 
West were being oppressed because of the fact this Democratic 
Congress was threatening them with free wool. Well, I want 
to tell him those shepherds in Palestine did not go and say to 
the mother of the Saviour, You must pay tribute on wool. 
possible that this Republican from Wyoming wants the cold 
winds of the fall and winter to fall against the bare bones of 
the little boys and girls of this country? Is it possible that the 
owners of the great flocks of sheep want to hold up the price 
of wool so that the poor people of this country can not buy 
woolen clothing? I want to say to my friend that the great 
Woolen Trust, the great manufacturers of this country, do not 
intend these producers of wool to get any more for it, even if 
there were a 50 per cent protective tariff on it. 
the price of wool; the producer has nothing to do with it. Do 
you not know free wool will not reduce the price of wool one 
dime? When you analyze it, the great trust that controls the 
buying of hides for the shoe industry, the great trust that con- 
trols the buying of wool, will not let the producers of this 
country fix the price. That is as absolute as the law of the 
Medes and Persians. [Applause.] My friend then discussed 
the sugar question. Why, I did not know that the American 
Government owed any special duty to any man engaged in any 
industry to be fed out of the pockets of labor. Listen. 
State of Louisiana, according to the figures, there are 329,000 
acres of land under sugar-cane culture; there are only $30,000,000 
invested, and this Government permits a tax of $115,000,000 a 
year, $4.92 to the average family of five, to be collected out of 
the pockets of the people of this country to protect the sugar 
and the beet industry of this Republic. 
Committee on Ways and Means shows that the sugar industry, 
so far as the beet business is concerned, can prosper under free 


sugar. 


tO Say 


to see 


give $30,000,000 to the cane-sugar planters of Louisiana, and in 
addition thereto give them $258 per acre for every acre of land 
that they have under culture and have a few dollars left out of 
this $115,000.000 that you collect every year in the shape of a 
tariff that goes only one-third to the Government? 
then talks about the laboring man and the farmer. 

know what a farmer is. 

landlord. I will tell him 
who gets up at 
and feeds his mule; gets back, eats a little breakfast, gets on 
that mule and goes to the field and plows hard until 12 o’clock. 


He knows of the ranchman and the 
what a farmer is. 


The dinner horn blows, he takes out, he trots up to the house, | 


eats a little dinner, hurries back to the field, and plows right 
along as long as he can see. [Applause.] 

You talk about being a friend to that fellow! I tell you 
what you Republicans haye done. 
put a high tariff on the lumber in his house and on the bed 
he sleeps in. You put a tariff on the brick which he put into 
his chimney. You placed a tariff on his wife’s dress, and you 
put a tariff on the wire fence that goes around his field, and 
on the wagon with which he hauls his produce to town. Do 
you tell me you know that man? You could not have known 
him or you would not have treated him so mean. 

You did not stop with that. You built great battleships out 
of his pocket and provided for a big standing army. He kept 
these big factories that you have been protecting with these 
special privileges going. He is the man who has kept all the 
wheels of the factories that you pretend have been running for 
the interests of the laboring men moving. 
keeps the salaries of the Congressmen paid. 


You certainly can 
not be his friend! , 


{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ITOUSE. 


Is it | 


My friend | 
He does not | 


| this Republic? 


You put a high tariff on the | 
plow which he uses, on the harness he puts on his mule; you | 


| thing else: You Republicans have kept this man from 


| to 


In the | in the laboring man? 


| believe in 


| get the value of their work, and even then they can 
Do you not know that under the figures submitted you can | 
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It is the policy of the Republican Party to keep poor yy 
poor. You do not want them to get up in life. You wa, 
build fortunes for multimillionaires, to be guarded by the ba 
ships you have been building out of the pockets of the poor 

I want to say that these farmers had a reckoning las 
vember. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They 
crowd to Congress that is going to stand up for them. 
put a President in the White House who is going to stan 
for their cause. The farmer is a patriot who has fought 
battles of this country. He is the fellow who caused the 
to float over this building. He is the fellow that won ov 
dependence from Great Britain. He is ready now to « 
this Government when enemies attack it, and I for o 
going to stand by him and fight for his rights. [Applaus 
the Democratic side.] The farmer that I know down iy 
vegetable district is the man who with his wife and his fa; 
from the little child of 4 years old up to the young lady 
the sweet bloom of health upon her, is out in the field at 
from early dawn to as late as they can see at night, w 
those vegetables, so that the family can live, even if they 
been constantly robbed by the tariff barons and overc! 
by the transportation companies. And I want to tell you 


st 


the value of his products. The transportation compani: 
the country have charged him about 55 per cent of the 
value of his vegetables to get them to the markets. And 
you have had him taxed to death for the fertilizers and 
cultural implements which he uses to make his crop. W 
going to put all agricultural implements of every kind, t: 
with lumber and barb wire, on the free list. 

But I want to say that those are the people democ: 
going to help; those are the people the Democratic P 


| going to stand up for. 
They control | 


You talk about these great special industries you hay 
standing for. You want them to steal from the people s 
they can help the laboring man, do you? Let us see. Yi 
to the shoe industry the privilege to rob him on his sh 
to the hat industry to rob him on the hat he wears and 


| clothing industry the privilege of robbing him on his « 


and you charge him a tariff on the bucket in which he 
his food and 20 per cent on the bread and biscuits 
bucket. You charge him a tariff on the house in whic! 
live. Do you mean to tell sensible people that you 
You import all the foreign scum « 
tion here to lower the price of his wages. Are you his f 
Do you believe in protecting these great industries and 
same time having a free market for labor? You want 
competing forces of alien races, the inferior races of th 


| to be brought in here and placed in competition with th 
The evidence before the | 


casian labor of America. Do you not know that labor 1 
its rights only through organization? I believe in wu 
labor organizations. That is the way. the 


sufficient value. Do you not know that the great railiw 
panies of this country to-day would not be paying the 


| man half the price they do if it were not for all the trans 
| tion men and shopmen having their various unions and « 


zations? That is plain. Every man knows that it is t 
you not know that when this great strike occurred up at 
rence, Mass., in that woolen industry which you gentlen 


| given a privilege to rob the peopie all the way from 75 | 
He is a patriot | 
4 o'clock in the morning, goes out to the barn | 


per cent, that those little children, although they were wv 

in a woolen industry, were going around half naked and \ 

a rag of wool on them? 

That is the way you favor the laboring man. Is it n 

to Jet democracy stand up and do something for the peo) 
Is it not time for you to say, “ Let demo 

put in force a bill that stands for the integrity of ma! 

that stands for womanhood; that stands for patriotism?” 

democracy put in a bill that is going to take away all s 

privileges; that is going to break down monopoly; that is ¢ 


| to stop the great forces of the money power from reaching | 
| in every direction, even to the little $25,000 crossroad b 


in Mississippi, bossing them with a tyrannical hand and a 5) 
lock spirit. 

Why, my friends, you know you have sent out liter 
in every style, type, shape, and form, for the purpos 
fooling the American people. You even have it so now (i: 
every cashier of a little crossroad bank, will put his thum > 
in the armholes of his vest and talk about “we.” He thin! 
he is like Mr. John D. Rockefeller. He thinks he is like ‘ 
Carnegie. He is a protectionist. He believes you ought to ¢ 


| some great manufacturing interest the privilege of robbing : 
He is the man who | 


the people. 
I do not think that any industry ought to want to reach do\ 
into the pockets of the people of this Republic and take a\ 
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‘hem an unfair proportion of the rewards of their toil: | 
for one. I am going to stand by this bill. I am going to | 
by the Democratic leader. [Applause on the Democratic | 
T am going to stand with the President of this Nation. 
nse on the Democratic side. ] 
CHAIRMAN (Mr. CRISP). 
Mississippi has expired. 
CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
that the gentleman's time be extended 10 minutes. 
QHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the time 
led by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD]. 
\ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to yield 
er time to the gentleman from Mississippi, but the gen- | 
, will understand that that would interfere with the allot- 
of time to be given other gentlemen. 
\ir. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman | 
Florida |Mr. CLARK] may be willing to be given the gen- | 
from Mississippi [Mr. QuIN] 10 minutes of his time. 
| CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 
| apportion some of his time? 
MANN. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the gentleman from 
York [Mr. Payne], and at the request of the gentleman 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock], I yield to the gentleman from 
| sylvania |Mr. Hunines]. 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
vas] is recognized. 
HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, this bill is an open and con- 
issault upon the doctrine of protection. There is no con- 
There is no pretense of incidental protection, but the 
s made upon the protective system as vicious and uncon- 


The time of the gentleman 


\l 


is | 





yr 
or 


[ Mr. 


onal 
When every civilized government except England adopts the | 
es of the protective tariff, and England is back-pedaling 
free-trade theories, it left for the Democratic Party 
of logic, fact, and experience to old-time 
free-trade notions, 
to the protective theory the tariff walls should be 
igh to shut out all foreign products except: 
lo admit foreign goods that can not be produced at | 


is 


} . 
ct revalip nel 


ime 





e produced here in insufficient quantity to supply the 
To adm reign goods for the purpose of raising rev- 
o admit forei goods whenever in default of proper 
ns monopolies or near monopolies of the Lome marke 

1 created. 
such cases if the monopoly is beyond the reach of regula 


if preventive law, until such regulations could be provided 
d knock holes in the tariff big enough to let in competi- 
til the home market shou!d be supplied at fair prices. 

ording to the protective theory the competition that ensues 


ile 


n home manufacturers insures the lowest prices com 
» with a living American wage. The height, therefore. of 
riff wall is negligible, provided that it shuts out foreign 


that can be produced here. 

Considered from the protective theory alone there is no need 

it hairs in the ascertainment of the exact rate which will 
t foreign goods at the precise point where the American 
ifacturer exacts more than a reasonable profit. jut when 
s used as a fiscal agency, there the problem is more complex, 
use the rate must be fixed at a point that will produce 
desired revenue and still preserve a fair measure of pro- 

n, and when it is sought to make tariff rates so as to raise 
definite revenue, and at the same time to make them the 
trument with which to destroy monopolies, the problem is 
tly more difficult. 

The Democratic Party has set out to accomplish a number 
of desirable things by a tariff law: 

1. To abolish monopolies. 

2. To reduce the cost of living. 

5. To raise necessary revenues. 

l'ree trade will never abolish monopolies. It may afford a 
emporary relief, but eventually it drives the monopoly into 
international combination beyond the reach of any control. 

l'ree-trade England started the ball rolling 140 years ago with 
a Coal Trust. She has her trusts in shipbuilding, copper, tobacco, 
textiles, and 35 or 40 others, all of monopolistic character. You 
may assume that a protective tariff fosters monopolies, if you 
please, yet it is clear that free trade does not prevent them. 


7 


Banking will foster bank robberies if you have no laws | 


against burglaries, but would you abolish the banks to get rid 
of the robbers? 

The combinations of purse and effort of many men make 
possible achievements utterly impossible to the individual. 
Without them we would not have a railroad, a telegraph, a 
Steamship, nor any of the great producing plants that are put- 
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I harbor no prejudice against big business simply be ise 
it is big. For 30 years I have believed that the Government 
must control big business or big business would control th 
Government I have seen its growing power in this country 
The average citizen is convinced of their undue power in the 
Government. Believing that by secret alliances with the leade1 
of both the old parties that they exercised such control. the 
people in wrath turned against the Republican ma e, which 
Was in power, and put the Democratic Party in conti not 
that the Democratic Party heretofore had proved ; 
amenable to big business than the Republican Party vd be 
not because they believed in the Democratic idea of the 1 : 
but rather in the hope that the Democratic Party, t s 
counsel with what had befallen the Republican Party, woul 
stroy special privilege and surround big business and | other 
buSiness within the jurisdiction of Congress with such 
hedges and regulations as would safeguard the Governme f a 
their undue influences and would strictly confine these great 
| combinations within the proper sphere of their legitimat 

If under the protective system advantage has been t v 
these unregulated combinations to create monopolies, the remedy 
is not to strike down American industries and render our 
markets to the foreigner, but the true remedy is regulation | 
law that will destroy the monopoly. 

Without effective laws to restrain monopoli 1 ] 
restraints of trade, peculiar alliances between 
profiting by a high tariff and powerful represent \ ‘ ‘ 
Republican Party, aided and abetted by powerful repre ; 
of the Democratic Party, have grown up under a high 

The incalculable power of colossal millions—m : 
ing, in commerce, in transportation, in manufacturing onfed 
erated upon concerted lines of control, going the way of 
human nature, and like the daughter of the hors 
ually crying, *‘ More, more> more!” constitutes an in 
ernment that has stood behind the chairs of | l 
created an atmosphere throughout this broad | I i 
influence of which the editor at his de t] 
the legislator the capit: of States d Nat ‘ 
judge upon the bench, fawns and crin 

And so it is charged, and the people have con l l 
the fact has been, that the high tariff, in the absen 
regulations and ‘criminal law, fosters monopoly ‘ 
mand of all parties has been for a revis ( he ‘ 
ward, but that demand ce nply t i 
protective principle 

The demand for revision downw ! \ s| t 
rect alliances between crooked bus 3 an 
that have been eating the hearts of the people 

In the absence of proper laws to restrain mono 
cure is sought in the tariff, but nevertheles 1 great m 
of the American people believe in the | Live i 

fhe Democratic Party has no con sion f 
pass a free-trade measure. They have neé m 
down protection. Even the minority who “i for Mr. V 
are greatly divided upon this question 
And in a free Congress—free from the dur f off 
age, free from the domination of Wet md fre 
rule—I do not believe that the represe tives of the Db 
cratic Party in this House, with the opportunity given ) 
examine for themselves, with the right given them to de f 
themselves, schedule by schedule, free from duress, w e 
offer such a bill as this. 

Free trade does not prevent monopolies, nor will tl y 
of our markets to foreign competition, but it will, on 
trary, stimulate and encourage international trusts b-4 
binations which will be utterly bevond control or regul 

On the other hand, a protective tariff is the only defense 
against international monopolies by shutting them out, whi 
| leaving the Government a free hand with which to deal with 
| domestic restraints of trade monopolies and extortions throug 
regulations of law. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a Republican life-long be e 
in the doctrine of protective tariff. As a member of the P1 
sive Party I still hold to that doctrine. But in comnx 
many other believers in protection, I think many of the s 
should be reduced, so that, in the absence of other pr Z 
lations, the Government will have some control over trad 
binations that are exacting unreasonable profits Yet I st 
| believe that if you destroy the protective principle these interna 
| tional combinations will form, and they are forming. int a 


ting at the command of the average citizen comforts, 
and subsistence, denied to the ki 


raiment 


izs of 100 years 


tional combinations which wil! place the whole subject matter 
beyond the control of the American Congress. 
It has been loudly heralded that the proposed bill will reduce 


the cost of living. 
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claims in 
than the 
the distinguished 
agree it this 

that 
required to 
id for a soft 


norted the Democratic 
in the recent 
iry. He and 
»on W: ys and M 
cost of living. Bu 
installed in power and 


gun to look arou 


campai mn 


eans 


the 
lave be 
interview the Secret 


the tariff may help 
a while, ] 


ary says, 
some 
but he is convinced 
of living is bad roads, 
production and distribution. 
Still I think 


stump claimil 


\ fetet, conn 
high cost 


into. 

l m on the 
Democratic 1, that 
» high cost of living . 
of this bill in reducing the of living 
lisappointment to the people of the country and 

The political this country are con- 
ituation that is not to be relieved by infinitesimal 
of lemons, sweet oil, or other 

midst of a great social movement that is stirring 

very civilized country in the world. It is a nat- 

to higher standards; it is the searching, striving 

for betterment; it is the demand for enlarged social 

the demand of the people for the protection of the 

sweetening of the lives of the toiling millions; 

mn of special privileges; for the destruction of that 

vernment that has been in control for selfish and 

rupt And it is not to be appeased by any make- 
shifts of the tariff, important as that may be. 

The Republican leaders proclaim this movement to be the 
“fanaticism of unbalanced enthusiasm.” They affect to believe 
that it a small shower and will soon be over. And through 
their blindness and disbelief 4,000,000 voters of the Republican 
Party left it and, taking with them the heart and soul of repub- 
licanism, formed the Progressive Party. Owing to this division, 
the Democratic Party has been put in power by a minority of 
the votes, and they can not expect t 
to the people a bill of this character, 


cost 


parties oi 


> cost comestibles. 


»; the 
abolith 
sihle 


Col purposes 


is 


which, at the best, 


ing 


confessedly now, will affect the cost of living but slightly and | 


which will, I fear, have very disastrous effect upon the indus- 
tries of the country. 

Now, in respect to revenues. 
claims the astounding doctrine that a protective tariff is un- 
constitutional, though in practice you distinctly abandon that 
and. taking the middle of the road, adopt the tariff for reve- 
jue only, adopting high protective rates in many of your sched- 
ules. Do you really believe it unconstitutional to protect Amer- 
ican workmen by design but perfectly all right if you do it with- 
out intending it? 

You are intending to kill off monopolies: 
revenues, by lowering the tariff as nearly as possible to a 
trade basis, and claiming that you will not hurt our indus- 
tries. Well, then, if you reduce the teriff one-half, double the 
quantity of goods must be imported to raise the same revenue; 
and if they come in, somebody in America will be hunting another 
job and Democratic Congressmen will be in the searching party. 
And if, as you claim, the effect will be not to close American 
factories, but that they will continue to supply our markets, 
then goods can not come in in greater quantity than at present; 
and with your lowered rates what becomes of your revenues? 

Upon either horn of the dilemma you will be impaled. If your 
low tariff lets in a flood of foreign goods, you drive American 
workmen out of employment. 
revenue will fail. Let the American workman hunt another job; 
let him go back to the farm, you say. The puddler, the ma- 
chinist, the spinner, and the weaver are no more fitted to go 
back to the farm than my friend Burke here or MuRDOCK over 
there would be fit to do a day’s work in the harvest field, 


Your Democratic platform pro- 


sary 


Tra 
a4 « 


seas, but the greatest market in the world is our American 
market. Our first duty is to hold to it. You can not do that if 
you throw open our doors to foreign competition. 

If you can pay the American scale of wages and still capture 
a foreign market, go to it, but we have a cinch on a market 
that is worth all the European markets put together, and our 
first duty is to hold to it. 

Every foreign workman making goods for American consump- 
tion that could be made here throws an American workman out 
of a job. 

Your bill will transfer a large part of our spinning industry 
to England. Great reductions in the tariff on woolens will 
eventually and inevitably transfer to French, German, and 
English weavers part of the work done now by Americans. 


in | 


o remain in power by send- | 


| 
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Your bill will transfer the plate-giass industry to Bel 

You strike the farmer at every step, the manufact 
the workingman indiscriminately, not intentionally but 
less disastrously. . 

A large part of our revenues is habitually raised by 
whatever party is in power. This involves careful stud 
rates necessary to be laid, whether they be laid for th 
purpose of revenue under a “ tariff for revenue only ” or 
tariff under the “ protective” scheme. 

The latter policy, to which the Progressive Party 
requires that the tariff should be taken out of partisan 
and the facts carefully ascertained by a nonpartisan 


| sion and rates levied that will be just high enough to 
he 
= 
ig, | 


the high tariff was | 


the difference between the American and foreign 
wages, plus a fair profit to the American manufacturer 
goods that can be produced in this country. 

Your bill has been prepared in the same old way. 
by a few in secret and forced through a caucus wi 
utterly incompatible with intelligent consideration, y 
simply taken a leap in the dark. I admire the skill of ¢! 


Pri 


| handful in steering through a Democratie caucus a pil! 


for | 


|and it was Mr. Wilson’s views upon the tariff. 


in its entirety commands the entire and sincere approval 
Democrats here and at home. 

I make these criticisms in no partisan spirit. 

I read the inaugural address of President Wilson. 
regard it as one of the greatest state papers published 
Lincoln’s time. It was of necessity general in its terms 
a Progressive of 30 years’ standing that message was pr 
sive enough for me, and if President Wilson can unite t} 
ring, clashing elements of his party in a sincere and har 
adherence to the general sentiments he uttered on that o 
and hammer those sentiments into concrete expression 
statute books, and if he can demonstrate that his tariff \ 
are correct, the Democratic Party will be in the saddle { 
next 20 years. But there was one false note in that mes 
The pe 


| this country are not with him on the tariff. 





to raise the neces- | 


| him. 


On his progressive policies the Progressive Party wil! su; 
They can not follow him on the tariff. We stand in { 
Congress few in numbers, but backed by 4,000,000 of voters 
we are pledged to support every genuine progressive d 
whatever muy be its label. 

Progressives are sneered at in this Hall. on bot! 
this House, revealing the reactionary elements here. b 


| gressivism has become popular, so popular that there i 


now with the old party leaders to get their bills in first 
the voters how progressive they are; but, irrespective 
author, the Progressives will support every real 
measure presented, whether by Democrats or Republic 
There is an element in the Democratic Party that is 
to Mr. Wilson’s progressive views; there are the same 
oncilable elements in the Democratic Party that divided 
Republican Party. A majority of the American people a 


pre 


| posed to the Democratic doctrines of the tariff. 


A powerful element in the Democratic Party is stand; 


| reactionary and at heart opposed to every progressive d 


On these rocks the Democratic bark will go to pieces 
The Democratic assault upon the productive industrie: 


| the country and the lack of Democratic cohesion to the 


gressive doctrines will result in the filling of these bel 


| with Progressives at the next election. 


So far as this bill is concerned, it is not the manner 


| methods nor infinences that were invoked that is the rea! 
| but it is the bill itself, and it is its effects upon the pr 


If the flood does not come, your | 


| sections to which I could give my hearty approval, but th 


and their industries for which the Democratic 
responsible. 

There are sections of this bill for which I would like to vot 
I would vote for the income tax: and there are many 


arty must 


h 


is presented with intentional adroitness, perhaps, by those wo 


| intend to force it through, so that it must be voted for in 
It is all very well to talk about our market lying beyond the | 


for 


and under such circumstances I am impelled to dissent, 
believe the bill to be a perilous assault in many of its 
upon the industries of the country, far exceeding in injury 
good there may be in it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker havi: 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. C! 
eneof its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed \ 
out amendment joint resolution of the following title: | 

H. J. Res. 62. Joint resolution making an apprepriati: 
defraying the expenses of the Committees of the Senati 
House of Representatives authorized to attend and repre 
the Senate and House at the unveiling and dedication of the 
memorial to Thomas Jefferson at St. Louis, Mo. 








(913. 


ssage also announced that the Senate had passed the 

¢ resolution, in which the concurrence of the House of 
csontatives was requested : 
urrent 


Senate con resolution 1 


1 by the Senate (the House of Representatires cotcurring), 
» be printed 6,000 additional copies of House Report No. 1595, 
d Congress, on the Concentration of Control of Money and 
which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate docu 
1 and 4,000 copies for the use of the liouse document room 
message also announced that the Vice President had 
ed Mr. Pace and Mr. LANe members of the joint select 


e on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the act 
16, 1889, entitled “An act to authorize and provide 
f useless papers in the executive depart- 

Department 


ary 
disposition o 
for the disposition of useless papers in the 
luterior. 


THE TARIFF. 


| ommittee resumed its session. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
Kentucky [Mr. BarKLeEy]. 
Ir. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust I shall not be guilty | 
umption, as one of the new Members of this House, in 
ting here to express my sentiments upon the legislation 
nder consideration. For while I have no hope of in- 
¢ the minds of those who see fit to differ from us, it 
iner, and, indeed, expected, that we shall give to the 
an people the reasons for the faith which we proclaim. 
It is futile to seek to harmonize the differences between the 
Democratic and Republican Parties upon the subject of tariff 
taxation. Those differences are fundamental. The conflict 


bh has for many years been waged between them upon this 
is as irrepressible now as when the difference was first 
isized by the respective followers of Hamilton and Jeffer- 
It is not a conflict merely between two theories as such. 
a dogmatic clinging to a fetich on the one hand, or a 
visionary policy upon the other. It and has 
; been, a clear-cut fight between right and wrong, between 
e and injustice, between the rights of the people and the 
ls of their despoilers. 
rhe Democratic Party proceeds now, and has always pro- 
d, upon the doctrine upon which our political founder 
d his faith, “ Equal rights to all, and special privileges to 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] While the Repub- 
Party proceeds now, and has always proceeded, upon the 
‘tical doctrine of “special privileges to some, and equal 
none.” Such a course as has been consistently fol 
by our opponents was destined to inevitable disaster, a 
themselves can now abundantly admit. 
Mr. Chairman, we are to-day facing a 
red theory. We are facing niditi 
justifies the action we shall take at 
and a condition which ie culmination of a re- 
le series of historical events. In the beginning let us 
se sight of the fact that the tariff, so mythical and nebu- 
average man, is nothing more nor than tax, 
y fundamental difference between it and other forms of 
1 is that it indirectly, while other 
are collected directly from the taxpayer. gut stripping 
of its technical import, we find the tariff a vehicle of extrac- 
whereby the people are caused to let go something that i 
rs through the agencies of government. 
| taxation, in theory at lea not only National but State 
ty, and municipal, is based upon the needs of the govern- 
The government, being the mere agency 
irough which the people transact the business of the people, 
st therefore follow, as the night the day, that the people's 
ts have no legal nor moral right to collect from the people 
than is necessary to carry on the people’s business with 
sence and economy. I take it that no political economist, 
atever school, will deny this principle. It therefore fol- 
ws that those who are charged with the conduct of the peo- 
le’s business must first ascertain the needs of the government 
in the matter of revenues, and lay their taxes according to 
This is true, whether the taxation be direct or 
This is the principle upon which the Democratie 
is now proceeding and upon which it has proceeded in the 


un, is, 


‘ 
» to 


y" 
hy 


1 
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not an 


ndition. i 
which abun- 


his session of 


a ce 


} 


{ 
cress, is the 





less a 


the 
is collected forms of 
YO 


r 
3 


‘ 


sf 
sl, 


so-called, 


<A 


needs. 


rect, 


our adversaries, both the Republicans and the so-called 
<ressives, who are a mere branch sbot out from the trunk of 
ublicanism, have always proceeded and are now proceeding 
upon the contrary idea, that you must find out how much pro- 
tection the favored few demand and then regulate your reve- 
a and expenditures in accordance with that demand. 
Luer 


In 
. words, that the primary object of taxation is not to raise 
revenues for the expenses of the Government, but that the pri- 


mary object 
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of taxatic 


is to 


mn 


|} and answer a question? 


fe 


*W 


! eople 


at 


+} 
tlc 


protect n \ 
pense of the inany; and if the Government in this ndiventure 
obtains money in its Treasury some method of expenditure w 
| be discovered which will not o1 ly dissipate it but furnish an 
excuse for additional taxation upon the ime theory 

Before I proceed further, permit me to eall atte on to a 
proposition which has been urged here on this floor by o 
Progre ssive friends. They seem to have undo ol raina 
plank in their platform the proposal to re ff by 
means of a so-called tariff commission, st th ‘ he 
Democrats nor the Republicans knew anyth about j dd 
equitable tariff. In so far as they claim tl the Re 
know nothing about it, | heartily conc 1 tl he VP 
gressives are experts on the subject of Repub m, h 
recently themselves departed from that fold. 

I take it for granted they are correct when they say th 
Republicans can not scientifically revise the tariff, but L must 
respectfully dissent from their claim that the De ocrats 
not scientifically or properly revise the tariff, because, in my 
opinion the bill now under consideration successfully refutes 
that statement. But I desire to inquire of our Progressive 
friends, so called, if neither the Republican nor the Democra 
Party can revise the tariff intelligently or scientifically, how ea 
the Progressive Party, which has neither pride of ancestry me 
hope of posterity in the face of a hundred years of tat fi y 
tation and legislation, claim to be able to revise it scientifix 
merely by the appointment of a Tariff Cemmission, which w 
be no more scientific than the members of the Ways and Means 
Committee on either side of this House? [Applause on the 
Democratic side Another thing I should like to ask our Pro 
gressive friends: When did the American people by any consti 
tutional enactment or by their consent ever agree t delegate 
to any commission, large or small, the power of legislation il 
especially the pows of legislation in the matter of tax 
That power is granted solely to the Congress by the Cons 
tion, and that power can not be delegated by Congress to a1 
body outside of Congress, and the people would not ¢ sent for 
it to be so delegated There S no more import t ques 
that confronts the American people to-day than the question of 
taxation, for the power to tax carries with it the power to d 
stroy and the power to confiscate, and the American people h 
never yet, and, in my opinion, never will agree that a « s 
sion of experts, so called, shall have the power to tux the 
take from their pockets that whir is theirs fi he s 
port of the National Government 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota and M HULINGS \\ 
gentieman vield? 

Mr. BARKLEY I regret I can ne 1 iD e Ih 
miy a few minutes If I hay ‘ ! il i l ‘ 
Diy relnarks, I shall be glad to vit d to tl { 

AS was so well said by the chairman « \ 1M 
Committee | Mr. L NDERWOOI ius of] J 
pending bill, prior to the Civil W: 1 (10 j ‘ { 
United States and the people thereot | 
of every kind, bad prospered under a ‘1 of 
low tariffs. 

Even those who timidly a ted the doctring { 
for its own sake only sought to apply it to the inf 
in ord es ehnab them to et upou the rf l 
without protection but when the great ¢ 1 W 
and methods of raising enormous sums ve ! ! 
devised, the tariff on imports vw ast re ot 
then as protection to the manufacturer rely 
as war measures, because even the Repub Pst 
time would not have dared to raise the taxes excep hi 
justify their conduct by the exigencies of Aft 
was over, and the blood of North and South had be 
upon every battle field, the cry then went up that (; n 
ment is enormously in debt as a resu thy “ul th 
the taxes can not be reduced At the s e@ tine nufi 
turers, always seeking’ bo x Wiys : o 0 ] 
upon stilts built by the Governn t. having b | 1itted 
taste the sweets of high protect 1 joined hands with the R 
publican Party, and from then until now have stened 
the people this unjust and iniquitous system of | \ 
withstanding the war has been over for more than 
tury, the Republican Party has gradually and 
creased the burdens of taxation to the extent th { ‘ 
can people are demanding relief, and in their s for t 
agency through which that relief shall be hsafed to the 
have turnea to the Democratic Party, \ 1 has always bee 
the political refuge of the weary and heavy laden 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman permit an interrupt 



























































































! ! be glad to yield. 
j t is us , Mr. Chairman, to ruminate among the dusty 
it Republican history. The more recent his- 


t the Republican Party, as enacted by the modern com- 
on of politico-commercial statesmen of that party, fur- 
es U wple food for reflection and consolation. But before 


I go into that I desire (o call attention to the result of the tariff | 


tion to which I have just called your attention. 
In addition to laying and collecting heavy and unnecessary 


ta upon the people, not-for their own good, but for the pro- 
teciilon of a favored class who have satiated their bounty- 
loving appetites in the vitals of the people, the Republican Party | 
J fostered, encouraged, and built up a system of combinations 


Party, have sprung up like mushrooms overnight, and through 
their abil as favored, petted, pampered interests, have ex- 


| 
If the gentleman will wait until I conclude 


in ‘ of wealth such as the world never dreamed | 
of before. Great monopolies, winked at by the Republican | 
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. fea: | 
tracted unjustly from the American people millions upon | 
| tariff upward instead of downward. The rest of the stom 


millions of money which never reached the vaults of the Treas- 
ury and never was intended to reach them. Not only this, but 
through the unholy alliance between crooked business and 
crooked polities, we have not only been robbed of our money, 
but have beer 
ernmental just 
gations ef wealth, made fat and sleek at the people’s expense, 
sweep down upon the Congress of the United States demanding 
not only that they be permitted to dictate the people’s laws, 
but shall name the people’s officers. We have seen them in 


+1 


robbed of many of our political ideals of gov- | 
ice and purity. We have seen these giant aggre- | 


| 


e corridors of State legislatures dictating the election of | 


United States Senators sent here, not to represent the great | 
masses of the people, but to represent the special, bounty- | 
! 
17 


oving, favor-seeking unspeakably selfish interests which sent 
hem here. We have, under this system, seen the rights of 


the people trampled under foot. We have seen profits increase | 


to fabulous proportions upon watered stock. We have seen the 
cost of living rise gradually under this system until it is with | 
difficulty that the professional man or the skilled laborer is | 
able to aecommodate his needs to his earnings, to say nothing 


of the vast numbers of unskilled laborers throughout the vast 
extent of our country. And all this, under the Republican 


Party, in the interest of labor and infant industries. 

rhey tell us that protection is necessary. Necessary for 
what At first they told us it was necessary in order to en- 
courage our infant industries, but they did not cease, but in- 
creased protection, after the industries ceased to be infants and 
became ginnts. They then told us protection was necessary in 
order to help the laboring man. But we have seen the cost of 


living increase under this system almost 50 per cent in the last | 


decade, while the increase in wages of laboring men has been 
much less than 20 per cent. 

Yet the Republicans have not diminished their protection nor 
folded their generously protecting arms. Then driven into the 
corner on both these propositions as to infant industries and 
labor, they now assume a new position, namely, that the pro- 
tective theory ought so to be adjusted as to equalize the cost of 
production at home and abroad, with a fair profit to the mannu- 
fecturer. Yet no Republican has yet been able to fix a standard 
of wages abroad which should be adopted, because of the fact 
that 
and in another country at another, and still another somewhere 


| whether the Republican Party pr 








{ 
=t,. 
could not longer fool al! the people all of the time. Th 
in their platform in 1908 promised to “revise” the 
But the people were suspicious of this promise and 


a 


yposed to “ revise” th 

upward, as it had always doue before, or whether they pro; 
to revise it downward, as the people demanded. : 

You will remember that Mr. Taft, who was a candidate for 
President upon that platform, realizing the predicament ;, 
which the party found itself, in his speeches constantly 
that the kind of a revision the Republicans meant was a re 
downward in behalf of the consuming masses. The people | 
him and his party at their word—which they have never 
except to their sorrow. They elected Mr. Taft President 
the faith of the promise which he made to them. After he 
inaugurated, he called the Congress in extra session to 
the tariff downward, ostensibly. After spending many pn 
here a bill was perpetrated on the American people call 
Payne-Aldrich law—very properly named, in view of its eff 
upon the people—which was discovered to be a revision of 





‘ 


| familiar to us all. Of what avail will it be to recount b 


promises, numberless as the sands of the sea? Of what 
to bring fresh before this Congress and before the people | 
shameless betrayal by the last Republican administr 
What shall we accomplish merely by recounting the failur 
one set of men to do their duty unless we shall follow 
recital with the accomplishment of our own mission as M« 
of this body? 

What, therefore, Mr. Chairman, is our mission to-day as M: 
bers of the Congress of the United States? What commissio. 
we hold from the people, and how shall that commiss 
executed? Certainly no Democrat can maintain that he | 
any commission here to protect the favored classes to the det) 
ment of the unfavored masses. Certainly no Democrat 
maintain that he is here to continue longer the blighting s) 
of graft and greed fastened upon us by the Republican P 
Certainly no Democrat can maintain that he is here to assis 
in the further looting of the people, even though it be pos 
to accomplish the act without the knowledge of the victim. (: 
tainly no Democrat can maintain that the present artificial : 
medicated commercial and economic and industrial status of | 
United States should be longer maintained. Certainly no D 
crat can maintain that the handicaps which have restricted | 
commercial supremacy in the past should be longer pern 
to endure. And certainly no Democrat can maintain th 
Government is obligated, legally or morally, to guaran! 
protection of the hothouse to industrial enterprises if th 
not stand in the fresh air of free and open competition. 

Realizing, therefore. that we are here to earry into effect 
mandate of the people we have offered to this House and 


| the country the Underwood bill, now under consideration. S&S 


in one country of the Old World wages are at one figure, | 


else. So that no just standard can be fixed as a basis upon | 


which to act that would not give either too much protection or 
too little protection, according to the Republican doctrine. So 


that inevitably the Republican Party is driven from on2 extreme | 


to another, and driven from pillar to post in its effort to justify | 


befere the American people their unfair. selfish, corrupt, unwise, 


and unpatriotic methods of taxation which bears largely upon | 


the problem of the distribution of our wealth. 


These conditions had grown so intolerable among the people | 
| commercial fabric of this Nation to depend upon the bi 


that in 1908 even the moss-hacked and fossilized Republican 
Party was forced to adopt a piatform declaring for a “ revision ” 
of the tariff. The people had begun more forcibly than ever to 
realize that a tariff is a tax, and that a protective tariff is a 
special tax against the masses for the benefit of a few. There- 
fore the people demanded relief, not only from the taxes them- 
selves but from the condition brought about by this system 
which enabled a few men to control the markets of the country, 


danger, realizing the fact that the American people are con- 
stantly becoming more intelligent and discriminating, and 
renlizing that whilst they had been able to “fool some of the 
people all the time and all the people some of the time” they 


j 


ing, therefore, to keep unbroken our pledges to the Ame! 
people we are offering to them something the Republican P 
has never given nor offered—an honest tariff law. A 
based upon the competitive principle. A tariff which wi 
peal to the great masses of our people as fair and just, 

the howling and squealing of those who are incidentally p 
from the public trough, whose benefits they have monoy* l 
and squandered for half a century. We are offering a turiff 
which seeks not to destroy any legitimate industry, but seeks 
to inoculate into all lawful industry the germs of a health 

We seek to substitute the real for the artificial. We seck 
replace fundamental falsity with eternal truth. We see! 
convince the American people that they can conquer by 
sheer force of their superior ability, of their inventive 2: 

of their wonderfully resourceful activities, without applying 


} so . ‘ 5 ; , te 
| artificial stimulants thought necessary to revive an ebbing 


| 


} 
| 





| prises, in order that profits may be vouchsafed to them. 
fixing the price of that which the people had to sell as well as | 
what they had to buy. So the Republican Party, realizing its | 


We are seeking by this law to wipe out favoritism and to 
late for the whole people. We are seeking to divorce big ! 
ness from big polities, and make it unnecessary for the creat 


and favoritism of the people’s Government in order to su 

We are seeking to subvent the socialistic tendencies of the t 

which are the direct result of the maintenance of Repub! 
policies. For the ultimate conclusion of republicanism |§ 
socialism. For if it be true that the Government, as such, s 
it to a favored class to protect them in their commercial « 


wx} 


not go one step further and declare that the Government, 4° 


such, owes it to all the people to not only protect, but actua''y 
to conduct all commercial enterprises in order that somet!is 
of profit may be vouchsafed to all the people? One doctrine 'S 
| as tenable as the other. Both are founded in falsehood. Bo") 


are contrary to the theory upon which all free governments : 








"9 


1910. 





ormment owes everything to the people, or a favored few of 
them, and that the people owe nothing to the Government. 

~ But if it be denied that Republicanism leads inevitably to 
eocialism, it can not truthfully be denied that Republicanism, 
its selfish, un-American, and mendacious favoritism, has 
heen largely responsible for the growth of socialism. You can 
not unjustly hoist one class of our people without unjustly low- 
ering the other. You can not, by Government aid, create enor- 
mong wealth without creating unwholesome want. Recognizing 
these fundamental truths we are preceeding upon the only 
eound and honorable course by proposing te hoist no man at 
the expense of his neighbor. 
which refuses to recognize the protective theory as worthy of 
any place in the political thought of a free people. We 
proceeding upon the time-honored Democratic doctrine that all 


with 


taxes of every description and from whatever source collected | 


shall be for revenue only, a doctrine which has brought the 
pemocratie Party safely through the tempestuous witers of 


more than a hundred years of strife and turmoil into a welcome | 


nd a tranquil harbor. 

We have heard much from our Republican calamity bowlers 

hout destruction and ruin to business on account of this tariff. 
“stop-thief’ cry has been heard so often in this country 


that it will no longer alarm sensible people. It is but the wail 
of the political and commercial coward. It is an effort to 


ft 


Republican 
the advent of Democracy the harbinger of shrinking profits and 


We are proposing a tariff bill | 


hten honest and legitimate business into the belief that the 
*arty is the reservoir of all their prosperity, and | 
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soup houses. Such an argument can emanate only from a dis- | 


honest mind. It is but an effort to carry out the long-established 
policy of the Republican Party in fooling the American people. 


But. thanks to the intelligence and wisdom of the people, this 
ery of fear will find no response in the hearts of the people. I 


have heard so much during this debate of the crumbling of in- 
dustries. of smokeless stacks. and dollarless bunks, that I am 
convinced that unless the Nation goes out of business the Re- 
publican Party, what little of it remains, will be sorely disap- 
nted. For it is fear upon which that party has fed by day 
and falsehood upon which it pillowed its head by night. And 
realizing now that the people have repudiated it for its sins, it 
seeks again to raise its prostrate form through fear and false- 
hood, unwilling to profit by its own mistakes or to be purged 
in the crucible of public opinion. 

| predict for this tariff bill a career of great success. I need 
not go into the reasons for this prediction, for whether the 


no 


prediction prove correct or incorrect. the reasons therefor 
would not be interesting. But I feel justified in so predicting 
because of the fact that it is an honest and faithful effort to 


carry out the wishes of the people, expressed at the polls on 
election day. It is an honest effort to break down the wall that 
protected a few at the expense of the many. It 
honest effert to readjust our commercial fabric in 
with modern tendencies. It is a faithful effort to keep our 
promises. It is our plighted faith. our sacred honor, our life 
and all for which we fight to-day. 
people to be not frightened by the scarecrow placed before 
them by the Republican mischief makers, but to adjust them 
selves honestly and patriotically to the new duties with faith 


has 


is 


| list. 


an | 
harmony | 


And we ask the Americnn | 


and hope and determination to prove the utter falsity of the | 


doctrine that American energy. genius, brain, and courage can 
hot conquer the markets of the world unless they are subsi- 
dized by the people’s Government. 

We have heard much of so-called Republican prosperity. We 
have seen the rich grow richer, and we have seen poverty and 
squalor and ignorance and vice increase in the great centers 


of our population. We have seen a few men pile up fortunes 
like Ossa upon Pelion, seeking later to soothe their con- 
scier 


bounty-gotten wealth back to those from whom they did not 
take it. We have seen the mansion of the magnate with one 
eye and with the other the hovel of the toiler. 
With one ear the music and laughter of the guilded salon and 
With the other the cry of hunger trom the street. We have 
Seen wealth centralized in the hands of a few to such an 
appalling extent that it is said now that 90 per cent of the 
total wealth of this Nation is owned by less than 10 per cent 
of the people. And yet this is called prosperity. Republican 
Prosperity. God save us from such a prosperity. The mission 
of the Democratic Party to-day is so to adjust the laws of 
this Nation as to bring about equaiity before the law to every 
man, high and low alike. Not necessarily equality of brain or 


Wealth or physical force, but equality of opportunity, and a | question of the election « 


‘es by the endowment of colleges and libraries, giving their | 


| alone, but one which muy 
are | 


113 


founded. Both are founded upon the false notion that the Gov- | Government which does not vouchsafe to its people equality of 


opportunity is not a free Government and cen not long endure. 

For what shall it benefit us to know that on yesterday we 
walked upon the mountain top, if to-worrow our children shall 
grope in the darkness of the valley? What shall it benefit us 
to know that yesterday we sit at table laden with sweet mor- 
sels from the corners of the earth, if to-morrow our children 
Shall feed upon the husks of the swineherd?’ What shall it 
benefit us to know that yesterday we bisked in the sp endor 
of palatial beauty, surrounded with al] that art and wealth and 
| culture can supply, if to-morrow we sball sit upon the doorstep 
of a stately poorhouse, a sovereign pauper? Give us. then. a 


prosperity which shall endure not for a day nor for ourselves 
be bequeathed to all the people and 
for all time. A prosperity which shail be planted squarely upon 
the bedrock of eternal justice, instead of perpetual duplicity. A 
prosperity which shall not find its lodging place alone among 


those who need it not, but a prosperity which shall descend on 
|all the people alike, as the refreshing rain descends from 


Heaven. A prosperity which shall find true realization in the 
Jeffersonian, Democratic. American doctrine of “ Equal rights to 
all, and special privileges to none.” 

In the past, Mr. Chairman, when the people have called upon 
the Republican Party for relief from the burdens of unjust 
taxation they have acted as if they were of those who, having 
ears hear not, and having eyes see not. When the people hive 
asked for free lumber in order that they might build humble 
homes in which to abide, the Republicans have responded by 
placing acorns upon the free list. When in the pust the 
have asked for cheaper fuel in order to keep their bodies warm, 
the Republican Party has responded by placing ashes on the free 


peop e 


When in the past the people Lave asked for cheaper meat 
upon which to feed themselves and their children, the Repub 
licans have responded by placing bones upon the free st. 
When we have asked for cheaper shoes, they bave given us free 


spunk. When we have asked for cheaper milk, they have re- 
sponded with free dragon's blood. When we have implored them 
to give us cheaper beef and pork, they have responded by plac- 


ing boofs and horns upon the free list. When we have asked for 
cheaper sugar, they have banded us untaxed ipecac. When we 
bave prayed for cheaper iron and steel, they have responded by 
placing junk upon the free list. When we have asked for 


cheaper clothing so that we might protect ourselves from the 
winter’s chill, they have cheerfully responded with free 
When we have implored them to give us a cheaper beefsteak, 


rags. 


they have replied by placing teeth upon the free list. When we 
bave asked them for bread, they have responded with free 
apatite. 

And so on, from bad to worse, the shameful story runs ad 
|infinitum. But the dawn is now appearing. A better day is 
| approaching. Democracy rules in this Nation and all is well. 
Along with acorns we give free lumber. Along with ashes 
we give free fuel. Along with bones and hoofs and horns we 
give free meat. Along with spunk we give them free hides and 
shoes. Along with dragon's blood we give them milk By the 
side of ipecne we give them sugar. Along with junk, i! , 
the Republican Party, we give them cheaper iron and eel, 
| Along with the rags we give them cheaper clothing Along 
with teeth we give them beef, and along with apatite we buve 
given them bresd. Not only is this true, but through the in 
come tax, which is now a part of our fundamental law by 
reason of the efforts of the Democratic Party, we sha shift 
some of the burdens of taxation from the poor to the shoulders 
of the rich. We shall lighten the load now borne by the w 
ingman and transfer it to those who have prospered at his 
expense, We shall attempt to equalize the burdens of the G 
ernment no less than its benefits 

To this end, therefore. we invite the cooperation of all f 
ward-looking, patriotic men. We ask your aid in estab ng 
again the just doctrine of competitive superiority as ag t 
paternal favoritism. We ask for nothing except that justice 


We have heard | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


that capital shall receive a fair 
that 


may dwell among our people; 


and 


labor 


profit upon its investment energy ; may receive 
a full day’s wage for a full day’s work, and that he may go into 
a market where the laws of nature and of trade shall govern 
to buy the things that are necessary for his life. We be 

this tariff bill will accomplish this purpose, and we o; 


faces to the rising sun with hope and confidence, inviting I 
who believe in genuine reform to join our ranks. TI 


cratic Party has always been the party of reforin. It was the 
Democratie Party that first began to agitate the income tax. 
It was the Democratic Party that first began to agitate the 
of Senators by the people. It was the 
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Democratic Party that first declared in favor of the publicity of 
campaign funds. It was the Democratic Party which first de- 
elared in favor of the physical valuation of railroads. It has 
been always the Democratic Party which has thundered against 
the abuses of benighted and defunct Republicanism, and it is to 
our party that the people look to-day for the redress of their 
grievances und the lightening of their burdens. Let us hope 
that its mission may not fail; that it may reconstruct the 
broken fragments of public confidence into a more enduring 
liberty, which shall find fruition in the realization of a govern- 
ment of, by, and for the people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. Chairman, as I recall how the people of this country 
have returned to their allegiance to the Democratic Party, after 
wandering off after false gods, I am reminded of an incident 
that occurred down in Christian County in the good old State 
of Kentucky. There was a young man who married a rich 
man’s daughter, and by force of circumstances he was unable 
to make a conspicuous success at providing a living for them. 
Finally, after a large family had grown up about him, he said 
to his father-in-law, “If you will give me a team of mules and 
$200 I will go to Colorado and try to make an honest living 
for my family.” The old man, weary of the burden himself, 
gave him the $200 and the team of mules, and the son-in-law 
started in his canvas wagon for Colorado, where they have to 
irrigate the soil in some places in order to get sufficient moisture 
to grow a crop. He planted his crop of corn, and when it got 
almost large enough to “lay it by,” the irrigation became de- 
fective, the corn dried up, and he made nothing in Colorado. 
Iie said to his wife, “I guess we had better go down into 
Kansas. We can not make anything here. We do not under- 


stund this irrigation business, anyway.” So he moved his family | 


into Kansas, and the next year planted another crop of corn. 
When it reached the same period of development, one of those 
hot Kansas winds came along and parched it and dried it up. 
so that the corn crop was a failure in that State. His money 
wes gone, his mules were thin, and he said to his wife, “I 
hate to go back to the old man, but I can not live out here. I 
am bound to go back, though it be humiliating to me. I know 
they will tease and torment me because I am returning to the 
parental roof, but I can not see my babies starve to death. I 
can not see them cry for the food and raiment which I can not 
give.” So he loaded them in his canvas wagon and started back 
to Kentucky. All the way home he wondered what excuse he 
could give for returning, but just as he turned over the hill 
in sight of his old home, he saw a bunch of pokeberries in the 
corner of the fence. Stopping his wagon, he got out into the 
fence corner, pulled a bunch of the berries, mashed them into 
ink, and wrote on the side of his wagon his reasons for return- 
ing. And I think the reasons which he gave on the side of his 
wagon will apply with equal force as the reasons for the re- 
turn of the American people to the fireside of Democracy at 
the present time. These were the reasons which he gave: 

Colorado irrigation, 

Kansas winds and conflagration, 

High tariff and taxation, 

sill Taft's administration, 

toosevelt’s vociferation, 

Hell-fre and damnation, 

tring me back to my wife's relations. 

[Laughter and applause.] 

I trust that I am not incorrect in assuming that something 
of the same feeling actuated the American people and caused 
them to return to the fold of the Democratic Party, where 
“equal rights to all and special privileges to none” shall be 
the motto. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HAmIrton]. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in his inaugu- 
ral address, leaning down from the heights of altruism and talk- 
ing down to his followers in a language that none of them 
understood, the President explained to them that the Nation 
was intending to use them “for a large and definite purpose.” 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

This gave general satisfaction until it was explained to them 
that it did not involve their employment in official capacity. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

The Postmaster General, however, as the connecting link be- 
tween altruism and appetite, is understood to be giving diligent 
consideration to a method of simplified civil-service examination 
of fourth-class postmasters, designed to give the Government an 
opportunity to use the brethren more largely for “ definite pur- 
poses.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

In this way the carnal man is being sustained while his 
rudimentary spiritual part is being ministered to by homeo- 
pathic suggestion. 


Next to the last election the most interesting conyy 
nature is the Democratic rush for office. 

In filing a bill of particulars of “the large and defini: 
pose” to which he conceives the Democratie Party to ha 
called by more than a million votes against them on thy, 
question [laughter], the President starts with “a ree 
tariff which cuts us off from our proper part in the com) 
the world, violates the just principles of taxation, and 
the Government a facile instrument in the hands of 
interests.” 

This easily separates itself into three parts. 

First. The present tariff “cuts us off from: our proj 
in the commerce of the world.” , 

Second. It “ violates the just principles of taxation.” 

Third. It “ makes the Government a facile instrument 
hands of private interests.” 

This sounds realistic, and when the people heard 
shivered and felt a vague and sinister tariff influence “ 
through their pockets and stealing away their commerce. 

Mark Twain, commenting upon the maxim that “ hoy, 
the best policy,” says: 

This is a superstition. There are times when the appearan 
worth six of it. 

[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

There is also a certain impressiveness about saying 
things in a solemn way with solemnity. 

THE INSPIRED INSTRUMENT. 

The instrument by which, in the language of the Pres 
the ‘“‘commerce of the world” is to be opened to us, by 
“the just principles of taxation” are to be established 
us, and by which this Government is to be emancipated fr 
thraldom of “ private interests,” is this bill, framed afte: 
weeks of testimony before the Ways and Means Con 
where only “private interests” were heard. [Laughte: 
applause on the Republican side.] 

Let us examine how this bill proposes to give us a qnit 
deed to the commerce of the world, to whiten the ocean with 
ships running to and fro between our ports and the ports of 
other nations, and to keep the sea so hot with cabled orders for 
our products that parboiled whales will lie belly up all the way 
across. [Laughter and applause.] 

Let us examine how this bill proposes to establish 
principles of taxation,” so that all the taxable world 
shining faces will stand waiting at our ports of entry and 
income-tax offices, anxious to contribute to a tax millem 

Let us examine how this bill proposes to loosen the st 
hold of “ private interests” and banish them forever fr 
lawful sustenance. 

“OUR PROPER PART.” 

First, then, what is our present commerce with the world 
what is our “ proper part” in it? 

Last year the exports and imports of the international 
merce of all the world amounted to $35,000,000,000. Of 
exports of that commerce we sold 12.9 per cent and of 
imports of that commerce we bought 9 per cent—that is 
sold more than we bought, and unless the fundamental bases 
political economy are to be broken up and cast upon the ru! 
heap of rejected theories, it is better to sell our surplus ab! 
and get other people’s money for circulation among ours 
than it is to have no surplus and to buy abroad and send « 
money abroad to enrich other people at our own expense. 

Therefore, our “ proper part” in the commerce of tlhe \ 
would seem to be to sell all we can abroad and buy w! 
need, just as it is good business for a farmer to make his !f 
as productive as he can, sell what he can, and buy what 
must. 

Second, what is our domestic commerce, what is its r 
to the commerce of the world, aud why should we give i' 
to other nations? 

Here in America we have a trade among ours 
$36,000,000,000, in which we buy and sell among ourselves 1)! 
times as much as we sell abroad and twice as much as : 
other nations of the world import. 

Our water-borne traffic, coastwise and otherwise, con! 
with a network of 250,000 miles of railroad over which 61. 
locomotives are hauling the products of the prosper!) 
100,000,000 people, whose prosperity is increased or dimin's 
accordingly as they are employed or unemployed, and th's b 
proposes to divide this market and this prosperity with | 
nations which protect their markets against us. 

The Detroit River floats more tons of freight in eight » 
of navigation than the Suez Canal floats in a year 
it floats most of it in American ships manned by Ameneu 
men, owned by American capital, built by American Ia) 
of American material, cut, dug, and framed out of Aner! 
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nd forests, and above most of these ships floats the | York, subsidized by the Italian Governme 


n flag [applause on the Republican and this bill 
s to rust the heart out of our domestic commerce for the 
of foreigners. 
AINTAINING TITS 
tlow does protection “cut us off from our proper part of the 
erce of the world?” 


side}, 


STANDARD OF AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP. 


tepublican theory of protection is that duties should be | 
«, jevyied as to equal the difference between the cost of produc- 
, at home and abroad, and that to ascertain that difference 
‘ entific accuracy we should have a tariff commission 
\ e business it should be to ascertain the cost of production 


at home and abroad, so that we may fix the standard by which 
to measure duties. 

Why should duties be so levied as to equal the difference be- 
soon the cost of production at home and abroad? 

First. Because if duties are raised above the difference be- 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad it invites 
d stie monopolies to overcharge domestic consumers, 

‘ond. Because if duties are fixed below the difference be- 
tween the cost of production at home and abroad it invites for- 
monopolies to participate in our markets and force down 

. wages of American labor. 

ird. Because we hold the quality of American citizenship 
above dollars and cents. We are not only growing and making 
eomumodities but we are growing, and by our naturalization laws 


ei- 


making American citizens who are being called upon to par- 
ticipate more and more directly in the making of laws and con- 
stitutions, and we can not afford to lower the standard of 
American citizenship. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Fourth. Because protection of American labor and American 
industry means protection of American manhood and American 
y We can not lift the rest of the world up to the 
f American citizenship, and we decline to lower the level 


Cilize isbip. 


of American citizenship down to the level of foreign citizenship 
by forcing American wages down to the level of foreign wages. 
{Applause on the Republican side. ] 


BUYING ABROAD. 


\ll commerce has two ends—one the buying end, the other the 
ng end—and the Democratic theory is to increase our buy- 
¢ abroad and by consequence to decrease our selling every- 
Is this the way to increase “ 
world "9 
But in order to buy we must have something to sell with 
ch to get money to buy [applause on the Republican side}, 
ind the mere we buy abroad the less we make at home, and 
the less we make at home the less we have to sell, and the less 
we have to sell the less money there is in circulation, and the 
money there is in circulation the more people are thrown 
out of employment, and the more people are thrown out of 
e yyment the more the slums of big cities are populated. 
lause on the Republican side.] 
e more we buy abroad the more money we send abroad, 
nd the more money we send abroad the more we drain our 
( rteries of trade and swell the arteries of foreign trade. 
the more money we send abroad the more we stimulate 
foreign production and depress our own. 
ihe more money we send abroad the more money we take out 


» pockets of American labor and put into the pockets of 
en labor. 


our part in the commerce of the 


Ww 


TNS INTERESTS THAT FRAMED THIS BILL. 
this our “ proper part” in the commerce of the world? 


interests ”? 


here are a good many private interests in this country. 
Ye have thirty-five and a half million people here engaged 
gainful occupations. Of these, twelve and a half millions are 
ged in agriculture, eight and a half millions in manu- 
turing and mechanical pursuits, six millions in trade and 
isportation, and eight and a half millions in professional 
and domestie service. 
Comparatively few representatives of these “private inter- 
S were heard by the committee which framed this bill, 
"wt importers’ interests and foreign manufacturers’ interests 
‘re represented there as never before. 
st a interests which helped to make this bill were 
a eat a of genius, courage, and ability who have lighted 
-- smal our furnaces and given employment to millions 
treaties anteelasn the American farmer, who has pushed our 
- sous westward to the Pacific Ocean and built the American 
one use on the edge of every clearing; but importers’ 
“ssociations like the Italian Chamber of Commerce of New 
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In what way does protection make the Government, in the | 
ge of the President, the “facile instrument of private | 
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nt to obtain 
| duties or no duties on Italiuan products; importers’ associ 
tions like the Merchants’ Association of New York; importers’ 
associations like the Merchants’ Reform Club of New York— 
these are the “interests” that helped to make this bill [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

Men who want to carry. out the broad, patriotic, and non- 
sectional ideals of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KITCHIN], who declared a year ago that “we in the South 
intend to make New England millmen come and put their mills 
in the South or else go out of business”; these are the men 
who framed this bill. 


Men who want to increase the flocks of Australia, South Amer- 
ica, and South Africa, and drive the flo of the United 
States to the slaughterhouse; these a the men who framed 
this bill. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Men who want to reduce or remove the protection of Amer- 
ican farmers and promote the prosperity of foreign ; 
men who want to fertilize the beet and cane fields of the rest 
of the world with American money and drive American farmers, 
planters, and laboring men out of business; these are the 
who framed this bill. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

In this way is our Government to be made to discriminate 
against our own people, who sre taxed to maintain it, and made 
the “ facile instrument ” of foreign monopolies? 

In this way are foreign looms and foreign machinery to be 
set homming to the tune of new industry, while our own gather 


‘KS 


re 


farmers; 


len 


rust and cobwebs? 

In this way are the patriotic interests of this Government to 
be made subservient to the views of cloistered professors of 
free-trade political economy? [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

THE DEMOCRATIC “‘ FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE.” 

How does protection “ violate the just principles of taxation,” 
and what are these “ just priyciples of taxation,” anyway? 

In your platform you “ declare it to be a fundamental prin- 
ciple of the Democratic Party that the Federal Government 


under the Constitution has no right or power to impose or col- 
lect tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue.” 
It is a “ fundamental principle.” then, of the Democratic 


Party 
that protection is unconstitutional. 


But if protection is unconstituional, how did it happen that 
the first tariff law ever passed was avowedly a protective tariff 
law and was framed in part by men who had just finished 
framing the Federal Constitution, and was reported by James 
Madison and signed by George Washington? 

Were Washington, Adams, Madison, and Monroe unpatriotic 
and unconstitutional when they helped to make that first pro- 
tective tariff law and put it on the statute books asa part of the 
national celebration on the 4th day of July, 1789? 

If they were unpatriotic and unconstitutional, is the P 
dent patriotic and constitutional? 

But if protection is unconstitutional, why is it not wu 1 
tional all the time? 

If it is unconstitutional to protect one thing, why is it co 
stitutional to protect another? 

If it is constitutional to retain an inadequate duty on 
wheat, why is it unconstitutional to protect rye? Is wheat 

| Stitutional and rye unconstitutional? 

If it is constitutional to retain an inadequate duty on cattle 
and sheep, why is it unconstitutional to protect hogs? Are ho 
unconstitutional and cattle and sheep constitutions! ? 

If it is constitutional to retain an inadequate duty on catt 
and sheep, why is it unconstitutional to protect beef and | 
ton? Are cattle and sheep on the hoof constitutional and their 
meat unconstitutional? 

If it is constitutional to protect Texas Angora goat hair 
why is it not constitutional to protect wool? Is goat hail 


constitutional and wool unconstitutional? 
You talk about your devotion to the interests of the 
but you have never lost an opportunity to injure him. 
You made Canadian reciprocity law 


a and you refused to 
repeal it three times after Canada had repudiated it 
In that law you juggled with your “fundamental pi 
ciple,” that protection is unconstitutional, and advertised y 
deep damnation of “ private interests” by making wood | 
and print paper unconditionally free, regardless of wi 
Canada accepted or rejected reciprocity, and this you dir ) 


curry favor with the newspaper “ interests.” 

The effect of this bill also, according to John Norris, of the 
American Newspaper Publishers’ Association, will be “to ad 
mit news-print paper and mechanical free of duty fre 


pulp 





t ul 
all the world without qualification of any sort.” The Pr 
dent’s press agent is obviously not forgetting his newsjmper 


relations, 
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In that law you juggled again with your “ fundamental prin- 
ciple” by taking the duty off from the farmers’ wheat and 


coustitutional to protect the farmer? 

Ju that law you juggled again with your “ fundamental prin- 
ciple” by taking the duty off from barley and keeping a duty 
of 45 cents a hundred on barley malt. 

If it was constitutional to protect the brewers’ malt, why was 
it unconstitutional to protect the farmers’ barley? 

In that law you juggled again with your “ fundamental prin- 
ciple” by taking the duty off from rye and keeping a duty of 


publican side. } 

If it was constitutional to protect the distiller of whisky, why 
was it unconstitutional to protect the farmers’ rye? 

In that law you juggled again with your “ fundamental prin- 
ciple” by taking the duty off from meat on the hoof and keep- 
ing a duty of a cent and a quarter a pound on dressed meat. 

if it was constitutional to protect the packer’s dressed meat, 
why was it not constitutional to protect the farmers’ cattle, 
sheep, and hogs? 

If it was constitutional then to protect beef and mutton and 
was unconstitutional to protect cattle and sheep, why is it 
unconstitutional now to protect beef and mutton and constitu- 
tional now to protect cattle and sheep? 

Is your “ fundamental principle” reversible? Is your “ funda- 
mental principle” a thing of time and expediency? 


| 


Cuba and our insular territory, and 3.1 per cent of 81 pou 
2.5 pounds. 

retaining a duty of 50 cents a barrel on the millers’ flour. If | 
it was constitutional to protect the miller, why was it un- | 


All the rest of the sugar consumed in the United States 
year—789,200 long tons or 22.5 per cent of the total 
consumed—was made from domestic beets and cane, 
per cent of 81 pounds is 18.2 pounds. 

Now, the duty on the 38.4 pounds of Cuban sugar eo): 
by each person, at 1.348 cents per pound, is 51.76 cent 
duty on 2.5 pounds of sugar coming from the world 
Cuba and our insular territory, at the full duty rate of 1.687 
per pound, is 4.21 cents; and no duty was collected on 


| sugar. 
$2.60 a gallon on whisky. [Laughter and applause on the Re- | 


Does the statute of limitations run on your “ fundamental | 


principle” in two years? [Applause on the Republican side.] 
A LOAF OF BREAD. 

Thinking to catch the city vote in the North and knowing 
you will get the Southern vote from force of habit [laughter], 
this administration now talks about low rates on the “ market 
basket.” This is only another way of telling the people who 
live in cities that farmers are getting too much for what they 
have to sell, because the people who live in cities are paying 
too much for what they have to buy, and amounts to an 
assessment of the farmer to make up for the profits of city 
dealers. 

You are cutting the duty on wheat down to 10 cents a bushel 


in this bill. Why do you not take it off entirely? Do you think | 


to fool the farmer by keeping a little duty? 

The great Canadian Provinces of Manitoba, Alberta, and Sas- 
katchewan, with a total area equal to about 10 States the size 
of Michigan, and containing almost as much wheat land as lies 
west of the Mississippi River, are growing an average of 24 
bushels of wheat to the acre, against an average of 15 bushels 
here. 

Under a protection of 25 cents a bushel the price of our wheat 
has averaged about 10 cents a bushel higher than the price of 
Canadian wheat. With a duty of 10 cents the difference in favor 
of the United States will be all the way from 3 cents down to 
nothing. 

A bushel of wheat makes 60 loaves of bread, and one-sixtieth 
of 10 cents is one-sixth of a cent, and one-sixtieth of 3 cents is 
one-twentieth of a cent. 

I leave it to the “higher mathematics” of the President to 
answer whether any consumer has ever had to pay one-sixth of 
a cent more for a loaf of bread by reason of protection to the 
farmer's wheat, the reduction of which will make him millions 
of dollars poorer. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

And I leave it to candid men everywhere to say whether 
when this bill has gone into effect and you have made the 
farmer millions of dollars poorer a loaf of bread will be likely 
to be sold one-twentieth of a cent cheaper, 

SUGAR, 

In the same way you propose to save money on sugar. 

The estimated population of the United States is 97,160,336, 
and the total consumption of sugar in the United States in 1912 
Was 5,504,182 long tons, or 7,849.867,680 pounds, 

The per capita consumption of sugar in the United States, 
then, last year was 81 pounds. 

One million six hundred and sixty-four thousand eight hun- 
dred and sixty-three long tons, or 47.5 per cent of the total 
amount of sugar consumed in the United States last year, came 
from Cuba, and 47.5 per cent of 81 pounds, the amount consumed 
by each person, is 38.4 pounds. 

Nine hundred and forty-three thousand seven hundred and 
sixty-nine leng tons, or 26.9 per cent of the total amount of 
sugar consumed in the United States last year, came from our 
insulor territory, and 26.9 per cent of 81 pounds is 21.8 pounds. 

One hundred and six thousand three hundred and fifty long 
tons, or 3.1 per cent of the total amount of sugar consumed in 





Therefore, the total duty paid, theoretically, by each 
in the United States on all the sugar he or she consumed 
year was 55.97 cents. 

$y this bill you propose to charge a duty of 1.256 ce 
pound on all 96° sugar coming from the world outside tj), 
sular territory of the United States and Cuba for three 
and for all sugar coming from Cuba you propose to chary, 
duty of 1.005 cents per pound. 

Assuming, for the sake of illustration, that Cuban anda . 
foreign sugar will enter our market in the same proport 
now, the duty on the 2.5 pounds of sugar consumed pe 
by the people of the United States coming from the wor 
side the insular territory of the United States and ¢ 
1.256 cents per pound will be 3.14 cents, and the duty o 
58.4 pounds of Cuban sugar consumed by the people of 
'nited States per capita, at 1.005 cents per pound, will ly 
cents, and the total duty paid by each person will be 41.73 

‘Therefore, since, under existing law, each person theore! 
pays a duty of 55.97 cents a year on the 81 pounds of 
that he consumes in a year, and since under the propos 
he will pay a duty of 41.73 cents a year, he will save th: 
ence between 55.97 cents and 41.73 cents, which is 14.24 
a year, 

Therefore, each person will be saved, theoretically, th 
cent sum of 14.24 cents a year for three years. After th 
propose to arrange it so that he can riot in a total sm 
55.97 cents a year saved on sugar. 

Sut only two-thirds of the 81 pounds of sugar consuny 
capita per annum in the United States is consumed as 
the rest is used in manufactured products like candy, gu 
condensed milk. 

Therefore the change in duty on one-third of the sug 
sumed by each person will never be perceptible to consun 
will be absorbed by manufacturers, so that the amount of 
actually consumed by each person per annum as sug 
pounds, and the amount theoretically to be saved per 
during the next three years will be only 94 cents a year 


year. 

jsut assuming, for the sake of argument, that it is ! 
save 94 cents a year for three years and after that to 
37.51 cents a year on sugar and reduce the revenues 
Government derived from sugar by over $50,000,000, w 
tainty can we have that everybody can carry home a 
cent’s worth more of sugar a week in his market basket ’ 

What assurance have we that the sugar refiners will! 1 
possession of the market and raise prices after yo 
destroyed their competitors, the beet and cane sugar ind 
of the United States? 

But if the refiners do not take all of our half a cent a 
on sugar which you propose to save for us, what ass 
have we that our half a cent a week will run the long 
of intermediate dealers between the sugar fields and th 
sumer? 

Or, if the refiners do not control prices against us, and 
intermediate dealers do not absorb our half a cent a \ 
apiece, what assurance can we have that the inexorable 1a 
supply and demand will not deprive us of our half a 
week apiece and raise the price of sugar when our owl 
and cane sugar growers are driven out of business? 

WOOL AND WAGES. 

In the same way you propose to save money on wool. 

You have coldly calculated the labor cost at home and :! 
and deliberately intend to sacrifice American labor and A 
can industry in the interest of foreign labor and fore 
dustry. 

You know that it costs the American manufacturer 1) 
build and equip a factory then it does the foreign manula: 
because the American manufacturer pays better wages Ula 
paid abroad; and you deliberately require that the Am 
manufacturer shall pay lower wages or build no more fa 

You know that when the foreign manufacturer begins to | 


the United States last year, came from the world outside of | for the foundations of his factory it costs him 40 cents a di) 
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m. 64 cents a day in Germany, and 80 cents a day in | 
d for diggers, whereas it costs the American manufac- | 
less than $2 a day. 
| know that when the foreign manufacturer proceeds to 
. walls of his factory it costs him only 64 cents a day in 
, $1.04 a day in Germany, and $1.68 a day in England 
. and stone masons, whereas it costs the American manu- 
er not less than $5 a day. 
know that the foreign manufacturer pays only 40 cents 
in Belgium, 64 cents a day in Germany, and $1.04 a day 
ejand for hod carriers, while the American manufacturer 
\merican hod carriers not less than $2 a day. 
1 know that the foreign manufacturer pays carpenters only 
its a day in Belgium, $1.04 a day in Germany, and $1.60 a 
in England, whereas American manufacturers pay car- 
s from $3 to $5 a day. 
: know that the foreign manufacturer pays painters only 
' ts a day in Belgium, 96 cents a day in Germany, and $1.44 
» day in England, whereas American manufacturers pay Amer- 


. nainters $3 to $4 a day. 
on know that the foreign manufacturer pays plumbers only 
ts a day in Belgium, 88 cents a day in Germany, and $1.60 
iy in England, while American manufacturers pay from $5 
» $6 a day. 
you 
nanics 64 cents a day in Belgium, $1.04 a day in Germany, and 
»; in England, while American manufacturers pay skilled 
mechanics anywhere from $2.50 a day upward. 


You know that it costs the American manufacturer from 45 


51 per cent more to build a factory than it does the foreign 
iufacturer. 


You know that when the foreign manufacturer proceeds to | 


make cloth the average wages paid weavers on the continent of 
Europe are $6.50 a week, and in England $9 a week, while the 
average wages paid weavers in America are $13 a week. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Winco). Will the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Hamictron] yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GorDon]? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 

Mr. GORDON. 


Yes. 


the Continent which you mention, namely, Germany, Belgium, 
and others? 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. That is an ancient question. 
has been asked a great many times since I have been Here—— 
Mr. GORDON. Well, answer it. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan (continuing). 
ndid with the gentleman—and I have answered this question 
this way before—I doubt if there is any scientific, accurate way 
of stating the reason why wages are higher in England than 
they are on the Continent, any more than there is of stating 
why wages are higher in Germany than in Belgium. 
England has a different industrial system than Germany. 
you say it is the tariff that makes the difference, your logic will 
fail there; that is, provided you want to discuss the matter in a 
fair and dispassionate way. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. HELGESEN. If you can not make them understand why, 
I suggest you ask if free trade brings such high wages in Eng- 
land, why the wages are not higher than in America. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I want to be perfectly fair, 
“i | do not believe in discussing these matiers in a peity, cheap 
wily 


It 


“1 


for 


week. 


You know that the average wages of weavers in France are 
81.77 cents a day. 


aoa know that the wages of woolen weavers in England range 
ron $5.47 to $6.68 a week, while the average wages of woolen 


wen vers in the United States are $3.50 a day. 

knowing these things—knowing that foreign wages range all 
tha Way from a third to a half of the wages paid here—knowing 
a and machinery are no more productive here than 
oom — ‘machinery can be run no faster here than there 
nad ; ujury to the fabric; knowing that it costs twice as 
dentate spin a pound of yarn or a yard of cloth here as it 
enna ere; knowing that a duty of 50 per cent is necessary to 
rdualize conditions here and abroad, you cut the duty down to 
‘ 4 io = and deliberately require the American manufacturer 

“\y lower wages or go out of business. 
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|} cents to produce 


other products; 
| not 


| laboring man more work to do 


How does it come that the wages of free-trade | 
England are so much higher than in the protected countries on | 





I am going to be | 


If | 


. i 
, ‘ ‘ | tionally free flour and 
You know from the Tariff Board’s report that the average | : 
wages paid 10 of the highest-paid German weavers are $7.12 | . : ad : ; 
_ < ; , P me vi“ | the American farmer millions of dollars poorer. 
r a week of 55 hours, while the average wages of 10 of the | ; ; | 


highest-paid weavers in similar American mills are $17.34 a | 


|} on the whole fabric of protection 
| has received since 


| son of protection. 


| give the Minneapolis millers a license to 1: nge at wi 
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“ THE EXCITEMENTS RESPONSIBILITIES OF GRI 
You know that it the American 
a pound of wool; that it 
# to 5 cents to produce a pound of woo 
Australian and New Zealand woo 
nothing to produce a pound of wool after crediting 
the America 
olgrower, 


AND ATUR FREE! 


11 


costs the woolg 


costs woolgrower 


ot 


costs 


Argentina 
the gsrower pra 
the flock 
and knowing that n wooler 
compete with the foreign w 
pose to remove the whole duty from all wools, washed 
washed, and drive the American woolgrower out of busi: 

When you do this you know that the American manufa 
will have to pay lower wages or go out of business; you kno\ 
the American laboring man will have to take lower wages or no 
wages; you know that his purchasing power will be reduced and 
that he will deposit no more money in savings banks; and you 
know he may have to wear shoddy, which you have made free 
presumably to meet that emergency; but superciliously 
down from your height of temporary power you invite him 
warm himse!f with the consolation that he is giving the for 
; and the President invites h 
warm himself with his pleasant little sarcasm in 
to Congress about getting accustomed to 
responsibilities of greater freedom.” 


Lis 
excitemen 
| Laughter and app 


‘the 


| the Republican side.] 
know that the foreign manufacturer pays skilled me- | 


Greater freedom to do what? 
savings dwindle away? 
his family is in want? 


Greater freedom 
Greater freedom to 


to watch 
look for work wl 
You know that when you make raw wool free you will dr 
American sheep to the slaughterhouse. 
But you invite the American farmer to console himse 
the knowledge that he is promoting the sheep-raising b 
of Australia, South Africa, and South America, and d 
himself by getting accustomed to “the excitements and res} 


| sibilities of greater freedom.” 


Of course, when you have destroyed the sheep business 
prices of mutton and lamb will go up and with fewer 
kill, the prices of beef, pork, chicken, and eggs will go 
the man out of work and the shepherd without a 
sole themselves by thinking how they are helping 
of Australia, South America, and South Africa, 
of Europe, and how much better it is to give 
anyway. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

A MATTER 


flock 
the she 
and thi 
than t 


OF 
With the cocksureness of a man accustomed to instruct 
immature minds of youth, the President, in bis address to Co 
gress, undertook to settle in eight minutes problems which 
vexed the minds of statesmen for more than a hundred 

[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. } 

To him and to you it is a matter of 
nations of the world, except England, 
against us and against all other nations. 

To him and to you it is a matter of no concern that ft] 
nies of England, including Canada, protect their markets as 
us and against all other nations, except England. 

To him and to you it is a matter of no concern that 
newspapers are jubilant over our invitation to her to 
markets with us at the expense of our own people. 

To him and to you it is a matter of no con 
millers and wheat growers are well pleased 
free flour and 10-cent wheat, because it will 
haul to Europe and wipe out the 


NO 


CONCERN. 


l- 
have 
years. 


no concern 


protect 


this 
their 


‘ern that 

th cor 
Save then 
international bout 
between them and our 100,000,000 population market 

To him and to you it is a matter of no concé 
10-cent wheat 
American wheat down to the level of Canadian wheat 


rn th 


Will i1o0ree the 


To hi.: and to you it must be particularly pleasant 
in the London Daily News that your bill is “a st: 
the heaviest 
established free trade 


greris 
blow prote 
Peel in Englar 
years ago.” 
THE “ CHIEF 

With uplifted eyes and the nasal twang of hypocritical ] 
you told the American farmer and the American laboring 
in your platform that they were the “chief sufferers” by 
[Laughter on the Republican sice. | 

Is it because of your sympathy with the farmer's “ 
that you propose to lowe. the duty on the farmer's 


SUFFERERS.” 


and 
) the 
wheat fields of Canada and the United States and in combit 
tion with Canadian millers to dictate terms to farmers: 
ter on the Republican side. ] 

Is it on account of your sympathy for the “suffering” of 
farmers that you propose to cut the duty on oats from 15 cents 


lil- 
| Laugh 
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Dulidoeg iughte! in New York [Renewed laughter would have counted only a little over $119,000.0 
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fe and death are full of gontrasts. It cost $200,000 to bury 
King Edward, and when some of us were being shown through 
he crematory connected with the quarantine station at Hono- 
u I saw a small tin can containing the ashes of an unknown 
which had been there on a shelf for more than seven years. 

It did not cost much to bury him, poor fellow. [Laughter.] 
Prices are high. It is getting so some people are afraid to go 
on living on account of the income tax and afraid to die on 
f nt of the inheritance tax and the undertaker’s charges. 

tar 7 


i 44 A+] 
Prices are high, and we are high with them. When the high 
cost of living struck Kansas an inspired commentator put it 
this way—he said: “We build schoolhouses and we send our 
children away from home to be educated.” [Laughter.] 
We grow weeds and buy vegetables. We throw away ashes 
and buy soap. We go fishing with a $10 rod and we go hunt- 


ing 10-cent game with a $50 gun and a $20 dog. 


Prices are high. [Laughter.] 


[| Laughter.] 


iand authorizations in 


should keep on counting until he was old and gray 
} 
au 


grew too dim to see and his ears too dull to 


coin, and the undertaker finally knocked at his d 
not finish counting the dollars of Democratic app 





the last session of the Sixty-s 


gress, and no man since the days of the scriptura! 
has lived long enongh to count them. [Laughter.] 
THES VICB PRESIDENTS SUGGESTION. 


This money is drawn from American citizens, and 


complain the Vice President, who bas talked more since 


tered upon his “four years of silence” than ever be 
. hy 2 
| life [laughter], and to less purpose [laughter], ha 
happy thought to advise them that the quietus 
¢ S 
Oo 


advocated by Karl Marx of repealing the laws of <« 


cutting off the right to transmit property by wiil may b¢ 


to them. [Laughter.] 


mre ; . sat =_—= ead 
There are crowds in great cities, and crowds br 


. totr ote he 
gogues. There are crowds in tenement districts, wie! 


? 


t 


; 
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» stacked up story above story, whose daily existence depends 
steady work, and if hard times should come back as a 
+ of this bill this ill-advised suggestion of the Vice Presi- 
will furnish the text of many a harangue by many a 
-ogue,, with his flaring torch, talking at night from the 
‘under the shadow of great buildings, owned by colossal 
tal, to men out of work with families in want. 
rhis is a time of national unrest, and I appeal to every 
if j tie American who holds a public place to stop playing for 
rty advantage by sensational means, to*stop playing to the 
ories, to stop trying to outdo some one else in sensational 
ernnees, and try the effect of sober sense and honest work. 
rolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. PAYNE. 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
HINEBAUGH }. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pavoH] is recognized. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly some- 
what presumptuous for a brand-new Congressman, and more 
particularly a brand-new Bull Moose Congressman, to undertake 
io address the august, dignified American Congress, especially 
so, as I have been told, that the new Congressman who succeeds 
‘) finding his way through the vast maze of marble halls in 


ip 


The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. H1ne- 


ti 


and I take it that it is the bounden duty of the Representatives 


{) 


| of the people who come to this legislative Hall to obey the orders 


Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from | 


I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 


given by those reformers. 

The second reason for 
I am sorry to say, desir Lt 
than the Payne law. 

Again I say I can not eonceive why the gentlem: 
regret that the country, if the country is advised, shou 
and demand a much farther downward revision of 
than was granted in the Payne law. Furthet he say 


It can not be denied that subsequent reports of the Tarif 
confirmed, in part at least, the 
Schedule I and Schedule K, cotton goods 


Again he says: 
sal 


n ol 


our dismi 


‘visi 


was the fac 


the t C1 


country’s judgment wit 
and woolen 

And again: 

We 
our 


to 


failed to move 
offending. The 
modern schools of 


With the age 
ftepublican chief 
thought, 


That was the he 


tains could not adjr 


Again I say to the gentleman from Massachusett 
confession is good for the soul.” 
One more quotation from the 


gentleman’s spee 


| he says: 


| once to our party? 
|} new 


this Capitol Building during his first term has accomplished all | 


that can be expected of any new man. But, Mr. 
udging from the vast number of Members of this House here 
present at this moment, I take it that many of the older Con- 
vressmen are still lost in the maze of marble halls in this 
Capitol Building. [Laughter.] 

We Progressives are frequently referred to by our opponents 


Chairman, | 


as Bull Moosers, and the term is intended by them for ridicule; | 


hut. Mr. Chairman, a herd of 4,000,000 militant, young, and 
corous Bull Moose is a magnificent sight when compared to 
slow-moving band of 3,000,000 elephants, whose clumsy bulk 
pede their progress, or a group of 6,000,000 jackasses fright- 
ed by their own bray. [Laughter and applause.] I have 


Men sometimes forget their 
fail to carry out their radical 


promises 


program. 


Suppose that tl 
Will the « 
I doubt it. The peopl wish to try 

é ideas and are willing to risk the consequences of th 
disastrous. The Republicans have not given them the legislat 
wisely or foolishly, they wish. If the Democrats follow ou 
need surprise no one should the people turn to the Progressi 


ountrs 


I think the gentleman is absolutely right in his 
in his conclusion. [Applause. | 

That the leaders of the Democratic Party throughout 
country are not united in their support of the Underwood pill 
evidenced, not only by the fact that they were unable to agree 
in caucus, but that the Democratic governor of Massachusetts, 
in a special message to the legislature of that State. denounced 
this bill as a nonprotective tariff for fevenue only 


unrecipro 


| destructive, downward revision. 


| Congress in behalf of this Commonwealth 


: amused and pleased to hear our Democratic and Repub- | 


in friends talking loudly about their desire to give every 
woman, and child in this broad land a square deal. 
sed at their evident anxiety to adopt the term made famous 


r great leader, and pleased because some of the gentlemen | 


ppear to be in dead earnest about it. 
Mr. Chairman, to a freshman in the House of Representatives 
the greatest Nation on earth the explanation of the gentleman 


| enable me to vote for a substantial downwa 


from Alabama, together with the special plea he made for the | 


i of his brain, was very 
istructive. 
Especially the reasons given for the income-tax section of 
this bill—deficit, $68,000,000; income, $70,000,000. 


interesting and to some extent 


I believe the gentleman is absolutely sincere in his desire to | 


carry out the pledge of his party platform. He certainly made 


a splendid speech from his standpoint, and I am frank to say | 


that if I could admit his premise I should be compelled to agree 
with his conclusion. 

But I find myself unable to do either. 

Among other things, he said: 
of the 


consumers among the American people. From our viewpoint 
cad 


istry must be considered as secondary to the rights of the consumer. 


That doctrine, Mr. Chairman, would be wise indeed if we could | their own party. 


pirate those interests. 


We have in this Nation about 6,000,000 laboring men, who, | 


with their families, number nearly 30,000,000, or about one-third 
of our entire population. 

And whatever affects the 
affects directly the farmer and every other citizen in our 
country. 

The plea of confession and avoidance of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] would have been held good by the 
American jury had it been filed in time. 

He has filed his plea, however, after the case has been tried 
and a verdict rendered, and his motion now for an arrest of 
Judgment will be denied. 

However, it has long been held in all courts that an honest 
confession is good for the soul. 

In giving his reasons for the overthrow of his 
tleman, among other things, said: 


In the first place, we stubbornly resisted reasonable reforms. Wh 
ye did so it is hard to say. Perhaps the truculent manner in whic 
2 ose reforms were advanced may have had much to do with our course. 

® man likes to be seized by the throat. No man who is a man will 
stand being threatened, especially by a reformer. 


My answer to the gentleman’s reason, as stated, is that in this 


party the gen- 


great responsibility is the interest and rights of the great mass | 


interests of the laboring man | 


And he further stated to the legislature: 
It is your right, it is your privilege, it is your 
Inst 


interests of Massachusetts. 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, if what the govern 
effect of this bill upon Massachuset true, 
concerning every other State in this Union. 
Mr. Chairman, [I had hoped that the majority. 
rests the grave responsibility of tariff 
sent the subject to the House in 


ic 


‘Ss 18 


it 


legislation, 
bills, w! 

rd re 

of the important schedules, such as the woolen, cotton, 

schedules. 

Can any intelligent, fair-minded man conte 
perience with the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act, 
rightfully a political issue? 

Political battles have been fought, and millions 
have been spent by the Republican and Democrati 
a vain attempt to settle the tariff question pol 
For more than 50 years a purely local economi 


id, a 
that tl 


aus a 


| question, affecting most vitally the interests of al! 





| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
i 
i 
| 
| 
} 
j 


has been used, or rather misused, by the old parti 


| political advantage; and now, after all these years of tria 


still 
through 
up hill 


further 
this llouse a tarif 
and down by mi 


tribulation, if we need a 
Democrats are about to put 
ure which has been kicked 


as object ePSS01 


It is a bill which to some extent, at is an te 
the part of the Democratic Party to keep its platform | 


least, 


| but, if we can believe the papers, it could not be | i 


out the tremendous power of political patronage. 

The prospect of patronage plums to be handed out as so 
as the tariff bill is passed is exceedingly effective. We are tol 
through the columns of the public press that the Presiden 
using his high office to force Members of Congress to favo 
bill. 

Many Democrats believe they will be doing an irre; 
injury to their States if they vote for the wool, cotton, an: 
schedules of this bill. 

Every special interest in the Nation has filed its brief 
used every ounce of pressure to have certain schedules o 
bill defeated in this House, and they will naturally kee, 
their fight in the Senate. And when this bill becomes a law 
will represent a compromise between the of 
privilege and the power of political patronage. 

Mr. Chairman, our Democratic brethren told in their 
national platform that a protective tariff was unconstitutional 
And now with a hundred and fifty Democratic majority this 
House we find Democrats from the sugar States, 


power spe 


us 


in 


Democrats 


case the reformer was a vast majority of the American people, ! from the cotton States, and Democrats from woolen industry 











demanding a protective tariff on those schedules in this 
rectly affects the people of their particular sections. 


ch demonstrates beyond dispute the utter futility of 


{ pling to adjust tariff rates by making them a political 
j 

\ir. Chairman, the Progressive Party in this, as well as in 
many other matters, comes forward with the only rational 
‘ tion of this grent economic question and presents an amend 
ment providing for the establishment of a nonpartisan scientific 
tariff conn ion which shal! investigate all tariff schedules and 


rt to the President of the United States and to both branches 
Congress the cost of production, the efficiency of labor at home 
and industrial organization, and 


Ll al l, capitalization, 


ul o 


ti eve ne 


f all industries seeking protection from Congress; 
producing power of the tariff and its relation to 
of the Government; the effect of the tariff on 
» operations of middlemen; and the purchasing power 
uner, 

d that this commission shall have absolute power to 
formation, and for that purpose the commission should 
prescribe a uniform system of accounting for the great pro- 
tected industries, to the end that the American laboring man 
shall secure his fair share of the-benefits of a protective tariff. 


rcees 
, 1 
i L 
f the cons iT 
» iy 
\ ite 
« 


} 
e 


And to the end that when all the facts are ascertained, if it shall | 


appear in any given case that the tariff benefits no one but the 
bondholder at the expense of the consumer, it may be abolished. 

There various reasons, Mr. Chairman, for the creation of 
a noupurtisan, scientific tariff commission, but there are none 


ire 


more important than its removal from the field of partisan 
politics and the acknowledged inability of the average Member 
of Congress to understand its intricate details. 

The brilliant and lamented Dolliver, of Iowa, died as the 
direct result of his unceasing labor to master the woolen sched- 
ule and present it in all its marvelous detail to the Senate. He 
did master it with that splendid mind, and he did present it 
with his God-given power of speech in such a manner that even | 
the agents of special privilege were compelled to admit that he 
had exposed its inequities. And, Mr. Chairman, I am firmly 


convinced that if the Republican Party had even at that time 


been able to heed his advice, broken the spell of the special in- 
terests, and followed his leadership, it would be sitting in the 


seat of power to-day. 


Dolliver saw the vision and read the future. 
Hlow can any Member of this House discharge the duties rest- | 


ing upon him in the consideration of this tariff bill without 
knowing whether the rates imposed by the bill are a true meas- 
ure of the difference in the cost of production at home and | 
abrond? | 

If the duty in a given case is too low, you wrong the labor of | 


{his country, and if it has been placed too high, you just as | 


and the general competitive position in this country | 


| not be perfectly sincere? 





surely wrong the consumers of the country. 
Ihvery Member of this body, before he is called upon to vote 
for or against any schedule in this bill, should be fully advised | 


as to the probable effect of the law upon the country. 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, at least so far as the minority—per- 
haps I should say the principal minority—is concerned, we are 


conipelled to proceed without any possibility of knowing defi- | 


nitely whether we are discharging our obligations to the people 
whom we represent. 

Our Democratic brethren pledged their party to a tariff for 
revenue only, and declared the protective principle to be uncon- 
stitutional. And yet, are they now in a position to know that 
they are keeping that pledge? 

It can not be denied that the new economic and industrial 
conditions in this Nation require the most careful study and the 
most complete investigation in the enactment of tariff legis- 
lation. 

Our Democratic friends call themselves “ revenue-tariff men.” 
They do not object to the tariff, but are opposed to its pro- 
tective features, especially when it affects some article in which 
they have no local or special interest 

Our Louisiana brothers are revenue-tariff men on lumber, 
wool, and cattle, but they believe in the protective-tariff prin- 
ciple as applied to sugar. 

Our Democratic Members of the House and Senate from the 
woolen-industry States are warm and faithful advocates of pro- 
tection on wool, but they are revenue-tariff men on sugar. 

The absolute truth is that practically all the ‘opposition to 
the protective system in the United States is of that kind. 

Duties on imports, Mr. Chairman, are indirect taxes, and we 
all know that any indirect tax bears proportionately much 
harder on the poor than on the rich. 

To my mind, therefore, it naturally follows that an indirect 
tax for the sole purpose of raising reyenue is much more inde- 
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fensible than an indirect tax imposed for the purpose of po. 
tection. 
If the chief object is one of revenue to defray the nec; 
ind legitimate expenses of the Government, why not acco 
that purpose by direct tax, as is contemplated by, the in 


£ 
« 


| tax section of this bill? 


Such a method of taxation, under proper regulations anq 
tations, would serve every purpose and would at the sap 
result in a much more economical administration of the @ 
ment. The man who pays a direct tax knows what he pays a») 


| watches its expenditure. 


Mr. Chairman, everybody knows that a tariff for reveny, 
may easily become a tariff for protection, and very high 
tection, on the specious plea that the revenue produced js , 
quired to defray the expenses of the Government. The res! 
trader will tell you that the difference between a revenue | 
and a protective tariff is the same as the difference betwe 
petty larceny and grand larceny. 

Why not raise the curtain and stand out in the open? 
If revenue is the only question jn. 
volved, then the indirect tax is unnecessary; and, besid Ss. very 
frequently results in incidental protection. 

If our Democratic friends are right, all the revenue requir 
to run the Government could easily be produced by a dire: 
on incomes, inheritances, and successions. 

In any event, upon the theory of a revenue tariff the dutics 
should fall only upon such commodities as are not produced in 
this country. 

We of the Progressive Party believe in the protective-tsrif? 
principle. The American protective system has become an estub- 
lished institution, and when properly safeguarded and honestl; 
regulated, by a nonpartisan, scientific tariff commission, free 
from the abuses to which it has been put by the overlords of 
special privilege, will guard the American workingman in every 
legitimate way against the underpaid labor of Europe, and w 
give to the American producer the American market wh: 


iree 


“] 


\ 


1X 
ad 


| makes honest goods and sells them at honest prices. 


Thomas Jefferson, the founder of Democracy, recognized and 
favored the principle of protection and advocated discrimina 
duties in favor of American shipping and reciprocity treaties in 
favor of American trade. And, Mr. Chairman, the great body 
of the American people, irrespective of party name, are in fa 
of the protective principle in tariff legislation to-day. 

The ordeal through which the Ways and Means Commiitee 
passed in defending this bill in the Democratic caucus emphas 
the utter absurdity of attempting to treat the tariff as a po 
issue, to be definitely and finally settled by any political pai 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, the two old parties, better known 
just now as the majority and second minority parties, 
afraid to drop this bone of contention over which they have 
growled and snapped at each other for more tian two gener: 


| tions, and by means of which they have alternately hoody d 
the people into giving them the offices. Because they know 
| that, with the tariff out of politics, the advanced position now 





| occupied by the Progressive 


arty on all social and industrial 
questions affecting the vital interests of the people is such that 
they never can hope to overtake us by means of tle 
ardent lip loyalty to progressive principles. 

It is true that since the November election the Repub 
and Democratic Parties are falling over each other in a ¢! 
rush to clean their feet on our doormat, but they can not | 


| to fool the people by such antics. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, some of our Republican brethren ha 
gulped down the initiative and referendum, and are 
gingerly reaching for the recall. Others are protesting !o' 
that they always did have a fondness for the minimum w® 
for woman, abolition of child labor, and equal suffrage tr 
woman. But, my brethren, you will find it difficult indeed to 
fool the peuple a second time with the taste of the last dos 


¢ 


| medicine which you gave them still bitter in their mouths 


In 1908 you promised them a downward revision of tl 
exorbitant tariff, responding then, for political reasons, 
you recognized as a very general demand for a speedy « 
tion of the long-standing tariff abuses. The people still 
lieving in your lip loyalty to their just demands returned | 
to power. 

You refused to take advice and follow the lead of men 45° 
Dolliver, La Fotierre, CuMMIns, and Bristow in the Senate, : 
Murpock, Norris, PoinpExTeR, Cooper, and others in the House. 

You bowed your heads to the edicts of the invisible Gov 
ernment, and in less than 18 months the pecple chans La 
Republican majority of 45 in this House to a Democrs 


majority of 62, and 2 years later completed the job by esta)- 


to 


A 





CL 


chine a Progressive Party in Congress and making you the 
inority party in the Nation. 
ro not deceived, my brethren of the revenue-tariff faith, your 


in the last two elections is by no means an indication 
{ » American people have abandoned the protective-tariff 
re je. Your victory was not due to the strength of your 
. or of your party, but was the result of a cave-in of the 
lican Party, as well as a revolt on the part of progressive 
and women of all parties against the domination of special 
“i 4 e in the affairs of government. 

, line is clean cut and distinct between the majority and 
the first and second minority parties on the tariff question. 
The Democrats are for a revenue tariff only, and claim that 
are not established by tariff rates. The Republicans are 


wi S s . . 
¢, high protective tariff and claim that wages are established 
by tariff rates. The Progressives are for protection and equali 


gation of competition by a tariff commission, with power to 
eeortain all the facts which properly enter in the making of a 
frate. The Progressive Party believes that wages are affected 
put by no means established by tariff rates; and that a tariff 
co ssion should have plenary power to ascertain whether 
or not the labor employed in protected industries is receiving a 
fair and just proportion of the benefits of that protection. 
i 1 inquire, Mr. Chairman, can all these important facts be 
ined, and how can the Ways and Means Committee 

wi 


conclusion as to how their action in any of these schedules will 


affect the country under the system employed by the committee 
in making up this bill? It is an undeniable fact that the great 
highly protected textile industries of the country employ the 


poorest-paid labor in this country. 
Wherever the committee increased or decreased the rate on 


any schedule, we ought to be furnished with correct and re 
liable information concerning the difference in overhead 
charges—cost of labor—and the value of imports in each case. 
We have no complete or detailed report from the Ways and 
Means Committee, in which their reasons are stated for the 


changes they have made in these tariff schedules. 


I submit, Mr. Chairman, the committee should report to the | 


House the cost of production at home and abroad—the rates of 


duty here and in other countries, the extent of competition, if | 


eh reported this bill to the House, arrive at any definite | 
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any, and all other information which is necessary to determine 
the correctness of the rates, which they ask us to establish by | 


this bill. 


THE INCOME TAX, ITS INEQUALITIES, 


In 1894 Congress passed an income-tax law. The operation 
of that law was never tested. It was declared unconstitutional 
by the Supreme Court. Aside from the corporation-tax law, now 
in force, our Democratic friends have bad no experience and 
very little material upon which to base the second section of this 
bill. 

In attempting to accomplish the double purpose of reducing 
the cost of living and restoring competition. they have been 
compelled to make up the loss in revenue by direct tax. Three- 
fourths of the several States some months ago ratified the 


an income-tax law, and therefore it may well be assumed that 
the people of this country, or at least a majority of them, are 
in favor of the income tax. Personally I am and have been 
for many years in favor of an income tax. 
incomes, inheritances, and successions. The present bill, how- 
ever, in my judgment contains many inequalities and unjust 
discriminations, 
HOW IT WILL BE APPLIED. 

The man whose income is a salary of two thousand or three 
thousand or thirty-nine hundred dollars, or the man whose 
only income from other sources is two thousand, three thousand, 
or thirty-nine hundred dollars will pay no tax under the pro- 
Visions of this bill The bill imposes upon the entire net income 
of the individual over and above $4,000 a normal tax of 1 
per cent. Upon that part of the individual’s net income over 
620,000 and under $50,000 an additional tax of 1 per cent is 
provided, and upon that part of the individual's net income over 
500,000 and under $100,000 an additional tax of 2 percent. Upon 
“at part of the individual’s net income in excess of $100,000 
‘t provides for a maximum tax of 3 per cent. In arriving at 
the net income the bill allows certain deductions, such as the 
necessary expense of carrying on any business, all sums paid 
by the individual as interest on indebtedness, also National. 
State, county, school, and municipal taxes, loss in trade, or 
from fires, storm, or shipwreck, worthless debts charged off 
during the year, and reasonable allowance for wear and tear 
of property used in business, dividends upon the stock of any 
Corporation or company. The bill also provides for certain 


A direct tax upon | 





exemptions, interest upon the obligations of a Stat 

political subdivisions of a State, and he 

the United States, the p ul Mi interest of will } ! V 
exempt by liw from Feder tanxnt 1. the s ft 

President of the United States, t con) ' f 
the Federal courts now in « the « f : 
and employees of a Sti tical subd 


Why should these exeniptions be allowed 





It appears also that dividends upon the stock of cor 3 
are exempt, the reason ] wuably being that a 
are now taxed at the uniform rate of 1 per cent ler { 
porati ax law lhe biil also provides that wheney pos 
the tax shall be payable it ie source of the ineome. | 
would mean that the man or the corporatic vil ! ( $ 
employees an annual salary of more than $4,000 must 
turn to the Government of thet fact, and must with f i 
the salary of the employee and pay to the Gover t the 
proper amount to cover the income tax upon the salary ‘1 
Same provision applies to lessees or ni g f rea 1] 
personal property, trustees, executors, administrato dt 
ceivers. This provision to me seems an invasion of the rights 
of the employees. 

IL! STRATIONS 

The man whose income is $10,000 will pay 1 per cent on 
$6,000, or $60. The man with an income of $30,000 will pay 1 
per cent on $26,000, or $260; then he will pay the additiona x 
of 1 per cent on $10,000, the amount of bis incon above 
$20,000, or $100. His total tax, therefore. will be $360 Che 
man with an income of $125,000 will pay 1 per cent on $121,000, 
or $1,210; also an additional tax of 1 per cent on $30,000, that 
part of his income between $20,000 and $50,000, or S300: also 
the additional tax of 2 per cent on $50,000, that part of his in 
come between $50,000 and $100,000, or S500: also an addit 
tax of 3 per cent on $25,000, that part of his income er 
| $100,000, or $750. His total tax, therefore, will be $1,210 pius 
| $300 plus $500 plus $750, or $2,760 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Lilinoi 
has expired. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield 
me three minutes more? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will yield the gentleman three minut 

Mr. PAYNE. Where does the gentleman from Kansas get the 
three minutes? I have no objection to the gentleman from Ala 
bama yielding him three minutes, or I will yield the gentleman 
from Kansas three minutes out of his time to-morrow, but I am 
obliged to hold closely on account of the time yielded 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, Mr. Chairman, we 
yielded one-half of the time to one-third of the membership i 
I will not be parsimonious about the matter and will yield the 
gentleman from Illinois three minutes. But before yield ) 
him, in my own time, I would like to answer a question that he 
|asked. He asked the question why we excepted the salary of 
the President of the United States to-day. I call his attention 
to the fact that the Constitution of the United Stotes has pre 


scribed that we can not diminish the salary of the President dur 


ing his term of office. In President Lincoln’s time that matter 
came before the Attorney General of the United States. and he 
decided that the tax would be equivalent to diminishing the 
salary, and for that reason the salary of the present President 
was not taxed. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. HINEBAUGH. Again, if Mr. Brown has an income of 
$3,500 from salary, he will pay no tax; and if Mr. Smith has 
an income of $3,500 from dividends, be will pay a tax of 1 per 
cent, or $35. His tax is to be paid direct by the corporation 
before the dividend is declared. It will, therefore, be seen that 


it may not come out of the dividends at all, but may be paid 
by the corporation from savings from other sources, such as 
wages to labor, clerk hire, and so forth. 

Again, if Mr. Jones has an income of $4.500 from salary, he 
will pay a tax of 1 per cent on $500, or $5, to be deducted by 
his employer; but if Mr. Black has an income of $4.500 from 
dividends, there being no exemption, he will pay a tax of 
while Mr. Green, who has an income of $4.40 from rents, wi 
be allowed the exemption and his tax will be but 

A still further illustration of the inequalities of this | 
operation as between rents and dividends might be | 
follows: 

Mr. A has an income of $60,000 from rents. He pays a tax 
of 1 per cent on $56.000, or $560; also an additional tax of 1 
per cent on $30.000, or $300; also an additional tax of 2 per cent 
on $6,000, or $120, or a total tax of $980. 

If Mr. B has an income of $60,000 from dividends, he wil! 
pay a normal tax of 1 per cent on the total amount, or $600. 


s4.) 


me) 
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In other words, the man who has an income of $60,000 from | 

rents will pay $0SO tax and the man who has an income of $60,000 

from dividends will pay but $600, 
I aim unable to understand the logie of the discriminations 


afie 


ting different kinds of property in the proposed bill. 


In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that I believe | 


ePVverTyY 
{ 
t 


under whatever tariff may finally be enacted by this Congress. 
And while we differ very sharply as to methods, I am certain 


our aim is the ullimate prosperity and happiness of our common 
country. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from | 
Maine {Mu (, UERNSI vi. 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, the passing of the Federal 
Government under complete coutrol of the Democratic Party 
on the 4th of March last—and southern control at that— 
foreshadowed changes in our governmental policies, but none 
foresaw that the most radical changes in the fiscal policy of 
the Nation since its formation were to be proposed and such as 
are presented by Chairman UNnperwoop’s revenue-tariff, free- 
trade measure now under discussion. 

This measure will put in force new methods for securing 


revenue for the support of the Government that not only will 
affect the wealthy of the country but those of most moderate 
means. It will compel the curtailment and in many instances 
the closing down of great industries that have been established 
under the protective-tariff system as the business of this coun- 
try to-day is adjusted to a protective-tariff system. 

‘The measure before the House was prepared with absolute 
disregard as to the cost of production abroad; absolute disre- 
gard of the effect of foreign competition; in absolute disregard 
of the extent that labor in the United States may be discharged 
as the result of increased importations from abroad. 

In the campaign of 1912 and earlier in this House it was 
charged by Republicans that the Democratic Party was a free- 
trade party. With great heat this charge was denied here and 
denied throughout the United States prior to the election of 


1912, yet the Underwood bill—the administration bill it may 
well be called—approaches nearer a free-trade measure than 
any tariff law ever presented to an American Congress. Its: 
free list is of greater length. Imports aggregating last year 


more than one hundred millions, which paid a duty under ex- 
isting law, would enter the country free under the provisions 
of this bill. 


MORE FOREIGN GOODS. 


Under the free-list provisions of the bill and 
lower rates of the dutiable list importations from abroad will 
increase enormously. Every dollar of foreign product or mer- 
chandise that enters the country will replace labor and produc- 
tion. here. Our money will be spent in the employment of labor 
abroad instead of at home, 

Advocates of this measure claim it will lift the burden of 
taxation from the average man and lower the cost of living. 
Nevertheless the measure plans to collect from the country mil- 
lions of dollars more than the existing law collects, and should 
its enactment be followed by stagnation in business it will add 
io the burdens of the people, and, instead of reducing the cost 
of living, as claimed by many, it will reduce living. 

It is contended by those in charge of the bill that a protective 
tariff creates trusts, but regulation of tariffs will not prove 
the solution of the trust question, and, as many of the so- 
called trusts are to-day international in their scope, it is prob- 
able that the tariff reductions will have little effect upon 
them and in many instances greatly add to their advantage. 


the radical 


WILL LOSB CUBAN TRADB. 
it 


eign 


is claimed for the measure that it will extend our for- 
trade. It is obvious that it will increase our purchases 
but not probable that it will materially increase our 
sales across the water, while in Cuba the passage of this meas- 
ure will probably result in the termination of the preferential 
treaty with that island and the loss of a large and growing 
trade in flour, potatoes, and other products of the United 
States that are now sold in the Cuban market under the treaty 
advantages. 

if the preferential treaty with Cuba is terminated, as I be- 
lieve will be the ultimate result of the passage of this legisla- 
tion, the Cuban trade will be lost by us to Canada, who will 
eapture it with her subsidized steamship lines that are now 
being extended from the Maritime Provinces to the West Indies, 

The present administration has taken over the Government 
of the United States while the country is enjoying the full 
swing of business prosperity that has existed throughout the 
entire period of the last Republican administration—industrial 


abrond 


citizen, whether in or out of Congress, desires that | 
prosperity of the country and of our people shall continue | 
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| places him in direct competition with the world. 
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prosperity unequaled in our history. Never have 

cultural interests been active and the encourage), 

develop and cultivate the soil been so great as in recent 
WILL DISCOURAGE AGRICULTURE, 

The policy of the Government should be to encour 
conditions, as upon the prosperity of the farmer dey, 
prosperity and future of ite Nation. The measure befor. , 
gress holds out no inducements to our agricultural ji): 
Indeed, this bill seems to have been drawn wholly for | 
pose of slaughtering the American farmer. None of }; 
ucts are left untouched. It is far worse than reciproci! 

It will 


: 2 
so 


\ 


| him to compete with the farming conditions of Europe, ; 


compel him to withhold his children from school and } 
from the household for work in the field. 

This measure will not only bring depression to our a+ 
tural interests, but to our manufacturing interests, if 
judge anything by our political history, which is fu! 
record of disaster that has almost invariably followed 
reductions in the tariff. Many times in the past 124 
since the adoption of the Constitution, we, as a peop|: @ 
changed our financial policy, sometimes from protection | rd 
free trade, and as often been driven back to the policy 
tection by hard experience. ; 

FIRST 


\ 


PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

From 1812 to 1816 the country enjoyed its first real pri 
tariff laws. During that period five in number were 
which increased the entire list of duties about 100 pe 
Under the policy the American market was reserved 
American manufacturer, and notwithstanding the sever } 
of the war with England the country was more prospe: 1 
wealthy at the close of the war than at its beginning. 

ACT OF 1816, 

April 27, 1816, Congress by an act greatly reduced t) 
with the result that business depression came over the 
Henry Clay described the effect some years later: 

We behold— 

He said— 
general distress pervading the whole country; unthrashed « f 
grain perishing in our barns for want of a market: uni 
plaint of the want of employment and consequent reduct 


wages of labor. Property of the Nation has on an averag: 
less than 50 per cent within a few years. 
TARIFF OF 1824. 

May 1824, Congress passed a new tariff act. It 
protective tariff, and was followed by business reviy 
factory, the farm, our shipping, mercantile, commer and 
every branch of business enjoyed great prosperity. In 12s 
duties were further increased by Congress. Mr. Clay. 
eloquent speech in the United States Senate on February 2 
said : 

If I were to select any term of seven years since the adopt 
Constitution which exhibited a scene of the most undispu 
and dissolution it would be exactly that term of seven yea 
ately preceding the establishment of the tariff of 1824. If 
seven years were to be selected of the greatest prosperity the 
people ever enjoyed it would be exactly that period of sev 3 


oy 


~—, 


ted 


which immediately followed the passage of the tariff law of 15-}. 
TARIFF OF 1832. 

On July 14, 1832, a new tariff law was enacted to reduce the 
duties to a uniform level of 20 per cent ad valorem. ‘The 
tion was gradual and extended over a period of several yeurs, 
but its effect on business was disastrous. One writer charces il 
generally to being the cause of the great financial ot 
1837. He said of it: 


Within five years a panic swept over the country that almost 
description for its severity and its distress. Not only were |! A 
tures prostrated, but commerce, navigation, mining, and esp - 
riculture shared in the general wreck. Mortgages were forec! 
forced sales made in every direction. 


TARIFF OF 1842. 

In 1840 the voters of the country rose in their might and 
drove from power the party that they held responsible for “ie 
tariff of 1832, and on August 30, 1842, another protective ‘aw 
became effective. During its existence, a period of four years, 
business of the country recovered and financial distres 
depression passed away, and the prosperity of the agric 
and manufacturing interests were restored. 

TARIFF OF 1846. 


The Walker tariff, as the tariff measure of 1846 is often 
called, was a low-tariff measure and is often pointed (0 oy 


the Democratic Party as the tariff that brought the ere = 
and most beneficial results to the country, thereby just!'yits 
low tariff rates. 

But conditions other than tariff affected that period. 5 
cessful war with Mexico and the expenditure and distribut 


Sine. 


op 
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¢ ¢750.000.000 in the country in order to carry on the war 

= ted industry. Gold was discovered in California, giving 
er impetus to business, while famine in Ireland made 
yous demands for our breadstuffs. 

\s time passed on, however, the benefits of these unusual 
tions passed away, and March 3, 1857, the duties were 
er lowered by Congress, and there followed business dle- 
jon in all classes of industry. President Buchanan, in a 
age to Congress late in 1857, called attention to the situ- 
in the following language: 

midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and ele- 
rc of national wealth we find our manufactures suspended, our 
works retarded, and private enterprise of different kinds aban- 
and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment 
ced to want. 
th these distressing conditions throughout the country the 
d for a revision of the tariff system became imminent, 
1 it was revised along the lines of a protective tariff, which 
effect on March 2, 1861, at the very of the 
nan administration. 
TARIFF OF 1290 

The McKinley law, as the law of October 6, 1890, is generally 
was a protective-tariff measure, but before effect 
judged the election of November, 1890, occurred and 
mocratic majority was chosen in the House of Representa- 
es, and with the impetus thus gained two years later the 
ioeratie Party elected Grover Cleveland President and se- 

d control of the Senate as well as the House. 
r a long period protective tariffs had been in force and a 
nd existed in the country for a trial of lower customs rates. 
sponse to this the Democratic Party sought to enact legis 
n in accordance with the Democratic ideas of tariff reform. 

TARIFF OF 18094. 

August 1894, the Wilson-Gorman bill became a law, and 
bec: me such without the approval of President Cleveland, who 
held his signature. The measure was publicly condemned 
the President and later by the country. It was a low-tariff 
and its effect on business was destructive. Farm 
ws throughout the country went to the lowest point that they 
reached for many years. All classes of farm products and 

k were practically without a market. Unemployed 
| the country in every direction in search 


into close 


its 


d be 


7 


mt, 


sre, 


of work. 


e-hbodied men accepted labor at wages that gave them prac- | 
Manufacturing everywhere was | 


y nothing but their board. 
standstill, trade and commerc 
ernment revennes fell to so low a 
to issue bonds to pay its running expenses. These conditions 
not only followed the enactment of the 1804 law, but began to 
umulate some time prior to its enactment in anticipation of 
its results 


were paralyzed. The Gov- 


protective tariff, with the result that in the elections that 
owed in 1896 the Republican Party was returned to power in 
both branches of Congress, and William McKinley 
President of the United States. 
TARIFF OF 
In 1897 the Dingley tariff !aw—probably the most skillfully 
(drawn protective-tariff law that this country has ever known 
wis placed on the statute books of the Federal Government 
7 results that followed this law were most strikingly bene 
Business ef the country was restored to a sound financial 
Prosperity burst forth in every line of industry. Since 
enactment farms and the mills have flourished to an extent 
jualed in our history as a Nation. The results of the meas 
vindicate to the very last degree the wisdom of the protec- 
e-tariff system for this country. 
The tariff law of 1909 continued in force the protective poll 
der which the Nation had made such great progress since 
enactment of the law of 1897. 
In the light of the history of tariff legislation of this country, 
it be expected that the radical lowering of rates proposed 
the Undertvood bill will be beneficial? 
» provisions of the bill other than with alarm? 
e Democratic Party is not unlike a man who has just 
rited a rich estate. Will the party be able to carry it on, 
tinue its prosperity, and increase it, or will it, through the 
tion of most violent and radical changes in the fiscal policy 
erimental and uncertain in result, stop production, ruin the 
te, and leave it mortgaged and in bankruptcy? 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST NEW ENGLAND, 


é-1 


1897. 


feta} 


basis 


Flow can we view 


An examination of the proposed tariff law leads me to believe | 


at it is not only built 


nally discriminates 


lites 


along free-trade lines, but it inten- 
against industries of the New England 
For yeurs Senators and Representatives of the West 
ave been charging that New Enginnd was unduly favored in 


| seems also to have been sele 


| tion, if not the whole, of that import: 


men | 





point that it was compelled | 


Again the country turned after this bitter experience | 


was elected | 


| rial 


| ness men of Maine, large 


| containing 


| paper mills producing 2,000 tons « 


the 


i veloped water powers, estimated to be equivalent to 


tained in the South, as during tariff discussion within two 
years a prominent Member from a Southern State declared on 
the floor of the House that he was in favor of a tariff that would 
close the cotton mills of New England and force them to move 
to the cotton fields of the South, where they belonged. C€ 


3s 
and the Presidency are to-day in control 


of south 
WOOLEN INDUSTRY. 

The tariff bill 
It makes radical 
is especially 


land. It 


itself 
reductions in the duties on cott 
aimed at the great wool 
is toward the manufacturer 
full force and fury of this Democratic 
directed. Here we find the most severe cuts in the rates. 
These mills are to-day in sharp competition between themselves. 
Add foreign competition and many will be compelled to close 
their doors. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee asserted 
here on the floor but yesterday that the old, 
were being sustained through tariff legislation. Did he 
to the woolen industry of New England? There may be 
such mills, but the vast majority of the New England woolen 
mills are the nrost modern in equipment and up to date in con 
struction to be found in this or any other country. 


SHOR 


bears evidence of this 


en industry 


revision seem 


worn-out mills 


refer 


some 


INDUSTRY 

That leading industry in New England, the shoe industry 
‘ted for sacrifice, 
placed on the free list. Why does the Democratic 
endangering the industry of the New Englan 
American shoe machinery will be set up in Europe, o| 
the low-cost labor of foreign countries, 
plied by the foreign 
sult. 


as shoes hav 


shoe 


and our murl 


article. This must be the inevita 


SARDINE INDUSTRY. 

The New England fish industry is also the subject for severe 
attack by the provisions of this bill. The rates proposed for 
the sardine packers of Maine threaten to transfer a great por 
nt industry to Cannd 
industry which has built up and maintains large es 
along the of Maine. If are main 
tained for those employed in this industry, competition with 
Canadians will be impossible, and much with Norway, 
which is a strong competitor for the American market, and 
where, I am told, the labor of girls employed is from 18 t 


cents and men from 40 to 50 cents per day 


communtit 


coast present wage scales 
T 1e 


less 
o 20 
MAINE PULP AND PAPER INDUSTRY 
A New England industry of great importance, not only to 
New England but to the country, {is that of paper m: In 
the State of Maine alone there are 44 pu! r mills in 
operation. They répresent investments 

in mill properties and employ more tl 

pany alone—the Great Northern 

ment of more than 
It employs 1,500 men in 
from the forest 
paper per day. 

These paper companies are the 
State. They are developing the heretofore 
powers of the State. They are deve it 
communities, often in 


O00 


$18,000,000 
its mil 


about 3,i 


developing 


ping pro 


the cderness ol 


very wi 


| supporting thousands of people of the State, 


tons of freight to railroads, and furnishing bu 
and sma 
The future of State of M 


upon 


the 
the continuance and deve 
There is ar I ire undevel« 
in the older part of the U 

of acres 
toward the St. John’s waters and is drained by 
river. On this territory it is estimated t 
millions of cords of pulp wood, whic! 


stock forever, by cutting at the r 


millions 


of unbrol 


of me I 
Great paper mills are on the eve of c¢ 
St. John River in Canada. Pass this bill m 
will insure the delivery of the greut wood pr 
than 4,000,000 acres of Maine forests to pa 

St. John, in New Brunswick, for 

finished product to the upbuilding and 

of Canada, not alone for the present, but 
Pass this bill unamended and yon wil 

ment of this great raw-material producing territo 

United States and prevent the development of its 


OAM) 


ariff legislation, and I believe that the same feeling is enter- | horsepower, now running to waste. To my mind, the situation I 
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have just mentioned presents a most forcible illustration of the 
possibility and probability of driving by legislation raw material 


out of the United States for manufacture into a finished prod- 
uct in a neighboring country. The northern Maine situation 
should cause Congress to pause and give to it its fullest con- 
sideration, as it is of the greatest importance. This bill will 
decide as to whether water power to the extent of hundreds of 
thousands of horsepower shall be developed and employed in 
the manufacture into a finished product raw material within our 
own country, for our own people, and the development of our 
natural resources. 
KEEP RAW MATERIAL AT HOME 

Amend this bill so as to give this great industry fair treat- 
ment and reasonable protection. Give to it at least such protec- 
tion as the Mann report said it should have, and in so doing you 
will legislate to save to the people of the United States the 
enormous natural wealth in raw material in northern Maine, 
and in so doing you will legislate to develop the resources of 
the country and upbuild the United States. My time to speak 
on this subject is too limited to do it justice, and I can not find 
language strong enough in which to condemn this legislation 
which will turn over to Canada the products of one of our great 
forests, and at the very time when the Canadian Provinces are 
passing restrictions that compel the manufacture within the 
Dominion of Canada into finished products, the products of her 
forests. In view of our own situation and the ease with which 
e might reserve these natural resources to ourselves—in view 
f the attitude of the Dominion and Provincial Governments— 


f 
¥\ 


( 
tl 
seemed to me, that there is a well-determined purpose to dis- 
criminate against the New England States. 

CANADIAN 


ils 


POTATO MENACE. 

One of the chief food products of the country is potatoes. 
One of the great potato-growing sections of the country is New 
England and particularly the State of Maine. This industry 


in Maine is exceptionally exposed to foreign competition. On 
three sides the State is surrounded by Canada. Across the 


international line farm lands equally as good as those within 
the State are valued at 30 to 50 per cent less. Farm labor per 
month is proportionately less. The potato pickers of Aroostook 
County last fall were paid from $2.50 to $3 per day, while at the 
same time in the Annapolis Valley, in Nova Scotia, the same 
class of labor was receiving $1.50 per day. 

The Democratic tariff bill selects this great food product 
grown in New England States for sacrifice, placing it on the free 
list and placing it there now, with the result that it will im- 
peril the price of the crop this year; placing it there in the face 
of the fact that foreign potatoes can enter the markets of New 
York and Boston, the great potato markets of the East, at water 
rates far cheaper than northern Maine potatoes can be trans- 
ported to such points by rail. 

DANGER OF FOREIGN POTATOES, 

The danger of this foreign competition is clearly shown by 
the extent that foreign potatoes entered these markets during 
the last fiscal year, even with the present tariff in force. For 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1912, there were imported into 
this country from England 3,377,426 bushels; from Scotland 
4,645,877 bushels, and from Ireland 4,606,981 bushels of pota- 
toes, which, together with some other importations, brought the 
total amount of potatoes imported up to nearly 14,000,000 of 
bushels, which paid the duty of 25 cents per bushel and en- 
tered our markets. With that duty removed foreign potatoes 
many times that amount will annually be imported and take 
from our farmers our markets to that extent. 

MAINE FARMERS INJURED. 

Add to the foreign competition the competition of Canada, 
with her lower-priced lands, lower-paid labor, and cheap water 
transportation from the Maritime Provinces to Boston and 
New York markets and it will be seen that the Maine potato 
grower will, under the provisions of the pending bill, suffer 
from severe shrinkage in his land investment and in loss of 
market for his product. All considered, the present 25 cents 
duty is none too much to properly equalize conditions with the 
potato producer, foreign or Canadian. 

If this administration believes that a reduction in the potato 
tariff should be made, it should be made gradually; only a por- 
tion should be removed at this time. The immediate free listing 
of this important product, in the production of which so many 
have their all invested, will bring financial ruin to large num- 
bers of farmers in the New England States. If this provision 
in the bill free listing potatoes is allowed to stand and become 
a law, the Democratic Party must be held accountable in the 
elections to come for whatever distress and disaster follows. 
This tariff discrimination against potatoes is particularly unjust 
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legislation as proposed is unexplainable, unless, as it has | 








| the people of this country. 
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in view of the fact that the framers of the bill in deali;, 

other important food products not grown in New Englanc r 

differently. . 
UNFAIR DISCRIMINATION, 

The great wheat-growing sections of the Northw: 
allowed to retain a duty of 10 cents a bushel on wheat to 
their product against the wheat fields of Canada. The 
Texas and other Southern States is amply protected u: 
provisions of this bill for the well-known reason that 
South they are making at present large investments in | 
ture and a protective tariff is necessary to proniote the i) 
consequently the rice growers are taken care of. The p) 
of pineapples, oranges, and grapefruit in Florida are a 
protective duties, and the Louisiana sugar grower is giv. 
years in which to adjust his business to the proposed fre 
of his product. \ 

I assert again that the Underwood tariff measure now | 
Congress contains in its provisions deliberate, intentions 
unjust discriminations against the manufacturing and »; 
tural interests of the New England States. [Applause « 
Republican side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlem 
Minnesota [Mr. Smitn]. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I did not 
when I came to Congress to take part in enacting a tariff 
ure for the benefit of Canada, or, to be more accurate, I « 
expect to be compelled to oppose certain items of a 
that protects Canadian industries at the expense of the ag 
tural and milling industries of this country. 

I had aJways believed that there was a clear line of de 
tion between free trade. tariff for revenue only, and a prot 
tariff, and that any bill or measure that was proposed « 
acted into law in this Congress would be based upon 
these policies; but it is apparent that the measure now } 
the House for consideration is neither a protective measur: 
a tariff-for-revenue-only measure, nor a free-trade measure 

Mr. Chairman, whatever it may be, certain features of it and 
certain items in it are against the best interests and we!t ( 
I call the special attention of 
House at this time to the items affecting wheat and the 1 
factured products of wheat, oats and the manufactured prod 
of oats. 

This measure places the raw material on the protecti 
and the manufactured product on the free list. In my 
experience, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I have 
heard of such an economic propaganda being proposed. | 
of no other country that has ever attempted or that 1m 
such a provision in its tariff regulations. I know c* no ot 
country that has attempted to discriminate against its 
manufacturers, its own workers, and its own producers for thé 
benefit of the people of a foreign country. 

On the contrary, every country that has a tariff gives t! 
advantage to the importation of raw material, sc that its 1 
and its factories may furnish employment for its labor. |! 
country on the face of the globe gives its manufacture: 
laborers, and its producers at least an equal opportunity \ 
the foreign competitors, and many give them an advya 
For example: In Belgium, Russia, and British India there is a 
duty on flour, while wheat is free. In the United Kin 
Denmark, Netherlands, and China both wheat and flour 
free. In all other wheat and flour producing countries there 
a duty on both wheat and flour, and the duty on fiour is at 
compensatory to that on wheat. But this bill proposes a duly 
of 10 cents per bushel on wheat and a like duty per busi 
oats. At the same time it proposes to admit the manufactured 
products of these cereals free. What basis there is for suci 
procedure is absolutely inconceivable. 

Mr. Chairman, the framers of this bill recognized the ne 
of protecting the farmer by placing a duty of 10 cents per b | 
on wheat and oats. Immediately following is a provision ac 
ting the manufactured products of wheat and oats free, \ 
bullifies the benefit that the farmer would get from the ) 
tion put upon his products, When flour is placed on the 
list, can anyone show, by any process of reasoning, tha! 
farmer will retain his protection of 10 cents per bushel on 
product, which the authers of this bill concede he is entitled ' 
It does not require much investigation for anyone to dis 
that the very thing which by this bill it is conceded the farmer 
is entitled to is immediately, in the same bill, taken from him 

It is not for me, Mr. Chairman, to question the motives of ! 
makers of this bill. I am simply going to confine myself to po'nt 
ing out to this House before it casts its votes for such an unfair, 
unjust, and discriminatory measure its inequality and iniquity. 

Not being content with attempting to make the farmer be- 
lieve that he is being protected to the extent of 10 cents per 


FS ow & 


| on his products, the framers of this bill also-try to pla- | arinncapots 


the flour producer by inserting a clavse providing for a 


uur into this country Yvree of drity? 


ne 


\iiing duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on flour imported 
e United States from a country imposing a duty on flour 
this country. By writing into the proposed law this 
iiling clause the authors of this bill also admit and 
tively declare that the American manufacturer of flour 
ompensatory duty of 10 per cent ad valorem to equalize 
dicap imposed upon him by placing a duty on the raw 
|. The contravailing clause is an admission by the 
s of this bill that the American miller needs a com 
ry duty to enable him to compete with the Canadian 
yn an equal basis. 
of what benefit, Mr. the contravailing 
Will not Canada immediately remove the duty on 
iported from this country and thus be enabled to export 
Does anyone for an 
avail herself of the 


Chairman, is 


believe that Canada will fail to 


tunity afforded of trading a market of 8,000,000 people 
under | 


, ople? Is it not a fact that 
conditions the average price of wheat per bushel in 
‘¢ ig 10 cents less than in Minneapolis? And as proof 


proposition, Mr. Chairman, I wish to insert in the Recorp | 


prepared by the Tariff Board showing the average 
prices from 1905 to 1910 of wheat in Minneapolis and 


lis and Winnipeg prices and the advance of Minneapolis over 
peg prices, page 97 of Senate Document 849, Sizty-first Congress, 
cession, being message from the President of the United States 
itting in response to Senate resolution of Feb. 23, 1911, a report 
the Tariff Board relative to various commodities named in the 
ed Canadian reciprocity measure. 


Winni- | 
peg 
prices, 


Minne- 
apolis 
prices. 


Differ- 
ence. 


Cents. 
$1.00 133 
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and Winnipeg prices and the a 


dvance of 
Vinnipeg prices, et Continued 


Minneapolis 


October . J 
November .... 
December 


January 

February 
— 

March 


September ........ i 


November .... 
December 


| 
12 
} 


These tables show that the Minneapolis prices have been 
higher than the Winnipeg prices sixty-five times, while the Win 
nipeg prices have been higher than the Minneapolis prices only 
times. They show that during these 72 months covered by 
these tables the Winnipeg prices have been 5 cents higher than 
the Minneapolis prices only once, while the Minneapolis prices 


have been more than 10 cents higher than the Winnipeg prices 


| eighteen times and more than 5 cents higher forty-five times 


Is it not a fact that the Canadian miller enjoys transportation 
facilities equal with our own miller? Is it not a fact that, as 
far as the cost of transportation is concerned, he ean place his 
flour in the markets of this country as cheaply as ean the home 
manufacturer? In this connection I wish to submit a report 
which I received from the Secretary of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, which shows that the cost of shipping wheat and 
flour from Winnipeg to Boston and from Minneapolis to Boston 
is approximately the same, and that the cost of shipment from 
Emerson to Port Arthur is about the same as the cost of ship 
ment from Pembina to Duluth. 

Is it not a fact that the fertile Canadian wheat fields produce 
on the average 4 bushels more per acre than do the wheat 
fields of the United States? In this connection I wish to eall 
attention to the average wheat yield per acre of the three great 
wheat-growing States—Minnesota, North and South Dakot in 
1911 and 1912, and also the average wheat yield per acre of 
the wheat fields of western Canada: 

Wheat yield per ae 
Minnesota: 
1911 
1912 i 
North Dakota: 
1911 
1912 aia 
South Dakota: 
1911 
1912 
Western Canada: 
1911 
1912 


iled st: 


Not wishing to tire the House by going into a deta 
ment of the resources and productiveness of Western Canas 
a wheat-producing country, I wish to quote what Mr. I 
former secretary of agriculture of Canada, said during 
recent reciprocity controversy : 


If reciprocity is going to result in our northw 
their wheat to the United States market, why wil 
because the price the American miller will pay 

than the Canadian miller has been willing to pay 
people in 1909, cultivating 7,000,000 a 
147,000,000 1 what will the people of 
produce when that country is fairly well filled 
six millions between the Great Lakes and the 

estimate of the future population of the Northwest is not an extrava 
gant one, nor need we look very far ahead these results \ 
that comes the Canadian Northwest will produce 1,000,000,000 bushels of 
wheat. I venture to say that the rs will need not he hon 

market and American market but also the 
which to sell the wheat. 


for it will be igher 
for it. If 1,000,000 
res of wheat. produced 
the Canadian Northwest 
up and we have five or 
Rocky Mountains? That 


ushels, 


for When 


farm 
the European market i 
Not only has Canada boundless wheat fields but she 
cellent mills, that are to-day capable of grinding 111.000 | 
per day. The capacity of these mills is being rapidly 
and it will be increased far more rapidly if the prope 
ure becomes a law. 
Is it not a fact, Mr. Chairman, that the proposed 
gives the Canadian miller free access to our market, 
for every barrel of flour that comes into our market fi 


| bushels of the home market for home-grown whenst 


Will not the American farmer be compelled to sel! his 


| the home miller for as low a price as the Canadian far 
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the drawback, and pay back to the Government anything 
not an unnecessary expense heaped upon a trade, and f, 
For the purpose of deceiving the farmer and deceiving ¢] 
There may be some slight advantage to the large » 


his wheat to the Canadian miller, or take his choice of selling 
his wheat for export or cease growing wheat? Where, then, is 
the protection for the farmer proposed by this measure? Where, 
then, are the producers of 621,000,000 bushels of wheat going to 


to the farmer. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that | 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to rise. and the s 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee. (} 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
reported that that committee had had under considers: 
bill H. R. 3321, and bad come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled P 


protect the farmer in the enjoyment of his home market? Is it 
not apparent from what I have stated that the placing of a duty 
of 10 cents per bushel on the importation of wheat into this 
country is simply a blind to hoodwink our agriculturists? 

Mr. Chairman, I have dwelt at ‘ength upon the competition 
that the American farmer and miller has to fear from Canada, 
because she is our next-door neighbor ard has the greatest 
wheat fields, developed and undeveloped, in the world, and she | 
has and is building the finest mills in the world. She has 
more coal in the ground and greater water powers than any 
other wheat-producing country. Can we comprehend all this 


and the s: ime ‘lieve that the me market of the , 
- ut 1e same time believe tha eo Lome market < : ported that they had examined and found truly enro! 


farmer and manufacturer is secure if such a measure is passed? : ; 
. 7 in | res > o > , > > S “ker s 
But Canada is not the only country, Mr. Chairman, that can | Tesolution of the following title, when the Speaker six 


; : a a tas | Same: 
take advantage of this law. Great Britain is in a position to . 
, : . s. 62. Joi resoluti aking : ‘opri 
take advantage of it at once. (Che has great mills and is the H. J. Res. 62. Joint resolution making an approp 


clearing house for the surplus wheat of the world. defraying the eametannsey of the committees of the Ser 
The Argentine Republic, with a population of only 5,000,000, pro- | House of Representatives authorized to attend and mn 
duces annually from 175,000,000 to 200,000,000 bushels of wheat the Senate and House at the enveling aud dedicatior 
and only needs 25.000.000 of it for her home market. The bal- memorial to Thomas Jefferson at St. Louis, Mo. 
ance she can export in either the shape of flour or wheat. She RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE. 
enjoys water transportation direct to the doors of our markets, The SPEAKER laid before the House the following « 
and that is the cheapest kind of transportation. cation : 
Mr. Chairman, I might go on and take other wheat-producing ApRir 


~~ ~n : 7 514 ; : “4 . 3, | Hon. Cnoamp CLARK 

coun “3 f s > ‘ r » ae } als ir ’ . : 

ountries and show the prob ibility of their becoming rab uls in Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
our own markets, but I have confined myself to those which are 


, lilies : : } Drar Sir: I hereby tender my resignation as a mem! 

not only probable competitors but which I consider absolutely | mittee appointed to attend the unveiling of the Jefferso: 

certain to become active competitors in our markets. St. Louis, Mo. Regretting that 1 will be unable to attend t 
1 ‘ ara : . asaaiaiete = 8 dome tH e or serve in any capacity, I am, 

Is it not appare nt that the measure under conside ration, first, Very respectfully, Iwe 
concedes that the farmer is entitled to protection of 10 cents Representative Eighth District of } 
per bushel on his wheat ; second, concedes that the miller is en- The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BorLAND as a mem! 
titled to a countervailing duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on his | egmmittee 
we ued = a np eee pees we — up the a to him eeene TARIFF REPORT. 

cents a bnshel duty he has to pay on his raw material? en 
Third, is it not also apparent and can any other conclusion be Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
drawn but that the farmer and the miller are deprived of the 
benetits which the framers of this bill declare they are enti- 
tled to? 

And we, 2s Members of this House, are asked to vote for that 
sort of legislation, which, upon its face, brands it as unjust and 
unfair, 


market their product? In what respect does the proposed law | none to the small miller, and there is not a partic'e of ag 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimon 
for the present consideration of the resolution I s 
desk in relation to an additional print of the tariff 
| find that we can not get enough under the order of 
and I am obliged to get them by a concurrent reso! 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaban 
mous consent for the present consideration of the 


The authors of this bill, astute men as they are, having recog- which the Clerk will report. 
nized the fact that they have robbed the miller of his home The Clerk read as follows: i ie 
market, have incorporated in this bill a “drawback clause” . Hou eee ae ree >> : 
leulated to give him an export market in exchange for the ae by aidan aed adbnienas denies ak toe 
home market taken away from him. If this provision is of | Ways and Means Committee on H. R. 3321, 15.000 coy 
benefit to the miller, how will it benefit the farmer? What | of the House of Representatives, to be a portioned | 
benefit will he derive from the fact that legislation is enacted , wietewmge ee SaaS te tha eee a ee ned 5,000 
enabling the miller to manufacture foreign wheat into flour | of the ‘senate 
without paying any duty on that wheat? Does not 30 per cent The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
of every bushel imported under the “drawback” come into There was no objection. 
competition, in the shape of by-products, with the produce of the The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the 
farm? And fs it not a fact, that while the miller has turned | tion, 
over his mill to the manufacture of imported wheat into flour The resolution was agreed to. 
under the “drawback ” that the demand of the miller for home- 
grown wheat is lessened? This “ drawback” can only be taken SUS TARE. 
advantage of by the milling company which owns several mills.| Mr. U(NDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the H 
The small mills of the country can not take advantage of it, as | solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
under the provisions of the drawback the miller must spe- | of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. I 
cifically identify the exported flour as being made from wheat | the tariff bill. 
that he imported before he is entitled to his drawback, and in The motion was agreed to. 
order to do this he must set aside one or more mills for the | Accordingly the House resolved itself into the 
manufacture into flour of nothing but imported wheat. It is | the Whole House on the state of the Union for the f 
obvious that the small mills can not take advantage of this | sideration of the tariff bill, with Mr. Garrett of Ten 
provision, and there are over 11,000 small mills in this country, | the chair. 
distributed over every State in the Union. Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle 
Mr, UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Minnesota | Washington [Mr. La Fouerte}. 
yield for a moment? Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, although this 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota, I would rather not, as I close my | second term, I confess that I still feel some embzarr 
speech in a few moments, when I rise in the House of Representatives. and see | 
Mr. Chairman, it 1s obvious to me, and I believe it is to| seats filled and the galleries full to overflowing. and it | 
everyone who has given the matter careful consideration, that | for me to overcome that embarrassment and properly 
the provisions of the proposed law that I have called attention | myself to the business of the House—the tariff bill unde! 
to are manifestly unwise, unjust, and unfair, not only to the | sideration. 
farmers and the millers but to all who form a part of our whole Mr. Chairman, this bill to reduce tariff duties and to pro’ 
industrial and economic system, revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. '* ‘ 
One of the most distinguished men on the Ways and Means | different from other Democratic tariff bills in the p 
Committee admitted te-day that the only difference it made was | it cuts a little deeper, is a little more drastic, and 
1 mill on a bushel of wheat. Gentlemen, can you go through | more reprehensible than former measures, and also cont 
all the forms provided for collecting the duty on wheat, get | income-tax feature. 


‘ 





S 





1913. 


\side from that you could almost imagine it to be the same 
nodiwork of the committee that framed the Mills bill of 1888 


d those again who wrote the Wilson bill of 1894. The same 
old stock arguments that have been handed down by Democratic 
Ways and Means Committees since 1846 are used here. They 
evidently go on the theory * that there is nothing new under the 


.” especially in the ideas of Democracy. Like the laws of 

he Medes and Persians, they are immutable. 

‘Mr. Chairman, the people and the Government of the United 
res have been the most prosperous in the last decade of any 
on in this or any other like period of the world’s history. 
rhere has been greater advancement in all material things 

ever before, and we think in moral and mental attributes 
oc well. Our people have been better fed, better clothed, better 

y med, better taught, and better protected in all essentials 

ever before in our history—not that we have been free 

hunger, want, and suffering, or from oppression and out- 
rages of various kinds. Unfortunately, we will probably never 

free from such misfortunes and calamities, but we have had 
less of these than at many other periods in our history. 

Mr. Chairman, it was inevitable that at a time of such un- 
precedented prosperity some abuses should arise, some mistakes 
be made. It has been found that certain interests were bene- 
fiting by the mistakes and abuse which crept in during this 
great period of development, of exploitation, and national pros- 
perity. The entire people have become convinced of that fact 
nd have been clamoring for corrections of abuses, for laws curb- 
ing special privileges, and for the checking of unlawful combi- 
nations in restraint of trade. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] referred with some pride in his opening speech on this 
bill to that period prior to the Civil War when, under Demo- 
cratic Congresses, this country levied low tariff duties under 


which both the Government and the people thrived and pros- 
pered. He evidently got those ideas from some of the reports 


of later Democratic Ways and Means Committees who were en- 
deavoring to justify their attempts to put this country on a 
free trade or tariff for revenue basis and not from competent 
records written by members of his own party. 

DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENT TELLS OF 


DEMOCRATIC TARIFF DISTRESS. 


Mr. Chairman, President Buchanan in his first annual mes- 
sage to the Thirty-fifth Congress speaks differently of those 


good old times so graphically described by the gentleman from 
Alabama. President Buchanan had this to say of the condition 
of the country, the finances, and the distress of the people: 


We have possessed all the elements of material weaith in rich abun- 
dance, and yet notwithstanding all these advantages our country, in its 
monetary interests, is at the present moment in a deplorable condition. 
in the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agricul- 
ture and in all the elements of national wealth we find our manufac- 
t s suspended, our public works retarded, our private enterprises of 
diferent kinds abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown out 
of employment and reduced to want. The revenue of the Government, 
hich is chiefly derived from duties on imports abroad, has been greatly 
educed, whilst the appropriations made by Congress at its last session 

* the current fiscal year are very large in amount. 

Under the circumstances a loan may be required before the close of 


your present session; but this, although deeply to be regretted, would 
prove to be only a slight misfortune when compared with the suffering 
and distress prevailing among the people. With this the Government 


can not fail deeply to sympathize, though it may be without the power 
to extend relief, 

Does this extract from the message of a Democratic President 
correspond with the claims of universal prosperity in ante bellum 
diys? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, by an unfortunate contretemps, which it is not 
worth while to discuss at this time, the Democratic Party has 
again come into control of the affairs of this Nation. 

That party has been a splendid minority party in the past. 
As an instrument for holding in check the majority it has been 
excellent, but as a majority party history shows that partisan 
Democracy has never measured up to the standard necessary 
for the welfare of the American people. 

Like individuals and families, the only way a political party 
can grow is by correcting its mistakes, initiating new methods, 
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AX, NOT JACKSCREW, USED ON FARM PRODUCTS. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama said that in 
framing this bill they had attempted to use a jackserew and 
let rates down gradual, and had not used an ax The gentle 
man should have qualified the remark with an exception as to 
agricultural products, to which, with but few exceptions, they 
have applied the ax most ruthlessly; also to the lumber indus- 
try of the country, including lath and shingies. 

He says agricultura! products were only reduced 42 per cent, 
but in reality it was lowered double that amount, and ¢t leav- 
ing of 10 cents a bushel tariff on wheat was s rie ny 
when flour was placed on the free list, the only result being 
to injure the farmers’ home market, the milling industry, and 
to destroy his opportunity for getting any better than an ex 
port price for his heretofore differential or milling grades. 
The products of the agriculturalists of the United States 
placed on the free list are bran and wheat, screenings, broom 
corn, buckwheat and buckwheat flour, corn or maize, corn meal, 
cotton, flax straw, berries, hides of cattle, lard, meats of all 
kinds, including fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, bacon 
and hams; milk and cream, including preserved or condensed ; 
oats (10 cents a bushel), oatmeal, rolled oats, and oat hulls; 
potatoes, dried, desiccated, and so forth; rye and rye flour; 
skins of goats and sheep; swine or hogs; tallow; wheat (10 
cents a bushel), wheat flour, and semolina. 

Agricultural products not on the free list have been reduced 
in many cases more than 50 per cent—wheat from 25 « s to 
10 cents a bushel, but is practically free when flour is made free. 

Hay was reduced from $4 a ton to $2 a ton, 50 per cent, and 
apples from 25 cents a bushel to 10 cents a bushel, or 24 cents 
the bushel less than the Canadian rate. 

REPUBLICAN PARTY KEPT FAITIL WITH FARM 
Mr. Chairman, there has been a widespread belief in this 


country that Canada, our northern neighbor, was in no sense of 
the word a fruit country; that the were cold and 
capricious there that it was next to impossible for them to raise 
even the hardier varieties of fruits. And I suppose such is the 
opinion of the Ways and Means Committee which is responsi- 
ble for this bill; otherwise I can hardly conceive that 


seusons so 


| hey 


| would have put the tariff on apples down to 10 cents a bushel, 


1 


which is 24 cents less than the tariff rate charged by Canada. 
The Republican Party in framing tariff measures has always 
attempted to keep faith with the agricultural classes, and up 
until two years ago, when Mr. Taft was unfortunately advised 


to negotiate the Canadian reciprocity misnomer, in which he 
was so ably abetted and backed by the Democratic Party, no 
Republican has attempted to double-cross them. Mr. Taft, 


backed up by Senator Beveridge, of Indiana, and by ex-Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, of Oyster Bay, and by the majority of the news- 
papers of the country, who hoped for a personal gain in free print- 
ing paper, stood for a reciprocity, which was a gold-brick fake to 


the American farmer, and that more than any other one thing 
contributed to his being retired to private life. His being unfor- 
tunate in his advisers did not excuse or lessen his responsibility. 

The Republican Party, realizing that Canada’s great orchard 
country lay contiguous to ours, and not wishing to turn our great 
market of scores of manufacturing cities in close proximity to 
| Canada over to them on equal terms with the farmers of New 
| York, Michigan, Ohio, Missouri, and all the other great apple- 


| producing States, who help to build our roads, our bridges, our 


schoolhouses, and to support our county and State governments, 
put a tariff of 25 cents a bushel on Canadian apples to equalize 
those burdens and to insure to the American growers their home 
market. The result has been very beneficial to the industry, and 
the prices have been satisfactory to the American grower and 
not excessive to the consumer. The growing of orchards has 
been stimulated until thousands of acres of orchards have been 
planted, extending from New York to Georgia and all along the 


| great Appalachian chain, Virginia, West Virginia, Maryland, 


profiting by past failures, and trying to attain to higher things. 
Has the Democratic Party grasped this fact? No; it is attempt- | 
ing to better the condition of the American people by mate- | 


rially reducing the purchasing power of the majority of that 
people by striking a body blow at the greatest factor in our 
national prosperity, the agricultural classes of our country. 
This class, by the very nature of things, distribution, diversity 
of products, and economic position, becomes the prime factor 
in our development and material welfare, and fortunate indeed 
is the nation which by fostering care and jealous guard main- 


tains agriculturalists as the bulwark of its moral and physical 
well-being, 


and many other States adding to their orchard area very exten- 
sively, hoping to reap profits from a growing industry. 


AMERICAN APPLE MARKET TURNED OVER TO CANADA. 
Canada, on account of a 25-cent duty against its apples, 


has been forced to market its surplus abroad, and take the risks 
attendant on distant shipments by both rail and water. Canada 
has not been adding to her orchard area as has the United 
States, still its surplus sales have been considerable for the past 
few years. In 1910 Canada bought from the United States 
59,071 barrels of apples, valued at $261,792, and sold abroad the 
same year 1,040,000 barrels for $4,418.567, her exports exceed- 
ing her imports by five to one. In 1908 she exceeded that. In 
1910 Canada also shipped 8,126,984 pounds of dried apples. 
| Without any commercial orchards of consequence the Dominion 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


| | ton, free; 


barley malt, 60 per cent; wheat, 10 per cent—practically { 
oats, 50 per cent reduction for feed, free as fax as milling 
is concerned, as oatmeal is free; hay, 50 per cent redy 
cattle, reduced 624 per cent; beef, free; horses valued at $1: 
less, 54 per cent; at over $150, 60 per cent reduction: 
| ved at $150 or more, 774 per cent reduction ; 
or less, GO per cent reduction; horses and mules, average. ¢ 
| cent reduction; sheep, 61 per cent reduction; wool, fre: 
hogs, free; lard, pork, hams, bacon, free. On s 
alone my State. which produced 59.6 per cent of the entir: 
put of the United States as compiled by the 1910 census, 
ing 8.879.467 thousands out of a total of 14,907,371 thon 
tctal of the United States, worth on an average of $1.4) 
thousand. 


mule 
mules valued 


Mr. Chairman, this price of $1.81 a thousand in 1909 at : 
| factory does not seem excessive to me. I hardly think the 
| people who made them for that price can ever become “ 

factors of great wealth” or bloated capitalists, yet they ‘ 


is shipping a surplus of green and dried apples equivalent to 
6.000.000 to 8.000000 bushels of apples. What is it capable of 
a when the tariff rate is placed so low that it is more profit- 

in the United States than to ship abroad? I hear 
my Democratic friends saying that it will cost as much, or more, 
to rnise apples in Canada than in the United States. I think 
i vy are mistaken, for successful raising is one that demands | 
eternal \ nce to keep down fungus diseases and insect pests, 

| every mile you travel south from the most northerly poi 
they can be raised those fungus and insect pests become more 
numerous and virulent The successful grower of apples or 
any other kind of fruit in the mild climates will earn all profits 
he can get out of the business. and should be protected against 
those countries that do not help to maintain this one. 
QUESTION: WHO A NONCONSU MERS ? 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama yesterday laid 
great stress on what they were going to do for the great consum- | 
ing class in the country. I can easily comprehend the difference | 
between a producing class and a nonproducing class, but I must 
confess I find it impossible to understand what the gentleman de- 
nominates the great consuming class. I find it utterly im- 
possible to differentiate as to consumers. We are all consumers, 
and I maintain that the gentleman’s measure, while it will un- 
doubtedly reduce the cost of living in some instances, will do 
infinitely more harm than good, because every million of dollars 
he lowers the purchasing power of the American producers by 


giving their market to foreign producers takes just that much 
wealth from the development and growth of our own a 
and lessens our own general welfare beyond recall. 
on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. Chairman. the gentleman from Alabama very eloquently 
told of how they were going to secure eighty to one hundred 
millions of revenue from the income tax, and when I looked at 
his figures I found that out of a total population of nearly 
100,000,000 people there were only 425.000 people who they 
estimate would have net incomes of $4,000 or more—less than 


one-half of 1 per cent of our population. Are we to judge from 
the fact that the agriculturists of the country are hit the heavi- 
est in this tariff bill that you consider a large majority of this 
income from the “ malefactors of great wealth ” 
from the agricultural classes, and help to reduce their arro- 
gance and pride? No; I am satisfied you had no such thought, 
and I have no doubt that the farmer was practically left out 
of your calcniation in preparing this table, yet be produced 
values in 1910 of nearly $9.000,000.000, or almost two-thirds as 
much as was realized on all the manufactured products of the 
United States, including repairs in that period. He paid out 
nearly $700,000,000 for labor in 1910, and $130,000,000 for agri- 
cultural machinery and more than $114,000,000 for fertilizers. 
FARMER LABORS LONGEST FOR LEAST GAIN, 
Of the wealth he creates he probably 
gain of any line of business in the United States, 
longest hours at labor, endures more hardships incident to ex- 
posure to variable weather and climatic cenditions, has fewer 
of what are termed comforts of life and more of its vicissitudes 
than any other class. He stands to lose his all by flood or 
drought, by hot winds or frigid weather, by chinch bugs, boll 
weevil, Hessian fly, San Jose scale, army worms, insects, or 


gets the smallest net 


ctivities | 


[Applause | free list the American manufacturer can not compete with the 


will be derived | 


puts in the} 





fungous diseases that prey upon the products of his toil, and last, | 


but not least, Democratic tariff revisionists who openly say they 
are going to reduce the cost of his products and cut the cost of 
living to the consumer by making it possible for intreased im- 
portations from abroad of all those things which he produces. 

They expect to compensate him for his losses by giving him free 
agricultural machinery, free binding twine that is now on the free 
list, and yet the Statistical Abstract shows that from 1900 to 1910 
there was not a dollar’s worth of agricultural machinery im- 
ported into the United States, while we exported more than 
$28.000,000 worth in the year 1910. 

Putting agricultural machinery on the free list is simply bun- 


combe. There was never a protest from any agricultural ma- 
chinery manufacturers against their product going on the free 
list. No other country makes as aa a class of agricultural 


machinery as we do, and our farmers would not buy foreign 
implements if they were imported. Your putting this product 
on the free list will not cause any foreign capital to engage in 
its manufacture for export to this country, for they wel! know 
that a succeeding Congress can and probably will change that 
provision in the law. 

WASHINGTON STATE COMPLETELY DEPRIVED OF PROTECTION. 


Mr. Chairman, there are none of the products of my State 
that this bill fails to put on the free list or reduce to a mini- 
mum—lumber, shingles, lath, fish, flour, rye and rye flour, oat- 
meal and milling products; barley, 54 per cent of present rate; 





| import 


great factor in the welfare of my State, and at the price 
tioned produced that year $16.066,405 worth, giving 
to thousands of people and diffusing this v: 
arteries of commerce in my State. The Ways and Means 
mittee has ruthlessly “jackscrewed” duty on this product 
“with an ax,” reducing the rate from 50 cents the th 
shingles to the free list. Yet we are told here this is a 
reduction that will work no harm, 

The present small tariff on shingles is one sufficient to k: 
the industry in the United States, because with shingles o) 


empilo 
ist sum into 


i 
cheap Hindu labor of Canada and must needs shut up 
Shingles, too, let it be explained, are not the product of the 
Lumber Trust, but, instead, are made almost solely by concerns 
of limited capital. 


What has been said of shingles will apply equally to lath 
and many other products ruthlessly put on the free 
Another product of our American farmers is wool, also p 1 


on the free list under this bill. 
SIMILAR ASSAULT MADE ON AGRICULTURE IN ises. 


Mr. Chairman, the Democratic majority in the House of 
Representatives in 1888 evolved a tariff much like this one, 1 
quite as drastic, but bad enough. In the report made to ( 
gress by the Ways and Means Committee they had this to 
about wool: 


The repeal of all duties on wool enables us to reduce the d 
manufactures of wool $12,332,211.65. The largest reduction 
made is in the woolen schedule, and this reduction was onl) 
possible by placing wool on the free list. 

A duty on wook makes it necessary to impose a higher duty on the 
goods made from wool, and the consumer has to pay a double tax 
we leave wool untaxed, the consumer has to pay tax only on th 
factured goods. 

We say to the manufacturer we have put wool on the free list to 
enable him to obtain foreign wools cheaper, and send them into force's 
markets and successfully compete with the foreign manufacturers. \ 
say to the laborer in the factory we have put wool on the free list so 
that it may be imported and he may be employed to make the good 
eat are now made by foreign labor and imported into the | 1 
States. 

We say to the consumer we have put wool on the free list that ! 
may have woolen goods cheaper. We say to the domestic woo); 
we have put wool on the free list to enable the manufactu 
foreign wools to mix with his, and thus enlarge bhi 
domestic woolgrower’s—market and quicken the demand for 
sumption of home wool, while it lightens the burden of the ta 


The Democratic minority in the Senate had this to sa) 
wool in the same Congress: 


The minority are firmly convinced that besides the 
vantage to the whole country which would result from the p! 
wool upon the free list, it is easily demonstrated that po ¢! 
suffer, but that each will reap his share of the benefit. We wil 
more wools, of course, and in no other way can our great 
prosper, because their capacity is beyond our own wool product 
manufacturers will export woolen goods as we now export c 
leather, and the demand for the wool will better the wool marke 
encourage production, while the average woolgrower himself will 
from cheapened clothing mere benefits than he ever did from a tax ou 
his preduct which he must himself pay. 


WILSON BILL DUPLICATE 
Mr. Chairman, the Mills bill, fortunately for the country, I 
think, never became a law, but five years later the Wilson b 
with much the same provisions, did become a law, and the Wiys 
and Means Committee that brought it out used the same arst- 
ments with reference to the manufacturer, the producer, and th 
consumer as did the committee reporting out the Mills bill. 
They told how free wool would stimulate the manufacturers 0! 
woolens to the great benefit of the owner and his factory be!), 
so that he not only could control his home market but compete 
on an equality with the manufacturers abroad. They had t 
to say: / 


This House in two Congresses in recent years having at fter aad 
debate passed laws putting wool upon the free list, it is not deemed 
necessary in this report to attempt a restatement of the reasons 10! 


incalcul 


{ 


OF MILLS BILL. 

















governments of the various States in this country now engaged 
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. onan So eT that, the taritt upon woot white brinzing | Carolina, Oklahoma, Missouri, New Mexico, California, and 
benefl e : Bro . as I a ne 2 1e} i r Sata aal aia . hk nani * 
most all weolgrowers in this country are farmers—who in any Kansas, respectively, raise peanuts, North Carolina standing 
» of accounts must see that he yearly pays out a good dollar for | first, with 195,134 ‘res, and Kansas last. with 48 acres. VPea- 
ibtful dime he may receive under its operation, has disastrously | nuts imported i 1910 amounted » 4) OTE ORF wide stl 
| our manufacturing industiy and made cruel and relentless | €] 234 ORS a oe a oe — : to & pinged po _ Wworts 
n the health, the comfort, and the productive energy of the | Po;<"*Weoc it fargest: peanut-raising State in the South is 
n people ty ‘ North Carolina, with 195,134 acres, producing 5,980,919 bushels, 
With free wool we anticipate great benefits to consumers of woolen | worth $5.368.826 Nor Carolin i ‘ ‘or fertilizers tl 
1 revival of the woolen industry such as that which foliowed the rear t 21 i bl > tl 1 a ; “ie 4 ; S 22 : = : 5 44 ae 
* 1857, and a steadier and better market for the American wool- os = a them to raise all crops $12,262,533; $5,444,950 
or labor. The expense for fertilizers alone was an a\ » of 
PRICES CHEAPENED, BUT NO MONEY TO BUY, $..23 per acre for each acre of peanuts raised, or $240,014.82 
Mr. Chairman, the Wilson bill was passed, and for three years for the crop. 
we existed under it. The manufacturer who was to have free | “Ppeanur PoLiriciANs” MOVED BY SYMPATHY FOR PEANUT CONSUM 
x so that he could buy foreign wool and manufacture so M — ' : : : ” 
. . : ; Mr. Chairman, I presume this reductio > tariff on pea- 
; ply that he could compete with his goods in the markets nuts was praye eae 0 te tally i eae - : i 7 on | 
; ; 8S wus prayerfully an ~arfu msiderea by the ays an 
of the world, found that he could not operate with free wool Means Committee. No 1 subt the +e am a - sae 
: : } : mittee. 2} dot ‘ir hearts ‘re ‘ung e 
and cheaper labor—both of which he received under the Demo- mee of the consumers of peanut ro » ite) te =e ssp Ripee ! 
2 . : “7 la " ns ee - a > consumers 0 euhuts tor i 1 inrger J1a8s OF 4 
cratic tariff bill—as his home market bad been practic ally | for 5 cents, aud it will be the consumer and not the vender that 
royed by the effects of this measure and the purchasing will profit by this reduction, and if this low t ff sl ld 
. . : . . » ry A CUO, all is ower ri Sid ( 
power of the Nation reduced to the lowest ebb. rhe factory result in son e millions of pounds more oiien fre = Spain 
: oyee found the promise to him of steadier work on ac- Italy Mexico, and other f reign countri and lu the price 
3 ae aly, Mexico, : oreigi ) ies, and reduce the pr 
eount of free wool did not materialize. In many cases he found a little lower to those who ar paying taxes to support t) 
himself without work at all at any price. The consumer could : “‘: 
' 


bly have purchased not only his woolen goods some cheaper, 
but almost everything else. The truth of the matter is he found 
them relatively much higher than before, as he was pretty gen- 
erally without the necessary medium of exchange at any price, 
aud the poor wool producer, who had been promised an in- 
ised demand for his product and cheaper goods to counteract 

lower price, found himself pretty generally without the 
ce to purchase the cheaper goods promised him; the demand 


cre 


= 


pri 


| leagues from the great wool States 


for his wool greatly diminished, as well as the price for both 
the wool and the sheep, each having decreased some 50 per cent, | 
the flocks oftentimes more than 100 per cent. I tell you, gen- | 
tlemen, those times made sheepmen throughout the United 
States “ red-headed " mighty fast. With the recollect of those 
conditions, it really seems incredible to think tha he same 


destructive measures are again about to be enacted into law; 
and as in all former Democratic measures, the agricultural 
classes, on whose prosperity very largely depends the general 
welfare of our country, have received least consideration. The 
farmer is not only the greatest producer of wealth, but is also 
the greatest consumer. The census of 1910 gives the rural 
population of the United States, including towns of less than 
2.500, as 49,348,883, out of a total population of continental 
United States of 91,972,266, or practically 54 per cent of the 
total, who receive their principal sustenance directly or in- 
directly from agriculture. In addition to that, probably 25 per 
cent of the balance receive their living indirectly from agri- 
culture. Take agricultural machinery manufacturing alone, 
which has salaried employees and wage earners numbering 
75,000 people, who on a basis of four to the family woul 
represent practically a quarter of a million people, getting their 
livelihood from that industry, and 90 per cent of their products 
are annually consumed by the American farmer. Great quan- 
tities of almost every commodity are consumed by those who 
comprise 54 per cent of the total, and on the prosperity of that 
of per cent is largely dependent the welfare of all. You can 
not reduce their purchasing power without hurting those en- 
engaged in every other line of human endeavor, and I reiterate 
that any Government that thinks it can become more prosper- 
ous by reducing the income of its agricultural classes is making 
an economic mistake from every viewpoint, and I can not see 
by what process of reasoning the products of one class of people 
are placed in competition with the products of the world for 
the benefit of another class. 


WHY PROTECT MANUFACTURER AND NOT PRODUCER? 


: If wool can be produced abroad cheaper than in this country, 
is hot the producer of that commodity as much entitled to pro- 
tection as the manufacturer of the product is against the 
cheaper-made goods from abroad? Under the special plea of 
benefit to the consumer all agricultural products are practically 
piaced on the free list or greatly reduced. 

W hy, Mr. Chairman, I notice that the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has seen fit to reduce the tariff on peanuts from one-half 
of a cent a pound, as it now stands, to three-eighths of 1 cent 
a pound, and on shelled peanuts from 1 cent a pound to three- 
fourths of a cent a pound, a reduction of 25 per cent in the 
present duties. I think this reduction is totally unwarranted 
ind will work a hardship on a great many people who are en- 
eaged in a business that does not now pay any greater reward 
than they are entitled to. The total acreage in peanuts in 1909 
was 869,887, which produced 19,415,816 bushels, valued at 
$18,271,929. North Carolina, Georgia, Virginia, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Texas, Louisiana, Tennessee, Mississippi, Arkansas, South 


in raising this product, your committee will feel that it did not 
act in vain and no doubt you will expect the raisers of peanuts 
to hereafter speak with pride of their “peanut politicians.” 
[Applause.] The peanut raisers, the potato growers, and all the 
vast army of agriculturists in this country should rise up and 
call you blessed, for what they get comes easy—they only work 
16 hours a day for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I notice on page 104, beginning at line 15, in the 
list the following: “ Ragging for cotton,” and so forth. I con- 
gratulate the cotton raisers of the South that they are to have 
free bagging for cotton, and the southern Members here are 
to be felicitated for being able to scoop their Democratic col- 
of Ohio, Montana, and Colorado. 
You get free covering for your cotton raisers, but make your 
woolgrowers pay 25 per cent ad valorem for the bag that carries 
his free wool. Likewise, the Pacific States wheat raiser; you put 
his wheat on the free list when you !et flour come in free, but 
you make him pay 25 per cent ad valorem on his grain bag in 
which he exports his wheat to the Liverpool market, and you 
make the same material free to your cotton raiser, sending his 
product to the same or other markets. This Democratic 
equality. I congratulate the cotton raisers and those Members 
who were able “to put this over.” 


is 


MIRACLE OF MANNA FROM HEAVEN REVIVED 


Mr. Chairman, on page 115, line 11, article 545, I obsei 
manna mes in free under this bill. I think the people of the 
entire country are to be congratulated on manna being left on 
the free list, for after this law has been in effect for a year or 
two they will probably long for the manna with which the Lord 
Jod of Hosts fed the Israelites without cost and without price, 


MAY BP 
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and it will no doubt be a welcome adjunct to the bill of fare 
at free soup houses and other charitable institutions should 
conditions prevail after the passage of this act such as followed 


the enactment of the Wilson bill in 1894. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; 


May God forbid! 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the commitice 


and the Speaker having re 


sumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 332 . the tariff bill, and had come to no resolution 


thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 
f Mr. UNpERWoopD, at 6 o’clock and 16 min- 
adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, Ay 
a. m. 


Then, on motion of 
utes p. m., the House 
25, 1913, at 11 o’clock 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 
rials were introduced and severally referred follows 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 4251) to make appr iation for 
the strengthening and construction of levees ! ie O and 
Mississippi Rivers in the vicinity of Cairo and in Alex ler 
and Pulaski Counties, LIL; to the Commiiiee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (TL R. 4232) to amend section 
1440 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 
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By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill CHL. 4233) levying a tax on 
wines made of pomace or blended with pomace; to the Com- 
inittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (IL. R. 4234) providing certain 


leg rislation a the Panama-California Exposition, to be held in 


San Diego, Cal., during the year 1915; to the Committee on 
Way Ss and ah 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4235) authorizing the 
manufacture of cigars of imported tobaccos in bonded ware- 


houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (HL. R. 4286) providing 
for an additional associate justice of the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 4237) to estab- 
lish an agricultural experiment station at Overton, Clark 
County, Nev.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (11. R. 4268) to amend an act 
to amend the laws relating to navigation, and for other pur- 


on the Merchant 
4269) providing for 
staff officer, 
in lieu thereof; 


to the ae ae Marine 
a bill (IL. BR. 
the grade of post noncommissioned 
the grade of warrant officer 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. f. 


Poses 5 

Also, 
and 
to the 


creating 
Committee 


4270) for the erection of a Federal building 


for the United States post office at Warren, R. L.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) to amend section 15 of an act en- 
titled “An act to promote the efficiency of the militia, and for 
other purposes”; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4272) for the purchase of additional land 
and for repairing the Federal building at Bristol, R. L.; to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (IL. R. 4278) referring the claim of the State of 
Rhode Island to the Court of Claims for adjudication; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution (H. Res. 75) calling for infor- 


mation from the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of 
Agriculture concerning Pitt River project, California; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Joint resolution 
viding for the establishment of 
with the American fisheries ; 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. CALDER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 74) authoriz- 
ing and directing the President of the United States to issue 
medals to the survivors of the Battle of Gettysburg; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Joint resolution 
propriating $25,000 for meeting the 
ress of the educators of the 
to the Committee on 

By the SPEAKER 
of California, 
and treatment 
priations. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of California, 
favoring the construction of reservoirs for the storage of surplus 
flood waters of Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BELL of California: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, asking Congress to empower the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to make an investigation of measures for 
protection of fruit from frost damage; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
protesting against the proposed reduction of the duty on citrus 
fruits below the point where the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction of the same would be equalized; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Ry Mr. HAYES: Memorial of the Legislature 
ogainst the reduction of the tariff on sugar; 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of California. 
reduction of the tariff on citrus fruits 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of California, 
io waters of Lake Tahoe; 
Arid Lands. 

\lso, memorial of the Legislature of California, favoring an 
appropriation for the investigation and treatment of tubercu- 
losis; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of California, favoring an 
appropriation for construction of reservoirs for the storage of 
flood waters of Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


(H. J. Res. 73) pro- 
a hospital ship in connection 
to the Committee on the Merchant 


iy 


(H. J. Res. 75) ap- 
expenses of an international 
leading nations of the world; 
Appropriations 

(by request) : Memorial of the 
favoring an appropriation for 
of tuberculosis; to the 


Cony 


-gislature 
the ee 
Committee on Appro- 


of California, 
to the Committee 


against the 
; to the Committee on 


asking rights 
to the Committee on Irrigation of 


and Fisheries. | 
the discontinuance of | 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resojy; 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

sy Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pensi 

Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) granting a pension to Willis, 
Wittfelt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TH. R. 4240) granting an increase of pen 
Henry F. Sterry; to ~_ Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) granting an increase of pens 
Elizabeth Fisk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) granting an increase of pensi, 
Jane Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDLBE: A bill (H. R. 4248) granting an incre 
pension to Lucy A. Cadle; to the Committee on Invalid Peysi, 

Also, : a bill (H. R. 4244) for the relief of heirs of Hug} 








relief of the estate 
War Claims. 
sy Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill CH. R. 4248) for the relies 
Nelson D. Dillon, executor of Harriet A. Dillon, deceased. w 
of Robert Dillon, deceased; to the Committee on War Clai; 
By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 4249) to correct the mw 
record of E. J. Sanders and grant him an honorable dischare 


of Ferdinand E. Kuhn; to the Committee , 


| to the ¢ ‘ommittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4250) granting a pe: 
to Elizabeth Youngblood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) granting a pension to Man 
Hedges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pens 
David Mooney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 


Joseph H. Blaney; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Glincey ; to the Committee on Claims. " 
By Mr. BRODBECK: A bill CH. R. 4245) granting a p 
| to Mary M. Krafft; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 
By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (HL. R. 4246) gry 
an increase of pension to William Seaburg; to the Com) 
on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4247) for iho 


(H. R. 4253) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4254) granting an increase of pension to 


William Hill; 
Also, a bill 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(H. R. 4255) 


to correct the military record 
John Bassles; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) to correct the military record « 
Frank Baldy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4257) to correct the military r 
Lewis Corfman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 4258) granting a pension t 
Katie M. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4259) granting an incre 
of pension to John W. Huff; to the Committee on Invalid 1’ 
sions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of T 


H. Thorp; 
By Mr. 
Oscar C. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
SELLS: A bill (H. R. 4261) granting a 
Oliver; to the Committee on Pensions. 


pensi 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4262) granting a pension to James ©. 
Presley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4263) granting an increase of pension to 


David Branson, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) granting an increase of 
William R. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4265) granting an increase of pensio! 
John R. Mullennix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4266) granting patent to 
tain lands to the legal heirs of W. F. Nichols; to the Com 
on the Public Lands. . 
By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 4267) granting a pens 
to Aiexander Frazier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4274) granting 4 pe! 
sion to Elizabeth Kenyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4275) granting an increase of pension | 
Joseph N. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ous 


ms 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4276) granting an increase of pension | 


Emeline F. Vickery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) granting an increase of pensio! 
Mary penae to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) granting an increase of pension | 
Sarah Boylan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4279) granting an increase of pension | 
James C. Potter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4280) granting an increase of pension '° 


Flora A. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4281) granting an increase of pension t 
William J. Knowles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








\Iso. a bill CH. R. 4282) granting an increase of pension to 
v m L. Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘leo, a bill CH. R. 4283) granting an increase of pension to 
( rit e J. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Iso, a bill (HL. R. 4284) granting an increase of pension to 
smanda S. Carr; to the Committee on Pensions. 
- a bill CH. R. 4285) granting an increase of pension to 


Kila Fales; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (HL R. 4286) granting an increase of pension to 
] ayy M. Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘o. a bill (HL R. 4287) for the relief of Frank M. Horton; 
Committee on War Claims. 
o, a bill CH. R. 4288) granting an increase of pension to 
| na Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
ise 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and vapers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

ny the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union of America, against unlimited free 

ie with the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on Ways 

d Means. 

tv Mr. DALE: Petition of A. Epstein, Herman Remirs, Henry 

Rishoff, A. F. Reniere, Andrew C. Rouch, and E. T. Landon, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., against imposing a tax upon proceeds of life- 
insurance policies and favoring amending the tariff bill so as 
to exempt from income tax mutual life insurance companies; 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of sundry citizens of Shelby, N. C., against the 
luction of the duty on monazite; to the Committee on Ways 
d Means. 
Also, petition of the New York Zoological Society, favoring 
» clause in the tariff bill prohibiting the importation of wild- 
rd plumage, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of sundry citizens of Gloucester, 
Marblehead, and Newburyport, Mass. and the Universalist 
Chureh of Beverly, Mass., favoring the repeal of the clause in 
the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping 
m the payment of tolls or the arbitration of the question at 
ue with the British Government; to the Committee on Inter- 
te and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of Otto Kirach and other employees in the litho- 
iphie industry, against the reduction in duty as proposed in 
paragraph 333 of the tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Charles P. Baumgartner and 20 other shoe 
workers in Newburyport, Mass., against any radical change in 
the tariff on boots and shoes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Richmond Chamber of 
Commerce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation 
making a reform in the present banking system of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of David Starr Jordan and George Archbald 
Clark, Stanford University, Cal., protesting against the reduc- 
ing of the force of Government agents on the fur-seal islands; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturing Perfumers’ Association of 
the United States, New York, N. Y., protesting against the re- 

oval of ofls and other materials from the free list; to the Com- 
muttee on Ways and Means, 

_Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Plattsburg, 
N. Y., protesting against the passage of legislation for the 
reorganization of the customs service; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

‘ —, petition of M. Turkeltaub & Son and Doblin, Schamberg 
« McKeown, New York, N. Y., protesting against the reduction 
of the tariff on vegetable ivory buttons; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the J. Wileakes Co., New York, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_Also, petition of the Snow Steam Pump Works, Buffalo, 
N, Y., protesting against any reduction of the present tariff on 
machinery; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_Also, petition of the Waring Hat Manufacturing Co., Yonkers, 
N. Y., and the United Hatters of North America, Locals Nos. 7 
and 8, of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against any reduction of 
the present duty on hats; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A'lso, petition of the New York Association of Biology Teach- 
ers, New York, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation pro- 
bibiting the importation of the feathers and plumes of wild 


birds for commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 


By Mr. GOULDEN: 
third 


Under cla 


als 


or 


. Petition of 15 citizens of the twenty- 
New York district, protesting against including mutual 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


| 
| 
| 


ASI 





life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Com: 
tee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the National 


Association « f ik 
way Commissioners, favoring an appropriation of $4,500 for 
blanks for annual reports of railroads by the Interstate Col 
merce Commission; to the Committee on Appropri: tions 

Also, petition of Levi Strauss & Co. aud 56 other busines 
houses of San Francisco and Los Angeles; Cal.. protesti 
against the reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Citrus Protective League, I \n 
Cal., protesting against the reduction of the tariff on 
fruits; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Civic Improvement Club, Morgan Hill, 
Cal., favoring the passage of legislation for the preservation 
of the Niagara Falls; to the Comn » on Interstate and I 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Harry B. Gregory, Santa Barbara; Ho! 
Industry League, San Francisco; Chamber of Commerce, Sact 
mento; Frank A. De Cray and Catherine A. Will Sa 
Cruz, all in the State of California, protesting rninst the 


reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petitions of A. W. Scott, jr.: J. S. 
Harris Neville Co.; and the W. A. P 
Co., all of San Francisco, Cal., protesting ag 
of the tariff on jute bags and burlap 
and Means. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petit 
favoring the clause e 


Dunningan; the A! 
lummer Manufacturi 
ainst the reduction 
; to the Committee on Ways 
ion of sundry citizens New Yorl 


empting from taxation all mutual life 

insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Mear 
Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Local Unions of New York, 
N. Y., against free trade with the Philippine Islands; to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Millers’ State Associati 


be 


urging that if a tariff be placed on grain an equal tariff 
placed on the products of grain; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petitions of Ignaz Strauss & Co., William Meyer & Co., 
| er. Ja juin & Co., of New Yor! N Y., ugainst the 
ment of any fee in relation to the filing of protests agains \ 
assessment of duties by the collector of customs; to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. J. I. NOLAN: Petition of Mr. W. B. Martin and 1,941 
other citizens of the following cities and towns in the State 
of California: Alameda, Alvarado, Anaheim, Arroyo Grande 


Artesia, Bay City, Berkeley, Betteravia, Blanco, Buena 


Parl 


Casmalia, Castroville, Chino, Compton, Concord, Daly City, Del 
Monte, Downey, El Monte, Foxen, Gardena, Garden Grove, 
Gilroy, Gonzales, Guadalupe, Harris Station, Hollister, Hun'ing 
ton Beach, Hueneme, Hynes, King City, Lompoe, Long Beach, 
Los Alamitos, Los Alamos, Los Angeles, Marysville, Meridian, 
Monterey, Moss, Nipomo, Norwalk, Oakland, Oceano, Orby, O1 
cutt, Owensworth, Oxnard, Pacific Grove, Pleasant Pu 
Salinas, San Francisco, San Juan Bautista, San Luis Obis; 
Santa Ana, Santa Barbara, Santa Cruz, Santa Maria, Sa nt, 
Soledad, Spence, Spreckels, Van Nuys, Watson Whittier, 
Wilmington, and Woodland, protesting against t! pro} 1 
reduction in the duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways \ 
Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Rev. A. Morrill! Osgood and st 


> 
Rs 

dry citizens of Maynard, Burlington, Carlisle, and Stow, M 

also of William C. Buek and other citizens of Reading, 

favoring the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal acti 


empting American coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls 
or submitting to arbitration the question at issue with the 


British Government; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of sundry mills of the United 
States employing dyers and finishers of cotton corduroys, ve! 
vets, etc., favoring the present rates of duty under the act of 
1909, schedule I; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. Wiss & Sons Co., of Newark, N. J., agai 
the reduction of duty on scissors and shears; to the C 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of sundry citizens of Shelby, N. €., a 
the reduction of the duty on monozite and thorium; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Walter Travers Daniel against the proposed 
income tax on yearly dividends in mutual life 
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry citizens of the thirti: 
district of New York, favoring an amendment to the incom: 
tax section of the pending tariff bill, with reference to the tax 
proposed to be levied on life insurance companies; to t 
mittee on Ways and Means, 


and Foreign 


insurnain 


he Com- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Iripay, April 25, 1913. 
at 


The 

The 
lowing prayer: 

© Lord, our God and our Father, ever ready to hear the 
prayers of Thy children, we would draw near to Thee with open 
hearts that we may receive of Thy spirit sufficient unto the 


Ilouse met 11 o’clock a. m. 


needs of the hour; that we may control our thoughts and direct | 


our ways in consonance with our highest conceptions of right 
and truth and justice that we may render unto Cesar the things 
that are Cwesur’s and unto God the things that are God's, and 
so fulfill the law and the prophets. In the spirit of the Master. 
Amen, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will 
stand approved. 

Mr. MANN. 


the resignation of Mr. Cottier from the committee to attend the 
exercises in regard to the Jefferson 
another Member of the House to succeed him. I do not desire to 
be captious in the matter, but I would like to inquire what 
authority there is by this House for the appointment of anyone 
to attend those exercises? 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will state to the gentleman 
that that is not the only difficulty about that committee. When 


the resolution was passed during the last Congress the Speaker | 


studied a good while to determine whether he really could 
appoint on that committee any 
Congress who was not going to be a Member of the Sixty-third, 
and so on; and the Chair really did not know whether he had 
any authority to do that or not, but it seemed to the Chair the 
ouly thing to do 

Mr. MANN. ‘the Speaker will remember the resolution which 
was tassed in the last Congress was a simple House resolution. 
I suppose the gentleman who drew it drew it in conformity with 


The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Forgetting the distinction between the two 
bodies, the Senate being a continuous body and the House not 
being a continuous body. That resolution provided for the ap- 
pointment by the Speaker of 12 Members of the House to at- 
tend those exercises and the Speaker exercised that power. 
When the Congress adjourned that power under the resolution 
ceased. 

The SPEAKER. Well, did the committee cease? 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is another question. The 
since then has passed a bill appropriating money to pay the 
expenses of that committee. I do not know whether the Speaker 
had taken it into consideration or how many members 
going to resign. 
cut down a very large number of distinguished gentlemen not 
connected with this House have declined to go. I did not know 
how many would decline to go 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state the best of his recollec- 
tion about this is that he was notified that Mr. CoLtrer could not 
go and Mr. BorLanpb wanted to go, or something of the sort, before 
this cut was made in the appropriation, 

Mr. MANN. 
nection. I said gentlemen not connected with this House. 

The SPEAKER, 
of this tariff bill, he being a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee. That is his reason. 
ticket from here to St. Louis costs $23, sleeper three or 
four meals will run it up to three or four dollars more, tip to 
the porter, and so forth, altegether would increase the actual 
expenses of a trip from here to St. Louis to $30 and $30 back: 
hotel bill there, and so forth; but that had nothing to do with 
Mr. Co.iuier declining to go, but the reason was because he 
wanted to be here, being a member of the Conunittee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. MANN. Iam very sure that Mr. Cottier would not have 
declined to go, even if there had. been no appropriation on that 
account. I wanted to call attention to it because I think the 
House ought to remember when it passes resoiutions of this 
sort that one House has no authority beyond its term of office. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entirely agrees with the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. MANN. We understood that when the original resolution 
was passed at the last session. 

The SPEAKER, But the gentleman was here and permitted 
this appropriation to pass the other day, and, so far as that 


s 


De, 
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| point is concerned, other Members did not raise any go. 


objection to it. Of course that does not precinde him 


making this statement; and the Chair was in doubt, ana ; 
| whether or not that resolution that was passed in the last 


Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol. | 


gress was such a resolution as authorized the commit: 
pointed to do anything beyond that Congress, but acting 
the circumstances the Chair was not going to raise 
question himself. 

Mr. MANN. I certainly do not desire to be understood 
any way criticizing the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. 

Mr. MANN. I did not raise the question on the flo 
other day when the appropriation passed, it is true, altihoy: 
stated privately that I did not understand how anybody « 
spend the money, because there was not any committee ay{! 


ar 


any 


| ized to do anything. 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I} 
notice the Journal shows that yesterday the Speaker accepted | 


memorial and appointed | 


Member of the Sixty-second | 


House | 


Oh, I did not refer to Mr. CoLiter in that con- | 


| of 18937? 
| that the workingmen of this country had saved so much h 
| under the Republican administration that they refused to | 





The SPEAKER, 
approved. 
There was no objection. 
THE TARIFF. 


Without objection, the Journal wil! 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the TI 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House o 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
H. R. 3321. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committe 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8321) to reduce tariff duties 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purp 
with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, I had no intention to part 


l 


| pate in the general debate on this bill; the new Members oy 


the Democratic side were sent here to act, not to talk. 

The 14 distinguished Democrats on the Ways and Means ( 
mittee, who have spent months of time and labor in the pr 
ration of this measure, are much better prepared to enli 
the House and the country upon its provisions than other ) 


i 4 f + aE | bers -can possibly be; and while I concur in the judgment 
the idea of a Senate resolution, which was somewhat similar—— | 


the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbrrwoo 


| that the country has a right to expect and demand of the » 


jority in this House prompt action on its part, I believe that 1! 


| comparatively short period of time allotted to the large 


jority upon this side of the Chamber might wisely have 
awarded to the Democratic members of the Committee on W 
and Means. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while in attendance at the session of 


| House yesterday I propounded certain questions to two 


tinguished Republican Members, who are among the oles 
point of service and certainly among the ablest in abi 
that side of this Chamber; I refer to the two gentleny 


| Michigan, Mr. ForpNey and Mr. HAMILTon. 
were | 
I have noticed since the appropriation was | 


At the conclusion of his speech I asked the gentleman 
Michigan [Mr. ForpNey] by what process of reasoning lhe 


| able to conclude—as he had alleged in his remarks 


panic of 1893 was caused by the Wilson-Gorman t 
which was not enacted until August of 1894? 


arifi 
To this he re] 


| that the country had been convulsed with the panic of 185 


anticipation of the enactment of that law, which was a! 
one and one-half years subsequent to the commencement 
panic. 

I then inquired of the gentleman from Michigan why 


: | that no panic had resulted from the induction into office ©! 
Mr. Cottier did not want to go on account | 


Democratic administration this year and the introduction 0! 


| Underwood bill, which provided for a lower average of | 
Of course, everybody knows a | 


rates than had the original Wilson bill introduced in Dece! 
To this the ingenious gentleman from Michigan re} 


mit a panic this year, or. words to that effect. 

The other gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON] re 
into his speech some figures prepared by President Taft's Tar 
Board, showing the comparative rates of wages paid in 
cotton and woolen mills of England, Germany, Belgium, 
other European countries, and these figures disclose that 
rates of wage paid cotton and woolen mill employees it I c- 
land are very substantially higher than in any of the countries 
on the Continent of Europe, all of which have the protectiv™ 
tariff system. ial 

At that point I asked the gentleman from Michigan to exp!a'0 
why wages were twice as high in free-trade England as they 
are in protective countries on the Continent, and why these low ; 
wage countries which are much nearer England than they “te 
America do not flood England with cheap goods and capture 
her home and foreign markets, and the gentleman from Mich- 


1 


nd 


the 








1915. 


dmitted that he did not know and could not explain this 
nt repudiation of Republican campaign logic by cold facts 
‘ed by a Republican administration. 
. pearks of both the distinguished gentlemen from Mich- 
1e0 CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD announces this morning, are 
eld for revision and “ will appear hereafter.” 
truth is, Mr. Chairman, that these are pertinent illus- 
s of the “ pro-bunco-publico” argument of Republican 
en orators which have been dinned into the ears of the 
n people during the past 20 years. 
\ ernment can no more create prosperity among its people 
s-pagsing taxation than an individual can lift himself by 
straps; the first violates the laws of political economy 
ommon sense as much as the latter does the law of 
tion, and it is high time that the American people, and 
ly their National Representatives, got back to bedrock 
es in dealing with the tariff question. 
the Republicans ran away from a discussion of the 
estion because it was politically expedient to do so 


SOG 


qu 
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The bill of 


now before the House is unmistakable evidence 


|} the earnest purpose of the Democratic leaders to keep faith with 


the American people, and it will pass this Honse in due time, 
make no mistake about that. 


If influences elsewhere are successful in stuff!ng this bill with 
the odious features so characteristic of Republican legislation 
| upon the tariff, the responsibility will not be ours unless we 
adopt it. 

Political death, swift and certain, awaits any Pemocrat who 


now doubts or falters. 


We were sent here to prepare and pass 
a tariff law which will bear the test prescribed by the Demo- 
| cratic platform adopted at Baltimore; if any Democrat in whom 


| 


sier to raise the vast sums of money used by them in that | 


m by promising to increase tariff rates than by agree- 
sintain the gold standard, which required no change in 
sting law. If the Republicans had been free to reduce 


if the exorbitant rates of the Wilson-Gorman law and 
the tariff alone, the people of this country would have 
| saved most of the cruel extortions to which they were 


subjected by the trusts and combinations which 
sitimate brood of the prohibitory 
w of 1897. 
| ihe men who had contributed the millions of dollars to 
rry the election of 1896 demanded their ‘* pound of flesh,” and 
presented in the United States Senate by the men to 
he money had been contributed and who wrote into the 
rates demanded and the Dingley law was the measure 
* demands, 


were 
rates imposed by the 


Yar with Spain and the steady increase in the produc- | 


d supply of gold which injected into the arteries of 
d commerce a life-giving stimulus akin to fresh pure 
the human body resulted in the quickening of trade and 


Lilt 


ry to such an extent that the great body of the people | 


usible to the legitimate results bound to follow the 
tory rates imposed by the Dingley Act. 
htful people were quick to observe the effect which these 
te rates of duties were bound to produce. Sheltered 
ompetition from all foreign countries, it was as natural 
domestic manufacturers to form combinations as it is 
» sparks to fly upward. 
s last public utterance made just before his assassina- 
n 1901, President McKinley, who had approved the Dingley 
ppealed for a modification of its rates in language 
and strong as political consistency would permit. Then 
succeeded to the Presidency and McKinley’s appeal 
] eded. 
ummate politician that he was, Roosevelt saw the posst- 
for raising campaign funds in the exorbitant tariff 
les and made good use of them in 1904, as the recent 
tion of the campaign expenses in that year prove. 
hoosevelt spoke guardedly at times about revising the tariff 
sh a tariff commission, but it was obvious that he was 
reminding the protected interests of their obligations to 
r permitting the scandalous rates of the Dingley law to 
in in force. 
le hotly denied that prohibitive tariff rates encouraged the 
ion of trusts and combinations, as charged by the Re- 
cans of Iowa in their platform, and otherwise behaved in 
y that won him the enduring friendship of the men who 
| and control many of the largest trusts in this country. 


e 


VW 
\\ 


in nomination in 1908, declared in favor of a reduction 
‘rit rates and admitted that the tariff raised prices; this 


. 1 
il 
r ¢} 


¢ and turmoil later on; just when the foreigner quit pay- 
nser did so. 

‘afUs subsequent nomination and election was followed by 
° of the saddest political tragedies in our history; Taft really 
nted to reduce the tariff, but his party had been mortgaged 
= the tariff beneficiaries in exchange for campaign funds and 
is powerless to carry out its pledges to the people, and the 
th ) cee law, revising the tariff up instead of down, was 
he result, 

' What followed is recent history. This administration came 
a aaa under a solemn pledge to revise the tariff down- 
“ty unmistakably downward,” and I believe that this 
‘chant with the American people will be faithfully kept. 


L——28 


Ww 


as | 


the people have reposed trust and confidence now betrays th: 
it were better for him that a millstone were tied around his 
neck and that he were then cast into the bottomless sea. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I do not 


propose, in the time 
which I shall occupy, to discuss the various theories upon which 
the different political parties in this country would write tariff 
laws. I do not propose to pay any attention to the tariff ques 
tion as an academic proposition. It seems to me that the 
country during the past four years has had a surfeit of tariff 
discussion and that what the people are interested in now more 


than anything else is the purpose and the effect in a 
way of such tariff legislation as any political party pre 
the American people. 


pract 


poses to 


I shall occupy my time, therefore, first, 

| in submitting some general observations upon the effect and 

purposes of this proposed law, intended, at least, to be of an 

entirely practical nature. And then, if time permits, I Il 

hope to pay some attention to the details of one of the sched 5 
of this tariff law which is of greatest interest to the ¢ 
| dustrial State which I in part represent upon this floor 

Before proceeding, however, I want to accept this op] 
tunity to put into the Recorp, on behalf of his Democrat 
leagues on the Committee on Ways and Means Ll on be f of 
his party associates on this floor, a grateful acknowledgement of 
the large debt which our party and our country owe to the dis 
tinguished chairman of the Waysand Means Committee. |Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.] His name will go down in 
the history of the Republic along with those of other great leg 
lators of past days, enduringly associated and linked with a 
great revenue measure. He will take his place when this 

| goes upon the statute books amongst the immortals of tl 
Republic. [Applause on the Democratic side.}| His 
courtesy, not alone to members of this committee and members 
| of his party in the House, but to Members enerally ml to 
those citizens of the country who have come here to see us be- 
cause interested in this legislation; his uniform good jud 
and sound common sense; his cousummate tact and h { 
patience under any and all circumstances, have been the 1 
powerful factors in making this great bill what itis. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] His party can never pay to him the 
debt which it owes, unless—perhaps I should say until—it re 
wards him with the honor of the only office in the Republ 
which is larger in power and responsibility than that which le 
now occupies. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. QUIN. We are going to do that. 

Mr. PALMER. I have seen suggestions—principally in a 
hostile or, at least, critical press—that the name of another, 
or the names of others, will necessarily be linked with his in 
giving a title to this great tariff bill. There has been coopet 
tion on the part of others in high official place in the epara- 
tion of this bill, and I am glad that that is so; but there is 
no man in the Nation, in public station or in private life, who 
believes that any other has had sufficient to do with the prepa 

| ration of this law to permit bis name to be linked with that 


iam H. Taft, in announcing his candidacy for the Re- | 
| of OSCAR 
| eratie side. ] 


a new Republican departure and caused much political | 


he tariff was not disclosed, but Taft admitted that he no | 


UNDERWOOD as its maker. [Applause on the Demo- 

There is another thing I want to remark before I begin what 
I intended to say. Some reference has been made upon the floor 
and elsewhere, principally by these neophytes in legislation who 
come here as so-called “ Progressives,” by way of severe criti 


cism of the metheds which have been employed in the prepara 


tion of this bill and its submission to the Congress. I think I 
can say with entire truth that no tariff bill which has ever been 
presented to the House of Representatives has received more 
eareful study, thought, attention, and consideration at the hands 


of its makers than has this bill. We have been studying this 
question, yes, we have been writing this bill, constantly for more 


than two years in the Committee on Ways and Means. We 
began with the opening of the Sixty-second Congress, even be 
fore, and by bringing into the House various laws amending 


various schedules in the bill we were compelled, even had we not 








been willis to give the deepest and closest attention to the 
qui e far aS those particular schedules were concerned. 
Upon t elections in the country going in favor of the Demo- | 
( | vy, when it became apparent that it would be our 
duty to wi a general revision of the tariff laws, the Com- 
mitiee on Ways and Means began its open sessions. 

It listened to manufacturers and others interested, coming 
from 1 par of the country, for nearly 30 day tting from 
10 o’clock in the morning, almost daily, far into the night. 
Since that time its members have granted informal hearings to 
perhaps thousands more who have been interested on both sides 


of this great question. 
There has not been a day since the opening of the Sixty- 
! . 
second Congi , more than two years ago, when the experts em- 


ployed by the Ways and Means Committee have not been at 
work compiling statistics and gathering facts and lending as- 
sistance to the members of the committee in the preparation of 
the various schedules in the law; and when these hearings, 
formal and informal, had been completed the Committee on 





Ways and Means, or the majority members of it, in accordance 
with the custom that has obtained in this House during all its 
history, went into executive session apart from their brethren 
of opposite faith and spent nearly two months and a half in 
daily sessio writing the details of this proposed law. 

When that work was completed, in striking contrast with the 
precedents in this House, the bill was published to the country 


and given to our opponents at least three weeks before they 
were asked to consider it or vote upon it in committee or in the 
House. Four years ago the first knowledge which the minority, 
then the D ocratic members of the Committee on Ways and 
Mea had of the terms of the Payne bill was when it was laid 
in front of them in the Committee on Ways and Means and 
they were asked to vote upon the proposition of reporting it to 
the House. This year the bill was in the hands of the Repub- 
licans in this House and in the hands of the people of the coun- 
try for three weeks, and during most of that time the Demo- 
cretic membership of this House considered the bill in caucus, 
where every Member was given the fullest, the freest, and fair- 
est right, not only to discuss every single item in it but to amend 
it in every particular in which he desired to submit his propo- 
sition to the caucus. 

There never has been a time, I repeat, when there was such 
careful, thorough, and painstaking consideration of the terms 
of a bill, or such an earnest and honest effort to give every man 
a fair and free chance to express his views and impress them 
upon the legislation of his country, to participate in which he 
was sent here by his people. 

There can be no question as to the attitude of the American 
people with respect to the present tariff law. The demand for a 
substantial reduction in the rates of duty has been long con- 
tinued, insistent, and widespread. It began before the enact- 
ment of the present law, became louder on account of the failure 
of that law to satisfy in any part the claims of its sponsors, 
and is to-day so general that it is accepted by all parties as, in 
itself, ample justification for an immediate and thorough re- 
vision of the tariff rates. No issue in the history of the Republic 
was ever more squarely presented to the people, more thoroughly 
discussed by the people, nor more definitely settled than this. 

The Democratic Party, therefore, approaches the work now in 
hand with no misgiving as to the popular call for action and 
with no doubt that its action, as indicated by this bill, responds 
to the will of the people plainly expressed. We entered into 
solemn covenant to do this thing, and we present this bill as 
the redemption of our obligation. If enacted into law in sub- 
stantially its present form it will meet with the approval of 
the Nation and remain upon the statute books for years to 
come as the happy solution of a long-vexed question if, and only 
if, two conditions obtain after its enactment. It must have 
the united support of the political party which is responsible 
for it, and it must permit American industry to proceed toward 
the capture of a larger share of the world’s markets without 
causing an embarrassment, resulting from the changed condi- 
tions, sufficient to bring distress to any large body of our 
people. We who so firmly believe that every tax law should 
be written without fear or favor, we who have long and hith- 
erto fruitlessly contended that the protective system is built 
upon a structure of special privilege for the few at the expense 
of the masses of the people must be quite as deeply interested 
in the permanency of our work as in the mere doing of it. If 
it shall so turn out that the Underwood law shall be so weakly 
nourished in the confidence of the people that it fails to survive 
the great test of the next popular election, our wasted effort 
will be a small burden for us to carry compared with the in- 
creased iniquities that will be heaped upon an unsuspecting 
people by the sudden return to the oppressive system of taxa- 
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tion from which we hope to relieve them by this bill. [A 
on the Democratic side. ] ; 
Theory may write a tariff bill but it will not keep it ; 


| books. [Applause on the Republican side.}] I am glad 


| agree about that. Economic truths may govern in the { 


a ce 


of a revenue law, but political and business conditions ; 
important in sustaining it when framed. {[Applause.} | 
shut our eyes to the strong possibility of a repudiati 
time-honored theory upon which the Democratie Party 
write its revenue measures if we do not consider with 
care the political and business conditions of the time 
write the details of the law based upon that pring iple 
present the finished work to the country as will most 
appeal to the sound political sense and the good busin: 
ment of a people peculiarly wise in political thought 
ceptionally keen in business acumen. 

No tariff bill has ever remained long upon the stat 
which failed to enlist the united support of the [ 
was responsible for it. The Wilson law received its d 
when a Democratic President denounced it in wu 
terms. The Payne law never had a chance to live af 
section of the Republican Party had left upon it the s 
resulted from efforts to strangle it at its birth. A er 
will never accept the handiwork of men who quarre! . 
creation. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

We have, I hope, learned of history. The oppositi 
tepublican remnant upon this floor and elsewhere, 
of the Progressive embryo [laughter], will be readily 4 
The people expect it. Opposition of any considerable e 
within our own party, unless it be that of special i: 
whose antagonism may be considered a credit to the bi 
doom the law to an early repeal. 

Realizing these things, and having no hope or thoueht 
the tariff can ever be settled upon its economic trut 
out resorting to its political phases, I am one of th 
view with eqanimity the so-called invasion of the right 
legislative branch of the Government which is involved 
close cooperation in the preparation of this bill which |! 
tained between the Executive and both branches of the | 
gress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

That cooperation gives promise of the prompt comp! 

a well-settled program and foreshadows the hearty sup f 
this bill by the great leaders of our party in public stat l 
in private life. I indulge the hope that this unity 
support, when we shall have finally presented the bi 
country as a finished piece of legislation, will not be 

even in slight degree by the opposition of those Repre: 

whose particular localities have necessarily suffered n 

their duty to the people they immediately represent |» 
them to promptly forget. Heretofore the greatest ol 
which the Democratic Party has met in its desire to 
trusted with the people’s commission to rewrite the 1 

laws has been the fear—sometimes well grounded in th 
spoken zeal of men who in the catalogue go for Demo 

that special interests of special localities might sway 
siderable number of our party’s representatives from ¢! 
Democratic purpose. This fear has been largely disp 

the action of our party upon this bill. It ought not now 
realized in any degree by the failure of Members on this side 
of the Chamber, however few in number, to forget their s b 
local or political interests in the common purpose to te 
the plain mandate of the people to reduce the burden of 
taxation for the benefit of all. [Applause on the De! 

side. ] 


No man can get all he wants in legislation. This bil! ) 
as I would have written it if I had alone been intrusted wil) 
its preparation. It is not as any one man would have writen 
it. No tariff law ever was. But as a whole it is the best (ru 
law ever written, and it is the only one in the time of ‘y 
Member of this body which has approached the true pri 
which should govern the levy of indirect taxes. [Applause 0D 
the Democratic side. ] 

Every man who calls himself a Democrat and knows W'y 
believes that. ‘Therefore, in the interest of the permanent : 
tablishment of that true principle as the fiscal policy of (he 
Nation, we should and must sink our individual views ®)0"' 
particular items in support of the general proposition, fol es 
the interests of particular localities in the accomplishment 0! 
the general good, and send this bill to the country with 7: 
solid, enthusiastic, and united support of the only police 
party from which, by renson of the present unusual poli! - 
conditions, the country has a right to expect sufficient strens . 
for some years to come to write its purpose into law. [App!s"* 
on the Democratic side.] 
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\ n will gainsay that the Democratic Party is pledged, | And it is only in exceptional cases that a reinvestment of 
its platform declarations and by the repeated assur- | capital or a readjustment of labor will have to be made, and 

its candidate for President, not alone to fix the tariff | in most of these it will be gradual change. In the vast ma 


th the sole design of producing revenue for the Govern 

+ to fix them in such a way as will not injure or destroy 
mate industry. No change in any tariff law of any 
ould be made without affecting industry. It would be 
not worth while if it did not. No change which is con 
e enough to yield a benefit anywhere can be made with 
rresponding temporary impairment of the profits of in 
nending readjustment to suit the new conditions. Every 
s man knows this. sut such temporary impairment is 
different thing from that injury or destruction of legiti- 


ndustry which the people have a right to believe we will | 


rmit. 
; sm not a protectionist in any sense, but I would hate myself 
| thought I had been a factor in writing a law which would 
‘ any industry which could show under present-day eco- 
conditions a right to exist without undue taxation of the 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] However much we 
disapprove of it, we can not fail to realize that in many | 
: of industry a partnership has existed, under Republican- 
aw, between business and the Government—a partnership 
_so far as business is concerned, was entered into in per- 
f cood faith. That partnership has continued through a 


. period of time, though at great cost te the people who had 
leceived into permitting its inception, and it would be 
¢ short of a breach of faith for the people’s representa- 


tives now to break that partnerskip by withdrawing suddenly 


i ot one time all the capital which the Government con 
tributed to the enterprise. Business has had fair notice that | 
the terms of the partnership are to be modified, that the amount 
\ h the people will contribute to make the enterprise profit- 


ir the working partner is to become rapidly less and less, 


e share which business itself must contribute in the way | 


iency and economy in production must be steadily more 
Business now may take notice that as to such enter- 
sas can not meet the new conditions, by reason of the 
_ refusal, or inability to employ that efficiency and econ- 
hich will permit industry to stand upon its own feet with 
pport from the Government, the people refuse to be longer 
to accomplish the survival of the unfit. 

ratic side. ] 
iiate no committee secret when I say that the framers of 
| have kept present-day business conditions constantly in 
| in its preparation. And I state it as my deliberate judg- 
t when this bill shall become a law and its effects have 
n opportunity to spread through all the branches of 
(American industry it will not cause any decrease in the aggre- 


re. 


[Applause on the | 


~ 


production of industry in the country, and consequently | 


impair the earnings of the labor of hands, which is at 

ittom of all production. It may stop a wheel or drive the 
from a chimney here and there. It 

se to some extent a readjustment of the uses of capital and 

a decrease of investment in industries where we do not excel, 
t readjustment of capital will result in increased pro- 
duction by reason of larger investment in those lines of business 
endeaivor where we do excel. [Applause on the Democratic 
If the aggregate production remains the same, the demand 
for labor will continue the same; and if the demand for labor 
hues the same, the price of labor will not go down. Men 

get the best results from that line of endeavor which suits them 
best. Capital makes its best return out of that which it can 
produce the cheapest. When men who have capital to invest 





will undoubtedly | 


jority of the highly protected industries where our rates have 


been written at a figure slightly below the differen im the 
cost of production at home and abroad they will result in only 
a moderate increase of importations. ‘Thess ! \ be 
kept down to the point of safety to Amer } industry by redue 
tion in the price of the manufactured ar les for the benefit of 
the home consumer—a reduction which will come 1 h 


profits, in 
manufacturer. 


too many cases grossly exorbitant, of 


[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

I have no fear that the American wage earner wi 
unless the American manufacturer shall f that wides} 
distress on the part of labor is not too high a price to pay 
compel a return to the old protective system [applause th 
Democratic side] and deliberately close his mills and t1 | 
labor out of employment in order to frighten the } f the 
country into a repudiation of this new policy. I have re 
respect for the patriotism of the American mannufactu 1 to 
believe that he will do this in any general way, ond too much 
confidence in his courage and ability to expect him to feel thi 
necessity of resort to such methods. 

Under every law of business labor will be not the first, ] he 
last, to feel the effect of the decreased price of the prod to 
meet increased competition. And it is almost inconceivable that 
American business men will attempt to reverse the general rule 
of division of earnings for political effect. A reduetion in the 

| selling price of the product of any plant which make he profit 
and loss account of the producer at the end of the year show a 
less favorable figure is charged up to the returns re ved by 
those who contribute to the product in the inverse ord f th 

lien of their contribution The original apits is always 
reached last in the distribution of profits. 

Interest on that portion of the invested capital which 
ried as funded debt is necessarily taken care of first rl 
lutely first mortgage upon the business is the capit: | f 
labor, and the first charge to be met is the wages of that boi 
Out of gross income, arrived at by deducting the costs of mat 
rials from the results of sales, must first be distributed wages 

| next, interest and depreciation of plant; and third, ré 
the contributors to the capital fund. ‘These last returns in 1 
ufacturing enterprises in this country have on the whole be 
so generous as to challenge the wonder of the world, and | 
firm in the belief that the result of increased conmy tion, flow 
ing from a reduction of the tariff bar when charged 
these returns of capital, will in but few « il { ! 
below such a figure as money in other branche f ‘ 
| activity is wont to earn. And as long as capital re { 
cient return to justify its employi produc ) 
and all charges, prior in lien, to the returns 
be met. 

Most American manufacturers, while publicly | ( th 
drastic cuts in the tariff rates will ruin their business, in privat 
admit that under rates largely reduced they nh survi with 
out decreased production, though with less profits, if mat 1 

| ditions in all producing countries should remai rm Th 
great industrial bugbear seems to be the fear of cve1 
in foreign countries, followed by flooding this marl 
which neither producer, home or foreign, could afford to 
| general. Many large operators in the textile trades and 1 rly 
| all in the iron and steel industry—that unerring barometer of 
American business conditions—admit no fear of the for 
normal output, but profess to see destruction in the 1 
of his surplus stock. It is a perfectly justifiable fea i one 
well calculated to give pause to radical tariff red : It 
| brings us face to face with the most perplexing prol n which 
| we must meet in our effort to lower tariff taxation without in 


reilize this, then the men who have labor to sell will give to 
ir employers a larger return for their wage in their labor’s | 
uction and will command a larger share in the product. 
he increase of importations under the proposed law, by rea- 
son of the reduction in the rates, will constitute but a small | 
percentage of the total production of the articles covered by the 


schedules of this law, and such increased importations, while 
resulting in increased competition and consequent reduction of 
rices to the people, will not result in a decrease of the aggre- 
fate production nor in a loss of reasonable profit to the pro- 
cueer, And this by reason of the operation of a well-known law 
of trade. Every dollar of imports must be paid for, and it is a 
(ruism with reference to the world’s trade that this payment 
takes place not in money but, in the last analysis, in the product 
of the country for the export trade. Increased imports mean 
increased exports, and this enlargement of trade is bound to re- 
suit in our people buying that which can be made cheaper 
‘broad than here, while we sell abroad that which can be made 
cheaper here than there. 





| country ever had to grapple with before 


jury or destruction to legitimate American industry is ¢ 
problem which no body of tariff makers in the history of th 
the problem growing 
out of the difference in the attitude of our country and that 

sumed by other producing nations toward trusis and combina 
tions and its necessary corollary, the world-wide trust. In this 
country the tendency of public opinion, voiced in legislative en 


actment and executive action, is against these great bina 
| tions. Not only is their formation discouraged and : hing 
which smacks of suppression of competition frowned upon, but 
such as have been formed in violation of law are being disin 
tegrated and old competitive conditions, wherever possible, re 
stored. In foreign producing countries the tendency is in the 


opposite direction. Not only are combinations of capital with 
resultant economies in production and suppression of competi 
tion permitted, but they are actually encouraged, fostered, and 
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participated in by the Governments themselves. What a cau- 
tious, law-abiding business man would do here at the risk of his 
fortune or his personal liberty brings a medal of honor from his 
Government to the great manufacturer abroad. In Germany 
there is at least one case of the Government itself, in effect, 
operating a great manufacturing establishment under a deed of 
trust of a former owner for the benefit of the employees, the 
factor of owners’ profits being largely eliminated when the 
product enters the markets. More, subsidies and freight tariff 
rebates are the common practice to encourage foreign trade, and 
established Government agencies in nearly every market sell 
the manufacturer’s product with little cost to him until his 
trade is finally rooted. These systems make the dumping of 
foreign surplus product in the American market a part of the 
regular business of the producer in those countries, and con- 
equently compel the American manufacturer to meet competi- 
tion under abnormal! conditions under tariff rates levied with 
due regard for conditions that are normal, 

To meet this situation we have done two things. In the case 


now permitting no imports into this country, we have placed 
their products on the free list. The American producer being 
a part of the world trust and helping to exploit this market by 
suppression of competition, it is believed that absolute free trade 
miy encourage venturesome capital in foreign countries to op- 
pose the un-American system now largely in vogue abroad, and 
thus enter our markets to the advantage of our home consumer. 

Where the American branch of such world-wide trusts—as 
in the case of the Aluminum Co. of America—is unable, though 
having a perfect monopoly, to supply the home market and im- 
ports from its essociates abroad yield large revenues to the 
Government, we have retained some duty upon the product for 
revenue purposes, but placed their trust-controlled raw material 
upon the free list, to encourage imports of the raw material for 
consumption here by such capital as will see the opportunity to 
get a part of this market by building plants to compete with the 
American branch of the trust. By such means no Democratic 
principle is violated. Trust-controlled products go upon the free 
list, except where no object would be gained except loss of reve- 
nue, opportunity is given for freer competition both at home 
and with foreign producers, and the evils to the consumer 
which flow from combination in restraint of trade, both domestic 
and international, are minimized so far as may be by a tariff 
law. 

To meet the just complaint of the American manufacturer 
that he can not know what competition he must meet as long 
as the foreigner can sell here below his home market price and 
sometimes even below his cost of production, we have inserted 
in this bill what is known as the dumping clause, which pro- 
vides: 

That whenever articles are exported to the United States of a class 


or kind made or produced in the United States, if the export or actual 
selling price to an importer in the United States or the price at which 


such goods are consigned is less than the fair market value of the same 
article when sold for home consumption in the usual and ordinary 
course in the country whence exported to the United States at the time 


of its exportation to the United States there shall, in addition to the 
duties otherwise established, be levied, collected, and paid on such 
article on its importation into the United States a special duty (or 
dumping duty) equal to the difference between the said export or 
actual selling price of the article for export or the price at which such 
goods are consigned, and the said fair market value thereof for home 
consumption, provided that the said special duty shall not exceed 15 
per cent ad valorem in any case and that goods whereon the duties 
otherwise established are equal to 50 per cent ad valorem shall be ex- 
empt from such special duty. 


Mr. WALLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. WALLIN. How will you prevent the manufacturer on 
tle other side giving a special discount on goods shipped over 
here? 

Mr. PALMER. That would be a violation of this dumping 
clause, beeause it would be importing their goods into this 
country at a less price than the fair home market price. 

Mr. WALLIN. Their invoiees would show the fair market 
price, but they could easily have an understanding, and have a 
subsequent discount to go back, that would get the goods in 
here at the underprice just the same. 

Mr. PALMER. That is simply assuming that this law is not 
going to be enforced. Every American manufacturer who com- 
plains of the dumping of foreign manufactures will tell you 
that he complains because he knows that his foreign competitor 
does this thing. If the American manufacturer knows it, his 
knowledge will be at the command of the administrative officers 
of the Government for his own interest, and there will be no 
difficulty in establishing the fact that the foreign manufacturer 


is dumping his product into this market at a price below his 
own cost of production. 
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Mr. WALLIN. That will be very hard to prove. 

Mr. PALMER. We have provided carefully for the exe 
of this feature of the law by giving the officers of the ¢ 
ment the power to inspect the books of the foreign m, 
turer, and if he is unwilling to yield to that request 
goods can not come into this market. 

Mr. COOPER. I understood the gentleman to say, in | 
to the question of the gentleman at my right [Mr. Wa 
that the American manufacturer would know whether 
were being dumped here in competition with his products 
that he would protest. The gentleman from Pennsyly.; 
making a straight protective argument. He is trying to pl 
the American manufacturer against unfair competition, gecora 
ing to his own statement. Is not that true? And that 
constitutional, according to your party platform. [Ap] 
on the Republican side. | Fr 

Mr. PALMER. I anticipated that some thoughtless pope) 
on the other side [laughter on the Democratic side} woul 


+1 
» ait 


(is 
i 


| some such question, and I will answer it by proceeding 
of world-wide trust, having their own plants everywhere and 


the statement that under a high protective tariff such 4 . <4 
would be further protection. Under a real competitive tariff 
it is simple justice. The Republican protective tariff wo 
purpose with truest fidelity to the real spirit of the yp: 
when its rates are prohibitive. Prohibition of imports 
real thing in protection. It is what the manufacturer 
and what he has long secured in most cases, thanks 
willingness of the Republican Party to further enrich | 
the expense of the people. 

The chief relief which the consumer has been able to «& 
the past from the exactions of these high rates, norma 
hibitive, has come from the willingness of foreign produc 
dump their surplus here when conditions of trade abr 
abnormal at such low prices as permitted some com) 
here even after paying excessive customs duties. Wit 
rates laid, however, as in this bill, on a competitiv 
permitting real and substantial foreign eompetition even u 
usual trade conditions, the American manufacturer has a ri: 
to expect that “we shall keep steady the relative conditions 
which prevail when the law is written and under whi 
can continue to produce, though to somewhat less ext 
some lines and with less profit in nearly all. That is the d 
of the dumping clause, and it will close the mouth 
American manufacturer against criticism of the liw 
otherwise he would find a sympathetic audience in a 
determined upon fair play. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania y 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER. If the foreign manufacturer or produ 
agricultural or otherwise, sends his surplus product o here 
at a very low price, will that be in the interest of the cons 
here? 

Mr. PALMER. Undoubtedly it would be largely 

Mr. COOPER. Is not the whole talk of the Den 
Party that the American consumer is their special con: 
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, but we want to be fair 

Mr. COOPER. Are you protecting the American 
turer? 


(| 


I 





Mr. PALMER. We want to be fair to the American co er 
and fair to the American manufacturer. [Applause on tie 
Democratic side.] With a prohibitive rate the consul is 
no chance except when the foreigner dumps his surp hel 
With a competitive rate we give the consumer his chance 4 i 


his consideration; and in order to be fair to the A in 
manufacturer, after having given the consumer his chance. \ 
say we will hold conditions where they are when we sive ‘ie 
consumer this chance. [Applause on the Democratic sic: 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman y! 
Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentleman. = 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Has the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, or anyone on behalf of the committee, made an 
approximate estimate as to what would probably be the n- 
creased imports under the new measure if enacted into law? 
Mr. PALMER. I have not seen any estimate of that kine. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Has the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania any idea what the inereased importations may 
reasonably be expected to be under these rates? ft 
Mr. PALMER. I have seen no estimate. It is a difficult thins 
to estimate. ae 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does not the gentleman (i's 
it is an essential question in a tariff measure which may rev" 
lutionize or materially change the economic conditions of ‘' 
country? 
Mr. PALMER. They could not be large because they “re 
limited to 15 per cent ad valorem. 
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wy, MARTIN of South Dakota. I notice the language used 
-oa eentieman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is that they 
‘ iwaterial increases in importations, but no figures are 
i» MANN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 
\Iy PALMER. Not to ask me about figures, because I am 
+ dis issing estimates, for I do not have them now at hand. 
\r MANN. The gentleman from South Dakota (Mr. MarrTin] 
. gentleman from Pennsylvania are talking at cross pur- 
| think the gentleman from South Dakota did not ask 
«ures or estimates under the dumping clause, but estimates 
r the bill generally. 
\ PALMER. I understood the gentleman 
D . , to be talking about the dumping clause. 


from South 


fr. MANN. The gentleman must have made some estimates 
under the bill generally, because there is an estimate of customs 
recelpts. : : 

Mr. PALMER. My recollection is that they amount to two 


pundred and eighty-six millions. The report will show that 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The report does not show the 
tes as to what will come in under the increase of the free 


est I : . . 

list. It gives an opinion as to what the importations will be 
made under tariff duties, but no estimate as to what may be 
expected as an increase in importations all along the line under 


ha hill 

Mr. PALMER. I think if the gentleman will take the trouble 
to read the report, and I prefer that he should do that rather 
than to rely upon the memory of any man, be will find that the 
report goes fully into a comparative estimate of the importations 
and of duties under this law and the present law. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit 
an interruption? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, 

Mr, CULLOP. Will not the greater benefit resulting from the 
enactment of competitive rates be in the regulating of the sale 
of home products and thus preventing monopoly in regard to 
manipulation of prices of home production? 

Mr. PALMER. Undoubtedly. I have tried to show that. It 
is our contention, and I think it is absolutely demonstrable, 
that the increased imports which will come through the custom- 
house by reason of decreased duties will result in sufficient com- 
petition with the American manufacturer to compel him to 
reduce the price of his product for the benefit and relief of the 
American consumer without decreasing his production suffi- 
ciently to interfere with the demand for labor. In other words, 
the reduction in price of the product of the American manu- 
facturer, by reason of the competition resulting from decreased 
duties, will be charged in nearly every case against the profits 


1} 
eq 


which capital in manufacturing lines of industry now earns in 
this country. 
Mr. Chairman, I have foresworn the pleasure of discussing 


the tariff problem as an academic or even economic question, 


and have evaded the duty of discussing this bill in some detail 
because I have felt that the effect of this law upon business is 
the thing in which the people of my own great industrial State 
are most interested. I am firmly convinced that, given the 
united support of our own party which will prolong its life until 


1 have a fair test, it will prove a boon to industry and a 
creat benefit to all the people. It will reduce the price of many 
Col «lities which enter inte daily consumption; it will push 
capital into lines where Americans readily excel and thus in- 
crease production here, and by removing the false work about 
the strueture of American industry make it a stable and a self- 
sustaining structure ready to carry a greater share of the 
world’s demands upon the product of capital and labor. [Ap- 
plause. J 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I desire to say a word or two about the 
] schedule of this law. First, because our great State of 
Per isylvania is perhaps more largely interested in that schedule 
than any other. For, as I have said on this floor before, in 
American industry to-day steel is king and Pennsylvania is the 
royal palace. Also because I had perhaps more to do with the 
framing of some of the details of that schedule than I had with 
any other schedule in the law. 

\ year ago, or a little more, we passed a revision of the steel 
and iron schedule through this House and through the Senate 
and up to the President where it was vetoed. It received little 
criticism worth while either in the House or in the Senate. It 
has received at the hands of the steel and iron manufacturers, 
of course, some criticism, but the most startling criticism which 
was made against the bill, and the one to which I desire to ad- 
vert for a few minutes, was made by the then President of the 
U nited States when he attached his veto to the measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has oc- 
cupied one hour. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. MANN. 


I yielded the gentleman further time. 
Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. What was it that just took place between the 
Chair and the gentleman from Pennsylvanis ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he had occupied one hour, and the gentleman 


from Alabama stated that he had yielded further time 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that these things be said so that 
House can hear them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
took the floor I yielded to him without limitation of time, and 
I called the attention of the Chair to the fact. 

Mr. MANN. I was not criticizing the gentleman from Ala- 
bama or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but the House de- 
sires to know how much time is yielded. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not yield 
Pennsylvania any specific amount of time. 

Mr. MANN. When the gentleman from Alabama yielded to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania no one could hear what took 
place. 

Mr. PALMER. 
out of my time. 

Mr. MANN. 
limited time. 

Mr. PALMER. I am sure the gentleman from Illinois knows 
that I do not often abuse the time of the House. 

Mr. MANN. I assure the gentleman it 
him at any time. 

Mr. PALMER. And I shall not take up much time. 
The President, as I was saying, declared in his mess: ge 
that consideration had evidently been given to the tariff rates 
upon the heavier forms of iron and steel, but little or no con- 
sideration had been given to the rates upon the finer forms of 
products of iron and steel covered by the schedule; and be 
cause, therefore, he was unwilling to agree that the rutes upon 
the finer forms of steel and iron products should be cut so dras- 


the 


the from 


gentleman 


Mr. Chairman, I trust this is not to be taken 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has _ un- 


is a delight to hear 


more 


velo 


tically as we had cut them, and for other reasons, perhaps, he 
would refuse to sign the bill. 
Mr. Chairman, on the same day that the President of the 


United States was making that declaration to the American 
Congress one of the greatest manufacturers of these finer forms 
of iron and steel was making an exactly contrary declaration 


to the American people and to the world. Upon the same day 
that the President refused to sign a law which would have 
given relief to American consumers of the articles covered by 
this schedule, because the manufacturers of the finer forms of 
steel and iron could not stand the cut, the great firm of Henry 
Disston & Son was advertising in a copy of the Saturday 
Evening Post issued on that day, August 14. 1912, this sig- 
nificant and, to my mind, illuminating argument to sell their 
wares. They call it “a little incident with » world-wide mean 
ing,” and at the top of their advertisement they place the 
facsimile of a letter dated “Amboy, Minn., February 24, 1911,” 
and which reads as follows: 

Deak Srrs: Please send me some of your saw-filing hints and a 
catalogue showing some of your products 

Gentlemen will remember that the Disston people are manu 
facturers of saws and tools, files. hammers, hatchets, trowels, 


and, in fact, about all of the small finer articles by way of t 3 


in the iron and steel trade. Their correspondent goes on to say 
by way of postscript: 

I sent to Germany for one of the best saws they could t nd 
when it came it had “ H. Disston Sons” on it Then I laugt 

Ss. O. Wikeu!l {mbow i 

Mr. Chairman, I should think he would laugh, and the Presi- 
dent ought to have laughed, when he was upon the same day 
sending his message to Congress, over the fact that an Amer 
ican farmer out in Minnesota anxious to get the best and the 


cheapest tool that he could buy finds that he can get it »fter 
American labor at American wages has produced it in the city 
of Philadelphia, and after its producer bas paid the freight 
tariff across the Atlantic Ocean and the custom tariff i Ger 


into 


many and the freight tariff back to Liverpool and the ocern 


freight to New York and the freight rates all the way up to 
Minnesota. I should think he would laugh; but they go on 
to say: 
The first tmpression of this letter is one of amusement. Then its true 
and tremendous significance seizes upon the mind 
We could as well have quoted a similar letter that went to Ex ind 
and brought back a Disston saw. There are other countries wh: ' 


are manufactured, but in them all the same recognition of the Disston 
standard prevails f 

Disston supremacy is not only world wide but world 
rests upon 72 years of progressive experience. 

The demand for Disston saws has penetrated by sheer merit not only 
through every center of civilization but to every remote saw-using set- 


tlement and camp on the earth's face. 


complete. It 
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tundard is everywhere held highest. In England and 
in Canada, Australia, New Zealand, Tasmania, India; 
many, Russia, France, Austria-Hungary, and every Euro- 
including Turkey and Greece; and in Egypt and north. 
and west Africa; and in China, Japan, Siam, Korea, Si 
and in the Philippines, Straits Settlements, Samoa, 
evylon, Borneo, Hawali, and South Sea Islands: and 
zil. Patagonia, the Argentine, Chile, Peru, all South and Central 
1, and Mexico-——-in these and innumerable smaller saw markets 
the rm ** best and the term “ Disston’’ mean the same 
So much for saws and files and tools and hammers and 
hatchets and the finer products of the steel and iron schedules 
in this bill 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 


Mr. PAYNE. As I understand the Disston statement, it re- | 


ferred to saws, but whether the President had saws in his mind 


is another question. He may have had cutlery or razors. In re- | 


gard to razors the bill then reduced the duty to 35 per cent, while 


this bill raises it to 50 per cent. Unless the President was right, | 
why did you raise that duty? Was it because of the hearings | 
before the Senate committee that demonstrated the fact that 


under a 35 per cent duty the razor industry in this country, as 


well as other cutlery industries, must go? [Applause and laugh- | 


ter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr, Chairman, the Disston people are refer- 
ring, according to their advertisement, largely to saws, but they 
mention and picture all of their other products alongside of the 
advertisement. 

Mr. PAYNE. They make machine-made goods. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. And these people, who have to employ the hand 
labor to make the little things that are so numerous and are so 
widespread and involve such a large amount of capital, were the 
people the President evidently referred to, and the gentleman 
and his party has proved that the President was right in regard 
to this thing. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PALMER. Evidently there is a wide disagreement about 


what the President was referring to, even amongst his Repub- | 


lican friends, because last year, when this advertisement ap- 
peared, I called it to the attention of another distinguished 
Republican member of the Committee on Ways and Means, not 
now a Member of the House, and he said that that might be 
true, just as the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] says 
about saws, but, said he: “ There are other things in this steel 
and iron schedule in which you Democrats have ruined the 
American industry,” and I asked him to name one and he picked 
out a different one. He said, “ Watches, for instance.” He 
said: “ You have cut the entrails out of the watch business in 
this country.” Why, that was so curious that it was funny, 
because in this very same magazine, on the same day, on the 
opposite side of the very same sheet was an advertisement of 
the American Howard watch in which they say, these American 
manufacturers of watches, “ Six hundred thousand Americans 
go abroad every year. Once an American tourist preferred a 
foreign watch; now he goes to Europe with a Howard watch 
bought over here, or he comes back with a Howard watch 
bought over there.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] I told 
2 friend of mine who is a manufacturer over here in Baltimore 
about these advertisements. He is in the shoe business. Of 
course, he is a protectionist. 

I think if I had been a shoe manufacturer in recent years I 
might have been a protectionist myself. He said, just as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] said, that this may be 
true about saws and tools, files, hammers, hatchets, and may 
he true about watches, but it is not true about shoes. Every 
feliow in his own line of business believes he is up against the 
worst competition. 

Mr. SWITZER rose. 

Mr. PALMER. In just a moment. Well, I went out and 
bought another copy of the Saturday Evening Post. The first 
thing I saw was an advertisement of a great American shoe, 
the “ Welk-Over.” They call it themselves “the shoe for you,” 
and they say, “More than 17,000 pairs bought every day. 
From Alaska to California, from London to the Fiji Islands, in 
84 countries, Walk-Overs set the style for shoes.” [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I expect, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, when I go out on the street and buy a copy of the 
Saturday Evening Post, I can prove to him, out of the mouths 
of the manufacturers of cutlery, that American cutlery are 
going abroad. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Why did you raise the duty in this bill from 
25 per cent in your former bill to 50 per cent now? Now, this 
min of straw does not answer the questior. 

Mr. PALMER. * Well, we made a change in the classification 
of pocket cutlery and razors, making two classifications instead 
of one, because we considered that one rate on all the pocket 
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| cutlery and all the razors would be prohibitive as 

while competitive as to others, and therefore, in oy 
duce competition for both branches, and especially to ; 
| expensive grade of cutlery and razors, we made the { 

fications instead of one as in the previous bil!. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are exactly in line with the Pp; 
suggestion, of course. If the gentleman will ¢o fa, 
back—it will not be a great while ago—in the Saturd 
ing Post, he will see gravely asserted there that tly 
schedule in the present law is 50 per cent higher ; 
woolen schedule in the law that_preceded it. He ean fing 
anything in the Saturday Evening Post. [Laughter 

| Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. T am not speaking of correspondents’ 
in the Saturday Evening Post, but about the admis 
| American manufacturers placed in the paid advertising . 
of the magazine to induce trade, and their admissig: 
taken as the truth, as far as the foreign trade is eo), 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman about the 4 
clause, to go back to that? Of course, the gentlema) 
that Germany and some other foreign countries pay 
bounty on goods in order to get them into this count; 
in that way they are able to get them in. The Govern: 
| pays it, and in that way they are able to get into this 

with their goods and get around the duty, and especin 

so on sugar and other items—and for the next three 
there is a duty on sugar in this bill. This dumping ¢lai 
not seem to meet that proposition in any way. It is 
sale here by the manufacturer of an article cheaper {| 
price there. He gets the same price, but somebody « 

| the bounty, and in that way he can get his goods in, 
standing the duty here. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the gentleman from New \ 
find as to all of these items—he is speaking of the item 
larly of sugar, I assume—that as to most of these art 
the export trade there is no bounty upon those which « 
into competition with American producers, although the 
very considerable concession in freight rates and the e: 
ment of commercial agencies by Governments abroad 

Mr. PAYNE. Established by the Government and pai 
the Government. 

Mr. PALMER. In my judgment, that will not comp 
administration of this clause in the tariff law. 

Mr. PAYNE. On the other hand, does not the 
think it will entirely nullify the effect of it if they eve 
that question and get beyond the question of undery: 
and the impossibility to prove it? 

Mr. PALMER. I think it is just as easy to deter 
market value of the article for the uses of the adminis 
of this dumping clause as it is to determine the market 
as the gentleman from New York wrote it into bis 
administrative purposes. If one is impossible, the othe: 
possible. 

Mr. PAYNE. And notwithstanding all that, we h 
almost universal effort by fraudulent undervaluation t 
every ad valorem duty in the existing law; and U 
man’s bill only aggravates that by multiplying the ad 
duties in this bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I am afraid that the gentleman fr 
York [Mr. Payne] has not yet done us the honor to 
administrative features of this law or he would not mak 
statement. 

Mr. SWITZER. I have a constituent who manufact 
vanized steel sheets. He desires to know why you have 
the specific duty of $2.50 a ton on manganese to 15 per 
valorem, which he says now at present price will m: 
or $9 a ton? I am asking for information. I am not acy 
with the steel or iron business personally. He says 
increase of 300 per cent, and the tendency is to pro! 
United States Steel Corporation against independent |)! 
like this steel plant in my district. 

Mr. PALMER. I will answer the gentleman's ques! 
I do not want him to make a speech in my time. He 
the reason for the change of this rate on ferromang: 
had intended to leave that to the discussion of the bi 
the five-minute rule, but I have no objection to saying bo’ 

our purpose in making the rate on ferromangalese Wis | 
as a revenue-producing proposition. The new rate does 
protect the United States Steel Corporation. The fact ‘> 
ferromanganese in this country is not made for sale )) 
body. The United States Steel Corporation makes ferro 
nese for its own use exclusively, and does not sell 2 ¢ 
worth that I have ever heard of. All other consumers of (" 
manganese in the country import it. And we have believ« 
view of the fact that it is such a small part of the tinal cos! « 
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inct of the stee]) manufactures of the land, that it was the! pays it. There is no doubt about that Rut 





- place for the levying of a purely revenue duty. And we | the tax on the consumer, where, when the consumer does pay it, 
ome to the same conclusion in respect to that which the | it will be so distributed as to be the least burden to hin I 
committee came to and stood by until the pressure of | say, with reference particu y to fer there 
in nuimufacturers became too strong for them in the | is not an item in all the tariff law which « in 
irst Congress, and in conference they were compelled to | degree into the final cost of the product w i tl 
duty off ferromanganese by a subterfuge, throwing it | does actually buy and use as it, and since we mi ya tax 
. pig-iron schedule, where it had no business to be. ' on the consumer, which the consumer must undoult: to 
_ let me tell you one thing further about ferromanganese. | operate the Government, it is as easy a place as I | f, and 
re is 1 per cent of it in a ton of steel. The present price of | a place where it can be laid with the least burd the 
sanganese is unusually high. I think it is about $60 a ton. | length and breadth of this law. 
SWITZER. It bas been $180 a ton. Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
PALMER. Oh, no; it has not. I never heard of ferro- The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from IP 
inese at $180. The gentleman is thinking of some of the | yield? 
» ferro alloys, which run to immense prices. It means, Mr. PALMER. I do; but I am anxious to conclude 
_60 cents worth of ferromanganese goes into a ton of steel, Mr. AUSTIN. I want to ask the gentleman ore question. I 


our tax at 15 per cent means that the American steel manu- | want to know who appeared before the Committee on W 

rs will pay a tax to the Government of 9 cents even at | and Means and asked for iron ore to be put on the free list? 

high price upon every ton of steel produced. I have never Mr. PALMER. We put tron ore on the free list in the Under 

ved that such a small tax could be carried into the final | wood bill in the Sixty-second Congress So far as I recall, 

duct of the steel and iron manufactures so as to be of any | there was not anybody who came before the Committee on 

terial harm to the consumer, and believe, therefore, that | Ways and Means and asked us to do it again. I suspect it 
hese steel and iron manufacturers ought to pay, especially | 


ivs 


was assumed we would. 


with ore on the free list largely for their benefit, this small tax Mr. AUSTIN. Is it not a fact that everybody who appeared 
u their product. here protested against iron ore being put on the free list, and 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit one question? that nobody asked you to do it? 
Mr. PALMER. I yield. Mr. PALMER. Well, it is also a fact that every American 
Mr. COOPER. Does the Steel Trust make all the ferro- | manufacturer, practically, who came before the Committee on 
nese it uses? I understand it does. | Ways and Means during all our hearings protested against our 


Mr. PALMER. Yes. | reducing the tariffs to any degree. The problem we hid to face 
Mr. COOPER. Then the trust would pay no tariff on ferro- | was different from and harder than that which the Reput 


pican 
inese, but the independent iron manufacturer would. committees have always had to face. We were compelled to 
PALMER. I have said that. write this law in the interest of the people against the protests 


COOPER. I did not hear the gentleman say it. of these manufacturers, while all that you had to do was to 
PALMER. I said exactly that, that there is no ferro- | write into the law what the manufacturers asked you to put 
ese made in this country for sale. The steel and iron | there. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. | 





ration makes ferromanganese for its own use, and all Mr. AUSTIN... One more question. You Siy you are not wi 
producers of steel and iron buy ferromanganese from ing this tariff bill in the interest of the manufacturers? 

ul. When the Payne law was written they had ferro- Mr. PALMER. I said we were writing it to be fair to the 
ganese at even a higher rate than this. | American manufacturers. 
(ir. COOPER. Then, if the gentleman will permit an inter- | Mr. AUSTIN. Did it not appear in the testimony that a steel 
tlon-——— 


| company located in the gentieman’s district and in the gentle 


fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania | man’s town imported 350,000 tons of iron ore from Sweden, 
eld? ; | upon which the duty is 15 cents a ton, and the gentleman placed 
Mr. PALMER. I yield. that iron ore now upon the free list of this bill? 


Mr. COOPER. If the Steel Trust makes its own ferro-| Mr. PALMER. Well, I thought the 
zanese and does not import any, and al} the other manu- | nessee. after having tried that same thing two years ago. would 
irers, the little fellows, do import it, the Steel Trust will | gesist from any further effort to link me up with a desire to 
iy this duty, but the small manufacturers will. Will not | make profit for the Bethlehem Steel Co., of my district. I treat 
t be the situation? . that company as I would treat all others. We are playing no 

Mr. PALMER. Well, we can not write a law that will make | fjyorites. 

everybody pay a duty at the customhouse. Mr. AUSTIN. I am not linking the gentleman with the Beth 

Mr. COOPER. But we are expected to write a law that will | jehem Steel Co. I am asking the gentleman if this record does 

discriminate in favor of the trust and against the inde- | not show that statement to be true? 
pendent producers. Mr. PALMER. I do not know whether it does or not. But 
I know that this is true, that the Bethlehem Steel Co., which 


gentleman from Ten- 


Mr. PALMER. This will not protect the United States Steel 


( oration in any particulars, because it does not sell this | operates in my district, does import iron ore. 1 say that 

Nil ” . __ | frankly. And we did put iron ore on the free list. The gentle 

_ Mr. SWITZER. If the gentleman will permit, how does it | man knows as well as any Member of this House, however, that 

help the poor man by placing a duty of 300 per cent on all that | that was not done by reason of any effort on the part of the 

} ¢ j 7 . - ' , 

— Se . , 7 : | Representative of that district to get a special p ege for a 
Mr. PALMER. I have not said that this is written to help producer in his district [applause on the Democrat lel. be 
hybody. It is written in the law as a tax, which we think the | eayse he knows, and has been told before, and knows it to be a 

Steel and iron manufacturers ought to pay, and ought to be| fact that the present Representative of that dist: not in 


Willing to pay. 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 


any sense a spokesman for a great protected interest, either the 
Bethlehem Steel Co. or any other. 


| Mr. AUSTIN. I am not stating or insinuating - 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. PALMER, But implying 


yield? | Mr. AUSTIN. I am asking you if the record does t show 
Mr. PALMER. Yes; but I am anxious to conclude. what I bave stated, and that the remission or the placing of 
Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. If I correctly understood the gen- | iron ore on the free list benefits the steel corporation in you! 
an from Pennsylvania, he stated that this was an advant- | district to the extent of $42,000 a year on importation of 


ge to the Steel Trust to the amount of 9 cents a ton. 
Mr. PALMER. Well, the gentleman has not understood me | 


Swedish iron ore alone, taking that amount of money out 
Treasury and turning it over to the Bethlehem Steel ¢ 


rrectly, and I refuse to have remarks of that kind put into Mr. GORDON. What of it if it does? 
the remarks I may make. I refuse to yield further, Mr. Chair- Mr. PALMER. No: that is not ar curate stat t. I go 
= as far as the truth will permit any man ¢t 7. ) I say that 
Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman will permit, the gentle-| iron ore is imported by the Be hem Steel Co d that w 
man says there will be a payment to the Government of 9 cents | have put iron ore on the free !ist. But ) ore is worted by 
oes many other independent steel or iron | cers of the cou 
Mr. PALMER. At the present price, which is a high price. besides the Bethlehem Stee! Co., and the ce Hows f 
Mr. MURDOCK. Under the gentleman's theory, who pays | And I will say another thing to the gentlem: that the PB 
the tax? hem Steel Co. are large producers of the kind of stee 
Mr. PALMER. Of course the consumer pays the tax. No/| takes ferromanganese, and that company will pay g 


man now will argue anything to the contrary. The consumer | on its ferromanganese by reason of the change in tl y than 












































































































































AAD 


it will save by the putting of iron ore on the free list. 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, 
point? 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. In conversation with Mr. Schwab last night he 
made the statement that the worst enemy to the profits of the 
Bethlehem Steel Co. in the United States was their Representa- 
tive in Congress, Mr. Parmer. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. 

Mr. 
had 


[Ap 


may I interrupt just at this 


PALMER. Well 
LLOYD. And, further 
put into the business 


than that, he 
$235.000.000 in s 


said that he himself 
even years and that 
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Mr. PALMER. I said a while ago, and the gentleman , 


| to be fair, that I did not intend to discuss the whole pj 


he had made 20 per cent on his investment during that time. | 


{Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. PALMER. I did not expect to any 
about the politics of my district, but I think it is probably fair 
to 
that the Bethlehem Steel Co. is pretty violently opposed to the 
present Representative of that district in Congress, the opposi- 
tion of the Bethlehem Steel Co. is entirely confined to that of its 
chief owner, to the struggle of Mr. Schwab himself to keep me 
out of Congress, and while he may boast that he is my chief 
political enemy, I thank God that the men who work in his 
mills are my best political friends. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. NORTON. 
that the tariff on 
In view of that 
the gentleman 


into 


o 
go 


ferromanganese is a 
statement, and in 
at the left [Mr. 


tariff for revenue only. 
view of the statement that 
Luoyp] has made regarding 


what Mr. Schwab said, do you not think it would be a very | 


good idea for the Democratic Party, as a revenue measure ouly, 
to continue the tariff on Swedish iron ore imported by 
during the last several years, and make them pay a little of the 
money for the carrying on of this Government? 

Mr. PALMER. I have explained to the gentleman why we 
put iron ore on the free list. The iron ore in this country is 
practically controlled by the trust. The chief help which the 
independent can get, which he wants to get in fighting the trust, 
is free iron ore from abroad. If, after the statement 
made, the gentleman gets any satisfaction out of the fact that 
the Bethlehem Steel Co. will perhaps save a litle money by 
free iron ore, he is entitled to it. It has not been enough to win 
the Bethlehem Steel Co. over to my support. I know that. 

Mr. SUMNERS. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that this bill reduces the tariff on the articles that the Bethle- 
hem Steel Co. produces? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, very largely. We reduce the average 
ad 
cent to about 20 per cent. We reduce it all along the line, on 
every article which is produced by the Bethlehem Steel Co. in 
my district, and we have put upon the free list one of the 
chief products of the Bethlehem Steel Co.—steel rails. I do 
not believe any Member on this side has a right to play favor- 
ites with the interests of his own district, and my people do 
not expect me to do it. 

I want to add just one thing about ferromanganese, so gen 
tlemen may understand. Perhaps no tariff bill can be entirely 
scientific, but we are trying at least to write a bill which will 
be logical and symmetrical. 
New York [Mr. Payne], when 
tried to have logic and symmetry at least throughout his bill. 
We put ferromanganese in with ferroalloys of other kinds, just 
the same as the gentleman from New York did. Ferrosilicon, 
ferromolybdenum, ferrotitanium, ferrotungsten, and all 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated | 


discussion | 


say this, which states the fuil fact, that, while it may be true | 





that 


I intended to pay some attention to the metal sched 
Mr. 


HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentleman from 'T, 

Mr. HARDY. Is not the Bethlehem Steel Co. a rathe 
exporter of steel and iron? 

Mr. PALMER. Very. 

Mr. HARDY. The drawback clause will enable them 
back a large part of such duty as they pay on imported a) 
while the smaller manufacturer would pay that duty and 
get anything back. 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
are on the free list? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman expect any char 
price by resson of that, or what will be the result? 

Mr. PALMER. I frankly doubt whether there will | 
change in the price of steel rails by their being put o: 


That is quite true. 
Jf I understand the gentleman, ste 


free list, because, as we all know, there is one of those 
| wide trusts in 


the matter of steel 
of steel rails the world 


rails. 
over 


In effect, the | 


facturers have 


agreed 


|} division of territory and the fixing of prices with respect 


entire world, except South America, which is a free a: 
market to the manufacturers of steel rails both in this « 
and dbroad, and where they are able to get steel roi 
considerable less price than we do in this country or EF 

We put rails on the free list with the thought that 
agreement should fall down, if there should be a break ji 
reason of the disaffection of the foreign or the Ameri: 


| ducer, the American people might then get some bene! 


the | 
Bethlehem people, who have made 20 per cent upon their capital | 


free rails in this country. 
Now, they tell us that these high tariff rates have h« 
in the interest of American labor. They tell 


us, e 


| with respect to the steel and iron schedule, that the r 
| made as they were in order to keep American labor e: 


I have | 


valorem rate of duty under this schedule from 34.35 per | 


those | 


ferroalloys, all made in the crucible like ferromanganese, ought | 


under every reason to bear the same rate as ferromanganese; 
and so we put them all in one paragraph at one rate, as the 
Payne bill did. And we have restored the symmetry of that sec- 
tion of the bill which was destroyed when the American manu- 
facturers mustered sufficient influence in the other branch of 
this Congress, and with the conferees, to hide ferromanganese 
in the pig-iron clause, in order to deceive the people into the 
belief that it was paying a higher duty than it really was, 

Mr. HARDY and Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH rose. 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Samvuet W. Smitry]. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I am asking this 
question purely for information. Why was rice left on the 
dutiable list? 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. SAMUEL 
the committee. 


The gentleman from Michigan will excuse me. 
W. SMITH. The gentleman is a member of 


| In smashing the dull routine of a century and 


| chimerieal, 





I think we have shown that if the production contin 
same labor will continue to be employed, and what we 
by the passage of this law, amongst other things, wil! 
compel the American manufacturer to sell to the 
people his product at as low a figure as he sells it to | 
Islander and the Patagonian. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
how the division of time rests between this side of tli 
and the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama |! 
6 hours and 2 minutes and the gentleman from New \ 
used 6 hours and 44 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman 
desire to proceed? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman from I 
vania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the high example se! 
Democratic President in drawing attention to his tarifi 
by an address from “the throne” is of greater valu 
people of the United States than would appear at firs 
returnit 


anti-Je 


from New 


more or less monarchial but presumably 


| methods of a Washington and an Adams, the Preside 
I believe that the gentleman from | 
he indulged in tariff making, | 


proclaims “a new freedom” from a condition of indust! 
national thralldom, the horrors of which are more 
has made the millions of victims of this 
political philosophy “ stop, look, and listen.” In an age 
is somewhat iconoclastic, when froth passes for subs! 
audacity for truth; when satiated mortals with esy 
weary of the workshops and markets and yearn for nov 
sensation, he has compelled “a sitting up” and a 
notice” which augurs that the tariff question, despised 
rided during the recent presidential campaign, will again ! 
sidered as of vital importance to public welfare. 

FACE THB ISSUE SQUARELY. 

Standing upon the Democratic platform and inveighing 
the protected industries of the country as “ hothouse” ¢! 
to be immediately destroyed, the President has awakened 
ployers whose indifference to political intrigues is appallin- 
he has stirred the wage earners generally to a realizi 
their danger. : 

But, thanks to President Wilson’s novel expedient, 4!! 
people are beginning to inquire about the tariff. They ! 
learned that the Democratic Party does not propose only [ 
find jobs for its followers but that it intends to squarely fice 
the issue which it has raised with the Republican Party. It 
is going to attempt to prove that the Republican policy of ['r0 
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tection to American industry, the policy which has raised the 
\merican wage standard above all others in the world, is wrong | 


and must be overthrown. 

"It is not exactly what a majority of the people expected 
would happen. Those who knew even a little about the ques- 
tion were not prepared to hear so positive and emphatic a stand 
st protection as the leaders of the party now in power 
have taken. Hence it was a real service the President per 
formed when he ascended the rostrum in the House to make his 
daring deliverance, 


A TARIFF PRIMER. 


It is because I believe there is urgent need for publicity and 

reful study of the tariff question that I have written my 

; in the form of “a tariff primer,’ which I send to the 

desk of the Clerk, whose assistance I shall ask in propounding 
the questions therein noted: 

Question (by the Clerk). When was the first tariff act 


ssed 7 
Answer (by. Mr. Moore). The first act passed was a tariff 
It was approved by President George Washington July 4, 
1789, and was regarded as an American declaration of commer- 
independence. 
ion. What was its purpose? 

Answer. To support the Government, discharge the debts of 
the United States, and to encourage and protect manufactures 
evying duties on goods, wares, and merchandise imported. 
These purposes were specifically set forth in the first section of 
tle act, and they were intended to relieve the Colonial States of 
the necessity of purchasing supplies abroad, to keep our money 
in the United States, and to discourage paternalism. 

THE FIRST ACT FOR 

Question. Did this first act of Congress stimulate and en 

urage American manufactures? 

Answer. It not only stimulated and encouraged them, but it 

ve confidence and hope to the youth of America and made us 

manufacturing as well as an agricultural Nation. 

Question. To what extent bas the tariff system thus begun 
been continued ? 


(iu 


PROTECTION, 


AAI 


| humiliated by having to permit thousands of its factory workers 


to go to free soup houses for sustenance 


FARMERS AND MILL MEN HURT. 
Question. Who do you think were most affected by the 
change? 
Answer. In the last analysis, the workingman and the rmer, 
When the employers found they could not compete successfully 


with the foreign manufacturers they closed their mills. For a 


time the workmen were able to live upon the savings the~ had 
accumulated under the McKinley protective-tariff law which 
preceded the Wilson-Gorman Act, but after their savings were 
sone, they were without the means to purchase food. Thus the 
farme: lost his best customer. ’rices Came down and com 
modities were cheap, but the earning power of the consumer 


was destroyed. It made little difference to him if he could buy 


a suit of clothes or a horse and wagon for $5 if he did not 
have the $5, and thousands of them did not have the $5 he 
distress in the cities was greater than it was on the farm, be 
| cause the farmers could get along with what the farm 
| duced, but they could not sell their produce at a profit. On the 


| foreign imports that had “ made goods cheap” 


Answer. There have been various changes in the tariff system | 


rding to the views of political parties which have happened 
» be in control of affairs. What is now known as the Repub- 
‘an Party has usually favored the levying of tariff duties suf- 
ntly high to cover the difference in the cost of production 
at home and abroad. The Republican platform of 1912 ggaf- 
med this position, declaring that “ “he Re publican tariff policy 
is been of the greatest benefit to the country, developing our 

urees, diversifying our industries, and protecting our work- 


} 


i e 


ginen against competition with cheaper labor abroad, thus 
establishing for our wage earners the American standard of 
The Republican platform further declared that “the 
protective tariff is so woven into the fabric of our industrial 
‘ 1 


only would destroy many industries and throw millions of our 
ple out of employment. The products of the farm and of the 
mine should receive the same measure of protection as other 
products of American labor.” 
DEMOCRATS AND HARD TIMES, 

Question. What is the Democratic attitude toward the tariff? 

Answer. Although Thomas Jefferson and other early Demo- 
crats believed in the encouragemen‘ o* American industries and 
the imposition of tariff duties for that purpose, the Democratic 
Party has taken issue with the Republican Party in certain of 
protection was unwarranted by the Constitution of the United 
Stites and that tariffs should be levied only for the purpose of 
raising revenue. This was the position taken by the State of 
South Carolina in 1832, when it nullified the tariff acts of 1828 
and 18382. The Confederate Constitution of 1861 also denied the 
a ae 
promote or foster any branch of industry,” holding that such 
Cuties should be levied only for revenue to carry on the Govern- 
ment. During the administration of Grover Cieveland, the so- 
called Wilson-Gorman bill was passed under Democratic aus- 
pices, and while it undertook to levy duties for revenue only, it 
did fix certain protective rates, but none of them sufficient to 
ering in enough revenue to run the Government. The result 
was that many American industries, forced to compete with 
“neap foreign labor, were obliged to discontinue business, bun- 
dreds of concerns became bankrupt and hundreds of thousands 
oF people were thrown out of employment. The full effects of 
‘his disastrous Democratic bill were felt from 1893 to 1897. 
Not only did the Government have to issue bonds to meet its 
obligations incurred during this period, but it was further 


Y 


right of the Government to levy “any duties or taxes,’ 





| perity returned to the United States and instead of bank: 


nd agricultural life that to substitute for it a tariff for revenue | 


platforms and has contended that what Republicans call | 


other hand, the city workman’s cellar was empty, and if 1 
had no wages he was in a bad way. One of the lessons of that 
unhappy period was the determining of the very close relat 
ship between the producer and the consumer. It proved that 
their interests were identical and that in times of adversity 
there was little or no difference between them. 

END OF CHEAP GOODS, 

Question. What efforts were made to correct the distressing 
consequences of this Democratic policy? 

Answer. The people who had suffered as a result of Demo 
cratie blundering restored the Republican Party to power and 
in 1897 a new tariff bill, framed for purposes of protection and 
commonly known as the Dingley bill, was enacted. This new 
law raised a tariff barrier against the tremendous volume of 


under the W 
law, compelled the return to the United States of capital that 


I 
had gone to Europe, Canada, and other countries, and be 


7 ih 
the nature of a guaranty to business men that they could 1 
sume their enterprises, and to farmers that they would gin 


have an American market for their products, the tide of 


there was great rejoicing in American homes. 


RESTORATION UNDER DINGLEY BILI 

Question. Can you give some data pertaining to this pro 
under the Dingley bill? 

Answer. Yes; the “Tariff Handbook,” just 


Democratic Ways and Means Commitee (April, 1915), ati t 


issued by the 


not thoroughly reliable, quotes the number of establishments en 
gaged in manufactures as being 214.954 in 1904, at the bi Z 
of the Wilson law, and 266,805 in 1909, under the Dingley 
law. During this five years capital invested increased from 
$12.515,788,542 to $18,151,053.523; the number of wage earners, 
independent of salaried and other workers, advanced from 
5,220,461 to 6,810,454; wages jumped from $2.461.279407 to 
$3,231,207,579; the cost of material used increased from 
$8,343,639,649 to $11,928,209,567, while the value of the manu- 
factured products advanced from $14,470,690.353 to $20 
| 234,488,582. The dutiable list under the Dingley law in 1909 
affected 6,052,312 wage earners in a total of 242.029 establish 
ments representing a capital of $17,148,987,686. The Dingley 
law was successful as a promoter of industry within the United 
States and as a revenue raiser. It aimed to levy duties on 
imports that were in the nature of luxuries and contributed 
more than one-third of the total revenue of the Government. 


Under it wages steadily advanced throughout the United States, 
while there was also a steady increase in the cost of the prod 
ucts of agriculture. It is true that while the mill worker ol 

tained higher pay it cost him more for the supplies he purchased 
from the farm, but it is also true that during the period of the 


Dingley law the hours of labor were generally reduced, tlh 
comforts of living were everywhere increased, and the people, 


without regard to section or employment, enjoyed conveni« ; 
comforts, pleasures, and even the luxuries of life, to a gre vter 


degree than ever before in the Nation’s history. Neverthe!ess, 
because of certain alleged inequalities in a few of the pro ne 


of the Dingley law, and because its free list was not extended 
there was an incessant agitation against it. 
SAPPERS AND MINERS AT WORK. 


Question. How long was the Dingley law in force? 
Answer. It was effective from the date of its approval July 
24, 1897, until the Payne bill went into effect August 5, 


19Ov 


Question. What was the reason for this change? 


442 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIL 25, 


Answer. One reason was that the Democrats who were out | the United States. The President appeared to have hex 


of power 


cont 


were continually misrepresenting the tariff question, 
nding that it created trusts and large enterprises and that 
under it Americans acquired wealth too rapidly. 
generally were too busy with their business affairs to answer 
these accusations and finally the people began to accept them as 
true. Another reason was that the growth of population in the 
United States due to the inspiration of our success and pros- 
perity, baving gi-en us the greatest home market in the world, 
had invited the attention and concern of other great nations 
which coveted our purchasing power and sought to break the 
firm hold our protective laws gave us upon our own trade. 
With establishments that cost and vith labor that was 


less 


skilled but poorly paid, they knew they could compete for the 


American dollar in the American market, if thei. cheap goods 
could be gotten over our tariff wall. Another reason for the 
change was that our own people had forgotten our former dis- 
tresses; in fact, we were restive under too much prosperity. In 
response to what the Republican Party leaders believed to be 
a popular demand, although there are many reasons for be- 
lieving that the demand was skillfully worked up by the for- 
eign enemies of the protective system, the Payne bill was en- 
acted into law. It having been contended that some of the 
rates in the Dingley law were too high and that the tariff 
should be revised downward, the Payne law undertook to make 
reductions in duties, but this did not satisfy the enemies of the 
protective system within the Republican Party or without. 
REPUBLA@CANS YIELDED TO CHANGES. 
Question. Did the Republicans change the Dingley law? 
Answer. In the platform of 1908 the Republican Party de- 
clared in favor of a revision of the tariff at a special session 
of Congress. It did not say that revision should be a down- 
ward revision, but it did declare against ‘‘excessive duties,” 
although maintaining that “the true ptinciple of protection is 
best maintained by the imposition of such duties as will equal 
the difference between the cost of production at home and 
abroad, together with a reasonable profit to American indus- 
tries.” Moreover, inasmuch as certain trade agreements with 
Gerniany and other countries had been made by President Roose- 
velt, which seemed to give undue advantage to foreign goods 
over those of American production, the platform declared for a 
maximum and minimum tariff by which the President might 
thereafter be guided when the opportunity to make favorable 
treaties should arise. In consequence of this party pledge a 
special session of Congress was called, which resulted in the 
passage and approval by President Taft of the so-called Payne 
bill of August 5, 1909, the existing tariff law. 
PAYNE 


Question. Did the Payne bill revise the tariff downward? 

Answer. It did revise the tariff downward, and while attempt- 
in* to maintain the protective principle it equalized certain 
duties that had been objectionable, and altogether proved a most 
effective revenue measure. Under the Payne law the industries 
of the country continued to thrive and wages continued to in- 
crease, while the bours of labor and working conditions gener- 
ally improved. The value of manufactures in 1912 far exceeded 
$20,000,000,000, the farms produced nearly $9,000,000,000, our 
imports exceeded $1,000,000.000, and our exports exceeded 
$2,000,000,000. In view of attacks upon both the Dingley and 
the Payne laws, it is noteworthy that our population increased 
from 90,000,000 in 1909, when the Payne bill went into effect, to 
95,000,000 in 1912, the latest estimate of the Census Bureau. 
The wealth of the people of continental United States advanced 
in those three years from $150,000,000,000 to $175,000,000,000, 
making an increase in per capita wealth from $1,656.42 in 1909 
to $1,884.17 in 1912, the highest aggregate ever attained by the 
American people. 


LAW GROWTH PHENOMENAL. 


PEREVED AT PARTY PROGRESS. 

Question. If the people enjoyed such wonderful progress, why 
did they complain? 

Answer. They listened to ambitious politicians, agitators with- 
out conscience, journalistic party builders, magazines seek- 
ing pap, essayists who found it more profitable to write fic- 
tion than to work, theoretical college professors, nonproducers 
generally, and a few sincere reformers, usually misinformed and 
frequently misled. They contended that the Payne bill was de 
vised in the interest of Schedule K and one or two other hor- 
rifying exhibits, which very few of them understood and which 
fewer undertook to investigate. Color was given to their agita- 
tion because in a speech at Winona President Taft made refer- 
ence to Schedule K as “ indefensible,” and also because in a 
reciprocity treaty with Canada the President, without consult- 
ing Congress, undertook to make a reciprocal arrangement 
which most Republicans believed would be disadvantageous to 


| Canada as proposed would have the effect of reducing th 
| er’s prices for the preducts he had to sell. 





accord with Mr. Roosevelt and the newspapers upon thi 


| tion, but the farmers of the country took umbrage at t| 
Republicans | 


procity arrangement and ,oined in the assault upon Sched 
which had protected the American woolgrowers and mm: 
turers of wool, largely because they believed reciproci 
Thus Sche 
became a scapegoat of the tariff and an excuse for oppos 
Republican ticket. But when the Democrats obtained 
of the House of Representatives in the Sixty-second Co: 
and attempted to revise Schedule K in response to the | 
cry that had been raised against it, President Taft was | 
compelled to veto their bills. He declared that “ more ¢ 
million of our countrymen are engaged in the prod: 
wool and the manufactures of woolens; more than a b 


| the country’s capital is invested in the industry”: and 


| * . 105 
adding that “five millions of the American people wil! 


juriously affected by any ill-advised impairment of the y 
woolen industries,” he declared it essential to “ proceed 
dently in dealing with them upon the basis of ascertaine: | 
rather than hastily and without knowledge to make a red 
of the tariff to satisfy a popular desire.” 

HAMMERING THE MANUFACTURERS. 

Question. Can you explain the prejudice agaiust the w 
cotton schedules? 

Auswer. It was due very largely to the fact that the disrupters 
of the Republican Party were intent upon having a “a 
They needed somebody to club, and they picked upon the 
called “ robber baron” manufacturers. Since the manufact 
is really the “ maker” of raw materials, he is absolutely « 
tial to the welfare of the producer, but no one cared to 
him as an economic necessity. The manufacture of « 
goods, particularly of hosiery, languished under iow rate 
posed by the Dingley law, but began to flourish, giving st 
employment to thousands of mill hands, under highe: 
accorded by the Payne law. As to this change of rates || 
was bitter contention, and while hosiery prices were 1 
vanced to the consumer, the mill-worker consumers were bet 
able to buy farmers’ products than theretofore. 

The wool schedule (Schedule K), however, was the chief | 
of contention. The manufacturers were denounced as “ i:\! 
tors,” notwithstanding they were giving employment to tens of 
thoysands of people, many of whom were femaies, whose | 
aiike were higher than they could obtain in department 
or in domestic service. The compensatory rates of Schedu 
were jeered at and denounced, and this notwithstanding 
these rates were designed, first, to protect the American \ 
grower against the cheaper wool of Australia and othe 
tries; second, to protect the American woolsorter agiinst 
cheaper woolsorter wages of England, and then to prot: 
American scourer of wool against the scouring wages o: 
land, and so on along the line of the processes of manuf: 
in the carding, combing, weaving, dyeing, and finishing st 
In each particular oceupation overhead charges abroad we: 
half what they cost the American manufacturer and the w: 
were from 50 to 75 per cent less than in the United Stat 
made no difference, apparently, that every one of these se 
branches of industry, from the herdsman who attended the 
to the jobber who disposed of the cloth to the merchant 
and the consumer, were imperiled by foreign competition; 
manufacturers of the cloth were held up to ridicule 
opprobrium, 


INJUSTICE TO MAKERS OF CLOTH. 


Question. Were the assaults upon the manufacturers just! 
fiable? 

Answer. Here and there, no doubt, manufacturers or jobbers 
made money out of the wool business. It is to be presumed that 
they had a right to expect to make a profit, otherwise 
would not take the risk of venturing upon such an enterprise 
But many of them did not make money, and dozens of fl 
were ready to certify that they would take contracts if a ste 
market for their goods could be guaranteed, to deliver cloth 
the consumer for a net profit over their other expenses 0! 
cents per yard, or 17} cents for the 33 yards of cloth neces: 
for a suit of clothes. But the manufacturer was not be'l 
It was still contended by those who sought to use hii ‘is 
“goat” that he was the man who pocketed the difference | 
tween the price the farmer got for his wool to the $20 or §. 
paid to the department store for a suit of clothes. In “!4e 
New Freedom,” Woodrow Wilson, now President, even wel’ > 
far as to state emphatically that the manufacturer also por’ 
eted the tariff. The truth is that every dollar of trriff is co” 
lected by the Government and saves the people, who are bet 








1915. 


the producers and the consumers of the land, the expense of 
rernal taxation, which Mr, Wilson 


i ; 
upon them; and to say that the manufacturer of 


pose 
ilj 
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j 
| 


and his party now propose | 


th is the recipient of the tariff, except te be protected against | 


lower cost of production abroad, is as absurd as it is to 
ict that the wool grower of the United States does not 

ally receive the 11 cents per pound which the Government 
ke es upon foreign wool in the grease. That the farmer should 
receive it directly in person, and thus deprive the Government 
iis revenue, would be as preposterous as it would have been 


| induce the eastern buyer to abstain from buy 


ALS 


and the many kinds of labor employed between the cost of eggs 
at 12 cents per dozen in Kansas and dozen in New 
York that derived the benetit of the intervening 3S cents. It 
was not the tariff at all. The tariff upon eggs was sufficient to 


vw) cents a 


ing foreign eggs 


| and to induce him to buy Kansas eggs, and the wool-tariff sched 
ule has the same relation to the purchase of foreign or domestic 
materials. It is obvious that if the Kansas farmer, dissatisfied 
with the 12 cents a dozen he received for the eggs, desired to 


to vive every citizen 16 silver dollars for 1 gold dollar, as 
many people really believed would happen if the distinguished | 
£ tieman from Nebraska, now the Secretary of State, had 
syeceeded in breaking up the Republican Party with his “16 to 
1” propaganda. 


HIGH COST OF LIVING MISREPRESENTED, 


Question. How do you account for the difference between the | © . ; 3 
‘ | times of scarcity as well as in times of plenty. 


manufacturer’s profit, say 5 cents per 
price of a suit of clothes? 

' Answer. About the same way that we would account for the 
difference in the price of eggs from the time the good farmer’s 


yard on cloth, and the 


wife in Kansas sells them to the buyer at 12 cents a dozen, to | 


the time they are delivered to the housewife in the big cities at 
from 40 to 50 cents per dozen. It costs something to maintain 
on establishment which sends out buyers to meet the farmer’s 


wife. That adds labor and expenses to the cost of 12 cents per 
dozen: and then it costs something for crates and packing and 


hauling to the railroad station; that must be added. Then it 
sts something to build railroads which provide the transpor- 





take the risk of holding them and preserving them until Decem 
ber and then delivering them in person to the consumer in New 
York, he could have obtained the ruling retail price, but if he 
did not want to take the chance of holding the eggs and carrying 
them in person to the consumer and of sorting the good egg 
from “the rots and spots,” then it is fair to make an allowance 
to those who assume the risk, by investing capital and employ- 
ing labor to distribute his supplies at any season of the year—in 
The cost-of 
living problem requires a treatment of reason. 
THE BUNCOMBE SERVED TO THE PUBLIC. 

Question. Were the people informed upon these conditions? 

Answer. It is doubtful whether the people stopped to consider 
them. As a rule they were “too busy” to do more than read 
the “scare headlines” in the newspapers, and the newspapers 
finding the people liked sensation, gave them plenty of it. 
The campaign of 1912 was prolific of denunciation of the rich. 
Anything in the nsture of faultfinding with men who had sue 


| ceeded in their business was “ good stuff” for the Democrats 


| 
| 


; | 
tation to the storage warehouses; that should be added to the 
1: 


2 cents per dozen, And then it costs something to build stor- 
age warehouses and set up chemical appliances necessary for 
the maintenance of the proper degrees of temperature; add that 
to the 12 cents per dozen. And then it costs something to keep 


those warehouses going from April or May when the hens are | 
laying, until the snow is on the ground and the price of eggs | 


has advanced—that costs something. Then the jobber or the 
middleman must be accounted for in disposing of the eggs by 
the millions, to millions of consumers whose prosperity is essen- 
tial to their ability to purchase the eggs. And the retail grocer 

iust be accounted for, having his rent to pay, his bookkeeper 
and clerk hire, his newspaper advertising, his delivery service; 
all this has to be accounted for. And then the telephone service 
installed for the lady who buys eggs from the retail grocer 
and wishes them delivered in packages wrapped with golden 
string, in wagons handsomely painted and decorated, by deliv- 
ery boys in brillant uniform. ‘These all cost money and it must 
be added to the original 12 cents a dozen cost of eggs. And if, 
perchance, these eggs should be brought out of storage at 
Christmas time and be served in one of the great hotels of an 
eastern city, or even in St. Louis or Chicago where the freight 
rates would be cheaper, an allowance must be made for the ex- 
cellent style and taste in which the eggs are served, for the 
flowers that decorate the table and the halls, and for the music 
that percolates through the palms in “ Peacock Alley.” These 
and other trimmings are now required by at least a portion of 
our modern society, and they all cost money. The farmer does 
not get the cost of the extras in the original price of his eggs, 
because the other laborers who appear upon the scene demand 
compensation for their services. 


TARIFF HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH IT, 


Question. What has the tariff to do with that? 

Answer. With due respect to those who connive at the defeat 
of the Republican Party, and who blame the tariff for the high 
cost of living, it has nothing to do with it under the sun. When 
the maker of the American cloth, whose employees and asso- 
ciates, from the grower of the wool to the weaver, delivers his 
3} yards to the consumer, the tariff protecting all the indus- 
tries along the line, has been paid. And if 34 yards were sold 
at a fairly high price of $3 per yard, or $10.50 for the suit, 
the “crime of the tariff” was wholly within the $10.50. If 
the finished suit was sold for $25, the tariff had nothing 
to do with the difference between $10.50 and $25, except as 
there may have been some duties upon the trimmings enter- 
ing into the fashioning of the suit. Therefore, “the high 
cost of living” that entered into that suit of clothes after the 
cloth was laid down at $10.50, and which could have been 
avoided by the consumer making up the suit with his own 
thread and needle, is chargeable wholly to the agencies he em- 
ployed, including cutters and seamstresses, to do the work for 
him. It is labor that gets the difference in the cost between 
the cloth and the price of the suit, except as the wholesaler, 
the merchant tailor, or the department store may require or 
exact a profit. By the same token it was the dozens of agencies 


'a good thing and a 





and those who were seeking power by the overthrow of the 
Republican Party. Even the Decalogue was brought forth as 
new(?) thing by which people should be 
guided in the future. The Democratic orator made merry with 
the mills. He taught the workman to be unhappy and pictured 
frightful conditions of employment which did not exist He 
talked of “ watered stock,” and of the wealth of J. Pierpont 
Morgan, and all this he blamed on the Republican tariff. He 


| continued this incessantly in the endeavor to array class against 


class, although he knew full well that the matters of which he 
complained were subject to local regulation by law and not by 
the revocation of customs duties that would destroy the indus 
tries. Some years ago it was generally charged that Henry H. 
Rogers, a man of great wealth, was another such “ incubus” 
as the late Mr. Morgan, but upon the death of each of these 
gentlemen it was observed that neither the financial nor the 
industrial worlds stood still; and it was further observed that 
neither of them carried away the vast accumulations they were 
supposed to control. To those who stopped to think it was ap- 
parent that the money of a Rogers or the money of a Morgan 
was, after all, the money that is working day by day in the con- 
struction and operation of the railroads and the other great 
enterprises which have brought the East and the West and the 
North and the South together in bonds of common interest. But 
while this sort of buncombe seemed to weigh with the unthink 
ing. it is a curious fact that the workingmen were piling up 
their savings in the banks and savings funds of the country, 
and that these very moneys were being invested in railroad and 
other corporate enterprises, through which the workingman de- 
positor was actually obtaining interest on “his investment.” 
The viciousness of these political assaults upon industry is 
illustrated by the fact that in 1910 there were approximately 
273.000 wage-earning depositors in one Philadelphia saving fund, 
who had $111,000,000 invested in the upbuilding of railroads and 
other great enterprises throughout the country. Doubtless 
many of these depositors were not aware that in listening to 
the enemies of a Republican tariff they were actually encour- 
aging the depreciation and destruction of their own property. 
MOLDERS OF PUBLIC OPINION. 


Question. Did the newspapers have anything to do with this 
agitation? 

Answer. They certainly did. They had a large interest in 
the tariff law. What the President had attempted to do in the 
matter of Canadian reciprocity included free trade and lower 
duties with respect to printing paper and wood pulp and other 
articles of Canadian production, and the success of the treaty 
would have been of great advantage to these powerful molders 
of public opinion. But Congress did not approve the treaty 
which the President had made and many of the newspapers 
were hostile in consequence. The attacks upon the Payne law 
were renewed, a division arose in the Republican Party, and 
repeated arguments in favor of the maintenance of the pro- 
tective system, notwithstanding the few objectionable items in 
the thousands of items of the bill, did not avail. One of the 
chief reasons for Republican defeat, apart from continued po- 
litical agitation, was the opposition or indifference of the newer 
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generation of voters. who, having no ‘recollection of the Wilson- 
Gorman period and being themselves prosperous, assumed that a 
chinge from Republican policy would do no barm. “ What is 
protection to you?” asked the college professor of the student, 
whose remittances from home were regular and ample in 1912. 
“And what is protection to you?” asked the political agitator 
of 1912 of the bricklayer earning his $6 a day. And generally 
the answer came swift and smart, “ Don’t worry; forget it.” 
And so they voted. The effect of their vote was to declare 
against the Payne law. notwithstanding it brought about our 
greatest prosperity. You see the “ Don’t Worry Club” lives up 
to its motto with respect to the tariff when Uncle Sam is 
working. 
A STUDY IN FREE LISTS, 

Question. Did the Payne law increase the free list? 

Answer. It increased the free list even to a greater extent 
than ever before, but still maintained sufficient revenne to meet 
the needs of the Government. Imports admitted free under the 
Payne law in 1912 were valued at $881,512.987, or $105.000,000 
more than in 1911. The free imports were greater under the 
Payne law than under any Democratic law. More goods were 
admitted free than came in subject to duty. The percentage of 
free goods imported was 53.73 in 1912, or 3 per cent more than 
in 1911, a percentage higher than that of the Wilson-Gorman 
law. which attained 48.56, but notwithstanding this exceedingly 
high percentage of free imports which cut the revenue from $326,- 
561,683.14 in 1910 to $304,899.366.08 in 1912, the duty collected 
per capita in 1912 was $3.15 against $3.25 in 1911, $3.50 in 1910, 
$3.21 in 1909, $3.13 in 1908, and $3.72 in 1907. And while under 
the Payne law the duty per capita was steadily falling. proving 
that the so-called “ tariff burden upon the people ” was being re- 
duced, the imports per capita were steadily rising, having 
reached the high mark in 1912. to wit, $16.94, or twice the volume 
of per capita imports of 15 years before. But while the much- 
berated tariff was thus being reduced the internal revenue, 
which is derived directly from the people. was advancing from 
$246.212.644 in 1909 to $321,612.200 in 1912, or more than was 
collected from the tariff, without any special complaint from 
anybody except the producers of liquors and tobacco and the 
dealers therein. In fact. the imperceptible burden of the tariff, 
estimated at $5.15 per capita. the maintenance of which has a 
direct relation to the employment of millions of farm and fac- 
tory workers, wis anathema, while the greater and more direct 
burden of the internal revenue aroused no wonderment and 
scarcely any comment. Thus it appears that the people had 
come to believe that it would be better for them to increase 
their own internal taxes rather than to share their burden with 
the foreign business man who desired to worm his way into 
the American market or the importer who preferred to spend 
American money in foreign countries. 


DISPLACEMENT OF AMERICAN BILLIONS. 


Question. 
try? 

Answer. The protectionist does not think so, and yet to gratify 
what seemed to be a popular demand the Payne law brought in 
in 1912 the largest volume of free goods ever imported. The 
value of these free foreign goods in that year was $881,512.987. 
In plain English. we sent that much money abroad to buy for- 
eign goods in one year, when we might just as well have spent 
it in -onr own country. The year previous. 1911, we sent abroad 
$777.000.000; in 1910, $761.000.000; in 1999, $600.000.000. The 
total amount for foreign purchases sent out of the country un- 
der the much-maligned Payne law in less than four years of 
its operation was approximately $3.000,000.000, The money 
that thus teft the country to buy foreign goods under the free 
list would have heen sufficient to build 10 Panama Canals. But 
we preferred to send that money abroad, and we did so. Among 
the srticles samitted free of duty were hides and skins valued 
for 1912 at $102.000.000. They were put on the free list becanse 
the people were led to believe the trusts, supposed to control 
American hides, would destroy the tanners and shoemakers. 
When the duty was removed from hides the price of hides went 
up ond the price of shoes did not come down, and it also developed 
that the so-called trusts were as infinential in the control of 
foreign hides »s they were of the domestic. The Government 
lost the duty which hod in 1998 amounted to $1,959,434.73. An- 
other item on the free list was coffee. imported in 1912 to the 
valne of $117.000 000: it was made free because the agitators or 
the manipuleters did not want to pay a duty. The consumer 
got no benefit from the repeal of the duty beeanse the export 
country levied an export tox on coffee and accepted for itself 
what the Mnited States had given away. The importer was re- 
lieved of the duty. but the consumer paid for coffee at the same 
old rate. It was not a reduction of living-cost, but a deliberate 


Is the extension of the free list good for the coun- 
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subterfuge operating to deceive the people while pretending to 
work in their behalf, and yet the people believed the agitators 
for free hides and the agitators for free coffee, just as they we 
led to believe the agitators against the Payne law. 

WE GET “ART”; THEY GET MONEY. 

Question. Have you any other illustrations showing how ; 
people are fooled? 

Answer. Yes; “art works” is suspicious. When the Pa, 
committee yielding to “unselfish” clamor put “art works” 
upon the free list in 1909 the idea was to encourage art and to 
win over a few of the “ old masters” for American art galler 
In 1909 “art works” came in free to the value of $549.661. In 
1910 they jumped in value to $19,114,407.19. In 1911 the valne 
of these “art works” coming in free had reached $21.045 1.921, 
and in 1912 they climbed to the enormous value of $35,116.930.75. 
This was a direct displacement of $75.000,000 of good Ani) 
money in four years, not for food or necessities, but for “ art 
works,” upon which to feast the eyes and inspire the applause 
of the connoisseur. The people, or somebody claiming to repre 
sent them, demanded “free art,” and they got it by “ blowing 
in” $75,000,000 of American money for the enrichment of for- 
eign artists and picture dealers. The much heralded purchase 
of a single painting from one of the English collections, at a 
cost of $500.000, is a reminder that if that money had remained 
in the United States where it was earned, it would have been 
sufficient to pay $1.000 a year to 500 men, who could thus have 
supported a population of 2.500 in any city or village of t) 
United States for a whole year. If these items, wisely or un- 
wisely yielded in the Payne law. reacted upon the American 
people, imposing upon them a charge rather than a relief. they 
are to be continued in the Underwood bill in greater volume 
and for the avowed purpose of encouraging foreign competi 

THE UNDERWOOD BILL AND ITS MEANING. 

Question. What do you mean by the Underwood bill? 

Answer. The bill introduced by the gentleman from Alaham: 
(Mr. Unperwoop], who is chairman of the Democratic Wo»: 
and Means Committee, and the exponent in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the theories of Woodrow Wilson, -the newly 
elected President of the United States. 

Question. Were the Democrats commissioned by the people 
to write a tariff bill embodying the ideas of President Wilsen? 

Answer. The Democrats think they were. although appar- 
ently a majority of the voters of the United States are not 
sympathy with Mr. UNperwoop or Mr. Wilson. The protect 
ists of the country divided their votes between Mr. Taft and 
Mr. Roosevelt, “so that Mr. Wilson was elected although he 
is the leader of a minority party. 

Question. What is the objection to the tariff plans of Mr. 
Unperwoop and President Wilson? 

Answer. They are believed to be destructive of the industries 
that have been created in the United States under a protective 
tariff system. They are not actually for free trade with foreign 
nations, but they are so close to it in an effort to force compe- 
tition upon the foreigners’ terms as to discourage American 
enterprises and drive existing industries out of business. We 
have always bonsted in this country that it was a land of 
opportunity, and we have flattered ourselves that the energet! 
young American was entitled to the fruits of his toil. 
should undertake to start a mill under the proposed 
system, those who work for him could not expect to earn more 
than is now obtained for similar work in foreign ' 
becanse the right of protection against the lower wages pai( 
abroad would be denied. In other words, the opportunity fo 
start the mill in this country would not be worth while, and the 
wage earner as well as the mill owner would both be out of 
employment. 
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Question. Wherein does President Wilson approve of any such 
doctrine? 

Answer. In numerous speeches and particularly in 9 book 
entitled “The New Freedom.” published this year, 1915 
which. to illustrate his belief with regard to the tariff, he refers 
to the very improbable “ privilege” of raising bananas in Con- 
necticut or Michigan. 

“Tf we should undertnke to raise bananas under such cireum- 
stances,” says the President with a slight show of sarcasm. 
“we shall have in Connecticut or Michigan or somewhere ¢'s¢ 
miles of hothouses in which thousands of happy Americ! 
workingmen, with full dinner pails, will be raising banans, 
to be sold at a quarter apiece.” But growing more serious the 
President adds, “ What I am trying to point out to you now 
is that this ‘ protective’ tariff. so called, has become a means 
of fostering the growth of particular groups of industry at 
the expense of the economic vitality of the rest of the country,” 


HOTHOUSE BANANAS, 











1915. 
; which he likens to a garden that must be thoroughly 
‘ i out. Inu this same chupter, without regard to the 
ace in wege and living conditions and of the cost of pro- 
at home and abroad, the President asks where and 
it happened that the “ bousted genius of America becume 
‘ i to go out into the open and compete with the world? 
~The question has the true ring of the jingo, but the answer 
£2 wage in the United States can not compete with a 
¢) wage in Germany without the loss of $2, nor can an educated 


1 American make much headway if he has to compete 
th covlie labor, “ It condition that 


iC ke 


y mditions W is a 
onts us, not a theory.” 
FORBIDDEN TO IMPROVE ON NATI 
Question. Has the President given these views to Congress? 


wer. The President brietiy reenforced these views in a 
ni nal address to Congress. In calling the extraordinary ses- 
o consider the Underwood tariff bill, the President in 
ndustrial conditions hud so changed in the United States 
some of them had developed so rapidly that it was our duty 
to rid ourselves of all kinds of “ artificial advantage” and 
‘thrive by the law of nature.” “ Our task,” 
dent. speaking of tariff schedules, “is to square them wit! 
ol facts. The sooner that is dene the sooner we 
eope from suffering from the facts and the sooner our men of 
business will be free te thrive by the law of nature—the nature 
free business—instead of by the law of legislation and arti 
ficial arrangement.” 
‘We must abolish,” President Wilson, “ everything that 
rs even the semblance of privilege, or of any kind of arti- 
| advantage, xnd put our business men and producers under 
timulation of constant necessity to be efficient, economical, 
i enterprising, masters of competitive supremacy, better 
kers and merchants than any in the world. Aside from the 
es laid upen articles which we do not and probably can net 
luce, therefore, and the duties laid upon luxuries and merely 
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for the sake of the revenues they yield, the object of the tariff | 
duties henceforth laid must be effective competition, the whet- | 
f American wits by contact with the wits of the rest of | 


world.” 


A BOLD NEW PHILOSOPHY, 


Question. Is the President preaching a new philosophy? 

‘r. Evidently the President has thought out a new phil- 
which he proposes to try out on the people. It is in the 
I e of a program mere universal than the “ busting of trusts ” 


resident Taft. It is even breader than Mr. Bryan's free-silver 
issue or his government control of railroads. Mr. Wilson proposes 
to make progress by halting progress; by destroying much of the 
great work that has been done under Republican rule and at- 
ng a reconstruction upon the ruins. We are no lenger to 
labor for the suecess of our own enterprises, but we are to stop 
where we are and penalize ourselves by stagnation and losses until 
the other nations have an oppertunity to catch up with us. The 
President bas made a bold stroke to harmonize the races, to 
e impediments in the course of human progress which, in 
have been insurmountable since the beginning. 


tempt 


respects, 


sident Roosevelt or the altruistic hopes and expectations of | 
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| 


said the Presi- | 


Iie has started out to obtain an equilibrium of all the people 
the earth by checking the high tide of American progress | 
il the sluggish waters in European and Asiatic channels | 


e reached our level or we have been reduced to theirs. 


We | 


just as readily expect to see an equilibrium maintained | 


tween the waters of Lake Erie and the rapids of Niagara by 
i philosephical removal of the falls. as the attainment of the 
President's equilibrium of the industrial and living conditions 
of all nations. Sinee ne such change in our economic life as is 
osed in the President's philosophy is likely to occur in our 
generation, when the eold necessities of earning our bread 
nd butter by the “sweat of the brow” still stares us in the 
‘e, it would seem an idle waste and a needless sacrifice to thus 


own 


expose our homes and firesides to a prospect so intellectually | 


well 


‘ 


conceived but so practically impossible. As it is evident 
‘the billing and the cooing” of the doves must ultimately 


yield te the building of the nest, so it becomes the human race 
to provide for its future happiness and comfort; and the United 
States method of doing it has been successful under Republican 


administrations. 
Meredith sagely observes, “ civilized man can not live without 
cooks,” 


FIRST THE COMPETITOR, THEN THE HOME. 
Question. To what extent would President Wilson’s destruc 


We can not live upon philosophy and, as Owen | 


of the industries, which in turn are supported by nearly all of 
the raw products of the United States. It would apply in one 
wiy or another to 270.000 esta : its that are “artificial,” 
in which upward of 7,700,000 pe re em ed and in which 
more than $18.000,000,000 are in ed (Abstract Thirteenth 
Census.) It would undoubtedly close up many of the mills and 
factories where direct competition w for h enterprises 
would give the foreigner the adviai e in the cost of labor and 
material. Emerson said, “ If man can write a better bowk. 
preach a better sermon, or make a better mousetrap than his 
leigbbor, though he may build his heuse in the woods, t] 
world will make a beaten path to his door.” But President Wi 
son says, in effect, if a man write a book, or if he raise | s 
he shall not sell them except at foreign price; if he rear a 
mill, he shall yield to his foreign competitor; and if he be 
satisfied with his wages under the “ artificial arrangemen 0 
protection, he shall remove to Europe or go wnemployed Tie 
says it is time to break up the industrial establishments if the 


abroad: and this in 


‘if any previde not for his 


can not operate on equal terms with those 
spite of the Biblical injunction that 





own, and specially for those of his own house, he hath denied 
the faith, and is werse than an infidel.” (I Timothy, Chap, V, 
verse 5.) 

PERTAINI » F f BY uM WT 

Question. Does President Wilson apply this doctrine to | 
publication of books? 

Answer. He does not. The preparation of books is brain 
laber, while the work of the mill man is hand labor rhe 
President’s publication The New Freedom,” which insists that 
protection from foreign labor shall be removed from the mill 
worker and the farmer, is “copyrighted” against domestic 

| competition, and “all rights are expressly reserved” against 
foreign competition. So that the President's rule does not work 
both ways. And yet Woodrow Wilson, the eminent scholar and 
| author, is entitled to protection and royalties for the product 
| of his brain and pen, a protection which should not be denied 
| the man on the farm or the plodder ia the mill 

Question. In what respect h the gentleman from Alabama 
indorsed the views of President Wilson? 

Answer. In so shaping his tariff bill as to diseourage Ameri 
can enterprise and iidustry and enceuraze foreign competition, 
to the end that cheaper goods shall be supplied to the people 

| thongh their wages be lowered and their emplowment taken 
away. The Underwood bill threatens the destruetion of the 
sugar industry in the United States, menaces the cotton and 
| wool industries, except as it will have no influence upon raw 
cotton but to inerease the sales of American raw cotton in 
foreign lands, and while admittedly destroying $100,000,000 of 
revenue collected at the cust house from imperters of foreign 
commodities attempts te make up that deficiency by an income 
tax levied directly upon some of the people, and only some of the 
people, whose offense is that they have been industrious and 
thrifty. 

INCOME TAX AN UN ARY MA! 

And while an income tax properly graduated may be fain 
way of raising revenne, as proposed in the Unde ood | 
is special to a certain class of citizens; it wil be an mw 

| annoyance to honest business men and farmers whe $ 
gling to make both ends meet; it will encourage deception and 
fraud in the making of returns, and will discourage 

in industrial or labor-employing enternr. ~ It will raise an 
army of inquisitors and tax collectors and prove a direct charg: 
upon the responsible citizen who, because he is responsible l 
law-abiding, is generally compelled to bear *! hurd of the 
shirk. There is small warrant tor suc) an experiment at th 
time. in view of the fact that at the close of 1912, with the 
Payne tariff law still in operation, the United St 3] Sur 
showed a surplus of $57,224.502. The best the D crats hop 
to do In substituting an income tax for the tariff is to obta 
surplus of $1.335.000 at the close of the fir fiscal year Ane 
this upon the mere guess (see majority committee report) tl 
the income tax will vield a per annum totol of $68,750,000 
The margin is so close that the shadow of a deficiency i d 
apparent, for the bulk of the income tax mi necessa 
collected from a few of the large and prosperous Stat 

are to be robbed of both protection and prosperity Ve 
“the penny and the cake” shall “ walk the plank” together 

Question. Has the gentleman from Alabama given outw ] 

ae 


tion of “ artificial advantage” affect the trade and commerce of | 


the United States? 
Answer. So far as manufactures affected in one way or an- 
other by tariff duties are concerned, it would apply to nearly all 
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expression of his belief in President W 
Answer. Mr. UNprrwoop 


has frequentiv declared in debate 
that he is opposed to protection. During the seeret caucus of 
the Democratic Party, considering the sugar schedule, Mr 


UNDERWOOD was quoted as having resisted the appeals of some 
of his Democratic brethren who had the temerity to insist upon 
protection for the men who are employed in the sugar industry 





AAG 


in Louisiana and for other interests. 
delphia Record, Mr. 
party 


THE SUGAR INDUSTRY 


“The President only asked us for two things in that bill,” he 

said. ‘He asked us for free woo!, and the committee gladly 

it to him. 

and the committee did as he asked. I appeal to you in the name 

of the President and the party to stand solidly behind 
President and the committee on this question. 


TO GO 


gave 


do, we must have party solidarity. 


| 


As reported in the Phila- | 
UNpreRWoop spoke for the President and his | 
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the migration of workmen and tiie transfer of capital to fo, 
countries, where, if the trust or combination be internatio, 


| character, the place of manufacture is of little concern { 


manipulators. One of the curious guesses in the report upo! 
Underwood bill is that by the transference of raw mate: 


| and other commodities from the Payne free list to the 
He asked for a change in the sugar schedule, | 


wood dutiable list there will be such an influx of imports 


| ious to pay duty that there will be realized at the custo: 


the | 
| from the reckless reduction of duties generally. 
“If we as a party are to do the things we have promised to | 
The President’s position on | 


sugar is perfectly fair; there is no principle involved that is | 


different from the principle of free sugar. 


hothouse growth; that is invested 


millions in their industry. 


true. They have 


is conceded; and it is only proper that their industry must give | 


way. The President felt that it would be fairer to 


Pr ES | vester Trust, or for any iron and steel trust, or for any tes 
“The sugar growers of Louisiana have been brought up 48 9 | trust, or for any sugar or tobacco trust to do its man 
t : many | turing in England, France, or Cuba, of what advantage ¢ 
Free sugar will destroy them; that | 


all con- | 


cerned that these sugar growers be allowed three years in which | 


to liquidate. They have much paper in the banks; they have 
suffered from two bad crops; and to put sugar on the free list 
to-day would damage them greatly. By giving them three years 
in which to liquidate we will give them time to get their houses 
in order. 

“They can straighten out their affairs, fix up their financial 
matters, use their lands and mills for other purposes. 


$102,403,000 to aid in making up the deficiency that wil! y, 
AND THE TRUSTS ARB NOT COMPLAINING, 
Question. Explain that point about the trusts. 


Answer. I will. If it is cheaper for the International 1) 


Lo 


people of this country would it be to remove the duty upon ; 
of the articles thus produced? Such trusts would want the q 
removed. If Mr. Carnegie has as much money invested 
foreign steel mills, where labor is cheap, as he has in mills 
the United States, where labor is high, or if the Harv 
Trust is availing itself of cheap labor in the factories it ope: 


| in foreign lands, why would they want a.duty imposed | 
| anything they make abroad if they can still control the m 


| of the United States? 
| able the price of reapers and mowers would be lessened to | 


rhree | farmer whether the duty is on or off. 


years is a short time; and while I personally have little use for | 


protection, we must not forget that this industry is the result 
of the protective theory, and we should give them time to right 
their affairs,” 

OLD MILLS MUST DIE. 


Question. Has the gentleman from Alabama conceded the de- | 


struction of other industries? 

Answer. Yes; he has been equally frank on other occasions. 
Concerning the duties upon wool and woolen clothing discussed 
in the secret Democratic caucus April 18, the Washington 
Herald had this to say: 

“Opposing the amendment to put ready-made clothing on the 
free list, Leader UNDERWoop conceded that the rates of the wool 
schedule would burt many industries. He said he was inclined 
to believe that many mills would be put out of business. He 
insisted that there were factories in this country equipped with 
ineflicient plants, and that they were badly administered, and 
he had no doubt they would go out of commission upon the 
approval by the President of the pending bill. Mr. UNDERWoopD 
declared that many woolen factories were maintained under the 
special privilege of protection. He said that. economically, they 
had no place in the industrial life of the land. They were ‘ hot- 
housed’ under protection conditions, and could not expect to 


Under these circumstances it is im 


Thus the individu 
independent operator is set upon “the sliding board” and 
industry drifts into the maw of the combination with 
greatest power and the most money and they save the duties 
SAVING SOMETHING FOR THE SUGAR IMPORTER. 
There has been so much special pleading for the “ poor « 
sumers” of sugar emanating from the importers’ offices in \y 


York as to lead to the suspicion that the wealthy gentlemen y 


| pay the import duty, amounting to $56,000,000 per annum, 


who now have to meet a fair American competition which « 
ables sugar to be sold at retail for 44 cents a pound, are n 
wholly disinterested in the destruction of the industry in | 
isiana and the West; but the Underwood bill proposes to tak 
the duty from sugar even though the duty paid by these impor 
ers, which the Government stands to lose, if reduced to 
pound consumed, precludes a lessening of the retail price 


| Sugar Trust is not opposing the removal of the duty on sug 


survive under the competitive conditions that would result from | ; ; : 
. z 7 : | and Means Committee, by whom it was made public three « 


the adoption of the new tariff.” 


LIVING COST REDUCED BY REDUCTIONS, 

There is no mistaking the issue. As the matter now stands, 
the Democrats, who are in complete control of the Government, 
propose to destroy protection, as Republicans understand it, and 


to substitute “ free competition” with all the world, except that 


WAGE 


duties shall be levied upon imports for purposes of revenue. | 


Whereas last year, under the Payne law, we collected upon im- 


ports over $304,000,000, they propose to collect only $200,000,000, 


and recover the remainder by an inquisitorial and direct income 
tax upon the people. They contend that in this way they can 
reduce the price of eggs, potatoes, and meat, but they fall to 
take into account the losses that will fall upon the farmers who 
produce those commodities if the industrialist or the mill- 
worker, who is dependent upon “artificial arrangement,” is 
shoved out of his job by foreign cheap labor. Mr. Wilson and 
Mr. UNpDERWoop have made it perfectly clear that they propose 
to stand or fall upon the truth or falsity of their theories, 
They are undertaking to reach the unattainable by equalizing a 
100 per cent civilization with a 33 per cent industrial condition. 
They are keeping faith with their party. 
PLAYING UP TO THE FOREIGNER. 


Question. Is the Underwood bill favorable to the foreigner? 

Answer. Its sponsors frankly declare they want “ competition.” 
They do not mean by that that if we have mills manufactur- 
ing metal, or wool, or cotton goods, or chemicals that there 
shall be more mills in the United States, but they do say that 
whatever mills we have shall not be increased by encouraging 
our own trade until we have first stood the ruinous competition 
of England, Germany, and other countries, which have every ad- 
vantage in the matter of wages and cost of production. They 
make no account of wages at all, and pretending they want 
cheapness to destroy the trusts and monopolies, they encourage 


| 


Question. How was the Underwood bill prepared? 

Answer. By the Democratic majority of the Ways and Meu 
Committee holding secret deliberations. It was drawn i 
fiance of those whose business and employment were inv: 
and was then submitted to the Democratic caucus, which 
met in secret. After the party caucus had deliberated u) 
in secret it was returned to the majority members of the W 


oO 


ago—April 22. It is a document of 218 printed pages, a | 
comparison of which with the Payne law of 1909 shows i 
in title and text a direct contradiction of the policy of | 
tion. 


A LITTLE SPECIAL PRIVILEGE; THAT’S ALL, 


Question. How does the Underwood bill differ in title 
the Republican law of 1909? 
Answer. The contrast in title is significant. 


The Republican 
law was entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties 
and encourage the industries of the United States, 
other purposes.” 
tries” in the Democratic bill, the title of which is “A bill to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Government, 


and 


I 


There is nothing to “encourage the indus- 


and for other purposes.” A better title for the Democrat 
pill would be “A bill to encourage foreign competition and to 
reduce American production,” for this, in fact, is substantially 
the purpose of this bill, except as to raw cotton. 

Question. Does the Underwood bill provide for any prot 
tion at all? 

Answer. None on principle, but a little on “ special privilege. 

Question. Name some of the “ special-privilege” items. 

Answer. Cotton, as stated, does not need any protection. It 
is an American monopoly, sold largely abroad, and is therefore 
on the free list; but several of the cotton-growing States «re 
taken care of in relation to cattle, cotton bagging, Angora goat 
hair, press cloth, citrus fruits, peanuts, briar wood, and so fort! 
The desire to destroy protection in chemicals, earthenware, iro! 
and steel, woolen and cotton goods, and other factory products, 
however, is not applied in the bill to shipowners, who «re 
offered a direct bonus of 5 per cent over foreign competition, 
that is to say, the bill is consistent in its purpose to destroy 
protection, except in the case of a few political friends whose 
“ox is gored.” 
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What is the objection to the 5 per cent ship sub 
wer. In some respects the 5 per cent protection or sub 





may be a good thing. It proves the incon 


Democratic position. As most of the ships tha 

‘be benefited belo 
Co.. “the taxing of the rich and the relieving of the poor,” 
he gentleman from Alabama in his opening speech pro 
to be the purpose of the Democratic Party, is not ap- 


in this case. 


I 
( 


WAS THE FARMER TREATED FAIRLY? 
Ovnestion. Is there a report accompanying the Underwood 
; wer. Yes; there is an explanatory report which was put 


nt for distribution day before yesterday. In his open 
; the gentleman from Alabama followed substantially 


es of this report. 
labored effort to find excuses for the drastic and 
ific changes contemplated in the bill. It first con- 
that the people got along happily under revenue tariffs 


T 
the Civil War, and then complains of the 
existing. It fails to note that all the real progress of 

Nation occurred under Republican tariffs since the war. 

Now it finds that the Payne Tariff Act of 1909, which gave us 
lus of almost every commodity, including free imports, 
responsible for the high cost of living—an economic 

nhenomenon in no way special to the United States. Aguin, 

the committee fails to recognize the steady employment of 

] at increased pay and reduced hours. Nor does it con- 
the advantage to the agricultural population whose farm 

sold in the cities, advanced 93.2 per cent in price 

from 1897 to 1910, while city-made clothing, sold to the farmer, 
lvanced only 85.8 per cent in the same period, and house- 
ing goods only 24.2 per cent. And as to this it may be 
expluined that the differences between Republicans in the cam- 

m that elected Mr. Wilson were due largely to the persistent 

ruths that were circulated with regard to the high cost of 

ng. The farmer was told he paid too much for his clothing. 

[he figures just presented (and they are taken from the com- 

I ee’s report) show that the price of farm products advanced 

nder the Payne law more than twice the amount of advance 

upon clothing prices. The farmer profited under the tariff more 

1 the industrialist, but he was lied to and made to believe 

ndustrialist was not his friend. 


PROSECUTING THE 


higher tariffs 





ucts, 


TRUSTS. 

Because of the organization of large combinations of capital 
made necessary since the Civil War by increased public demand 
for transportation and other utilities and commodities the tariff 


is blamed for certain bad trusts, and this in spite of the fact | 


that Grover Cleveland, the last Democratic President of the 
United States, and his Attorney General, Mr. Olney, refused 


to proceed against unlawful combinations, although they have 


since been successfully prosecuted under successive Republican 
administrations. And there is a peculiar effrontery about this, 


in view of the free-trade provisions of the Underwood tariff 
bill, which operates directly in the interest of the sugar, iron 


nd steel, oil, match, salt, chemical, and other trusts large 
enough to have an international “ gentlemen’s agreement,” by 
which they may crush out their independent American competi- 
tors, avoid the tariff, and put the revenue burden upon the 


lessened earning power of the American people. 
POPULATION RISING TOO RAPIDLY. 

The report holds the Republican tariff responsible for the 

lization of our natural resources. This is amusing. It 


ut de- 


ifluential in maintaining a too rapid rate of depletion of natu- 
il resources in order to satisfy the constantly increasing 
demand of a rising population.” Evidently, it expects a rising 
population of 95,000,000 to adopt the idealistic, but nonbread- 
winning, theories of President Wilson to discard “the arti- 
ficial arrangement” and return to the “laws of nature.” We 
are not to erect any “ hothouses” to protect our plants; we are 
to leave them naked to the tender mercies of the beautiful snow. 


YN 
i 

ir 
mr 


Why eat salad which is raised under glass when you can get | 


any old grass by rooting in the ground? 


Question. Then you do not regard the Underwood bill as a | 


“scientific production ” ? 

Answer. It is neither scientific, practical, patriotic, nor just. 
It is guesswork—a mere stab at rates in order to justify the 
Democratic contention. The loudest howl of the campaign 
cemagogue who pretends to represent the people has been levied 
against luxurious living. The Democrats said they would pun- 
ish the luxurious, They were “dead against the wallflowers 
and the dress-suit fellows.” Heaven forbid that anyone should 


lores the fact “that the protection system has been greatly | 


{ 
ig to so-called trusts, like the Standard | 
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eve S i PD t riding x to 
pa ’ V 
Den { ho ‘ i ‘ 
licker” for the y ‘ 
Q esti And how did t ! 
political situation? 
Answer. I red en ( \ I 
5O ne ( { adv l l 
valorem under the Underwood 
spoils of war, have b L ¢ l 
Democratic Party has em 1 f e | 
mands soap, toreigt | i 
of raising the duty on th eX 1 ck 
compound de luxe it add h 
monishes the thrifty far r’s \ to f 
In their abhorrent list of luxuries the D 
“china, porcelain, Parian, and crockery \ 
rated.” at 15 ner cent less duty than the 
and “manufactures of marble, o 
used extensively by the “* downtroddet they | 
5 per cent less; and these a but few « ‘ 
the poor and punish the 1 Ve I ‘ 
are “sure friends” of the “ downtf len” bef ‘ 
they like “the trimmil 3” after 
PUNISHIN( 
Question. Have you any furtl 
Answer. Yes. The report unde es to prove { 
man from Alabama did in his that b 
woolen and cotton in 
used old machinery and equipment for 50 to 60 
who engage in manufacturing enter es will be 1 
| adopt the methods of foreign competitors in equ ind 
ciency. It was formerly the rule in certain 
country to induce our enterprising citizens to unde 
construction of mills, and they were frequ ly ottered 
| inducements and free taxes for a period of years Under t 
new system, as proposed, th ! f 
man who dares to invest his 1 y in n 
prise, or who dares to borrow money for that irpose, 1 
understand at the start that he must adopt the fore ! 
and that he must employ only those w V to 
at the foreign wage his is rely un-An ! I 
is told that if he enters into the manufacture of i. 
| instance linoleum being a poor ma ’ ( moe } 
burlap, which is his raw material and which he vires fi 
foreign sources, because it can not be made in the I ed S 
in competition with the wretched labor of Ind I st ry 
duty, while there must be a r¢ ‘tion upon the du 
itself. Or if he undertakes to erect a mill! to 
must expect to pay a duty upon the Canadian wheat 
his raw material, while C dian flor I Fact by 
forcign competitor, may come in free. Or if he undert 
make carpets, he must stand for a reduction of duty uy] 
finished product, while he pays duty upon the dy 3 t 
| amongst his raw materials. 
INCONGRUITIES IN THE BIL! 
Among the other incongruities of the Und 1 bil 
treatment of umbrella manufacturers Che t 
umbrellas ready for sale at a lower rate th 
component parts of an umbrell Hence, the f er 
abled to get his umbrellas into the American mat 
than it costs the American maker for | v t | 
Question. You have referred to burlap, what al t ha 
Answer. It may be pardonable for the gentlemen who ¢ 
from the cotton States to take care of the own, and \ 
intending to be invidious. it see ley are do t in tl 
They have taken burlap off the free list, it being the raw 1 
terial used in the manufacture of linole 1, but they have « 
ried “bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and sin r fab = 
the free list, together with es ot ( hair.” 
other words, while taxing the manufacturer of im, 1 
brellas, and so forth, upon their raw material, the bill 1 
the duty from the raw material of the « n p a 
| cottonseed-oil manufacturer. Thus little bit 
| seems to have been injected into the “laws of nature.” 
SMALL CTITAN( For ¥ p AM ICA 
Question. Is there anything in the | i 
bitious boy? 
Answer. There is nothing in tl to « 
age any boy to exercise his bi s or ingenuity for the adv: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ment of the industrial welfare of his country 
to engage in any enterprise involving employment of 
which is paid higher wages than 
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Europe he must expect to face ¢ foreign competition that will | And so recognizing that this bill is a fair exponent 
crush him at the outset of his business career. He is caught | Democratic theory and will test the antagonistic principl 
between the upper and the nether millstones. And unless he is | the two parties, we can only await with patience and for 
big enough to establish foreign connections, or can tie up with | its results. Accidents of trade, of crops, of financial string: 
some trust that is able to defy American regulation, he must go | or business depression in Europe, of peace or war ww: 
down with the independent “little fellow” whose quietus is | erate or retard its natural effects, but they are sure to 
established by this bill. There is one way, however, by which | themselves, and the country is sure to feel and to judge 
an energetic young American may make money temporarily un-| For that verdict we Republicans can afford to wait. If 
der the new system. He can buy out the stock of manufac- | have discovered a magical method of furnishing the eons 
turers who are driven to the wall, or of dealers in commodities cheaper goods while keeping the producers busy at 
who have been foolish sough to keep on hand supplies pur- | wages, we will all join in applauding their success. Pp 
chased at American prices until the flood gates are let down to | they do not materially cheapen the cost of living, or 
foreign cheap goods. He may then do business as an auctioneer, | plish it only by such importations of cheap goods as 
or with the great department stores whose splendid advertising | mills and drive our workmen into idleness, then all wi 
facilities will enable them to draw apon the savings of those | punishing them for their failure. 
who are in quest of bargain sales. Or, if he be clever enough, | I do not mean to enter upon any general discussion 
he may be able ‘o locate in Canada or Europe a market for -he | evils of this bill. It would take too long and has be 
ma hinery of dismantled American mills. most satisfactorily by the Republican members of the 
oun shuns 60 games ae eouee. and Means Committee. I stand upon the broad Repy 
ground that a tariff should give protection to all the prod 
enterprises of every section of the country sufficient to « 
them to cope successfully with the cheaper labor < 
nations. The amount of protection should be measured 
difference of labor cost, so that our high standard of 
|} may be maintained. I believe that conditions have so 
| that the old Republican theory of protection is outw 
utterly offensive to the independent industries. It proposes to | ohsolete and must be modified. and I think if we had re 
discipline the manufacturers of the country and all their em- |and admitted this earlier the Republican Party would 
ployees by eliminating the profits and reducing the wages. | petter to-day. Formerly the main object was to m 
There is no relief to those who look for a continuance of proSs- | that the protection was high enough, and if it cha: 
perity, but, on the contrary, the bill imposes an additional | unnecessarily high, so that all foreign competition \ 
burden of unnecessary taxation. It is a bill in the interest | Iutely prohibited, no harm was done, for domestic co 
of the speculator, the juggling importer, and those «ho contro! | could be relied upon to keep down prices and preye 
big business. It is an inducement to the business man to move | tant profits. But since the development of trusts 
to Canada or to Europe, aud is altogether a surrender of the | combinations, which annihilate domestic competiti 
greatest prosperity of the greatest of nations to agitators and | been important that the duties should be so scientit 
theorists, who neither know nor seem to care how great the | ranged that they would be just high enough to prey 
havoe they invite. Speaking broadly, there is nothing in this 


i 
foreign importations when domestic prices were reas 
bill for the American farmer, nothing for the American working- | would 
man, but everything for the foreigner. Recklessly and with | 


encourage foreign importers to be keen cot 
American producers if they attempt to raise price: 
deliberation the bill as written plunges the substance of our | obtain exorbitant profits. 
national progress into the abyss of dreams and doubt. [Pro- | Because of these changed conditions the Tariff C 
longed applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GrLuerr]. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, as I rise to speak to-day I 
am reminded vividly of the conditions when I first entered Con-} prices are constantly fluctuating, both here and abré 
gress 20 years ago. Then, as now, there was a Democratic | will be impossible to fix all duties so that they wi 
President, a Democratic Senate, a Democratic House of Repre- | and permanently equalize the labor costs of different 
sentatives, with a Democratic Speaker, who avowed his belief | but to approximate that should be the aim of every I 
in free trade. A tariff bill was then, as now, the prime object | tariff law, and an impartial, judicial, nonpartisan ta: 
of the Democratic Party. It was under the charge of a bril- | mission. like the one which the Democratic Party has 
liant, cultivated, charming man, with the auspicious and} ished, is a necessary step toward that goal. The D¢ 
prophetic name of Wilson, a college professor, a native of Vir- | Party scorns the assistance or judgment of such a non 
ginia, a man undoubtedly of noble aspirations for the good of | commission. They do not pretend or attempt to fix « 
the whole country, but, as we Republicans thought, with erro-| as to equalize labor conditions or prices. They 
neous theories on the tariff and with some sectional prejudices. | revenue only, regardless of the effect on our produc 
On the day when the bill passed this House there was the most | having no universal standard, they naturally fall into 1 
open exhibition of excited enthusiasm I have ever witnessed | ism and sectionalism. 
here, and that Mr. Wilson was borne about this Hall on the} The country has come to believe that the Republi 
shoulders of some of his younger supporters, among whom I} was too high; that it unreasonably increased the cost 
remember the stalwart form of the present dignified Secretary | ing; that large interests were unduly instrumental in f: 
of State, amid the cheering of the Democratic side. But that | it and reaped undue profits from its protection. It is 
was the last enthusiasm the Wilson bill ever evoked, and the | now to discuss the merits of this popular criticism, bec: 
only cheers it ever occasioned afterwards were the cheers that | Republicans in Congress have now committed themse!\ 
rang throughout the whole United States for its repeal. It] course which in the future prevents a repetition of any 
went from this House to the Democratic Senate, where it was suspected abuses. The new Republicanism has pledged 
mangled and tortured into that form of perfidy and dishonor in| to a scientific tariff, based upon the report of a nonpa! 
which it was finally presented to the world as a bastard, the} tariff board of experts. That raises the simple issue ol! 
Democratic President refusing to authenticate it by his name. tection between the two parties. Do the people want 4 

1 wonder if the analogies which are so striking in the early | bill like this, which avowedly disregards in fixing dut' 
stages of this bill will continue to the close. That no one will | difference in labor cost here and abroad and has no ru 
know for months and perhaps years. But I am ready to admit | standard except revenue tempered by favoritism and 
that this bill in its present form, despite its numerous incon-| alism, or do they want a scientific, impartial, business | 
sistencies, goes far to carry our Democratic theories and fulfill | of protection? I have little doubt which the people of m) 
Democratic pledges and gratify the reliable Democratic States. | trict will prefer. This bill injures seriously too m:n) 
And if it becomes law I am ready to wait and stake the future | industries to become popular there. Scattered throughout! 
of the two parties on its results. If, as they promise, it reduces | England are innumerable small factories which wil! find © 
the cost of living without lowering the scale of wages or exter-| ence a struggle under this law, and I apprehend danger 
ininating and banishing great industries, I will admit they were | even some of the largest. 
right and we were wrong. Iam ready for the test. And I am Close to my home is a striking example of the inconsist: 
also ready to admit that the former Wilson bill came into the] and sectional favoritism of this bill. The Ludlow Co. ™ 
world under most unfavorable circumstances, while present ap- | among other things, bagging, which is used to cover bales 
pearances indicate that for this bill the industrial and financial | cotton. The duty on it now is only six-tenths of a cent 
condition of this country and the world will be most auspicious. | square yard, which is only 10 per cent ad valorem—an 


of 


Question. Does the bill attempt to regulate the trusts? 

Answer. It does not. The Democratic Party has pretended 
that it would kill the trusts, but this bill will aid rather than 
binder them. The Underwood bill stands pat on cotton, It 
pretends to on tobacco, but ‘gives free trade to the Philippines. 
It is cruel to the sugar planter and the woolgrower, and is 


} 





bas become valuable and indispensable to study for 
oughly the industries, both abroad and at home, 

| the framers of tariff laws the exact facts on which 

| base the rates and meet the modern necessities. Ot 


\ 





{ y low duty. Its main foreign competitors are in Cal- 
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‘where the jute of which it is made grows, and where | 


are paid from $1 to $3 per month, working 51 hours 
If there is any industry which needs protection it 
d seem to be this, which must import its raw material 

; machinery and compete with the cheapest labor in the 


ers 


yveek. 
| 


‘ ‘Jd superintended by Englishmen and equipped with the | 
. machinery. Their protection is how only 10 per cent, so 
that Caleutta bagging now comes in and supplies about 

; ter of the market and pays a revenue to our Treasury. 
It would seem there need be no change there. It would seem 
that both under the Republican theory of protection and the 
Democratic theory of a_ tariff for revenue this small duty 
chould be maintained. But this bill strikes off all duty in|} 
order that the southern planter may hope to save 3 or 4 
, +e on the covering for each bale of cotton, which is worth 
fram £50 to $75. They take away all protection, they take 
way all revenue, they annihilate a flourishing industry in 
order that the southern planter may have the advantage of 


Coleutta labor and save a few cents, though even that will be 
+ lived, for when the Indian manufacturer has gained a 
monopoly of the market he will have no consideration for the 
uthern } 
ny) will go the prices. It seems to me a barefaced and short- 
sichted attempt to save money for the planter of the South 
at the expense of the manufacturer of the North. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman will permit, does not 
the gentleman think that the cotton planter of the South ought 
to have his bagging and ties free as much as for the farmer 
of the West to get his binding twine free? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, that is not a fair comparison. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Why should not they be treated alike? 

Mr. GILLETT. There was never any binding twine im- 
ported, so free binding twine has never made any difference. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Does it not affect the price? 

Mr. GILLETT. Not a particle. When binding 


shor 


twine was 


nut on the free list there had not been any importations of bind- 
ing twine for years. It was apparent that the tariff was pro- 
hibitory and it was put on the free list. What was the result? 
Still there were no importations of binding twine. Appar- 

tly there was not any made that could compete with us, 


even 
vears there was no competition on binding twine and it could 
well afford to have that duty taken off. 

Recently there has been a little importation, and from whom? 


Has it come from countries like India, where labor is em- 
ployed at 50 cents a week? Why, no. The only place that 
binding twine has been imported from is the only country 


that I think we do not need to have any protective tariff 
against—from Canada, And it was produced there, I presume, 
simply because the agricultural-implement industry moved over 
there from the United States, and in that connection they made 
binding twine and sometimes dumped their surplus into the 
United States. So that has no analogy at all. It differs from 
this in the fact that when that was put on there was no inm- 


jlanter, there will be no American competition, and | 





Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. T w say to the gentleman 
that the chief competition in articles of celluloid comes to-day 
from France and Germany 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of- New York. And, leavin int 
this question of the future competition with J ; of 
15 per cent ad valorem in our bill on the m ‘ ! of 
celluloid articles represents exactly the diffe (| 
manufacturers here pay for their materials of manuf: 
compared with foreigners. 

Mr. GILLETT. It represents no difference as th 
ence of wages paid. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No: we do not that 


account; they have been competing in that res. eretofore 
but in material the 15 per cent exactly bal 


I ch and 
German cost. 

Mr. GILLETT. Then the purpose of the m 
put us on an exact par with them in the cost ef mi: 
which the celluloid is made and not take into account at all t! 
difference in wages. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. In other words, to put « 
manufacturers on a competitive basis with the foreign manu 
facturers. 

Mr. GE.LETT. I am very glad to know that is the pr 
that they shall absolutely have no protection at br ‘ 
simply put on an equal footing. That is what you mean by a 
competitive basis. That is exactly the theory which I posed 
| this bill was founded upon; it is the theery of free trad nil 
| with that theory you will, I believe, Wipe out this f ory of 
ours, for the cheaper wages of Germany and France can s 
undersell us; and with this new plant in Japan it will be bi 


| 


without a duty, and from that day to within a very few | 


| will 


a short time, with their cheap labor, when Germany and rai 
will also be driven out of our market. 
Mr. 


HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman cour 

teously yield again? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is difficult for anyone to 
foretell what the Japanese may or may not do 

Mr. GILLETT. I recognize that. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think it fair to 
to the present time their labor has been cheap only tl 
amount of wages paid, but it has been very expensive labor in 


the cost of the product they turn out. 
Mr. GILLETT. This new plant, which is about ready to start, 


test the justice of the gentleman's expectations; and I 


| think this extreme reduction of the duty on fiberloid or cellu 


loid and the avowed purpose to cut off all protection against 
the different cost of labor in Germany or France or Japan is 
characteristic of this whole bill and stamps it as free-trad 


portation of binding twine, whereas now in cotton bagging there | 


is an annual importation of 20 per cent of all that is used, and 
the only nation that ever has made binding twine in compe- 
tition is a nation where the standards of labor and living are 
almost like those in the United States, and not, as in the case 

f cotton bagging, so low and inferior that no one will pre- 
end that there can be equal competition between us. 

There is another factory in my district which is likely to be 
closed by this bill. It manufactures celluloid or 
That is an invention of American brains. Later it was taken 
up and our machinery was copied in Europe. It has had a 
high protective tariff, under which it has prospered. I think 
he duty has been unreasonably high, but there has been keen 
ompetition among the American manufacturers and prices 
iave been much reduced and have steadily trended downward. 
This bill has lowered the duty from about 75 per cent to 15 
per cent, a rate at which we can not compete with German and 
rrench labor, and at the same time, as if this was not enough, 
i duty has been laid on one of its main ingredients, camphor, 
which is admitted free in the other countries. So you increase 
the duty on the raw material and take off three-fourths of 
the duty from the finished product. Moreover, the industry 
has just been introduced in Japan and a superb plant, costing 


0 
‘ 
\ 


1 
\ 
( 
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a million dollars, has been completed there, equipped with the | 


best American machinery, built by American architects, and 
American mechanics have been taken over there to superintend 
it and train the cheap Japanese labor to compete with us—with 
only 15 per cent duty. 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


: Will the gentleman kindly 
yield? 
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experiment. 
It was expected that this bill would provide an income tay 
but I think many of the original supporters of such a t 


ax will 
be grieved by the use made of it here. It was advocated as a 
| tax to be reserved for cases of great emergency, and yet now 
910,000,000 are to be raised by it in a period of profound peace 
and unexcelled prosperity in order that salutary protection 
may be taken away from some of our industries. I critic 


fiberloid. | 


too, the provision exempting from tax all incomes under $4,000 


The great majority of our people never hope to have $4,000 a 


year, and they would be glad, if they could be assured of that 
income, to pay a liberal tax on it to the Government. But b: 
making the limit of exemption much smaller, say $1,000, a 
most important and desirable result could be attained. Then 


every one who earned over a thousand dollars a year would have 
a direct, personal, and keen interest in the expenditures of the 
Nation. Idonot care how small the t: let it bea half of 1 pe 

cent, which would 50 cents on an income of $1,160 and $5 on an 
income of $2,000—but let it rise and fall with the expenditure 
of the administration. If the administration was ecouomica! 
the tax would be ouly five on two thousand, but with 


iX 


Increasiny 
expenditures the tax would have to be increased. Then f { 
first time every citizen with ap income over $1,000 would hav 

' personal interest in Government expenses. Then would | 
brought to the notice of each man what kind of hous ‘Ding 
there was at Washington. To-day the ordinary voter is entirely 
ignorant and indifferent as to the expensiveness of the adminis 

ltration. The taxes are indirect ; he does not feel that he is payin 

them, and as long as his locality gets what it wants he is re 
gardless of what may be wasted in other localities. A Congress- 
man is praised in proportion to the national meney he gets 
spent in his district, and the more extravagant he is the more 
popular. An honest zeal for economy means to him only a loss 
of votes. I recently heard a Congressman say that if he wished 


to be popular he would vote against every tax and and in favor 
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of every appropriation, Under such conditions you can not | in the same class. These are all taxes which the people fi 
expect economical results. The Nation needs sorely some de- | once, which they fret under and wish to be relieved of, a d 
« to excite in the ordinary citizen a study of national | only endure when satisfied of their necessity; and so the | 
tures. Nothing would accomplish it so effectively as | larity of the administration is always concerned in their | 
iiposing on him a small income tax, which should vary accord- | tion, and there is a constant stimulus toward economy. 


1 
} 


ing to the amount the Nation spent. England needs such a stimulus less than we do becane 
‘There never was a time when such a device was more needed | has a tremendous influence for economy in the fact {| 
than just now. One of the most marked and obvious develop- | appropriation can be made except when recommended bs 
ments of recent yeurs has been the enlarged scope of the activi- | Crown, which means by the ministers. Parliament can 1 
ties of the National Government, and the subject has been de- | expenditures below the estimates of the ministry but can 
baied : neessantly as such an interesting phenomenon deserves, | increase them. This gives vast power to the ministry and 
and I do net intend to add my comments to the general discus- | prodigious buffer against extravagance. ; 
sion. Being by tendency a Federalist, I see nothing disquieting We see too often in our appropriation bills illustrations of tho 
or alarming in most of the new features of Federal power. | danger pointed out by Lowell in his work on the Governmen: ; 
ut there is one phase of the situation or trend which is seldom | England, that ** expenditures directly caused by the irres) 
mentioned, but which, as a member of the Appropriations Com- | action of private members may originate in persona] or 
mittee, has attracted my attention and concern, and that is its | feeling, and then be adopted through heedless good nature 
effect upon our national expenditures. I do not mean so much | skillful logrolling.” I think we should do well to borrow 
the expense of these new activities—though in some cases that | the longer experience of England and have a purely re 
is vast enough—but I mean more the constantly growing and | tax like this which the people would directly and keenly { 
unchecked and endless expense ‘lich results and will result | which would move up and down automatically with the . 
from the new attitude of the people toward the National | tion of the Treasury, and which would act as a constant adn 
Treasury. nition to the administration and the party in power to 
1 doubt if there is any phase of the new Federalism where | thrifty and economical. 
the growth is more prodigious or to me so appalling as here.| This income tax would fulfill those conditions if it ap 
The people seem of Jate to be learning to look on the Federal | all incomes over $1,000. As provided in this bill, no one y 
‘Vreasury as a vast reservoir from which they can draw end- | an income less than $4,000 is reached by it, and conseque 
lessly without exhausting it, and which will be kept full without | 1ess than one-half of 1 per cent of the people pay it or fe 
any burden on them. Consequently, each person’s interest and | and its effect in awakening an interest in economy an 
constant endeavor seems to be to get for himself and his neigh- | people is insignificant. For that reason I hope the bill w 
borhood as large a share as possible of this free and gratuitous | amended, and a small tax imposed on incomes between $1/ 
outflow. |} and $4,000, and thereby the interest of a great and inf 
Such a state of mind on the part of our constituents is dan- | body of citizens will be aroused in national taxation 
gerous in several ways. It is demoralizing in the same way | wholesome change will be initiated in the attitude of the .' 
that gambling is demoralizing to the individual, by inducing the | can people toward national expenses. 
lief that work and industry and self-sacrifice are superfluous, Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlema: 
wants can be gratified without effort. and that it is not | Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 


a 


t of 





he 
} 


nest exertion alone that is rewarded, but that there is an easy Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
vay by which the same reward will fall in your lap without | from Washington [Mr. Fatconer]. ‘ 
struggle or self-denial; that there is a father of boundless Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted t 


wealth who can gratify all your wants without expense to you | this afternoon I am going to talk to an item in the free 
and that self-denial and economy are as superfluous as they are | the proposed tariff bill involving an industry of mu 
inconvenient. portance to the State of Washington. 
othing is so fatal to industry and enterprise as such a feel- In passing, however, I wish to observe that to the new 
ing It is most unfortunate for man or nation to learn to rely bers on the floor of the Huuse there have occurred so! 
for suecess on anything except his own steady effort. Yet such esting incidents that have added just a little zest and 
a feeling is spreading all over the country. to the proceedings. We have been highly entertained t! 
\nd the people seem to be learning to believe not only that | few days by the efforts of the two old parties in their 
Federal laws make prosperity but that they keep the Treasury | to parade the legislative inconsistencies of the opposi 
full without expense to them, and that the special occupation of The gentleman from Massachusetts, opening the de 
each Congressman should be to decide how that Treasury can | Tuesday on the Republican side, partially stated a fa 
be emptied with most direct benefit to his locality. The very | he said in effect that the downfall of the Republican P 
immensity of our country makes such a belief and habit dan-| qhe in a large measure to the self-centered egotism of 
gerous. It is impossible for different sections to understand | {n control—men who had become intoxicated with | 
the comparative needs and claims of each other. Their knowl- | quired by long continuance in office, and who, throm 
edge of conditions is not accurate enough to give them a sound | gard for the demands of the people generally, had « 
basis for judgment, and there is not enongh mutual sympathy | unrest and resentment on the part of the people which 
and acquaintance to make them fair-minded in their decisions, | jn defeat for the Republican forces at the polls in t! 
so that there is a constant struggle of each to obtain all that it | election. He might have gone further, indeed, and said t! 
can; and this, of course, leads to combinationé, mutual conces- | game arrogant disposition of the men at the head of : 
sions, and shameless logrolling, all of which add expense and this Nation was supported by a silent and unseen 
outlay to the Nation. which held in its greedy fingers the reins governing 
The fact that our national taxation is largely indirect and its | and legislative action. __ } 
burden unfelt by the mass of the people increases this tendency It was this silent influence which, in some localities 
ond encourages the desire to enlarge the national activities and country, exploited men, women, and children in certa 
divert, as far as possible, burdens from the State and munici- trial centers that Gtter men int ‘fatiiea tone of a 
pality to the Nation. oad reap unearned and dishonest riches. 
And so an administration can rush into expenses beyond its ; ‘ : 7 
income without incurring that severe rebuke which would be it was this silent influence that brought about a . 
sure to follow if the people had to directly open their purses to where one man of vast wealth disregarded the demands 
make good the deficiency. The only check here is the impend- Congress of the United States and refused to appear b 
ing disgrace of a bond issue. In England an administration | COM tee. , 
whose expenditures exceeded its income by $20,000,000 would be The gentleman from Massachusetts, in glowing terms ©! 





thrown out of power as incompetent and extravagant. and vet praise, referred to the gentleman from New York as the pb 
we allow our expenses to exceed our income by $100,000,000 and | American mind in the science of tariff, and probably right 
the people, instend of being disturbed and rebuking us and de- and then proceeded to explain that this man in whou 
munding a stricter economy, clamor loudly for still larger out- | country had much confidence was outvoted in the Ways 
lays and are heedless of the deficit. Means Committee and forced to give his name to a bill that 
England raises the bulk of her revenue by permanent taxes did not wish to father, but which he finally accepted and 
which require no action by Parliament from year to year; but of deference to his confréres “ complained not.’ 
in order to adjust the income closely to expenses certain taxes The conclusion is that the arrogant mind of powerful fo! 
are voted only a year at a time, and the rate is raised or low- | overrode the judgment of the tariff expert, resulting in diss!) 
ered according to the necessities of the year. For many years | tion and ruin to the Republican Party. 
the only taxes so treated were the income tax and the tax on I take it, sir, that the other side of the House will agree W 
tea, but recently beer, tobacco, and spirits have been included | the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
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rhe gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House, dem- ‘eceive ; ior} ake 
ited by the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, anaes siete aged = ry ane are entitled tot fh 
still of the opinion that the tariff problem is a local prep- The mills wh ee om . 
. on | tension ¢ ‘ Poll eanseit = oa ene es cle 
In the district in which he resides he finds it convenient to | the ee ; ae nt — a ee Weaver WHO Mees 
viaee the raw material on the free list and a duty on the | work. Le s occupation realizes th rdous 
d product, inconsistent with the conclusion that in the Out of the 15.000 1 
We the raw material should be taxed and the finished | the State rt Nonetagttea aesametes le oo" 7 ; l 
et free. Iron ore to the Bethlehem Steel Co. free; their | dence that tl - oo ; eae eres nee 
d product taxed. Wheat and cattle to the western miller | is pr ne oigeag pt re employed in a hazardous industry. ‘The 
-her taxed, but flour and dressed beef free. res] onsibility , 3 the = Sane cand 7 eee 1 
bhe aontiaenan on the Denx wratic side of the House have in the shir thi - a8 — wae ey Lee Ul : 
juently referred to the Progressive forces, here represented, | orp — neni 
sled enthusiasts, following the lead of one man. The | ¢ che —— of money involved in the raw m 
-ressive forces are aware that in the recent campaign their oe Shingles is about 20 cents. Putting shingles on 
rty was headed by a man who is the greatest constructive | _ et @ BX Only cuiting out the entire value of the 1 
is produced by this or any other country in this generation. maces fal, but takes 30 cents off of the labor ¥ (dl th 
rhe Progressive forces are graced by the men who are recog- production of a tho isind shingles. So this b presents t 
| leaders in the thought and action of American life. - oo that it is neither the intention of those who have framed 
\meriean history, speaking from its thousands of pages, | the bill to make an allowance for the raw materi ort 
ims that the potential force back of every great move- any protection to the men employed in the labor of prod 
t is not the councils or assemblies of men, but the earnest shingles. 
se and dynamic force within the heart and mind of one | , I have previously stated that the capacity of the shingl 
| few men. } in western Washington is about 45,000 earloads per innnn I 
Rut. Mr. Chairman, limited time demands consideration of will say here that the output of shingles is very much | 
tariff relative to the shingle industry. that amount, because of the fact that on an average tl 
In considering the effect of the tariff bill now presented by | mills of Washington are shut down several months « vear 
the Ways and Means Committee on the red-cedar shingle in- | due to an overproduction of shingles in the United States 
dustry I submit that while the red-cedar shingle iudustry is a W ith that condition obtaining in our own country thet Ce] 
‘vatively small factor in the commerce of the United tainly no demand for the importation of shingles from a foreign 
States, it is an industry that means much to the people of the | country. There is probably no manufacturing line that kes 2 
State of Washington, and particularly that portion of the State | xronger demand for economy of management n tl 
living on the Pacifie coast west of the Cascade Mountains., About ne industry, due to the ups and downs and 
6S per cent of the entire quantity of shingles manufactured in | 2S of the shingle market. 
the United States are manufactured in this territory, and If a shingle operator could make 20 cents a thousand it wv l 
within the next few years the shingle industry of the ‘United be considered a splendid return for the money invested in | 
States will be pretty largely confined to the Pacific coast, since plant. Looking at the matter from this angle, if we wi ids — 
the white cedar of the Central States and the cypress of the 20 cents as the average for raw material and ~) cent for t] e 
Southern States is being manufactured into lumber products manufacturers” profit, it would mean that $1.50 to $1.75 \ uid 
ringing greater returns to the operators. There are 410 go to labor. ‘here are few industries in the United Stat 
shingle mills operated in the State of Washington, having a where the product gives such a large per cent to labor and it 
vearly eapacity of 45,000 carloads. You note that I use the will appear that the Ways and Means Committee | at sae 
word “capacity” and do not mean the output. These mills looked the necessity of giving proper consideration to this fe 
employ about 15,000 men, over 99 per cent of whom are white ture of the shingle industry. | 
men eligible to citizenship in the United States. | If this bill becomes a law we find the shingle n ifacturers 
cain a naa IS a of ree industrial factors in | of al ashington confronted by conditions obtaining in Br | sh 
' iington. When the shingle mills are running and Columbia which will operate greatly to their disadvantage 
em] oyees are kept in steady employment the merchants have no From the best authority I have been able to get tl ‘ a nal lle 
‘aston to complain of poor conditions. But when the shingle of British Columbia could ] roduce rO per 7 ent if re ne ve a 
mills of western Washington are closed down the effect is imme- | than they have produced the last two years . d the : os 
d tely felt by practically every commercial line in the State, | 8°! that the British Columbia mills, with ‘ ] cap | b . al . se 
. ane up the features of the independent shingle mill—that is, | TW material, have not run to full capacity is the fact th th. 
he mill thatis not combined with the lumber-producing mill—the | * ) Per cent duty has kept them out of our territory. It | 
great bulk of raw material used in the manufacture of shingles | Sussested by those who favor taking the a vo r of ines aa 
is composed of short, broken, and refuse cedar. As a matter of | that the Canadian mill operators have rend} ‘dur : nd we aa 
fact, many of the mills to-day through the country, built at a few years, been shipping shingles into the { nited St Phat 
cost of a few thousand dollars—and there are many of them— | Within itself is an argument showing that labor 1 | “1 = 
ire a large factor in helping to develop logged-off lands of west- | Conditions over there are such as to gi th m war xu I _ ae 
ern Washington. The man who owns a few acres of logged-off | over the manufacturers of our own countr’ “a 1 th ade t oo. 
. - and wishes to develop it finds it to his advantage to have | 18 due to the cheap labor and stum| age of British Colu nba 
- ‘net eal inne ies shingle timber in a local mill, for | oonsece Columbia has all the advantages of natural timb« r ‘ 
bleaial bolee. es 7 i oe rough stuff into ee arom in the State of Wa shington d eatel 
he sete fer Ie on crt garners - s a the stumpage price | {°° due to the fact that the shingle manufacturers and 
commana th a an oe good day’s wage in ee ee turers have not op rated in that territor vy fo 
together with $1 50 for ion cratel - . cerd stumpage. . a ee ength - — For hundreds of n s th 
he 0 abe ed in cutting a cord of coast lines of British Columbia and Vancouver Island ar to b 
= _ bolts, he finds that he can earn better wages than he | f9Und fine stands of cedar timber, with the finest kind of trai s 
—_ ao ene weehing in an industrial center and portation facilities, and stumpage on this timber is n lh less 
. 5 i y. 4 urther, every stick of broken and than the stumpage on a like quality of timber in the § @ ¢ 
rel = timber that is taken by this method from his land helps | W#sbinston. . 
ae oe a ne Sr where it is less There is already a large number of mills in British Columbi 
The majority of shingle aoa ane aguice tural purposes, |} and with the Underwood tariff bill in effect there is much t 
that take this kind of mat ~ “4 oe rn Washington are mills ber there to furnish raw material for a large number of add 
have a 50 cents per ieamund dans aa — oa sent law we | tloual mills. 
Payne-Aldrich bill we had a - es shingles. Previous to the Only a small portion of British Columbia timber is exported 
At the hes r ad a duty of 30 cents per thousand. | to the United States, and on this that is exported from Crow 
earings before the committee it was proved to the satis- | grant lands re is Pf a 
faction of the members that 30 cents wa e satis- | grant lands there is an export duty of from $1 to $3 per thou 
igh duty to put the Washineto , as not a sufficiently | sand feet. In addition to this, there is a transportation ex 
sa with the British Columbia cientettin oo on a working | pense and towage amounting to about $1 a th nd feet for 
The labor conditions in th i : i acturer 4 bringing these logs from Vancouver to the Puget Sound mil 
instem eames e shingle mills of western Wash- | The logger in British Columbia handling cedar logs wou 1 
are as wholesome and as satisfactory as are to be f fe , : : 2 = aI gs would pre 
in probably any industry in tl : i e found | fer to sell his logs in Vancouver on the British Columbia side 
y in the country, and the average shingle | at a price of from $2 to $4 per thousand less than he woula 


weaver ¢ > 
er is an expert in his line, giving the best possible serv- 


ice 
and demanding a high scale of wage. T hey demand and 


sell the same quality of logs to the American mill 


assume the risk of transportation. 


operator ar | 
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This gives to the Canadian manufacturer an advantage aver- 
aging 30 cents a thousand added to the difference in labor, which 
makes the present duty a necessity in order to put the Wash- 
ington manufacturer on a par with his British Columbia com- 
peiitor. 

Seventy-five per cent of the labor employed in the mills of 
Columbia at the present time is oriental, Chinese, 
lu, and Japanese labor, whose methods of living would not 
uppeal to the average white laborer. Their wages are very 
inuch less than the employees in the American mills, and the 
wige earner of Washington is not now and never will be ina 
fj » of mind cept wages on a par with the oriental. 
cheap-labor factor involved in this matter bas been thor- 
oughly presented to the Ways and Means Committee in former 

his industry, but I again call the attention of 
Members of the House to some of the details. It will be 
ed that the natives of India, the Hindu, are British sub- 
jects and bave a right, under the laws of Great Britain, to 
enter the Dominion of Canada, providing they can pass the 
proper medical examination and have in their possession suffi- 
cient money at the time of entering to insure them a competency 
until they had reasonable time to obtain employment. 
Twenty-five dollars has been fixed by the officials of British 
Columbia as a sufficient amount to pass an Asiatic immigrant 
into the Province. The Chinese are permitted te enter into and 
work in British Columbia upon a head tax of $500 in each case, 
after having successfully passed the medical examination. From 
econoinie standpoint it costs $500 to introduce a Chinese 
workman to employment in British Columbia, and that amount, 
borrowed at 7 per cent, is equivalent to about 12 cents per 
working day. While $500 per capita might seem to be a barrier 
to the entry of these people, it does not operate to keep the 
Chinese out, for in less than three years, 1907 to 1909, 8,000 
Chinamen entered Vancouver, British Columbia. 

Under the terms of the treaty of Japan and Great Britain, 
ratified by the Government of the Dominion of Canada, Japa- 
nese subjects have the right to freely enter British Columbia 
for the purpose of employment. It has been suggested that 
there is an official understanding whereby only 500 Japanese 
per annum are to be given passports entitling them to work 
in the Dominion of Canada. This, or a similar agreement, has 
been in effect for a number of years prior to 1907, and yet since 
that time many thousands of Japanese have immigrated into 
British Columbia, so that at the present time about 80 per cent 
of the labor employed in these mills is oriental, receiving a 
much less wage than is paid the American workman—in fact, 
a wage that any self-respecting American workman would re- 
fuse to accept. 

These are the relative conditions obtaining in Washington 
and British Columbia at the present time; but if the Underwood 
bill becomes a law it is very probable that conditions will be 
greitly altered in the State of Washington as well as in British 
Columbia; for there are many men now engaged in the manu- 
facture of shingles in the State of Washington who, under the 
advantages offered in British Columbia in cheaper timber and 
chexper labor, would be forced to retire from business. and 
naturally they would Jook for locations in British Columbia, 
which would result in building up the shingle industry in Brit- 
ish Columbia to the detriment of that industry in the State of 
Washington. As a matter of fact, a number of Americans have 
already purchased tracts of timber in British Columbia, thus 
fortifying themselves in the event that shingles are placed on 
the free list. One shingle operator, who is now employing 130 
men in the State of Washington, and who is known as one of 
the oldest and most substantial shingle operators in the State, 
personally stated that if the duty was removed from shingles 
that he would immediately proceed to the erection of a mill in 
British Columbia, where he would manufacture a tract of 
timber that be recently purchased. His argument was that the 
Canadian railroads gave 5 cents a hundred pounds better rate 
to enstern markets than the American rates, which means the 
benefit of 8 to 10 cents per thousand. He further stated that 
the fact that the bolt camp men of British Columbia were re- 
eeiving less money for their labor was one of the factors that 
made him decide on this change of location. 

Further, he took the position that British Columbia, with her 
unlimited shore line, bestudded with the best quality of cedar, and 
accessible ocean shipping facilities, offered an excellent opportu- 
nity to the enterprising soingle manufacturer when the Panama 
Canal opens. In foreign ships, with cheaper freight-rates than 
the American, he could, and would, ship his shingles to all 
Pacific and Atlantic eoast cities, with all the advantages of the 
open market. Hence it would seem that the anticipated im- 
provement in the shingle industry of the Washington mills 


British 
Hi 


toa 


A110 


investigations of 


the 


concert 


uaive 


an 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. YPRIL 


“ 


caused by the opening of the Panama Canal may not 
rialize, and our manufacturers will find the competit 
referred to. 

The shingle industry is a distinct industry from the 
industry. A man of comparatively small eapite] can ene 
the shingle industry and use his capital in connection 
own labor, and in that way get a good living wage: wh 
combination lumber and shingle mill takes much capit 
as a matter of fact, those plants are in the hands of mp, 
large means. Many of these lumber manufacturers have 
tracts of timber land on the Canadian side, and thev of 
opposition to free lumber and shingles. They are in a ' 
where it will do them little injury, but the man with jis 
ficient means to engage in the shingle industry wit] be fo; 
stand the brunt of this free-trade experience. While i: 
seem to those having the making of this bill in -and 4 
shingle industry is an item of inll importance in the ¢ 
industrial field, yet it would seem that 15,000 workmen. s) 
ing from 50,000 to 75,000 people, is an item worth w! 
worthy of the consideration of the men who have th 
of this Govern ent in hand. 

From the standpoint of conservation there may be son 
ment why lumber should be put on the free list, but 1 
certainly no argument advocating free shingles thut 
sustained. In the early uis.ory of the lumber and shine 
dustry in the State of Washington, the finest quality of . 
was manufactured into shingles, as is practically the ens 
in Sritish Columbia, but of late years the logged-off lands 
which the timber + 1s cut years ago and from wiic- the No 
timber was removed, to-day furnishes the raw materia! for 1} 
shinele mill. A fe. years avo this same material wis 
into heaps and burned in the process of lana clearing 
turthar, the refuse from the lumber mills which was discard 
to the slab pile and the refuse burner is to-day manufacture 
into shingles, a by-product of the lumber business, thus «t th 
present time makiug use of material that under less favorab 
conditions was necessarily wasted. A practical millman knows 
that it costs more to manuf: cture shingles from seco: d and third 
grade material than it does from No. 1 material, and with the 
duty removed from shingles it is a ruestion whether or not much 
of this material will not again be destroyed rather than com- 
pete with mills on the other side of the line that are cutting 
better grade mcterial. There does not sec i to be a sin-:le good 
reason why shingles should be put on the free list, and it «p- 
pears to one who is familiar with the business that the Ways 
and Mean: Committee has overlooked the sigaificance of the 
shingle industry. 

You are removing the duty on shingles, bringing the American 
manufacturer into competition with the shingle. manufacturer 
of British Columbia. Your action is entirely to the advantage 
of the foreign manufacturer, and you are asking and receiving 
nothing in return. You propose to put shingles on the free list 
but on practically everything that the shingle manufact! 
buys in the equipment and operation of his plant is a heavy 
duty. 

Schedule C of the Underwood bill provides: 

ScHEDULE C.—Metals, and manufactures of. 


io} 


rer 


Earthenware, crockery, dishes 
Boiler iron 


Biacksmith’s hammers, wedges, tools._....-__...--.----------- 
EE ae 
Spiral nut locks and lock washers 

Cast-iron pipe 


Cutlery 

Files and rasps 

Rivets, studs, or steel points 
Crosscut and mill saws 


Foodstuffs that furnish his bolt and logging camps, !0 
main, are heavily taxed: 
Scueputs G.—Agricultural products and provisions. 


Cattle, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Horses and mules valued at $200 or less, $15 
Horses and mules valued at more than $200, 1 
Sheep, 10 per cent ad valorem 
Barley, 15 cents per bushel of 48 
Barley, pearled, hulled, or patent, 
Macaroni, 1 cent per pound. 
Oats, 10 cents per bushel of 32 pounds, 
Rice, cleaned, 1 cent r pound, 
Wheat, 10 cents per bushel. 


r head. na 
per cent ad valorci. 


unds. 
cent per pound. 
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‘ ts and bread, 25 per cent ad valorem 

snd butter substitutes, 3 cents per pound. 
d substitutes, 20 per cent ad valorem, 

95 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 

» cents per dozen 

&°? per ton 
eu or dr 

25 cents per 

“0 eents per ton. 

heretofore mentioned, 


ted, in bulk, 15 cents ner bushel of 60 pounds 
bushel of 60 pounds. 


15 per cent 








its d berries, 1 cent per ponnd 
ScHEDULE N.—Swnd 
PO T cent ad valorem. 
economies are based on a strange principle, givi 


* to the foreigner and receiving nothing in return. |! 
reasonable to at least the duty on 
products until such time as the Dominion of 
her export duty, for it would be possible 
British Columbia and from the Dominion of 


il 


| ’ 
d appe: more keep 


- ’ f 
Lorest 
ta removes 


logs from 


to furnish the raw material for our mills; then we 
l! continue to operate our mills on this side of the line, 
hy so doing not only give employment to men now located 


r respective localities, but give 


» receive the benefit of the money 


mill owner an oppor- 
already invested in 





-truction in our country. In this connection I quote 
letter received to-day: 

vant to put the hundreds of little shingle mills that give em- 
t to thousands out of business take the tariff of of shingles. 
o y a question of living with us that we shonld be pro 

i for at least 50 cents a thousand. We use timber that 


waste were it not for this industry. 
Rockport MIL Co., 
By Gro. C. LEMcKE, President. 
s is characteristic of letters written by many operators, 
¢ P. S. Mendal, Custer, Wash.; M. W. Parish, Custer, 
eskat Lumber & Shingle Co., Tacoma, Wash.: New- 
Co., Stanwood, Wash.; Douglas 
Portland, Oreg.; Alex Polson, Hoquiam, Wash. ; 
rtes Chamber of Commerce, Anacortes, Wash.: Rucker 
Pros. Everett, Wash.: High Point Mill Co., High Point, Wash. ; 
n Shingle Co., Lynden, Wash.; Henry Carstens, Senttle; 


a complete 


& MeDaniels Shingle 


s Co., 


MeMasters Shingle Co., Seattle: Index-Galena Co., Index, 

\ RBuckere Lumber Co., Seattle; Shingle Manufacturers’ 
\s tion (representing 175 mills), Seattle; Pacific Coast 
S Association, Seattle; Woods Creek Mill Co., Monroe. 
C. A. Blackman & Co., Everett, Wash.; Wilcox Shingle 

C \herdeen, Wash.; Grays Harbor Shingle Co., Aberdeen, 


Wash.: Fast Hoquiam Shingle Co., Aberdeen, Wash.; Aberdeen 




























Li * & Shingle Co., Aberdeen, Wash.; Northwestern l.um- 
—, Hoquiam, Wash.; Clongh-Hartley Co., Everett, Wash. ; 
fogui Commercial Club, Hoquiam, Wash.; Cooperative 
s le Co., Bothell, Wash.; Everett Commercial Club, Everett, 
h.; Edmonds Milt Co., Edmonds, Wash.; Crown Lumber 
( Mukilteo, Wash.; A B C Shingle Co., Edmonds, Wash.; 
' Mill Co., Edmonds, Wash.; Union Shingle Co., Edmonds, 
Wasser-Mowatt Shingle Co., Edmonds, Wash.; Seattle 
{ her of Commerce, Seattle; Seattle Commercial Ctub, 
l Corts Shingle Co.; Consolidated Lumber & ingle 
( Bellingham, Wash.; the Atins Lumber Co., Seattle; the 
it nee Co., Seattle, Wash. 
conclusion I submit a copy of resolutions adopted by the 
ational Shingle Weavers’ Union of America, in conven- 
Olympia, Wash., January 4, 5, and 6, 1909: 
luring the past 10 years there has been a tariff of 30 cents per 
nd on shingles imported by the United States; 
during all this time the imports of Canadian shingles into 
» United States have steadily imcreased, have dewbled in the last 
rs, and In the years 1907 and 1908 reached the large total 
5.509 ¢ ads, through which the wage loss to the white work 
en in the Washington shingle industry amounted to approximately 
>). 000.000, or practically $40,000 per month ; 
the shingle manufaeturers in British Columbia are able to 
this enormous loss on the wage earners in the Was! ton 
industry through the employment of Asiatics. who compose 
cent of the working forces in the British Columbia 
ind who aecept a very much lower wage compensation and a 
much lower standard ef living than can the all-white labor of 
Washington shingle industry; 
‘s the white wageworkers in the Washington shingle industry 
etter and h er conceptions of the industrial, social, hygienic. 
d moral well-being and, realizing the ideals of their race and 
m, have trrined themselves to conform to a standard of living 
" ordanee with American ideas of American civilization; 
the Increasing imports by fI Untted States of Astatic-made 
izles of British Columbia constitute a menace to Ameriean 
titutions by driving white workmen out of the Washington shingle 
’, depriving these workmen of the means to maintain themselves 
| familtes thas lessening the «amount of money available to 
rs, merchants, and other business men in the United States; 
tt 





have been 


ionths ; 


earners in the Washington shing! 


e wai m 
: lly idle nearly 12 months during the past 24 


t are, to a great extent, engaged im producing shingles 
fallen, fire-blackened, and other cedar that wou!d be otherwise 





ted and be a dead loss to the State and to the Nation: 
creas the first consideration of the United States Government sheuld 
be the welfare of its own citizens; and 





W 
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a h } now ad 
t rd, W 
\ t . Te 
} du t i} v 
t \ ‘ i 
os 
\ fe Lhat } f 
the Wa i I 
rialize ¢ ‘ ‘ 
protect tariff of y id 
Voted, That the Way 1M Com H 
ntati nd I ted t 
tr fs ¢ ere y t In \ . 
Aime! t rm t wilt et 1 
J i 
i lent ! , On ‘ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Ll yield to the g n ! \ 
[Mr Itt ELE. } 
Phe CHAIRMAN. i from Mi Dp 
SELL] is recognized plause on the | Lane de. | 
Mr. RUSSELL. hairma [ was very ck 
in the address of my standpat friend from Pennsyly ! 
Moore}. It was to mea new perform e. 11 e heard 
on some former oceasion some Member of the House pri 


another Member to ask in order to emph Le 


him question 


speech, but this is the first time I have ever observed tl 
Member of the House was driven to the necessity of obtail 
the services of the reading clerk to ask him questions in o1 
to emphasize his speech. After all, it may be a convenient pr: 


tO me that a nh 


tice, because it seems an ean better ar 
questions that he himself writes than he conrld answer 
tions asked by some one on the outside. [Laughter and 

ou the Democratic side. } 

I am glad, however, to see my Republ : friend go 
nership with a Democratic reading cler I ) ) 
{Laughter.} There is but one objection I can find | hart 
formance, and thst is that, as the boys back in 1 d 
vould say, I do not think he “toted fair.” I betie e 


to have “ swapped work” with the reading clerk and permi 
him to answer some questions. Knowing the rending « 


Martin Williams], as I 
speech would have been 
the Democrat side. } 

I have 


had do 


better speech 


do, I believe if he 


much 


not made any arrangemen with anyo 


questions, and I presume that there will be none pre 
so I will content myself with making my own speech unaice 

Mr. Chairman, I realize, as everyone must re mt 
Democratic Party is to-day on trial before the Ame 
as judges, and for the present that party must stand o 
the verdict rendered. 

This bill wos prepared by a Democrntic committee, 3 
and approved by a Democratie cauces, w he | 1 by 
ocratie Congress, and signed by a Democratic [President Ii 
an honest and a consistent effort of the Democrat Repress 


tives to fulfill the party’s pledges made to the peopte i 
form upon which a Democratic President hi Nox 
House were ‘ted. Personally | ad net favor f 
rates fixed. but I believe it whole, and ft 
will be beneficial to the country at large. It is a part 

it I vote for it. and 


elec 


is a good bill as 


shall mm willing to 


and as a Denn 


ically sink or swim, survive or perish, as the f 
party shall decree. 

There is no question but that a great majority he 
ef this country have come to realize that the tarifi 
imposed, especially uy the necessaries of e e ft 
and that the burdens now borne by the co 
teo creat All polities’ parties admit that fuct ' ‘ 
ha promised to give ef 

The Republican Party in its platform of 190 
growing demand, even in its own ranks, p 1, if 
in that contest, a speedy r on of the ! 
of the platform wer: not clear as te the cl ’ 
ised revision, but Mr. Taft, the eandidate fo » P 
upon thet platform and the authorit e spol um 
party, construed this declaration to mean a sul ld 
ward revision. No itelligent iman er | f 1 tl 
leaders of the Republican Party intended to t 
the country believe that an upward ision + 


President Taft 





called Congress tovether tn extr retir v . to 
the promises of his jai y That Congress did | the 
called Payne-Aldrich law, but instead of revising the t 


7 
| 


downward they made 
| upward, thereby violatit 


» the monumental mistake of 


promises 
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leaders had made to the country, deceiving the voters, and be- 
traying the people who trusted them. 

In my opinion, if the Republicans in the Sixty-first Congress 
had been true to the people and faithful to their promises, Mr. 
Taft would bave had no opposition in his own party for re- 
nomination, and would have been reelected and in the 
House to-day. 

The Democratic Party has for many years contended that the 
tariff taxes were too high, especially upon the necessaries of 
life, and promised in its platform of last year that, if successful, 
they would favor a prompt revision and a reduction of import 
duties, and thereby lessen the burdens of the toiling masses. 
In obedienee to that well-known party principle, and in fulfillment 
of our promises made to the people in that campaign, we are 


here in extraordinary session, called by President Wilson, to | 


redeem our pledges. We should be, and we will be, true to our 
coustituencies and true to the promises we made to them. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It has always been, and now is, a difficult problem to revise 
and to rearrange the tariff duties upon the 4,000 articles em- 
braced within a general tariff law, as each section and each 


district represented in this House is anxious to be fairly and | 


justly treated in the reductions made. Of course all Democrats 
agree, as I do, to the time-honored principle of our party, that 


all tariff taxes should be levied for revenue only, and not for 


protec tion. 


Speaking for myself, I may say that I believe that this Gov- | , 
| free trade Canada could not produce wheat, pay the fr 
|}our markets, and sell in competition with our farmers 


ernment has no right, and ought not to be permitted under the 
Constitution, to use the taxing power for any other purpose than 
thet of raising revenue to pay the necessary expenses of the 
Government, and I dare say the framers of the organic law 
never jutended that it should be used for any other purpose. 


this position is and has long been a cardinal doctrine of the | 


Democratie faith. Still, we know that a tax levied, even for 
revenue only, when placed upon articles from foreign countries 
that are imported, 
articles produced here necessarily carries some incidental 
tection, aud, naturally, every section desires, in the readjust- 
ment of rates of duty, to get its fair share of the incidental 
benefits that must follow the imposition of taxes upon competi- 
tive articles from abroad. This bill, 1 believe, to be, as a whole, 
and fair and one that will do but little, if any, 
injustice to any section of the country, but one that will be 
of great benefit to the country at large, and especially to the 
toiling millions, whose only investment is the 
hands and who must buy all of their food and clothing. 
This bill is not as I would have written it, and doubtless no 
manu in this House would have written it exactly as it is. The 
1 


able ch 


' 
re asonnble 


S 
s 


woop, has frankly stated that it is not as he would have written 
it, but I think that we who are Democrats recognize that in pre 
pairing the bill the committee has made an honest effort to carry 
out the principle for which our party stands, and an honest 
endeavor to fulfill our premises to the people. 


The Democratic Party has always favored lower taxes upon j 


the 


necessaries of life that 


the luxuries of life to be borne by the wealthy, who are better 
able to bear them. That principle has been followed in tbis 
bill and I believe will be approved by the country. 

| understand that there has been some alarm felt 
pressed because of reductions of tariff duties upon some farm 


products which are largely produced in Missouri and in the | 


district that I represent, and I desire to speak briefly of seme 
of the provisions of the bill, especially from the yiewpoint of my 
constituents. 

‘The people of that district are as intelligent, industrious, and 
patriotic as any to be found in this Republic, and as their Rep- 
reseiitative I shall try to now and at all times look at proposed 
legislation from their standpoint, as well as to consider the gen- 
eral good of the whole country. 

Lumber, corn, meat, hogs, and potatoes are by this bill placed 
upon the free list, but I am convinced that no country can pro- 
duce any of these, pay the freight, and sell them in any market 
in which we sell in competition with us. We export more of 
these commodities than we import, and so long as we are large 
exporters of these products the home producer need have little 
fear of injurious competition from abroad. 

The lumber interests in my district are fast disappearing, as 
our forests have been mostly denuded and timber is rapidly dis- 
appearing; but even if this bill should cheapen the price the 
home builder, the home owner, and the farmers who must buy 


luiber and building materials far outnumber those who manu- 
facture and sell, 


White | 


and that come into competition with similar | 
pro- | 


labor of their | 


irman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. UNper- | 


are required for the comfort, the | 


welfare, and the pleasure of the inmates of our American homes, | 
and have contended that the highest taxes should be placed upon | 


and ex- | 
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Corn and hogs are not imported into this country now a, 
j can not be profitably imported and sold here in competition yy 
| the home producers. No protection upon them is necessary. . 
even if a tariff should be imposed it would be without effec. 

Potatoes are not grown to any great extent in my district : 
about 100,000 bushels are produced annually, which js 
enough to supply the demand for home consumption. Thy 
| will probably not be materially affected in Missouri; bu 
if reduced, it will be to my constituents as a whole not 
jury but a benefit. 

Meat is placed upon the free list, but the farmers and 


all 


| raisers of my district do not sell meat but do sell the live g;, 
| The price of meat in recent years has been relatively t 


|} as compared with the price of cattle and hogs by reason of 
packers in the United States being in a combination and 
prices fixed and controlled by the Beef Trust. It is hoped , 
believed that by placing meat upon the free list that it wi 
some relief to the people of the country, who have bee 
pelled to pay exorbitant prices in the past, without any r 
| ence to the price paid to the stock raiser for his cattle and 
out any benefit resulting to him. 

A tax of 10 per cent ad valorem is placed upon cattle, wh; 
will be a fair protection to the stock raisers of my distric 
the entire country against competition from Canada, Mex 
any of the other foreign countries. 

When the reciprocity bill was considered two yea 
made a speech in which I gave as my opinion that eve 


| lieved this statement to be true at that time, and I b 
| to be true to-day. But this bill does not place wheat upo: 
free list, but imposes a duty of 10 cents per bushel 
importations, and certainly no well-informed man wil! « 
that with a tax of 10 cents per bushel upon wheat that the { 
| ers of Canada or of any other nation on earth can pay t! 
| for the privilege of bringing their wheat into this country 
pay freight charges in addition, and compete with the 
producers in any section of this country, and especially 
interior State like Missouri, so far from the Canadian 
The tax of 10 cents per bushel carried in this bill is 
much protection to the farmers of Missouri as the present 
of 25 cents per bushel would be. 

There is no industry in the district that I represent (hat 
'in my opinion, be perceptibly affected by the enactment 
' bill, but even if, as a result of its enactment, a slight 1 
‘ should follow in the prices of some of our products 
lumber, corn, wheat, cattle, meat, and potatoes—the 
there are many more people, even in that district, who | 
consume lumber, bread, meat, and potatoes than there 
produce them, and the producers of these products wi 
lament the fact if the toiling masses should get sonie | 
against the present high cost of living. But even if there s 
prove to be some reduction in the price of some of the p 
mentioned, there will be a corresponding benefit to 
ducers of these commodities in the reduced price of th 
‘ they must buy that will more than offset any loss su 

This bill places upon the free list and will, we belie 
the price of all farm implements, salt, sugar, boots, sli 
clothing that the farmers buy, which I believe will m 
compensate them for any reduction in the prices of 
modities that they produce. 

The income-tax feature of this bill is one that has bi 
cated by the Democratic Party for many years, is ap)! 
| the country, and is generally conceded to be equitable : 
We are sometimes told that no punishment should be 
} upon a man for his thrift. This law is not proposed 
punishment, but for the purpose of equitably distribull 
burdens of taxation. 

I have a profound admiration for a man who by his ind 
his intelligence, and his management honestly accu 
great wealth, but I have a genuine sympathy for tlic 
unfortunate man, who is often as honest and industrious 
prosperous brother, but who, without his fault, by mis! 
ment or otherwise, has utterly failed in a financial w 
who is not only poor and homeless but compelled to toil ! 
daily bread. 

Paying taxes is not a delightful exercise at best, and no ! 
really enjoys that performance. Some writer of dogger 
has said: 

No one gets all he wants, 
And none gets what he axes; 
3ut if he did he’d want the earth 
And then grow! about the taxes. 

I once heard a very important lawsuit argued in the supree 
court of my State. The purpose of the suit was to break the will 
ofa testator upon the ground of his mental incapacity to » 
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evidence to sustain this contention it was shown that 
his lifetime used every art known in his day to dodge the 
ad of taxes. Such a judicial finding as that would reflect 
iy upon the sanity of many of our wealthy men and 

i captains of finance of this age of the world. 
sarea 
rhe theory of paying taxes is that we pay for the pro- 
, to life and property furnished and guaranteed by the 
Cherefore the more property we have to protect the moi 
ofit we get from the law and the more taxes we should pay. 
s principle is recognized and followed in school districts, 
‘counties, and States. In all of these smaller subdivisions 
cernment we pay taxes in proportion to the assessed value 
ir property; but under the present system no man pays 
upon his wealth, his lands, his bonds, or his ineome for 


ynonort of the Government, but all taxes for that purpose | 


been paid by the consumers of the country when they pur- 
taxed articles. We have paid taxes, not upon what 

ad. not according to the benefits received, not 
{ ur 


tha 
Lut 


the amount and value of the taxed goods they elected to 
huv, and the poor have paid taxes according to the value of the 
aries of life they were compelled to buy. Hence it may 
logically asserted that the poor man with a large family 


paid more taxes to support the Government than the 
thy man with a small family. . 
the Democratic Party has long contended that the present 
em of taxation, standing alone, is neither equitable nor just, 


i has advocated the enactment of an income-tax law. Sucha 
; passed by Congress during Cleveland’s administration, 
; declared by the Supreme Court to be unconstitutional. 
Since that time a constitutional amendment has been submitted 
by Congress and ratified by three-fourths of the States authoriz- 
¢ the enactment of such a law, and now at the first 
tunity offered this Democratic Congress proposes to enact this 
I to carry out the policy that the Democratic Party has | 
favored and advocated. 

The proposed law exempts $4.000 to every individual or 
family and provides for a tax of 1 per cent upon all incomes 
n excess of $4,000 per annum up to $20,000, with an increasing 

te of tax upon incomes up to $100,000 per annum, and upon 

omes in excess of that amount the rate is to be 4 per cent. 
his tax is, to my mind, the fairest tax ever levied against 


ads 


oppor: 


ne 
o 


I rt 


Government upon the wealth of the country that is best able 
to pay it and who enjoy the greatest benefits under it. 


will be realized annually, which will to that extent lessen the 
taxes now being paid upon other commodities and has made it 
possible for this Congress in this 
upon the necessaries of life that 
and. 
rhis is a good bill and one that I believe to be for the benefit 
‘ the whole country and especially for the toiling masses. It 
is a Democratic bill prepared by Democratic hands proposing 
t arry out Democratic policies and attempting in good faith 
to fulfill our promises to our Democratic constituencies. It 
uld and will be promptly passed by this Democratic House. 
{Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Chairman, at the outset 
‘ratulate the Ways and Means Committee and the Demo- 
cratic Party that we have before us a measure which lifts 
some of the burdens off of the shoulders of the masses and lets 
the wealth of the Nation carry a part of its legitimate load 
! which lifts the tax from the breakfast and dinner table 
f the unfortunate poor and places it upon the plethoric income 
f the more fortunate rich. 
And right here I want to emphasize what is a fact. 


are now used in every 


home of 


I wish to 


I am in 


‘avor of this bill not because I am bound by any caucus but 
for the reason that in the main it represents the sentiment of 
the people of my State and of my district. 


My people are de- 
pendent upon the products of the soil. Moderate competencies 
are with them the rule, while swollen fortunes are practically 
unknown, and they have never been here knocking upon the 
(loors of Congress asking for special favors. For years they 
have been carrying an unjust portion of the burden of taxation 
in that everything they had to buy was purchased in a restricted 
market and at enhanced prices, while everything they had to 
Sell was regulated by the prices in the world’s market, and I 
am here to use my vote and my voice to the end that this burden 
Shall now be more equitably distributed. 

Last year I went before my people and advocated free sugar; 
also announced my full approval of the terms of the Farmers’ 
Free-List Bill passed by the lower House of the Sixty-second 
Congress, I explained why I was for free meats, free sugar, 
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burden that must be borne by the public in some 


| unjust tribute was being exacted. 


| beet sugar had been shipped as far e 
according | 
ability to pay, but the wealthy have paid taxes accord- | 


tal man, as it places a small part of the expenses of the | 


Tnaer | : : ; ; 
: Pe - mr : Under | a banking and brokerage firm of classic Boston 
this law it is estimated that $70,000,000 per annum in revenue | 


| pointed out 
bill to reduce the tariff taxes | 


| be well to not 








| free farming implements, lumber, and other products. My | 
} tic n was indorsed, and therefore I feel that when my voi 
| raised in favor of this bill I am but voicing the sentiment 
my people. 

My State raises sugar bee and we also have a beet 
factory. But when I learned that sugar was s! ed fi 
fornia and Colorado points, the freig) rate ab ed by t 
manufacturer and the } luct s lL in the ¢ i ! 

>| price lower than that charged the consumer at tl 
the sugar was manufactured, it was clear to my mind t 


Furthermore, when 


mony was given that the Union Sugar Co. of Califon 
year paid 100 per cent profit and that on January 6 ¢ 
beet sugar sold in New York for 4.60 and in Denver for 5 
could not belp but feel that the Denver consumer was not 
ting a fair deal. 

After evidence had been brought out te show that Colorado 


st as Pittsbureh, 





to the amount of } cents per hundred paid upon it, nel eh 
was sold cheaper than it wa d to the Colorado consume 
Mr. F. B. Case, of California, a beet-sugar manufacturer, « 
plained this process, and his explanation is of such intere 
i quote it. You will find it on page 2431 of the aril? Hi 
ings. Mr. Case said: 

Our surplu must find its market 1 some ¢¢ umi 
m ty. We heret hip tl su r which is not con “dat bh 
to the Miss i River, the Missi pi River, ¢ Ago, i as f t 
as Cincinnati and Pittsburgh Tk hip our sugar th I dist 
quires payment of an excessive fi rate Were we ‘ 
receive more for our sugars at home than we receive in Cincinnati and 
Pitt irgh we would go out of business entirely. 


A more indefensible prom 


sition than this was never advanced. 
The admission 


that the home consumer, adjacent to the factory, 


has ho advantice in tue 


facility with which the product is de- 
livered to him and has to pay more than has the con 
2,000 miles away is a frank confession of pernicious looti: 


which I believe will be made impossible by this new tariff law. 

No one for one moment believes that 
sugur is sold in the Kast at a 
lows that there is 


the differen 


Colorado or Californian 
Therefore it Inevitably fo 
a margin of profit in the freight paid and in 
e in price at which the product is sold at home and 
in the East which would provide ample margin for reduction 
selling price to meet new tarift affecting the 
price paid the farmer for his Swollen profits would 
diminished, but no honest industry would be injured. 

A few months ago there came to my desk a cireular issued by 
in which a plea 
was made for a revision of the tariff. It was 
that wonderful prosperity had followed in the wake 
of the protective ‘policy, and while here and there mig! 
rates which needed a slight nevertheless it would 
make any radical reductions—it would be bett: 
to “let well enough alone.” 

Naturally I was interested in learning who were the parties 
who did not want to be disturbed, and in turning over the pages 
of the literature sent to me I find that the brokerage firm 
listed a number of stocks for sale, and the statisties which [ pre 
pose to give are those quoted by this firm of bankers and broke 

First, let us take the Jraper Co., ef He pedatle, Mas mann 
facturers of coiton machinery. And in passing I wonld like to 
eall the attention of our Massachusetts friend, who so much 
dreads the effect of the new tariff rates, to the fact that even 
in these prosperous times of Payne-Aldrichism ther 
labor troubles at the Draper plant at Hopedale, 
were in Lawrence but a short time ago. 


loss. 


conditions without 


beets. 


‘safe and sane” 


adjusiment, 


has 


‘e are set 


just as ft 


And speaking of the situation at Hopednle, I want to eall 
your attention to the following item from the Washineton 


Herald of this morning, which would go to 
ator who seeks a part of the benefit 
eeives bullets as his dole: 


show that the oper- 
of Payne-Aldrichism re- 


STRIKER KILLED IN FIGHT WITH POL! 


HorrpaLe, Mass., April 25, 19! 

Emilo Dacchiocchia, strike picket, was shot and killed to-da 

a battle between the police and the Industrial Workers of 

strikers, a half mile from the Draper mills. The strikers e¢ 

Dacchiocchia was shot by a policeman. The police 
the shooting. 


y ad : 
the W ! 
aimed that 
refused to ad 


' 


The operatives fail to see how any of the blessings of high 
protection find their way into their dinner buckets 

The Draper Co.— 

Says the circular— 
has had a remarkable record. Its distribution during the past 12 
years—not including a stock dividend of 50 per cent in 1902—has 
ranged from 8 to 30 per cent. In the 12 years from 1901 to 1912, in- 
elusive, the company has paid a total of 184 per cent per share, or 


the equivalent of 15.33 per cent per annum, not including the 50 per 
cent stock dividend. 
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No wonder they want “safe and sane” revision which wilt | I have known what it is to farm, and speaking as the 


not disturb their opportunity to make unjust earnings. 

Next we have the Queensbury Mills, of Worcester, Mass., 
manufacturing mohairs, alpaca luster yarn, mohair serges, and 
alpaca linings. ‘The company has only been in business for 13 
years 
$100 


have actual 


rally 


The Greenwood Mills, which was taken over by the Queensbury in 
1907, has. since its merger, averaged an annual income of 12 per cent 
on its capitalization. During this same period the average annual net 
earnings of the old Queensbury Mills alone have exceeded by several 
times the dividend requirements of preferred stock of the new 
corporation 


an value of $343, and—we again quote 


lid 
bli 


the 


Then we have the 


but, the brokers inform us, the shares of par value of | grudge to no one the benefits gained by thrift and indust; 


| Want is performance and not promise. 


sentative of an agricultural district I say to you that w!} 
We have seen imy 


| fortunes built up for the few, but we have also seen the ; 


toiling in order to secure even a bare living, and while ww. 
do protest against a system which concentrates these ly 
instead of distributing them. 

Again, on that side I have heard occasional reference y 
the “ bread lines” and the “soup houses,” which are pred 


| by you to result as a consequence of the passage of this 


| lation. 
| have I seen the “ 


Sates Manufacturing Co., of Lewiston, Me. | Was on the 19th day of January, 1912, 


It is capitalized at $1,200,000 and has a surplus of $2,514,831. | 


Annual dividend rate, 10 per cent with occasional extras. Last 
year its net earnings were 33 per cent of the outstanding stock, 
and the average dividend for the last eight years was 18.37 per 
cent. They manufacture quilts, ginghams, damask tablecloths, 
seersuckers, and dress goods. 

The Farr Alpaca Co., of Holyoke, Mass., has paid 24 per cent 
per annum during the last three years. In 1909 it paid 40 per 
cent in cash and 100 per cent in stock. 


And while we have all been bombarded in the past few months | 


by the makers of hats, who implored us to keep on a heavy 
duty for protection needed, we find that the John B. Stetson Co. 
is doing quite well. Here is the dividend record: 1902, 17 per 
cent; 1903, 20 per cent; 1904, 20 per cent; 1905, 25 per cent; 
1906, 25 per cent; 1907, 25 per cent; 1908, 50 per cent; 1909, 25 
per cent; 1910, 50 per cent; 1911, 25 per cent; 1912, 50 per cent. 
An average of 30.2 per cent for the last 11 years, or for every 
dollar originally invested the plant has paid back $3.32 
past 11 years. 

As to the Dartmouth Manufacturing Co., of New 
Mass., the brokers inform us that “the dividends for the past 
three years have been 16 per cent per annum. In 1909 the com- 
pany paid 18 per cent, together with a stock dividend of 100 
per cent, and in the two preceding years the distribution has 
been 66 per cent for each year.” This company makes fine 
cotton goods. 

‘The Berkshire Cotton Manufacturing Co. averaged 20 per cent 
per aunum during the past three years. 

The Singer Manufacturing Co., handling over 80 per cent of 
the world’s output of sewing machines, is to be affected by the 
new tariff legislation, but it probably will survive the shock, 
us we find that it has declared two stock dividends since 1900, 
one of 200 per cent and one of 100 per cent, and the cash divi- 
dends range from 7 to 40 per cent. 

it is no wonder that these beneficiaries of an unjust system 
desire to be left alone. 

I remember in one of my reading books in school in the old 
days that there was a poem in regard to a vindictive beggar 
who sat at the roadside and threw a stick or a stone at each 
passer-by who did not contribute to his earnings. When remon- 
strated with he assumed an air of injured innocence and asserted 
that “all he asked was to be left alone.’ So it seems to be 
with these beneficiaries of special privilege. They have swatted 
us right and left for lo, these many years, and now, when it 
happens that we are in a position to demand fair play, they 
assure us that “they are quite content, and all they ask is to 
be left alone.” 

And now I want to say a few words to our friends on the 
other side. If you were one-half as solicitous of the farmer 
when in power as you are when out of it, we would have been 
much better off. For 44 years you had the power, and during 
that time what has been done for the farmers whose votes you 
are seeking now? You have seen where the farmers produced 
crops which cost the consumers $13,000,000,000, and yet the 
farmers received but $6,000,000,000 of that amount. It was not 
until the last session of Congress that any effective action was 
taken to remedy this condition, and with the coming of the new 
division of marketing we can see a ray of hope. 

Again, you have seen the farmer paying 7, 8, and even 10 per 
cent for the money needed to develop his little property while 
his French competitor paid but 4.3 per cent and the other Con- 
tinental farmers faring equally well, and what have you done 
about it? It remained for us to reach this day before a start 
was made to the end that we can establish a system of agri- 
cultural credits and secure needed relief. Under a fake system 
of benefits accruing from protection you have occasionally taken 
a few sheets of paper from off of the burden carried by the 
agricultural interests, and at the same time you have dumped 
into the farmers’ lond a few leaden weights in the form of 


swollen profits to accrue to the manufacturers on the things 
that the farmers had to buy. 


in the | 


sedford, | 





|} must 


Let me tell you, gentlemen, that but once in kK 
soup house” and the “ bread line,” a1 
when a Democratic 1 
of the Republican capital city had to dig down in his j: 
pay for food to relieve the hunger of the poor unfortunate: 
had failed to find a full dinner pail under the Payne-A\\); 
tariff. 

In conclusion I wish to state that I am for this bill bx 
I believe it carries out our platform pledges—it is an wig 
tioned revision downward. 

I am for it because it will ultimately lead to lower pr 
the consumer and cheapen the cost of living. 

I am. for it because it will impel our manufacturers t 
come more efficient and progressive, and will thus open up ¢ 
the markets of the world. 

And I am for it because it is a real step toward fair t: 
and with it in operation the doors of opportunity will be t! 
open to the many while special privilege is curtailed of ; 
and is compelled to carry a due share of the national } 
which it has so long avoided. [Loud applause on the I» 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gent| 
from Arkansas [Mr. Goopwin], 

Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in the co: 
ing chapter of the ninth or last volume of Dr. Ridpath’s gre 
History of the World the author, after reviewing the strug 
and achievements of men and the rise and fall of nations, y 
the poise and justice of the historian, lays at the doorway) 
the human race a most terrible indictment, as touching the ¢ 
and the avarice of man. Says Dr. Ridpath: 

The first and most general truth in history is that men ough! 
free. If happiness is the end of the human race, then freedo: 
condition. And this freedom is not to be a kind of half « 
thralldom and tyranny, but ample and absolute. The emanci 
order to be emancipation at all must be complete. To the hist 
ever appear strange that men have been so distrustful 
central principle in the philosophy of human history. It is a: 
ishing fact that the major part of the energies of mankind | 
expended in precisely the opposite way—in the enslavemer 
than the liberation of the race. Every generation has sat like a 
image of Buddha on the breast of its own aspirations, and 
have struggled to break their own and the fetters of their fel 
have been regarded and treated as the common enemies of human | 
and happiness. On the contrary, they have been saviors at 
factors of whom the world has not been worthy. The great: 
with which the human intellect has ever been beguiled is 
present—-whatever age may be called the present—has conceded t 
all the freedom which they are fit to enjoy. On the conti 
bas done so. Every age has been a Czar, and every | 
threatened with Siberia. 

Thus we see that the progress, the evolution, and the | 
liberation of the human race from the bondage and the e1 
ment of those in authority have been accomplished not |) 
will but over the protest of those who would keep their ! 
in servitude. 

Typical of this repression of the ambitions and of the 
tions of men has been the smothering of the people in 
effort to lift themselves from the slough of ignorance t 
table-lands of education and enlightenment, but no mor 
than the system of heavy taxation that ever stifles and ¢! 
them in their upward strivings. 

It will be impossible, Mr. Chairman, within the shor 
allotted to me in this discussion to more than hurriedly 1 
the history of American tariff enactments, or to even di 
in detail the various schedules of the pending bill. The 
I content myself with reviewing merely isolated contentic 
tariff barons in exacting from the masses of the people | 
heavy toll imposed upon them and the dire consequenses | 
follow such exactions upon the individuals who pay the 
as well as arresting the development of a nation’s greatness 

In all probability it is well within the memory of the youn: 
est Member upon this floor when the Republican Party cla! 
first that the tariff was not a tax, but when driven to the wi 
upon this absurd contention they finally admitted that wi''c 
it was a tax, yet as an excuse for its imposition they si'+ 
‘hat the foreigner and not the American paid the tax. 

Now, let us analyze the first contention, absurd even as tliat 
is. If the tariff is not a tax, it can neither benefit the man: 
facturer nor hurt the consumer. Therefore, if no one is affecte 1 
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the tax, why impose it? 
f is not a tax? 
3? Why keep a lobby constantly in Washington at great 
se if the tariff is not a tax and no one is to profit thereby? 
the high protectionists finally admitting that the tariff 
is a tix, 
tification for its existence, let us analyze in the second place 
fhat absurdity. 
Sprely, if a tax and the foreigner pays it, this should not 
; the American consumer, as the foreigner is not only benev- 
+. but becomes a philanthropist and lifts the tax from the 
{merican consumer and pays it, that the American manufac 
turer may thrive and prosper. 
rhe late James G. Blaine, as I now recal!, was one of the 
t high priests of protection to admit that the American con- 
paid the tax. Upon his return to the United States 
Florence, Italy, where he had been sojourning for sev- 


lil 
< ner 


eral months in quest of health, he entered vigorously into the 
presidential campaign of 1888 in behalf of Mr. Harrison, and 
eave utterance to this strange and paradoxical statement: 
That while the tariff was a tax and the American and not the 


er paid it, yet the tax was so deftly collected that the 


American consumer did not feel it; thus giving evidence that 
e Republican Party was not only the greatest aggregation of 
confidence men in the country, but by a system of shoplifting 


i legerdemain had become the most successful freebooters 
and kleptomaniacs that ever infested a civilized community. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.| Now, ordinarily, we might 
not advert and give time to such an absurd and staggering 

tement as this, were it not for the fact that Mr. Blaine 

that time and for years had been the most stupendous figure 
| the popular idol of his party. But let us analyze even this 
statement, and see if it will bear the light of reason. 

\ tax paid by the American, and yet so deftly collected that 
the American could not feel it when paid. How strange! How 

terly strange! 

Suppose that Mr. Blaine, upon leaving his hotel in Italy, had 
s person $500 in money, which amount was only sufficient 
to liquidate his hotel bill and to buy his passage upon the boat 
to his American home, and yet before the payment of his hotel 

and the purchase of his ticket, some pickpocket chanced 
ong and lifted the purse of the Plumed Knight so deftly that 


On iii 


this great Republican did not feel it at the time; but I venture | 


to assert that when the time came to pay his bill and to buy 
his ticket he would have been short of the wherewithal to meet 
his obligation, whether the pickpocket was either deft or crude 
in filching from him the coin of the realm, 


dil 


But another great Republican statesman later gave utterance | 
Mr. McKenna, a | 


to a similar and no less anomalous statement. 
Republican Representative from California, and now a Justice 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, at the first session 
; Fifty-first Congress, and at page 4992 of the Recorp, 
While discussing the Mclinley bill, used this language: 
important thing is not that the tariff is a burden on the individ- 


of the 


And, consistent with all high protectionists, the tariff 


never been a burden to the individual nor to the poor. 
linuing, Mr. McKenna says: 

It is 
does not feel it, or if so, he feels it as the horse feels his rider, not 
burdened by him, but encouraged by him and animated to swifter flight 


1 to victory in the race. 


This 


has 
Con- 


does 


great statesman and jurist, whom we all honor for his 


much learning, says that the important thing about the tariff is | 


not that it is a burden upon the unfortunate man who has tbe 
tax to pay, and affirms that it is not a burden on him not 
because he says it is indirect in its collection, but because the 
Government employs its subtle hands as a kleptomaniac and 
takes the money not openly and fairly and squarely by present- 
ing a bill of particulars, nor collects it even as decently as the 
highwayman who lies in ambush in the dark of the night, sand- 
bags the wayfarer, and robs him of his purse. 

the Democratic arty maintains, sir, that no duties levied 
upon linportations are warranted by the Constitution, except 
for the purpose of carrying on the functions of government 


economically administered. Mr. Cooley, in his Constitutional 
Limitations, says: 


A tax on imports, the purpose of which is not to raise revenue, but to 
particular import for the bene- 
manufacture, may well be questioned as be'ng merely 


discourage and indirectly prohibit some 
fit of some home 


colorable, and therefore not warranted by constitutional principles. 


But once the thin edge of the wedge of high protectionism 
a entered into the body of taxation, it has been constantly 
Griven to its very head by those who sought and who have 


having 


become its beneficiaries, 


Why legislate tariff acts if the | 
Why encumber the books with tariff enact- | 


and asserting that the foreigner pays the tax as 1 | 


The heavy expenses growing out of the Civil War made 

necessary 

| For the establishment of heavy internal-revenue tax n, and alon 
with it the imposition of correspondingly heavy customs duties, | 
marily designed to place domestic producet pon basis of equa 

| with foreign producers, who would otherwi have had t dy 
owing to the burden of domestic taxation der which t Ol | 
ducers were laboring 

Says the report on the present bill. 

So this was the excuse, and jostifiably so under the peculiar 
circuinstances, for the imposition of tariff duties But the 
Civil War closed nearly a half century ago and the burdens 
of taxation have been increasing with the years, while A) \ 
energy and American opportunity which, would oth } 

| conquer the world commercially, have been stifled and rr 


| Wallace, 657). 
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pressed with the resultant that the consumers have paid exorbi 


tant prices for manufactured articles and American employme 
has been limited and restricted. Surely it is now high time 
that the war taxes of 50 years ago should be lopped off and 
that the handcuffs that bind American prowess should b 
broken. 
The land was doubly taxed we thought 
To carry on the war; 
Now war to a period has been brought, 
Still more the taxes at 
Strange conduct this, all must all 
Hush! Let your murmurs cease, 
We pay the double taxes now 
To carry on the peace 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Perhaps the tyranny of unnecessary taxation has never been 
more concretely expressed than in the opinion delivered by 
Chief Justice Marshall in the case of McCulloch against State 


of Maryland (Wheaton’s Reports LV, p. 327), when he said: 


An unlimited power to tax involves neces irily a power to destroy) 
because there is a limit beyond which no institution and no propert 
can bear taxation. 


And again this maxim of the law is made as tersely, perhay 
by Justice Miller (U. S. Sup. Ct. in Loan Assn 2 
This distinguished jurist says: 
of the Government 


bestow it upon favore 


To lay with one hand the power 
of the citizen and with the other t 





| to aid private enterprises and build up private fortunes 

a robbery because it is done under the forms of law an 

tion. This is not legislation; it is a decree under leg 
So we have, Mr. Chairman, these two startling indictments 


| made by the Supreme Court of the United States and laid at the 
very doorway of the Republican Party, and yet in the face of 










| this indictment and with the protests that have been raised by 
an impatient and groaning tax-burdened people the Republican 
Party would continue to raise all taxes, perpetuating under the 
guise of law a system of robbery by exploiting the people's 
substance. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
} In vain we call old notions fudge 
| And bend our conscience to our dk 
} The Ten Commandments will not bud 
And stealing will continue stealin 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Perhaps there has never been a greater protectionist than the 
late Charles Henry Carey. who upon one occasion said that | 


| verily wished that the ocean were a flame of fire, in order, I 





not a burden on him, not because it is indirect, but because he | 
















| suppose, that the ships which sail from this land to that, and 
which act os it were like the “shuttles of the loom, weavi 

| the web of concord among the nations,” might be consumed 

|} upon a sea of conflagration. And yet we have in this House to 

| day not a few Members who in a measure indorse the 

| ments of Mr. Carey. The venerable gentleman from Michiga 
{Mr. Forpney], during the tariff debate two years ago, said 


from his place upon this floor that the tariff could neve 
high for him. 

The present system is not only art haie and obsolete, if we are 
to set our faces toward the rising and not toward the s 
sun, but is out of harmony with all true progress of the day 

One of the greatest fights that was ever witnessed in 
British Parliament was the struggle to overcome and repeal the 
corn laws, which were made especially for British aristoc: 
landlords, and with the repeal of the corn laws English tari 
restrictions were generally modified and England at once leaped 
forward, and by a system of freer trade relations 
world commercially. 


r get 


Loo 


ect 


the 


conquered the 


The recent efforts of the Chamberlains, the Bonar Laws, and 
the Arthur Balfours, backed by the wealth and the at racy 
of England, for the past 10 years have failed to turn back the 
hands of the clock of progress. The recent contest in behaif of 
tariff reform in England—tariff reform there meaning the op 





posite of what it does here and a return to higher tariff pro 
tection instead of reduction of tariff duties unavail 
ing, though led by some of the most resourceful and «astute 
statesmen of the British Parliament. England has perhaps 





has been 











agzitated her trade relations, 
ally about her safety from sanguinary and 
: attacks of her neighbor across the North Sea, as she is 
The tariff on imports with preferential duties to her 
dominions bas been the watchword and slogan of the 
Party for quite a dozen years. 
nd has 1 in linking her daughter lai 
vith hoops of steel, and with all the clamor and the 
rt of thé Unionist Party for a still closer 
of preferential and discriminating tariff 
country and her ands the 
their great principle that 
ible mistress of the 
into every 


concerning 
' 


‘ . se) 
nm so much 


ecially concerned 


coeds xis to her as 
ations on the p 
unent in the way 
duties between the m« 


c] 
ther over-sen 
one 
invin 

‘ce triumphant 
mi : th white with Brit 
Mr. Ch 


Eng } ‘ople will no reake 


and ich ea ilc 
ind ISM Salis, 


the nets 


* must not mtent with 
but we must break 3; apd manumit Ameri- 
commerce, and with kill, Ameri ingenuity, 
und American activity conquer the world commercially. 
We are living in a strange and There is 
ce for the laggard, and there must be no place for the 
favorite who is clothed and hothoused by American 
The world to-day thinks and speaks in continents 
ections or segme There are to-day S great 
than 20 great surviving tongues of the many 
murmur their babble here and there. 
of e and of trade are so acute, 
‘ircumventing the earth by electrical wires, 
llest incideut affecting a single community may be 

into transcendent importance in the remotest part 

We can not afford to let slip the opportunity to 
vanguard of the great struggle that lies in the imme- 
beyond. Blessed by a country remote from the an- 
and jealousies of European lands, already burdened 
nd endurance with military and naval armaments, over- 
crowded populations, restricted opportunities, narrowed 
states—isolated as we are, I say. with no neighboring jeal- 
us, we should 


ousies or bickerings to eonfront embarrass 
supremacy upon the completion of the 


De ¢ mar 
the shackle 
ean Am rican an 


isual time. 


in an ul 
red 


S ifs, put 


, 
arteries commer 


} 
Liha 


iis 
Dey 


and 


ang 
stand first in commercial 
first half of the twentieth century. 

Our great neighbor to our north, a field promising with the 
outlook of opportunity, is anxious to receive the products of our 
factories in the making of the Canadian Government pregnant 
with the possibilities of the years to come, while the Central 
and South American States, an empire infinitely larger than 
our own, yet await the magic touch of America’s hand to open 
the door of hope and progress there. The great Panama Canal, 
the product of American money and American genius, at a cost 
to us of nearly $500,000,000, is yet to prove a short cut and a 
gateway not only to the continent lying south of us, with 
illimitable opportunities, but affording us a quicker route to the 
Orient to the industrial and commercial development of 
and China. 
ctive dutie 


ana 
both Japan 

Our prot are many times higher than they were 
a century ago, while this country was yet an infant and in its 
swaddling clothes, for we have exeluded imports, restricted com- 
petition, lessened efliciency, dulled our wits, and have produced 
monopolies, combinations, and trusts. If high protectionism is 
a panacea for our ills, its beneficence should be generally dif- 
fused and widespread; otherwise it can not justifiably have any 
place in our econoniic life. 

Any great American system should stand for the virtues and 
not for the vices; for the extension of the horizon and not for 
the cireumscribing of our visions; for the uplift and not the 
depression of the people, giving equality to all men alike and 
special privilege to no men; for the breaking of the shackles 
that bind the feet of progress; in short, that man himself, free, 
unbampered, with his face to the rising and not to the setting 
sun, nay have as his conquest the wages of his energy and the 
fruit of his legitimate skill. This must have been the vision of 
the early patriots of this Republic in their dreams and concepts 
of a nation’s greatness. 

But has the present system produced such opportunity or 
given equality to all alike? Do not our industrial centers bear 
evidence of the pauperized myriads of human beings wrecked 
in health, depleted in stature, hopes blasted, ambitions thwarted, 
and over whose heads hang the lowering clouds instead of the 
sunlight of opportunity and equality? And what is the result- 
ant? For every Dives, wrapped in luxury, living in his palace 
of marbie and of gold, there lies at the rich man’s gate a Laza- 
rus, aye, hundreds of parpers who have been denied the crumbs 
that fall from the protectionist’s table. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. } 

Nothing | our richness of natural resources bas prevented 
delayed even worse eonditions. It is not protected largess 
which the people want; they want only justice—simply free and 


ft 
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or 
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exact justice. The American laborer, both man and woma 
been used up by the highly protected “mill.” They an 
offspring have gone in the dividends, while their wrecked | 
have been thrown as so much refuse upon the culin pp 
junk heap of American industry. 

We have allowed our factories, after using up a gener 
Americans, to swallow up the incoming immigrant “ac 
were the soulless raw material of manufacture,” while o 
sides and valleys are untilled and the price of food prod 
empties the market basket. 

Our industrial system is out of joint; the premium on f 
work must be taken off; the proper economie relation }, 
manufacturing and other lines must be restored. We m 
rage agriculture, let efficiency have a chance, break 


iti 


| controlled relations of our systems of transportation with 


manufacturing interests, and maintain the “ open door 


| dustrial success. 


Surely, Mr. Chairman, any great system of right should 
the test when the straightedge of justice is applied t 
Somebody must suffer as a result of high discriminatin 
That the manufacturer prospers by it will not be denied 
the general public has its coffers depleted may not succe 
be gainsaid. But the excuse has been that the wacze e 
that the factory hand, if you please, has become the bene‘ 
of high protectionism and that he as well as the manufa: 
must not enter into competition with the foreiga manufa 
or with the foreign laboring wan. The highest schedule 
Payne-Aldrich bill is the woolen schelule, known as Sched: 
of an average protection of 97 per cent upon the various 
of woolen manufactures. 

Who shares this profit? How much is given to the 
labors for the woolen mills? The investigation held by a 
cial committee of the last Congress reflects this fact: ‘J 
Lawrence, Mass., one of the great woolen centers of thi: 
try, where a jargon of 17 languages is heard, the average \ 
is $7.50 per week, in this age of the high cost of living 
moreover, sir, in this same community seven people and 
were compellled to occupy and sleep in the same little ro: 

Who is receiving the immense profits arising from the t 
duties on woolen manufactures? The wearers of woolen 
certainly pay the freight, and I deny that those who |} 
the mills share a just proportion of the profits. 

What was once a considerable part of our virile citi 
has passed through the “mill”; the result is mianifest 
diminished birth rate, in the spread of tubercuiosis, def 
bodies, child slavery, overcrowded, disease-breeding factory 
ments, and many more of the untoward elements, Mr. Cha 
that should find no place in the growth and life of A 
citizenship. 

The preservation of the race and of our institutions 
heroic treatment in the amelioration of American facto. 
ditions. 

We have, sir, bondholders and masters who have | 
servitude from time to time the sons and daughters of A: 
race. We are reliably informed in a certain Great Book, v 


I commend to gentlemen on that side of the aisie, that fo 


years a great people seeking their liberty wandered in the | 
tian wilderness, but all this while were the slaves of the P! 
ohs, who would not let the people go. 
was one of the most pronounced standpatters in all the bh 
of the world. Plague and devastation too numerous to Inc! 
here were from time to time visited upon this monarc! 
his heart was hard, his neck was stiff, and still he would 
let the people go. 

The Lord, patient and sometimes angry, continued to ac 
pany the visitations of His wrath by physical evidence of 
displeasure, but still Pharaoh would not let the peop! 
And for more than 40 years the American people have 
wandering in the morass of Republican misrule and Repub 
maladministration. Pride of the past blinded the party, 
led it astray, and unholy alliance with special privilege @ 
passed its defeat. 


OF 


This great Egyptian ™ 


Promise after promise had been made that our econoinic | 


would be changed; that the door of hope would be opened ; 
the shackles would be broken and liberty and oppor! 
again given to those who toil and to those who spin, \ 
yoke is always heavy and whose burden is never light. 
this party and those privileged interests that beld the 
mortgage upon the sponsors of that party were likewise 
born, their necks were stiff, and they, too, would not le! 
people go. And I here declare that the grestest stand] 
in the world’s 
Pharaohs and the Republican priests of high protection. 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The facts of yesteryear are not to determine our course 
glories of Democracy in times past will not settle the °c» 


history, in my opinion, have been the Egypt 


\r 
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tions of the present, for as so admirably stated by our great | Schedule K, for instance—did not accord with the views of 


P esident in his official message before the joint session of the | distinguished gentleman [Mr. Payne] whove name is attached 
Congress : to that law. This gentleman is commended in extravagan 
we are to deal with the facts of our own day, with the facts of no terms not only for having supported but for having fathered 
‘» and to make laws which square with those facts. this offspring of the Republican Party. Greater love hath no 
rhe American voter has recorded his clear verdict between ain ia no ae during all the years Schedule has 
tvilege and the people. Democracy is triumphant. Our plain a ee t - oo 0 highwayman be the Woo mute tur 
ioew js to record that verdict in the laws of the land by the Ren eae a ne eae for the good name of the 
' nt passage of t-.is bill. Our President, standing, as it were, Yer 1 - es y, rr held bat x any denial of its pater ty 
‘4 mountain top viewing with impartial and patriotic eye an eeaereee are criticised fol having surrend ed minor dit 
stakes of the past, sounds the clarion note that a change oe - to make certain the passage ol this piece of eut re 
eome if America and her institutions are to keep abreast constructive legislation. If we would only get into a | 


with these stirring times, and with his face resolute to duty he nines ourselves, if every Member would stand out st ai 
ia ys to follow. Shall there be one on the Democratic side | °F everything he wants, we would be doing just wh: 
, will not buckle on his armor, who will not gird about him Republican Party wants us to do and just vy, hat the country does 
‘io sword of truth, challenging the forces of privilege, the not want us to do. | : ms very, 

arts of protectionism, and the fortifications that have suc- | , Our Republican friends, in their efforts to dissatisfy the cour 
eoesfully baffled the patriots of the past? Our duty is clear. try with this bill, take each business separately and dwell upon 
We will take the fort. We will rout the minions of privilege what this bill compels it to give up, but they make no mentir 


d of pelf and with courage undaunted we will not falter, but of what benefits each business receives from the bi . lo st 
will restore this Government to the people, who will preserve its what an class oo up does not state the effect of the bill o 
flag in time of war and whose “ stricken love and confidence we that class unless you state W hat it receives in return. 

, not survive.” [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] Great solicitude for the interests of the An eri an | irme il 

ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman been shown by the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
from Texas [Mr. SUMNERS]. their discussions, and grave apprehensions are expressed as 


he effect of this bill on him. Protect the American farmet 
they insist. Protect him how? How have they sought to ser 
him when they had the power to serve? They put the shad 
of a duty on his products, but left on his back the burden of a 
exorbitant tariff on the things he must buy. They gave him th 
shadow while they took away from him the substance—sul 
stance which he has gathered from the markets of the world 
By his industry and genius he produces more than the Nati 
consumes. Whatever tariff wall you put cround his product 
| he must go over it to seek a market for his surplus, and the 
price at home and the price abroad are fixed in the marke 
the world in open competition with the earth. 


Mr. SUMNERS. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Ways 
Means Committee [Mr. UNDERWooD] and other members of 
committee familiar with every detail of this bill have 
ted to us in their discussion an able and clear analysis | 

ereof. I shall therefore not presume to discuss the bill as 

vhole. In the time which the Democratic leader has assigned | 
to me I purpose to consider some of the objects sought to be 
ined by this legislation which extend far beyond the mere 

» of a reduction in tariff rates and to notice some of 

ihe eviticisms which have been directed against Members of 
ajority, especially the new Members, for having reached 


au agreement to support the bill by a compromise of their} yr, KELLEY of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

differences. Finally I shall consider criticisms directed against Mr. SUMNERS. Yes. 1 . 

those features of the bill which affect the agricultural classes Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. If it is not going to hurt the 
| shall speak of the remarkable solicitude for the laboring | farmer to take the tariff off, how is it going to benefit the « 


shown at this late hour by the Republican Party. The | gymer? 

that I am a new Member and one of the Representatives | Mr. SUMNERS. Does the gentleman mean by taking the 
of the greatest agricultural State in the Nation gives me | tariff off agricultural products? 
warrant, I trust, for occupying for a brief space the time of the | Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. How 
llouse, | without hurting the other? 

\s I understand the responsibility of the Democratic Party | Mr. SUMNERS. We say it will not hurt the farmer for the 

at this hour, it is not merely to reduce the tariff and at the | reason that what the farmer gives up he will get back under 

time produce the needed revenue for the Government. | the benefits of this bill and more besides. 











The people demand, and the highest interests of the Nation re- | Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. It will cheapen his “lity, 

quire, that, as far as is consistent with existing conditions, a | will it not? 

tariff bill be passed which will permit the industrial develop-| Mr. SUMNERS. It will cheapen some of his con Mhitic 
ut of the Nation along the lines of its natural adaptation. In | not the staple crops. I think nobody would deny that Yo 
» other way can we attain to enduring strength and maintain | are going back to the great industrial sections of this country, 

our present position when our natural resources shall have been | may I say—and I mean it in no offensive sense—undertaking 

reduced to a parity with those of older nations with which we | to make the men who work in the great factories believe that 

are industrial competitors. | they get no benefit by the reduction. I am going back to Tex 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House complain of | 2nd tell my people that it will cheapen some of their minor 

alleged inconsistencies in the bill. The Democratic Party is not | products; then I am going to show them some of t benefit 

building the tariff policy of the Nation; it is reconstructing | Which this bill gives them in exchange for that which they 

that policy which the Republican Party fashioned. The coun- | compelled to surrender. 

try does not expect, and certainly gentlemen of the opposition The Republican Party is quite willing tive the f 

should not demand, that with one effort the Democratic Party | tariff on those products the price of which is fixed 

bring perfect symmetry and beauty to that monstrosity of which | Markets of the world and therefore could not be incre 

tle opposition were the architects and builders. As stated by | the tariff. In addition, it \ould gladly ter ru nd 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER], no individual | here and there in the hope, I dare say, of drawing r 

agrees with all the provisions of the bill. The gentleman from | Strengthen its decimated ranks entrenched around 

Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL] undertook on the opening day of this | teriff-favored industries of the city 

discussion to criticize individual Members, who were opposed This is not all surmise. On the opening day of this discus 

to some feature of the bill drawn by the majority of the Ways | sion, the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
nd Means Committee, for not having combined and defeated it. | GARDNER]. representing one of the greatest manufacturing d 

The Republicans would have liked very much to have had us do | tricts, used this significant longuage: 


that. The reason why we did not do it is because we believe Yet we know in our hearts that duties on manufactur a 
this bill as a whole is a compliance with the preelection pledges | °° f@"™ products must go hand in hand. tlow long did | 


. . - system in England last after the repeal of the corn la ’ | 
of the Democratic Party, and if enacted into law will give to | as long as it took the indignant British farmer to 
the people of the Nation substantial relief from the injustices | trader and wipe the whole slate clean. 
of the tariff which the Republicans made. We had sense enough | fs it not fair to suspect, in view of this langua lof fh 
| 


to know that agreement could be reached in no other way than | publican discriminations against the agri 

by individuals making concessions for their constituents in| this is the fountain from which springs th 
behalf of the common good, in the benefits of which common | American 
good their constituents would participate and thereby receive | { 
compensation for that which they had surrendered. This tariff . 
bill, like every tariff bill, is a matter of compromise, a matter | tity and the corn grower, after supplying the entire home ds 
4 hes and receive. mand at a price fixed in the free markets of the world, exports 
_ We were told by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | $29,000,000 worth annually. The manufacturer can well afford 
GARDNER] that some substantial provisions of the present law— | this concession, which concedes nothing, if the farmer will pay 


cultural ! 
eern fo! thie 

farmer? Well can the manufacturer afford to 5 
the farmer 16.75 per cent tariff on corn, for instance, as the law 


now provides, when the whole Nation imports a negligible qu 
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him at least 50 per cent more for his clothes than he could have 
bought them for in the markets to which he sent his corn for 

ile. This represents the sort of reciprocity which the Repub- 
lican, representing the highly protected manufacturing interests, 
is offering to the farmers of the Nation as a basis for a political 
allia with them, 

While this bill removes this sort of pretended protection for 
the farmer, it gives him plows, harrows, reapers, drills, planters, 
mowers, cultivators, thrashing machines, cotton gins, and all 
other agricultural implements free of duty. On these he now 
pays an import duty of 15 per cent ad valorem. 
his cotton is free of duty under this bill, as are also boots and 
machines, leather, barness, saddles, saddlery, 
hoops and bands of iron for baling cotton, nails and spikes, horse 
and mule shoes, salt, lumber, fencing wire, and other impor- 
tant articles. In addition to the free list, the following are 
some of the important reductions in tariff duties carried by this 
bill. 

Woolen dress goods, from 99.70 to 

Ready-made woolen clothing, from 79.56 to 35 per cent. 

Flannels for underwear, from 93.29 to 25 and 35 per cent. 

Woolen blankets, from 72.69 to 25 per cent. 

Cotton underwear, from 60.27 to 25 per cent. 

Stockings, hose, and half hose, from 75.38 to 50 per cent. 
Shirts, collars, and cuffs, from 64.03 to 25 per cent. 
Ready-made wearing apparel, from 50 to 30 per cent. 
Hiandkerehiefs and mufflers, from 59.27 to 30 per cent. 
Cotton thread, from 31.54 to 19.29 per cent. 

Gloves, from 44.15 to 31.77 per cent. 

Anvils of iron and steel, from 32.11 to 15 per cent. 

Bolts, from 20.59 to 15 per cent. 

Chains of all kinds, from 46.59 to 20 per cent. 
l’ocketknives, from 77.68 to 4u per cent. 

Scissors and shears, from 53.77 to 30 per cent. 

Table and butcher knives, forks, etc., from 41.98 to 27 per cent. 
liles, etc., from 60.47 to 25 per cent. 

‘Tinwares, from 45 to 25 per cent. 

Jlouse or cabinet furniture of wood, from 35 to 15 per cent. 
Sugar, from 48.54 to 36.25 per cent. 

Ked lead, from 60.35 to 25 per cent. 

White lead, from 38.01 to 25 per cent. 

Castile soap, from 16.20 to 10 per cent. 

All bri . from 30.23 to 10.28 per cent. 

China, crockery ware, from 55 per cent to 35 or 50 per cent. 
Wire rope and strand, from 49.84 to 30 per cent. 

x window glass, from 46.38 to 28.20 per cent. 

There are something more than 4,000 items affected by this 
bill. The result is a reduction from the average rate under the 
present law of 40.12 per cent ad valorem to an average of 29.60 
per cent ad valorem. Thus it will be seen that most of the 
articles which constitute the farmer’s necessities have been put 
on the free list or a most material reduction made in the present 
tariff rate. This he has received in exchange for the surrender 
of the shadow of protective benefit with which the Republican 
Party has sought to deceive him into supporting its fallacies. 

Of course the benefits which the farmer receives through this 
bill in the reduction of the tariff on clothing, furniture, and so 
forth, are shared by all the people. However, I have given 
especial consideration to the effect of this bill on the agricultural 
classes because of the desperate efforts which the high protec- 
tionists are making to establish an alliance with a part of the 
farming classes by magnifying the effects of the reductions of 
the tariff on farm products and undertaking to hide the sub- 
stantial benefits which the bill gives them, 

Nevertheless, I can not conclude without reference to the deep 
concern which the high protectionists are manifesting in an- 
ther most important class of American citizens—that class 
known as the American workipgman. Oh, the fathomless depths 
and sublime heights of that love—generous, full, and complete— 
finding, however, its only manifestation in Republican protection 
of industries per se. 

S] ield 
ope” 


upon thy 


nce 


hoe ce wing 
shoes, sewing 


or 


35 per cent. 
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the American laborer from the pauper laborer of 
you cry, while you fill your factories with thousands 
1 usands of these pauper laborers, brought here to com- 
with the American workingman on his own soil, and to beat 
down 
greater and that you may be in a better position to starve him 
into submission when desperation drives him to strike for a 
living wage. The fact is that the whole burden of the tariff- 
created and tariff-supported industries, in their final transmis- 
sion, rests on the laboring man and on those industries of the 
Nation which sell their products in competition with the world. 
The industry which can not sustain itself without help from 
the Government has no strength to yield for the sustenance of 
another. 

But the Democratic Party is not an enemy to the manufac- 
turing interests. The tariff-protected manufacturers bless the 
Republican Party for its bounty and are condemning in un- 
messured terins the insistence of the Democratic Party that 
they relieve the industry of the country from a part of the 
burden of their weight. The future will prove the wisdom of 
the Democratic course; will prove the wisdom, in so far as the 
welfare of the now protected manufacturing interest itself is 


pele 
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Bagging for | 


his standard of living, in order that dividends may be | 
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concerned. That interest had better begin to put a little , 
on its own legs. The time may come when it will ne« 
strength to stand alone even. This thing is certain: The 
you postpone granting substantial relief to the Americs 
sumers the more radical their demands will be and the si; 
their forces will grow. 

I submit that that party is not a true friend of th 
facturing interest which advises that interest to disreg, 
will of a determined people, asking only for that whi 
have a right to demand. I ask you, and the Nation as! 
Will you ever grow brave enough and strong enough ty 
the flag of commerce to victory in the industrial conflict , 
world if you are forever to be held in the lap of the Nati 
fed from a bottle? 

I am sure I have no sectional prejudice. I would not 
sciously do injury to any man; certainly I would not w 
embarrass those Democrats who have come here fro) 
manufacturing section. It is nothing to be a Democrat 
in my country, with a normal majority of 200,000, but 
whom I admire most are the brave men who, during the 
night of Republican misrule, have kept the watch fires of 1) 
racy burning brightly on the hilltops of old New England 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House make sport of 
Underwood competitive tariff policy. The distinguished ; 
tleman from Alabama, in the announcement of that policy, ; 
a lasting and momentous contribution to the practical yx 
philosophy of this time. 

Competition will take the antiquated machinery fr 
woolen mills of this country and substitute therefor equi, 
capable of the most economic production. Competition \ 
stop waste, conserve energy, and give permanent strengt! 
all industries. How will we ever get for this Nation its 
of the commerce of the world unless, with far less prot 
than we now have, we become able successfully to meet the 
petition of those who must bring their goods from beyond 
seas? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
from Colorado [Mr. KEaTINe]. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I want to address m: 
to the suger schedule of this bill. I intend to vote for ¢! 
schedule as it has been reported by the Ways and Means ( 
mittee. 

I come from Colorado, which is the most important b 
sugar producing State in the Union. I was elected on a | 
form which specifically declared for the removal of the t 
on sugar, but the President of the United States has urged 
the sugar manufacturers of this country be given three ye 
which to put their house in order, and he suggests an imm: 
cut of 25 per cent on the tariff with free trade at the « 
three years. I believe my constituents have such faith 
judgment of Woodrow Wilson that they will accept this 
promise, and, believing that, I propose to vote for the bi 
think I ean do so with a clear conscience. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, wil! the ¢ 
man yield for a question right there? 

Mr. KEATING. TI will. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. 
man say he represented? 

Mr. KEATING. I represent the entire State of Colom 
having been elected as Congressman at Large. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I wonld like to ask the : 
tleman whether the people of Colorado, particularly the f 
ers, had any understanding or any knowledge when they 
for Mr. Wilson that he would in a certain sense be spon 
such a bill as is introduced at this time? 

THE FARMERS AND MR. WILSON, 

Mr. KEATING. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that wh 
farmers of Colorado yoted for Woodrow Wilson they | 
he was a Democrat. They had no reason to believe th: 
disapproved of the action of the Democratic majority ot 
House in the last Congress, and I believe the men and w 
who voted for Mr. Wilson voted for him because they beli 
would insist upon a downward revision of the tariff, and | 
in order to attain that end, they were perfectly willing | 
cept free sugar and, if necessary, free wool. 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakcta. Just one other interru] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEATING. Certainly. 
Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Is it not a fact that Pres 
Wilson in all his speeches reassured the business interes! 
the country that they had absolutely nothing to fear of rac 

revision by the Democratic Party? ; 

Mr. KEATING. Yes, sir; that is exactly true; and il is true 
that the business interests of this country have nothing to te:! 
from this tariff bill [applause on the Democratic side] ; and, - 
far as the beet-sugar industry of the State of Colorado is cob 
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it has nothing to fear from this tariff bill, because I | States and they have a great n her of ie f 
+, tall you, sir, that in the State of Colorado we can raise} But the Sugar Trust adds 
hoaets ‘and we can make sugar in competition with the | of sugar used in those Stat : 

{ {pplause on the Demo« ratie side. } y | Montana consun er 45 cents per hund 

-onosition Woodrow Wilson made to the people of this | consumer in Colorado and $1 a hundred 
was that he would not disturb any legitimate industry, | consumer of beet sugar in New York. | 


ar making is a legitimate industry in the State of Coio- | will take Idaho beet sugar and carry 

1 will not be disturbed. Now, Mr. Chairman-— to the city of New York and s t for $1 
YOUNG of North Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- | they will sell it at the doors of the : 
other question. Is that the gentleman’s personal | and Idaho, and, on the basis of Idsho’'s | 

| sumers of that State are contributing $715,000 

to ynderstand—that the sugar growers of that State have | port the Sugar Trust. The c 

y nothing to fear? | having a larger populati 
KEATING. It is not necessary for me to state my views | 


that what the gentleman desires the people of Colo- 


Is 





. . . > ARIZONA THE 
r of this House for the information of the sugar 


» of Colorado. Everyone at home knows where E stand : 
= question. I was a candidate before the people of Colo- | rado, and s, my athize still more with the « 
st fall. I went into practica liy every county in that Montana, if Is only when we come to Ari 
‘nd I distributed copies of my platform, in which I spe- | bleed. Down in Arizona the Federal Governun 
declared that I wanted no man to vote for me unless many millions of dollars in constructing r¢ 
; will ng to have me come down here and vote to remove | order that the farmers there may grow sugar be 


But while we may sympathize with the co 





ff on sugar. After the primaries and before the election | things. And they are growing sugar beets (here 
1 canvassed the State, under the auspices of the Democratie | beet State Arizona is almost the « of Co id 
R . committee, sometimes speaking once and sometimes eight | YOU come to purchase sugar in Arizona frem a 
, sa day, and in every speech I delivered—in sugar camps sugar fa ‘tory you find that the Sugar Trust 
1 out of sugar -amps—I declared that if elected I would vote | cents a bundred onto the price that it charges in 
i ‘free sugar, and that I did not want te be elected under any | Ce™'S to the price it charges in Colorado and $1: 
ot . reumstanees. [Applause on the Democratic side. | | more than it charges in the y of New York, I 
YOUNG of North Dakota. I want to say to the gen- | the unfortunate sugar consumer who lives at the 


that he was very much more candid in his statement | 


: is af var lia — — oa 
constituents than many other Democratic candidates | iS beet sugar than the more fortunat 
the country who lives in New York. Arizona contrib eS sO 
KEATING. I thank the gentleman for the compliment. Si 0.000 a year to the upkeep of the Sugar Trust 
. Gentiemen from other States may figure out th 


EFFECT ON COLORADO, themselves. I wish my good friend from Kan 
Now, Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted to me it is impos- Murpock} would take the trouble to find out he 
sible to go into a thorough discussion of this sugar question. I 
expect, therefore, to make only a brief reference to the broader | j, capitalized for ten times the 

aspects of this problem and to confine myself largely to a con- | wi}] find the bill is a staggering one 
sideration of the effects upon my home State of Colorado. We | Viewed in the light of the best interests of all 
have heard a great deal on the sugar question in the last 12 | this country. there would 
15 years, especially here in Congress. And out of these debates | with this measure. It should be passed throuch 
the library of reports which have been made upon this | q unanimous vote. the Progressives and Republic 


“amount it cos. to 


be no question of what 


subject, F think ene fact stands out so clearly that no intelli- | Democrats to give the people of this country r 
gent man can question its accuracy, and that fact is that the | purden. - 
sugar tariff adds from 14 to 2 cents to-the price of every | NO COMPETITION IN GAR, 
pound of sugar consumed in this country. If that be true—and But, my friends, the preas agent of the Su 


so far as I know no attempt has been made to controvert that 
proposition—then the American consumer who, according to 
reports, consumes something like 80 pounds of sugar per year, 
is taxed from $1.20 to $1.50 a year for the purpose of sus- 
taining the Sugar Trust. As we have something like 90,000,000 
consumers in this country, approximately $115,000,000 per year 
is added to the sugar bill of the consumers of the country. 
Al d the proposition we have before us to-day, when we get | oan Sugar Refining Co. controls every beet-sugar 
right down to bedrock, as we say out in the West, is, Shall we United States ‘ 
remove from the shoulders of the consumers in this country Mr. KELI EY of Michigan 
this burden of $115,000,000 a year, or shall we not? Ae aor g 
THD COST OF THB SUGAR TARIFF. 


| that if we take this tariff off sngar we will dé 
sugar industry, and that the farmers 

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. What does the 
by “ the trust ”? 


Oh, pshaw! 


trade arrangements or selling arrangements—<« 
The Democratic Party takes the position that we shall, and | There is not an independent beet-sugar company 
the Republican Party—or, at least, that portion of the Repub- | States when it comes te selling sugar to the cor 
lican Party which is able to agree—takes the position that Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. What is the gent 
] 
I 


if you remove the tariff you will destroy a great and pros-| for that? I think the House is entitled to soi 
erous industry. I insist that instead of destroying the beet- | statement. 
Sugar industry free sugar will save it. But before proceeding The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman fro! 











to that phase of the matter I want to call the attention of the | to the gentleman from Michigan? 

a Mr. KEATING. Yes. 

~uga Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. I represent,in part 
rhe State of Colorado has a population of approximately | Michigan, where we have many beet-sugar factor 

800,000 people, and in common with all the other citizens of The CHAIRMAN: Does the gentleman yield? 


this country the people of that State pay this flat tax of $1.20 Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. He said he would 
per head to sustain the Sugar Trust. Every man, woman, and | to know if that is true. 


irges us another tax. They charge us for the privilege of | that prevail in the sugar trade in this con 





‘iving in the shadow of a sugar factory, and on every hundred Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Is that the ¢ 
pounds of sugar sold in Colorado they add 55 cents for freight. Mr. KEATING. That is my answer; and if I 
Xow, as a matter of fact, the sugar is made in Colorado, but | could go into the figures with the gentleman fro: 
they charge us freight from the seaboard to the point of con- | I think I could demonstrate to his satisfact 
sumption. As I said, this freight rate is 55 cents a hundred, so | selling arrangement by which the price is fixed 
that our per capita contribution to the sugar company is $1.75, | I am perfectly sure of that proposition in 


and on the basis of a population of 800,000 that makes an an- | Colorado, and it is never denied out th 


nual contribution of about $1,400,000, or more money than the Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, \ 


people of Colorado contribute to sustain their State government. | man yield? 
But while the situation in Colorado so far as sugar is con- The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


cerned is rather bad, we are fortunate compared with the Mr. KEATING. I would like to yield to the get 
People of Idaho and Montana. They raise sugar beets in those | I have only 20 minutes in which to say all I have to say. 





wy 


— a. 


Arizona beet-sugar factory must pay $1.34 a hundi 


his people to maintain the sugar factory at Garde: 


Mr. KEATING. I mean by “he trust” the Ameri 
Refining Co. and its friends in the beet-sugar busi: 
I will say “or the information of the gentleman, th 


Mr. KEATING. Absolutely; if not by stock hok 


child pays it. But in addition to that the sugar company Mr. KEATING. The evidence is to be found in the « 
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The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KEATING. Yes. 
Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I want to say to the gentle- 


man that in most of the States the people are much interested 
in this subject, especially so far as the farming communities are 
concerned, representing the great majority of the country, and 
if the gentleman has any figures to carry out the statement he 
has just made that there is a trust which fixes the price of sugar 
of all kinds, I would like very much to hear from him on that 
point. Is there genuine competition between cane-sugar refiners 
and beet-sugar manufacturers? I represent a district where we 
buy sugar and do not make it, and if the gentleman has in his 
possession any facts along that line to the effect that there is 
one trust in this country that controls all the sugar industries, 
both and beet, that is something that the people ought 
to ! and a thing which I would like to know. 

WHELMING EVIDENCE OF COMBINE, 


Cane 
how 
OVER 
Mr. KEATING. I think the people should know it, Mr. Chair- 
man, and that is one of the purposes I have in making this 
speech. So far as the State of Colorado is concerned, there is 
no question about that; and so far as any other Western State 
is concerned, there is no question about it; You read the testi- 
mony that was submitted in the suit of the United States 
igainst the American Sugar Refining Co., and you will find that 
you can not reach any other conclusion. 

After the representatives of the trust had squirmed and sought 
to evade the issue as much as they could the fact was wrung 
from them that far as these western factories were con- 
cerned they were controlled by Mr. Havemeyer, and there was 
an absolute understanding as to the price at which sugar was 
to be sold. And to-day, in every city in Colorado, in every city 
in Utah, in every city in Idaho and Montana, the price of sugar 
is the price at San Francisco, plus the freight from San Fran- 
ciseo to the city where you are selling the sugar. In the case of 
Denver this freight charge is 55 cents a hundred. 

In this connection the case of Grand Junction, 
interesting. Until a short time ago the Sugar Trust charged 
the people of Grand Junction not only the freight from San 
Francisco to Denver but they also charged the freight from 
Denver back to Grand Junction, although if they had shipped 
the sugar from San Francisco, which they did not, they would 
have had to pass through Grand Junction to reach Denver. As 
a matter of fact they 
cisco, The sugar is made in Grand Junction, and when a grocer 
wants sugar he sends his boy down to the sugar factory and the 
sugar is loaded on a wagon and taken to the grocery store. 

In the face of this fact the trust tacked a freight charge of 
SO cents on every sack of sugar sold in Grand Junction. 

The local factory, while styling itself independent, was a party 
to the holdup. Eventually public sentiment became so strong 


sO 


Colo., is very 


that the trust graciously agreed to waive the freight charge 
from Denver to Grand Junction—25 cents—but insisted that 


the people must continue to pay 

from San Francisco to Denver. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to finally convince my skeptical 
Michigan [Mr. KEeL_itry] that there is no relation 


the mythical freight charge 


friend from 
between the selling price and the cost of production of American- 
made sugar, and that the people of this country are paying the 
price fixed by the Sugar Trust, I will submit the following table, 
showing the price of sugar in various cities on March 15, 1913: 





Prices quoted on beet and cane sugar at various western points on 
Mar. 15, 1918. 
Beet. | Cane. 
Se 

Cents. | Cents. 

CORRE, GRID. bona dike ckbbssheics Cobuccsddarndencteddkeesacdewean 4. 56 4.76 
Onahe, Wiss a csnrvcveknsienvisindieks dincaetaete tun 4. 48 4.58 
DOVE, COU, «ovcccncccntds thgnewebnenthbsaebeknes bans weenie 4. 80 5. 00 
Rant Clty, SEB: ..ss<nusvekhnetaeatnn suntiecansadesmiemeameten | 4.48 | 4.58 
Salt péaice City, Utah. < cs sccvccodentacndsupewsassddbasiveuvenesulee 4.95 5.15 
SRRRRNG, WOR. 600 dcccastes civsnkeaksvebahenaeethnandanesaa 4.614 4.814 
MENNMMA. WEA. «0s -aacncancerceacoenontansanierienelammaaeseaa | 4.61} 4.814 
Helena, Mont sae cccnvenpessesiéensasecdgemanbaaneenenrebese 1 5.25 | 56.45 
Ms MRED» 5 nd cans sensccddésndbedsacdblanuh MaRREEEENOnAeeebe 5. 25 5. 45 
SE Es BOOT oes 0 ccvccetnewns sbiwiscnsbigtindises tennessee | 5.25 5. 45 
Pit ITU... 5, <x sun -amenjpchensanesin Siaek eae | 4.613 | 4.814 
PUN. i sisan vec chcne<d0uecscsssnechandestebeeeiiomennl | 5.59 | 5.79 
PE ED pita’ dhs os 0 bitednns cSddRK Seb SbeUbehineodbaonaeee tel | 4.475 | 4.574 
OI, Th needs 06a codint oneaside tts hopi's cued emednibaals tee | 4.383) 4.48 
SOE ee ie eae eee 4. nt | 4.48 
TOGRG, TAME «since cecuhsutadewdctancentnchéccapevbbsadbaboasecuas 4. 56 4. 66 
hteiege. RAO... é<cciniened $6 GNSS Obb0bE Eso KOsehe HEL CeeDEEbessnces 4.48 4.58 
LGOVEND, BF .on0> -0vicebtichaaotedttns anebsdinindiiapienl | 4.385 4. 433 
Cleveland, Ohio. ............-. sterlhed ined eanemalanedil | 4.374 | 4.421 
SRY CACY, BRIOR. ...n <00n00cncemieegadesebus Ghedhoeteasatuabash eal | 4.434 4, 48 
Raster’, Mich. ......<:insveebesadtebeiess states saubseneeeedy as | 4.434 4. 484 
Detrolt, BiG... ........sccccncaagedelesandillie dees baiucs Anais keds | 4.374] 4.42) 
FREROIER, BR. « os<oc0necesenenetpeipuneinesianinieckesaasats ciel | 4.35 4. 40 
Duliale, 0. Y..........<xas.ncsuaenaduneeieaauiasaunaaees | 4.35 | 4.40 
Meow Vert, Be Y oso cccckicve chaducdsabsccueeueeneeees meee 4.25 4.30 





never shipped the sugar from San Fran- | 
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You will notice, Mr. Chairman, that the closer you 

sugar factory the higher the price you pay for sugar. 
TOTAL COST TO COUNTRY. 

Now let us consider what this robber 

the consumers of this country. 

It is estimated by experts that in the years from 189s ; 

inclusive, the consumers of this country paid in increas 

for sugar the staggering sum of $1,368, 774,292. 

This would be sufficient to construct three Panama 

it would gridiron this country with asphalted roads: or ; 

construct a navy which would satisfy even the disti; 

gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson]. But the ny 

pressive fact is that it represents three times the total] 

all the beet sugar produced in this country during (| 

mentioned. 


ul 
Such economic folly 
Now, Mr. Chairman, having counted the cost of a s 
suppose we consider the claims of the gentlemen on 
side of the Chamber that the removal of the tariff on sy 
destroy the sugar industry in this courtry. 

WILL STIMULATE, NOT DESTROY. 
I do not presume to speak for the sugar industry of Loui 
I am not an expert on exotics—but so far as Colorado 2) 
other Western States are concerned, free sugar will, in: 
ment, prove a tremendous stimulus to the beet-sugar ji) 
and will lead to the establishment of extensive and most 
tant auxiliary industries, such as packing, preserving, : 
forth. Free sugar will injure just one class—the owne: 
watered stock of the beet-sugar companies. Unfortunat 
men who are responsible for the water will not suff 
They have in many cases unloaded the watered or comm 
on the gullible American investor. 
One of the men most active in the sugar lobby in t¢! 
boasted to me a short time ago that he did not own a d 
common stock. He had sold all his holdings to the widows 
orphans whom he is now parading before the sympathet 
of Congress in an attempt to have the tariff on sugar 1 ed, 
The 76 beet-sugar factories in this country are capitalized for 
$141,000,000. Their real value is less than $60,000,000, | 
millions of water must be removed, and then the pati 
be able to sit up and take a little nourishment. 
Can the western beet-sugar factories pay the farmers t 
vailing price for beets—$5.50 for 15 per cent beets— 
granulated sugar in competition with the world? 
moment's hesitation, I answer “ Yes.” 
How do I arrive at that conclusion? Let me show 
COST OF MAKING BEET SUGAR. 


Germany is the world’s foremost producer of beet 
German sugar enters the English market and competes \ 
sugars of the world. We have not heard anything ab 
pauper labor of the Tropics driving German sugar out 


sugar tariff 


must end. 


teil l 





and jn 


Wi 


land. In fact, there is some complaint that this so-call 
per labor needs “protection” against the vigorous | 


sugar maker. 

This being the fact, 
duce sugar as cheaply 
the world. 

That brings us to the question, What does it cost fo | 
100 pounds of sugar in Germany and what should it « 
this country? 

The problem is not so complicated as our friends on the othe! 
side of the Chamber would have us believe. 

The principal item in the cost of producing beet sugal 
price paid the farmer for his beets. = 

In this country the standard price is $5.50 per ton for | 
per cent beets. The factories in Colorado pay that price, Lol 
because their owners are philanthropists, as some 
would have us believe, but because our farmers will ! 
beets for less. They do not have to. They can raise ' 
crops of as great money value. I wish the gentleman 
Wyoming [Mr. MonpELL] would bear that fact in mind whe 
is shedding crocodile tears over the impending impoy 
ment of Colorado’s farmers. ’ 

Thank God, the prosperity of the farmers of my State 
dependent on the generosity of the Sugar Trust. aii, 

I have been to some trouble to ascertain the price paid (We 
German farmer for his beets. I find that many of the G n 
factories are run on the cooperative basis. The farmer i 
guaranteed a certain sum for his beets and then in addition 
receives a share of the dividends paid by the factories. 

The Sugar Trust’s press agents have taken advantage 0: |" 
fact to circulate many misleading statements concernins eth 
compensation received by the German farmer. They give the 
guaranteed sum, but make no mention of the additional diy! 
dend. 


it stands to reason that if we « 
as Germany we, too, can compet 


gentiemen 


not raise 
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doy 
\fy inquiries show that the average price received by the Ger- | Mr. Morey swears that in less than a year aft os red 
‘ “garmer is $5.45 per ton for 15 per cent beets. In addition an interest in a factory in northern Colorado he ceived the 
an 4 ves free seed and from 40 to 60 per cent of the pulp. idea of selling out to the Sugar Trust He tells ; ot ee 
op the whole, he receives a higher price than his Amerit- | be went down to New York, met Havemeyei , 
can brother. . . | for his holdings, and then became the paid s t of th 
on the principal item of cost we find the American | head of fhe Sugar Trust. 
go-tory has a Slight advantage over its German rival. | This evidence shows that it was Morey ! } 
: LALOR COST IN PACTORIES. } and harass the beet-sugar business of the We 
pot” our protectionist friends exclaim, “the German fac directions from Havemeyer he first sought t preve 
{ ws are run by pauper labor.” Well, I never heard at workman | Uon of new fact ries, : nd failing in that ende: 
n American sugar factory complain that he experienced any | # controling interest in the new enterpri 
difficulty in carrying home bis week’s wages on Saturday night These volumes show that the trust and its represent: 
rhe fact is that, according to the sugar men’s own statement, | not hesitate to threats h to ruin men if they dared go i tl 
the labor cost of producing 100 pounds of sugar is only 14 | 8tgar business in defiance of Ha emeyer’s wishes 
The German cost may be a little less than that, but | Morey was not alone in this work. Ilavemeyer had 1 I 
not much. | re sentatives in Utah, Idaho, Monta a, and Califor 1 v he 
The next item in importance is fuel, and we have more coal | ever the industry promised to become established. 
in the State of Colorado and more water power in our moun COMBINED TO OPPRESS FARMERS 
tains than you can find in the entire German Empire. Why, sir,| These agents of the trust not only discouraged the estab } 
if you will promise to establish an enterprise of importance in | ment of new plants, but they b: die temetiiae on hen Qeure te 
my town of Pueblo I will guarantee to furnish you with the | price paid the farmers for their beets. The farmers o1 A 
cheapest power in the world. land sueceeded by a series of struggles in forcing the price of 
Now, let us summarize. The German factory pays more for | beets from $4.50 to $5.50 per ton. but capital was cfilectuall, 
its beets and its fuel and a little less for its labor than the | discouraged from investing in independent cueat plants aie 
American factory. In other words, it is about an “even break.” | Pid the time permit I could read the testimeny to prove ly 
And do gentlemen contend that Yankee brains and Yankee these agents of the trust succeeded in preventing the erect 
brawn require more than that to win in “ny of life's coutests? | Sugar factories at Brighton and Durango, in my State, and at 
Of course, in all fairness, I should admit that the German | various points in other States : 
factory owner has one decided advantage over us. He is not} [| can not refrain from reading just one letter from Morev t 
staggering under a mountain of watered stock. He is satisfied | pis employer—Havemeyer. Some Colorado Springs capit 
with a reasonable return on the capital actually invested, and | planned to erect a sugar fa tory at Sheridan, W uN 
our sugar magnates will come to that after this bill is placed | jig friend Boettcher to them and endeavored to dis 
on the statute books. them. He even used the old tariff bugesb 
(he factory pays the American farmer about 1.9 cents per | put they were evidently familiar with that time 
id for the sugar in his beets. It costs about six-tenths of | maintained their position. Then Morey wrote th 
a cent per pound to extract the sugar. That makes the factory | piaintive wail to Havemever. and i a iciied 
st about 2.5 cents per pound. was interested in developing the beet-suga1 mata 
The average price for sugar in London—and that is the | west: 
d price, and will not be changed materially by anything we THs Great WES g ‘ 
may do here—is 3.6 cents per pound. | I ( 
ere is an ample margin there to attract capital to beet- | Mr. H. O. Havemeyer, New York 
sugar factories efiiciently managed and capitalized at their real | ,, a - S : Th i. -y . lette f Mr. B 
9 } tion { sometimes think it is a t { 
ARH OUB FACTORIES UP TO DATE? | offering it for sale; if people v 
Just a word on this question of the efficiency of American fac- | 5'\" a ae coat a : 
t s I have in my band the annual report of the American | tories until the matter of tariff 
Beet Sugar Co. for 1911. I might say that, as I understand | | ent. Weare using that a s 
these figures, they show the company earned more than 40 per | ° {0% Mom | hg ag im 
cent that year on the capital actually invested. that trusts have ma 
hat is not the point I wanted to make. however. This re- | way sell their st 
| shows that this company owns six factories, and that at , a 2 : 
three of them—those located at Rocky Ford and Lamar, | This letter was written six years yw if 
Colo., and Grand Island, Nebr.—are equipped with machinery | friends were in control of ‘ * 
¥ bh is out of date and costly to operate |} one chance in a thousand that t re would 
fhe description of the Lamar factory will answer for all the | With the tariif. 
others. This report says of the Lamar plant: , , 
its machinery is of an old French pattern, removed from the com And now, Chairman 
I abandoned Norfolk factory, and therefore far out of date and | letter from Mr. Morey i ‘ 
« aratively expensive to operate profits earned by che be var « 
{ will admit that that kind of a collection of old junk can not | written by Morey to Washi > em 5] 
be expected to compete with the world, but I contend the Ameri Sugur Trust, on Mareb 19, LO10 
ean people should not be taxed to keep it and other antiquated You will netice that this year to ft 
plants like it in operation. depreciation v¥ e have en t 
Give us new, up-to-the-minute plants and we will not require che mo i *1 ' a a a i \ 
a tariff, aie TN ad j 
SELLING OUT TO THE SUGAR TRI r ( ipl ve f 
[ wish I had the time, Mr. Chairman, to go into another very me ™ - : eee > Se 
esting phase of this sugar question. I should like to tell | p = Co., the Great West , ‘ 
the story of how the men who are now directing the sugsr | whieh really add n y $2,000,000 
lobby in this city betrayed the beet-sugar interests of the West |, Our sugar ts ee as 
to the Sugar Trust and became the paid agents of Havemeyer _< a ioconeann Phe 
and his associates. ahate the & t a 
_ 1 have before me three bulky volumes of the evidence taken | tbat the act 
in the case of the United States against The American Sugar The Great Western Sugar Co. hi et 
Refining Co. and others in the United States District Court for | years; had paid yearly dividends 
the Southern District of New York. $9,000.000. No wonder Mr. Morey did not 
One of the witnesses in that case was Chester S. Morey, | know the facts. 
president of the Great Western Sugar Co., and a leading busi- WILL PUT INDUST 
Hess nan of Denver. I prefaced Dy reinal ks W 1 I 
_ Mr. Morey testified that he went into the beet sugar business | free sugar would stimulate th 
in 1901, At that time all the beet-sugar factories in the West | destroy it. 
Were independent concerns, promoted in large part by loeal| Why? Because I believe f 
Cay it u. The industry vas cdeveloping by leaps and bounds. | Colorado’s sugar indus ry is a 2 te 
— had shown that vast areas in the West were adapted to | raise beets and make sugar \ 


crowth of the sugar beet. 


und scores of towns were planning Once we have preven t) 
to erect factories, 


‘ing business men, capital wi 
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lishment of sugar factories. It will be impossible for the trust’s | constituents, but I have received many communieces{ 

nts to frighten it away. They can not use the possibility of | which congratulations were extended to the Democr 

iff legislation as a bugaboo, for the industry will be stand- | for the faithful manner in which it wes proceeding 
ing erect on its own legs. out to the letter the pledges of our platform. 

That investors have already sensed this truth is shown by an I am not worried nor bothered very much over the ¢! 
advertisement which I received this morning announcing the | tariff making, because I am a believer in freedom of 
formation of an independent sugar company in Colorado. The | under proper conditions—freedom of conscience, fre 
organizer, Ward Darley, is a man who has felt the fangs of | speech, freedom of action, and freedom of trade relati 
the Sugar Trust, and } rejoices that we are about to strike the | that time shall have arrived. 
shackles from the limbs of this great industry. I believe that the fewest laws of a restrictive nat 

WILL AID COLORADO’S FRUIT RAISERS. | Which it is possible to govern a civilized country are tly 

But that will be only one of the many benefits which will | Consistent with peace and prosperity. 
inure to the people of Colorado from this legislation. Of course everyone realizes that the unnatural and ; 

Under free sugar the consumers will save $1,400,000 a year, | Conditions in some business interests, founded and built 
which pow goes to swell the dividends of the Sugar Trust. | subsidies in the form of a protective tariff. must be let ¢ 

When I began my campaign last year the sugar consumers of | 2 Common level and to their natural condition gradually. 
Colorado were paying $1 for 14 pounds of sugar. Under this| It takes about as long to walk down a hill as it did t 
bill they will receive from 20 to 25 pounds for a dollar. | to the top on the other side. It takes nearly as long to 

Colorado is one of the great fruit-raising States of the Union. | # chronic disease as the disease wis in maturing. So 
Last year tens of thousands of dollars’ worth of fruit perished | tke a considerable time to regulate these unnatural b 
in our orchards. If this industry is to be saved Colorado must | Concerns and to establish an understanding with them t] 
be dotted with preserving and packing plants. To secure these | ™USt do business without expecting the Government t 
plants we must lave cheap sugar. them. ‘To administer medicine enough at one dose to 

To-day we produce ten times the sugar we consume, and we aggravated disease would result in death to the patie 
pay - cents a pound more for sugar than the same sugar is sold attempt to right the evils which have grown up unde 
for on the docks of New York for export to England. necerve eyeem et once might result injuriously. : 

I. we could buy our sugar at the cost of production, plus a rhe | nderwood bill, now before us for considerati " 
reasonable interest on the capital actu illy invested i. our sugar on a splendid theory for lowering the tariff bars, and, 
factories, we could build up in Colorado a packin: and preserv- | it, its different parts are in harmony one with the ot! 
ing industry which would be the pride of this Nation. Of course under Cae present “ayetem “we ai recog 

Exhaustive study has convinced mé of the truth of what I | funds must be raised with which to conduct the affairs 
have said this afternoon. I would not knowingly do anything | Government. That being true, the only theory that a) 
to retard the material prosperity of my State. I have lived there | me is the one that places the burden of taxation most 
all my life. Every dollar I have in the world is invested there. | UPon the shoulders of those most able to bear it and 
I trust when my eyes are closing for my last long sleep they | least accustomed to bearing It under the system lh 
will be permitted to glimpse the snow-capped glory of her peaks. adopted by the Republican Party. 34 
I believe I am a loving, loyal son of the Commonwealth, and I| [believe that there should be the least tariff on th 
am convinced that in voting for this bill I am rendering a dis- | ©avies of life and the highest tariff on the luxuries 
tinct service to my State and its people. | And right here is a line not clearly marked nor defined 

fhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Garrerr of Texas). The time of the | What are necessaries and what are luxuries. 
gentleman from Colorado has expired. At the request of the| A luxury is something that nobody needs, but wh 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee the Chair rec- | People buy because poor people can not. 
ognizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. O’Harr]. A necessary of life is something that everyone must 

Mr. MURDOCK. I was going to suggest that inasmuch as | oder to live out his full allotment of time. 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means was absent In reading this bill I have found a few things that I 
and I knew that he intended to recognize the gentleman from | Change. Most of us would revise the Scriptures, no 
Illinois {Mr. O'Hare], I would yield him the time, out of the | We Were given an opportunity. I would revise this 
time of the gentleman from Alabama, however. [Laughter.] putting a tax of 100 per cent on diamonds of all kinds 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. O’Harr] | #8 00 pearls and jewelry. I believe that diamonds are o! 
is recognized. | lutely no use on earth to mankind. The human race \ 

Mr. OUAIR. Mr. Chairman, the courtesy of the distin- live just as long and would be just as happy and healthy 
guished Progressive leader from Kansas [Mr. Mvrpock] recalls | 0Ut them as with them. I would rather have a erumb of 
very forcibly to my mind the generosity displayed by some of | and a drop of water with which to sustain life and ena 
our friends on the minority side last fall. to live out my allotted time than a bushel of the finest din. 

I trust that during the course of my remarks there will be no | and pearis in the world; and -thet-te-the:reasen I would | 
disturbance by loud and tumultuous applause. [Laughter and | bigh tax on diamonds. [Applause.] 7 
applause. } I do not think I should be accused of entertaining 

The tariff question during the last 50 years has presented a | dice against diamonds, or people who own diamonds 0! 
subject for radical dispute among the American people, and | &Xpect to own them, because [I also would raise the ta 
probably on no other question of public debate has there been silks ; and, if I = not mistaken, we have one silk d 
such unanimous disagreement. our family. Silk is partly a luxury and partly a necess 

If after all these years of discussion and public education the | silk dress will warm the body. Silk will serve as o 
per cent of the people who know something about the tariff were apparel, and to that extent is possessed of the etemes : 
as great as the per cent who never have been able to under- | 2ecessary of life; but a large part of its value is made 
stand it, we might then hope at some future time to arrive at a what might be termed useless, ornamental, and — : 
true solution of this great public problem. | ities, and to that extent I would eax silk aoe wigh 1 

After reading and listening to a great number of speeches | WO can afford silks and diamonds as suxattes would | 
presenting the tariff issue from an academic standpoint and | pay more dearly if I eee making this bill than = 
after an honest attempt to try to understand the different | compelled to pay under its provisions as it now stands 
theories of a harmonious tariff schedule as an entity, my brain This bill could not possibly suit all Democrats. It p! 
feels very much as if it had been subjected to an electric buzzer | 18 true that it does not in its entirety suit any Democrat. 
or an attempt to read and understand the printed rules govern- | believe that it comes nearest being the composite belief and 
ing this House. ion of what is right in this matter of any bill that cou'd 

I know this, however, and there seems to be no one with any | been presented to this House. It possesses sufficient hari 
reputation for good sense who contradicts the proposition, that | Slide down from the top of the protective system to the « 
the tariff is a tax and that the ultimate consumer has to pay | level of equal justice and the harbor of equal rights an 
the tax. With this much clear in my mind and uncontradicted | leges. 

I want to say that if a protective tariff tax produces prosperity I will not say as, four years ago, id the man who oc 

it is the first instance among men, either savage or civilized, | the great office of President of the United States that th 
since the beginning of time that a tax has been regarded as an | best tariff bill that ever was written. That speech got 
evidence of prosperity and a thing altogether to be desired. President into more trouble than everything else that he | 

‘’he good people of the district which I have the honor of | said while he was President. I would not use such an 
representing do uot seem to be disturbed by the prospects of | gerated expression about this bill, but I will say this ab 
the enactment of this bill into law. I have not received one | that it has the fewest faults of any bill that I have ly 
letter nor one telegram of protest from any of my friends or | opportunity to read. 


( 
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re. Chairman, this law, if enacted, may disturb some bust- poses,” whereas if no disguise were resorted to such bills should 
nterests; there are some business interests in this coun- | have been entitled in contrast to the measure now under consid 
t ought to be disturbed. Any business that has been | eration, bills “to overtax the American people, to increase our 


red by a protective tariff of personal favor and pampered | crop of millionaires, and ine identally pro ide some revenue 














: ave ought to be destroyed, but all of those business af-| ‘There was a time when the Republicans boasted in justifica 
: that have been created by the brawn and brain of Ameri- | tion of their alleged protective measures that “the foreigner 
dustry, that are fostered and fertilized by the honest en- | paid the tax,” but I venture to assert that no gentleman on the 
‘ r of progressive manhood, I do not believe need fear for | other side of this Chamber will now xnssert that exploded and 
opment that their interests will be disturbed nor their trade | threadbare theory. They must confess that what ‘ 
‘ ons disastrously affected by the enactment of this tariff | is derived from the pending tariff measure as well ‘ 
« [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] ceding tariff measure that was enacted into the | 1] 
‘ye. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask how | paid by the ultimate American consumer, exc¢ such re 
o time stands between the two sides of the House. | alone as is provided by the income-tax feature of the 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has used | under consideration. 
¢ hours and 2 minutes and the gentleman from New York 9} Dismissing al! theory for the time being and lool 
rs and 34 minutes. at the facts, we are confronted with this situation 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now yield to the gentleman from! The Government needs for its economic management 
ois [Mr. GorRMAN ]. | coming year, according to the Treasury estimates, more t 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Chairman, I approach the discussion of | $800,000,000. This revenue can be derived only 
. bill now under consideration with some reluctance because | ing ways: Either by a direct tax on the Ameri ‘ 
of the great number of able and distinguished gentlemen on | indirect tax levied in the first instance on comn 1 
both sides of this Chamber who have eloquently and learne lly |} to our shores from abroud and event! y through tl . i 
tributed of their vast store of knowledge on tariff legisla- | distribution of those commodities to the ultimate ee ‘me 
and legislative experience to the analysis of the pending | takes the commodity charged with its propo 1 of the tu 
bh and the comparison of it with preceeding tariff measures; | tax, which is included in its price and which proportio f e 
to the enlightenment of the House and the general information | tax the ultimate consumer has to pay; or this revenu v be 
of the country. | derived by a combination of the direct and indirect 
I realize also that what I shall say here is uttered in the | proposed by the pending measure. 
esence of master minds and of men who have devoted the | The objections which have been urged against sb } 
best years of their lives to the service of the public, and who | those who sit on the other side of the Ch ber are that tl 
¢ to the debate on the pending meusure not only the ripe | indirect taxes provided by the bill are not s ’ 
experience of many years, but also that confidence which comes | the requisite revenue, and therefore it is not reve 
ne from long-continued service and devotion to the public | that the income-tax clause of the bill is obj 
weal. it is new and untried; it is inquisitorial and wi 
if I were to be guided by my personal feelings in the prem- | and objectionable in its enforcement. Without mee 
os, I would content myself with simply voting as my judg- | force or merit to these objections, they are « elv b 
it and political convictions bid me, and spare myself the | issue. , 
labor of preparing what I am about to submit as well as spare Taxes are necessary to the maintenance of t] Gove 
e House the discomfort of listening to my feeble contribution | and the levying of taxes is the highest fun nm whieh é, 
a much discussed and now thoroughly analyzed tariff | ment can exercise. In the exercise of that great fur 1 the 
sure. | Government must be guided by a spirit of ab ut 
But, Mr. Chairman, my own feelings and my regard for the | pendent justice to all its people—men, women, and chil 
eeling of the Members of this body can not control me. I have | Any system of taxation which is levied on the \ ( 
been chosen to represent a congressional district in the great | out regard to his proportion or his ability to pay is wrot 
Commonwealth of Illinois, whose population, according to the | indirect system of taxation, coupled w ith the do« 
census, was more than 250,000 souls, and whose inhabitants | prote ‘tion. as advocated by the Republicans, has proven 
are engaged in every conceivable avenue of legitimate human | its application. To determine whether protection is 1 
endeavor. The farmer, the school-teacher, the banker, the | wrong as a system of taxation, its effect upon th es 
laborer, the mechanic, the merchant, and the clergyman are all | of the people, when applied to one of the great e of life, 
enumerated in the census of the third congressional district of | it strikes me is a fair way to test the question, | ie P ‘ 
Illinois, and the high order of that district’s intelligence de- Aldrich law is the last expression by the Re n Pas on 
mands of its Representative in Congress something more than | the subject of protective-tariff legislation, and . lule IK 
the mere announcement of his vote on a measure which is| of that law, which deals with wool and woolen uy if ires, j 
designed to levy taxes.on the people of the country amounting | the most pronounced application of the protect ! wipl { 
to hundreds of millions of dollars. as wool is a great, if not the greatest, necessity to the co 
Mr. Chairman, whether my action here be right or wrong, | ing masses of the people, I shall direct the a tion of 
my guide in that regard shall be my conscience and my duty | House briefly to the famous Schedule K 
as I see it to those who have by their votes cast honor and re- Under the provisions of the Payne-Aldrich \ x 
sponsibility upon me far beyond the measure of my worth, and | used in knitting and mending socks and stockings are taxed 
in the discharge of that duty my first obligation is to give | 79.44 per cent, woolen underwear is taxed 93.29 per cent, woolen 
expression to those convictions which prompt my action, so| dress goods 99.70 per cent, and ready-made y 1 suits are 
that when my vote and act are submitted for scrutiny to those | taxed 79.29 per cent. The items which I have here enumerated 
who have the right to scrutinize, they will know as well and | are absolute necessities to the farmer and wor! I 
be in a position to judge not only the act, but the motive which | maintain that when the American workingm: 
prompted it. | usually consists of his wife. his children, his daily ; 
rhe bill now under consideration is called a tariff bill, and | ability to earn a living. is obliged to pay 79 per cent of the 
all bills of like character, I find, from the beginning of the | of the yarn used in knitting and mending socks | 
Government have been called tariff bills. 93 per cent of the cost of the woolen underwen! d 
[ am prompted to inquire why such measures are called | family, 99 per cent of the price of their woolen dr ood 
tariff bills. My limited knowledge of the science of legislation | 79 per cent of the price of their ready-mad s of tl 
is My only excuse for suggesting the question, but I confess to | taxes for the support of his Government he is pa far 1 
_ belief that the bill now under consideration and all other | than his just share and is being taxed far beyoad | 
Simiar measures would be better entitled if they were called pay, as the family of the average American wo 
bi ls “to tax the American people for the maintenance of the | children, while the millionaire’s family is usually kk 
Government,” for such, in truth, every tariff bill is. | ber than that of the workingman. They buy no yorn 1 
The legislative legerdemain practiced by the Republicans | ting or mending socks, their suits are not rei 
and their outery for “ protection to American industries” and | raiment of the millionaire’s family is usually sill 
“the foreigner pays the tax” have led to a false impression | it is not unusual, I am told, for them to go act the 1 
that a tariff bill is not a taxation measure, and I believe that | make such purchases as they re uire. 
a plain designation of the bill by a title that truthfully ex- The Republican Party regards Schedule K in the Payne 
presses its purpose would help materially to destroy the fllu- | Aldrich bill a necessary measure to protect American industry, 
sions as to who pays the tax and what is being “ protected.” and insists that it is for the benefit of the Amert Wo! 
Sur Republican brethren in presenting tariff measures have | ingman. . 
reveled in the high-sounding phraseology of a bill “to provide Tallyrand once said: “Language is used chiefly to conceal 
revenue, to protect American industries, and for other pur-' thought.” Our Republican friends have developed into past 
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of the art of using language according to Tallyrand’s 


on of its use. But the American people have a different 
le 


bout the use of language. and they demand that all 


and especially that which is used in our statutes 
igned not to conceal but to express thought. The I: 
of Schedule K, while it is said to be intended for the protectis 
of American industry and American labor, in fact permits the 
plunder of the public by the Wool Trust. 
It might be interesting to observe that the total number 
of people engaged in woolen-manufacturing industries in the 


United States, according to the census of 1905, was 179.976, and 


of this number 12,913 were children under the age of 16 years. 
is it justifiable on any ground, let me ask—economic, patriotic, 


humanitarian, or any other conceivable ground—that 92,000,000 


people should be taxed from 79 per cent to 99 per cent on all the | 


woolen goods they buy in order that the wool-manufacturing 
industry in America should live? 


Is such a tax necessary in order to protect the woolen in- | 


dustry? And from what is it to be protected? Will your an- 


swer be the “ pauper labor of Europe”? If so, I must ask that 


you be more specific. Please designate the country from which 
this “pauper labor” comes. You can not mean Germany, be- 
cause Germany has a tariff as prohibitive as our own, and 
according to your philosophy pauper labor can not exist where 
a protective tariff obtains. The same may be said of France 
and Italy and, in fact, of every country of Europe with the 
exception of England. tut there is another reason why you 
can not designate the country from which this so-called “ pauper 
labor ” comes, and that is that you dare not stand upon the public 
platform in your congressional districts and specify the pauper 
labor of Germany, because every son of the fatherland knows 
as well as you know that there is no pauper labor in Ger- 
many that the American workingman need fear; and to 
designate Italy, France, or Great Britain as the country from 
which pauper labor emanates would be to insult the intelligence 
of the German. French, Italian, or British American citizen, 
and would doubtless result in the loss of his vote to the Repub- 
lican Party. ‘The ‘ pauper labor” of Europe argument is be- 
coming as hollow sounding and insincere as the timeworn argu- 
ment, “the foreigner pays the tax.” 

ut let us take another view of this tariff proposition as it 
applies to the woolen industry. That being the best protected 
industry in America, according to the Payne-Aldrich bill, it 
would be logical to suppose, if protection affected wages, that 
the wages of the woolen-mill employees would be the highest 
in America. But such is not the fact. The disclosures result- 


ing from the investigation that grew out of the Lawrence strike | 


exposed the horrible conditions under which the employees of 
the woolen mills live, and the fact was there established that 
they are among the poorest-paid employees in America. On the 
other hand, if we look for the best-paid employees in America, 
we must go to an industry that is in no way connected witb 
tariff bills or schedules. The men employed in the building 
trades are among the highest-paid employees in the United 


States, and their wages are not due to a protective tariff, but to | 
their intelligence, their experience, their efficiency, and the | 


strength of the trades-unions, 

Yet, under the guise of protection to American industries, the 
Ameriean farmer and workingman is taxed from 79 per cent 
to 99 per cent on all the woolen yarn, woolen underwear, 
woolen dress goods, and ready-made suits he buys te protect 


an industry that employs nearly 13,000 little boys and girls un- | 


der the age of 16 years. Thirteen thousand little boys and girls 
are being sacrificed on the altar of corporation greed, are being 
exploited by woolen manufacturers, are being— 

Made to lose the freedom of the sod, 

And, like a colt, for work be shod. 


And made to tread the mills of toil 
Up and down in ceaseless moil. 


And all this in order that the wool manufacturer might wor- 
ship his golden calf. 

{ heard the gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hutrnes] say 
that there were many good features in the Underwood bill for 
which he would like very much to vote, but that there were 
some features to which he had objections and for which he would 
not vote. I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
there are some features in this bill which are not exactly as 
they might be. There are schedules in this bill which, in my 
judgment, are still too high ; but I want to say to my Pregressive 
friends that when they compare the good features of the bill 
with what they are pleased to consider objectionable features 
they will find that the good points far outweigh the objection- 
able ones, and that is more than can be said for any Republican 
tariff bill that was ever passed. They were all bad, but some 
parts were worse than others. You gentlemen of the Progressive 








Party must not expect us to present a perfect bill: yon 
too much of us when you ask us to correct all the wh 
” years of Republican misrule in a single legislative » 

It has been frequently asserted by gentlemen on 1 
side of the aisle that the tariff is net the cause of ; 
cost of living, but that the increased cost of distri} 
responsible for the high cost of living. I coneede that 
of distribution has materially inecressed in recent ve 
that it has manifested itself upon the cost of al] the 
ties of life, but this increased cest of distribution js 
traceable to the high protective tariff. All prices vu 
protective system are artificial—the price of distributi: 
as the price of the commodity. 

Protection is nothing more than a promise to secure 
manufacturer of a commodity a price for his product 
consumer would not otherwise pay, and every dol!s: 
to the price of a commodity in tariff taxes causes just s 
more capital to be tied up in the great work of disti 
If the price of a commodity is increased 50 per cent 
of a tariff tax, then the amount of capital required 
wholesaler and retailer handling that commodity must 
creased in proportion. : 

The tariff does not protect the distributor: he pays 
creased price, and this increase of price enters into every 
action in which that commodity enters. Like watered 
which adds nothing to the tangible assets of a corpo) 
yet is required to earn dividends, that part of the pr 
commodity which is artificial imposes its proportion of 
upon the ultimate cousumer just as the watered stock 
upon the public who must pay the dividends its unn 
public burden, and the artificial proportion of the pric 
commodity is passed from the wholesaler through al! t! 
esses of distribution to its last victim, the ultimate c 
This artificial price, which requires the use of more 
does not increase the amount of labor performed, does 
crease the number of employees in a given industry, a. 
plishes nothing by virtue of its increase of cost w 
not be as well accomplished, and perhaps better so. it 
were determined by competition and not be arbitrari 
by a prohibitive tariff, 

Sut, Mr. Chairman, there is another feature of th: 
system that is worthy of our attention at this time 
tion with the wool schedule in particular. I have heord 
and doubtless others in this House have heard it st 
that very little, if any, of the goods now on the market 
“wool” is, in fact, all wool. Shoddy, noils, and 
fibers are said to be large constituents in what now piss 
pure wool and is charged for as such. This is anothe 
many evils of a prohibitive tariff. It enables the 
turer to foist upon the consumer a cheap, inferior art 
the consumer must accept it and pay the price asked, sin 
is no competition. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill carries with it a feature t! 
patriotic citizen can well refuse to support. Under our 
system of taxation the surplus wealth of the count: 
eseiping its just burden for the support of the Go 
which lay heavily upon the great cousuming misse 
people. 

The income-tax clause of the pending tariff bill marks 


| era in our fiscal system. 


It may be true, as some on the other side of the ais 
sert, that the income tax will prove obnoxious, but if 
it will be obnoxious only to those who have for year 
escaping their just burden of taxation and are stil! 
to accept the new order; it may be an expensive way to 
taxes, but if it is it will be because those who ought 
throw obstacles in the way of its collection: it may 
quisitorial, but if it is it will be because those who |! 
years been enjoying the sheltering shade of the protecti 
wall are now unwilling to come out into the open and c 
their jusi share to the support of that Government w! 
years has lavished its favors upon them. 

The enactment of the income tax and a reduction 
duties is but responsive to an awakened public sentimen 
aroused public conscience. 

Never again will any political party have the hardi! 
perpetrate upon the American people the outrages {lin 
inflicted upon them by the Dingley and Payne-Aldrich 
bills. The false theories of protection are gradually b 
ploded. That the foreigner pays the tax; that a protective | 


\ 


produces revenue; that protection, so called, protects the -\ 
can workingman against pauper labor of Europe are era: 
being thrown into the dust heap of oblivion with all the o' 
follies and hobgoblins that progress, truth, and education ! 
turned their searchlight upon and made to vanish. 
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I would not have anyone infer from what I have said here | been received by this House and 


i am an advocate of low prices, but when the cost of living | 


roqses out of all proportion to the increase in wages the sys- 
' which permits such conditions to exist must be changed. 
socording to the bulletins of the Department of Labor, the | 
wholesale prices of farm products had increased in 1907 oer 
the prices of 1896, 75.01 per cent. Food had increased in price | 
during the same period 40.06 per cent. Clothing had increased 


in price during that period 38.08 per cent, while wages had 

ced ovly 29.02 per cent. Farm products had increased | 

1912. 118.08 per cent; food, 66.05 per cent; clothing, 52.02 per 

er the price of the same commodities in 1806. 

rhis lack of proportion is due in large measure, if not en- 

tively, to the evils resulting from the protective system and the | 
| nes to which it has been carried. 

In delivering his message to Congress on April 7, the Presi- | 

dent id : 
We have seen tariff legislation wander very far afield in our day 

1y indeed from the field in which our prosperity might have had 

il growth and stimulation, No one who looks the tacts squarely 

f or knows anything that lies beneath the surface of action 


il to pereeive the principles upon which recent tariff legislation | 

‘ een based. We long ago passed beyond the modest notion of | 

‘ itecting”’ the industries of the country and moved boldly forward | 
to the idea that they were entitled to the direct patronage of the | 


‘ nment 


This langnage has no weight with our Republican friends, I | 
know: but I will quote to them the words of one who once had 
weight with them, and if his words have no weight with Repub- 
licans now it is because the Republicans of to-day have wan- 
dered far afield from the principles that actuated their great 
leaders of the past. 
‘he words IL am about to quote were uttered by one who | 

ed these Halls with his presence, and many a time did these | 

' 
| 


corridors ring with his eloquence and might. He lives to-day, | 
nd will forever, in the loving, patriotic memory of his country- | 
nen. He was the second of our three martyred Presidents, | 
James A. Garfield. 

On April 1, 1870, the House being in Committee of the Whole, | 
having under consideration a bill to provide revenue, Mi. Gar- 
field said: 

I*hold that a properly edjusted competition between home and foreign | 
products is the best gauge by which to regulate international trade. | 
Duties should be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete 
with the foreign products, but not so high as to enable them to drive 

t the foreign article, enjoy a monopoly of the trade, and regulate the 
rice as they please. 

Chis is my doctrine of protection. If Congress pursues this line of 
policy we shall, year by year, approach more nearly to the basis of free 
trade, because we shall be more nearly able to compete with other 
nations on equal terms. I am for a protection which leads to ultimate 

trade. I am for free trade which can only be achieved through 
asonable protection. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, we have wandered far afield in tariff leg- | 
islation in recent years, and an aroused public conscience has 
summoned those who are charged with the responsibility of leg- 
islation to lead the way back to the trail that was blazed by 
the founders of the Republic. We must make the Government 
he the servant of all the people; in the levying of taxes we must 
have regard to proportion and the ability of the taxpayer to 
pay; we must permit no man who enjoys the benefits of our 
Government to escape his just share of its responsibilities. We 
must assess taxes with a view to maintaining the Government 
and not with a view to giving any class of our population undue 
advantages over any other class. Class legislation must be | 

voided if the Republic is to endure. 

I have heard much talk from the Republican side these last 
few days about a tariff board, and their loud protestations have 
prompted me to inquire as to how long our Republican friends | 
have favored a tariff board. I find that in their national plat- | 
form of 1904 they say no one but the Republican Party is com- | 
petent to deal with the tariff. In 1908 they are silent on the 
proposition of a tariff board, and in 1912 the tariff board is men- 
tion for the first time in a Republican platform. In 1904, when | 
they were in full power and possessed of much conceit, they would 
not notice a tariff board, but after they were driven out of power | 
in the House of Representatives in 1910, and with defeat staring | 
them in the face in 1912, in a last desperate effort to win back | 
that public confidence which they had abused and to try to | 
stem the tide of popularity which Mr. Roosevelt and the Pro- | 
gressive Party were developing they went on record in their | 
national platform of 1912 as being in favor of a tariff board, | 

| 
| 


to be appointed by the President or Congress. The American 
people went on record also in 1912 in favor of a tariff commis- 
sion of their own choosing. That commission, chosen by the 
people and responsible to the people, consisting of a Democratic 
House of Representatives, a Democratic United States Senate, 


and the people eagerly await its enactment into law. 
commissioned 


The Demo 


eratic Party 
Republicans promised to do 
to redeem our pledges to the 


industries 
pessimist will be silenced by the 
ing wheels of commerce. 
est period of peace, prosperity, cue 


American 


Chairman, 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock ]. 
MURDOCK, 
| from Illinois |Mr. Coprery |. 
Mr. COPLEY. 


Chairman 


Mr. Chairman, 
| tion of some question which involve 
and its people, no problem can come 
more vitally affects the welfare 
of our country than the tariff, the 
ment, in so far as it makes for the 
I tind most eminent authority for this opinion. 
ber of a prominent American magazine the distinguished 
of the United 
absolutely essential for the general welfare 
they should be well fed, well clothed, and adequ 
In other words, that 
legislate in such manner, i 
| zens shall prosper. 


In the las 


States hil 





take your time in 
egislation 
going to impose upon your patience 
m by item, House bill 
ability to do this, and I marvel 
mittee of my colleagues who, giving but 
brief period, have been 
the duties levied 
a figure as promotes industry and prosperity in this co 
the highest degree. 

All the more I 
have the same routine, 
to perform for the benefit of the people of their res; 
tricts which f 
vanishes and 
enuecus of a 
this bill, item by item, probably 
ten of you had ever seen it,and after each man has 
needs for some modification 
tries of his district, you all finally 
it was presented to you and join unanimously in 
bill on to the House of Representatives as your party's | 
for all the ills from which the good people of this country 
suffering. 

As a patriotic American I share wit 
be followed by general 
business training and a lifetime study 
raise in my mind a very grave and consit 
confidence, 
erally by the people of this country, 
which your conclusions are drawn 
| the majority party 
‘the judgment of their colleagues who make 
the Ways and Means Committee, and that 
best of my knowledge and belief, in turn expres 
in the distinguished chairman 

Now, gentlemen, I am ready 
|a lifetime have beea wrong I shall 
but believing in 
are shared by more than SO px 
trict, I should feel recre 
test against this or any other bil 
welfare of all of them, which was pr 
hearings which were practically secret, 
unprejudiced, nonpartisan experts of the hig 
ability, who had access to all the resources of this Gov 
and had in their employ engineers, agricultur 
ants of ability and established reputations for ° 
if the bill were based on information provi 
mission, similar t« 
Democratic majority of this House last year, 


attempting 


a comparatively 
selves that 


time-consuming, 


constituents 


resented the 


your hopes 


prosperity, 


in caucus finally 


legislated 


and a Democratic President of the United States, have presented | theories which your party has maintained practic: 


their bill for the revision of the tariff downward; that bill has | its foundation, findings that, in my judgment, will again be 
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cent of the price whi the ulti 
clothing. where the cost of dis- 
er the hondling from the time it left the manufac- 
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enrire ¢ contains 28 cities. t+ whs, and 

but 3 of these are than 54000 
ll acquainted, knewing mest 

merchants by name and face, and I am equally well acquainted 

nat 30 mere villages smaller than these. I am prepared 

tntement, that at this enormous apparent margin 

y-made clothing, amounting te more than 50 per 

ite at which they purchased it, or than 

» price at which they sell it. net one single mer 

last 20 years has made anything more than fair 

nd above the interest on the ‘investment in his 

s And in the three larger cities not more than 

two fir in each has made more than a medest eom- 

that same period of time, and with that same 

reut margin of profit. But the ready-made clething depart- 

is of the great stores in Chicago, less than 50 miles distant 

from any one of these communities, have handed in hundreds 

tad hundreds ef thousands of dollars a year profit, and in some 

instances it rens into the millions. 

lt is clearly a probleinn of distribution and not a question of 
the tariff materially increasing the cost to the consumer. 

Iam unable to see any way in which this bill is going to make 

possible for these smal] merchants in the smaller communi- 

to hamile woolen clothing on any less margin than the 

which affords them merely a living, unless this entire 
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RELATION OF TARIFF 
Take the item of milk. 
located in the district 


TO COST OF DISTRIBU! 


The splendid little city 
which I have the honor to 
Elgin gives its name to the great dniry interests of 
Vest. Only the first of this month the milk prod 
territery were in a contest with the milk bu 
which they should fer mi the 
the price of last year—$1.40) per 100 pounds 
Gemianded 50. The price which the 
id avernge a fr: under S cents per 
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profits for the same. or 6 per 
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| purpese, 
handlime after 

m milk 
one-half c¢ 


under now 
“Hi 
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ol SL. 
I was a boy in all the small tewns a con 

of the people of the neighborhoed kept 
The father of the family usually did the 
his day’s work was done, unless, perhaps, he 
enough to be drafted for this purpese and not old e 
organize a successful rebellion. The neighbors sent 1 
dren for the milk. They took it home in tin 
which had not been previously sterilized. The mill 
not have a cement floor in his barn. as is now dem 
did net take the time to have his hands manicured he 
down to mill The milk was not kept at a low 
was not put into separate bottles previously sterilized a 
with germ-proof ca] 

The mannger of one of the great milk-distributing fir 
me only a few weeks ago that their average breakac 
ale st them more than one-fourth of a cent o1 
of milk sold 

The system of milk distribution in the great cities i 
necessarily expensive. The general manager of the fir 
the largest amount of machinery designed for the pm! 


Cows, 


mails ' 
priti 


ten 


iS. 


me cs 


| handling milk and cream told me last January that as 


the building in which his apartment was located that ! 
milk wagons standing in frent snd thie 


or two bottles. This is manifestly a most wasteful sys 
distribution, but it is the legitimate working out of an « 


| competition—the battle of wits. 


I venture the statement that 1 cent per quart could ! 
from the price of milk delivered in every large city | 
country if the system of distribution’ were arranged s 
there was not an unnecessary duplication of capital and 

Take the question of dressed beef. The present tarif 
cents per pound, and yet beef went up the equivalent o! 
than 3 cents per pound in the Chicago markets inside 
days last year. This must show conclusively that the ta 
little, if anything. to do with the cost of beef; otherwise. 1 
dressed beef would have come into this country the minut 
increase in price had passed the 1} ceuts per pound. The re 
for the high cost of beef is entirely another story and bas |! 
to de with the present discussion. 








+ is that the cost of milk, butter, eggs, poultry, beef, 
nork, potatoes, carrots, onions, beans, cabbages, and 
vetables are less on the farm in this eountry than in 

ed country with which we compete industrially; and 

.» they reach our homes they cost very much more. It 
em of distribution. No tariff commission will be doing 

ty to the country unless it follows the lines laid down 
st one, and traces every single item from its very be- 
to the ultimate consumer and shows the cost at every 


‘ION OF TARIFF TO COST OF DPSTRIBUTION—ON CTIINA 
une of the articles that are not in such general 
e what per cent of diflerence the tariff makes in the 
rice of those ar I have in my hands two pliutes, 
that a dozen plates exactly like this I have here were 
! f the principal dealers in Chieago less than three 
eq for $44. I know that a dozen of exactly these same 
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Let me here quote from the | 


| of the Concressionat Recorp of *~ 19 
The objeet of the tariff d 
petition, the whetting of Ameri« 


re sold by the American commissary in Colon to the | 


; of the Government there for $14. 
RDOCK. Are those the identical plates? 
COPLEY. The identical plates. But there is no duty 
em ou the zone. ‘The commissary pays $11 per dozen 
se plates in England. The dealer in Chicago can buy 
as cheap. The duty of 60 per cent adds $6.60. He 
iy them down in Chicago for less than $18 per dozen and 
them at $4 per dozen, an apparent prolit of $26, 
1 increase of 144 per cent over the entire cost, including 
ty, or 60 per cent of the entire selling price goes to pay 
of distribution. The duty of $6.60 is only 15 per cent 
iling cost of these plates. The cost of distribution in 
stance adds four times as much to the selling price as 
tariff. 
another plate which cost the American commissary 
zen, or $1 apiece. The duty on this grade is $7.20 
They can be laid down in Colon for the American 
sery at less than SO cents additional per dozen, or they 
aid dewn in New York City at less than $20 per dozen, 
ug duty. I have a letter from a very prominent dealer 
w York offering to replace these plates at $60 per dozen. 
He fignres his cost of distribution to be $40 per dozen on these 
s,or 200 per cent added to their total cost to him laid down 
vy York, or exaethy 66% per cent of the entire selling price is 
ted by his cost of distribution. The distribution in this 
e adds five and one-half times more to the cost to the 
nsumer than does the tariff. These articles are not 
ed in this country and consequently the entire duty is 
heir eost. In the case of milk, as I have shown, there 
bly nethimg added for the tariff. In the ease of clothing 
tom goods, and other things in which there is local eom 
1 in this country, some percentage of the tariff is added 
st to the ultimate consumer, and it is worth our while 
e figured out for us by a competent and disinterested 
just exactly what percentage this amounts to in the 
s articles of common use by the masses of the people. 
we per cent of all the men who went to the polls and 
st November indorsed that principle; yet you gentle 
» overlooking that fact and are following a doubtfu! 42 
t. When I eall them doubtful it is for the reasom that 
of the Democrats of the North are protectionists at heart. 
lition to this, the President undoubtedly received a very 
utial number of votes from men who always want the 
chest kind of a tariff irrespective of the facts, beeause they 
e actuated by a fear lest a certain distinguished gentleman. 


se Iethods have not always pleased them, might possibly be 
ele at 


test of the world 

It must be apparent to eneh of thant le 
our wits the rest of the world 
the iren founders of the compet 


intelligence, if they have whe d ti WW 

use the same type of machinery \ we ha 

increase their labor cost to eq l 
pothesis—or we must decre:nse ! » eg 
not only if we are zoing to cx ie th 

but if we are going to hold e 

outside invasion Eve ( 

und finding equal f I 

for r if we are g bg oO ¢ i i 
cost of the finished product. 

Take the item of watches: The & 1 W | 
ceives on an average j about vo ana 
much as the watchmaker of + ‘ ! Now 
only our witS aginst the wits f the w mak 
country, and he uses th ame type of machinery 
with the lesser wiges which be would have to | 
be noe question as to the fate of that industry in A 

ON i ’ ‘ 

Fypewriters other industry which uses 
mechanics. The Remin m Types cr 0 
in the United States, England, Ger y. and Fy 
the United States averages p v just abe y 
in wages. In this ease it does not becenie Lys i 
wits. These plants are owned by the same people. m 
the same minds, and must necessarily produce the 
that are sold in Americ 1 whetever ceul y 
them down iu the distributing centers of this « 
lowest figure. 

E 4 ‘ ABOR, 
I will not weary you by going into the b 
schedules Some men who ure now ma oot 
America will find themselves out of « 
men who are manufacturing woolen ‘ 
who are miunufacturing steel and w:tches } 
These men whese occupations 
unable to follow the industry to @ 
and their fa es enn not pos 
the face of the earth Lhe 
eft is to try to get the job of some hi 
nat il thing would be to teh te 
line of industry in which they are ft dl j 
men bidding for one jol there e bh 
law of supply and demand, to w 
and Means Committee referre » | 
| our present scheme of society is | 

any other department of trade. | es W 
be followed by some men being driven f: 
particular line Then they w t Se 
other line. amd min wages % he ret ! 
pewer of all these men wil! be very uru 

and the preducer will find bis priees chin 


0 the Presidency. Many of these voters are well mean- | 


' nearsighted. They thought that the specter over their | 


er was the evil ene himself: Instead. he is actually 
z them and all the rest of the people of this country indus- 
Prosperity on the basis of a square deal for everybody. 
1use. } 


1? 4) 


fA, 


this shows the difficulty of matertally imcreasing the 
ising power of a dollar unless you remove the duty from 
rticles which are not produced in this country. 

EFFECT OF H. R. 33821 ON WAGES—ON STEED. 


Now, let us look at the other side of the question, the proba- 
y of maintaining wages; in other words, at the same time 
ig up the purchasing power of that dollar when measured 
Human labor. 
Lake the question of steel: I submit herewith a statement of 
comparative wages paid in this country and in England and 
many, showing that the labor cost of the finished product in 
isylvania and Ohio exceeds the laber cost in England bs 
“Pproximately 44 per cent and exceeds that in Germany by more 
Wan 60 per cent. 


of the majerity are going te | 
are going to find the | } 


prebably a very much greater 


The cost of living is a 1 
difference whatever to a 
necessities of ife when We 
and equally it makes n 


tion for his labor amounts to wi 
point alone. 

The relation between these two mal 
world to him In other werr's i 3 
end of the day, th 
to properly nourish and clothe his f i 
they been adequately sheltered, Lave 


e month, er the yea re 


| school, and is some balance left over f& J 
| the end of the year? This is the t 
ure of the tariff, and this is the 


this country are going to apply to 
There are approximately 7.000.000 

derive their principal income from tl 

comparatively small pereentage engaced 

farming the balance of them are prod we articlk 

either find a market ia this country or else they w 


ue 


—_ «= 
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| 
onto the markets of the world. Each country has its own par- always believed in such a tax; the principle is correct. | 
ticular market place for the various kindsof commodities. For the burden of taxation on the shoulders of the people x 
iustauce, Chicago is the American market for wheat. Liver-| best able to bear it. All governments are established 
pool is the world’s market for the same commodity. Whenever | purpose of guaranteving security to life and security j) 
i 
' 


ui! the wheat that is produced in this country is consumed by | joyment of property or an income. The graduated pri 
our own people the farmer gets the Liverpool price at Chicago, | absolutely sound, because, in addition to placing the }y 
and 7,000,060 men and their families in this country, or practi- | the shoulders that can best bear up such a tax, it also ) 
cally 35 per cent of all our people, are made more prosperous | on the shoulders of the people who enjoy most that . 
by the difference in freight rates between Chicago and Liverpool, | which our Government guarantees to property. ‘T 
which has been saved to them by the home market. When they | humblest workman and the richest man: The Govern), 
are prosperous they buy more freely of the wares fashioned by | antees to each his life, and it is of equal value to the 
the artisan as he works at his bench, and he has in consequence | It guarantees to each the enjoyment of his property 
more hours of work and a pay envelope bringing in every week | income, but I do not think any man in this Chambe, 
more money and more ability to buy the products which come | me that such a guaranty is enjoyed by both men in . 
from the farm and which tend to keep his family and himself | This bill is by no means as radical as I would wish 
in the best possible condition. | take the opportunity to attempt to amend it when 
H, R, 2321 FAVORS COTTON GROWERS | that section under the five-minute rule. However. t}) 
May I refer to the agricultural economic condition as it | ning isin the right direction, and I shall not vote ygainst 
affects the Democratic Party, or rather as it is affected by the | everyone else here, I have always thought it coward!) 
Democratic Party? You represent more than a century of | 2 vote; but I will not vote against that income tus, 
specializing in a certain agricultural line in which you practi- | other. It is the only way we can get a start. Nor y 
cally have no competition with the rest of the world, and it is for that tariff bill nor any other like it; and I am 
_ true it makes very little difference to you where your cotton choose that which appears on the surface as a cow 
is spun into fabrics. You practically control the world’s market | Hon. I am going to refuse to vote one way or the ot! 
for raw cotton. You and your constituents may be individuaily | bill combining those two principles; and I will say to \ 
benefited by the removal of all tariff duties, thus enabling you whether or not it takes courage for a man to be a cow 
to buy all your supplies cheaper without materially reducing the going to leave that to the individual judgment of each 
value of your principal agricultural product, but the value of | of this Congress. However you decide on this questioy 
your product is less than one-seventh of the value of the total | 2m thoroughly resolved that if I am alive and well | 
agricultural products of this country, and the benefits which you | My seat when this bill is voted on and will vote “ pr 
receive by the reduction in the cost of other necessary articles | being the only way in which I can conscientiously ex;) 
probably would not be materially offset by a reduction in value sentiments on a double-headed bill of this sort, one half «| 
of your cotton on the farm. meets with my entire approval and the other half 
But how about the Democrat who represents Ohio, Michigan, | Dature that I could never vote for it. 
Missouri, Colorado, Illinois, and all the other States where sheep GRADUATED INCOME TAX THE REAL SOLUTION 
are produced when the duty is removed from wool? How about My own opinion is that a protective tariff is abso! 
the Democratic Members of Congress from States where they | sary for the industrial prosperity of the S5 per « 
grow cane sugar—Louisiana, Georgia, and Texas—and where | people of this country who work for a living, and 
hey grow beet sugar—Colorado, California, and Michigan? | not be exactly equitable I would rather have it too big! 


I 


{ 
Can the same thing be said with equal truth of them? Why, 40 | too low. With the income-tax amendment read into the ( 
per cent of all the cotton cloth manufactured in this world is | tution of this country you have in your hands the 
manufactured in Great Britain, about 20 per cent in the United | equalizer of the inequities that have followed the tarifi 
States, and 10 per cent in Germany. A reduction in the tariff | special privilege that has been put into the hands of a 
that would affect the prosperity of 60,000,000 or 65,000,000 of | tive body. I agree with you that the present tavifi law 
the people in the Northern and Western States would, to a | many inequities, but I do not believe you are curing | 
small degree only, curtail the buying power of cotton goods in | this bill, for I think it is the poison of industry. B 
the world, probably not more than 2 per cent, and such a trifling | believe that you could cure them by a properly adj ist 
decrease in the value of the entire world’s demand would be! ated income tax. I believe it to be a remedy that 
niet by a decrease in the production of raw cotton at the points | used in conjunction with a protective tariff, but I do 
where it costs most to produce it—India and Egypt. I want to | that it will prove an antidote to the industrial pois: 
compliment the gentleman from Alabama, the distinguished | trade. It is absolutely necessary to gather ip this 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. He is certainly | wealth if we are going to distribute wealth equitably 
providing for his own in this bill, and so far as it has worked | our people; and that the tariff has assisted in tiie gati 
its passage he has engineered it through the House with ap- | wealth is perfectly evident from a study of the censi 
parently the same delicate tact which overcame all obstacles in by decade since the system of protection has been the 
the committee of which he is the head and also in caucus. | principle of our fiscal law. That it has been equitably 
House bill 3521 clearly reestablishes not only in America but in | [ do not claim. I do not believe it has. The only civi! 
the entire world the old kingdom of cotton. There would be no | try that now adheres to a free-trade doctrine 1s Engla 
Democratic Party but for the cotton-producing States. You | there is more hardship and want and suffering and pau 
have more than enough sure electoral votes to furnish a majority | in free-trade England than in any other country ow th 
of the number necessary to elect a President. You dominate | the globe. They have tried the income tax, but it 
every Democratic national convention and you dominate every remedy the trouble. The fact is no adequate reniedy \ 
caucus of the Democratic Members of Congress. You are the | be found that does not provide prosperity for the grea 
only reliable Democrats, and the economic value of your natural, | the people. President Wilson was right—a people 
world-wide monopoly in the growth of raw cotton has made prosperous if they are well governed—and if House bil! 32! 
you free traders Why, when the great leader of the Progressive rying his sanction, makes for the general prosperit) 
inovement sought to break into your “solid South” he made | masses of our people, he ought to have the unanimous 
only one mistake. You gentlemen are not Democrats because | ment of all political parties; and if it fails, he and 
of sentiment; the reason is economic. Your raw cotton will | the penalty. [Applause.] 
bring 2s much and will not cost as much for labor and certainly Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlen 
not for jute and steel bands with which to cover and bind your | Ohio [Mr. Wmt11s]. 
bales. You will save a little something on your woolen clothes The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O’Hair). The gentleman fro 
and a little something on your finished cotton cloth. You will | is recognized. 
save some more on sugar, for sure, unless the trust swallows it Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether ! 
up. You will be able to buy your agricultural implements a | yse all of the time which the leader of the minority of tle \ 
little cheaper, and your mechanical cotton pickers—if they ever | and Means Committee has so generously assigned to me: | 
do come—will be made in Germany or England, and your labor | the time that I shall speak I want to say something abou 
will also be under much better control. of the provisions of this bill and something about th: 
INCOME TAX. policies that are involved in its consideration. In t! 
This bill is really a freak of the intellect. It carries two | place, I want to say that with much that my friend fro! 
ideas on the same trunk—one almost a free-trade tariff, the | nois [Mr. Cortey] has said I agree. I agree with him i 
other a graduated-income tax. You Democratic gentlemen have | he has just said in favor of a protective tariff. I think 
been very clever in this. You are putting men who do not agree | Chairman, that the industrial history of this country 
with you on the tariff, but who do agree with you on the prin- | demonstrated beyond question that that system of tari! 
ciple of a graduated-income tax, in a serious dilemma. I have‘ we call the protective system is necessary for the mainte! 
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mtinued welfare and prosperity of the Republic, so that 





ird I am in entire accord with the gentleman from 
ho has just spoken. I agree with him that we ought 
protective ‘iff. I agree with him, secondly, that 

g to have such rates as will equalize the differ- 

the cost of production at home and abroad. I agree 
the third proposition, that that difference in the 
oduction at home and abroad should be ascertained 


quasi investigations that may be carried on behind 


nd closed doors of a caucus room but upon the 
tariff board or a tariff commission. [Applause on 
slican side.] I agree with him in another thing—and 
ereat majority of the American people are in agree 
that proposition—and that is that the time has 
when successfully any political party in this country 
e in secret caucus by dark-iantern methods. 
2 rreement with my friend upon that proposition. I 
with him upon another proposition. For many rs I 
e beet nf or of an income tax, I am y in favor r 
e tax; but here is where I[ part with my friend. 
be glad to vote for a reasonable income tax; and in say 
it I think I am announcing good Republican doctrine, 
, there could not have been and would t have been any 
( nity to vote in this House for an income-iax law had it 
i en for the action of a Republican Congress. Therefore, I 


think I am guilty of political heresy in saying that I am 


r of an income tax; but here is where I part company 
y friend. It seems to me that the tariff provisions of 
pill are so unfair, so unjust, so unwarranted, so unreason 


that I can not bring myself to the point where I think I 
\ l be serving my constituents simply by sitting quietly by 
and voting “present” when this bill is put upon passage. 
I feel that I can not discharge that duty other than by regis 


+4 
ILS 








¢ as I shall do, my vote, and, so far as I am able to do so, 
my voice against any such legislation as this. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Copter] 


referred to another very important proposition which I hope to 
little later in my remarks, and that is the influence 
of local custom in the retail trade, so far as prices are con- 
‘erned. We talk here and upon the hustings a great deal about 
the tariff. We say much about its influence upon prices—and 
it s an influence—but the fact is, Mr. Chairman, that there 
r forces at work that perhaps have as much to do in 
prices in this eountry as does the tariff. I refer to th 
peculiar custom of local trade. 
Com 

bill the things he produces are upon the free list, or rates 
tly reduc upon the theory that because of the fact that 
past few years he has received fairly remunerative prices 
the expense of the product to the consumer is thereby in 
“l. Complaint was made here the other day by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama because, as he said, the 
price that the farmer was getting for his product had increased 
some 93 per cent since 1897. The farmer was and is entitled to 
increase. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the increase 
1 price, the high cost of living, so-called, does not come to any 
considerable extent from the increase that has come in the price 
that the farmer gets for his product. The fact is that the big 
increase in price comes from the time that the products leave 
ihe hands of the farmer until they reach the hands of the con- 
sumer. Just an illustration, and I will come to that more fully 
a little later, but as an illustration of that proposition I live 
in a section of the country where we have great onion fields, 
perhaps the greatest in the country, 5,000 acres in a single 
county. I happen to know that this is true—and I got the facts 
from a careful investigation made by the Department of Agrt- 
culture—I happen to know that of the price the consumer of 
onions pays in New York or Philadelphia or Boston when he 
buys them by the peck, the farmer back in the eighth district 
in Ohio, who owns the land or rents it, who buys the seed, who 
hires the labor, who contributes his own efforts, who runs the 
risk, the farmer who plants the crop and tills the crop and 
linally harvests the crop, pulls the onions and sorts them and 
crates them and puts them on the car, the man who does all 
that work gets out of every dollar that is paid for onions in the 
markets of New York, Boston, or Philadelphia only 28 cents ; some- 
body else between the farmer and the market gets the 72 cents. 
The framers of this bill, presuming to say that they are going 
to benefit the consumers of this country, are cutting the duty 
upon onions in half, i. e, from 40 cents per bushel under the 
present law to 20 cents per bushel under the Underwood bill. 

I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that if this bill shall be en- 
acted into law—as I very much fear it may be—if it should 
become the law the price that the consumer has to pay is not 
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plaint is registered against the American farmer, and in | 
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| going to be changed materially rl that the far 
Tar hi + f ‘ = Ww we ] } ' { hy 
CS ut ft) ( 
| is pre ext } } } 
man, not by h ho we © 1 } ! ly 
| the cron, but lv th j ‘ nel the 
| are producing not! O ; 
prominent Demoet fat ! f tard ( 0 
ments as follows in a letter addressed to m 
| rhe prof lt T bill would a y our 
if I idapted to t ’ 
j : 
| che ) or in tt Bet ! Islands W ©, 4 d 
with them l s the f t ‘ ou eth 
hundred pounds, ) cents from Ind points ) « ! 
it und 16 cents fr the B la Is ds to Ne y 
respondingly low to all t Atlantic pvints. 
In ¢ pred t n i { I i © al Ss 
re re large ont f j let t ’ , 
| free would entire 1 y demand for th 
would come to our shot in the form of finished prod 
I loss t ur Natio 
‘ ntir ’ ) ad * , y 
fo. l d and t , i ! 
in S30; Lfertili S10; pulling onions, $4 ‘ u 
} at cents a bus > screening and sac 0 } 
| ; -. * ; 
a bushel, $6; hauling to the ca > cents | bus 
era at ce P ( $6: 1 vir cl from s 
return, $2; 5 pounds of seed, at $1.60 per pound, $8 T! 
Our ir ] » re ‘ . ov isi per cre ' 
yield acre in a tl onion field rh is a it what « 
prod You will t this gives us nothi: for o ov ! 
jas the man who superintends an onion farm can do little 1 
wat the detail of his business, one can not grow an acre of oni i 
support his ov f f less than $120 p I ! 
pri | e in the 0 been 40 « | 
note that the « t p l n ynions is mainly Cul 
weeding, pullir i sacklt is all hand tal I ke 
ing seed bed and ng away « it t very time i 
| onions trom <£vU to ' cents per bushel We al deliverl rh i 
| cities, freight paid, from 30 to 40 cents per bushel And t thi 
these same onions go to the city trade at $1 per bushel and UO « 
| one-half peck fhe high cost of living is blamed to the fa ! i 
| fact remains that nearly all vegetables are delivered at t) citi 
I cent of the prices paid by the Itimate consumer 
And that leads me to inquire, Mr. Chairman, whethe 
j policy that was d down here by the distinguished and cou 
| ous and able gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprrwor 
| the correct ome in this respect. The gentleman said in h 
| opening remarks in this debate that this bill marked a new 
| era. I think that is true ff it shall become the law. a different 
| era, anyhow, and then he went on to say, with his usual elo 


quence and lucidity, that the time had come when we should 
| cease to consider producers and should consider consumers 
| Mr. Chairman, that i very serious proposition Is tl oun 
try to take the position that from now on legislation in State 
}and Nation shall be herd not for the benefit of the men who 
toil but for the benefit simply of those who consume Of 
course everybody recognizes that these classes are ove 

all the time, but I insist, Mr. Chairman, that if we shal! 


late in this country that producers have work, if we shall 
late that the laboring man have a ch 
lar by honest toil, if the farmer ha market for 
if the miner has a chance to dispose of the product 
if we shal! so legislate and shape affairs in this 
the producers that all producers 


nee to earn an honest «: 
sa his pred 
ef his 
country that 
ure 


prosperous, have work, 


then it seems to me that the question of consumption of 

| can be left very largely to take care of itself [applause on the 
| Republican side], and, so far as I am concerned, I totally 4 
agree with the proposition that we are to ignore the produ 


I have stood, and the party to which I belong has stood, and 


now stands, for a policy that says it is better to have men 
working here, our own men, beneath our own flag, in our own 
country, than to have goods produced elsewhere. [Applause 


the Republican side.] It may seem high political heresy to 
some of my good friends on the other side that we should say 
such a thing as that, but, Mr. Chairman, I can not get that ide: 
out of my mind that somehow it is the duty of the American 
Congress when it is levying taxes—as it was admitted in a 
number of eloquent addresses on that side this afternoon 

we must levy—that it is wise and desirable and statesmaniil 


so to levy those taxes as to discriminate in favor of our ov 
people. I believe in American industry, in the American farmer 


and the American laboring man. I do not care very much about 
the industries of Europe. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
To me it is a matter of shame and regret that at this very mo 


ment the highest encomiums that are being pronounced upon 
proposed legislation come from the trade journals ef Euro} 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

They are in high glee. They say the good old times are con 
| ing back when they were supplying the American market. 
trade journals of France and Germany and England are point 
| ing with pride to the probable action of this House. But 
| how, Mr. Chairman, I have an idea that it would be 
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we were proposing so to legislate as to secure the favorable | think it means much to this Nation to be able to prod 
comment of our own trade journals, of our own people, and to | large proportion of the clothing wool which it uses, 
merit the acclaim of our own workingmen and our own farmers. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

I have before me an interesting though weird political docu- 


| 
| 
} 
ha 

ai | 
attention to this important fact that every time our Den), 

friends have undertaken to tinker with the tariff, or « 


anybody has undertaken to tinker with the tariff by r, 


of the Democratic Party in the city of Baltimore. One plank 


very seriously fallen off. For example, it seems that 
of thar platform reads as follows: 


according to the laws of Nature, there is a rate, a naturs 
and if we reduce the tariff below that rate, the sheep-rajs 
woolgrowing industries will suffer, and unless the 
changed those industries will probably be destroyed, 
Effect upon the number of sheep of 5 experiments during th, 
years with revision of the wool tariff. 
{Whenever the duties have been below 11 cents per pound « 
the first class, flocks have always decreased, and, on ths 
when the duties have been as at present (11 cents 
higher) they have always increased. ] 


We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is intimately con- 
nected with the business of the country, and we favor the ultimate 
attainment of the principles we advocate by legislation 

Now, note this 
we favor the ultimate attainment of the principles we advocate by 
legislation that will not injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

That is a very careful, conservative, comforting, and reas- 
suring sort of a pronouncement. And then, to make the people of 
this country feel perfectly confident that the Democratic Party 
could be trusted on the tariff question, President Wilson felt 
called upon to say, at Pittsburgh, on October 15 last, the fol- 
lowing: 


per 


Rate of 


Year of enactment. Term of existence. | duty per 


} 
pound. 
| 
! 
| 


ment. It is the platform that was adopted at the convention | rate, the sheep industry and the woolgrowing indust; 


I welcon ! opportunity of stating what I believe to be the well- 
considered p tion of the Democratic Party with regard to the tariff. “ oy : 7 oe 
It is absolutely essential that we should be entirely frank with one 


another in the discussion of this fundamental question. 1887. | 


Last 4 years of it. . 
Pe Steins 1883 | About 6 years... 
Now, note this, brethren: 1290 | Less than 4 years..} 
The Democratic Party 1894 | r 


Now, this is the official announcement by the head of the | oa 


party, interpreting the plank in the platform which I have just a a — - 
read: Under the act of 1867, during the last four years 
The Democratic Party does not propose free trade or anything | t@riff rate was 124 cents a pound on wool. In those f 
proaching free trade. ° woolgrowing and sheep raising in this country in 
I desire to use those two interesting statements as a text for | P&T cent. Then, under the law of 1883, for about 4 
a little bit of exegesis, first, from the platform, where it says: that law, the rate hae only 10 per cent. rhe penny 
rv the ultimate attainment of the principles we advocate by | = those Sx years 16 per cent, whereas if had in —— 
that wv ill not injure or destroy legitimate industry. 7 preceding four years 20 per cent, Under the four s 
r . McKinley law of 1890, with a rate on raw wool of the 
of 11 cents per grease pound, there was an increase in t! 
The Democt : Party does not propose free trade or anything | growing and sheep-raising industry of this country of 
approaching free trade, cent; and then under the Wilson law, in effect only a . 
And then to make us trebly assured that it was all perfectly | tively short time, something like three years, with f 
safe and pleasant and harmonious and happy the gentleman | which you are proposing in this bill, that industry fell ; 
from Alabama [Mr. UNberwoop] said, in his eloquent opening | cent. And yet gentlemen affect to believe, or, at any r 
address, something about lowering the duty not with an ax | that they believe, that the enactment of this bill into 
but With a jackscrew. And while I can not quote just his lan- | not injure any legitimate industry! 
guage the implication was that by this bill we would be lower- Well, if that is so, it simply means this: That the 
ing the tariff carefully and slowly, not knocking the tariff all | of history amount to nothing; that when we come 
to pieces, not using the ax but letting things down gradually | tariff law we ought to reject our experience and con 
with a jackscrew. Was it not upon that theory that this same | our imagination and our invention. The teaching of 
Democratic Party told us only 12 months ago that the last word | is exactly the reverse of the contentions of the gent! 
on the subject of tariff on wool was 20 per cent ad valorem, | are favoring free wool. 
that it was needed as a matter of revenue? That was the propo- Then under the act of 1897, with the rate the same : 
sition then, and yet in view of this proposition that no legiti- | been under the McKinley law, there was an increase o 
mate industry is to be interfered with, in view of the statement | cent in the product. 
that the tariff is to be gradually reduced and let down with a History will repeat itself. If this law goes into eff 
jackscrew, in view of those two statements a bill is brought in | you, gentlemen, and particularly my friends on that sic 
here, I honestly believe, contrary to the judgment of the Demo- | aisle who happen to come from sections particularly 
cratic members of the Ways and Means Committee, providing | in woolgrowing, as some of you do, I warn you that 
that the woolgrowing industry of this country is to be destroyed | thing will occur that occurred under the Wilson law. 
at one fell swoop on the theory, is it not, that the raising of sheep, The sheep-raising industry will be practically destroy: 
the growing of wool, is not a legitimate industry; or is it upon | farmers who are now engaged in that industry will |! 
the theory that this statement in the platform and this quota- | seek other lines of employment, and the question is w! 
tion from the speech of President Wilson were intended, as a jin the long run, this country is going to be benefited 
good many planks in Democratic platforms are intended, as | that proposition. And I wonder what my friends on t! 
something not to stand upon but to get in on? of the aisle who come from States that do have some 
The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that this bill is not in compliance | in the woolgrowing industry are going to say to their 
even with the terms of the Democratic platform adopted at Bal- | when they get back home and undertake to tell their ) 
iimore. If it had complied with it, it would have been bad | about the vote they have cast on this tariff bill when 
enough, but it is even worse than that. Without any notice, in | is made as to why, contrary to every law that we ha 
the face of implied promises to the contrary, wool is put on the | for many years, they separated in this bill wool and goat 
free list, and so is practically everything else that the farmer | There are other jokers and funny things in this bill, q 
produces, on the theory that we are to have a gradual, harmless | good many of them. I do not know whether attention has 
reduction of the tariff. called to this by anyone or not. 
That leads me to discuss why it is not wise, in my humble Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
opinion, to put wool on the free list, as is proposed in this bill, The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
at the behest, I think, of the President of the United States, and Mr. WILLIS. For a brief question. I have only 
contrary, I believe, to the judgment of the members of the Com- | time. 
mittee on Ways and Means, although I am not informed as to Mr. SLOAN. Will it be a sufficient answer to those 
that. Nobody is informed as to that. The country is not in- | stituents for them to say that marvelous juicy patronasce 
formed about that. The country is left in the dark. We are | exchanged for their votes, and that until their votes were 
left to implication and rumors as to what occurred in the dim | attractive and desirable committeeships were held in abey: 
secrecy of the Democratic caucus chamber. Mr. WILLIS. I could not really answer that question 
Here is the first reason why it is not wise to put wool on the | the suggestion might be very apropos. 
free list: I start with the assumption that it is not desirable to Relative to this tariff on goat hair, I wish that every Mev 
wipe out sheep raising and woolgrowing in this country. I | of the House would get the tariff hearings on Schedule k. 


And then, secondly, what the President says: 
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1049, and read there some of 
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» January 28, and turn to page That is the opinion that he expressed—I think quite unt \ 
‘ most interesting material that L have ever found anywhere: | and wrongfully —concerning the Repres« ves from his St 
EXTRACTS FROM HEARINGS. | because they ave all of them of distinguished al \ rd 
4 |} Of them—I wish he were here now 3S « necia ertmess 
CrarmMAN. If we separate mohair from Ww 1, we must follow lo 7 ae ; ; 
all the way down the line, in the finished products as ‘ que nee, always on the job, looking after the \ ‘ ol 8 
| constituents lie is a member of tl \\ \ 3 
\ RoperTsoNn (interposing). That is what we want you to do, Mr | Committee 
( man, and that is what you ought to do. 7 . 1 : } al 
CIrAIRMAN. If we do that, we have a difficult proposition, | in the laws that we have had heretofore y \ 
I understand that wool and mohair are never mixed, and that goat hair were in the same schedule ul tt} ‘ | 
some respects is a paeey But it is every Gay becoming & | now; but this distinguished. cloquent nad hte 
here is really no better summer suit in a hot country lor Pas : a ae ; eae 
wear than @ mobair suit You recomnise that? from the — stu SI ite Mr. GARNER, 1 bye 
, Soa re Yes: it is cheap mittee, always is alert in ooking att thre ie 
rAIRMAN. It is cheap and it is o—- , ; | constituents, 
rn iTSON, It is | ming more and more a necessit) realiz somite DhKee. on . : 
t at the present time it is a luxury and it ought to be taxed f i: aypgles 1 WRAY ae , ee 
ght to be made to pay for these thing and the Government for his activi Ile say ) that when th! l 
ined Written wool and Angora goat hair for e fi \\ 
‘a i ‘ separate schedules. I want to refer to that | \ 
vie it th \ngora goats are ! Lexas, al | 
. vin most o hem in the United State how. I have before me H R. dd21, the ndi i : 
i Of course, I meant in the United States example, now, let us take the raw mat | Sf Ph 
Wo ] on is produced upon the farms of the North ! ' “ ‘ 
I 30% e have about «000 ¢ > f t two ik Fe ' ; . +1 11° oe -- 
ne. tear tench have you , docks in the last li t, but if you wi | turn over to page 77 of the | 
O14, you will find this interesting item, whic! ‘ 
{ on. Five years ago we had 5,000 goats; to-day we have | and Angora goat hair. Wool goes on the fre l 
t WO goats , desirable that the product of the great State of 1 | 
‘ | You are on ol } Ly vi belic I pro “us pla ed upon the free sl ind « ently iit 
with his distinguished ability ( l upon t Col 
son. Yes, si make a new rrange nh Const ‘ on 
\ DNI I agree with you Th can : { were \ 
: .. And I believe w it I believ i Wars a’ Wi : 3 a : 5 ; 
Committee will consid cause, I believe that they w is on the free list, 
ne duty of 12 cents a pound, and Ii believe that we ca! ty 
the Ways and Means Committee, if t just at the present i , MI \ t 
on, facts and fig ; that will d ynstrat to | ’ , U 
1 the shadow of a doubt that mt have me can 
. nder your present iw of 1 much 1oha : Do iL See the p nt of 1 i tu 
| N i rp mw). Ty po 10 furtie Urce Sf 1 VOD w } | 
i rT c ] té iS fr 
i re co Zant e f t t] iG 7 it Chat is the } { t] th 1 
1 ihe Se i 3 a 
iy? » fil dl CL al { s vale il i Ir ¢ \ ) 
on. Yes, sir: I am ! nt ad valoren 
iN. Were they acquainted with tl acts relative to ) Oh. I i vou tl ‘ “ } | 
I think not. Even if they were int the on th olmmiltee who take ut tC in h 
re in too smail a minority; w e very sma do not say 1 offensively, mw, | ther | Wily 
. . : ° ment It isa great thing to have s body to ! 
iw. T thi ul are ec er \ 4 ’ rr} , : 
1IN. I t ink y« 1 a Dn istent, Mr. Ro son. rhe unfor ' { hout \ {] ‘ Wy 
»N I believe t it tne sepre tati S il 1 Lexa and . : 
did right. because, as 1 iY. . ll minori ers of tb United S tes | i} i@ nort if h ) 
: ls They did not know that v in existence. | to s ik f thre ‘ st t] Den y 
. perhaps, have never seen Ang goat rh } { fe 4] 
tee eines ena the cott ota testeen se D ahceia li ti l thie id | a hk ive < 
{ this Angora hair, som¢ f tt 1 would think it is | bel i $ s the gen ma rl s [| Mr. ¢ ! i 
a J ho ld it itina boll they would say That is beau ul | of tl I 5 \1 ) ) , 
I pe yptian cotton. 1 . ‘ 
I i You are now Sp iki 2 of you Te xa neig! bors 7 iat , t sl U 
. rson. | am speaking of our Rep itatiy rom Tex \nd so th i hi l 
gentlemen, that we are 2 small minority out yonder in th nteresti 
. 7 a teresting 
out yonder on the bleak hill vhere we can not water ou 
We do water our stock when tl wind blows and the wind 296. Yarns 3 ' 
* in good condition \ 
Xrrcninx. In otber words, you believe in having a protection . 
$s a pound on your raw material, which is leaving it the im But in paragraph 316 you see 
in the Payne-Aldrich Act, and that the manufacturers who : tl a a ‘ 5 
raw material and produce goods from them ought to have Ya eS . : ; 
sentient nim Op d va 
‘TSON. Certainly I do; they must have it. ——_? F 11 47 
Kircninx. You are not like som: of these men who want their so it rl hs al Uh way throug! It i : - 
rotected and the other fellow’s stuff not protected? oply of these gentlemen, uC ry Lake 
Vi , > a cane G6 te maneaeares . : . . . > E 1 
; ROBERTSON. No; it is necessary if they are to prosper. should be put upon the free list, but when it « to ! 
ForpDNEY. I think you ought to move up to Michigan. : — Seat e ry 
Mr. Ropertson, No; if I moved up to Michigan I could not rai uct of the Angora goat of the State of Texas ( 
goats gentleman did testify in the hearing that the é 
M ForDNEY. But you would be a Republican, all right his State did not know anything about Angora goats and 
RoBerTson. I am viewing the proposition frem a Republican Po Pa : +1 eee 
ef lpoint somewhat now, and yet I am a Democrat. and I am plead not tell Angora goat halt from cotton. could f ¢ 
ing for revenue, a boll weevil [laughter], yet when it ime d » 1 
an KitcHin, You are a Democrat from habit and pn from prin the rate it was shown that the gentl n fi rey iy 
Mr. Ropertson. No, sir. GARNER] did know about the Angora goat, d he did loo fie1 
mm . 4 * — be , d the interests of those who raised the Angora Yo tie 
rhe first thing is an admission by the distinguished chair- men over there from the wool-growing Stat f the % +1 
P ‘ ° ‘ nen oO i i ALU! ; Ci i » S OL Lil¢ \f 
man of the committee that mohair is not a luxury but a neces- from the wool-growing States of the West and Southy ; 
‘ ™), 2 : . : : rom the wooi-crowlhs : the VWve and Sout ‘ 
rhen later on in the hearings, which I will not take the | t vote for this bill to put wool the f i 
' — ht 7 : = wose te LO S will uu Ol Ol ie Tree sf V4 to 
time to read, but which I shall place in the Recorp, this gen- = tect the Angora goats that have the od fort 
they . * ‘ * : . yrOoLlect C ALS ‘ RmUaALS al h ‘e Lil FOO ) he ) \ 
Ueman who is arguing for his industry, a gentleman from oe district so ably represented hg tl tle . 
r ae , ; : on. % e : ; UA SELENE Me SCULIE mh ir i 
lexas, by the name of Robertson, goes on to explain how it is UM GARNER] : 
} hie 1 . ' . : : . . Mr. GARNER]. 
that his industry has not received proper consideration here- Mr. NORTON. Mr, Chairma will tl | 
pao ; " I + 2 ‘ . ahi, atl Mill, Wii i =e ‘ i 
: fore at the hands of the Representatives from that State. | Mr. WILLIS. For a brief questi 
Vhy ] » . . — ‘ . | - Fs 4h4hwre ‘ ' | PSLIOL, 
vly, he even says in one place th: oy are acqui , | 7 cates S 7 ; 
a} ne place that they are wmacquainted with | Mr. NORTON. Does it not look, from th mgement of 


the location of his industry. He says here on page 4052: 


' They did not know that we were in existence. of 
Haps, had never seen an Angora goat. 
class and cotton-raising class, 


Now, listen to this: 


If I should cut off a lock of this A 
think it was cotton. 


“This is beantiful cott 


Some them, 










If I should put it in a boll, they 
on. It must be Egyptian cotton.” 


per- | 
They are among the farming 


ngora hair, some of them would 
would say: 


the schedule, as if these Demo rats fron 
from Western States were sent 
the Texas goat rather than their own she 

Mr. WILLIS. It looks to me as if the 
got the “ goat” of the northern Members 
| 
| 


Mr. MOORE. 
industry that 


needs protect ion? 


here to Congress to k 


Can not the gentleman se 


1 North » S tes ; dl 

wok afte 

Wiustry at home? 

southern Members bad 
| Laughter. } 


e that this is 


an infant 
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ad at 
proceed 
ter I wish 
have fi 
carefully prey report 
f our reatest mpetitors, 
South America, figuring 
ictly the same b: 
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to another phase of 
to is W hy 
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Africa, 
that w 
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Tion ol oo) 
ction of wool in 
‘itor, and the 
ith no charge 
that you can 
of the Tariff 


omy 
wool of South Africa is going the market 
aga st it ’ loubt abo 
find it ted f the report 
Roard. 

Thi use the followi 
only sir 
receipts from 
nst a ciearly 


. where 


we: 


they 
the iple operatior yf 
other sources than wool, to 
demonstr l t charge 
in wool of from 10 to 11 if there 
cents per pound against 1° 
on is normal and the ep market steady, 
against the Australian. Indeed, well-managed 
Australia showing at the pr nt time a 


is 
el 
h 
are 
all of 
bove 


from 
that 


in 


nts simils to th 


plicable to the stock 
Statem« 
with regard to returns 
Australia. But bho fay 
the sales of sheep } 
One of these anticipates that, in vi 
Aust ian mutton and lamb, the surplu 
an annual return considerably 
wking expenses—assuming that no large 
rT labor in the meantime, 
fore, of the best inform 
the present time the 
ve ‘ed wool (interest being Ieft out 
United is moving to —— under present re- 
heep, with a net average charge of but a few cents 
th estimate rently holds go d of New Zealand 
Cape as well. 


page 514 of 
Africa the same « 


enerally ay 

of Australia 
prominent owners 
nsland and Western 
on well-managed runs, 
w of 
sta 
in excess 
addition 


ense 


to be obtained, the 
Australian output 
of account, as in 


ition 
entire 
stares) 


appa 


this in 


is as 


that 
ent 


it is shown 
The staten 


vol ume, 


obtain 


ow, on Same 


ondit 


ion 


surplus 


as selling 


stock and mutton: In the Cape 
for $4.50 per head and fat 
ewes are readily seld for local slaughter 
cording to their flesh 
present time the @emand for mutton is so stronge 
profit in breeding the woolless sheep for mutton 
p cvumbine both wool and mution the profits must 


Province fat ewes are 
lambs months old at 
at from $2.50 to $3 


that there ts 
i 1ione. Where 
tle naturally be 
much erea 
cs t ot 
( poun is 


per pot 
x 


production The 


with an 


nvernge shearing per head 


average price received by the growers of 13 


is eS time 


wes of $2.5 
ents 
tak ing ir 


0 per head and 
and equipment per 
ito account the low 
e leasing valu of their graz- 
© not demand other food for the 
nd on the ranges, the strong demand for mutton 
vident African woolgrower is able to meet 
irplus and mutton, leaving 

investment 
rts he can sell his wool at 12 « 


ling she 


and 


stock 


R nts 


1 make 1 

Suy, 
or South Aft 
ir wool av 


sheep hbusines 


put it this way: The sheep men of Aus- 
if they chose to do so, could absolutely 
realize nothing for it, and still continue 
That must be perfectly apparent; that 
VN » there is an average charge against wool products of this 
country of 9.6 cents per pound we can not compete with a 
country that produces wool that has no charge against it 

Now. ther reason connected with that. 

Mr. Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. W . For a brief question. 

Mr. G AR R ETT of Tennessee. From the protection stand- 
point, what is the gentleman's idea as to the duty on wool, the 
highest duty and the lowest duty that wonld be just? 

Mr. WILLIS. I think my friend knows 
servative nbout it. The fact is that you take the fine merino 
wools of Ohio, as shown by the report of the Tariff Board, 
by the report of the comm®tee on the wool bill of the 
Congress, in order to afford full protection to these 

sheep there would have to be a duty on the scoured content of 
about 24 cents. But I recognize the fact that that proposition 
must be looked at in a reasonable way. We have got to take 
something like the average cost of production of wool, and 


“ica, 


ay, 


tralia 
the 
the 


give 


nN 


here 


- ANE 


‘of 


last 


j 
| 
| 


} 


of 


i and 


racting | 


South | 


eld enough | 
the | 
tion |} 


| scoured pound. 
| South America, 1 cent and a fraction; 
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tection to the woolgrowers of this co vuntry. 
curred in by the National Woolgrowers’ 
farmers and sheepmen of the country 

Ni Ww ther re n why we can not com 

countries I have named Of course 
these men who think it dees not mak 
wh we he anything in this country, 
raise any ‘p or not, or whether we build 
will not agree with me, but I think the Ame len 
contrary view to that of gentlemen who so thin 
I want to call — to these facts taken 
the Tariff Boa 
Take the average labor cost per sheep in the 

it is 82 cents. In South America it is 23 cent: 
tralia it is 7 cents, or about one-twelfth of wha 
country. Why, in South Africa there are ins 
of them, where men are hired at a rate of $1.70 to $3 | 
to take care of sheep—men that are clothed in a } 
and a G string. That is the kind of labor with w! 
to compete if this bill goes through. The labor co 
and it ought to be, because the people that are getting 
are American laborers that receive and ought to re 
highest wage of anybody in the world. [Applause.} 
that investigated beyond the most superficial ing 
the wages here are two or three times what they are 
countries, 

Mr. GARRETT 
man yield? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Of course T am 
challenge the gentleman’s statement about men bein: 
in sunshine and a G string. 

Mr. WILLIS. Oh, it was a sunny smile. 
the gentleman keeping my metaphor correct. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. A sunny smilie 
string. If the weather be such that men ean dress 
fashion, does not the gentleman think that it is pretty 
the sheep that grows the wool? 

Mr. WILLAS. I do not quite catch the point of th: 
man’s question. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. How is it possib) 
woolgrowing sheep to live in a climate where men 
themselves in a sunny smile and a G string? 

Mr. WILLIS. I want to say to the gentleman, 
man, that that is a question that is not up to me. It 
tion that is up to the sheep. As a matter of fact, they do 
by the million. That is a fact. How they do it I do 
tend to know. The conditions to which I refer, in so 
habits of dress are concerned, do not apply to Austra! 
the gentleman well knows, Austratia is hot and dry, a 
sheep producing that beautiful fleece of heavy wool thriv: 

I do not know how it is, bat it is a fact of nature, : 
not argue with that fact. 

There is another thing te which I wish to refer, ond 
the cost of shearing. The average cost in this coun! 
cents per head. In Austraiia it is 7 cents, and in Sont! 

6 cents, and in Africa 2 cents. The labor cost again is 
higher here. Then, too, take the question of freight. |! 
tlemen stop to think that it is cheaper to ship wool from 
tralia to Boston than it is to ship wool from Idaho to P 
Here are the facts: The freight rate to the wool ma: 
Boston from the West of the United States is 6 cents o: 
From Australia it is half of that, 8 cent: 
and from Londo 

In other words, the producer of Austr: 

and of South Africa has a large advant 


This opinic 
Association 
generally. 

, there is anc 
ith the 


t 
coat 


ful W 
the’ fa : 
ence 


the r 


ve 


she NT 


tances 


has 


of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, wil! t! 


I must in 


mi 3 


tenths of 1 cent. 
South America, 


the labor cost, and he has an immense advantage in the f 


that I try to be con- 
and | 


merino | 


therefore my opinion, based on the report of the Tariff Board, is | 
that the duty on the basis of the scoured content should be 18 | 


cents. Of course, althongh I have no personal interest in the 


' farmer has had has been continually decreasing. 


sheep business, I come from a section that has, and I would be | 


gind to have it 19 or 20 cents, but I am personally of the opin- 
ion that 1 


cost; and the result of these things is the unquestioned fa 
we can not compete with those countries in the production of) 
As I said, if gentlemen say, “ Very well; destroy the she« 
dustry; wipe it out,” then this argument has no effect; | 
think the great mass of the American people do not tak 
view. 

There is another question to which I wish to refer 
briefly. Some one wil] ask himself, perhaps, why it is 
woolgrowing has,not increased in this country. It has n 
creased rapidly. In fact, it has decreased in some years, 
that is a perfectly legitimate question. How does it come. : 
we have had a tariff, that woolgrowing has not increased’ 
us see. In the first place, it is because the protection es 

Mie 


rates in the law remain the same, certain forces have be 


work which I believe I can explain, which have operated 


8 cents on scoured wool would give a reasonable pro- | 


reduce the actual protection every day in the year. What 
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forces? Here is one—the development of the frozen-meat London. That sent to Boston sold at 264 cents * pound 


e Avetealia. giving a great impetus to the production of sent to Londen sold for 194 « s per pound, a diff ; 
7 light shrinkage Second. the famous skirting clause | cents—not 11, but 7. A fleece of On n ol w | 
esent tariff law. On this subject the Tariff Board says have stated in this case. That fl f O1 { 

; HOO) Boston brought 20 cents and th to Le lon brouel 11 
nt « he crower of domestic wools that he is not now and cents, a difference of 5 eu The | | 

iu — 1 these years been receiving the amount of protection | Wyoming wool In other words. th: iy tix 





extended by the 11 cent 2 ty on the grease pound is : ane law indicates it should be ce 7 } 
heavy shrinkage of the domestic fleece as against the light- a a Mi a i ie aa : ' 
i skirted wools selected for importation primarily for their probably 6 cents on Une ore se und 

4d. An examination of the existing duties will show that | pound, and that is why the pro 


is consiructed upon the theory that wool shrinks 664 | e¢reqsed 
















in t t Since, however, it is certain that the wools “ me re rapidly under the tat 
pe ted shrink mething less than 40 per cent, it is obvious ere re call attention to ane vf 
1 of paying S11 duty for every o pounds of act i wool Cll \ @ tarifl on y ) ins m th j 
importer is really curing sou 60 pounds at a rate | ¢learly onstrable that f th a) : ; 
18 cents an seeceen poses ae i as dded to the price of , a a th ;, 
d abr statement In \ the f effect of shrinkages | clothes the tariff will 1 l i} pl / ; ) 
era 1 of t xisting v 1 duties is s wi cents a suit Does anvybod ve that . y br 
' €-pt d rates with computed ed-pound eq lent tariff off that a suit that you now buy for $20 x ‘ 
. es be able to get it for $19.25? Does anybody 1 ani 
4 . 4 ty on be the slight S hal e int > ret pri 
avo One ives { erious co le e 
s ll element in the pri 2) { 
Shrink 1 ¢ sI Cl If of clothe for the | vest i on earth out « pie / , th 
jae 7 ane and put ovel $2.10 worth of wool in j ae en 
pound, pound, the removal of tariff on wool is G e to |} ( i 
11 cents. | 12 cents able effect upon the price of clothing’ As neutte 
it will h: ve practicall ho effect ko llusiratiog i a old 
ou | oe no brief for the wool manufacturers and I sh on) 
4 ~ (40 only incidentally, for 1 thinl he ft ius f il ni 4 
a i Satory aul On WOO! re ub I ! cy to | re j iT 
‘$ | 203 3] ul vote I ri oe l amen t l e if as I . 3 i ho 
bk. .. i debtuheednaauaMbedadadat 22 | 24 brief at all for the wool manuf: rer, but I be ve in giving 
A | 4 even the devil his due What L object to is fre ol for th 
lie nll 1632 | “ine, | farmer but protection for tl nanud rer. If le 
tial. cit akcatdegie | lap | 174 | free, why not clothes? The fact is, the price of that clot 
- 144 16 not because of the profit the n turet Vike } } 
ak tek — | ae ause of the profit th is added mew he Vr} : 
— — -_ ——_—_—€§6—| WOOL raised in Ohio that will bi f over GO cen er | vl 
e no doubt that gentlemen understand what that means. | ¢leaned. and it will not take o ' ie 
a provision in section 368 of the present law that I will | of goods required for a suit. The cost of that wool can ne 
[ think it is only fair, however, in passing, as I criticize | over $2.10, and there not any better wool in the world ; 
tion somewhat, to say that it is no reflection on the dis- | this under the present tariff Whethet nit S15 or $7 
shed gentieman from New York [Mr. Payne], because he | jt can not contain more than $2.10 rth of w : { 
f has fought for years to have this schedule revised. The | quty, and the rest of the price must be paid to A lh aiate 
that I refer to is as follows: or An an profit, and not over 25 cents pr 
! kirted wools as imported in 1890 and | r thereto | the mill on the average. ‘Twenty venrs ago de , : 
xcepted paid SO cents, less 7 per cent r goods to t 1 l 
\ t do they do under that clause? Australian wool is | the big houses will not pay over 624 cents for good og 
wool. When I spoke here in the last Congress I had S1 and not over S24 cent for 2 is that retal at $1.25 vd , 
of it. It is beautiful wool, not as strong as the Obio | tically no house will ] more than $1.05 for ret 
You can pull it apart as you can cotton batting It is at $1.50. A $25 suit fer women ( i } , 
s good as the Ohio wool in some respects; it is not so jin our great cities costs tl! reta t nn ‘ 
in fiber, but it is beautiful wool. The produ ers shear | it contains about S6 worth of dre rOOdS 
off and spread it out, and they will cut off the legs, A department store selling a suit at $25 £10 
portions, the neck and belly, and simply leave the solid | over $6, including the tariff o 1 ihe { 
the wool, the best of it. Under that clause in the pres- | Here is a little item I have here taken from a ) \ ' 
that wool comes in as if it were in its natural condi- | an advertisement for one of the big neartine 
Couple these two facts together, first the development of | York City, which one it is n necessary to 7 
ozen-meat trade, and, second, this practice of skirting, | to show that they can s¢ b ‘ | 
i you have the result that whereas the present law was | oughly dependable, at $14.75 Now. let us analvze that 
1 upon the theory that wool would shrink in the neigh- ultimate consum pays $14.75. The de t 
| 1 of 66% per cent; as a matter of fact, the wool which over $10. The clothing manuf 
comes into the country shrinks not 66% per cent but it $3.25. TI lothing manufac er pa fo. 
ks more nearly 40 per cent. That is discussed very expense, and pl t $6.75 nal r SLO the 
briefly in the report of the Tariff Board, to which I simply refer | gets $4.75. ‘The 1 get 2 
ssing, in volume 2, page 382. Just to make it a clear illus- | of wool, et The depar ‘ = 
tration, suppose we had 100 pounds. The importer buys 100 | up the 1 profit of me than f 
ds of wool, and if it shrinks 66% per cent he would have § wool, more than the manufacturer of the cloth ¢ 
oof pounds under the present law, and he would have to pay a |! yersion into cloth 
ff of $11, and that would make the schedule what the law The single profit that is made in the one h iit 
ded it should be; but let us see how it actually works out. | than the total cost of that p of cloth, includ 
Instead of shrinking 66% per cent it shrinks only about 40 | the wool up to the time it leay he mill. And lie 
per cent, and, then, instead of having 334 pounds it will be 60! plain about what an immense profit rl 
pounds, and if you will divide the amount of duty he pays by | about the tariff. The clothing manufact pays for 1] 
OU instead of 334 it will be seen the farmer has not been getting not over $3 He pays for trimming labor ‘ 
anything like 38 per cent protection on the scoured pound. As a) profit, $6.75, making $10. The dep: { 
matter of fact, it is shown by a table which I shall place in | of $4.75, a profit of nearly 50 per cent. Here 
my remarks he has been getting something like 18 per cent. | And yet we complain because the farmer down 
That is why I said 18 cents on the scoured content in reply to | Ohio is getting a little tariff protection upon his p 
the gentleman from Tennessee. That is about what the farmer I shall place in the Recorp something of an oration of 
iS actually getting under the present law as protection. Some | what I said at the beginning about the influence of iL custo 


interesting tests were recently made. I happen to know the | upon prices, to make it clear, if I,can, as a matter of fact, tha 
authenticity of these facts. A fleece of Ohio wool was cut in| the thing which has the most to « 


two and half of it was sent to Boston and the other half to | but these peculiar local custom 
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| Per cent. 


irm. furnishes 


the 


ms the ad 


and 


iry f 
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the attends to 


vets but 
get 


( her, 
50 per cent of what is paid for the milk 
con In of poultry, the farmer’s wife 
the chickens gets but 50 cents out of every dollar that 
for them by the umer. The producer of on 
28 per cent of the consumer's The producer of ora 
gets ly 20 per The producer of cabbage gets only 

per cent of the price paid by the consumer. The producer of 
pot: gets only $59 out of every $100 paid by the consumer. 
The man who raises the yratermelons gets only 24 px 
price to the consumer. In words, with the 
production increasing only slowly and in some crses 
decrensi with only a ty] 
going to tho producer, it is very 
is high. We see elearly 
great 


pet o 


cow, eares for feeds 


snmer. case who raises 
paid 
x 

only 


nges 


is 
con ions gets 
price. 
on cent, 
foes 


other 
the consume 
whv the cost of living 
nter into this 
Of course, there are other factors, which it is 
* nurpose here to disenss, 

Mr. Chairman, I see thet my time is almost gone. bnt before I 
econcinde there are some things te which FI sheuld like to eall 
attention. 1 should like to throngh Schedule G, in which 
practicslly everything that raised upon the farm is either 
pit the free list or the are eut 
suffers the most heavily of all. Did you notice the duty upen 
pennnts? It is as interesting as it can be. That is on page 57 
of this bill. Before that they had been cutting and slicing right 
and left, putting cattle, and horses, and sheep, and mules, dend 
or alive, and swine, and all of those things at greatly reduced 
and then the brethren, in order to save their faces and 
keep up appearances, slightly reduced the duty on peanuts. Pea 
nuts unshelled now bear half a cent a pound. They made a 
tremendous (7) reduetion from one-half a cent a pound to three- 
eig cent a pound, in the interests of the people. And 
shelled peanuts that now bear a rate of 1 cent a pouwnd—and 
who evers henrd of such magnanimity—are reduced to three 
fourths of a cent a pound. A produet tl is raised in a locality 
that not a Member on the committee to look after it has 
fo stand » cut, but peanuts had a friend on the committee, and 
so they did not suffer. 

I will refer in the closing minutes which I have to this free 
list. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a thing grand, gloomy, and peculiar. 

Mr. MAPES. Where are peanuts raised? 

Mr. WILLIS. In Virginia, North Carolina, 
I am not complaining about that. I am simply bewailing the 
misfortunes of the poor fellows in Michigan and Ohio and 
other places who did not have a friend at court. I am not 
complaining. 

When the farmer opens up this free list, there are things 
that are going to make him happy. He will find broom corn 
on the free list, and buckwheat fis on the free list. But there 
is compensation. His broom corm has gone down in price, and 
his buekwheat is not worth enough to fill wp a ravine; but 
what a satisfaetion it will be to him when he finds that he can 
get cadmium free. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIS. And then if he goes on he will find corn and 
cornmeal, whieh he used to get protection on, now on the free 
list, but bonechar he can get free. Unfortunately, however, that 
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is used only by the Sugar Trust, and consequently is I 
the free list for its benefit. Incidentally, the Sugar ‘Trust coo, 
to be wonderfully favered in this bill, as is indicated | 
following from the Ohio Farmer of April 26, 1913: 
[From the Ohio Farmer, Apr. 21.] 
FREB. SUGAR. 

‘0 far every attempt in the Democratic caucrs ti 
schedule items im the Underwood tariff me } 
the administration fe: | i 
oppenents, but the 
raw-wool it TI 


ms 


| the duty at once fr 


entirely in three years 
BROrSSARD, speaking 

oposing a 
tion every three 
sugar Member propos 
effective October 15, 
the new condi n 


attecked from b 
be Louisiana sugar r 
10 per cent reduction at first, 
irs, but this was defeated 
“| to remove all the duty at o1 
to give wholesalers time j 
T but the caucus also voted thi 
lowering the sugar tariff graphically pointed out t! 
paying the full duty 1.9 cents per pound 
1.685 cents on raw suwzar, the Cubatr 
the reason that refi 3, of ° 
ave so reduced the 
of these duti 
iners further to cut 
evt and eane su I 


>» of sugar at FE: 


isers, 


reduc 


‘ 
yrootiti 


re put out of 1 : 
i ki :o up, om accoun 
‘odmction, an illustration of which is afforded by 
» of a million tons, which is s than our dom 

up 2 eents in 1911. Then, with the beet-surar 
way, the half dozen American refi would 
make their own prices, and grow richer l 

NDHRWOUD says that the only suggestions which [Pre 
sisted on inserting in the tariff bill are the free-su 
| items Also, it is reported that the President admi 
the domestie sugar factories must close, but he hop 
reopen later.” What would they reopen for? Our 
| going to raise sugar beets at a cost of 3.54 cents per su ' 
compete with the German cost of 2.41 cents (figures are from t 
and Means Committee report accompanying last year’s Under 
bill), especially when all the margin of profit goes into the 
the American Refining Co. and its associates. 
came sugar, it goes upen the market early in 
domestic beet-sugar supplies are available, has served to k 
of sugar more uniform the year around. ‘Thus it is made clea 
sugar may benefit none but the half dozen powerful reiini 
and the “dear consumers” may pay dearer than now. 

But as the farmer sees that his corn and corn meal, 
and hogs are on the free Net he can lock up and thank hi 
that he can still get endbear free. [Laughter.} Think 
old farmer with his worn-out trovsers and his run-over |! 
for his trousers are likely to be wern-out and his boots r 
under the hard times which this bill will bring—going i 
store and saying, “ Mr. Storekeeper, I want a bushel! 
bear.” 

That is a thing that you Democrats have promised your 
stituents. It is a great satisfaction to know that cudbear 
the free list. It is a splendid thing for the farmer. [Laug 

Then if the farmer's wife has been so economical as 
able to save up a little lard and take it to market she w 
the price has been cut a cent and a half a pound, but, than! 
joss sticks are on the free list. and also old junk. [Lanu¢ 
And if that good mother should happen to want a leeci s 
get it, because leeches also are on the free list. 

This farmer goes on and he finds his beef and veal and 1 
and pork and lamb are put en the free list. The prices of 
produets of his farm have al} gone to pieces, but he says, 
satisfied, because I can get all the manna IT want, as it is « 
free list.” And also meerschaum. J thought that was w 
in here, “‘ mere-sham.” He finds that the prices on oats : 
have all gone to grass, but, glory be, he can get myr 
free, and also nux vomica. That helps out. [fLaughter. | 

And his potatogs, on whieh he had 25 eents proteeti: 
put on the free list. 
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} sugar, 
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That is bad for him. [t is bed to have 
price of his rye and milk and cream reduced by taking off 
tariff, but it helps out some to have the farmer know that 
wishes he ean still get all the pulu he wants free of duty 

That is a great fundamental doctrine of the Dem 
Party—to give the people pulu in great abundance. [La 
on the Republican side. ] 

And here is another thing that helps out: Aptite and 
divi are made free. [Laughter en the Republican side.| 1 
here is seetion 613. It will be a splendid thing for the A! 
‘an people, before the effects of this bill are outlived, to h 
spunk placed on the free list. Here it is. We shall surely | 
it before we get through with the effects of this bill. [Ren 
laugater.] And then if you tell the farmers that the price © 
hogs has gone down and the price of tallow has gone dow". 
will comfort them to know that, even with that reduct 
of price in tallow and hogs, tamarinds are made free. [Lavish 
ter.) And that is the case all the way through this bi! 
“mere sham.” [Prelonged applause on the Republican side.! — 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Stevens of New Hampshire). ‘1c 
time of the gentleman has expired. 
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PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 


jersey | Mr. BRow NING]. 


BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, with the full knowledge | 


remarks I may make on the pending bill will be futile, 
“iustice to my constituents, I must register a protest 
the provisions of these schedules which, if enacted into 
disistrously affect the people of the first New Jersey 
t. the people of the entire State of New Jersey, and the 
of the whole country. We need only the light of expe- 
y read the bandwriting on the wall. 
| confine my remarks largely to the situation in my own 
though I believe my contention is applicable general 
ther districts and States of the Union. 
Chairman, I represent some 200,000 industrious, energetic 


> 1s people, and I might sav that almost every aruce 


in our daily life is produced and made in my district 
On our farms—though ours is not an agricultural 
bushels of whet, corn, and oats 
every known article of so-cnlled garden truck. In 
mills, and yards we turn out innumerable articles, 
3; and merchandising vessels. 
re paid some $15,000.00 yearly, 
} ie Government to its empl yees 
the National Besides our profitable farming 
we have prosperous iron and steel and pottery and 

. while our ¢ | 


-- 
i 
_ stoves, corks, talking muchines, and scores of other 





“nicals, candy, soups, laces, oilcloth 


e known throughout not only our own country but all 


t here, Mr. Chairman, let me emphasize the fact that 
of the industries of my district is subject to the very 
competition. We have no monopolies and we pay divi- 
son no watered stock. With possibly one exception, you 
nect us with any so-called trust; and, further, many 
ufacturing concerns of my district can and do pay the 
wages on earth, and mike a resonable profit by exer- 
e most rigid economy and efliciency in menagement. 
y million dollars have been invested in plants and ma- 
y, and $50.000.000 worth of products are turned out an- 
This could only be possible, however, with protection 
the products of cheap foreign labor. Remove this pro 
n whole or in part, as is proposed in this most iniqul- 
American, free-trade bill, and one of two things must 
the factories in my district, my State, and al 
try—the mills must close or the workmen must accept 
Th waces. 
is no dispute, Mr. Chairman, about this difference in 
No one denies or will deny that the wages paid in 
( \. J.. ore double and treble those paid abroad for the 
work. And with the wage cost of an article amounting to 


(0 to S0 per cent of its total cost of production, what is | 


to happen when we are driven to open competition with 

| ers who receive but one-half or one-third of our wages? 
are told that this new tariff will reduce the cost of living. 
e it will, Mr. Chairman. It will mean living in one or 
two rooms instead of living in a whole house. It will mean one 
of clothes instead of three. It will mean meat occasionally 
1 of daily. It will mean few, if any, luxuries. It will 
n the withdrawal of savings, which in the city of Camden 
it to $20,000,000. It will mean a cessation in building, 


which will affeet the workers in the various trades, whose wages 
V be cut in half or worse because of idle time. And then the 
I hint and professional man and woman will! suffer, till only 


the pawnbroker will be doing a profitable business. [Applause | 


n the Republican side. ] 
rhe President in his massage made no allusion to wages. The 


rt ft 


report of the majority is silent en the matter. The speeches 


ng this bill severely let the subject alone, and yet it is the | 


of the entire question. 
e are told by the astute writers on finance and economics 
or the country that we are to have a new national wage adjust- 
t. We are told that this bill, if it becomes a law, will 
revolutionize our wage scale, will disrupt our labor unions, and 
evel our present standard of living toward the foreign plane. 
Such must be the result, if not the intention, of this bill. It 
Will positively close more than one factory in my district unless 


our workmen are willing to accept one-half or one-third of the | 


wages they are now receiving. And when that result is brought 
avout, Mr. Chairman, every man, woman, and child in the coun- 
uy lust be adversely affected. 

My people are already realizing what this bill means. They 
are sending me petitions bearing thousands of names, not the 
names of capitalists and manufacturers and bankers, but the 
names of the men and women of the wills, regardless of party. 


i over | 


| Some of them remember and refer to ¢ 
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the free list would work an injury to no citizen of this country, 
but, the contrary, would be a positive and substantial ad- 
vantage to the poorest man, as this commodity is the basis of 
his carpet-—floor oilcioth 

On the other hand, the duty on floorcloth has been changed 
from 45 per cent to 20 per cent, and this feature, in connection 
with the fact that the raw material—burlap—carries a duty, 
makes it practically sure that the American manufacturer of 
floorcloths can not compete with the manufacturer abroad. 

Mr. Chairman, I have quoted the comments of honest business 
men, of men who know what the effect of this tariff would be 
and who would be justified in anticipation of its enactment in 
closing their mills or announcing the reduced w which 
must positively be the only alternative. And in this connection, 
Mr. Chairman, I could pay no higher tribute to the manu- 
facturers of my district and the State, and to the manu- 
facturers throughout the country, than to call attention to the 
fact that they have made no threats, they have resorted to no 
recrimination, but in the face of coming adversity, and ruin 
for many, they have kept up courage and proceeded as best 
they con!d with constantly decreasing orders, keeping their fires 
lit and their men at work in the hope that in some way disaster 
may be averted. 

I might, in justice to myself and the industries of my 
district, ask that the bill be amended, but I should have to 
present as many amendments as we have industries, and as it 
would only be a waste of time I shall refrain. 

jut, Mr. Chairman, I do protest against this bill, not alone 
because of the general reductions that take away the adequate 
protection our industries need against cheap foreign labor, but 
because of the vicious features of the measure which increase 
the duty on raw material that we do not produce and reduce 
the duty on the finished product. That sort of tariff making, 
sir, is not only un-American but inhuman and iniquitous to the 
last degree. 

It would seem that there could be nothing worse for our labor 
and industries than free trade, but worse still is a tariff that 
taxes the raw material and lets in free, or with a low duty, the 
finished product. There is no reason and no excuse for such 
legislation, Mr. Chairman, unless it is the intent and desire to 
adjust American wages and the American standard of living 
to the European and Asiatic level. 

When the wages of workmen in our mills and factories are 
reduced to the Democratic free-trade dollar-a-day basis, then the 
price of farm products must be cut in half and the wages of 
carpenters, painters, plumbers, masons, bricklayers, paper 
hangers, decorators, teachers, clerks, and so on, must also 
be cut in half, with idleness on every hand. There will be no 
strikes then for higher wages and shorter hours. Instead of a 
job or two for every man, there will be two or more looking for 
every job. 

There is another point, Mr. Chairman, that should not bé 
overlooked. While you are reducing duties upon a standard 
American product, other nations are increasing their duties, 
with the restlt that our manufacturers will be ground between 
two millstones. 

We are making in my district superior goods, the best made 
on earth. The cheap imitations of these goods are at present 
kept out by an adequate tariff; take away this protection and 
we shall be inundated by the cheaply made foreign product. We 
are prohibited from selling abroad by foreign tariffs; our home 
market will be taken away, the domestic industry destroyed, 
and the inferior substitute will flood our markets. Wherein do 
we gain? 

Again, we find that some of our industries are given slight 
incidental protection that may enable them to barely exist, and 
yet our farmers are given no protection whatever, and when the 
agriculturists of my district or of any other district are unable 
to make a profitable living, how can they buy the products of 
the mills and factories? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this bill instead of being called a bill to 
reduce tariff duties and provide revenue for the Government— 
which it will not provide—and for other purposes, should be 
called a bill for the emasculation of American wages, the dis- 
mantlement of American homes, and the debasement of Ameri- 
can men and women. 

With all the vigor of which I am possessed do I protest 
against such a blow to the industries of my district and against 
such an attempt to ruin the people I represent. I can do no 
more, But I warn you, Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, that the 
day of reprisal will come as it came in 1824, in 1860, and in 
1896—you may bring calamity and disaster and ruin and poy- 
erty and suffering, but the people will rise in their might and 
again restore us to protection and opportunity and prosperity. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the majority, you are taking 
an unfair advantage in carrying out your designs; you were not 
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asked to frame and pass this vicious tariff measure. 
contrary, a most substantial majority of our voters m 
against such legislation at the polls last fall, and a stil) 
majority would register their disapproval now if they . 
so. You were given power by a political fluke. In the . 
lar of the day you scored not by a clean base hit, but |, 
hit by the ball. The American people are opposed | 
policy. Weare a people who favor adequate protection 
labor and industries. We are in favor of high wage 
standard of living, comfortable homes, plenty to eat 
and opportunity for all with consequent national progres 

This bill, if enacted into law, will bring disaster ani | 
will adversely affect every person in the country exce;) 
who profit from the adversity of others. We of the 
can only protest and hope that in some way the eyil, 
threaten us may be in part or wholly averted. [Applause 
Republican side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle) 
Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I-am very proud 
have the privilege of addressing so large and enthus 
audience. [Applause.] I hope my genial friend from A 
[Mr. UNDERWoop]—and I am glad that he and the disti: 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] both honor me wit}, 
presence and attention—will pardon me if I become jy 
to the extent of saying that, although I greatly adn 
superb qualities of leadership possessed by the gentlem 
Alabama and hold him in the highest personal estce 
nevertheless, in favor of the nomination of my old friend « 
CLARK for the Presidency. [Applause.] 

Millions of honest voters had been persuaded into 
conviction that protection was unconstitutional and a 
that it was a handicap to capital, a burden to the ma 
beneficial only to plutocrats and other selfish enemi: 
common people. I felt that the gentleman from Missow 
CLARK], having been the star performer in that we 
drama, ought to have been the chief beneficiary of Demo 
ill-gotten gain. [Laughter and applause.] But the Den 
Party is sometimes ungrateful, as Republics are prover) 
said to be, and my friend was “turned down.” The 
of the “turning down” and the reason for it have noth 
do with the tariff question, and therefore it is not proper that 
should discuss the subject here. 

Mr. AUSTIN. But he will come back again, I will say to 
gentleman. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I hope he will. I do net know whether 
shall favor his nomination four years from now or not; bu! 
thing is certain, and that is that if the popularity of the ¢ 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] continues to grow | 
country, as a result of his authorship of this bill, as it 
growing in the countries across the sea, where they «re | 
with longing eyes to our rich markets which the bill wil 
up to them, then his political future is assured and the alt. 
ment of the goal of his ambition certain. [Applause. | 
nothing can keep him out of the White House. Even f 
between Wilson and Bryan and LA FOLLeTTe and CLAkk 
toosevelt, with the Socialist vote thrown in, could not sto! 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

3ut will the American people like him as well “ after ta! 
as they do “before taking”? [Laughter.] That the 
mentous question. He is not exceedingly popular just now do 
the district which I have the honor to represent. My constitu 
ents like him well enough, but most of them fear tlie elect 
of his bill. However, I will tell him how he can make hits 
a hero in the tenth district of Kentucky. We raise a good «! 
of cattle and hogs there, and we also consume a good de: 
beef and pork and bacon. We produce a great deal of co 
lumber, but we also use a great deal of those commodities 
the same is true with reference to many other articles I ' 
mention. If he can so shape this bill that he can maints 
price of cattle and hogs and at the same time reduce the | 
of beef, pork, and bacon to the consumers of those artic’ 
if he can keep up the present price of coal and lumber to | 
producer and at the same time cheapen them to the consu! 
in a word, if he can devise some sort of automatic prov 
working both ways whereby the wages of labor can be ! 
tained as well as the prices of what labor produces and 4! 
same time these products can be cheapened to the consi! 
then, indeed, I am almost willing to concede that he could ( 
very near carrying that rock-ribbed Republican district © 
nominee for the Presidency in 1916. 

I earnestly hope that he can do these things, because I 
to see all the people of my district get a square deal and 1! 
share of the beneficence of this bill. I confess that I enter! 
serious doubts as to whether all this is possible, althoush 
really think that you Democrats are in earnest about 1 
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} ve that you can accomplish this devoutly wished in| Coal ts put 














a upon the free list in this bill. T am oy 1 to 
I give you credit for the utmost good intentions, but I | that I do not believe that the price of ce will be 1 
remind vou that there is a certain road which is said to | thereby in such a degree as te make a mat il differen ? 
ed with that kind of material. the whe use the domestic | luct. I do k ( 

admit that IF used to be quite considerably prejudiced | is certain to result in the lowering of wages « men 
Demoerats, and sometimes I even doubted the patriotism ployed in American mines. I am sure that it w t 1 
ae them. When I was a boy and heard that good old | injuriously the ceal-mining industry of Kent ’ nd We 
meeting song Virginia for the reasons already stated, l also be » of 
Show pity, Lord! O Lord, forg the met that . da se | RE = tne 1 rel ern Ee uw ed 
Let a repenting rebel lis from the mines in those States will hereafter be ‘ ! 
, tl “— ie cae ne ee ec * Canada and Nova Seotia by reason of the AN I 
I ght it was a generous plea of a righteous Mepuvlican to! portation from those Provinces as against the m exm . 
‘ od Lord to be mereiful to a poor penttent Democrat. But rail transportation froen the States § have mai , 7 
: it years I have developed very largely the spirit of | Mr Ch tte that “th = fe aati eatin table <n 
nee. I think the gentleman from Alabama and his fol- We alem Sania Oe ates hen Powe a the lintted States 
earnestly believe that this bill will work out great good anal a her a present of this oneal ent anh Get <i) seater 
f he country. On the other hand, I aim just as firm in my | return. In all conscience it vould be bad enourh to antl 
belief that it will curtail home peeeuction, embarrass capital, | free importation of coal under any circumstinces, but it ap 
ower the wages of labor by reducing the demand for it, driving pears to me as extremely peor statesmanship to permit tl to 
" y out of employment, lower the prices of farm products be done without obtaining at least some recipro: L i intage 
and of labor’s preducts generally, and halt the industrial progress from Canada. It violates every fundsem ntal p 
ef the Nation. Should it turn out that I am mistaken, my neasic wisdom, an@ cam act he excused even unon thy 
disappointment will be compensated by the gratifying knowledge exnedtionsy. ; 
tal nore good has come to the Countzy. ; ; . . I know it is contended that putting coal on the free list ! 
| want to say to my distinguished | Demoeratic friend from | not reduce the wages of the labor employed in the coal it 
Kentucky in front ef me here [Mr. STANLEY | that I will not in this country. I have had no pra Stal eebtiestaiam te, tne t 
acree to join bis party in that event. because it is wrong in te0 | ose and can not therefore sneak from mesuama’l inewieden. bel 
pial ther things; but if you Democrats make times better S weutd tie to fatredene ao Witnes @he han bed < ll ; 
by this bill I will toke off my hat to you and admit that for in, thee Seana att eenih tie Sinmee eaint tents tatine aloes 
you have guessed right. refer to no less a pers ge than the Hon. Henry Gass v 
| shall not attempt, Mr. Chairman, to point out all the de-| poyig of West Virei ia. whom vou Democrat sadk: ton 
fects. great and small, in this bill. Life is too short for that. I Viee President 9 few years ago. Mr. D ¥ ea het 
content myself with pointing out some of its mest striking | Ey mn mittee on Ways and Means in 1893 (Fifty dd Congr 
shortcomings. Everyone within the reach of my voice and | o¢ which Mr. Wilson. of West Vireinia. was cl 
ms of people throughout the country will remember how | wnieh the Hon. William Jennings Prvan. of Ne! is a 
ears the Democrats, in season and out of season, have be-| pemper. It so happened that Mr. Davis was | ' 
ed the Republican Party for not giving the farmer a square | gated by the Nebraskan with regard to the effect of 
‘ nd how they swore by high heaven that things should canal on the free Hist. In answer to one of M r 
! ifferent if their party ever got into power. Every Demo- | tions Mr. Davis made this very significant s 
platform since the close of the Cleveland administration} | = | Baba: es Dee oe 
has been ringing and reverberating with promises that the | om... a eae oe aon comme there © wg ae 
i er and his imterests should be properly eared for if the tirely upon the ‘ ging of coal and getting it to mark M 
I ocratic Party obtained control of the Government. This | free and you take from them their bread. (See p. 1127 
wes one of the leading issues upon which that party appealed to Your arguments now contradict this distinguished w 
the voters of the country for confidence and support. althoreh vou tr ed to elect him to the great office of \ er 
\) the party is in power now, and the very first thing it | dent after he had taken this stand rhis may be Demo 
has done, in spite of those promises, has been to give the Amer- | consistency, but it is certainly not a jewel 
iean farmer the worst slap in the face that has ever been ad-| Mr. Chairman, the lumber industry is also an importa , 
ministered fo him since the foundation of this Government. It | jn my district, and I am opposed to free lumber for rhe 
t s the raw material and lets in free the finished product. It | reasons that I am opposed to free coal 1 ha het fi 
taxes wheat, but lets in flour free. It taxes cattle and hogs, | stated pretty fully my views on free lumber, and as I 
but lets in free beef and perk and bacon, thus transferring to | dehate it. as well as free coal. under the five-min rule, | 
foreigners the employment involved in converting the raw mate- | not go into these matters further now. ex: ept to venture t 
; If ever any class of producers.in our country was dis- | prediction that this bill will injure both ind s and to 
ted against by legislation, it has been done in the case | test against its enactment. 
of the farmers in this bill. It was bad enough in the so-called | We have heard much, Mr. Chairmat hout the 1 
f ers’ free-list bill, which proposed reciprocal trade in agri- | benefits to be derived in consequence of f] eis 
cultural products between the Ameriean farmer and the Cana- | “yltimate consumer.” One would think that th 
. dian farmer, but this bill is infinitely worse, because it invites | sumer was in a class by himself. The 
the Canadian farmer to dump all of his surplus products into | ultimate consumer is ‘everybody The 1 ir 
he United States and gives the American farmer nothing in consumer of the shoemaker’s product; the 1 eC! the 
return. FE know it is contended that Canada to-day has no | mate consumer of the man who sells him th 
*ericultural produets to spare, but it is well to bear in mind | mill, What one man produces another cons Ey 

; the fact that up in Alberta and other Provinces enormous wheat | and consumption are interlocking facts. You can 
fi ds are being cultivated in eve>-increasing numbers and that | the one from the other. You can no more sez! the « 

in the natural course of events that wheat will seek the Amer- | of the one upon the of! than you can set apart 1 i 
icon market. I oppesed reciprocity with Canada, although it | effect in any other operation, whether natura! or at \ 
was favored by a Republican President, because I feared the | are all produeers and we are all consumet If on f 
conditions which I have just described, and with all the more | ordinately benefited some one else is necessarily inord 
Vigor do T oppose the present bill, which aggravates these ad- | injured. “It is an endless chain In the view of e& 
verse conditions beyond compare. lation the uitimate consumer is a myth 

Our Demeeratic friends declare that while it is true that the In order to furnish the Treasury compensating reve! 

farmer's profits on his crops may be sealed down by the free | the loss resulting from the lowering of the tariff d 
entry of the products of competing agriculturists, he will be | Underwood bill provides an income tax. I have a 
benefited by the lower prices of the things he consumes.‘ They | such a tax 2s a proper means for raising revenue for | 
Seem to forget, hewever, that it makes very little difference | port of the Government. I voted to submit 
how cheaply an article may be bought if the would-be purchaser | amendment to the States, and I am glad that it h 
a S not the money with which to buy it. It will make very | so as to enable this Congress to impose ¢! 
Httie difference to the American farmer whether he can buy than right that the wenlth of the country s! 1 be er 
his clothing and the clothing for his family for 25 per cent less | share of the expense of Government j 
than he has been paying for it if his own income is eut down | pense ought to be placed npon tl : 
_ jer cent, or even more, as the result of this tariff legisiation. | the protection of whose inter ‘ 
It will make very little difference to him that agricultural im- eurred. The “unearned increment 
Diements can be imported free of duty if production on his aeres | in providing for the needs of the Nation. The prin e of 
has to be curtailed beca Le4] 


use no longer profitable. 


Lu 


| kind of taxation has long been 
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by other nations, and has been carried into practice much more 
drastically then this bill proposes. I have no fault to find with | porter in exact proportion to the sorrow and apprehension yw) 
the scale adopted for the imposition of this tax. I do not care | it stirs in the breasts of American manufacturers and 
how large the amount of revenue which may be derived from it. | workers. The importer’s business will flourish exube; 
The industrial and social progress of the Nation will call for | under its operation, because foreign goods of every kind 
ever-increasing expenditure on the part of the Government. As | restrained by the protective tariff, will pour in at eve; 
the country grows its needs will grow. We are accustomed in | We shall see imports growing in corresponding ratio to tijo 


Mr. Chairman, this bill carries joy to the heart of eye 


the United States to doing things upon a liberal scale, and we | tailment of domestic production. While the American mya 
shall never change in that respect. When the first billion- | turer and wage earner see their profits and earnings s} 
dollar Congress passed into history a great cry was set up over | day after day the importer will reap the rich harvest whic! 
the alleged Republican extravagance of that day. Since then we bill insures him. 
| 
} 


Not only the importer is rubbing his ha 
glee at the prospect thus opening up before him, but fo) 
manufacturers are already singing pans of joy in view 


have come to the billion-dollar session, and our Democratic 
friends have appropriated considerably more than a_ billion 
dollars in one session without turning a hair. I am not finding | impending breaking down of the tariff barriers which th 
fault with them for that; I predict that while they are in power | have kept the American market free from the floods of c| 
they will probably exceed the limit of appropriations of the last | labor products. 
session. sritish and German trade journals and the daily pres 
Many things remain to be done in the legitimate functions | both those countries have been fairly shouting the good 1 
and through the legitimate expenditures of the Government. | to their readers. And let me say right here that even th 
Millions of dollars can be profitably expended every year in our own newspapers which have been persistent propagandist 
the construction of good roads. I heartily approve of the pro- | of free trade or of a tariff for revenue only have not hesi: 
posed creation of a committee of this House to whose care is spe- | to say, since the provisions of this bill have become known. | 
cially to be confided the subject of providing comprehensively for | it can not fail to injure many domestic industries, while s 
a system of public highways with Federal aid in their con- | as sugar and wool, will be practically destroyed. 
struction and maintenance. It is one of the great needs of the There is a strong sentiment—and it is becoming stroyeoey 
American farmer, upon whom rests an unnecessary burden of | every day—that we shall have to enact legislation which wi} 
hundreds of millions of dollars every year in the matter of | check the influx of immigration, especially of that class whos 
carrying his preduce to market over the worst roads of any | inevitable effect is to lower the standard of wages and 1) 
civilized country. The American farmers, Mr. Chairman, are | standard of living of the American workingman. ‘This f 
very much more concerned and directly interested in the im- | recognized in nearly every State, and this feeling has { 
provement of roads than they are in the improvement of rivers | expression in many a petition to Congress asking for 4) 
aud harbors, however necessary the latter may be. We have | priate legislation, and numerous bills have been introduced | 
heard quite a good deal of late about several proposed enter- | here and in the Senate with the view to checking the tid 
prises to be undertaken by the Government looking to the con- | undesirable immigrants. Mr. Chairman, there are more 
struction of inland waterways that are to link the Great Lakes | than one to kill a dog. Suppose that we were to enact 
to the Gulf and make it possible for great steamers to pass | to keep out the kind of immigrants that preeminently get 
from the Lakes to the ocean. I have no objection to the prose- | destructive competition with our wage earner: what 
cution of such enterprises, but I maintain that of greater im- | profit those wage earners if we let down the tariff bars so fa 
portance than these is the building of good roads, which are the | that they will have to compete against the products of th, 
primary avenues of transportation for the farmers. same kind of labor brought from abroad? So far as the 
It will be expensive, it is true, but it will make up the un- | upon economic conditions is concerned, the one process is 
equal distribution that has occurred heretofore in Federal ap- | as bad as the other; but if I had to make a choice betwe: 
propriations and do justice to a class of our citizens—the | two evils, I would prefer to take goods manufactured abr 
farmers—who are most in need of this assistance; and the | cheap labor rather than see the cheap laborer hims 
burden on the taxpayers will be many times compensated by | ported into this country and by his presence and activity 
the advantages that will acerue to them and to the whole coun- | the opportunities of the American workingman for emp! 
try. If the country is to be so greatly benefited, as is generally | and for earning the wages he is now accustomed to receive 
supposed, by the new markets that the building of the Panama | at the same time lower our standard of civilization and | 
Canal is to open up to our surplus products, this public high- | ism. In its ultimate effect upon economic conditions t) 
way improvement is the only substantial way in which the | very little difference between the policy of a low tariff a 
farmer can get an adequate return for the share of the expense | immigration laws, and I fail to see any consistency 
of the canal which he tas borne. Mr. Chairman, I bave been | action of a Democratic House in passing a drastic ant 
advocating Federal aid in the construction of public highways | gration law and then tear down the walls that give us | 
for many years. I have made it one of the chief issues of | tion from the ruinous competition of the cheap labor of tly 
my campaigns for Congress. So persistent have I been in its | same class of people. 
advocacy that I was dubbed “ Turnpike John” by my Demo- Right here I can not forbear to express my sympath 
critic friends. I have always been rather proud of the name, | the action of the California Legislature and the aiti! 
because I regard it as a token of honor rather than of ridicule, | California’s governor in respect of the tenure of agri 
as it was originally intended, and I am glad to see the Demo- | lands by alien Japanese in that State. I want to regis! 
crats and the country generally coming around to my views on | most positive dissent from the policy of the present admi! 
the question. tion on that subject. Almost from the day when Com! 
No matter how large the revenue may be which is to be de-| Perry introduced Japan to the knowledge of the cis 
rived from this income tax, there are many other perfectly | world—certainly, ever since Japan has taken on the ¢: 
legitimate ways in which it can and will bave to be expended. | western civilization—she has been a land-grabber. Ja) 
I need but point to one of these to make good my assertion— | taking a leaf from the colonization book of her good f1 
the Navy. It may be, Mr. Chairman, that the millennium is right | England and Germany. Like them she has adopted the ! 
at our door and that the era of everlasting peace between the | “ Wherever you see land, grab it.” She has become an 
nations of the earth is at hand. I permit myself, however, to | trious colonizer. Her population is increasing at such a Tal 
entertain some gentle doubts as to this perfect consummation. | that an outlet must be found for the surplus. Whether it be 
At any rate, as the most reliable insurance of peace for our | the forcible annexation of Korea or the joint occupation \ 
country and against any hostile designs on the part of any for- | Russia of Manchuria or the insidious acquisition of land 
eign nation there is no better or more obvious investment than | States on our Pacifie coast or the flooding of Hawai 
a navy which shall be in all respects the equal of any other, | Japanese, the aim and purpose of every movement is the s 
excepting always, of course, the navy of Great Britain. For | to wit, to extend Japanese influence, Japanese customs 
these rersons and many others which I do not regard as neces- | Japanese methods. We would be blind, indeed, if we w' 
siry to state I favor the income tax, and, to use a popular | shut our eyes to these facts and to the further portentous 
phrase, “you may goas far as you like” with it, provided always | that Japan means to extend her Empire at the cost of 
that you do not thereby destroy the protective system which | nation whom she may deem weaker than herself. Ii J 
enubles American industrial life to hold its own against the | to-day were ready for a combat with the United Stat 
cheaper methods of other nations and which sustains the better | would not care the value of a tinker’s dam whether she | 
standard of living which differentiates the American wage | treaty of peace and amity with us or not. I do not thi 
earner from his fellow in any other country. Under this pro- | ought to let Japan or any other nation bluff us, an’ ! 
tective system our country has flourished for more than half | not think the American people will stand for it, either. A 
a century. I believe, nay. I feel certain, that you can not sub- | of course, is incidental to the general subject of my reinirs~ 
vert the principle of protection nor lessen its application with- I do not flatter myself with the belief that anythine 
out grave danger to the best interests of our people. criticism of this bill by anyone on this side of the lieus 
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r side, for that matter, will have the slightest effect 
I am perfectly well aware that [ am now per 
,» useless function, and | should not undertake to per 
t for the fact that this bill deals a staggering blow 
idustries of our country, That blow will be felt in my 
d in my State as in all others. 
the South, no section of the country will be a greater 
r under this bill in the long run than the S uuthland. We 
the transition stage from a purely agricultural to a 
ufacturing community. There is hardly a State 
the Potomac that is not benefited by protection. When 
e of these States realize that their onward march in 
enterprise is checked as a result of the enactment of 
| as I believe it will be, I shall be surprised if many of 
St tes do not turn to the sufe old captain who for so 
vears has guided the good ship Prosperity safely through 
d breakers. When the Republican Party returns to 
» os surely it will, mark my words, it will be because the 
ral votes of some of the Southern States are cast for the 
ie lican nominee. [Prolonged applause on the Republican 
PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
York [Mr. WALLIN]. 
WALLIN. Mr. Chairman, it is becoming quite the 
, nowadays to brand any critic of the iariff bill here 
isideration aS an alarmist who seeks to trot out some 
f a bogie man to frighten the susceptible for political 
or personal gain. While this savors of assertion rather 
: of argument, I sincerely trust it will prove true and that 
i worse or more fatal to the business imiterests of the 
try will follow. 
It is conceded here that the majority will en 
lly the same bill which is now before t 


‘ 


ict into law sub 
his House. The 


Democratie platform unquestionably declared for a tariff for | 


e only. ‘That was bad enough, but the majority of the 
s and Means Committee have gone much further. They 
that under the reduced duties they propose the revenues 
Government will fall more than $70,000,000 below the 
required to meet expenses and millions below any hope of 
sin the Treasury, and that additional goods valued at 
wdred and fifty millions will be imported to this coun- 
o alarmed were our friends on the other side at the pros 
this result that, it is reported, the President, the Cabinet, 
the radical antitariff Members of the Senate were called 
sultation and an egreement was reached to let the funeral 
eed and to “drape the hearse with an income tux, so that 
person whose income happens to reach over $4,000 a year 
might be doubly punished—first. by losing busine=s, and, second, 
by paying for that loss out of his own pocket. 
Now, our friends are “ touchy” over any criticism of their pet 
I e and wish it understood that they are striving for an 
nt competition.” With the ena 


ficient *’ 


tinent of such a meas- 
competition will arrive on schedule time, so 

it that the results of 1893-1896 will be reenacted and the 
y of proper protection for the farmer, the wage earn 


(| for our industries will be once more indorsed and de- 
} 
l 





ded by the people at the first opening of the polls t 
It is a matter of knowledge that foreign manufacturers are 
within our midst arranging for the reception of increased 
ris of their goods the day the President signs such a law 
a8 is proposed by this bill. It is known here that these same 
reign manufacturers are arranging facilities for doubling 
d tripling their output, because they are confident of making 
endous inroads on our market, which Americans, with in 

ed cost of production, can not meet. It is a fact to-day 
that one of our great industries, into whose product labor is 
e principal factor, and whose product bas been placed on the 


ere 


free list in this bill, is seriously considering the invitation of a 
foreign nation to transfer its plants across the ocean, where 


the labor rate will enable it to continue business, even with 
isportation to its American customers paid. It is known 
that our manufacturers are retrenching or preparing to re. 
trench. This is a sample of the “ efficient’ competition we will 
ujoy when this bill becomes law. 

However, it is simply my intention to protest, though in but 
a feeble way, on behalf of the industries of the district which 
sent me here. In this protest which I have been commanded to 
make that vast and important branch, agriculture, is incor- 
porated, but those better qualified than I will speak for it. The 
first to feel a depressing effect on business is the farmer, and 
the first to resent such a condition is the man who tills the soil. 
However, to be specific, the district which I represent, outside 
the farms, is almost entirely dependent upon its manufactories. 


_—" 


Carpets, rugs, knit goods, gloves, leather, brooms, pearl buttons 
electi works, lumber, silk sj i nnd st ful e 
packing houses, and worker nh wood are no | Lief 
dustries dependent uy hn governmental re } fi f¢ vl 
| Sperlty l believe there is oa 
ing a greater diversity in the way of | 
to an extent they are all interde] ler I 

ts one affects all to a more or less degree. | 
sinall cities of my district one hundred n 
are invested in manufacturing, with a wage ean 
tion roll of about twenty-live nt veal 1 
50,000 persons actively participating as wor on | 

The year 1912 was the most pro ble ever « | { 
concerns or by the people of that distriet. Lab Was satisfied 
and contented with the highest wage ever paid it there Phi 
output of the factories v the great ‘ r ] n nd t 
district turned out one-sixth of all the s and rugs made in 
this country; practically all the gloves 1 bi cont 
the greatest electric manufactory in the United States and one 

| of the greatest locomotive works: while k : s i 
| tries ranked in product, number of workmen, and pet 
wages with any in that great center of activity. 

The protest which I voice to-day comes from every branch of 
this interwoven and enormous fabric of business d fit al 
construction. Some of the protests, it is true, are more et 
phatic than others. Those of the glove industry are perhaps the 
most grave and an is. This industry is prac illy confined 
to one small county and two small cities While about $20, 
000.000 is invested there only about six or s 1 thousand 
workmen are directly employed in the factories, Ll great per 
centage of the work is done outside in the dwe rS andr 
dences of the people, so that great community is em ved id 
sustained by that one industry The reduction of the t ff 

| by an average of about 15 per cent below that of last year will 
be nm severe blow from whi NH every Mmanuta re m ter 
Whit his political affi ions may be, agre he it 1% re 
Should their fears be well founded the only ir “li g 
business of the community will be wiped by the | 
“ efficient competition ” which will result. 

This is but an individual instance of the feelin a distr 
where the busine s have dependent upon them not me 
arinies of wage earners, but where the welfare and ifort of 
every industry, every business house, and every property owner 
every working, self-supporting citizen i nter! land d 
pendent upon the general prosperity) f individ 
Your plan to reduce the high cost ne by \ ! 
tries, riving the business to foreign ire } 1 «tt 
people back to the farms m iy accomp sh that re . ‘ 
will the farmer find a market for | produe 
Before closing, however, I desire to point ou hat I } ( 
lis an unintentional misconception of the amount 
imports which we will be compelled to meet when this b 
enncted. With most of the s h here me l 
more or less familiar. For insta th ority of e W 
and Means Committee, in their | b < of inf ni 
ing tariffs and this bill, estimate that the imp 
the amount of about $8,000,000 in 1912. under ! ! 
lof 44.15 per cent, will reach only ut SO,000 008 
their proposed ave of SLT7T per cent [ a 
| familiar with the grounds on which these es vey 
| but if those imports do not reach a ve ] 
it will be a matter of wonderms to thos ‘ 
to know whereof they spea 
In the matter of carpets and rugs d n 
committee’s estimate of in s, I ‘ | ! 
misle . Let me mention the fact t duty of 
64.62 per cent last ye { ris of A 
chenille, and moqt carpets \ but $65,000. With the « 

i in this bill reduced to >» per cen tt é 
i but $25,000 additional! Tl . ris Ww ‘ ! 
| belief, to Sh00,000 a ‘ Tal nn i i 
Saxony, Wilton, and Teurn carpets Under th » 
iin 1912, with a duty of 69.58 per cent, the 
$23,307. The commi » has reduced this du t 
}and inereased in its estimate the imports « y | ‘ 
| round numbers. With a decrease of mor ) 
| this duty I can see no reason why the 
alone will not exceed $250,000 per year ‘| 
true of the Brussels, Wi velvet 1d tap 
| carpets. 

In tapestry Brussels the estimat of the 
me to reveal a most glaring inconsistency 1912 th 
on these carpets was 83.53 per cent. ‘Ti Ss unde 
| rate were but $225 for that year In tl ! the 
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luty to 20 per cent, and yet, with this remark- 
mates that only $4,000 of these goods will 

in abroad. In my opinion the imports of 

under cent duty will run up to 

and er year, and possibly into 
t] popular in the 

es and dealers 


8 Ol 


» or less lu ies, the discrepancy, 
in 
cent in 

foods are high 
will make a 

1.000 worth of 


freater. ‘1! 
( great fro! 
in this bill 
nt reduction in 

in shij In 1912, Ds 
were brought in to take the pl: of se of Ameri- 
facture and by the wealthy, and yet the 
ves, with reduction in the duty, the importa- 
‘ad four From what I know of con- 
hat if these imports are kept down to $6,000,000 

the proposed tariff rate we may be thankful. 
ie estimated impt the other schedules of 
as faulty as‘those to which I have referred, the 
home market for he manufactures will 
r; the boast of the highest paid labor in the world 

r of the past. 

protests will fall on unheeding ears, I am certain. 
will avail nothing in this mad rush to carry out a 
tried and found wanting, but demanded in a plat- 
“1 at the polls by a minority of the voters of the 
try, is practically certain, but one whose home folks are 
‘rested in this matter would be derelict to his duty 
his principles did he not in some way strive to record 
; publicly and at the fountainhead. 
for your attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Mr. J. M. C. Smiry]. 
. ©. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, it .;o.uld be impossible 
e of night with such a short time allotted to me to 

t d remarks upon this important subject, but 
aware that if I had a longer time anything 
We 
told that no amendments will be permitted and that it is 

determined that the bill shall pass this House in the man- 

n which it was reported by the Ways and Means Committee. 

‘his leaves no opportunity for any Member to procure an amend- 

ent or to comply with the requests of his constituents who 
want it changed. 

| was very much interested in what gentlemen on both sides 
have said during the day. Some of it 1 agree with and much 
of it I can not agree with. I favor the income tax, but no one 
can vote for it separately or without voting for the whole bill 
I can not believe when I read the history of this country that 
it will prosper under free trade or tariff for revenue only, 
which is the same thing. I have heard gentlemen here say to- 
day that they do not know what effect the passage of this bill 
will have upon the industry or the prosperity of this country. 
{ wondered, then, to myself why it is, when we consider the 
present conditions, that we should take this leap in’> the dark, 
not knowing whether it is going to preserve the splendid condi- 
tions that we have to-day and that exist throughout the country. 

\braham Lincoln was a protectionist, and if he was right at 
that time the principles of protection are right to-day. The 
great Republican leaders of this country have been protection- 
and our country has gone on in this magnificent prosperity 
under protection within the past decade from $115,000,000,000 
to the fabulous wealth of $150,000,000,000. 

Now, where is the necessity for a change in our fiscal condi- 
tion? We can not hope that our condition will be better, nor is 
it expected that we will reap greater prosperity. We are told 
that it is done for the purpose of fulfilling a promise and party 
piedges, if you please. But the Democratic Party did not 
receive a majority of the popular vote at the last election. 
More votes were cast for the principle of protection than for 
free trade or a tariff for revenue only. 

Now, there are many phases and features of this bill which 
work a great injustice. They say it will not affect any legiti- 
mate industry. I would ask any reasonable man to turn back 
to the times and conditions of the former bill for a tariff for 
revenue only and compare the times then with the prosperous 
times of the present. 

I am not ready to admit that the making of a tariff bill is a 
sSiinple matter where equity and exact justice is to be done to all 
classes concerned. I am willing to admit that if we adopt the 
rule followed in this case where we act blindfolded, or where 
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we only compute the revenue necessary to run the Goy. 
and estimate the imports, that it not a difficult 
That is the basis of a tariff for revenue only, and it 
diflicult if each r of imports bears the sain 
duty that every other dollar of imports bears. But 
equity. That is not *, because some articles shy 
more duty than others, snd the only way to levy a , 
revenue only is upon articles we do not manufacture or 
in. this country. If the duty gives incidental protection 
to the cost of an article, it is to that extent a protective 
not co Such a txy 
contemplated by the proposed measure ought to be levi; 
articles we do not manufacture or produce in this countr 

Mr. Chairman, [ can not support the pending mep sure 
reason that I do not find in its provisions any encoun: 
for the industries of our country. It is a direct blow 
agriculture, which is the greatest of all our industries a: 
brings more happiness and prosperity to a larger n 
people than any other industry. There -s ne need for | 
sault upon the American farmer that is made tn th 
putting nearly all of his products upon the free list 
very low rate of duty and compelling him to com 
agricultural preducts of foreign countries. 

Foreigners do not defend our flag; foreigners do no 
schoolhouses and our churches; foreign nations do 1m 
highways nor do they seek to promote our nations! 

They would prefer to promote our national down{ 
tariff bill is unjustly discriminatory. It permits other : 
to levy duty on our products, while they can import 
preducts without paying duty into our country. It pla 
on the raw material, while it allows the finished produ 
come in free. Meat and flour are imported free of dit 
this country, while cattle, sheep, wheat, rye, and oat 
duty. Live stock and grain must be manufactured i: 
and flour, and it is inconsistent to charge a duty upoi 
material while permitting the manufactured product to « 
free. If you wish to help the American workman 
manufacturer, put a duty upon the manufactured article 

We are engaged in the duty of enacting the econ 
our country which shall control under the Democratic : 
tration now in power. This bill has been assailed by so: 
greatest economists of our country as being drastic. N. 
important legislation will be considered than that relating 
tariff. .It forms the dividing line between the two great 
cal parties. It affects the manufacturer, agriculture, : 
merce of the Republic to a greater extent -than 
measure that will be considered. It is of vital inter 
laboring classes. Labor and agriculture are the founda 
source of all our prosperity. Thomas Jefferson gave 
prominence to agriculture and commerce in his first it 
address. For the vantage ground of national prosperity 
competing in the make-up of the world’s progress with 
tions of the earth, and in the conduct of affairs for 
supremacy in trade and uplift I concede that all of us, o! 
ever political faith, have only the best interests of our 
at heart, and whatever differences of opinion exist bet\ 
are based upon honest convictions. 

I, for one, do not believe that the welfare of our count 
best subserved by the tariff becoming or remaining a 
measure or that the tariff should be made the test of 
success or party reverses. 

During our national existence many tariff bills ha 
enacted into law. We have had high protection, low prot: 
and so-called tariff for revenue only. Truly out of all this ey 
rience in framing tariff legislation the burden should be lichte! 
and the pathway plainer in arriving at what is best for our: 
try and all the people. The appointment of a nonpartisan | 
board chosen by the President and confirmed by the Sena 
demanded by the people. This commission ought not to fix ra 
but furnish basic information upon the relative conditions of a! 
trade, foreign and domestic, and the relative effect upon « 
industries and commerce in imposing, changing, or altering tie 
tariff rates and duties. Everyone admits that we are a happy, 
prosperous Nation; that as a Nation we are so far abead of all 
others as regards the prosperity of all to admit of no compart 
son. I give due credit to our Democratie friends on the othe! 
side for their persona] part in aiding that prosperity; but you 
must admit that we have attained this exalted nations! su 
premacy under a protective tariff, and that there is no free trade 
period or tariff for revenue only period known to such })! 
perity. The exact reverse is true. I want to give one Co! 
example. Under the last year of the Wilson-Gorman irec || 
tariff for revenue only bill in the fiscal year of 1897, and wCEve 
the Dingley bill took effect, there was imported into this « 
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ore wool than during any prior year or any year since the 





fic vear of 1897. The older Members of this House know of Articles Pessent vate of duty 
. hwn knowledge that good sheep sold for 75 cents a head ae 
those times of adversity. In the fiscal year of 1897 : 
000,000 pounds of woo! were imported into this country = Rees $0.25 pet 
- the free wool tariff, while the greatest number of pounds |). 0). ; 
, ol imported in any one year prior to the passage of the | Beans : 60.45 per | : 
"\ yn-Gorman bill was 172,000,000 pounds in 1892, and the | ¢ 10 pe | 
wool imported in any one fiscal year since 1897 was 90.9% : ; 
00,000 pounds in 1908 ; and this is true notwithstanding the B0.15 pe ¢ 
that we have increased in population more than 25 per | # 4] r ton 
ince 1897. Bu t > - ' ; 
\o one will dispute that where the duty is excessive or where | Eggs $0.05 per do ' 
1 - are levied in excess of fair competition and reasonable rates ’ hees $0.06 per | 
ire too high. Rates are too high when the law will permit | @ 24) 297 £0 per head 
inufacturer or producer to charge an unreasonable price | Ho: $20 worth $ 
; product. In such cases it should be lowered. But no bill | [he on 
d indiscriminately make an unwarranted assault upon the | gyi, ep : 
tries of our country so that our manufacturer can not | Potatoes 2 . l 
wy his labor American wages or compete with his foreign - a 4.015 per pound 
col titor, who pays much less for his labor than is paid in faeas, en ca alines. 
this country. Cornmeal $0.40 per hundredweigt ! 
Much has been said about the efficiency of the American work- | GUCEN heat Bout 2 per cent ad valoren 
n The efficiency of the American workman is not ques- Rre flo - * Do 
tioned. He is the superior artisan of all the workmen of the 
WW i. but that he should be compelled to do twice the work This i arr ' : ; as <tr 4k 
. : : ° . 1S IS significant when we see by your re mrt tin } ite 
foreign workman in a day’s time or in the same number | spore was imported int seieciiiaee aol Wel . : 
of hours in order that the American manufacturer can compete | 4). ¢uypucine auentities « ; Peer en : 
markets of the world with foreign manufacturers is ~~ © 4d = 
ig too great a toll on human efforts and is expecting too " : . a ; 
from the laborer. Any economic law which has for its | ¢., 1 7 
s the principle that the American laborer does or ought to’ Bark d 768. 474 
do as much again in a day’s time or any other given time as the mene , foe ane 
foreign laborer is wrong in theory and in fact. <A laborer should | potat, 13) 740 484 
required to do a day’s work, and for it should be paid | Ha; to Go) 
sonable wage. The wage should be one which will sup- | Butte pou 1, 00 | 
himself and family, educate his children, and admit of an | j.°8"" oS ane’ fen 
red competency to provide against want in old age. Cheese ; 16.0 
It is claimed that under this bill our imports will be increased Catt! ead ; 116, OO 
$211,000,000. How can you claim that by increasing the be hae = "tT 999 9 
i rtation of farm’ products you will benefit agriculture? | ; ‘ 
Hiow can you ciaim that by increasing the importation of mam I hese importations will be greatly increased iu q ity 
f red goods you can benefit the American manufacturer? ©; this bill. 
} 1 you claim by importing manufactured articles you can The importance of agriculture can not be o 
i “se the demand for or the wages of American labor? Farming is seeing the dawn of scientific treatm ore rl 
Why is it that wages are low in protected Italy and Germany than heretofore. New methods of culture a ! Ladi 
they are high in protected America? The proof of the The exodus to the city is b discouraged Is the effort 
] ng is in the eating. The fact exists. Wages in Italy are to make farming more prot ble and country e ore ad 
one-third of what the wages are in America, while wages | #ble to be arrested by the hands of the law ers of out 
Germany are about one-half in like trades and occupations. | tty? Is the band of the husband n tol tryed 
This is the result of their thick population. In Italy the popu est of all industries retarded, the \v e of f i hold « 
lation is 300 to the square mile, and in Germany it is the same. | Minished, and the profit of his toil swept ay We are ; 
In America the population is only 30 to the sqvare mile. In | loss to know of any good reason why th hould aon rh 
l and Germany there is not sufficient work for their people | Ways and Means Committee have not furnished « When 
to do. In America there is good, profitable, dignified labor for | becomes a law and the pec » see and feel its effects, you wi 
i t good wages. abandon search for a reason and vainly seek for an excus 
Why the demand for this drastic free-trade measure? The Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the nay 
( s made that it is to reduce the high cost of living. It is Nebraska [Mr. Barton | 
aiso claimed that it is to carry out the mandate of the peop! Mr. BARTON Mr. Chait n. in tl five 1 if \ led 
nnd fulfill the party pledge. One of the purposes, as stated in | to me by Mr. Payne I can rf ile cule f t f 
the bill, is to reduce tariff duties, and if enacted into law it wil! | I can oniy enter my protest against the 
y do that. But why reduce the tariff so much that it I came to this session prepared to vote on iviff 1 
will destroy the industries of our country or depress agriculture? | wherein the revision was downward and based on 
No one wants that to be done, and no explanation is offered to | investigation that would give prote m te 
show that the passage of this bill will not have this effect. | laborers of this country against the i of foreign 
Foreign nations are hailing the passage of this bill and its en: |! labor and industries Phis bill, i , ‘ ‘ 
a it into law with delight. Why, you may ask? Because | makeshift, based solely on the judgme fa few perienced 
it will provide a rich market for a quarter of a billion of their | men and not given proper consideration by the re; entat 
products of field and shop. of the people in Congr The Demo ic Represen ‘ 
Buy in the cheapest market and sell in the dearest market is | caucus were told what to do and did it. This is proven by 1) 
old Democratic slogan. There is no cheap market anywhere | comparatively few changes from the original draft I (| 
when you have nothing with which to buy. Withou money appointed and surprised that new Democrat Members, 
with which to buy everything is dear. The best market in the | ing here fresh from the people, did not break the ru of 
world is the American market, and it should be preserved for | “ Cannonism.” That rule is justified by your leaders in 
the American people against all comers, to lend happiness and “ Republicans did it.” Does that make it right? You ga 
rosperity to their eternal welfare. You say it will bring down | bill, in closed caucus, about three weeks’ considerati you 
the high cost of living? I find that the cost of agricultural | will force the House of Representatives to approve it in five 
Products is 25 per cent cheaper this year than last. I notice by | days. Is that fair in considering a bill of this importance 
an article in one of the local papers of my district that the Your whole bill is class legislation, writt for the food coi 
Price of kraut does not pay for cutting the cabbage, and onions | sumers without one thought for the food producers Is it he 
can find no market. Potatoes are 25 cents a bushel. wheat 90, | cause the congested centers you represent are food consumers? 
hay 510, and I am constrained to inquire whether in this bill | Why did you not remove the duty on rice? Is it because the 
the farmer is to be made the goat? You have reduced the tariff | rice is raised in the South and you believe just that much in 
on his preducts one-half or put them on the free list. ja protective tariff? Why did you not put cotton products on 
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it you raise your revenue on agricultural 

producers—the farmers and stock- 
received more than their share of the 
You such a keen ax at the root 


al tree, and you will see the tree wither and 


food 


strike 


mountain 


high to prove 
and meats are 


pile up statistics 
‘an producers of 
disadvantage when brought into open competition 
wheat growers of Argentina, the herders of 
; of Australia and Canada. Not 
favorable. not because our f: 

not because |! 


cereals, hay, 


our 
rmer is lacking 


not favored by 


because 


or integrity, he is 
but 
values, higher wage scale, better methods 

hese enter into the cost of production. 
eech ave heard from | ite side I hear 
* the reduction in the cost of livi What matters 
the price of foodstuff and clothing is cut in 
not the wherewith to purchase it? 
» the cost of living by importing “ 
try in competition with our sturdy farn 

ring men, but would you advocate it? 
prepared to tell the American farm hand, who to-day 
‘ht to hope that he will become a farmer in his own 

his wages must be cut to the basis of the 

$10 to $12 per month, or the Brazilian tiller at from 
or the Chilean at from $8 to $10? 
the farmer that the railway transportation 
from the West will be reduced to the point where he can 
the water competition of his foreign rivals? [Applause.] 
am not pleading for the protection of an “ infant industry ” 
in the nature of the small farm, but I am urging that the man 
m that farm be not reduced to a condition of poverty. 
been the proudest boast of this Nation since the establishment 
of its independence that poverty and servility are not heredi- 
tary; that because a man’s father and his grandfather 
countless generations before him have been dependent tenants 
that his lot must remain the same. It is the spirit of the free- 
holder that we as a Nation have tried to engender in the hearts 
, ry native-born American and of every foreigner who has 
ome to our shores and become a part of our national life. [Ap- 
! But can this spirit continue to thrive if we cripple it 


tne Op] 

og. 
f 
are [Applause. ] 
ecoolie labor 7 


fedu 


1ePrs 


promise 


on 


OT eve 


¢ 
plause. ] 
by unfair and unworthy competition? 

Consider this bill schedule by schedule and TI will vote with 
you on every point that I consider fair and just to the people I 


represent. I believe in an income tax, but not in all of the 
provisions incorporated in this bill. You force me by present- 
ing this bill as a unit—as you did the sundry civil bill—to vote 
against provisions I favor in order that I may protect my dis- 
trict from the unjust provisions it contains. Is this Democratic? 
Is this fair? 

The bill as a whole is unjust to my people. 
beet raiser, the woolgrower, have been made the “ goats” in 
this tariff bill, and a goat is a disagreeable factor when 
molested. You have challenged him to combat and the future 
will prove to you his staying qualities. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kremer}. 

CONPEMN METHODS BILL 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, tariff legislation, and espe- 
cinlly when it is of such a sweeping character as that proposed 
by House bill 3321, should be carefully considered, and ample 

me should be allowed for a free and open discussion before 
the entire House. This bill has been prepared by our Demo- 

friends in secret caucus and is now presented in its 
completed form with the distinct understanding and determina- 
tion of our friends on the other side of the House that it shall 

pass in its present form. 
DENIED A VOICE 


The farmer, the 


USED IN THE PREPARATION OF 


THE 


IN LEGISLATION, 

1s are new Members, and for the first time sit in 
representing constituencies that are vitally inter- 
and affected by the provisions of this bill; and whether 
we are 
Democratic ticket, have not had and will not have a practical 
e in this proposed legislation. This bill has been prepared 
by a mere handful of men who have either no practical 
knowledge of business conditions or by training and interests 

are impelled to look only on one side of the question. 

Dv NOT PEOPLE. 

These men seem to think that because they are in the ma- 
jority in this House that they, and they alone, are commis- 
sioned to draft this legislation. Let me remind them, in all 


kindness, that they do not represent the majority of the people 


REPRESENT A MAJORITY OF TILE 


his handicap is the thing of which | 


half | 


and | 
} action a 
| people are denied a voice in this all-important bill? Ag 
| me quote from the Democratic platform. 
Argentinian | 


| gardless 
Are you pre- | 


It has | 


an } . ® : 
und | tries can only prosper when they are located in forvig 


| tries beyond the seas. 





old or new Members, unless we have been elected on the | 


APRIL 25. 


| of this country, neither did they receive a majority of » 
| votes cast at the last election; therefore the “ free-trade 
| “ tariff-for-revenue-only” policy of the Democratic Party 


not approved by a majority of the electors of this coy 
and, even had they been, the methods adopted in the fra 
of this bill would not be justified. No method ean be ay; 


by the American people that does not give all the renre: 


| tives of all the people a voice in legislation that affects 
| citizen of the United States. 
Brazil, | 


DEMOCRATIC PLEDGES, 

Let me call your attention to the pledge given by the } 
cratic Party to the American people in their platform. 
the right of the people to rule, their platform says: 

We direct the people's attention to the fact that the Der 


| Party's demand for a return to the rule of the people, express« 


national platform four years ago, has now become the accepted « 
of a large majority of the electors, We again remind the peo; 
only by a larger exercise of the reserve power of the people ca: 
protect themselves from the misuse of delegated power— 

and so forth. 

Has the course pursued by our Democratic friends ty 
accordance with their platform pledge? Has not thi 
nethod been condemned by them; or do they consider 
fulfillment of their pledge when a majority « 


It says: 

Our pledges are made to be kept when in office, as well as r 
during the campaign, and we invite the cooperation of all cit 
of party, who believe in maintaining unimpaired t! 
tions and traditions of our country. 

Is this a keeping of their pledge when in office? It 
doubt relied upon during the campaign by the voter. 

PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 

Now, as to the provisions of this bill: It is almost i: 
able that the American Congress should be asked to pas 
drafted by Members of this House who deliberately c! 
favor foreign industries and foreign woerkingmen rather 


American. If this bill is passed as it is written then our 


TARIFP AN ECONOMIC QUESTION, 


It is extremely unfortunate that this whole tariff lei: 


| can not, and is not, considered from an economic instead 
| political standpoint; it is an economic question and not a | 
} cal one. 


So long as it is considered from a political stand 
just so long will the political club be used to drive men i: 
and tie them body and soul by the political caucus to 
the measure, regardless of its true merits or the conseque! 
may have upon the interests of any Member’s constituc 
the country aS a whole. The American people will never fo: 
the sincere effort and honesty of purpose of the Repu! 
Party to sever this qnestion from politics. It was a Repu! 
President who first proposed a nonpartisan tariff con 
and at a time when all branches of the Government w 
control of the Republican Party. for the express purp 
obtaining information that would enable Congress to 
tariff bill that would be just and equitable to a majority of 
people of this country. 

PROSPERITY. 

During the last 50 years this country has had an era 0 
ternal development, of internal growth and prosperity. t 
one had dreamed of, and one that has never been equaled by : 
country at any time anywhere. It has not only attracte:! 
attention but commanded the respect and admiration of th: 
tire civilized world. 

MERITS OF PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

It is an undisputed fact that during this era of pros 
there was a protective tariff in force, and it has been the 
perience of this country that whenever that tariff was re 
by a so-called “tariff for revenue only ” we paid the pen 
disastrous and ruinous panics. What we want to do is a 
repetition of these conditions. 

HAVE RIGHT TO EXPECT BETTER BILL. 

I am not opposing the passage of this bill because it 
Democratic measure. I am opposed to it because of its v! 
provisions. We have a perfect right to expect and even ¢ 
from our Democratie friends a bill more in harmony w 
interests of the country, and especially with the interests « 
farmers and workingmen. As a justification of this stater 
let me call your attention again te the Democratic platf 
and remember you stated that your pledges were to b 
when in office, as well as relied upon during the campai: 
says: 

We recognize that our system of tariff taxation fs intimate! 
nected with the business of the country, and we favor the ui! 
attainment of the principles we advocate by legislation that w!!! 
injure or destroy legitimate business, 


4} 
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ati diiantaiahbiaghieaiineaacindidinanenaaditel - 
nic is all we ask. We want no other. The Republican | is one of the largest industri in e eo 
r apd the members of the Republican Party recognize and | vested capital of between $200,000.000 ‘ 
edge the fact that the Payne bill was not a perfect | ploying hundreds of th rd if w 
: ner was auy previous tariff bill perfect, neither did | of dollars to their help each | I 
j we expect a perfect bill from our Demucratic friends. We/| the volume of business of the bux 
1 e the fact that the time allotted to the Ways and | cluding cut tock and f } 
- Committee and to Congress is entirely too short to prop- $512 000,000—to be exact, $512.797.64° 
e nyvestigate each item in exch schedule in this entire bill, $557.6S8,160 for 1904, s! ng an e ‘ ) 
»ecially in the absence of impartial technical knowledge, | in five years—over $31.00 000 h 
as Wt uld and sheuuld te furnished by the tariff commis volume of busin for 1£12 is over S61 ! 
hut we have a right to expect a bill in accordance with | industry than « er the woo! er ir 
edge of the Lemecratic platform that will not injure or | received practically no c¢ ‘ r 
a y legitimate business, and we also have a right to have a | appeared before the Way: 1 Men ‘ 
‘ ‘ent bill. This bill is net only vicious but inconsistent. | their position, and explaing t i rdet 
INCONSISTENCIES OF BILL }and protect the workmet 
When you present a bill that provides for a tariff of 10 cents | essential—and mide the : 
ner bushel on wheat, and then put flour and bran, the products | Of 10 per cent on boots aud s 
on the free list; put a tariff of 10 cents per bushel on | find them on the free h 
ry i then put rye flour on the free list; put a tariff of 10 | Men eng ed in the shoe f bn 
, cent ad valorem on cettle and sheep, and all other five | hed because the manut rs “l the 
; not especially provided for, and then put wool and beef, | !OW ind have supplied \ 
. nutton, lamb, and pork on the free list, it is not consistent, | We"! that even with the pominal duty of 1 
‘ he Democrats knew it was inconsistent when they pre- | de it impossible for foreign manufactur 
ciel ile in the American markets. They have « 
; UNFAIR AND UNAMERICAN, } even invaded the foreign markets d <« i 
, bill that places manufactured articles, in which a consider. | @eRable sin” of shipping shoes of l § 
al ortion of their value is Inbor, on the free list is absolutely | COUDtres, even to the extent ef $16,000,000; 5 
unfsir to the American manufacturer and wage earner, and [ | 6°e5 the measly 10 per cent d nd es | 
t to you that any legislation that does not take into con- | 22d the American market is i ee 4 
tion the interest of our wage earners is un-American and | er unds for all grades of sho e product of 
1 rthy of serious covsideration. Any tariff bill that does of all foreign countries du \inericy wv s pul 
I ovide a duty equal to the difference in cost of production | 18 direct and open competition with th west ol underpaid 
he n here and abroad can not and does not protect American | 'Fe!su workmen. 
: : Here is a great and most important indu 
COMPETITIVE BASIS. auty that will protect the t ol bor, ud 0 the 
We are told that it is the policy of our Democratic friends | C?™pettion has been fierce. free, and open; it hi 
to put all lines of manufacture on a competitive basis with for- | #°! test possible econotuy to be practiced in tl 
eicn countries; that is to say, that a certain proportion of the of manufacture. he competition has forced the re 
articles we use Shall be imported and the duty on each article | Profts to the point where ouly the fittest have b 
should be determined and regulated by the volume of importa- | ‘?*® and now with unfair, unequal compet ! 
ti of that article, and in this way maintain a competitive | goods, with - labor cost that is only a fraction of tl Amer 
basis in all lines of trade. If the volume of importations in- | COS% it remains for the American } ct 


cre-ses beyond a certain point, raise the duty; if they fall below | @¥®T the business to bis foreign competitor, reduce the w 





a certain point, then lower the duty, and in this way protect | ®° that he may be in 4 position to compete and retain bis 
the American public from overcharges and monopolistic greed | market, or remove his facte ry to f reign la iow ) 
( | articles. ‘This is to be their cure-all for all tariff legis- | ™'™y Will do. They are toid that because the it I n of 
} » | shoes issosmall the triadeis not ona comy tive bus aud for 
. WiLL NOT BRING RESULTS. | this reason shoes are placed on the free list, | ity ADT 
The intention is good—we are all emphatically opposed to | all connected with the industry for thrift and e 

overcharges and monopolies or special interests—but, Mr. Chair- | ARTIFICIAL VAI 

man, I submit to you that this proposition will not bring about | Again we are told that the objection to a duty « e 
the desired result, because it is fundamentally wrong and can | equalizing the cost of labor between here and abi Lj } if 
not bring satisfactory results. It places a penalty on thrift. | creates an artificial value. which is direct 1 { 
economy, honesty, and ability, and puts a reward or premium | sumer, which be should not pay This is to say at An in 
on waste, incompetency, and dishonesty; for instunce, should | lebor is on an artificial basis, and that we are payir artificial 
there be a trust er combination manufacturing a line of goods | price for it, directly the result of the prot ive 1 f rhere 
having agreed-upon prices, selling the goods to the public at a is no question but what this bill will reduce tl e of J 
high price, the importation would naturally be large, because | but where shall we find the standard or real \ » of labor? 


the high price charged will permit importation by the foreign Shall we accept the English scale as the real or true standard, 
trade; then that line is on a competitive basis, according to | which is about one-half of the American pric r sl we go f 
| 
| 


the Democratic doctrine, and the duty may be retained, not- | continental Europe, where it is still less, or go to India—¢ 
withstanding the fact that there never was free and open com- eutta, for instance—where an able-bodied | n 1 es f! ' 
petition, econemy m manufacture never being necessary or | § to 15 cents per day. Do we real that the st lard o “ 
practiced. Qn the ether hand, in ether lines of manufacture | always follows the wage scale: in fact, the s rd of ; 
where the most fierce, free, and open competition has pre- | just ‘what the wage scale permits it to be Lo on ¢ r 
vailed for years, compelling the greatest possible economy in | side of this House desires to do an inj e to bor. but this 
the minutest details of manufacture, as wel] as in the marketing | pil) utterly disregards and nores the wage rne! are 
of the goods, resulting in the placing of the goods on the Amer- | millions upOD millions of wage earners iu our factories. in ou 
ican market at so low a price as to practically prohibit impor- mills. in our mines. on our farms, everywhere, wh + welfare, 
tation, then the duty on such lines of goods must be reduced or | h; ppiness, and earning power will be impaired. ‘The; 


put on the free list, thereby penalizing the industry for not | and must not be ignored 





forming a contbination end raising the price so as to allow a| ‘hey are the all-important factor in our national lift r) 
proper amount of goods to be imported. | are the great consuming public. They are the ¢ 

me SELLING PRICE AND COST. | power of the Nation, and it is only when the \ e ei ~ 
The selling price on all articles is regulated by the cest, and | steady employwent at a fair wage that t l 
the price of labor is just as positive an item of cost as is mate- | does prosper. The moment that y teri 
ri. Cost of material—that is, raw material—is about the same | ing power you strike at the very root of 
in all countries, but there is a vast difference in labor cost in The distinguished gentleman from All 
diferent countries; therefore the tariff duties should be based | Ways and Means Committe ry kindly r the lal 
on the difference in labor cost on each manufactured article | unions in his splendid opening address, lit to t 
instead ef volume of imports. If this is dene, then and then | unions for the present scale of wag d ry, | 
oly will we accomplish the puxpese we are striving for and | at the same time be presented a | that entirely nores them 
desire to xecomplish. and will utterly destroy the wag ale now established and 


| 


at might incidentally refer to the boot and shoe industry of | ferce. The distinguished gentleman told us that this b 
us country, because I am intimately acquainted with it, which | drawn with a view of putting all lines of productign ane 
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facture « i competitive basis and eneourage importations to| manner in which that revenue should be raised. This 

the end tl he cost to the consumer may be lessened; but does | that that party advocates a hit or miss tariff policy. ang 

not the gentleman realize that with every manufactured article | in power is more prone to remove the duty from articles ; 

imported into this country comes with it a certain amount of | from abroad which are also produced in this country th: 

foreign Jabor? Not only that, but just that much less American | are upon articles not so produced here—the very doctriye 
hor will be needed. And does he not realize that if any con- | has resulted every time it was tried in bringing disaster , 
derable quantity of manufactured goods are imported there | people of this country. 

will be a surplus of American labor? In another sense the tariff question is not a politien] 


the American labor market will be glutted and result in a | When it comes to fixing the proper amount of tariff rat 
lowering of wages. is the work of a statistician and not a politician. We 
The wage earner has his labor to sell; it is his stock in trade, | nonpartisan tariff commission composed of men of the 
and is in no way different from any other market. If labor is | character, stability, and learning appointed by the Pr 
scurce, aS if has been for some years, it commands and seils at | with the advice and consent of the Senate, to enter 
nu good price, but if there is a surplus of labor it must be sold at | searching inquiry, both here and abroad, as to the con) 
what it will bring, and bear in mind that it must be sold. The} cost of production here and there, and other conditio) 
family must live, and when he is compelled to sell it in free | rounding the question, and then to lay this information 
and open competition with the foreign market, can he hope to} the Congress so it can intelligently act upon this im; 
get more than the market price? problem. The Democratic Party, however, have just pr 
\gain I shall quote from the Democratic platform. It says: | the drafting of this tariff bill that they are in favor 
\merican wages are established by competitive conditions and not by | proaching this important question by guesswork and 
he tariff, scientific methods, and the bill which has been introdu 
True, the tariff does not establish the wages, but it does estab- | the majority leader, Mr. UNpERWwoop, and which the Den 
lish the condition, and the condition, or perhaps better, the | President has ordered his party to pass, is a juxtaposit 
demand, establishes the wages. The only excuse offered for | inconsistent and irreconcilable tariff patchwork, and it SO 
refusing to protect labor by equalizing the cost of production | presented to us that we must vote for all or none of 
that it is so difficult or not possible to ascertain the labor | Must swallow the whole dose, good and bad, mostly }b 
cost. This is all a mistake. Asa matter of fact, the labor cost | else reject it all. For one, I shall not partake. 
is no more difficult to obtain than cost of material or selling In the first place, the Democratic tariff bill was not f; I 
cost, or any other item, and is known and readily available | 4fter a full and fair hearing. Men who represented the { 
down to the minutest detail. If there be first a willing mind | men who represented labor, men who represented capit 
the rest is easy. | ployed in vast manufacturing industries of this country 
In conclusion. The purpose and object of the distinguished | denied even the right to be heard. A tariff bill involvi 
gentlemen who wrote this bill was no doubt to legislate in favor | dreds of articles and products was framed in a few we 
of the consuming public, but who is it that will really benefit if | behind closed doors and backed by orders from the Ex 


Is 


this bill is passed? Mansion. While Federal patronage is being withheld 
I'he farmers and stock raisers can not, because their products | Congressmen shall obey the commands of the President, this 
are on the free list. or nearly so. mass of heterogeneous elements, dignified by the name 





‘he manufacturers can not, because their products are on the | tariff bill, is introduced in the House of Representatives of | 
free list or protected by an insufficient duty. United States by the leader of the party, and will be pushed 

The millions upon millions of wage earners can not, because | through the House after only five days of debate. Is it 
their products must be sold in the open market with foreign | hat our friends on the other side are possessed of such s 


competition. | intellect and so much keener perception than the average s 
The class that will benefit are the indolent and idle rich; their | man ever claims to possess that they can frame tariff bills 
business will not be affected. “They toil not, neither do they | offhand and secure the peace and prosperity of this country 
spin,” so they have nothing at stake. [Loud applause. ] their passage? 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from It does seem superfluous, after a century of tariff exper 


West Virginia [Mr. Moss]. to argue that free trade, or any approach to free tr 
Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it may be with | disastrous to. this country. Every time it has been t: 
excusable timidity that I arise in this Hall in the presence of so | have had desolation and distress. Every time a truly prot 

many distinguished and learned men who have made the sub- | tariff law has been enacted it has been followed by unex: 

ject of tariff a lifelong study. The people, however, of West | prosperity, and yet our friends on the other side, in or 
Virginia whom I represent, are so vitally interested and will | again test the theories which they profess to love so w rt 
be so seriously affected by the passage by the Democrats of | ready to turn their backs upon the light of experien 
this Congress of the tariff bill, as now framed by them, that my | again grope in the dark night of experiment. And the A 
duty impels me at least to remonstrate and protest against the | ican people must pay the penalty. 

injustice which will be inflicted upon my constituents. The Perhaps it is the way of Providence. The great It 
great State of West Virginia, with its untold resources, its vast | Jican Party has been split in twain by internal diss 
natural wealth, its varied industries, and its intelligent people, | Lincoln, Blaine, McKinley, Grant, and Garfield, and a 
never gave consent to a reckless attack by the Democratic | other great and iliustrious names possessed by that 
Party upon the industries of this Nation; but, on the contrary, | that have adorned the pages of history, were forgotte 

by the election of four Republican Congressmen, elected by the | with open eyes, that party walked over the precipice of def 
aid of the Progressives of West Virginia, that great State an-|in the year 1912. What will bring unity? What wil! 
nounced in no uncertain terms that it preferred to live and | back its pristine strength? What will induce the partis 
thrive under the peace and prosperity of protective administra- | men to put principle above personality? I predict, my fries 
tion. But the misfortune of a divided party in the Nation gave that the great moving cause that will unify that great purl) 


technical victory to the Democracy, and though the majority of | and make these men forget their feuds and factions when con- 
our Nation's voters registered their adherence to the great doc- | fronted by the call of their country’s good will be the dire 
trine of protection, as enunciated in both the Republican and | result of the passage of the Underwood bill, which will folow 


Progressive platforms, yet Democracy, though indorsed by a | as surely as the darkness of night follows the splendor of «iy. 
mere minority, feels called upon once more to throw this great | Back there in the hills and valleys of my own great State 0! 
Nation into the uncertainty, the fear, and the demoralization | West Virginia there still remains some of that bitterness «1d 
resulting from tariff agitation. animosity which the division of our party last year engendered; 

I stand upon the American doctrine of protection and the | but if those men could only be here now and could bebold this 
creation of a tariff commission, both of which are important | blind and reckless band of Democracy stamping out the Amer 
planks of the Republican and Progressive platforms. In one | can doctrine of protection, opening wide the door to the compet 
sense the tariff question is and always will be political, for the | tion of pauper labor, and deliberately plunging this countr) 
Republican Party has always stood for protection to American | financial and economic depression, all to carry out a pet theory 
industry, American labor, and American homes. The Demo- | of their own—if they could be here and see all this as we sce !! 
cratic Party has always opposed it. And incidental to this | there would be no further division in the Republican P:r'y. 
doctrine we have always believed it proper, speaking generally, | The Republican Party must be progressive. The people of ‘)'* 
to levy duties upon articles or products which we produce in | country will indorse no party that stands still. It has received 
this country rather than upon those imported from other coun- | the punishment and, I believe, learned its lesson. There are 
tries which we do not produce. The Democratic doctrine, with | now strong indications that it will resume its old-time leader- 
some modifications from time to time, has been that the object | ship in the march of progress. Those of us who love her will 
of .ariff is to raise revenue without any fixed policy as to the | stay with her so long as she will live up to her historic tradl- 
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But should she prostitute her pristine purity, become but | toward al? mankind it is first our bounden duty — 


fions 








etty agent of privilege, and give to au expectant public | peace, happi Ss, and prosperity of our ov 
het empty name, then will we spurn her as treachery alone The gentleman from Alab ; ts | 
es and unite under some other name to wage battle | tive tariff hes prevented our dev ! l fa n world 
the destructive and devastating forces of Democracy. | trade, kas stifled cuterpri | 1 DI 
our has net yet come, aud I hope te Ged never shall; and | What an astounding statement, « { ' 
I ‘eve that this present year will show that this grand old | great party. If ; this be true. then the 
still stands for protection, for a sound dollar, for the | perity of this Nation, whic! 
f the grent common people, their active participation in | other nations in industrial and 
irs of this Gevernment, and for the maintenance of-the | progress, is but a passing drean if 
and glory of our flag, whether it wave over the dome of | prejudiced mind could heretofore cherish a 
Capitol Building here in Washingion or over the sunny | fleeting clouds and 
f the distant seas. | taken. Protection has made this ceuntry c 
he spokesman of the Democratic Party in this Congress is | and has contributed in no small degree to om 
Hon. Oscar UNberwoop, of the State of Alubama. He is happiness. If this Nation be so 1 ‘ l and 
“1 a splendid gentleman and a most pleasing personality. protective tariff, why t th 
We give him full credit for his great ability and his sincerity, | countries that our friends a] r to ¢ vo] 
‘ t was indeed a privilege which I highly prize to have | country asa ver f 
} rd bis speet h on the ope ning d Ly of this deb: Le, setting forth | lt is with sincere rect that |! l l < 
the views of his party on this great question I am, however, | racy in that eloque! address ap) 1 to 
iled to say that, in my bumble judgment, the premises | class prejudice. He annor l that the Dy 
, whieh his argument is based are so fallacious, his theories | this tariff bill, intended to tax » Ju 
uch at variance with the experience of the past, and his | necessities of the poor. Perhaps 
‘ went to establish the correctness of such theories so strained | explain why it is that the tariff on luxm 
t we were impressed with the difficulty of his case and sym- | an average, in the Underwood b as it is 
nathized with him personally in his efforts to defend the inde- | tariff bill, framed by a Republican ¢ , “. 
feusible position of his party. He speuks of the cost of living | increase the tariff on these luxuries d en ; 
and quotes statistics to show that since the year 1897 farm | sions of pi bment of the wealt] ‘ | 11 d 
ts have increased 93 per cent, and attributes that to the | the turiff on gold leaf, tinsel wire, a¢ ‘ y 
i f. The presperous farmers of West Virginia can testify | served fruits, lace window irtains. oriental 
that in recent years, during Republican administrations, they | parel of silk? Are U » not luxuries of the 1 \ 1 
have been able to secure a fuir and decent price for the prod- | of them does the laboring man consunmi | 
ucts of their farms, and I do not believe that the gentleman’s | Alabama says he did not make the tarifl h 
c mplaint about the prosperity of the farmer will be received | luxuries would not then come over. My answer is, They | 
\ much relish by that industrious and intelligent class | been coming over under the higher tar j t 1? 
t{hrougheut this Union. If a Republican tariff is responsible for lican tariff bill. If the wealthy want them, t 
ju e and equity to the farmers of this country, then make the | I do not like appeals to differen sses in t ‘ \\ 
I of it. but do not advance as an argument against the great | are one people, bound together by ties of | her ’ with 
principle of protection the fact that under a protective tariff the | common interests to protect. You can not cripple the | 
farmer enjoys his share of prosperity, while under the tariff for | of the manufacturer without injuring the | 
revenue only, #s experieuce hus proven, he receives more than | works for him. You can not crush the Ame 
b hare of commen disaster. | without destroying the An ican farmer \\ 
The high cost of living is caused by surplus of gold produc- ourselves, and when you hurt one mun you hi 
tion, increased migration from the country to the city, monop- | 2ud when, 1 propose to » by this tar 
‘ and other reasons that time will not permit me to dis- | almost all American industries into direct ce 
cuss, but it is not caused by a protective tariff. It is a world | cheap labor of Kurope you are inju every A 
wide complaint—of free-trade as well as protective countries. | West Virginia cries aloud her | st The riff « 
But if it were so caused, the concrete proposition is reduced to | earthenware 1 ere y pl 3 has | f ates 
this: Would you rather pay reasonably high prices for the neces- | to 85 per cent ad valor bn her hogs, ] 
of life and have the money to buy them with, or do you | nothing; on her cattle, from 27.08 | t to 1 
favor cheap prices and empty pockets? When people have | by one sweep | r 
I they consume without stint or restraint, and the sup- | been thrown into the De tie 1 
] herefore, equals or surpasses the demand When they have There is no doubt in my nad 
I money they ecouo mize, reducing themselves to bare neces articies is too bigh, but I want to ' 
s, and thus reduce the dem 1 and thereby the price. they are. It s ld be? 
I lay it down as a fact which can not be challenged or con- | tien of an int rif { 
{ | that the American laboring man is paid a higher aver | gation. I have no doubt that 
e than the liboring man of any other country on the | Unit have by their 1 
if the globe, and with that wage has come a bigher stand ties to the consume! if so, tl 
of living. Again I asser as statistics clearly show that | be demolished, t) 
{ American laborer can buy mueb more of the necessities of | aw of the id, and, in tl ( ! ! 
l with his eight hours’ work than can the laborer of any | that, beginning w 
other nation with a similar amount of work. As long as this| Velt and c t 
lition exists it is idle to talk about the superiority of free | of Presideut Taft, there hay nore trusts und 
trade. It seems to me axiomatic that admitting, as our Demo- | prosecuted and brot t to t 
cratic brothers must do. that the American laborer is paid on an | Pemocrat administration t t j 
re from at least one-half to two-thirds more than the Eure- ; ever bad. 
win laborer, and often twice as much, then if we are thrown| When the pe e of tl cd ed y 
i lirect competition with the products made by that cheap | they would, by re n of « t 
] ean labor only one result can follow, and that is that the | Republican P irty, permit t 
\ es of the American laboring man and his standard of living | of s Governme 4 
I t be reduced. I am one of these who think that our laboring | of its candidste fer P | 
; is entitled to live better than his brothers across the sea. | legitimate industry of t a 
, leve he is entitled to his little home, to conveniences for his | now in this spring of 1913, only a 
i y. to send his children to school, and, in truth, to stand | tion of that campaign, legitir 
erect in the nobility of manhood and command the respect that | never was before by the t 
] it labor deserves, and I 2m opposed to any party that advo- | American tariff bil Our ‘ I ’ 
cotes the cause of the foreigner in preference to the American | of his remarks, had mu h to s of the I it ’ 
and seeks to advance theoretic altruism to the extent of pulling concerned as to its growth d production that 


~ wh our own standards and industries in order to build up | before another year shall roll a: ' be 1 
viose Of the foreigner. I must say that even the statement of | convinced that the prize for wil ld be awarded 
Fentieman from Alabama can not convince the American | to the Democratic Party, bé riff bi | 


Ley) le 1 wn > 9 > 4 . , i s 
ecople tant U st of production is not te a large extent a | and signed by a Democratic | "will , ' 
- omy on in the world’s market, and | slang expression, the biggest |emor lw be dl by 


eterore While we sh 1 cherish a spirit of brotherhood | this Democratic adminisiration to the s 
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My friends on the other side, beware! There will be no 
id which you can hide when calamity spreads over 

the result of this work here to-day. In 1912, 
were elected, with our bumper crops, our busy and 
industries, our plentiful supply of money, we were 
ng in the march of nations. 


having 


Cx i 
fuis country 
when you 
prosperous 
lend} 
lation is already 


its injurious effect. If you thrust this 


nce more into the dead sea of disaster. you will 
portunity be buried so deep that even the 
not resurrect you. 


4 


upet can 
| 

Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 

t minutes to his credit, which he reserved 

morning, and I yield to the gentleman, in addition to that, 24 
minutes, 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from Kansas is recognized 
for 2S minutes, 

Mr. MURDOCK, 
from Pennsylvania 


Mr. RUPLEY., 


Mr. Chairman, I 
[Mr. RupLey]. 
Mr. Chairman, 50 years in the lifetime of the 
ordinary man means a great deal. A half century not 
mean so much to the older nations, but it marks well-defined 
lines of progress or retrogression in the history of our country. 
The last 50 years have seen the trial of the protective tariff. 

1 have listened to learned expositions on this question from 
gentlemen from all parts of our common country. We have a 
right to suppose that they, under our system of government, 
represent the best thought and intelligence of their respective 
communities and have at heart the greatest good of their con- 
etituency and of the Nation as well. 

The system of the application of the protective principle by 
my Republican friends seems to have suffered little change 
except the tendency to run to extremes, 
great war taxes forced upon the Nation by extraordinary condi- 
tions. The war has been over for many and 


yield to the gentleman 


does 


years, yet 


and right criterion after which to follow. This child born in the 
to skillful tariff doctors and clever surgeons of privilege and 
power. Natural laws apply to policies as to peoples. The heir 
of this system has proved a hybrid and a revulsion of the 
public mind has been the result. This fact is proven by the 
inumense majority on the other side of the floor. 

I have heard much about the prosperity due to the high pro- 
tective tariff, and I am free that 
among the favored few who are its beneficiaries an age of dis- 
covery, not of the amount invested but of the profits to be 


to confess 


secured; and then capitalization, far beyond the investment, | principle can any degree of permanency be estabiished. 


based on real earnings. Then we have the golden age of 1896, 
until when, I ask? All the while capitalizing labor, labor, 
labor—millions of watered stock, made good by labor. 

the counterfeit stock of the United States Steel. 


Holding labor 
to the wheel until 


this stock produces many fold, and then divi- 
dends; first, to holders of the stock ; second, to surplus; third, to 
labor? No; third, a new stock dividend for labor to earn addi- 
tional dividends upon. 

The acid test of this proposition is the amount left over and 
above the living expenses of the family to contribute to the 
comfort and tLe welfare of the home. No one denies it brings 
prosperity to the rich. I ask you, in all fairness, iz you believe 
the benefits are equitably distributed between the rich man and 
the poor man? 

The scholarly, gentleman at the other end of the Avenue, the 
President of this dominant party in the Nation, upon his nomi- 
nation found in the platform that old socialistic doctrine— 

It is a system of taxation which makes the rich richer and the poor 
poore 
it over the high wages paid the 
' that this is due to the high pro- 
of the system lies in the fact that the 
wages are not in proportion to the liying expenses. The pur- 
chasing power of a dollar is the thing most important to the 
workman and his success. It means that he will be 
keep the boys and girls of the workshop and in the school. 
That the standard of citizenship is raised or lowered to the 
standard of his living. 


Members have grown eloquet 
workingman. There is no proof 
tective tariff. The evil 


oul 


Is there any advantage given the low-priced laborer over the 
one highly paid? Surely the scrubwoman is entitled to a re- 
turn on her commodity—her labor—in the same proportion 


as the man who has his income increased many times over by | 


menns of the pretective tariff. 


Why does the high protective tariff always produce a surplus, 
and what happens to it? Labor capitalized in billions to earn 
dividends for the few favored rich. 
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The fear of your hostile legis- | 


call of | 
[Applause on the 
| ment of the American people and has not made out its « 


this | 


| hold of the Republican wiseacres. 
| suftice. 


since the days of the | 


| Purgatives relieve, but do not cure. 
this | 
unnatural financial condition has been accepted as the rational 


First, | 


Nothing for iabor, the producer of it all. | 





able to | 


| scientific men, specially trained; 


APRIL 25. 

The manufacturer not knowing how long this condi: 
going to last, and knowing the great profits to be had, a; 
employees for more of their service. He exhausts An 
labor, he secures foreign labor, and most of our large 1 
now only half American and the other half European. 

We hear the gentlemen contend that the American yw: 


| will have to compete with the low-priced laborer of Euro), 
strum down the throat of the American people, and | 


every day we see our “captains of industry” importin: 
low-priced laborers as rapidly as they can to compete 
here at home with our workmen. [Applause.] 

The high protective tariff has been before the bar of 


it stands guilty as indicted. 
Prosperity, about which we prate, has been only the e 
from the rich man’s table. All too late, this fact ha 
Blood letting will 1 
Plastering the sore spots wiil no longer econ{ 
malady. The people have diagnosed the case, and they 
apply the cure. : 
Now, what of the gentlemen from the other side of the 1 
What is the record of their party and their measures? J) 


| platform they say the Republican Party has brought 
| condition where “the rich are growing richer and the 
| growing poorer,’ 


’ 


and the last election seemed to show t! 
people agreed with them. 

The answer to my query is read from the page of the | 
of the United States. They have been forced by circum: 
since the war into the positions they have taken. A pai 
negation and opposition. To oppose a high tariff they | 
a low tariff. Cause and effect. During their spasmodic | 
of quasi power they never had a real chance to try th 
before it had to ring back into the scabbard of their end 
I have no thought but that it, too, would have proved ab 
to real and lasting results because based on pre 
Their present tarif! 
an attempt to meet the demands of an aroused public cons: 
They realize that the tariff must be revised downw:ir 


false 


| that nothing else will appease the public’s ultimatum. 
throes of necessity has been nourished by all the methods known 


In following their bill it is interesting to note how fa: 
have wandered from the great apostle of free trade, S 
Walker. The Walker bill of 1846, framed to embrace t} 
gestions contained in the celebrated Treasury report o! 
was considered the last word on Democratic tariff policy. 
have abandoned free trade in its purity and are end 


| to pass a bill “to reduce tariff duties and to provide 1 
it has produced | 


for the Government, and for other purposes.” Walke: 
“The Constitution does not confer power on Congress 
tax for protection, but for revenue only,” and that only « 


That last word in the Democratic tariff policy was 
the platform of this scholarly gentleman who is Presi: 
the United States and who, in my judgment, is maki 
before the American people, and it is contained in the first 
graph of the platform framed by the Democratic convent 
Saltimore: 

“We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democrat 


that the Federal Government, under the Constitution, has no ! 
power to impose or collect tariff duties except for the purpoes 


nue, 

I take it that there is no man to-day of reasonable mi 
will grant me that there should be a tariff graduated 
needs of our people and the protection of certain indus’ 
Why this constant harangue and political daubing should 
peated at every change of administration is hard to ex)! 
sensible lines. 

The ordinary Congressman knows as little, technically, 
the tariff as I do. Why is he asked to take a position reg 
without knowing what it all means? 

Politics is the science of government; it has nothing t 
with the art of securing office or place. Among all the 
countries of the world we stand alone as being the only 
that has not taken the tariff out of business and _ politi: 
there any good reason to continue the practice of playing | 
instead of attending to the public business? Have we 
learned through all these years, with our experience, our t! 
our finance, our supposed intelligence, that this is a questio 
to be settled far ren 
from political clamor and the heat of debate? a 

The results of past tariff legislation have been unsat's! 
tory and of a patchwork variety, as is evidenced by cons! 
and increasing demands for change. Here we «re at the guess 
ing game again. If we guess right on some schedules, we 
commended ; if wrong on some, we are condemned for all. 

I would not impeach the integrity and sincerity »f the gent" 
men on either side of the House. At the present time they «re 
doing the only thing they can do—the Democrats try!ns to 








1915. 


ure up to the situation in a manner and the Republicans 
i their endeavors with the hope of be aking through and 
+ by their mistakes. Mark you, the citizens of this great 

re awake to conditions. 
e I agree that early action shvuld be taken in respo.se 
expressed will of the voters in the last clecti a, I do not 
it should be taken at the expense of the rights or 
-ileges of any industry or section. You will find that in the 
] ressive national platform we contend that th» tariff ques 
t should be controlled absolutely by a nonpartisan, expert 
This is the safe, fair way to prc eed, so that the 
ests of the poor man may have the same protection as those 


that 


ssion, 


of the rich man; so that industries needing help may be 
foctered and those to be curbed can be controlled; that a just 
ion be preserved between the cost of living and the wage 
eesyle: that taxation affecting the necessities of life be reduced 
to a minimum or removed entirely, and that men and women 


have the same 
ehance to have the comforts of complete living as the favored 
utocrat who is living on a part of what these men and women 
arn and produce. 
We are a high-grade Nation in science, in literature, in art, in 
ing, and the like, yet we fail to keep up the standard in 
matters political. The national Progressive platform for 
onpartisan, scientific tariff commission. Not in form—as was 
Mr. Taft’s—but in fact. so that the seales may be balanced in 
instice between what we eat and wear and what we earn and 
pr duce, 
exact share of life’s benefits as well as those who are favored 
in worldly goods. This tariff question*is not for bickering nor 
i. We are engaged in a serious business. It touches 
the hearthstones and their happiness in all the many homes 
throughout the land. The security and safety of our people to 
enjoy the liberties vouchsafed them under our free institutions 
of government means much to our Nation in her upward stride. 
The demand for social and economic justice has called into 
being the Progressive Party because too long the demon of 
oppression has held the reins of power and driven the heavy 
car of despair as it crushed out ambitions and opportunities. 
‘Suffering makes the whole world kin,” and the suffering of 


vho work with their hands or their minds may 


eormmill 


ack 
USsaS 


blusterul 
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That the poor man and the producer shall have his | 


the millions is being heard and answered in a movement which | 


has for its purpose the uplift of man and the ultimate happiness 
of the race. 

The home must be the hub upon which all else revolves, and 
only in its sanctity and security can a nation rise in service to its 
God. 

This movement is going on under all suns and in all! climes. 
It is now the yeast, and it will leaven the loaf. Its instruments 
are various, yet no less powerful. The statesmen moving poli 
cies as pawns, the jurist wise in law, the preacher strong in 
eloquence, the scientist great in discovery, the journalist virile 

1 expression, the teacher great in thought, all working to the 
common end that in this age of the world man indeed 
brother’s keeper. 

The proposition presents different aspects in different coun- 
es. In our own great land we have many problems yet to solve. 
Here our dogma is the doctrine of progress and good will, and 
we believe that only in adhering to it we will at least be able 
make the law of the land more responsive to the will of the 
pie, 
ohn Adams said, “ The happiness of society is the end of 
vernment.” Have we not reached the point in intelligence 
when we can say that our public servants are our representa- 
tives only so far as they are our commissioners? In this con- 
ction we hold with Macaulay, “That the cause of all revo- 
tions is that while nations move forward constitutions stand 


is his 


ty 
} 


peo 
J 


For these evils in our system there must come 


our institutions are to exist in perpetuity. The 
with the people. 


a remedy if 
answer lies 
The line of cleavage is well marked between the 1 
nd the Progressives. I care not to what party 
Whether they follow the leadership of a Roosevelt, a Beveridge, 
Murdock, or under the banner of a Wilson, a Bryan, or a 
Palmer, they are a different ‘ype of men than the servile 
Servant subject to the dictates of the Penroses, the Ryans, the 
Roots, These two elements can not fuse. They have nothing 
in common. Their ideas are widely divergent as to the ends of 
sovernment, The principles for which Progressives stand are 
too linportant and far-reaching to neutralize. There is no mid- 
d © ground to take; no twilight zone between the rights and 
Privileges of men and the power and injustice of organized 
Wealth ; no happy medium between life and property when 

posterity is paid the debt in shekels of human misery. 


‘eactionaries 
they belong, 


What has been the result in both the 


old parties? What 1 








s 
been the product of the system? A condition of one-man power 
boss rule, machine politics, corruption funds, high salaries with 
little work, indifferent citizenship, and the failure of the p 
to secure representation, and the attendant evi he time 

| ma id a new party of action and of | You ft 

| progressive policies on the old trunk of reacti | | y 

| to different families. They may grow for a ( but 

| their time will be short. A new tree h " ~ 
planted in every inch of our glorious country has 

| grow, and it will take under its protecting shade t 

| of the Southland and the hopes of our \ { l 

| the wealth and promise of our East and North 

Years of apparent prosperity had seemingly lu ! 

j Into sleep, and listening to the siren song they w 
toward the rocks. 

On the scroll of the Pantheon of the future will be 

| letters enduring and imperishable the words of the re 

| Jackson, “Justice for all, privilege for n ! 

might fittingly be the creed of each Progressive, fe 

we are of little worth save the service e render our t md 

| posterity. This is not a party of expediency; it is a part 

| principle. i 

The wa ear oan 

| The law vere 

And di heme 
Will 1 t } 
Made w owth « t 

' Che tir ripe for cl 

Phen let ne : ve a0 dread 

| Is called for by the inst ct Inan 

Nor think I that God's rid would f 

| Because we tear a parchment or 

| Truth is eternal, but her efflluence 

j With endless chance ts fitted to the h 

Hier mirror is turned forward to refle 

} The promise of the future, not the past, 

[Applause. ] 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the ¢ 
from California [Mr. STePuEeNs]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Mr. Chairman, I bi ein a 

| protective tariff, suflicient but not excessive, and it is v 1? 
gret that I address this body to-day in opposition to a b 
reducing the tariff. I believe that many schedules shoul 
lowered. I came to this House of Representatives determined to 
assist in a proper reduction of ex¢ ive tariff rate 
and again my vote has been cast with the n ' ide and « 

| trary to the view of many of my collergues « tl sick [ 
voted as I believed I should, voted as I promised, voted I 
always will vote for any and eve measure I believe 1 { ) 
matter from what part of the House it comes 

If the reductions in this new tariff bill had been based 1 } 
information obtained by an expert tariff! commis . oO 
auswer to a general demand, moderate and justifi: I 1etio 
had been made, I would be favoring it 

But this bill calls for a radical change in our econor 1 
It carries tremendous reductions that I feel sure will w ( 

| injuriously to the American laborer, the American oduce i 
the American employer. 

This Democratic bill goes so far in its reducti 
our tariff policy from one protecting the Ame bor | 
producer to a policy near free trade—a tariff for revenue « 

[ am obliged by my conscience and by consid f 
w ¢ Ifare of the people of the great State of Calif rl tol 
against enacting any such radical leg! tion 

I do not ask more consideration for industries in my ow 
State than I am willing should be granted the ! I 
other States. I have been willing. and I am i to t 
reasonable reductions in schedules affecting Californian provided 

| a proper reduction can be had in other s dules. I ted for 

| reduction in Schedule K, notwithstanding ¢ t is 9 

| woolgrowing State, but I can not believe sties 1 
that industry by placing it on the free list in tl hill. {Ar 

{ plause. | 

I know how seriously the life of the citrus and sugar ind 
tries in California is jeopardized by this | [ know ( 
much the prosperity and happiness of all wl labor in fl 
industries are affected by the warranted extent of the 
tion in the lemon schedule and by the free list ahead for 
If this bill is unjust and unfair to indust St t 
not reasonable to suppose that it is also un ! r to 

| other industries in other States? 

I would like to vote for an income tax and I wonld like to 

| vote again for substantial reductions in most tariff schedules, 

| even for reductions on items in which California is greatly in 
| terested. but I can not vote for reductions that seem to me to 

' be decidedly unreasonable. I believe the American people are 
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A90 


demanding the 
business conditions 


improvement 
do not 


regulation and of industrial and 
but I for one moment believe there 
is any widespread demand for the destruction of any legitimate 
American industry. 

I am by no means a tariff expert. 
with what there is to be known. 
eige on tariff subjects of the average citizen—perhaps of the 
average Congressman. I find that be sufficient to make me 
sure that genuine experts are needed by Congress when building 
a tariff structure to all equately and de- 
servedly. 


| feel sure 


I know but little compared 
However, I have the knowl- 


io 


serve interests «ac 


now, a8 I did when I 


that a 


to Congress two 
years ago, proper downward f the tariff will 
benefit our whole people. I am ready now to vote for any 
reduction founded on information and warranted by a due con- 
siderati of producer and consumer, but I ean not vote for 
this bill, which I believe to have been without sufficient 
information and without giving due consideration to the inter- 
ests of the laborer and grower, the manufacturer and consumer. 
Our tariff policy and tariff schedules should be determined by 
Congress after a careful, adequate, and world-wide study of tar- 
iff rates and tariff effects. Beginning at once, each rate should 
be and established. Then every separate 
avenue of labor and industry would not be disturbed, as now, 
in ; ision. A nonpartisan expert tariff commission 
she gate and report to Congress full data on every 
schedule. It should report the cost of production 
and abroad; the prices received by the grower and 
manufacturer; the prices paid by the consumer, and the wages 
itions of labor It should make recommendations 
could then work systematically and intelligently on 
‘lentific plans, whieh could be adopted, rejected, ampli- 

“l, or otherwise changed, 
has passed nearly one-third of its time in the last 
four years tinkering with the tariff. are to be given 
three or four n ‘me suspense while our tariff boat 
is turns our respective industries permitted 
t 
1 


first came 


revision ¢ 


it 


made 


’ ¥ " 
singly determined 


uld 
item of every 


at home 


generar re 


Now, we 

onths of extt 
<1 bottom side up and 
swim 
pon them. 

Jt may be that 
of Dp 
experiment 7 
tariff re j 


0 sink or vithout any regard to those entirely dependent 


most of our industries will 


but why 


survive four years 
try h a doubtful 
safe and sane lines to a 
of nonpartisan expert 


ff bission, a O} 1 and advocated by Progress 


tariff 


Why not 


mocrath upsetting ; su 


ives 


ff troubles 


bill. 
y affected 
estment in 
ns in svgar. 
y, and there 
but an average for the t 20 ye 


les are 
doll 


pe 


rs 


pe 


- . 
; the pro- 


until 
ariff com- 


ine 


fornia is an American industry, 

annged by Americal and furnishing a 

10.000 families, practically every one of which is 

i Way down deep, my fri the Demo- 
for the 1 


in New 


ends 
> care 
does for a 


York than it 
I for by our own 


and cared for 


Lemons will not average k 
because of the removal 
has a monopoly, 
ask for lemons, 

To-day I receive 


in price for the next 
two-thirds of the duty. 
pay whatever 


four years 
When Sicily 
Sicily chooses to 


of 


America wiil 


da wire from California which I wish 
SACRAMENTO, 


Hon. WrirttaM PD. STernrens, 


United States Congress, Washington, D. C. 


TDPAR Pursuant to the provisions of a Senate joint resolution 
adopted both Houses of the Legislature of the State of California, 
I berewith transmit to you a copy of 
Senate joint resolution 25, relative to memorializing Congress regarding 

the citrus-fruit industry of the State of California, and requesting 

our Senators and Representatives in Congress to use all honorable 
menns to prevent a rednuetion in duties em citrus fruits helow the 
t where the difvfere: in the cost of production of the same 


Sir 
by 


The | 


|} of this 
| of tep 


nysterious influence of | 
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and 
tor ¢ 


Whereas the citrus-fruit industry is one of the great 
enterprises of this State, representing an investmer 
and materially contributes to the upbuiiding thereof: and 

Whereas the rates of duty on citrus fruits should equalize + 
in cost of production between the United ‘ 
tries; and 

Whereas the present rates of duty 
stantial revenue that has increased 

Whereas a material reduction of 
hamper and retard the growth 
California : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of the Sta 

jointly, That we respectfully memorialize the Ceng: 

States not to reduce the duties on citrus fruits below 

the difference in the cost of production of the sam 

States and foreign countries, and we earnestly request 

and Representatives in Congress to use every honorabk 

vent such reduction; be it further 
Resolved, That the governor of the State of California 1 

to appoint five citizens of California to present this 1 

Congress in behalf of this State; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be telecraphed to 

dent and to each of our Senators and Representatives in 

of the United States. 


States and 
bring to 
in recent years; 
the duties on citr 
and development 


the Gove rn 


W. N. Parris 


Secretary Oo} 
I can best tell you what our people think of the De 
sugar proposals by quoting the following telegrams: 


SACRAMENTO, CAL., Ap 


Hon. Wm. D. Sternens, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


I have the honor to hand you herewith copy of joint res 
18, adopted by senate and assembly and approved by the gov 
18, 1913. Assembly joint resolution No. 18, relative to 
of the California beet-sugar industry in the enactment b 
laws affecting tariffs on imports into the United States. 


Whereas in the process of tariff revision by Congress t! 
tendency is toward an abolition of the duties on import: 
Whereas such a policy would be calamitous to the cane and 
industry of the Nation at large, and especially to the beet 
ness of the State of California, which produces 165,000 
Ho or one-quarter of the beet-sugar output of the U: 

an 


Whereas 


t 
y 


the annual consumption of sugar in our e«¢ 
per annum, supplied, viz, from domesti 
1 Porto Rico, Louisiana, and Hawaiian Isiands, 1,100.01 
eet sugar manufactured in 16 States, 650,000 to . 
1,750,000 tons, being purchased from foreign countries + 
a few corporations on the Aflantic seaboard, who ar: 
“free sugar,” ip order that they may check the furt! 
their markets by the constantly growing beet-sugar i: 
Whereas our Nation's beet-sugar output has increased f: 
in 1897 to 650,000 tons in 1912, a rate of Increase 
be shown in any country in I during an 
while our cane-producing districts have apparently i 
of their prosperity; and 
Whereas this country should, and can, become self-supp!s 
ter of sugar through the development of the beet-s 
involving the use of only 450,000 acres of land agai 
acres adapted to the cultivation of the sugar beet; and 
Whereas the development of the industry is checked by t) 
free sugar bill, which will subject this product to « 
cane and beet sugar produced under the low-wage c 
Tropics and Europe, and at prices delivered : 
than, under the conditions, is paid to the fa 
the sugar in the beet before it is manufactured: 
Rescoired, That the 
of all 


3.500.000 tons 
ir 
b 


irope 


} 
qu 


pers ¢ 
Now, 
Legislature of the State of Ca 
members elected to senate and assembly v 
esolution and concurring therein) request the 
sentatives at Washington and the Presiden 
States that due regard be had in the consideration of tar 
the claims of the beet-sugar industry, which is so | 
our Nation, and that the principle governing the revisio 
in this regard be that the tariff should equalize the dil 
the cost of production of sugar at home and abr: 
R lived, That a copy of luti 
the Membefs of Congress from 


to the President and Congress. 


ifor 


ti 


aa 
these resolutions be for 


the State of Calif 


Los ANGELES, CAL 
Hon. Wa. D, STEPTENS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Whereas p! ariff bill which was introduced 
Representatives April 7 by Hon. Oscar UNbrarwoo 
and which is new before Committee on Ways and Me 
ideration, reduces customs rates on great num 
prod to such degree that In several instances it wi 
evitable result of seriously crippling, if it does not absolute 
great interests upon which depend large numbers of peop 
public welfare of the State; and 
Whereas present reading of proposed tariff bill indicates that ‘ 
has been more severely dealt with than other States of ft 
and its products more severely and unnecessarily exposed 
competition: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Los AngelessChamber of Commerce, That 
rotest is hereby made against adoption of the tariff bill 
orm with its severe discrimination against products of the 5+ 
California. 
The above resolutions were adopted by board of directors at 
held to-day. 


or 


con 


ts 


in i 


Arntueurn W. KINNPY. 
President Los Angeles Chamber of Conn 


omy) 
n 


In addition to the above, I have received more tli 
individual letters of protest, appealing to Congress not to Nias 
the changes in the sugar duties in the way proposed. 
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hall not go further into details of the citrus and sugar 

stries, for my colleagues, who more intimately represent 

trus and sugar sections, are better able to do so. 
Gentlemen, I do not ask for more than is justly ours. I want 
hing to which we are not entitled. But I do ask, and I do 
sist that the growing industries of the United States should 
protected to a degree determined by Congress after consid- 
tion of reports and recommendations of an expert commis- 
{Loud applause. ] 

MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
] linois [ Mr. THOMSON ]. 

THOMSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, as a new 
I shall make my remarks very brief. 


Ml Mem- 


| 


wesume it may truthfully be said that there is no Federal 


islation which more generally, directly, and vitally 

of the country than tariff legislation. It 

to the very poorest of our people and up to the richest 

it not only has iis effect 

but it determines in large measure the purchasing 

er of that income. It not only affects the people as indi- 

ils, but as groups, families, communities, and the Nation 

a whole. There can therefore be no legislation more im 
int than that which is now before us. 

rhe tariff is a legitimate means of raising revenue for the 

ntenance of the Government, but it should be much more 

n that. American labor properly looks to the tariff for 

tion from those conditions which are such a burden 

en labor. Any tariff which does not primarily disclose 


en le re ches 


Ler 


affects | 
| expert nonpartisan t: 


on the income of the average | 


| be compelled to await the reports of such a comn 


to 


its benefits in the pay envelope of the laborer is not an equitable 


tariff. 

i believe that a tariff should extend to the point of protec 
tion—such protection as will equalize conditions of competi 
tion between the United States and foreign countries, both for 
farmer and the manufacturer, and which shall 
for labor an adequate standard of living. 

Relieving that there are certain schedules in the existing tariff 
which are unjust and excessive, I strongly favor tariff revi 


tne 


sion 
should be downward. 

I have spent much time in studying the pending bill, and have 
tried to determine whether it bids fair to accomplish the things 
which I think a tariff bill ought to accomplish. 
4000 items in this bill. Is the tariff which is provided for 
each of these items the kind of a tariff I have said I believe in 
and would like to vote for? I presume some of them are, but 
I feel sure that some of them are not, and I am véry much 
more certain of the fact that, with reference to most of the 
schedules provided for in this bill, I do not know whether 
they are right or not, and neither does anybody else [applause], 


an expert upon it, 


it is absolutely impossible to frame a just and equitable tariff 
by the log-rolling, I-tickle-you-and-you-tickle-me methods that 
have characterized tariff making thus far in our history. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMSON of Illinois. I can not yield; I have only a 
few moments, 

Ours is the only Nation in the world to use such methods in 
framing a tariff. It would have brought certain ruin to any 
other nation foolhardy enough to try it, and the only reason it 
has not brought ruin to us is to be found in the fact that 
because of the great extent of our territory our population is 
hot dense as compared with other nations, and also because our 
resources have been and still are so vast. 

It is high time we changed our methods. It takes long in- 
vestigation and study—painstaking, thorough, and trained ex- 
amination of exhaustive data, followed by the careful considera- 
tion of a trained, unbiased expert, to get at the real facts con- 
nected with any given business or industry, from which we may 
proceed to reach a correct conclusion on the question of whether 
or not we shall have any tariff at all on a given article, and if 
it is concluded we shall have, then what that tariff shall be, in 
order that it shall accomplish the ends which we believe a 
tariff should accomplish. 

The present bill is not the result of such work, and it is 
bound, therefore, to be inaccurate, unscientific, and inequitable 
in many respects. It can not be otherwise unless it is a miracle, 
and even its own best friends do not expect that of it. 

I believe the basis for tariffs and changes in tariffs should be 
found in the reports of a commission, a nonpartisan, scientific 
tariff commission, reporting both to the President and to either 
branch of Congress, such reports covering the costs of pro- 
duction, efficiency of labor, capitalization, industrial organiza- 


and it should not be necessary to add that the revision | 


There are over | 


tion and efficiency, and the general « 
country and abroad of industries si 
gress; as to the revenue-producing po 
relation to the resources of governme 

of the tariff on prices, operations of mid 
chasing power of the consumer. 

I wish to say to the gentleman from Kentucky | 
who addressed himself to this yest rd; 
niissed entirely the idea of the tariff commission ; 
the Progressive Party. We do that 
Party of itself can not revise the tariff aceurat 
tifically. We do believe that the Ds ic P 
ean not revise the tariff acecurat 

further, that the Progressive 
revise the tariff accurately 


mmpeti 


subject 


believe 


believe 
and scientifi 
riff commission, howe 
not propose to delegate any legislative power { hi 
mission is not to formulate or pass laws. That power n 
stitutionally and properly remain with the Congress. What 
do propose is that the commission shall scientifically and 
rately ascertain the true and unbiased facts upon 
may base our tariff legislation. 

I do not feel, however, that the people of this « 


whit 


uintry s 


bef 


fore 


hould 


a SSion 


obtaining relief from those of the present sche 
recognized as excessive. I had hoped that we 

opportunity to act on such schedules singly and immediately. 
While the recent Tariff Board may not have proven commensu- 
rate with our ideals for such bodies, it did 


lules 


generally 


would have au 


make more or less 


| exhaustive investigations with reference to Schedules I 


| Seems to me that those reports, such as they 


maintain | 





| nature of things to be filled with them. 


affecting cotton and wool, and submit reports then 


on 
tive of our views with reference to the board itself, g 
least such information and light on those two sch 

coupled with the burdens to the consumer caused by 

ing cotton and woolen duties, requires us to modify th 
ing duties and specify new tariffs in those schedules whi 

be justified by the information submitted in those report 
trust that later on in the consideration of this 
will be offered for Schedules I and K—substitutes based 
reports of the Tariff Board to which I have referred 

that case I shall be glad to support them, irrespe 
[ Applause. ] 

Of course, the pending tariff bill contains its jokers 
tariff act framed this has bound in the 
Some of those that 
discerned and 
in Schedule K. 


the 


bill substit 


ited in 
tive of their 
source. 
Any 
very 
ure 
not, 


as one been is 


in this bill are plain and easily 
One of the most patent 


others 


It 


are 


is contained Ww 


is elo- 


| quentiy referred to this afternoon by the gentleman from Ohio 
unless he has given the question such study as qualifies him as | 
The one big fact about the tariff that has |} 
been borne home to me as I have studied this bill is the fact that | 


{Mr. Wits]. In the bill to revise this schedule, submitted by 
the Democrats in the last Congress when they knew it would 
be vetoed if passed, Angora wool was given an ad valorem duty 
of 10 per cent. In the pending bill much ado is made of the 
fact that wool is placed on the free list. Put tucked « 
away in Schedule K is a clause, 614, in which our 
Democrats have provided—and they know now that the bill 
will be signed when passed—that “hair of the Angora goat, 
alpaca, and other like animals, and all hair on the skius of 
such animals” shall have a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. It 
should be added here that the center of the Angora goat industry 
is in the district of one of our friends on the Democratic 
of this House who comes from Texas—one of the members 
the Ways and Means Committee who participated in the prepa 
ration of this schedule. He apparently saw to it that the tariff 
bill offered by his party did not get his goat. 

I favor an income-tax law, and I regret exce that T 
am not at this time to have the opportunity of casting a vote on 
such a law unencumbered with this pending omnibus tariff bill. 
Our friends the Democrats have very adroitly coupled the two 
together. 

30th because of and in spite of these views I hold on these 
questions, as a Progressive and as one who believes with whole 
heart in the principles laid down in the platform of that party 
and who means earnestly to endeavor to live up to those pri 
ciples here and do whatever possible to carry them out, [ must 
oppose this omnibus bill, for whatever of good there may be in 
it is completely outdone by the bad, as I am to and 
understand it. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlemar 
from Kansas [Mr. NEELEeyY]. 

Mr. NEELEY. Mr. Chairman, when I became a candidate 
for Congress at the special election held in my district in 
January, 1912, my platform contained 12 specific promises. 
Two of these promises—the amendment to the Constitution 


“uTreLULly 
friends the 


of 


“lingly 


avie sce 
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providing for the election of United States | 
vote of the people, and providing for the | 
pension law—were enacted into law 
Congress, and I expect to have the | 
one providing immediate | 
» tariff downward and the placing of trust-made 
free list, and the other providing for an equitable | 
to equalize the burdens of ernment with those 
to bear i snacted during the | 


ing against this measure that it does not protect jj 
that it fails to bring to him that measure of benefit 
by virtue of his being a citizen of this country. Not « n 
tearfully plead now for your fattened industries, byt 
ears you have henrd not.” And your next plea 1 t b 
constituencies whom you have thus betrayed. My 
that your next lachrymal demonstration will con par 
as does a thunderstorm to an October mist. 

This bill pk agricultural 
harrows, heznders, harvesters, 
planters, mowers, horserakes, 


cotton gins. wagons, carts, 


Ss 


rit 
on of 


iwo more promises 


Lo 


able it—engat into law ices implements, 
reapers, agricultural! 
cultivators, thrashing 
and all other agricultar 
of every kind and description, including their repair 
taxed 15 per cent ad valorem, to on the fr 
registers, linotype and typesetting machines, sewin; 
typewriters, machinery, cream separators 


sprending machines, in the construction and 


I am not a 
ondition of 
becoming a free trader. 
a2 local issue; that the 
tariff bill represents not the individual wishes | 
any Member of this House, but a of | 
nude between the different sections of the country | 
io strike a happy medium according to the ideas | Of roads, including their repsir parts, all of wi 
icnl party in power. Since the mal tariff | taxed at 30 per cent ad valorem, ov the free 
es a series of con | made wholly or in chief value of leat! from hor 
efy en and cattle hides, now taxed at from 75 c 
in this bill to $4.75 per dozen, go on the free list: leatherboard 
bearty indorsement pressed leather, leather cut into shoe uppers or vam] 
exces lingly glad to know that the Democratic | forms suitable for conversion into boots and 
Party, in the preparation of this bill, has adopted its old posi- | Shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather, \ 
tion of a tariff for revenue tempered with such protection as 
is iry by a changed competitive condition, and that 
instead of an average tax of 90 per cent, as provided in the 
Payne the burden on the consumers of this country will 
be | to an of a little less than 25 per cent. 
eur friends, both Republican and Progressive, are 
to indulge their agricultural and laboring constituencies 
relative to the Payne-Aldrich Act, and, lest 
1 desire to go back and call their attention to the 
in the free list of this act and make a brief 
the items contained in the free list of the 


pre *ii ‘ 
intention 


that th 1 


of 


Ze riff is £0 
8 
is series shoe 


used 
ime 


,«r ° 
KIN 50 


of a 
it is impossible to ier, 
House, but there 
thut is bad that it 


every Member of this 


nromises 


the is so | Skins, ent 


little 
of 


Member of 


ch 
s and so is | 
thea 
on shoes, 
laces, finished or unfinished, harness, saddles, and s 
sets or parts, now taxed from 5 to 20 per cent ad v: 
on the free list; cut nvils, cut spikes of iron or stee! 
| nails, hobnails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 
specially provided for, wire staples, wire niils mad 
iron or steel, spikes, horse, mule, or ox shoes, and ti: 
or sprigs, all now taxed at four-tenths of 1 cent 
go on the free list; barbed wire, galvanized wire not |: 
No. 6 or not smaller than No. 14, commonly used for f¢ 
poses, galvanized wire fencing of the same size, to 
baling wire, all now taxed at from three-fourths of a 
pound to 1} cents per pound, together with an addition 
35 per cent ad valorem, go on the free list; hubs fo 
posts, hend ‘volts, stave bolts, last blocks, wagon bloc! 
forth, sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber n 
manufactured than sawed, planed, and tongued a1 
and now taxed at from 50 cents per thousand feet 
lumber te $2 per thousand for dressed lumber, go on 
list; elapboards, now taxed at $1.25 per thousand, 
free list; laths, now taxed at per the 


de neces: 


wered average 

one of 
py ne 
with f 
the \ 


some cant 
forget 
contained 
comparisen with 
pending measure. 
We begin at the head of the list with aconite: acorns, 
undried but unground: agate; albuiven: amber: am- 
nia; analine apatite: arsenic; asbestes— 
life of me I can not understand why a Republican 
the free list un's it was 
permitted his gaze to wander into the political future 
would have need for that particular article, and why 
our friends new defend that particular item and 
in thet it shall be retained, unless they, too, expect to have 
use for the self-same thing. Asafetida: balm of Gilead; bees- 


raw. 


or 





pm salts; 
the 
! to place asbestos on ss 


when he 20 cents 
the free list; pickets, palings, staves, and so forth, now 
10 per cent ad valerem, go on the free list; and shiic!: 


taxed at 50 cents a thousand, to come in free of dul) 


Proavressire 


ist 


Ww: bismuth; bladders; and dried blood; Brazilian pebbles; 
camphor; catgut; whinpgut or wermgut, and so forth, ad infini- 
tum; chalk; civet; clay; cochineal; coffee; coir; cotton; cuttie- 
fish bone: dandelion root; divi divi; and dragen’s bleod. And 
en down through the list there is ergot; palmleaf fans, to go 
with the asbest felt; fibrin; fisbskins; and fossils—and why 
on earth should the Republican Party imsist that fossils ceme in 
free when they have the splendid examp!e of fossilized ideas in 
the preparntion of this bill? Gambier; giass enamel; 
plates; grease; fat; guano; gutta-percha; hide rope; hones and 
whetstones; ice; india rubber: iodine; ipecac; jalap; jet; 
sticks; old junk; kindling wood; lac; lava; leeches—plenty of 
them after this bill was in operation; lime; litmus; leadstones: 
manuscripts; meerschaum; onkum ; eil cakes; cleo stearin ; paper 
phosphates; plumbago; potash; pulu; quinia; radium; 
and old rags—not new regs. my friends; not the things that go 


OP, 
t 
t 


glass 


RIOC; 


| cme 


joss 





to make clothing that living men, women, and children wear 
to pretect them from the elements, but old rags, discarded and 


absolutely free of duty. Rennets, raw or prepared; 


I can understand why gentlemen now representin: 
turing interests that have fattened for years at the « 
expense would oppose this free list containing these 


“" 


I confess I am wholly unwble to see how the man who! 


a farming or a laboring constituency, or a constitu 

progressive and believes in honest and fair competitio 
iimst this reduction that places the trusts mai 
and 


ors i 


these articles of daily necessity on the free list 


peace avith his people by handing them the time-honored | 
have | 


of protecting home industries—industries that 
grown rich and powerful throwgh their privileges at 
ex pense. 

In 1902 the International Harvester Co. was organi 
the laws of New Jersey by the consolidation of the 


concerns: The McCormick Harvesting Machine Co., t! 


of these concerns with respect to assets and volume of 


organized September 11, 1879, and having a factory at 


the Deering Harvester Co., second in importance, ore 
1899, with its factery at Chicago; the Warder, Bi 


Glessner Co., manufacturer of the “Champion ” line of ! 
ing machinery, organized Octeber 18, 1886, with its f: 
Springfield; the Plano Manufacturing Ce., organized 
1881, with its factory at Plano, near Chicago, but | 
to West Pullman, Hl.; the Milwaukee Harvester Co., or: 
December 15, 1881, with its factory at Milwaukee. 
This combination was breught into existence by J. P 
& Co., and its appraised assets, amounting to §67.076.2- 
immediately inflated by its incerporators until its capil 
amounted to $192,000,000, and upon this sum the cou 
thus formed began to base its profits, its prices, and to 
its competition. It has gradually extended its operation 


silep; sausages; sheep dip; silkworm eggs: skeletons; soda; 
k; storax;: tamarinds; tapioca; teeth; terra alba; tebacco 
the tebacco; they made the tariff on that from 35 


net I j 


spun 


useless, come in under the beneficent provisions ef that bill 
salicin ; 
BLELUS 


interests of the poor man whom you gentlemen talk about so 
possible for him to take his 
dear Jimmy pipe, go back into a corner of his home, fill it with 


teuching!y, and so you made it , 


cenis to $2.50 per pound; but you were looking out for the best 


tobacco stems, and enjoy himself to his heart's content. Tur- | 
pentine; turtles; vaccine virus; wax; whalebone; wafers; and } 
that closes the list. Made up almost entirely of druggists’ sun- 

dries, there is only one item in genera! use that comes in 4 
under the terms of yonr bill. What a confession for the man | a : en 
who defends it. No wonder tears come to the eyes of gentie- | ®t this time it controls some twenty-odd eeery — 

men who support that bill, gentlemen who kave talked so elo- | 2nd ir complete master of the American market. ——- 
quently and plead so earnestly for the farmer, for the laboring | M&S. dividends, acklitions te surplus, capital stock, tog a 
man, for the man who toils, and give as their sole reason for vot- { Tate of met earniugs on capital stock and surplus, and | 








——————— 


ends on capital stock from the years 1903 to 1911, inclusive, 
wn by the following table: 





Additions to 
surplus. 


041, 180. 61 


S58, 534. 68 


$2 
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| 


ANS 


Mr. NEELEY. I have heard their sponsors on this fl 
protest in this House time and again and ask that these rates 
be maintained, and that this tariff be maintained, in bebalf of 


the American manufacturer. 
Mr. PLATT. Recently? Was it in these recent hearings‘ 
Mr. NEELEY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. PLATT. Has the gentleman heard that statement mode 


recently by those manufacturers? 


Mr. NEELEY. I heard the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Moss] make an appeal of that kind. It has not been over 
15 or 20 minutes ago. It is the same appeal that every special 


interest makes, to stand by the home industry. 


Mr. PLATT. The manufacturers of agricultural machinery 
that I know do not exre. They would just as scon have their 
| products placed on the free list as not. They ship a large part 
of their products abroad, anyway. 

Mr. NEELEY. I hope, then, that the gentleman will not yov'e 


| mistaken 


of | $5,641, 180 61 $3, 600, 060. 00 
il 6, 658, 534. 68 | 4, 8000, 000. 00 
encoun 7,479, 187.36 4, 800, 000. 00 2, 679, IS7. 36 
ce oe aa 7,346, 947.32 | 4, 800, 000. 00 2,546, 947.32 
; e &, 080, 457.51 | 4, 200, 000. 00 $, 880, 457. 51 
ong ay 8, 885, 682. 13 4, 200, 000. 00 4, 685, 682. 13 
scaiicacal 14, 802, 740.21 4, 200, 000. 00 10, 692, 740. 21 
eose . 2 ¢ 19 | 127, 400, O04 { | 11,31 , 180. 81 
gg | 8, 200, 000. 00 | 7,321, 397. 89 
0 66, 2f 00. 00 23,390, 946. 90 
Rate of net earn- | 
7 Capita ae oe eee ae. | Rate of dividend 
| surplt plus at beginning | on capital stock. 
of year. 
} | 
—__—_ ess ——— - a _ a ~ = 
esa eaveewaes OUD cn cacvonuencats cauknscananateal 
"A. eas enka 322,041,180. 61 | 33.70 300 
ajannibdestebemwgll } 122,899,715. 29 | 4.64 4.00 
aod 578,902. 65 | 6.08 4.00 
5. 85 4.00 | 
6.31 3. 50 
6.7 3. 50 
10. 89 3.50 
10. 91 | $21.95 
; 9.95 | 5. 86 
A IWC. cc ccccccecesss | 132,310, 913.83 7.62 5.91 
| 
ludes stock dividend of $20,000,000 from irplus 
lue to stock dividend ft irplus. 
( wuted on capital stoek, $120,000,000, Oct. 1, 1902. 
©3 $20,008,000 capital stock dividend from surplus, 
R ased on cash dividend and also stock dividend of $20,000,000, 
We people in the State of Kansas have had some experience 
with this same concern, Our attorney general brought a suit 
to oust them from the State because they were engaged In a 


piracy in restraint of trade, constituted a combination in 
violation of the Kensas law, and in the Eighty-first Kansas State 
I rt, on page 612, the court in considering that matter found 
t the practical effect of the merger of these concerns that 
ive named into the name of the International Harvester Co., 
of New Jersey, had been to regulate and control the retail and 
wholesale prices of harvesting machines in the State of Kansas 
and to secure to the defendant, the International Harvester Co., 
roximately 85 per cent of the total business within the State. 
The court further found: 
trong is this monopoly that the testimony in this case discloses 
power to regulate and contro! the price of machinery through- 
civilized world where such machinery is used has a strong, if 
ontrol‘ing, foree in the fixing of prices and the regulation of trade 
in h commodities, and that under the evidence a complete forfeiture 
lefendant’s charter.and right to transact business within the 
Kansas would be justified 


that it 
out the 


State of 


Proceeding further, the court says: 
li prohibited from using exelusive contracts with its agents and 


dealers im this State, restraining or restricting them from handling or 
f geods or implements of the nature sold by the defendant in this 
Ss er than those obtained from the defendant. And ft is re- 


ined and probibited from making any unfair discrimination in the 
its goods n this State against any section, community, or city, 

tween persons, for the purpose of destroying competition. 
[am amazed that Members of this House, despite this report 
uade by the Department of Commerce and Labor which I have 
ed, and despite the finding of our court that this organiza- 
lien constitutes a trust and monopoly in restraint of trade, re- 
straining trade throughout every section of the United States, 
should still insist upon gentlemen representing the State cast- 
: their votes against the users of agricultural machinery and 


tavor of this concern. I hope no Kansas Representative will 
dare vote against the bill that tends to free his constituents 
Irom the contre! of this merciless combine, and I am sure his 
constituents will rebuke him should he do so. 


Mr. PLATT. 
que tion? 

Mr. NEELEY. 
Mr. PLATT. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentheman yield for a 


I will. 
Do I understand the gentleman to imply that 
International Harvester Co. or other manufacturers of agri- 
ural implements of that kind are objecting to having their 
products on the free list? I have in my district two large 
Inanufacturers of agricultural machinery in competition with 
» International Harvester Co. I have not beard a word from 


them, but one of them told me a while ago that they did not 
care, 


against this bill 

Mr. LOBECK, 

Mr. NEELEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOBECK. And when they ship harvesters abroad they 
sell to the Australian and Argentinian farmer for $80 what they 
charge the Kansas or Nebraska farmer $135 for, and thus put 
those wheat raisers abroad on a better basis and in a position 
of greater advantage to meet the cost of production. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman should be fair, because 
about that. 

Mr. LOBECK. Well, I am not mistaken 
it from letters, and have had some 
claim is made that that is true. 

Mr. NEELEY. I think that 
not all of it. 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will 
man permit an interruption right there? 

Mr. NEELEY. I can not yield now. I understand that a 
wagon that is sold in Kansas for $75 to $80 is shipped across 
the ocean and sold in Germany, France, or Russia for $65; 
that a mowing machine that retails fer $45 with us is sent to 
Europe, Asia, or Africa and sold for $35; and that other things 
are exported and sold in proportion, 

Mr. LOBECK. PF. o. b.? 

Mr. NEELEY. Yes. I am sure my farmer friends will not 
object to the placing on the free list of cut nails and cut 
spikes of iron or steel, horseshoe nails, hobnails, and all other 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


he is 
. because I have seen 
ments in which the 


state 


is correct, and I think that is 


the gentle- 


wrought-iron or steel nails, wire staples, wire nails made of 
wrought iron or steel, spikes, and horse, mule, or ox shoes 


and so forth. I hope my friend who attempts to justify a vote 
against this bill will remember, too, that these items are con- 
trolled by a trust almost as powerful as the Harvester Trust, 
and that they will doubtless give this bill the same support the 


Harvester Trust gives the plan to reduce the tariff on agricul- 
tural implements. 
And in that connection it might be proper to suggest that, 


notwithstanding the cry to protect the Nail Trust, in 1910 the 
total importation of cut nails and cut spikes into the United 
States amounted to 37,196 pounds, of the total value of $877, 
while the exports amounted to $407,904, and the amount con- 
sumed in the United States amounted to $1,811,000. 

Horseshoes and hobnails imported in the same year amounted 
to 14,829 pounds, of the value of $2,162; the total consumy) 
being of the value of $2,209,162. 

Of wire nails the import was 8.648 pounds, of the value of 
$209, while the export was $1,705,026, 

In 1910 we imported 642 pounds of horse and mule shoes of 
the total value of $105. We that year $8,219,000 
worth of these articles. We also imported 517 pounds of ta 
brads, and sprigs of the value of $22, while the exports w: 
$613,004, and yet our Republican friends representing consumers 
of agricultural barbed and fencing wire, lumber, 
laths, shingles, nails, and the other articles placed in this free 
list have the temerity to flaunt in the face of their constituents 
in this progressive year of 1915 an argument that means a vote 
to maintain these monopolies. Each of these industries has not 
only become great and powerful as monopolies at home, bu 
they have extended themselves that they can go into the 
home of the foreigner, compete with him on his own soil and 
against his own labor and machinery None of these count1 


ition 


consumed 
CKS, 


implements, 


SO 





. , 
into which these trusts have gone and built up their lid 
trade have subsidized them by paying them any duty on their 
imports, thus proving that during every minute of tin they 
have been competing with the foreigner on his own soil they 
have been filching and robbing the consumer at home, and when 


you gentlemen on that side return to your farmer constituents to 


tell them the story of your vote against this bill I trust that you 





194 


will then explain to them why it was you helped Andrew Car- 
und his in the construction of libraries and 
other philanthropic institutions in your districts. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Frss]. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, it is too late for us to discuss the 
issue of changing from the protective system to a revenue sys- 
tem in this House. Our Democratic majority in control of the 
louse have assumed that they have that commission and that 
we have no authority to combat it; that the commission came 


negie associates 


said. 


I take issue, and I say that the people did not in the election | 


decide against the protective system, because the majority vote 
of over 1,000,000 in this election was upon platforms that pro- 
nounced in favor of the protective system. And if that had 
been an issue where the people could vote 
is not any doubt in my mind as to what would have been the 
result of the election. 

Yet I am not going to contend here that the Democratic ma- 
jority should not push this issue to the last limit; but I am 
going to take the opportunity of saying that if this Democratic 
measure goes into effect there certainiy must be a reversal of 
public opinion, and that will certainly come in a very short 
time—just as soon as the people can register their will. My 
judgment is that few things will be more sought after than a 
chance to vote. 


We are here discussing whether this country, that has con- | , : : 
| to a foreign country to buy with American money ¢ 


stantly profited under the protective system, shall now abandon 
that system and go on a revenue basis, a basis under which 
ihis Government never yet has prospered. Need I refer to na- 
tional conditions preceding eras of tariff legislation in contrast 
with those following such legislation? No thoughtful student 


will deny that seasons of depression called for stimulation of | 
| tective system looks to a wage that is a living wage and 1 


which was furnished by the of protection, 
which in turn were followed by seasons of great business revival. 
It was true in the McKinley bill of 1890, the Dingley bill of 
ISO7, and we are now, under the present bill, with a volume of 
jualed in history. ‘The opposite effects are shown in 
revenue tariffs, such as the Wilson bill of 


business 


system 


trade 
the experiment 
ISD. 

If proof for these utterances are desired, consult the volume 
of business transacted, ask the capitalist about the demand for 
his goods, ask the laborer about the certainty of his empioy- 
inent and the amount of his wages, ask the farmer to contrast 
he price of his produce sold from the farm in the periods of 
ihe protective system as compared to those of the revenue 
system. 

When our Democratic friends were looking for an 
to the peo] 
a Republican 


of 


isSue to go 


administration, which they seized upon and 


charged the party in power with the crime of being too pros- | 
They declared that they would reduce the surplus if | 


perous. 


they but 


had a chance. One of these strange freaks of human 


conduct caused the people to reject the peerless leader of Maine | 
Four years of ex- | 
| our own labor. 


accept his opponent, Grover Cleveland, 
were sufficient, when 
Cleveland messag 
party of | 
bill. Most of 

when in his pk 
upon item after item, in which he urged that the Nation be 
given a chance to develop her resources on the basis of Ameri- 
can wages, and “ We will not only supply our own people but we 
will soon help to supply the world.” I heard him declare we 
could produce all the tin we needed if a duty, protective in char- 
acter, were allowed. He even challenged the opposition by writ- 
ing into law that if within a certain time under the law we did 
not 
valid. What followed? Tin mills were erected, millions of our 
own capital were invested, thousands of our own laborers were 
employed at good wages, tin was placed on the market, and in 


to 


perience the same people rejected the 


us remember the challenge of that rare leader 


time prices went down to the consumer below what they were be- 


fore the duty had been levied; and now consult the Democratic 
handbook accompanying this Underwood bill for the amount of 
tin we are exporting. And yet with the tariff on wages are still 
up while prices of tin are down. This is the American system. 
‘isrepresentation as well as willful denunciation opened the 
wiy tor the application of the revenue system which bears the 
nrine of Wilson. I have heard upon this floor the declaration 
that that law was the best tariff law ever placed upon the stat- 
nte books of any nation. 


“Yea” or “ Nay,” there | 


le in 1884 they saw a full Treasury, a surplus, under | . é c ] 
| needs the protecting, fostering care of this Governmen 
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| to encourage American enterprise by inviting capita! 


| can be lowered. 
from the people, and that we must obey what the people have | 


| increased and duties much reduced. 





e of 1887 and its author and commissioned the | 
rotection to reinstate the system under the McKinley | 


ce in this House he challenged the Democracy | 


APRIL 25, 


the destruction of capital, the paralysis of general ing 
and the foreclosure of farm mortgages, with no price for 


| products with which to pay expenses of living. 
| 
| 


This 
the measure of good law by some men, but it is not a }P 


a‘ 


| lican measure. 


If Republican theory of protection means anything, 


to 
nerative investment and the employment of labor at A 
wages, on the theory that home competition will uw}; 
reduce the price to the consumer below that which he wa, 
ing before the industry was established. After this the q 
This theory has been pursued by the kh. 
lican Party. The Morrill tariff was revised, and we got 
McKinley law. Then came the Dingley law, and later 
the Payne law. In many items the latter law was not 
factory downward revision. At the same time, the free }j 
Under it abundant rey 
is afforded for the expense of the Government, busin, 
never been better, labor was never more steadily ei 
at better wages and under better conditions, and our « 
surpass anything known in the past. But the De; 


Party undertook to prove the Nation was hopeless, busine 


inequitable, the consumer was ground to earth, prices were 
of sight, of course, due to the tariff, and the country 
was generally on the verge of ruin. Apropos to this we 
perienced an unfortunate division in our ranks, which 
our party in twain, in which not all the fault was on o i 
This permitted a party casting less by 1,300,000 votes than ¢) 
protective parties to ride into power. Here they are, 
trol of this floor. Here is their proposed law, designed 
by European labor, instead of investing that money 
employing our labor here, and thus keeping both capit 
labor here. 

The protective system looks to the employment of Am: 
labor and not to the employment of European labor. Thy 


wage on the basis of Europe. When you produce a thing i) 
country you employ American capital; you invest Ame: 
capital in the employment of American labor, and if you 
chase the goods from our own manufacturers you ke 
money here instead of sending it to Europe, and th 
whole situation. 

I have heard here time and again, from men for whos 
ment I have the greatest respect and for whose courtesy | 
equal regard, that we ought to go to Europe for the pu 
our goods rather than stimulate their production at bh 
say, gentlemen, that whenever we can make two blades o! 
grow at home where one grew before, that is Ameri 
where we refuse to grow the two blades but choose Eu: 
the second one, that is not American. The man who ss 
example, that the sugar industry is not legitimate ly 


scientific and against true Americanism. For if thi: 
can produce the sugar we need by a little fostering in 
ginning, it is not only our duty but it is patriotic Ame 
to stimulate that industry in the investment of our ow: 
in the cultivation of our own fields, and in the employ) 
This will not only tend to do so, but w 
American labor and capital both at home and make this N 
industrious instead of looking to the industry of Euro) 
upon a European scale of wages. [Applause on the Re} 
side.] We can produce in this country every pound of s 
need. We are informed by experts like Dr. Wiley, whos: 


| ment my Democratic friends opposed to this principle \ 


produce one-third of what we used the law was to be in- | 





Again I would recommend that men | c aoa 
would consult the movement of business, the loss of wages, | produce our own sugar, gave capital the protection necessary * 


spect, that America has sufficient acreage of sugar-raising 
if properly cultivated, to produce every pound of sus 
need in this country. A moderate estimate fixes this : 
at 278,000,000 acres, enough to produce double our ne 
know of no better practical illustration for our purpos 
that furnished by sugar. 

The German chemist extended his knowledge to the Ger! 
beet field and proved that the beet was not only a good sus 
producing plant, but a splendid soil fertilizer at the sane | 
Our own agricultural experts insisted and still maintain 
what Germany is doing we can do. Farmers knew that 
could raise beets, but they could not dispose of them. [It ws 
impossible to export them to the German beet-sugar plants, anc 
there was no American plant. No sugar plant costing ove 
$1,000,000 would be built until there was some assurance (ls 


its product, made by American labor at American wages, W - 
not come into open competition witb cheap European (00! 
costing one-third as much. 


The Republican leaders, satisfied that we had the ability to 


¢ 
0 


+} 











ican wages. When was it done? In 1904. What is 
' More than 70 great sugar mills, many superior to 





costing nearly $100,000,000, employing 
farm and in factory. What has this 
It produces now 600,000 tons of sugar, which 
price than before duty 
It is better to produce 
to pay our producers than 


than that 


Germany, 


laborers on 


¢g in 
is of 
done? 
‘day in our own markets for 
ied. What our 
to go abroad. It 
' , 


n producers, It is better to employ our labor 


: 
less 
n? 


is better 


is contenti 


ir sugar producers assurance for a time and you will 


the acreage of beets, rich the soil by the root plant, 
he mills, increase the demands for Isbor, and you 
nulgate a true Americanism. Now, my friends, I in- 
it is true Americanism to stimulate the industry of 
lucing, and ultimately we will produce all we need. 

: the protective policy and it is the Ameri system 


thblow to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


thors of this bill have dealt a d sugar 
ry, especially that of Louisiana. When questioned “ Why 
rse?” the reply eame that s . ita met 
This position is based upon the theory that the me | 
wuld be employed more profitably in some other com 


for the same reason a 


similar stroke is dealt the wool- 
ng industry of the country. The United States d not 
ij] the raw wool we need for our woolen mills. How- 


we do produce 65 per cent. and look to other lands for 


remaining 35 per cent. The contention of this bill on this 
is, since we must purchase some wool abroad, it is wrong 

a duty to protect that produced at home. In other 

s, the Democrats say it is better to seek the 35 per cent 
uced by cheap labor in foreign wool-producing countries, 
South America, South Africa, Australia, and Russia, 

to stimulate home production by home capital and home 
r. So it goes on the free list. Ohio, my State, the third 
rowing State in the Union, with her 4,000,000 sheep pro- 


ng the finest grade of wool in the world, must surrender this 

, This Nation, producing 328,000,000 pounds of wool, 
r cent needed by our numerous mills, must surrender this 
‘try. This bill justifies this vandalism on the basis that 
people shouid cease the futile effort, as they style it, to 


Stew 





se woo] and seek it fn the markets of Australasia, South 
America, and South Africa. In other words, destroy one-of the 
! important industries of the farm to justify a theory of 


ss of meats are high and stil! increasing, 





a time when pric 


of 


be ise the shortage of cattle raising, when common sense 
would urge the stimulation of sheep raising, not only for its 
V product but its mutton value, thus reducing the price of 
t by the increase of the supply, we have this freak bill to 
further embarrass the meat situation, and it is offered as a 
] ‘ea for high cost of living. This is done in the face of facts | 
1 by the Tariff Board that the sheep countries of the 
d outside of the United States will not greatly increase the 
world’s product. If this be true, and it is not refuted, how long 


} 


V it be after the destruction of the industry at home and 
we are dependent upon the outside world until the foreign 
monopoly will dictate prices to the American consumer? Why 
\ d it not be better to care for the home production, the 65 
cent of our needs, under which system each farmer could 
k his farm with a growing flock which could live on forage 
f the year at comparatively small expense, which will not 
ean up the farm but would fertilize it to better production 
other products. Why would it not be better than to look 


} . 
| 


absorbed by the middleman. and the msumer will not ’ 
the advaniage In order to save an irs the | 
cratic Party proceeds t y be 
a ri lL re ad 1 t 
1¢] s the wool « t will 1 ! it 
pat t in thi ! her « i l 
ine bly « e w! ] win \ i¢ ( 
eat hat ! 1 ln aet I t d 
in this hall; and ] s the t I 
f +! evra effect 
} " oft rep ed on t ( Is 
t ( = I 
’ \ ‘4 
( to } 
No f \ i D ol 
benefited 
i t ! WW f 
} ta r" rod g ( f 
til r of the s 1 ; - { VY cel i 
tur boratories and ex] ent f ¢ 
country. A simil irgument by our ¢ t 
handbook is to the ef t tl ! ! 
tinue old, worn-out : h y t ! ] 
which st be d rded if a fre t 
Statement was mude by the d is l ‘ ( 
majority, the author of this 1 
Let us examine the f : I t it if the y 
duction is depieted l vy I it, | tion must either l 
still or decrense. It s y wi ly iwrease. I s ti 





to | 


the world for the 35 per cent by a policy that will ultimately | 


ineTeé 


N 


se this foreign need by 100 per cent and reduce this great 
tion to a totally dependent one in the matter of wools, mutton, 
and lamb? 

I hold such a raid upon such an established industry is un- 
rictie and wn-American. Here is an industry in which 
00 producers and millions of consumers are directly inter- 
ested, so individualized that no trust can be formed. It 
particularly an industry of the farm, and since it is grown on 
land worth more than land is worth in South America, South 
Africa, and other countries, it must be abandoned. This is 
done in the interest of the consumer. What will be the con- 
sSumer’s chance when we must depend upon the foreign coun- 
try for our needs? Who will control the price we shall pay? 
In the case of wool we shall fare as we will in the case of sugar 
when our prices are fixed by the importer, whose entire interest 
is in the amount of his imports, of his sales, and the profit. 
Wool ean not be produced profitably with a less duty than 18 
cents on scoured wool. This duty will not materially affect the 
Price of clothing to the consumer, since 6 to 9 pounds will 
make the suit. A difference of $1 or $1.50 on a suit will be 





is 


IS 


Take my own State as an ex | 











i Ss 
the figures of 1909 with 1904. We 1] 15.138 1 1 to 
in Ohio, in which are engaged 523,000 | is, I ‘ i 
“apitalization of $1,.301,000,000 In 1909 this ea ! Lh} ‘ 
£46,934 wage earners, expending in wage 17 O00 l 
products amounted to $1,437.926.000, to produc , i 
costing $824,212.000 were ut ed | val d by ma 
facture W thus $613.784,000. When tl are 
pared with the year 1904, the census reports | folloy 
creases: The increase in number of n facturi plants \ 
9.8 per cent. The increase of wage earnei 3 Was 4 
rhe increase of produ which is the real test of 
chinery, was 49.2 per cent. In the face of thes % 
becomes of the contention of the Demo t po of d | 
machinery? In this case, as in all others, fa d 
your greatest enemies, but mere denouncement or loud d 
tion does not serve as a substitute for the « is 1 I i 
increase in the tron and steel industry from 1 >to 1 } 
laborers 35.4 per cent and product 99.6 per cent. In é 
period the meat business showed an increase of 144.6 1 
In the five years from 1904 to 1909 the flour milli by 
showed an increase of 16.5 per cent. In the same period 
clothing business, which represents $45,000,000, ine sed 
per cent. The State shows similar growth rinting dd 
lishing business; in automobiles, in which Ohio 
in the boot and shoe business the increase reached 22.6 per 
in the clay preducts, in which the State ranks first, the in 
from 1899 to 1909 yw 5.2 t, b IS.1 per cent of 
total product in the United States. Ohio also stands fir 
the manufacture of carriages, wagons, and » forth, th 
dustry alone representing, in 1909, $21,949,000 

There is not a industry of farm or fact D 
manufactory, in my great NStxte tl is not I c 
by this pro] ed Underwood bi! Vhat has ¢} I ae r 
the furmer? In the desire to decrea tl pri | rod 
in the belief that this price is the iuse of hi ( ol 
his crop must be placed on the fre ist. In other i wh 
he has to sell must come down in pri no mit 
must pay for what he buys Wool, w 11 cents pri 
must go on the free list ugar receive e tre if. 
now protected with 15 cents per bushel, goes on the fre 
Broom corn, now protected by $3 per ton, goes on the fi 
Buckwheat, with 15 cents protection, also goes on the f 
Potatoes, now protected by 25 cents per bu go ont 
list. Swine protected at $1.50 per head, also , 

Like treatment is accorded lard, meats, milk, 
seeds, and many other products. 

What has not been robbed of all protection | J 
reduced. Horses, protected at $30 per d to have $10 
duty. Sheep, with a duty of $1.50 per head pr tion, reduced 
to one-third or 10 per cent ad orem. Ont with 15 cents 
protection, is reduced to 10 cents. Wheat, with 25 cents dut 


while flour, the finished product of 
Butter, with 6 cents protection, is 
with protection of 45 
cents. Hay, with $4 per ton prot 


is reduced to 10 cents, 
wheat, on the free list. 
reduced to 3 cents. Beans 


bushel, are reduced to 25 


foes 


T 


eents per 





AIG 


tion, reduced 


vicionusness of 


to $2 per ton. - This is sufficient to 
this measure as applied to 
wealth of the country. 

The reasons offered for such reduction as announced by tne 
brilliant floor leader of the majority, who has won the admira- 
tion of both friend and foe by his winning personality, was that 
first, protection is unconstitutional; secondly, it is the chief 
cause of high cost of living; and thirdly, it is the mother of 
trusts. If the protective system is unconstitutional surely 
Hamilton, Madison, and Washington, all of whom were pro- 
teclionists, and each of whom was a member of the conven- 
tion that framed the Constitution, would have known it. I 
place the judgment of the framers of that instrument against 
the modern Democratic free trader. 

If protection is the cause of high cost of living, how does it 
appear that high prices are on the unprotected articles as the 
protected, and that high prices rule in free-trade countries the 
srme as protected countries? If protection is the mother of 
trusts, what explanation have we of the existence of trusts in 
articles not protected, such as oil, salt, ete.? Or why do trusts 
thrive in free-trade England? The facts are that great combina- 
tions are the result of modern business methods for the sake of 
saving expense of operations. Where combination is possible, 
competition is impossible. This is not a subject of the tariff, 
but a subject of regulation and control. 

High prices should be interpreted the “ 
rather than the “high cost of living.” It is due to many causes. 
First, the well-to-do situation of the average man has placed 
him in a position to gratify increased demands. He is becom- 
ing more extravagant. He wants more and his standards of 
living are gradually increasing. Secondly, the drift of popula- 
tion from country to city disturbs the balance between produc- 
tion and consumption. It increases the demand for consumption 
more rapidly than the supply of production. This also causes 
prices of products to go up. Thirdly, the multiplication and 
improvement of facilities for communication, making the world 
but one neighborhood, has a like tendency upward in prices. 
Fourthly, the increase in number of the middle men between 
the original producers and the ultimate consumer compels an 
upward trend of price to the consumer, though it might not 
change it for the producer. The farmer who sells his fat cattle 
at a price that steak could sell at 15 cents will see the steer go 
through a half dozen different hands, each of which must have 
o margin, so that when it reaches the hotel table it will com- 
mand more than three times the original price. Fifthly, another 
cause of high price is the great bulk of money in circulation in 
our country. These causes are conditions of industry and not 
results of tariff duties. 


show the 
the preaueers of 


cost of high living” 


This legislation is a playing of the town and city against the | 


country. It goes upon the basis that it is in the interest of the 
consumer at the expense of the producer. The Democratic 
leaders say the consumer must always be considered before the 
producer. This is the sheerest demagogy. Who is the 
sumer, and who is the producer? How can you separate them 
in their interests? How can you benefit the consumer unless 
you also benefit the producer? 

Wise legislation will look to the production in order that con- 
sumption is possible. The vast proportion of the consuming 


element is made up of men and women who have nothing with | 


which to buy production except the wage they earn. 
tion that not look to the supply of this 
American. 


Legisla- 
is un- 


does wage 
the price for which the producer sells his articles of necessity 
but whether he has the money with which to pay the price. 
The legislation that does not provide wages is bitter enmity to 
the consumer 


are looking to the consumer and not to the producer. 


If protection stands for anything, it is for the welfare of the | 


consumer. It looks to building up industry here. It invests all 


our capital at home. It employs all our labor at home at 
Wages on an average of double those paid in other countries. 

Put this proposed tariff legislation into effeet, remove the 
protection from the producer, seek the supply of your needs in 
foreign markets, then note the effect of your law upon the con- 
sumer, for whom you are now agonizing. Every dollar’s worth 
of goods you purchase from abroad that could be produced at 
home-.you take.from the labor at home and give to the labor 
abroad. . Every dollar you send abroad for goods you could have 
purchased at home you reduce the business at home for the sake 
of the business abroad. 

Put this proposed law into force by which you remove the 
protection of our farms, our manufactories, and industry in 
general, and one of two things must follow: Either the busi- 
less must be seriously crippled, if not ruined, in al) the various 
operations, or labor here must be reduced to the basis of 


elsy 
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con- | 


| to our goods. 





, ho matter how loud its devotees profess that they | plane, but I will not vote to lower our labor to her plane. 


APRIL 95. 


the labor in the countries with which you propose to con) 
In either case, what becomes of the consumer? Oh, , 
have heard it said that wages will not be lowered, that by. 


| will not be hurt: that when we remove the tariff we wil} j, 


the markets of Europe, which will inerease the demand 
goods, and thus prices of both goeds-aund labor will in 
This is placed on the basis that prices are ruled by thy 
ciple of the law of diminishing returns. That thread) 
gument used by the author of this bill sounds very soph, 
as it has the odor of the classroom of the college pro; 
The price of a thing is not determined by the cost of jt 
price at which a thing sells does not measure the desire { 
The price of an article is always determined by the : 
the consumer to pay for it. 
much, 


I make an article, it cosis | 
My friend from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] makes (] 
article. It costs him less. Both articles are sold in tly 
ket. What I get dees not depend upon the cost to ny 
depends entirely upon the ability of the consumer to | 


| he can not pay, I can not sell, no matter how much or ho 


the thing costs. And I say here and now the man w! 
stantly talks of the consumer, losing sight of the cons 
power to buy, which is his employment, determined wl 


) 


| the ability of the producer to pay wages with which « 


tion is made possible, that man is wrong. One will say, 0! 
is a matter of production; the other will say, no, it is a wett 
of consumption. I do not care about the juggling of wo 
If we are out in a boat and it capsizes, we will not d 
whether we went down or the water came up. The eff 
just the same. The sensible thing in legislation is to se 
the producer can make it possible for the existence of 
sumer. . That is what the protective policy is pledged 
Ob, but, you say, we want to open the markets of the w 
our goods, as if the world’s markets are not open now 
Has there ever been a period in the history of any « 
like ours at present? Where is the capital that can not 
investment? Where is the laborer who can not find « 
ment? Where is the man whose station is not better to-day, so 
far as common weal is concerned, than at any period 
If you have anything to sell, you can find a market. It 
wish to buy, you have the money, or if you do not have it 
do have the opportunity to work for it. The volume of trad 
both domestic and foreign, is stupendous, unlike any oth 
period. Consult statistics. Our foreign commerce is fou. 
a quarter billion of dollars and our domestic trade 
wonder of the world. Our exports for nine months endi: 
month of September were as follows: 
1909 
1910 _ 


al 


For the seven months ending January the exports w 
follows: 1911, $1,239,615,111—more than nine months | 
1912, $1,289,855,419—more than nine months in 1910; 
$1,506,461,628—more than nine months in 1911. 

This marvelous export trade is under the protective 
which our friends, the Democrats, say closes the foreigu | 
I am not averse to opening up the mal 
the sale of our goods. That has been done, as the figures + 
But I am averse to opening up the markets for the purc! 
foreign goods which we can produce at home. 

The plea of the doctrinaire that we should procee( 


| broad plane of cosmopolitan philanthropy which in 
The chief thing in the mind of the consumer is not | 


our scope the whole world has no hold upon me if il 
detriment at home. Free trade means equality of cou 


| Europe does not give her labor the same chance we gi\' 


I am ready to open the gates when Europe lifts her labot 


is the entire contention in this proposed legislation. 

In conclusion, I am opposed to this proposed bill be 
seriously cripples the agricultural interests. It strikes a « 
blow at two most valuable products—wool and sugar. It 
takes to benefit the resident of the city at the expense o! 
farmer. It proposes duties that will seriously cripple 
woolen and cotton manufactory in the country. Its policy 
ward the boot and shoe trade, toward the earthenware !ndu: 
as well as the glass industry is most hurtful. Not a s°! 
is touched that is not in danger of serious erippling. ‘ll 
party to feel the hurt will be the laborer. While all wil! a0 
that duties when unnecessarily high should be reduced, \ 
has been the history of the Republican Party, I believe © 
majority of the people will reject this revenue tariff measure, 
which is professedly an abandonment of our protective syste" 

If this measure becomes a law—and I am frank to say [ ¢s- 
pect the Democrats to pass it—we will see whether history \ 
repeat itself. It is only 16 years from a former Wilson bill, 
which most of us still remember. 
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\ UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
do now rise. 
otion was agreed to. 
lingly the committee rose; and Mr. ADAMSON, having 
. chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Garrett of Tennes- 


( irman of the Committee on the Whole House on the 


ne Union, reported that that committee had had under | 


oo 
Om 


tion the bill H. R. i—the tariff bill—and had come 


thereon. 


solution 


CARL L. COOPER, 


rceRDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
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it consideration of the following resolution, which I | 


the desk and ask to have read: 
House resolution 7 
That until otherwise ordered, Carl L. Cooper be authorized 
special employee of the House of Representatives and receive 
yn at the rate of $1,800 per annum, to be paid out of the 
. fund of the House, until otherwise provided for. 
i SPEAKER pro tempore. 
s no objection. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. 


9 


v. 


Is there objection? 
The question is on the resolu- 


.NN. Mr. Speaker, I understand this is the employee 
was understood by the House should be given to the 
of the Progressive Party on the floor? 
\ MURDOCK. Yes. 
1 UNDERWOOD. It is the recognition of the gentleman's 
i his portion of the employees of the House. 
MURDOCK. Yes. 
| SPEAKER pro tempore. 
lution. 
| solution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. Murpock, a motion to reconsider the vote 
h the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
JOINT rol 


The question is on agreeing to 


RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO 


APPROVAL. 
\SHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


PRESIDENT FOR HIS 


States, for his approval, the following joint resolution: 
J. Res. 62. Joint resolution making an appropriation for de- 


the expenses of the committees of the Senate and House | 


a 


| House at the unveiling and dedication of the memorial 
as Jefferson at St. Louis, Mo. 
ADJOURN MENT. 


on motion of Mr. UNDERWooD (at 9 o'clock 


and 12 min- 


m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
1918, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 


the consideration of the 

i as follows: 

(H. R. 3466) granting a pension to Eugene H, Cham- 
: Committee on Invalid Pensious discharged, and referred 
Committee on Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 4024) to correct the military record of Charles 
ing; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 

ed to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


following bills, which were 


iil 


BLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


tatives authorized to attend and represent the Sen- | 


at this day they had presented to the President of the | 


re- | 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


‘ introduced and severally referred as follows: 
by Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 4289) for the erection of a 
public building at Linton, Ind.; to the Committee on Publie 
ildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 4290) to provide an allow- 
for loss of distilled spirits deposited in internal-revenue 
arehouses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
by Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 4291) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Marion, Iowa; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
by Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 4292) providing for the 
registry of officers, clerks, and employees in the Federal service, 
\l for other purposes; to the Committee on the Census, 
_ By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 4293) to estab- 
sh a botanical laboratory at Reno, Nev.; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 
by Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4294) providing for the 
erection of memorials to Thomas Jefferson and Alexander Ham- 


~~ in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
al rary, 


Dp 


\ 
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By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 4295) to establish the Fred 
ericksburg and Adjacent National Battle Fields Memorial Park 
in the State of Virginia; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

jy Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4296) providing for the creation 
of a commission to be known as the Mississippi spillway belt 
commission, defining its power and duties, and 


making an ap 
propriation for its expenses; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
ty Mr. MONDELL: A Dill (IL R. 4297) author i 1d 
tional desert-land entries ; to the Committee on the Public Land 
By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 4298) granting an in 


erease of pension to widows of all soldiers of the Mexican War; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4299) common carriers e! 


to re quire all 


gaged in interstate and foreign commerce to collect, accept 
receive, transmit, and deliver al! express packages not exceed 
ing in weight 50 pounds; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (HT. R. 4300 ) 
prohibit interference with commerce among States and Tet 
tories and with foreign nations, and to remove obstructions 
thereto, and to prohibit the transmission of certain mess 
by telegraph, telephone, cable, or other means of communication 
between States and Territories and foreign nations; to t 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bil CH. R. 4801) to amend section 57, subsection 
the act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy thi 
the United States, approved July 1, 1898; to the Committee oa 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) to revive the right of action und 
the act of March 12, 1863 (12 Stat., 820); to the Committe 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (HH. R. 4319) granting to the cit: 
county of San Francisco certain rights of way over, and 
through certain public lands, the Yosemite National Par! 
Stanislaus National Forest, and certain lands in the Yo 
National Park, the Stanisiaus National Forest. and tl pul 


lands in the State of California, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. DALE: Resolution (H. Res. 76) to appoint John O 
Snyder a special messenger to serve in and about the I 
| to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolution (TH. Res. 77) directing the ¢ 


missioners of the District of Columbia to report on holdin 
porations in the District of Columbi to the Committee on 
District of Columbia 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 78) authorizing and directing t 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to inves 
the conditions of transportation to Mount Vernon, Va 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. BLACKMON: Joint resolution 


(Hi. J. Res. 76) a 
izing and directing the Secretary War to acc ’ 
1.000 acres of land at or near Ala., 
of establishing maneuver camps, rifle and artillery 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


of 


Anniston, 


By Mr. CURLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) pm 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the Un Ll State ) 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Massachusett 
to the sale of certain land by the United States to the « ol 
Chelsea, Mass.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Massachus 
tive to the price of coal; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Massachuse rela 
to the sale of small fruits: to the Committee on Coin 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KAHN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
California, relating to the preservation of the natural condi 


tions of Lake Tahoe and of establishing by judicial decree t! 


conflicting claims to the use of the waters thereof; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Californi 
relative to making investigations and experiments as to { 
and cure of tuberculosis; to the Committee on Appropriatio 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of ¢ 
protesting against the proposed reduction in the duty « 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Californi: 
protesting against the proposed reduction in the duty citrus 


fruits; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California 
relative to action by in 
through the Department Agriculture 


Congress 


of 


directing 


of 


ah investigution 


measures for 


+] 
i1c 
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‘ommittee on 


’ California, rela- 
i irveys for the 

unding of flood 

‘ I n State of Cali- 
sking that an appropriation be made for forwarding 
rk as speedily as } ible; to the Committee on Irrigation 

of Arid Lat is. 
Mr. HAYDEN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
in favor of the acquisition of Monticello by the 
ates: to the Committee on the Library. 
ting that certain abandoned military reservations be set 
» to be used as sanatoria for sufferers from tuberculosis; 
» Conuuittee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were intreduced and severally referred as follows: 
3y Mr. BOOHER: A bill (HL. R. 4804) granting an increase 


of pension to Herbert Thayer; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4805) 

granting a pension to Dora Dee Walker; to the Committee on | 

Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4306) granting a pension to Ernest Helmes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4807) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia Grice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 4308) granting a pension to 
Jane F. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4309) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the record of J. Lucius Bell; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GOLDPOGLE: A bill (H. R. 4310) concerning certain 
moneys collected from Bernard Citroen as customs duties and | 
declared by the United States Supreme Court to have been ille- | 


gally exacted; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. RB. 4811) to au- 
thorize the President to appoint Brig. Gen. Frank D. Baldwin 
to the grade of major general in the United States Army and 


place him on the retired list; to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 


By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 4312) granting a pension to Ger- | 


1 


rude V. Ross: to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4313) for the relief of Josie | 


Myer Reynolds; to the Committee on Claims. 


trustees of the Zien Methodist Church, of York County, Va.; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4315) for the re- 
lief of Charles I. Beltz; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. OSHAUNESSY: A bill (H. RB. 4316) granting an in- 


crease of pension to George W. Hale; to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 


Henry M. Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (HL. R. 4818) to au- Credit Men, favoring prompt legislative action on banki 


thorize the Secretary of the Interior to cause patent to issue to | 


Erik J. Aanrud upon his homestead entry for the southeast 


quarter of the northeast quarter of section 15, township 159 | 


> 


north, range 75 west, in the Devils Lake land district, N. Dak.; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4320) granting a pension to 
Charles Wedeke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4321) for the relief of Warren E. Day; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause tule XX itions ¢ apers w aid | : ‘ Ay 
nder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | currency; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the City Council 


of Norfolk, Va., relative to the acquisition and operation by the | 


United States Government of the telegraph and telephone utili- 
ties; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), memorial of the City Council of Kansas 
City, Mo., favoring a Federal telegraph and telephone system ; to 
the Committee on Tnterstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also (by request), memorial of the Daughters of the Ameri- | 


ean Revolution of the State of Colorado, against the transfer of 
any part of the public domain of the United States, etc., to the 
individual States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





Also request), petition of the Guidon Club. 


protesting against any action by Congress to amend | 
tution granting suffrage to women; to the Commit 
Judie lary. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Amos R. Dewee 
B. A. Welch, of Van Wert; Clyde Smith, of Leipsic: 
dry citizens of Paulding, Ohio, favoring exempting f{ 
tax mutual life insurance companies; to the (Co 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Adam Deibel and 
Youngen, New Philadelphia, Ohio, and T. J. Halen, ¢ 


| Ohio, protesting against an income tax on mutual lif: 
norial of the Legislature of the State of Arizona, | 


i 

companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. CARY: Petition of C. H. Kripendorf, sr., 
ati. Ohio, against placing shoes on the free list: to 


Y 


mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Wilmanns Bros. Co., of Milwa 
against proposed amendments and changes to Sched 
graph 412, tariff act of 1909, relative to lithography ; to t 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International U 
America, 2gainst unlimited free trade with the Phi 


| lands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Flavoring Extraet Manufactur 
ciation of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring keeping vanilla Ix 


| oil of iemon on the free list; to the Committee on W: 
| Means. 


Also, petition of Walter Travers Daniel, of New Yor! 
North Western Mutual Life Insurance Co., of Milwan 
favoring exemption frem income tax in tariff bill of mut 


insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and M 


Also, petition of the Blodgett Milling Co., of Janes) 
against tariff upen rye, buckwheat, and the products t 


| the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Herman Reel & Co., against the 
duty upon raw furs; to the Committee on Ways and M 
By Mr. CURLEY: Petition of E. May Caldwell : 
favoring legislation for the suppression of the w! 

traffic: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Massachusetts Peace Society, 1 


| the repeal of the toll-exemytion clause tn the Pana 


act: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm: 
By Mr. DALE: Petition of sundry citizens of New 
favoring an amendment to the income-tax section of t! 
bill exempting from tax mutual life insurance compa: 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union 


| jea, against unlimited free trade with the Philippine 
By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 4314) for the relief of the | 


to the Conmnittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the C. J. Tagliabon Manufacturing 
Brooklyn, N. Y., against the reduction of duty on su; 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial! of the Passaic Beard of Trade of the $ 
New Jersey, with briefs submitted by sundry Passaic n 
turers, against the reduction of tariff affecting the \ 


| cotton, handkerchief, chemical, metal, and paper indusi: 


Also, a bill (Tf. R. 4317) granting an increase of pension to | the Committee on Ways and Means. 


$y Mr. DYER: Memorial of the St. Louis Associa 


currency reform; to the Committee on Banking and Curre! 
ty Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of sundry citizens of 
York, favoring exemption of mutual life insurance « 
from income tax as proposed in tariff bill; to the Co! 
on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Isaac Prouty & Co., of Spencer, Mass., 1¢ 


placing shoes on the free list; to the Committee on Wa) 
| Means. 


Also, petition of the Atlantis Daily Greek Newspaper, °: 
the duty on currants; to the Committee on Ways and M« 

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commer 
Richmond, Va., favoring a law for the reform of banki! 


Also, petition of Alex, D. Shaw & Co., of New York, 
favoring a reduction of the duty on wines, whiskies, etc.; | 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of the Star Expansion Bolt Co., of New 
City, and D. Saunders’ Sens (Inc.), of Yonkers, N. Y., aga 


reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on Wiys : 
| Means. - 
Also, petition of the Salts Textile Manufacturing Co. abu 


Angora Goat Raisers and Goat Breeders’ Association, of Ki 
County, Tex., against the 30 per cent duty on raw mohai! 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Ny 
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netition of the Banner Milling Co. and the Thornton & 


Milling Co., of Buffalo, N. Y., against placing flour on 
. list: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

petition of Snyder & Wheeler, of New York, N. J 
the duty on vegetable ivory; to the Committee on Weys 


\f ne 
eats, 


ty Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Cigar Makers’ International | 


1 , of America, against unlimited free trade in Philippine 

ind tobacco; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

tty Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of Tempe (Ariz.) Woman's 
n Temperance Union, in favor of legislation for the clos 


the Panama-Pacific Exposition on Sundays; to the Com- | 


m Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
ty Mr. HILL: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Tosie Myer Reynolds, of Smith County, Tenn.; to the Committee 


n ¢ 1s. 
By Mr. HOWELL: Memorial of the Rocky Mountain Ore 
producers’ Association, against the proposed reduction of the 


» on lead; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
“Thy Mr. KAHN: Petition of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commeree, San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the proposed 
on wheat, oats, and barley; to the Committee on Ways 

d Means. 

Ry Mr. LEVY: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, Chicago, IIL, protesting against the importa- 
tion of Philippine tobacco and cigars free of duty; to the Com- 

»on Ways and Means. 
\lso, petition of the New York Credit Men’s Association, New 


York. N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation making an im- 
mediate reform in the present banking system of the United 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


\lso, petition of North Carolina monazite miners and other 
; of Shelby, N. C., favoring an increase in the duty on 
ite: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

petition of J. H. Lane & Co., New York, protesting 
st any change in the present tariff on cotton yarns; to the 

Cor ttee on Ways and Means. 
petition of N. L. Carpenter & Co. and sundry citizens 

New York, N. Y., protesting against an income tax being 
on mutual life insurance companies; to the Committee 

Ways and Means. 

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of sundry Greek-American 
; of Providence, R. I., against the duty on currants; to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
so, petition of the Executive Board of Trade of the Rhode 
| State Federation of Women’s Clubs, against the measure 
» the control of forest reservations in the hands of the 
dual States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
memorial of the Rhode Island State Branch, Cigar 


nds; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of the Amalgamated Lace Operatives of Amer- 

Branch No. 16, West Barrington, R. I., against the reduction 
' tariff on laces and lace curtains; to the Committee on 

\ ; and Means. 


\lso, petition of the Rhode Island Association Opposed to 
Women Suffrage, Peace Dale, R. I., protesting against the pas- 


sige of legislation granting suffrage to women; to the Committec 
» Judiciary. 

so, petitions of John’ R. Dennis and David A. Craig, Provi- 

dence, R. I.; William Wheelock, Greystone, R. I.; and Lawton 


« Co., Pawtucket, R. L, protesting against any radical change 
e present tariff on wool; to the Committee on Ways and 
os 
so, petitions of James Dillingham; Maurice H. Stearns; 


oe 


' ‘. Redfield, general agent of the New England Mutual Life 
“unee Co.; George M. Parks, of the Massachusetts Mutual 


Life Insurance Co., of Providence, R. I.; Robert Brindle, super- 
dent of the John Hancock Mutual Life Insurance Co., 
Woonsocket, R. I; Alfred Green, superintendent of the John 


Hancock Mutual Life Insurance Co., Pawtucket, R. I.; and 
Jobn Ww. Manley, Providence, R. I.., protesting against the 
e tax on mutual life insurance companies; to the Commit- 
lee on Ways and Means. 
_ Also, petitions of the Embusso Club, John Hutchens Cady, the 
‘hode Island State Federation of Women’s Clubs, the Bach- 
el Girls’ Club, the Read, Mark, and Learn Club, the Audubon 
Society of Rhode Island, the Thimble Club, the Rush-Light 
Club, the Rhode Island Field Naturalist Club, and H. L. Madi- 
son, all of Providence, R. I.: Forest P. Beck, Oliphant Club, 
W. M. C. Little, John P, Swan, and others, Newpcrt, R. IL., favor- 
ing the passage of legislation prohibiting the importation of 
feathers and plumes of wild birds for commercial use; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 


s Union, No. 94, against free trade with the Philippine | 


men of Golcone 


199 


By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Petition of sundry business 


la, Virginia City, and 7 other towns of Nevada 
favoring the passage of legislation to compel concerns selling 
xoods direct by mail to the consumer to contribute th portion 
of the funds for the development of the communi: ity md 
State; to the Committee on Ways and Mea 

Aliso, petition of the San Francisco Labor Cou “ hr 
cisco, Cal., protestiug against the passage of le oF 
the wages of the customs guards at the por ‘ we | , 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Elko County Cattle As I ) 
County, Nev., protesting against the placing of w { 
on the free list: to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry citizens of the thi 
district of New York, favoring an amendment to the inco 
tax provisions, especially with reference to life insurance 
panies, in the proposed tariff bill; to the Committee on W 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of Rev. John C. Breaker and sundry ens of 
Worcester, East Douglas, Graftou, and North Uxbridge, Mass 
favoring the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal t ex 
empting American coastwise shipping from the payment of t 
or the arbitration of the question with the British Gover 
ment; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


By Mr. WIL 
and sundry cit 
Petersham, Pri 


DER (by request): Petitions of W. H. Whiting 
izens of Barre, Charlton, Leicester. New Salem, 


neeton, and Spencer, Mass.;: members of the S« 
ond Baptist Church of Palmer: and W. R. Kimbell and sundry 
citizens of Lancaster, Mass., favoring the repeal of the claus 
in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise ship 
ping from the payment of tolls, etc.; to the Committee Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, April 26, 191 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D frered fi 
lowing prayer: 

Father Almighty, humbly and reverently do we b Th 
sacred presence, realizing how utterly dependent we are uy 
Thee for life and all its attendant blessings. Thou hi: int 
| pated all our needs, our longings, hopes, and ve 
how often in the stress of life, its cares, and temptations do we 
forget the mind that conceives, the heart that \ the hand 
| that would guide us to better thoughts, nobler living. Strength 
; our minds, purify our hearts, and make us willing to be led 
Thy ways, after the manner of the world’s ¢ Ip 
| Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterd i 
approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMB 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the credenti of I ] 

J. Mircuety, of Massachusetts, properly certified to by the 
ernor of the State and the secretary of the Commonwe h 
Mr. MITCHELL will come forward and be sworn. If there 

other gentlemen who have not been sworn they will | 
forward. 

Mr. Joun J. MITCHELL appeared at the bar of the Hou 
took the oath of office. [Applause.] 

ASSAULT ON REPRESENTATIVI 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on b 
special committee appointed under resolution 59, [I di 
present a privileged report and to give notice tl 
called up as a matter of privilege immediately upon the 
clusion of the tariff bill. I also desire, Mr. Speaker, to a 
unanimous consent that the report may be printed in the Recor 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from West Virginia, ch 
man of the special committee, sends up to the Clerk’s «dé 
report and asks that it be printed in the ConcressIoNnaL K 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. Excluding the testimor 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Excluding the testimony, and 
man gives notice that he will call it up immed af 
disposition of the tariff bill by the House. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman, does the te Ni 
accompany the report? 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. The testimony accompan 


the report, but it is not desired to print that in the Recorp 


Mr. MANN. 
report? 


And that will be printed as a part of the 
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Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia. 
stantive part of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed in the Recorp 
and the report and the accompanying evidence will be printed 
as a separate document. 

Mr. MANN. And I take it 
House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. And will be referred to the House Calendar. 

The report is as follows: 

[Ilouse Report No, 6, Sixty-third Congress, first session.] 
; CHARLES C. GLOVER FOR ASSAULT UPON REPRESENTATIVE 
THretus W. SIMs. 

Mr. Davis of West Virginia, from the select committee ap- 
pointed pursuant to House resolution 59, submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The select committee of the House of Representatives appointed 
pursuant to House resolution 59, and charged with the duty of 
tigating the alleged assault committed on Friday, April 18, 
1913, by one Charles C. Glover, a resident of the city of Wash- 
ington, upon the person of Representative THerus W. Sims, a 
Member of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Tennessee in the Sixty-third Congress, begs leave to report that 
it met on Monday, April 21, 1913, requested Representative 
Sims to be present at a hearing on Tuesday, April 22, 1913, at 
10.20 o'clock a. m., and notified Mr. Glover of the time and 
place of the hearing, informing him that he could be 
present in person or by counsel and make any statement to the 
committee which seemed to him or his counsel to be proper. 
The committee also caused to be issued the summons of the 
Honse of Representatives to several actual witnesses of the 
alleged assault upon Representative Sims by Mr. Glover. 

The committee met for the hearing on Tuesday, April 22, 19138, 
at 10.80 a, m., and from the testimony adduced found the facts 
of the assault as follows: 


It is to be printed as a sub- 


that it will be referred to the 


riib CASE OF 


inve 


also 


FINDINGS OF FACTS. 

‘That Representative THerus W. Sims while on his way from 
his in the city of Washington to the Post Office De- 
partment on official business on Friday morning, April 18, 1915, 
wis accosted in Farragut Square, in the city of Washington, by 
Charles C. Glover, who, after applying to him certain epithets, 
assaulted him by striking him in the face. 

“That the said Charles C. Glover committed the assault 
upon Representative Stms because of statements made by Rep 
resentative Sims in debate on the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives at several times during the session of the House 
in the Sixty-second Congress, in which Congress the said Repre- 
sentative Sims was also a Representative from the State of 
Tennessee.” 

While Mr. Glover did not appear at the hearing either in 
person or by counsel, he sent a letter, which will be elsewhere 
ont in full in this report. In that letter is contained the 
following statement, admitting the assault upon Representative 
SIMS: 


residence 


set 


The preamble of the resolution sets forth with substantial accuracy 
the facts of the incident therein referred to. It is true that in a 
moment of passion, moved by what I deemed to be an extraordinary 
provocation, I, who have the most profound respect for the law, took 
the law into my own hands, It is needless to say that in so acting I 
had no intention to invade any privilege of the House of Representa- 
tives, or of any of its Members as such; nor, indeed, did I at the time 
understand that any claim could be made that I was so doing. 

By the said House resolution 59 your committee was charged 
with the further duty of reporting— 

a course of procedure to be followed in dealing with the said C. C. 
Glover, to the end that the rights and the privileges of the House of 
Representatives and its Members should be maintained and protected. 

The performance of this duty has necessarily involved a con- 
sideration of the privileges of the House of Representatives 
and its Members and of the powers of the House in relation to 
them. After giving to these topics such consideration as the 
time allowed by the House for the making of this report has 
permitted, your committee has reached, upon reason and prece- 
dent, the following conclusions: 

First. That for the purpose of this inquiry it is not necessary 
to consider what privileges, if any, the House of Representatives 
or its Members may possess other than those expressly stated 
in the Constitution. 

ty section 6 of Article I of the Constitution it is provided 
inter alia that: 

They (the Senators and Representatives) shall in all cases, except 
treason, felony, and breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest dur- 
ing their attendance at the session of their respective Heuses, and in 
going to and returning from the same; and for any speech or debate in 


either House they (the Senators and Representatives) shall not be 
questioned in any other place, 


The scope of this immunity was discussed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Kilbourr v. Thomp- 


son (103 U, 8., 168), to which we will later refer. 
said: 

Mr. Justice Story (sec. 866 of his Commentaries on the ¢ 
says: 

“The next great and vital privilege is the freedom of 
debate, without which all other privileges would be ecomparat 
important or ineffectual. This privilege also is derived from { 
tice of the British Parliament, and was in full exercise in our 
legislatures and now belongs to the legislation of every St 
Union as matter of constitutional right.” 

It seems to us that the views expressed in the authorities 
cited are sound and are applicable to this case. It would be a 


view of the constitutional provision to limit it to words s: 


bate. The reason of the rule is as forcible in Its application | 


reports presented in that body by its committees, to resolution 
which, though in writing, must be reproduced in speech, and to 
of voting, whether it is done vocally or by passing between {} 
In short, to things generally done in a session of the House |} 
its Members in relation to the business before it. 

It may be thought by some that the constitutional jy 
implied in the words “ for any speech or debate in either 1 
they shall not be questioned in any other place” relates 
to lifelong immunity from legal proceedings against the 
ber. The term “questioned,” however, has always be 
strued liberally. In Kilbourn v. Thompson, supra, the 
quotes with approval from an English case, Stockdale 
sard (86 Common Law Rep., 67): 

For speeches made in Parliament by a member to the prejnudt 
other person or hazardous to the public peace, that member en 
plete immunity. 

This complete immunity guarantees exemption from . 
ing not only within but also without the courts. Oby 
one may not question a Member for words spoken 
under the processes of law, he can not do so by takin 
in his own hand. 

In Wilson’s Lectures on Law, delivered by Mr. Justi: 
Wilson, of the United States Supreme Court (vol. 2, | 
is said: 

The Members of the National Legislature * * * shall not 
speech or debate in either House be questioned in any other 
England the freedom of speech is, at the opening of every n 
ment, particularly demanded of the King in person by the S; 


7" . ‘ 
House of Commons. The liberal provision which is made by 


stitution upon this subject may be justly viewed as a very « 
improvement in the science and the practice of government. [: 
enable and encourage a representative of the public to dis 
public trust with firmness and success it Is Indispensably | 
that he should enjoy the fullest liberty of speech, and that | 
be protected from the resentment of everyone, however | 
whom the exercise of that liberty may occasion offense. 

Second. An assault upen a Member of the House of 
sentatives for words spoken in debate is a breach of its 
leges and a contempt of the House. 

This has net only been the uniform opinion of the H 
Representatives from the earliest times, but is necess 
because of the reasons which lie at the foundation of 
stitutional provision. As just stated, it was conceived | 
solute freedom of speech and of debate in the Legis 
sembly was essential to the public welfare, and it was 
that the voice of a Member, and of his constituents 
through him, should not be silenced by any fear of lega! 
sonal consequences. A Member, of course, may plead | 
stitutional privilege in bar of any action based upon bh 
ances, but unless his person is likewise immune from 
for the same cause, the purpose of the Constitution \ 
but half accomplished. 

Nor is the House as a collective whole less concerned | 
serving this freedom of debate than are the individual Mi 
and his constitwency. In order that the final action 
deliberative body may represent the joint wisdom of it 
bers, there must be unrestrained exchange of thought a! 


ion, and whatever tends to silence one subtracts just s 
| 


from the efliciency of the whole. A breach of a Member's 
lege of unconditional freedom of debate therefore reacts 
the House; and the House in treating it as a contempt a¢ 
itself does so with no desire to magnify its office nor to 
eate its wounded dignity, but to preserve and defend its 
lative integrity and power. Of this legislative integri!) 
power it is the sole guardian, and it may at all times 
that integrity and power by appropriate action taken { 
by itself. 

CONGRESSIONAL PRECEDENTS. 

There are parliamentary precedents for the conclusio! 
an assault upon a Member of the House of Represent:(!' 
words spoken in debate is a breach of its privileges and « 
tempt of the House. 

During the first session of the Twenty-second Congr 
1832, an aggravated assault was made by Samuel Houstos \\\"" 
William Stanberry, a Member from the State of Ohio, for wo'c> 
spoken in debate; and after full hearing and exhaustive discus 
sion this was held by the House of Representatives to be a \'0 
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f its right nd privileg inthor'zing the arrest and rej 
mder at the bar of the House. (1st sess. 22d 
; ! l pp. S8U et 1.; 2 Hinds’ Precedents, 10616 
; ’ n of the Thirty-fourth Congress (1857) 
the regrettable assault by Preston S. Brooks, a 
; the Hot f) the Sta of South Carolina, on the 
f Charles r. a Senator from Massachusetts, 
e used by the latter in debate. A special 
of the S« te having been appointed to investigate 
» | rted the Senate powerless to proceed in the 
ta Member of the House except by making com 
t Hiouse of the nit In their report the com- 
' ‘ ned the eced s whicl re to nd on in the 
tle ( Rr ntat the Senate neve having 
to 7 yun it dement in a t cast In th 
it { pi I é it ) til ; en 
1 1 n of great ¢ nence 1d a \ u“ whom 
if lat ial f th United States, Polk, 
Rar f Sup Ce l Be ley, of 
the n tl lie 12s ways held : issault 
i r r rds spoken in debate t violat of the 
ve Hou (2 Hinds’ Precedents, 122.) 
nd session of the Thirty-eighth Congress (1865), 
P. Field, in an attempt to intimidate and deter William D 
j from the free and fearless exercise of his rights and 
Member of Congress in voting and deciding upon a 
subject of legislation, made an assault upon Mr 
which the House held to be breach of its privilege 
i the offender te be breoucht before the bar of the 
i reprimanded. (2d sess. 35th ¢ Hi. Rept. 10; 2 
r ents, 1625.) 
Such an assault, when committed on the person of 
wor = in del ( utes a contempt 
\ ‘ 2 ough i@ ¥ d 
) ! 1p i 
be olys l he le by Rept ! tive 
H fk esentatives which Mr. Glover admits 
| the prov ion for th assnult were delivered by 
1s during the $ y-st 1 Congress; but, 
\ not ¢ “i in earti precedents 
t ch } in { : of ase This 
es clear when we contra the wal rivileges ol 
ber and the collective pl ilege « the House. 
I bvious that the Constitution, in ‘oviding that Sen 
Represe tives shall not be questioned in any other 
y eci or leb l her Ho e extends an 
Lo §} l tricted in | t of 
( vho |] been a 3 ) i ¢ er | y. W the 
so or not cn nevertheless ple 1 this constitutional 
against any attack which may be made upon him at 
‘ by I 1 of ry speech or debate which took piace 
( 4 s service. The shield of the Constitution, once ex- 
l, protects him so long as he may live. 
e House, on the other hand, being simply the aggregate 
nmbership, is itself concerned with those things which 
e freedom and efticiency of its constituent Members. A 
of the Sixty md Congress, for instance, who enters 
Sixty-third Congress brings with him his constitutional 
y against question for his action in the former body; 
order that he may be free to perform, without fear or 
his duties in the latter, it is both its right and duty 
as an attack upon itself any violation of his constitu 
privilege. Its attention should properly be directed, not 
time when this privilege accrued, but to the time when 


iolated. 
lourth, 


‘he House of Representatives has power uncer the 
al rity o* the Constitution to punish as a contempt against 
it h a breach of its privileges as is involved in the assauit 
upon Representative Sims by the said C. C. Glover. 

parliamentary precedent and high authority support 


t] wer. In addition to those precedents 


we have previous 

ioned, there are the proceedi..gs had by this House in 1795, 

e first of the Fourth against Robert 
Randell and Charles Whitney for attempted bribery; in the 


Congress, against James Gunn for challenging a Membe1 
duel; in 1818 against John Anderson, in the first session 


mu session Congress, 


of the lifteenth Congress. for attempted bribery ; in 1857, in 
‘ue lrst session of the Thirty-fourth Congress, against James 
W. Simonton for contumacy as a witness; in 1874, in the second 
Re ; 


; m of the Forty-third Congress, against Richard B. Irwin 
for . similar offense; and on the part of the Senate of the 
1 hited States, in the first session of the Sixth Congress, against 
Wi ‘iam Duane for a libel on the Senate; in 1848, in the first 
Session of the Thirtieth Congress, against John Nugent for the 
publication of a secret treaty. ” 
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— af thn Beate ‘ : 
Patrick Wood so a a ( Ht. 1 ,aM 
House from the State of \ » the tv of R ! ul, that 
the latter was delaved in r to the i! » it 
did not appear that the act w ( » by words 
spoken by Porter in debate, | eve es 1 the 
return of the Member to his place in the H , ‘ held to 
ve a breach of its privileges ia mpt r was 
accordingly arrested and hjected by warrar 
to three months’ impriso1 the ja f of 
Columbia. (2 Hinds’ Prec 8, 1626 et seq.) 

As further illustrating not « the ft nt but 
House to protect the ces I \l 
the case of Charles V. Cu a RR 1 ! { 
ninth Congress, should not be over | I | 
been of rrest and « ler « s 
the ha the riff of V« f y, P j 1 Ww 
rant to its Sergeant at Arms 4d y m to tal ir. Culy 
from the custody of the sheriff. wl Was a ‘ 

In the letter of Mr. C. C. Gl - is col I 
he admits the assault w R itive T1 is, but 
challenges the power l tl ty « the lf e { 
of his act or punish him fo t. he rel S upon t se {f Wi 
bourn v. Thompson (108 U. 8.), already ret d to in ft 
report, as a warrant for a denial of { eH 
to deal with col is of iis privilege I s fore 
| rtant to make [ : Wi t i il « il) } ! ; 
in the courts affecting the q ‘ 

Bs 

This case vrew oO of l ! 1 t! 7 & Ande! 

son to bribe Hon. ewis Wi ‘ North ¢ ir 


i to e | i 
) e ) } } 
? ) i ¥ { ! I t i 

N Terr f ¢ it 
of | ! 2 it < stitut 
as pl 1 could | i it ; 
natu! 0 e princi if 
in tl ) of tH 
wl 
< 1 wit ‘ B 

ise | i : 

it 31 tly i v t V 
off 2 

] S question, pro and del ‘ l 
very y in the if ‘ } diay i \ led « 
{ na } } } i ( ) 
| to 1 » Lol r } i } ! . 
power to punish for acts t I S ( 
other hand, it was contend 1! { ii < f 
and implied power to protect the t f 
respect of the House and to pun ti eg ib } 
the privileges of the House and of a hi if 
dignity and authority of the sas After a ve s 
tion of this question, the House, by a very la ‘ 
cided it had the power to punish for col 
mitted within the walls of the H rr ¢ [ 
\nderson was arrested and p shed He al : e 
Sergeant at Arms. Mr. Dunn, for tres 
rant, and raised the specific question that if 

ty and hence constituted no protecti rh ‘ 


authori 


tried in the Cireuit Court of the Di t of ¢ ! } 
court held that the House did have the po ' 
contempt and that the possession of tl : 
House constituted a complete defen o the f } 
tiff. Mr. Anderson appealed this case to t S ( t of 
the United States, and the decision of t { found 6G 
W heaton, page 204. There the den que “1 the 
House were agnin insisted upon It was the ide t 
the Constitution gave no express authority to ¢ brat of 
Congress to punish for contempt, and that our tions 
bade its exercise a mplied authority. The cour vs 

It is certainly true that there no power given | 
to either House to punish for ntemp except W t 
their own Members. Nor does t judicial I ' 
the United States, in any part, express! xtend t 
punishment for contempt of either House, or an ’ 
of the Government Shall we, therefore, deci 


a . * 


exists? Sut if there one max I 
all others, it is that the public functionaries f 

exercise the powers which the people have intrusted I I 
interests and dignity of those who created them exertion 
of the powers indispensable to the attainment of ! f t 





tion. Nor its a casual conflict with the livid 
any reason to be urged against the exercise of s 1 power * * * 
That “the safety of the people is the supreme law not only cor 

with but is indispensable to the exercise of those pows nt 
functionaries, without which that safety can not be guar i. On 3 
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principle it is that courts of justice are universally acknowledged to be | their committees and of administering oaths and 


vested by their very creation with power to impose silence, respect, and 
decorum in their presence and sobmission to their lawful mandates, and, 
as a corollary to this proposition, to preserve themselves and their 
officers from the approach and insults of pollution. 

It is true that the courts of justice of the United States are vested 
by express statute provision with power to fine and imprison for con 
tempts; but it does not follow from this circumstance that they would 
not have exercised that power without the aid of the statute or not 
in <¢ es, if such should occur, to which such statute provision may not 
extend. On the contrary, it is a legislative assertion of this right, as 
incidental to a grant of judicial power, and can only be considered 


and of punishing at refusal to answer These 
are so very clearly established now that the lea 
impeached them unless Congress, by the enactmer 
gated this almost indispensable power of C ‘ 
observed that the statute applies to only a species of 
the witnesses who refuse to answer questions upon 
lation before Congress or before its committees. * 

of the House to punish for a contempt extends only 
and terminates with the session of Congress. If a 
guilty of a contempt 24 hours before the period of ad 


| must be the limitation of the punishment. Now, this micht 


either as an instance of abundant caution or a legislative declaration | 


that the power of punishing for contempt shall not extend beyond its 
known and acknowledged limits of fine and imprisonment 

But it is contended that if this power in the House of Representatives 
is to be asserted on the plea of necessity, the ground is too broad and 
the result too indefinite; that the executive and every coordinate and 
even subordinate branch of the Government may resort to the same 
justification, and the whole assume to themselves, in the exercise of 
this power, the most tyrannical licentiousness, 

This is unquestionably an evil to be guarded against, and if the doc 
trine may be pushed to that extent it must be a bed doctrine, and is 
justly denounced. 

But what is the alternative? The argument obviously leads to the 
total annihilation of the power of the House of Representatives to 
guard itself from contempts, and leaves it exposed to every indignity 
and interruption that rudeness, caprice, or even conspiracy may medl- 
tate against it. This result is fraught with too much absurdity not to 
bring into doubt the soundness of any argument from which it is de- 
rived. That a deliberative assembly, clothed with the majes*y of the 
people, and charged with the care of all that is dear to them; com- 
posed of the most distinguished citizens, selected and drawn together 
from every quarter of a great Nation whose deliberations are required 
by public opinion to be conducted under the eye of the public and whose 
decisions must be clothed with all that sanctity which unlimited con- 
fidence in their wisdom and purity can Inspire; that such an assembly 
should not possess the power to suppress rudeness or repel insult Is 
a supposition too wild to be suggested. And accordingly, to avoid 
the pressure of these considerations, it has been argued that the right 
of the respective Houses to exclude from their presence and their 
absolute control within their own walls carry with them the right to 
punish contempts committed in their presence, while the absolute leg- 
islative power given to Congress within this District enables them to 
provide by law against all other insults against which there is any 
necessity for providing. 

It is to be observed that, so far as the issue of this cause is impli- 
eated, this argument yields all right of the plo'ntiff in error to a de- 
cision in his faver for non constat from the }» eadings, but that this 
warrant issued for an offense committed in the immediate presence of 
the House. 

Nor is it immaterial to notice what difficulties the negation of this 
right im the House of Representatives draws after it when it is con- 
sidered that the concession of the power, if exercised within their walls, 
relinquishes the great grounds of the argument, to wit, the want of an 
express grant, and the unrestricted and undefined nature of the power 
here set up. For, why should the House be at liberty to exercise an 
ungranted, an unlimited, and undefined power within their walls any 
more than without them? If the analogy with individual right and 
power be resorted to it will reach no further than to exclusion, and it 
requires no exuberance of imagination to exhibit the ridiculous con- 
sequences which might result from such a restriction imposed upon 
the conduct of a deliberative assembly. 

Nor would their situation be materially relieved by resorting to their 
legislative power within the district. That power may, indeed, be ap- 
plied to many purposes and was intended by the Constitution to extend 
to many purposes indispensable to the security and dignity of the Gen- 
eral Government; but they are purposes of a more grave and general 
character than the offenses which may be denominated contempts and 
which, from their very nature, admit of no precise definition. Judicial 
gravity will not admit of the illustrations which this remark would 
admit of. Its correctness is easily tested by pursuing, in imagination, 
a legislative attempt at defining the cases to which the epithet “ con- 
tempt” might be reasonably applied. 


This decision clearly and unequivocally sustains the doctrine 
that the House has the implied right to punish for contempt, 
whether committed in its presence or elsewhere. 

NUGENT V. BEALE (SMITII’S DIGEST OF DECISIONS AND PRECEDENTS, 601). 

The next time this matter came up for judicial determination 
was in the ease of Nugent v. Beale in the Circuit Court of the 
District of Columbia. This case grew out of a breach of the 
rules of the Senate by Mr. Nugent. A warrant was issued and 
placed in the hands of Beale for service and a writ of habeas 
corpus was asked, bottomed on the proposition that the Senate 
had no power to arrest or punish for contempt. The court said: 

The jurisdiction of the Senate in cases of contempt of its authority 
denends upon the same ground and reasons upon which the acknowl- 
edged jurisdiction of other judicial tribunals rests, to wit, the necessity 
of such jurisdiction to enable the Senate to exercise its high constitu- 
tional functions—a necessity at least equal to that which supports the 
like jurisdiction which has been exercised by all judicial tribunals and 
legislative assemblies in this country from its first settlement and in 
England from time immemorial. 

IRWIN V. ORDWAY (SMITH’S DIGEST OF DECISIONS AND PRECEDENTS, 520). 

In 1874 one Richard B. Irwin was held in contempt of the 
House for a refusal to answer certain questions before a com- 
mittee of that body, and having been presented in custody of 
N. G. Ordway, the Sergeant at Arms, he applied to one Arthur 
McArthur, one of the judges of the Supreme Court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for a writ of habeas corpus. Upon hearing, 
the writ was refused, and in refusing it the court said: 

There can be no doubt that either House of Congress has the right 
ef committing for contempts all contempts which infringe upon the 
order, dignity, or the purity of their legislation, and for this purpose 
it is not denied but that they have the power of examination, of 
investigation, and of calling witnesses into their presence or before 


| for a party in contempt. I have no doubt that Conger 





inacequate protection to the House and a very inadequate 


I 


recusant witnesses or witnesses refusing to answer pertinent 


| upon proper subjects of investigation should be punished | 


power of the House to reach them; and that they theref 
the offense a misdemeanor to be punished by fine and im; 


risor 


| the courts of justice. This statute can hy no means purg: 
| tempt or abolish the power of the House to protect itself in ¢} 


as it is able to protect itself from every other species of con: 
KILBOURN tv, THOMPSON (103 U. S., 168). 

The next time that this question was discussed was 
case of Kilbourn against Thompson. This was a ease , 
one Kilbourn refused to answer certain interrogatori: 
pounded to him by a committee of the House of Represeut; 


| This opinion, written by Mr. Justice Miller, undoubted) 


troverts some of the reasoning contained in the « 
Anderson against Dunn, and by some is thought to o 
the fundamental principle involved in that case, name 


al 


| implied power of the House to punish for contempt. 


careful reading of the case will show that that is jo: 
After having given expression to much dictum on this ; 
it finally bases its opinion upon another and entirely diff, 
proposition. The court says: 


Nor, taking what has fallen from the English judges, and 
the later cases on which we have just commented, is much aid 
the doctrine that this power exists as one necessary to « 
House of Congress to exercise successfully their function of 
This latter proposition is one which we do not propose to a& 
present case, because we are able to decide it without passiny 
existence or nonexistence of such @ power in aid of th 
function. 


D 


Then, after defining the express powers of the House { 
ish its own Members, the court continues: 

Whether the power of punishment in either House by fine « 
onment goes beyond this or not, we are sure that no perso: 
punished for contumacy as a witness before either House 
testimony is required in a matter into which that House h 
tion to inquire, and we feel equally sure that neither of t 
possesses the general power of making inquiry into the privat 
the citizen. 

It will thus be noticed that in the Kilbourn case the s 
Court bases its decision upon the proposition that Cougres 
no power to punish a contumacious witness for refusin; 
swer questions in regard to matters about which the H 
no jurisdiction to inquire—namely, the private affairs of 
viduals or corporations. It does not even decide that © 
has no power to punish a contumacious witness for ref 
answer questions concerning which the House did have tli 
to inquire. It did not overrule the case of Anderson 
Dunn; at most, it only limits and defines the doctrine 
case, 

IN RE CHAPMAN (166 U. S., 661). 

The last time that this question was before the Supren 
was in the case of Elverton R. Chapman. This is a case 
prosecution had been had against Chapman under the st 
for punishing contumacious witnesses. Application wis 
the Supreme Court of the United States for a writ ot 
corpus. The contention was made in that case that Co 
had undertaken to delegate its power to the courts of tli 
trict of Columbia and this statute was, therefore, unco! 
tional. The court, in passing on that question, said: 


While Congress can not divest itself, or either of its Houses 
inherent power to punish for contempt, it may provide that « 
in a witness called to testify in a matter properly under coi 
by either House and deliberately refusing to answer questions | 
thereto shall be a misdemeanor against the United States. 


And further on the court says: 

Nevertheless, although the power to punish for contempt sti! ' 
in each House, we must decline to decide that this law is inv: 
cause it provides that contumacy in a witness called to testi!) 
matter properly under consideration by either House and di ; 
refusing to answer questions pertinent thereto shall be a misd 
against the United States, who are interested that the auth 
neither of their departments, nor of any branch thereof, shall | 
and set at naught. 

This case in all of its reasoning clearly recognizes and 
tains the doctrine that each House has the inherent pow: 
punish for contempt. 

As a result of this analysis of the judicial precedents it 
clear that it has been established by the highest court 0! 
land that either branch of Congress has the implied powel 
authority to pun®&h those guilty of a contempt of the aul 


i 








1915. 


her House by a breach of its privileges whether the breach | 


mitted within or without its Chamber. 
the time the resolution 


ew of the expressed desire at 

which this committee is acting was passed, a somewhat 
ext “l examination of the matter of the privileges of the 
1 e has been made. In addition to the privileges expressly 
- in the Coustitution there is warrant for the claim that 
t] House of Representatives possesses such additional and in- 
hi t privileges as are necessary for the preservation of its 


‘ tecrity and the due performance of its legisiative func- 
{ Such are, for instance, the right to protect itself from 
the offer of bribes, to punish contumacious witnesses, and to 
put down tumult or riot within its walls, or so near thereto as 
to disturb its deliberations; but for reasons it has 
been deemed unwise to attempt a ¢ of these 
it privileges and powers, and so 2s 1837 the 
. of Representatives exp: ret pro with a 
defining the offense of a contempt of the House and provid- 
« punishment therefor. 
Upon the question ef inability to define breaches of privilege 
mtempts of the House the Supreme Court itself has said: 
Nor would their situation be materially relieved by resorting to their 
] itive power within the District. That power may, indeed, be 
i te many purposes, and was intended by the Constitution to 
ii to many purposes indispensable to the security and dignity of 
. General Government; but they are purposes of a more grave and 
i| character than the offenses which may be denominated con- 
e ;, and which, from their very nature, admit of no precise defini- 
Judicial gravity will not admit of the illustrations which this 
rk would admit of. Its correctness is easily tested by pursuing, in 
magination, a legislative attempt at defining the cases to which the 
et “contempt” might be ;easonably applied. (Anderson v. Dunn, 
supra.) 
The existence of the inherent power in the House of Repre- 
tives to determine and punish contempt against its privi- 
eges is most cogently stated in Rawle on the Constitution, as 
follows (p. 48): 
It would be inconsistent 


obvious 


ys rtalogue 
long ago 


xpressly sed to ed 


with the nature of such a body to deny it 
the power of proteeting itself from injury or insuit. If its deliberations 
t perfectly free, its constituents are eventually injured. This 

has never been denied in any country, and is incidental to the 

. of all legislative bodies. If it possesses such a power in the case 
mmediate insult or disturbance, preventing the exercise of its 
erdinary funetions, it is impossible to deny it in the other cases which, 
less immediate or violent, partake of the same character by 

} i tendency to impair the firm and honest discharge of public 


hat learned jurist, Mr. Justiee Story, strongly sets forth the 
thus (Story on the Constitution, vol. 1, sec. 847): 
I biect has of late undergone a great deal of discussion both in 
J 1d and America, and has finally received the adjudication of the 
h t judicial tribunals in each country. In each country upon the 
ynsideration, the result was the same, namely, that the power 
] st, and that the legislative body was the proper and exclusive 
to decide when the contempt existed, and when there was a 
of its privileges; and that the power to punish followed, as a 
ne iry incident to the power to take cognizance of the offense. 
also believes that in reporting on such a 
e subject it ought to say that while freedom of speech and 
ite is a great vital privilege, and without that freedom to an 
nditional extent all the other privileges of either of the Houses 
ngress would be practically ineffectual, yet the very exist- 
ence and extent of the privilege demands the greatest restraint 
in its exercise. No man, even under the cloak of public necessity 
parliamentary power, ought to have the right wantonly to 
defame another. 


e view: 


; su 


fhe committee 


\s Mr. Justice Story very pertinently says (Story on the Con- 

st tion, sec. 866): 
very citizen has as good a right to be protected by the laws from 
malignant seandal, false charges, and defamatory imputation 3 a 
M er of Congress has to utter them in his seat. If it were otherwise 
{ man’s character might be taken away without the possibility of re- 


ar either by the malice or indiscretion or overweening seli-concelt 


ol a Member of Congress. 

The House of Representatives is vitally concerned with the 
safeguarding of its privileges and the preservation of its legis- 
lative integrity and dignity. It is just as seriously concerned, 
however, with the maintenance of such a course of conduct on 
the part of each of its individual Members as will assure to 
every citizen in the land protection from defamation on the 
floor of the House. The power of the House over its Members 
is of the broadest character. The breach of the privileges of 
the House by a Member gives to the House ample power of 
punishment. It must become to be understood, therefore, that 
2S the privileges ef the House in so far as the publie is con- 
cerned will be enforced ty prompt punishment for contempt in 
thi event of their breneh, the House, in the future, as often 
in the past, will also fully protect all citizens from unjust as- 
sauits upon their character by censure or other punishment ad- 
ministered to an offending Member. 
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The committee calls attention to the written communication 
received from Mr. Glover, which will be found in full in the 
appendix containing the testimony accompanying this report. 











- This letter, it will be observed, contains a frank avowal of 
fault tnd a voluntary disclaimer of any intentional contempt 
toward this body. The test mony. however, establishes fact 
that his act was the resuit of some premeditation a gn 
extending over a period sufficiently long for him to have in 
formed himself, if ignorant, of the privilege of the House: and 
his disclaimer, while full and free in form, is accompanied by a 
challenge, though without discourtesy, of the jurisdiction « e 
House in the premises. Under the circumsta : 

your committee recommends the adoption of the { 

lutions: 

Resol i, That the Speaker do issue his w r ‘ 1 + 
Sergeant at Arms comn ding him to take in cu aly 
found the body of Charles C. Glover, of the city of Washineton 1 1 
Lyi trict of Columbia, and the same in custody ep, and that tl d 
Charles C. Glover be brought to the bar of the House of Rey senta ‘ 
on day to be fixed im said warrant to answer the charg it rm 
Friday, April 18, 1913, in the city of Washington, D. | i an 
assauit upon the person of Representative ‘I rt W. Siu I 
sentative in the Sixty-third Congress from the St oa , 
be ise of word $p« “nm by th said Represel tiv . 1 deb on 
the floor of Hou of Representative while t House wa \ 
recular on during t Sixty-second Cong ’ d that in 
mitting said assault Charles C. Glover has n « ty of a t 
the privileges and a contempt of the House of R ! i 
that the said Charles C. Glover be furnisked with a copy of tl 
tion and a copy of the report of the select mmitt 
of Representatives appointed to investigate the « re ' : 
in the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That when Chartes C. Glover shall be brot t to the 
the House to answer the charge of , ited ft i 
House of Representatives by iving ide an assault upon t . 
THeTts W. Stas, of the State of Tennessee, r w ; ’ ‘ 
Representative Sims on the floor of the House of R 
Speaker shall then cause to be read to the said ¢ An i 
findings of faets by the special committee of t | 
the duty of investigating whether or not the said 
been committed as alleged, and whether or not f 
Glover had violated the privileges of the Hou of R 
assault. The Speaker shall then inquire of ! 
if he desires to be heard, and to have uD 
in contempt of the House of Representatives rha i 
leges If the said Charlies C. Glover d ) 
these priviles« the same shall be grar i I | 
thereupen proceed to take order in the itter 

J D 

J ‘ 

( » ¢ 

ss | | 

J M \ 
THE TARIFF. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Spenker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole I the 
state of the Union for the further considerat bill 
H. R. 3321—the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the ¢ f 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for further 
sideration of the bill H. R. 332 the tariff b \ \ (} 
reETT of Tennessee in the ehair 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to t n 
from Tennessee [Mr. Hunt] such time as he «es » oO \ 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, for many years | \ be f 
in justice in taxation have been striving to secure ft d n 
of a national income tax. The United States S ( rt 
first blocked the way by their decision in the Pollock LD 
ing the period that followed his decision, rl , } 
was disappointing, its friends continued und 
voente this wholesome doctrine and watched 
nity to secure its enactment into law in s » I i 
these dark years of reverses and failure the Den I 
was considerate enough of the 1 ts and interests he | 
to write in its quadrennial | orms a rit 
faver of this doctrine. The Natioen-wide sentin t to 
effect. which was thus kept alive, grew wntil in 1909 a R 
publican Congress found itself confronted by the alternative 
accepting a comprehensive income-tax law or a less } 
vision limited to corporations. Being wedded to 3 
they chose the latter as the lesser measure of re ‘ 
country would receive. The friends of this tax ! 
that unwilling Congress the submission of an ) 
the Constitution which when ratified would upr 
the Pollock decision and aguin restore to the mm 


representatives in Congress every phase of | er of 
taxation. 


I congratulate the American peo} ny the foet ¢ oer 
ratified that amendment. wiped o 
and cleared the way for comprels 


The peopie’s representatives in ¢ 
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mindful of the public welfare, now propose to write into law | the banks to the State commission and to the Comptro 


the great principle which the people forever wrote into the Con- 
stitution. The general uprising throughout the country in be- 
half of this tax is due to the long-standing dissatisfaction with 
existing tax conditions and to the belief, which long since be- 
came a conviction, that the masses were being grossly discrimi- 
nated against through the agency of our tax laws. Every 
citizen realizes that the General Government is obliged to Se- 
cure revenues to defray its necessary expenses, and that in 
doing so it takes annually from the property of the American 
people in the neighborhood of $1,000,000,000, 
accomplished by means of taxation of some kind and in some 
farm. Voluntary coutributions, both to the state and the church, 
as practiced in the early colonial days, are no longer made. No 


extent that they displace a more undesirable method of tax- 
ation. 


rule of human nature. Our manufacturing friends, who have 


been in a tariff partnership with the Government for more than | 


half a century, strongly favor the high protective-tariff tax for 
revenue only 
less. 

During recent years there has been a general agitation and 
demand in every State in the Union and almost 
country in the world for intelligent, fair, and practical reforms 


almost 


and readjustments of their tax systems, to the end that every 


citizen may be required to contribute to the wants of the State 
or Government in proportion to the revenue he enjoys under 
its protection. To this end the doctrine of equality of sacrifice 
or ability to pay is being universally invoked. A glance at the 
fiscal history of all countries shows a constant struggle on the 
part of the wealthy and more powerful classes to shift the chief 
weight of Government taxation to the shoulders and backs of 
those weaker, poorer, and less able to protect themselves from 
the injustice and oppression infiicted by disproportionate tax 
burdens. This conflict has been and is to-day being waged in 
the United States, 

All taxes in this country, whether for National or State and 
local purposes, fall upon the American people; however, the 
gross inequalities and injustices resulting from tax evasion by 
those most able to pay and the shifting of the tax burden to 
those least able to pay is seen alike in connection with both 
national and local taxation. This is the result of unequal and 
unjust tax laws. As stated, the General Government must an- 
nually take from the property of the people about $1,000,000,000, 
while the States and their subdivisions must annually take a 
still larger amount in taxes. Let us glance for a few moments 
at the effect and operation of our National and State tax laws. 
The States, as a rule, have sought to maintain the general 
property tax system. 

\ few instances will sufficiently disclose the inefficiency and 
unfairness arising therefrom and the consequent failure and 
virtual breaking down of these systems. The State Tax Commis- 
sion of Massachusetts, according to its published report, recently 
estimated the value of personal property in Massachusetts 
that is subject to taxation at over $5,600,000,000, of which less 
than one-fifth is taxed. The commission also found that the 
greater part of this remainder, viz, $4,646,265,000, is intangible 
personalty subject to taxation, but which is not taxed, because 
its disclosure has never been compelled. By the United States 
Census inquiry of 1904, New York had $5,500,000,000 of per- 
sonalty, whereas by the tax returns she had only $1,500,000,000. 
According to the published report of the special tax commission 
of that State in 1907, in which the disparity between the 
assessed and real value of personalty was placed at much wider 
ficures, the following, among other, conclusions were reported: 

1. That the richer a person grows the less he pays in relation 
to his property or income. 

2. Experience has shown that under the present system per- 
sonal property practically escapes taxation for either local or 
State purposes, 

The comptroller general of South Carolina, in his recent 
report for 1912, indicates that the small property holders pay 
the bulk of the taxes of the State. One real estate firm of Co- 
lumbia. according to this report, published at the close of 1912 
that their real estate sales during the year in that city aggre- 
gated over $4,000,000, whereas its assessed valuation was 
$400,000, or 10 per cent of the price it brought, while the 
assessed valuation of all property, both in that city and county, 
wis only $10,685,000, although tax assessors assumed to assess 
it at 50 per cent of it actual value. 

According to the recent report of the Kentucky Tax Com- 
mission, the amount of deposits in the banks of the State on 
the Ist of January, 1912, was given in for assessment by the 
taxpayers at $12,847,868, whereas, according to the reports of 


not Government revenue, but revenue neverthe- | 


| 
| 
| 





| 
| 


| Union. 
matter how imposed, taxes are never welcomed except to the | 


) | taxation, while the rich investor in securities, the money 
I should say that there is one exception to this universal | and the wealthy business 


Currency at Washington, the amount of deposits on ths; 
was, in fact, $133,539,871. 
The mayor of Philadelphia recently stated in the pres 
the undervaluation of property in that city 
$300,000,000. 

To further illustrate our State and local tax systems } 
individual instance, the published reports show that Mr. A 


is mor 


| Carnegie for many years only paid taxes upon a persona! a 
| ment of something over $5,000,000, although it has recent) 
This can only be | 


raised to ten million. It may be safely said that with 
notable exceptions, the conditions I have described exist 
State and local tax systems in relative proportion through: 
The small property owner, who can not hide his pr: 
nor shift his tax burdens, constantly feels the crushing we 
and professional men cover up 
as well as much of their city 
when the assessor comes around. Intangible personal! 
cluding stocks, bonds, and other securities, almost en: 
escape taxation everywhere. A report of the Census (1) 
shows that in the year 1904, while the true value of all pr 


of their taxable property, 


| was $107,104,192,410, the ad valorem assessment of this 
every 


erty was only $38,963,381,000; that the true value of pe1 
was $44,762,719,000, while it was only assessed at $8,873.56 
and the assessment of realty was less than 50 per cent 
true value. 

Turning to our present system of national taxes, we 
still worse condition with respect to our customhouse ti: 
Our internal-revenue taxes offer no special ground for ¢: 
Under this system Illinois paid $51,600,000 to the Governmy 
the year ending June 30, 1912; Kentucky, $31,177,000; | 
$30,000,000; Missouri, $12,000,000; New York, 
Pennsylvania, $25,600,000; and other States likewise 
smaller amounts. Our system of high protective-tariff t 
violates every canon of taxation and is outrageous in it 
tion and effects. It is conceived upon the idea that the | 
should be taxed, not according to their ability to pay, | 
cording to their needs and, practically, their poverty. 
ized or humane people can longer tolerate this system of 
bolical extortion. In contributing three hundred millio1 
Federal Treasury the American consumer is compelled 
same time to hand over at least $1,500,000.000 as a bonus 
select individuals given special favors by the high protect 
tax. During recent generations our high tariff taxes havi 
erated into a system of special privilege, such as has nev: 
been revealed in the annals of our fiscal history. It is no 
justified either in law or morals. The public conscienc: 
against it and modern civilization turns away from it 
doctrine of taxation, the plain and palpable effect of w! 
quires one citizen to bestow as a gift portions of his hat 
ings upon another citizen, has become insupportable her 
everywhere, and whatever may be the future developn: 
the economic policy of the United States, the period ot 
protection has reached its end. [Applause on the De 
side. ] 

The present average protective-tariff rates appear to 
the neighborhood of 40 per cent, but in fact, when we « 
the innumerable rates that are absolutely prohibitive, th: 
age rate must be near 60 per cent. 

The temptation to discuss at length the evils and unf 
of our high tariff taxes, and the splendid reductions 
in the present bill is very great, but I shall forego th 
the present, in order to consider other phiuses of our pro 
tax system. The American people have completely learned | 
they are not being taxed either fairly or honestly; the) 
demanding that the inequalities, abuses, and injustices of 
present system of high tariff taxation shall be elimin:ted 
that a new system of taxes, fair and equitable, embr: 
strictly revenue tariff and an income tax, shall be ce 
The experience of all countries with respect to every fo! 
taxation has resulted in the universal conclusion that 
est and most just of all taxes is that which is levied uj» 
citizen according to ability to pay, and that this res 
best be accomplished by imposing a tax on net incomes. 

Fifty-two countries and States have taken this 
wherever given a reasonable trial this form of tax hus 
been repealed, save in the United States. 

England, the seven States of Australasia, and most of th 
English colonies, Prussia, and the numerous other German 
Switzerland, Spain, Italy, Norway. Sweden, Holland, Hun: 
Greece, Japan, Denmark, Austria, and numerous other i! 
tant countries have this tax in operation, while France |s 
the verge of adopting a comprehensive income-tax law ij 
of numerous other taxes. In many or most cases other 
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have adopted and maintained this tax for the twofold 


tries - 

purpose of securing revenue and equalizing the burdens of 
Irpos . 
xuuion. . os 

in no other way could the burdens be equalized and the rising | 


. of unrest, discontent, and socialism be so successfully met. 
hy this method alone could every citizen see and know that 
ee are being imposed equitably and according to ability 
@ very fact that this is a just tax means that it will meet 
pposition ; the beneficiaries of unjust taxation and many 
have measurably escaped all taxation will always be found 
nosing an honest and fair tax upon selfish grounds. Under 
{ present high tariff tax system a poor man with a large 
y pays more taxes than a rich man with a small family. 
jeuce the man of weath who is too selfish and too unpatriotic 
taxes will vigorously oppose the imposition of any just 
will any creature of class or privilege taxation. 
‘he pending measure has already met with the specious sug- 
that it is class legislation, and makes a distinction be- 
en citizens of large means and those without particular 
It may be replied that the very purpose of the measure | 
, reach for taxation those who have escaped taxes and who | 
‘ able to bear the same. Suppose the bill in chief meas- 
ure exempted this class of citizens, as other laws have done and 
the tax would continue to be paid, as heretofore, by 
idle and poorer classes. 


S 


w dao, 
The very purpose of a combina- 
of just tax laws is to reach every citizen in fair propor- | 
{ ‘The masses of the people are now paying most of our 
» 000,000 tariff taxes and most of our State and local taxes, 
few States. Then where is the injustice of requiring | 
of incomes over $4,000 to equalize in some measure 
these tax burdens by contributing less than $100,000,000 to the 
Federal Treasury? 
rhe objection is also offered, in a tone of injured innocence, 
that the proposed tax would be sectional in its effects. This | 
re certainly is not sectional in its terms, and should it be | 
in effect it would be due to the fact that wealth has 
de itself sectional. It would be monstrous to say that 
receivers of great incomes which are drawn from every sec- 
n of the country may segregate themselves and upon the plea 
egregation or sectionalism successfully exempt their entire 
ith from taxation. They should invoke the plea of segrega- 
n and not sectionalism. 


he 
i 


Iba 


eivers 


very nature and purpose of the income tax is fairly to | 
reach and successfully to cope with such conditions, for long 


experience everywhere has demonstrated that the only means 
of getting at the financial resources of the country in fair meas- 


‘e, and taxing classes of persons who would otherwise escape | 


ixation or nearly so, is to levy a tax on incomes. To illustrate | 
the importance of this tax, during the parliamentary debate of 
09, Mr. Lloyd George said: 
income tax is in reality the center and sheet anchor of our 
al system. 
Mr. Gladstone characterizes it as an engine of gigantic power 
for great national purposes. 


Chis tax in England now produces about two hundred millions 

f revenue annually, and according to universal testimony gives 
ixpayer as little trouble as any form of taxation. ‘The | 

int of inquisitorialness has now almost completely dis- | 

enred, 

I shall not consume the time of the committee in comment- | 

pon the results of the operation of this tax law in the vari- 

s foreign countries, except to say that the masses every- 


v » have a deep-seated conviction that it is fair alike to every 
tizen and is the only effective method of equalizing tax 
rdens. 
rhis tax, in addition to being fair, is productive and respon- | 

to changes in rates, and is cheap of collection. 
Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes, 

Mr. MOORE. In paragraph B and paragraph C of section 2, | 
‘ Income-tax section, it would appear that a holder of munic- | 
bonds or State bonds would be exempt from payment of 
Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will pardon me now, I will 

come to an anaylsis of the bill within a few moments. 
‘Mr. MOORE. Very well. I do not wish to interrupt the 
‘ntleman, but the point is very much inquired about, and I | 
ld like to have the gentleman explain it. 

Mr. HULL. No honest taxpayer has anything to fear. The 

fact that difficulty in administering the proposed law is some- 
es experienced is due to the persistent efforts of dishonest or 

evasive taxpayers to shirk and evade their proper share. No 


| 


‘aw that would effectually reach this class of taxpayers can be 
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}and State 


| disproportion of governmental burdens which res 


~ - 
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devised and successfully enforced without more or less ditliculty 
in some instances. The administration of the present National 
tax laws is more inquisitorial and difficult if en- 
forced. 


Every good citizen should not only be willing to contribute 


according to ability to the needs of the Government. but to 
this end should be willing to devote a brief time during some 
one day in the year, when necessary, to the mak up of a 
list of his income for taxes. The Government asks this of him 


yes 


in return for the many blessings and benefits he rec« It is 
gratifying to find during recent years the large number of our 
wealthiest citizens who heartily favor the proposed a 
cheerfully agree honestly to abide by its provisions; 0 
do not subscribe to this patriotic view may realize | 
shortsightedness. The inteliigence of the American | 
rapidly until to-day the overwhelming majority of 
the masses in every section of the country, whether in the val 
leys or in the mountains, are keenly alive to existing finn 
industrial, and social and 


tiiX I 


those wh 


ater their 


eon Ee | | 


SQ 


increased, 


ial, 


conditions, realize fully the great 


f upon them 


The masses leave their homes and 


families and impet fe 
and body to fight the battles of the country in time of war, 
and none realize better than they that by reason of dis 
criminating laws and governmental policies they are required 
to support the Government in chief measure in time of peace, 
and in addition constantly to make unjust contributions to the 
favored class of their fellow citizens. 

It is sometimes sought to prejudice persons against this tax 
| by asserting that it is a tax upon thrift and industry It 
may be replied that the tariff is a tax upon consumption, 
Want, and even poverty and misery. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] In any event, the proposed tax is messured 
by net profits or gains, and is not imposed upon gross income 
nor capital nor other property If a citizen has not been sue 
cessful in his efforts to accumulate profits he is not required 
to pay the tax, but if he has prospered he is required to cor 
tribute to his Government, not the scriptural tithe, but a small 

percentage of his net profits. 

The proposed tax is the outgrowth of centuries of tax 
| tion throughout the world. Those who have been the victims 
of our intangible and invisible tariff taxes, with all their fea 
| tures of spoliation and plunder, without being able to know the 
extent thereof, should and will welcome the proposed tax: the 
receivers of large incomes and the owners of great w th 
should prepare to accept it as a permanent tax, for y 
judgment, it has come to stay. [LApplause on the De ‘ ie 

side. | 

Responding to the manifest interests and desires of the Ameri 
} can people and to the fiscal needs of the Ame n Gove ! t, 
| the Democrats of this House propose to incorporate, a x 
with honest tariff revision, an income-tax provision perm: \ 
| in our tax system, the effect of which will be to displace about 


$70,000,000 derived from the most vicious portion of 


house taxation, to the end that this country may in the future 
have justice in taxation, flexibility and stability of revenue, and 
economy in expenditures. This provision goes hand in | 1 
with genuine tariff reform. 

I desire now to give a brief outline of the pending measure 
Instead of comprising 100 or more pages, containing in detail 
| all the methods of administration, such as European and othe 
laws present, this measure briefly but succinctly prescribes each 
essential rule and method with respect to the levy, ass« nent 
and collection of the tax, and leaves to be embraced in the 


regulations to be prepared by the Secretary of the Tre: 


SI \ ie 
manner and details of carrying out the provisions of the law 
These regulations will make clear to the taxpayer the scope 
and application of each feature of the law with respect to eve 


class of taxpayers and business. 

It should be borne in mind that paragraphs A to G relate ex 
clusively to the imposition and collection of the tax of individ 
uals or persons, whereas paragraph G embraces corporations 

Paragraph A imposes a tax of 1 per cent per annum upon the 


annual net income of every individual over $4,000. In additior 
to this normal or basic tax of 1 per cent, which appli 

to all individuals and corporations, as aforesaid, a gradu | 
additional tax is imposed upon the total annual net income of 
every individual derived from all sources, including corporate 


dividends, exceeding $20,000. Instead of making this : 


dditional 


tax a flat rate, the same is graduated in its application to in 
comes from $20,000 to $100,000, thus leaving a flat rate of 3 per 
cent additional upon that portion of any income exceeding 
$100,000. Paragraph B and those following, down to G, relate 
to the assessment and collection of the normal tax of 1 per cent 


imposed upon persons. 
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Mr. MANN. 
at all to as) 


he 


Mr. Chairman, would it interrupt the gentleman 
him a question in reference to the proposition that | 
\ ssing, for information? 

HULL I will suggest to 
would not be best for me to conclude 
the bill, then I shall be glad, as best 
tion that may be asked. 

Mir. MANN. ‘This will be a very simply question. 

Mr. HULL. Very well. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose during the year a man holding a piece 
real estate selis it, there any id to the 

amount of the proceeds of the sale, so far as his income is con- 

cerned, under the provisions of the bill? My recollection is it 

refers to profits. 

Mr. HULL. Just a 
that point. 

Mr. MANN. T thank you. 

ifr. HULL. Each individual to whom the additicnal and 
graduated tax will apply makes a personal return in every in- 
stance of his total net income from all sources. He will compute 
it by taking his net income as computed for the purpose of the 
normal tax and substituting the exemption of $20.000 for the nor- 
mal tax exemption of $4.000, and then adding, first, the amou.t 
of his net income upon which the normal tax was withheld and 
paid at the seurce by another for him; and, second, the amount 
of dividends or other net earnings received or receivable by him 
from corporate sources. No part of the addition»! tax imposed 
is collected at the source of the income. This method enables the 
Go to reach all large incomes exceeding $20,000 by 
assembling the same in the individual to whom it ultimately 
goes and tuxing it as a whole. 

The proposed law should be construed as similar laws have 
heen construed by the courts with respect to the application 
of the tax, and that is that the income in question shall be the 
ineasure of the tax and not the specific fund out of which the 
tax is necessarily payable; the bill takes as the measure of the 
tax the net income of the preceding year. Paragraph B de- 
fines the net income of a taxable individual or person. Income 
as thus defined does not embrace capital or principal, but only 
such gains or profits as may be realized from rent, interest, 
Salaries, trade, commerce, or sales of any kind of property, and 
so forth, or profits or gains derived from any other source. 

It wou'd be impossible here to undertake to explain the appli- 
cation of this provision of the bill to the innumerable trans- 
actions arising in this country. The rulings of the Treasury 
Department and the decisions of the courts of this country with 
respect to similar provisions of the old income-tax laws, and 
also the English rules of construction, all essential portions 
of which will be embraced in the Treasury regulations, will 
mike clear the distinction between taxable profits or income on 
the one hand and capital or principal on the other. The pro- 
ceeds of life insurance policies paid on the death of the person 
insured are expressly exempted; likewise the return of any part 
of principal invested in insurance during life, as distinguished 
from the earrings upon same, would not be taxable. 

Requests, devises, and so forth, are not considered as tax- 
able income; an inheritance tax applicable to them would 
naturally contain rather highly graduated rates, so that this 
tax would properly be contained in a separate enactment. 
‘The second division of paragraph B prescribes the deductions 
allowed in computing net income for the purpose of the normal 
tax. Most of these deduction clauses have heretofore been 
construed both by the Treasury Department and the courts. As 
to losses, these provisions primarily contemplate allowance for 
losses growing out of the trade or business from which the 
taxable income is derived. and generally termed trade losses, as 
distinguished from losses of capital or principal or losses 
incurred entirely apart from business transactions from which 
income is derived. A similar rule governs deductions for ex- 
In thus computing net income the taxpayer does not 
any portion upon which the tax is stopped at the 
source; but in all cases where taxable income arises from 
an annual business relationship, but does not exceed $4,000, 
and so the tax is not withholdable at the source, the same must 
be embraced in a personal return, and also if such income is 
uncertain or irregular in the amounts or time of its accrual, 
and so is not derived from a business relationship extending 
through the year, it likewise shall be embraced in a personal 
return, and no tax would be withheld at the source. This 
latter would embrace all taxable profits or income derived 
from trades, professions, and other businesses embracing pro- 
miscuous transactions and the accrual of profits in uncertain 
amounts and at irregular times, as distinguished from business 
relationships running through the year and the fixed income 
therefrom. The amount received by the individual taxpayer 
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from the net earnings of a corporation subject to like ¢ 
not be embraced in his personal return of income for the 
of the normal! tax. The normal tax of 1 per cent that 
otherwise accrue against the owners or stockholders 
corporation is paid for them by the corporation upon 
earnings. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
tion? 

Mr. HULL Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Suppose the gentleman himself had 
he wanted to invest, and did invest the $5,000 in the bo: 
some corporation, and that the tax was taken by the corpo) 
from the interest coupons on these $5,000 of bonds 
the gentleman had no other money iv the world excep: 
$5,000. Would the company that issued the bonds that 
his money invested in be allowed to deduct the tax fr 
interest due on the coupons on these bonds? 

Mr. HULL. The taxpayer, if he desired his $4,000 ex: 
in that case—— 

Mr. MADDEN. 
income. 

Mr. HULL. 
said $5,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. He has an investment of $5.000 wit 
income of $250, and that is all the investment he bas j 
world. How does the gentleman provide for the payme: 
tax on these coupons? 

Mr. HULL. The corporation would withhold the tax. 
the bondholder should file his affidavit claiming his exe 
and if he should, unless the amount of interest exceeded $4 
no tax would be withheld. 

Mr. MADDEN. But suppose the gentleman did 
business knowledge that would enable him to wndersts: 
these things. Lots of poor widows and orphans already 
such investments as I have described, and they do not 
stand the situation, and will not understand it, no matte! 
happens. What protection have they? 

Mr. HULL. Well, I would say in reply to that that 
existing conditions most of the present corporate bonds «: 
interest, which is represented by coupons. Those coupons 
payable to bearer. They circulate promiscuously and pass « 
rently all over the country in all kinds of trade and bus 
It is a question of whether the Government will adopt the « 
possible way to reach the income derived from the interest 
these bonds by providing that the tax shall be withheld a! 
source of payment, or whether it will abandon any purpose 
effectively to tax the income derived from the $28.000.000,000 
of corporate bonds on account of the fact that there may bea 
limited number who may not, as the gentleman from | his 
{Mr. Mappen] suggests, understand, at least at the \ 
ginning of the operation of this law, that they would he « 
entirely under $4,000. provided they filed notice to that e! 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman yield for a question ¢! 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose, for example, that a man has con 
in the course of a year to the amount of $500 and that 
total income. At present, if he collects those coupons, Pp 
to the bearer, he deposits them in a bank and gets cred 
the amount. Now, under the scheme that is proposed, 
would that operate? 

Mr. HULL. It would operate this way, that the hold 
corporate bonds can always have the benefit of his ex« 
of $4,000 and his deduction; that is, the owner of the | 
can, provided he presents them or has them presented for 
lection himself. But if he trades them to other peo) 
parts with title to the coupons, then that privilege would 
lodge in the other persons, because such coupons would 
capital and not income in the hands of other taxable ov 

Mr. MANN. Practieally, then—I ask for information 
this proposition the owner of these coupons of smal! aim 
could no longer deposit them in banks, but would have to : 
them by registered mail or by express to the headquart: 
the company, with an affidavit stating that that was the a 
of his income or that the income was less than $4,000. 

Mr. HULL. They could mail them directly to the lh: 
quarters of the company, and claim exemption, and ™ 
full payment of the interest. 

Mr. MANN. Would it be practicable under the bil! to a 
them in a bank, with an affidavit as to the amount of in 

Mr. HULL. It would be practicable if the holder of 
bonds retained ownefship and did not part with them, 
he would with any other negotiable instrument. .Y: 

Mr. MANN. Of course he could not put them through tue 
bank unless he parted with title to them. 

Mr. HULL. He could for purposes of collection. 


Will the gentleman let me ask him 


sut here is a case where there is o) 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I thougii 


not 








CONGRESSION AL 


(915. 


MANN. Even then he would have to assign his title 

{ »hauk. as a negotiable instrument. That was not worked 
re under our law, but how does that work out under 
; Doglish law? 

wr HULL. Under the English law the corperations retain 
r the interest and pay it to the Government, and the 
ver presents to the Government any claim, either for 
‘ sions, abatements, or for the $800 exemption which exists 

here, instead of the $4,000 exemption here. 

MANN. Of course there are a large number of people 
either holding a small amount of bonds or a small number of 
ehpares. Of course the shares would not make so much differ 
ence, But there are a large number of people who hold 
enall amount of coupon bonds now. I think the universal 


istom is that those are collected through the banks by deposit. 
Is there any way of making an arrangement by which that 


could still continue? It is a matter of very great convenience. 
Mr. HULL. I would suggest to the gentleman that coupon 
bonds, issued by well-established business concerns, are ex- 
ged generally in trade, and, of course, as the gentleman 

well knows, they pass current like any other negotiable in- 
Mr. MANN. Certainly; but they could not under this plan 


where anybody desires to have an exemption. 

Mr. HULL. Well, this plan, I will say to the gentleman, 
gives the taxpayer two or three opportunities to claim his ex- 
emption. In the first place, if the taxpayer receives the prin- 
withhold the tax, he may present 

would be required to present his claim for $4,000 exemption 
here in order that it might accompany the bulk of his income, 
which would be large enough to permit the deduction of the 
$4,000. Otherwise he can claim his exemption in his personal 
return of other income than that on which the tax is withheld. 
Rut if he desires several hundred dollars of deductions, for 


part of his income from a source at which it is proper to | 
his claim for exemption— | 
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| the only method of really getting at the tax with a 


expenses, or indebtedness, or taxes paid, and has an amount | 
of income from other sources which is larger than the amount | 


of his deduction, he can make return to the collector of 
district in which he resides. But if his income from sources 
other than that at which the tax is being withheld is smaller 
than the amount of his deductions, then he would naturally 
find it necessary to consolidate both his taxable income and 
his deductions so that they could go through one channel up 
to the office of the Internal Revenue Commissioner as a whole. 
To that end he would file claim for deductions and return of 
his additional income, either with the district collector in the 
district in which his chief income was being returned, or, if he 
preferred he could file it with the person whose duty it is tu 
make the return for him as to the bulk of his income. 

Mr. MADDEN. If his income was less than $3,500 he would 
not have to make any return at all, would he? 

Mr. HULL. He would not. 

Mr. MADDEN. But if he wanted to place himself within the 
deduction on the interest from his coupons, he would be re- 
quired to make a statement under oath to the company whose 
bonds he held, would he not? 

Mr. HULL. He would be required to file his application for 
the $4,000 exemption. And I want to say to the gentleman and 
io the House that this is simplicity itself, compared to the 
English system on the same subject. They have thousands of 
applications for deductions and abatements and other modifi- 
cations, either of the assessment or refund of the tax, that are 
constantly being shifted back and forth between the Govern- 
ment and the taxpayer. This method, in my judgment, places 
the collection of the tax in the most expeditious form, and one 
that will do no injustice either to the taxpayer or to the issuer 
of the bonds. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. While the bill provides that it 
shall apply to all citizens at home and abroad, it is true, is it 
not, that this bill does not apply to the President of the United 
States or to Federal judges? 

Mr. HULL. I will reach that in a very few minutes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds with that, will he yield for one question? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Taking the case cited by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEN], where a person might 
own bonds to the amount of $5,000, paying 5 per cent interest, 
which would be $250, and suppose the interest is payable semi- 
annually, and that is the entire income of the person holding 
the bonds, would he have to claim the exemption each time 
that he presented the coupons for payment as they matured— 


Will the gentleman yield for : 


) 


the | 


7 


that is, every six months—or is there a way provided by which, 
so far as such a person is concerned, one exemption would be 
sufficient ? 

Mr. HULL. The $4,000 exemption would cover both pay 
ments, 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman consider my question now? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will pardon me one mowent 

Mr. MOORE. It bears ou this question 

Mr. HULL. Just in that connection, first. in rider to reach 
the income derived from our immense amount of corporate 
bonds, three methods might be adopted In the first place, we 
could allow the corporation to pay the interest to the individual 


taxpayer entitled to it, and then depend upon him to make the 
personal returns, just as we depend upon taxpayers to make 
personal returns of their property in the States now under the 
Siate tax system. The result of that would be, as I have 
pointed out here, that they would return probably $1 out of $10, 
judging by the experience of the States; that that method 
is as faulty as the State tax systems to which LI have directed 
attention, 

Another alternative would be to allow the corporation to 
withhold the interest only in cases where it exceeds $4,000 
that is, withhold the amountof the tax upon it; but when we un 
dertake to carry this rule entirely through the bill in that 
respect—and we do that, except in this case and that of United 
States bonds—we are confronted with the fact that all or most 
of this interest is represented by coupons payable to bearer; 
so that the holder of $100,000 of these coupons, when tax- 
paying time came around, could distribute them, if he desired, 
into sums of less than $4,000 and send them through 25 dif- 
ferent channels for collection; and by distributing and scatter- 
ing them he could always measurably evade the tax. So that 
minimum 
of inconvenience both to the Government and the taxpayer 
is that proposed in the bill. Now, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

Mr. MOORE. Under the exemptions provided for in para 
graphs B and C, is it not possible for a rich holder of bonds 


sO 


or stocks of an industrial nature to sell out and transfer his 
holdings to municipal or State or Federal bonds, and thus 


escape the very object of the bill? 
question has been brought up to me by some who have said 
this bill was easy, that it was full of loopholes. and that so 
far as some of the idle rich, so called, were concerned they could 
simply transfer their holdings from industrial stocks and bonds 
to municipal, State, and national bonds. 

Mr. HULL. In the first place, the whole amount of State 
and municipal bonds is two to three billion dollars, and $750,- 
000,000 of the municipal and State bonds are owned by small 
mutual savings banks. There are $28,000,000,000 of corporate 
bonds. 

Mr. MOORE. I only called the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that a shrewd man might in that way evade the law, and 
if the test came they would simply transfer their holdings from 
industrials and other taxable stocks to municipal, Federal, and 
State bonds that would be exempt. 

Mr. HULL. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. As an illustration, suppose application is 
made in a mutual insurance company for a prospective dividend 
which is paid afterwards. Suppose the applicant pays $20 and 
at the end of the fiscal year $12 is returned to him as a divi 
dend. That assessment is made on the estimate as to the earn- 
ings of the company in the past years, and the company col 


I want to explain that that 


lects this $12 out of the individual. It does not belong to the 
company but belongs to the individual. I would like for the 
gentleman to explain fully if that $12 is taxed in this bill. It 


is claimed by the Southern Mutual Fire Insurance Co., which 
does business in my State, one of the most prosperous in the 
country, and which does that kind of business, that you tax 
them for the assessments they have collected out of the appli 
cants. 

Mr. HULL. There no tax imposed on the policyholder. 
It is proposed to place a tax of 1 per cent on the net earnings 
of all insurance companies. tut I will discuss that 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am not claiming that there tax im- 
posed on the policyholder. There a tax imposed on the 
company which collects an advanced payment out of the policy- 
holder and returns to him at the end of the fiscal year that ad- 
vanced payment. It belongs to the individual and not to the 
company. 

Mr. HULL. The amount of the dividend returned to the 
policyholder has been represented to come out of the surplus 
of the company, but in any event it would not be reduced any 


is 


later on. 
is a 


is 
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for any purpose, taxing or otherwise, and it was so held with 
ré to an attempt to assess them for income tax. In view 
small amount involved, with the fact that 
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does neces- 
view ol 
the pres 


‘e exempted 


Sarily 
’ a ¢ 
ne MPilis Ce Ul 

how ili 


Col 


mipt 


's aSs 


line 


This is a cons 


l 


together 
of Federal judges 
States to assume this tax rather than provoke an 
undertaking to impose it now, should we even have thé power 
to do so. 

Paragraph D provides for three kinds of return of income for 
taxation: 

First. Return of an individual for himself. 

Second. The return of a guardian, executor, and so forth, for 
the person for whom he acts. 

Third. The return of any person or corporation for a taxable 
individual upon whose income such person or corporation is 
required to withhold and pay tax to the Government. 

As I indiented a few minutes ago, while Engtand collects 
about two-thirds to three-fourths of her entire $200,000,000 


ninety-ninth of | probably in the neigh! 


| the full 


} taxable 


of 1 per 


es Lie 
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: The gentleman 

pays the tax, and wl 

lends from the company would 

dividends as part of his income. 
Mr. HULL. Of the normal tax. 

Mr. MADDEN. But the surtax he will be requi 
Mr. HULL. As to the additional tax, every indi 
personal returns of all of 
porate or otherwise. 
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his income from every 


Deducting 
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holder. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I undertook to state a 
the method of computing his income for the purpose ot! 
ditional tax, and I would prefer not 
now, if the gentleman will pardon me. 

This paragraph also directs the exemption of $4.0 
individual taxpayer. The exemption of $4.000 was 
nuimber of reasons. In the first place. as already st 
people with incomes below $4,000 pay the principal 
only of our tariff taxes, but of the State and local | 
there is no injustice in requiring those with higher i 
bear the amount of taxes this bill would 

ption of this amount made it possible to omit 
ductions which are allowed in other ¢ 
would be allowed here, with a lower exenm 
certain amount for premiums paid on life 
allowances to a person with a large family, or to a 
indigent relatives, and so forth. 
In other countries that have $200, and in most ce: 
0 exemption, their laws provide these special « 
in a law that allows $4,000 exemption it is not 
mention these it penditures specifically. 

Furthermore, like any new tax law, it will be necessary 
people to become acquainted with the proposed law and 
become adjusted to the country before extend 

abatements, deductions, exeniptions, 
extent which in all respects would make it as co 
should later be made. It w f ] 


to go over 


impose ; 


muntries, 
pti 
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insur: 
porting 
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the Treasury regulations will Gussify the character 
and the persons or corporations in all cases where rev 
required to be made for another and the tax with! 
As I have inaicated. the tax will only be th 
at the source of annual income which is fixed l 
and is derived from yearly transactions or ce 
ness connections or relatiouships extending through the 
This will largely embrace income from interest, rent, 
ries, dividends not being included in return of ine 
purpose of the normal tax. All other classes of income : 
during the year will be embraced in a personal returm 
taxpayer. The work of administering the proposed lav 
done by the Internal-Revenne Department. In moking 
the taxpayer, or the person or corporation making ret 
him, will pursue very much the same course practiced v 
spect to the assessment of State or local taxes. The I 


it 
cient at present 
features of a 


made to write into it the comprehensi 


is fe countries, 


source. 
or det 


| Revenue Department will send blank return to each pers 
| posed to have net income over $4.000 and to each person « 


pany through whose hands a like sized income is supp 
pass. Should such taxpayer be overlooked it would be bis « 
as in the case of State taxes, to request a blank retur 
execute and file with the district collector of the 
which the taxpayer resides. A person or corporation req 

to withhold tax and make return for another only returns 
income in his or its hands and makes no inquiry as to 0! 
income of the taxpayer. the latter being a matter between [the 
taxpayer and the Government. Al! returns shall be made an 
filed by March 1 next and subsequent to December 31. The 
tax accrues to the Government after December 31, and th 


distr 








: hinery for its assessment and collection extending over 

months is only one means of getting the tux into the 
Preasury : : Pe : 

Paragraph E prescribes the time and manner of paying the 


fox as computed upon each of the three returns heretofore de- 
: ed. Any persen or corporation required to withhold and 
ra taxable person would not withhold any tax until the 


payments exceeded $4,000, except where the same is de- 
»ived from interest on corporate or United States bonds; neither 
\ i the tax upon incomes from net earnings of corporations 


‘ et to like tax be withheld. No part of the tax im- 
ij on corporations is stopped at the source. In many 
the taxable person will receive income from _ sev- 

‘ sources at which the tax will be withheld, and, in order 
one of the persons or corporations so withholding may | 


‘stand that the taxpayer shall be allowed his $4,000 ex 
‘ on thereon, the taxpayer is required to claim the same by 
affidavit to that effect within 30 days next before return 
» made for him. The other persons or corporations like 
ithholding tax upon the income of the taxpayer 
d understand, in the absence of such claim for exemption 


wise W 


sume 


that when the income exceeded $4.000 per annum they would 
n the taxes due without including any exemption. In cases 
where tax is stopped at the source, as I have described, if the tax - 


has deductions fer expenses, interest, taxes, and so forth, 
\ h be desires to have the benefit of, he may file the same with 
lieetor of the district in which he resides if he has other 
e exceeding those deductions, otherwise he would be obliged 
me either with the collector of the district in which 


»> the s 


ome is returned by another for him and the tax with 
or with the person or corporation whose duty it is thus to 


return for him. 
i “eC LWwo 


This will be optional with the taxpayer. 

latter methods would bring entire income and 

for deductions together in the hands of the district col 

* so that when the same reached the office of the Commis 

er of Internal Revenue for assessment all the facts pertain- 
the same would be together. 

rhe first provise in paragraph E requires the tax to be with 

income derived from interest upon corporate and 

States bonds and other indebtedness, even though the 

e does net exceed $4,000. This is the only available means 

‘ ollecting taxes from this source of income. The interest 

on most corporate bonds is represented by coupons payable to | 


hie 
illS 


eid trom 


Tveit 
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Any holder of those coupons, no matter how large the 
it, could easily divide them into amounts under the ex 
n of $4,000 and send them through different sources for 
or otherwise dispose of them that when they 
reached the corporation owing the same no appreciable tax could 
probably be collected therefrom. 


tio so 


he latter part of the proviso I have mentioned simply con- 


tains a provisiou of the English law designed to intercept the 
tax from income of a taxable person derived from the dividends 
1 the stock or interest upon the bonds of foreign corporations 
dving business in foreign countries, the same being payable | 
de of the United States. This provision likewise relates to 
rest on bonds of foreign countries payable outside of the | 
Lnited States. 

Paragraph G imposes a like normal tax upon the net profits, 
gains, or income of corporations without exemption. The pro 
visions and administrative machinery of the present corporation 
tax law are. in the main, reenacted. However, the language | 
mposing the tax is made more comprehensive so as to em- | 

| corporations and joint-stock companies or associations, 
whether or not having capital stock. A large number of cor 


ons 


that should be subject 
the present corporation-tax law. 


cor 


to tax have escaped under 
The dividends received by one 
oration from the stock of another corporation are not ex 


( ted from the tax. This provision was based upon the poliey 
that if a corporation desires to hold stock in another corpora- 
t with all the corporate and business advantages arising | 
therefrom, it should not object to paying taxes accordingly. 
l pon this ground no provision is made for exemptions to indi- 
Vid 


‘al taxpayers deriving income from corporate earnings. 
Labor, agricultural, charitable, ard cther organizations and | 
‘tetles exempt under the present corporation-tax law are 
kewise exempt from taxation under the proposed mensure. 
Mutual savings banks not having capital stock represented by 
shares would also be exempt. 

With respect*to mutual fire insurance companies, a slight 
relaxation of the corporation-tax law as construed by the Treas- 
ury Department is made in the proposed bill. It is represented | 
that factory mutnal fire insurance companies require a premium | 
deposit of from ten to twenty times as great as experience shows | 
would be needed to pay the fire losses and all their expenses ! 


Ss 
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of the year. This presents a different state of facts from th 


relating to mutuai insurance companies who seek exemption, 
| in effect, from the operation of the propesed income tax 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that time does nog permit me to go 
further into the details of this measure 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman vield for a 


question ? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Suppose one has an income of $5,000 from either 
dividends or interest payable by corporations, and that that is 
his entire income, made up, say from one company, $ 
from another, $700 from another, $800 from anothe: 


Soo 4H) 


and on up 


enough to make $5,000. How does he get his exemptior 
$4,000 and in which company? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will reeall tha! 
where a taxpayer's income is derived in small amounts at di! 
| ferent times from different sources he makes a personal return 
of it as a whole. If he receives an annual income from one 
source exceeding $4,000 the tax upon the excess over 34.000 
is withheld at the source and paid, except as to the interest 
on the bonds of corporations I want to Say with respect to 
the difference between the amount of taxes paid by a person 
whose income is derived from other tl*in corporate sout 
there is some little distinction. 


The stockholder in the corporation who receives $100,000 in 


come as dividends would pay $40 more than a bondholder or 
person whose income was derived from any other source. Tha 
is due to the fact that where individuals prefer to invest their 
wealth in corporations as stockholders, se far as this normal 
tax is coneerned, with all the business and corporate advan 
tages accruing to them, under this system ef requiring the 
corporation to pay a tax for ts stockholders upon all the 


entire net earnings before dividends are declared, they are no 


permitted their exemption That makes a difference of $40 in 
incomes up to $20,000,000, or any other amount derived, on 
the one hand, from dividends upon stocks, and upon the other 
from any other seurce., 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps I did not make myself quite clear. 
Where the income from interest coupons, say, from different 
corporations, makes an income of $5,000, is not the person 
entitled to the exemption of $4,000, or only pay the income 
tax on $1,000? 

Mr. HULL. Except where it lerived from dividends 

Mr. MANN. Well, I Say interest: it is not derived from 
dividends: the person is then entitled to pay tax only upon 
$1,000 of that income? 

Mr. HULL. That is true 

Mr. MANN Yet the corporation is required to deduct the 
tax from the amount paid as interest. Now, how does the man 
get his exemption of $4,000? 

Mr. HULL. He would make claim for his exemption to f 
district collector in the event the sources of his intere 
many and were situated in different localities and no one s 
exceeded $4,000 le would bring it in those few instan 
like the y do in hundreds of thousands of instances in in ! 
where, as a rule, he makes his application to the collecto 
for an abatement of the assessment or a refund of whatevel 
amount of taxes might be paid 

Mr. MANN If he makes the application, is there authorif; 
for him to make application for a refund and then for Ul 
Government to pay him back the income tax as to the 54,0007 

Mr. HULL. Ali the authority of the present interna! 
is given the taxpayer for remedies und <elief, bot) to co 
tions or abatement of the assessment or ar 1 of thet 

Mr. MANN. It is not an abatement of an assess nt a 
question ef paying back a refund to a man wi has been paid 
by somebody and which he is entitled not te lLuave charged oO 
him. 

Mr. HULL. The taxpayer would have all the remedies a 
| the gentleman from Illinois, of course, is entirely familiar wil 
| the numerous remedies of the taxpayer with respeet to remedy) 
ing uny incorrect assessment or to secure a refund of 


of taxes that have 
Iam 


been paid. 


Mr. MANN. aware of this fact, that it lift 


is a very dilfi 
thing to obtain a refund of the amount of internal-reveniu 
which have been paid in many cases, as the gentleman will 


readily recall by an examination of the Private Calendar of the 
House. However, I suppose the:e can be a remedy applied and 
in the case named that woukl require the Government to make 
an investigation 2s to how much bad been paid in each instance 
by each corpors interest to this per 

Mr. HULL. ‘The taxpayer would simply file his elaim for 
$4,000 exemption. He could also file his claim for a deduction, 
should he desire such. In any event he could file bis claim fas 
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this exemption along with verified facts as to the amount of 

tuxiuble income on which the tax was withheld at the source. 
Mr. MANN. Very true; but his tax has been paid by the 

corporation. He files a statement or claim to have that re- 


funded to him, Certainly the Government would not admit that 


statement as true without investigation. Now, is the Govern- | 
ment provided under the bill with means or ability to go to the | 
source of the payment of the tax in each instance and ascer- | 


tain whether or not the corporation has paid for this individual? 


Mr. HULL. I think the fullest opportunity is given to the | 


taxpayer in every case to secure redress and to secure whatever 
amount of exemption or deduction he might claim. In this 
instance he could have the assessment abated. As I stated 
in the beginning, it will be, of course, utterly impossible to take 
up the thousands of business conditions of ‘his country and off 
hand apply the most expeditious method of dealing with then 
and apply this law to them, but, like any other tax law, the 


regulations of the Treasury Department will be prepared so as, | 
without injustice, to :-.eet and apply the law to the business 


conditions as they exist in such innumerable forms. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. I will. 

Mr. HARDY. In connection with the question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mappen], I do not know as I understand 
the workings of the bill, and I am asking simply for informa- 
tion. As I understand it, if you have a number of dividends 
from corporations which pay 1 per ceat at the source, amount- 
ing to, say, in six different dividends, to $5,000, all of which 
paid 1 per cent when the corporation paid taxes on their income 
before the dividend is turned over to the stockholder, as I under- 
stand the bill, in that case there would be no rebate, The party 
would receive $5,000 income. 

Mr. HULL. That is true. The gentleman from Illinois was 
discussing interest derived from corporate bonds. 

Mr. HARDY. I thought he had reference to income and divi- 
dends., 

Mr. BATHRICK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL, I will. 

Mr. BATHRICK. On page 139, the second proviso, line 8, it 
seems to exempt the incomes derived from dividends upon stocks 
und corporations which have paid the corporate tax. Is that 
true? 


Mr. HULL. That relates to the 1 per cent normal tax. which 
applies to corporations as a separate taxable entity, just as it 
applies to individuals; and when the tax is first paid by the | 


corporation on its net earnings, then the stockholder who is to 
receive a dividend out of the earnings that have paid the tax 
would not duplicate the tax by paying it again. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Suppose in this income tax there is a tax 
on incomes of over $4,000; when it arrives at $20,000 there is 
a bigher tax, is there not? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Suppose there is an income derived by 
some person in excess of $20,000, which I believe is where the 
tax increases, is it not? 

Mr. HULL. That is where the additional tax first applies. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Suppose he has an income of $25,000, 
$30,000, $40,000, or $50,000 from dividends, does not he pay 
under the graduated rising tax? 


Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. As I have stated, the law undertakes | 


to assemble in the hands of every individual who receives an | : - ie 
; : ’ | nected with the islands. The Hawaiian Islands, already 


/an income-tax law of their own, would naturally lot 


income exceeding $20,000 from every source, corporate or other- 
wise, the amount of his income, and fastens this additional 
graduated tax upon him. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Notwithstanding the corporation has paid 
1 per cent on the $4,000? 

Mr. HULL. There is no relationship between the normal tax 
of 1 per cent and this graduated tax. It is simply added for 
the purpose of graduation. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel that I would impose on the committee 
by consuming the time that it would be necessary to dispose- 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. I will. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman was discussing the matter 
of income at the source. The gentleman will remember in the 
case of a bond issue of a corporation doing a commercial busi- 
ness, or a railroad, the bonds issued are not payable to any par- 
ticular party, but payable to bearer, and the interest generally 
paid at the stated periods, say every six months, represented by 
coupons which are cut off at the interest-paying period. Now, 
you can not compel the railroad company or corporation to pay 
the income at the source of all the people who own these bonds. 
Now, the railroad company which issues the bonds, or the manu- 
facturing company which issues them and puts them on the 
market, does not keep any list of those who own them. They 
pass from hand to hand like a dollar bill or a hundred dollar 


bill. In other words, they pass current. Now, how 
railroad or other obligators of the bond to know what 1M 


| they are to take the income from? The coupon is cut of 


carried by the owner of it to the bank and deposited, ang 4) 
coupons are generally payable in New York, Chicago, or 
places. How is the obligator in the bond or the Govern, 
determine whether that particular man has paid the tax , 
due to pay the tax under this bill? 

Mr. HULL. As I stated awhile ago, unless the actual , 
of the bond presented the coupons for payment himself. 
should be done for him, the company would withhold t}, 
for the reason that so long as these negotiable instry 
are in general circulation it is utterly impossible, as | 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BArTLetTtT] will agree: 
reach them for taxation in any other manner. These 
are not taxable income, but capital, when they pass to 
owners and from the bondholder. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Unless a man swears to a falsehood 
ean reach him. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I have pointed to the fact before that j 
you depended on the individual taxpayers, as we do in the 
States, to get returns of our concealed personality, it wo 
amount to only about $1 in $10, as a rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then there may be a case arising w! 
the tax due upon one particular security will be two or t 
times paid. A man may pay it and present it to the } 
and it may pass from hand to hand, and each one of tly 
sons to whom it passes may have paid it except the last 
The obligor of the bond will hold it at the source for the 
who last presents it, whereas the Government will get 
honest man’s return of it who makes the return and pays the 
tax on it; and if this last man is a dishonest man and tries to 
evade the tax, the Government will get it from the source o 
and from the honest people every time. So that it looks to: 
as if it will depreciate the value of these securities ver) 
on the market—the manner the gentleman has suggest 
collecting the tax at the source. 

Mr. HULL. In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, this met] 
is not only feasible, but it is the only feasible method of «i 
with this situation as it relates to corporate indebtedness 
it is far more simple and far more expeditious than any 
method in use in other countries. The corporation ow! 
bonds would only retain the tax once. The coupons are 1 
income in the hands of the bondholder, but no subseque 


| chaser could claim any exemption or deductions with res) 


them, because they then become principal. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tenness 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. Perhaps the gentleman explained it \ 
was out, but I do not know. Why were not the H 
Islands included—citizens of the Hawaiian Islands? ‘| 
zens of Porto Rico and of the Philippine Islands are i! 
but not the citizens of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. HULL. In the first place they have an income 
their own, and this bill simply extends the tax to the Pl 
Islands and Porto Rico for their exclusive benefit and { 
Of course, they become the beneficiaries of the revenue « 
This was done, as I understood, at the request of ofli 


another one embraced in the bill. 

Mr. COOPER. But there are a number of States 
Union that have income-tax laws. 

Mr. HULL. I know; but I understood the question 4) 
to these insular possessions that do not occupy the cates 
States. 

Mr. MADDEN. Would there be any difference in fa 
tween a State and the insular possessions? If the citiz 
a State pay an income tax as citizens of the State, and sire | 
required to pay an income tax as citizens of the United s 
in addition, is that any different from the case of citizens © 
Hawaiian Islands being obliged to pay an income tax in !! 
and then to pay also an income tax as citizens of the | 
States? 

Mr. HULL. I do not think that question arises in the | 

Mr. MADDEN. It discriminates against the people 0! 
States in favor of the people of Hawaii. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen\ 
man yield to me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. I do. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I simply wanted to state | 
the gentleman, in reply to the statement of the gentleman fr! 
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S Mr. Coorrr)], who spoke of Hawaii as an insu! 
that Hawaii is a Territory of the United State nd 
( a. % uld be treated on the same basis as th s é 
inion. 
SHIECRLEY Mr. Chairman, if e ¢ f I 
\ permit 
{AIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Te 2e vield? 
(ULL. Certainly. 
[ERLEY. I would like to ask the gentlema 
matter which might have been discussed during my 
If that is so, I do not ask the ge! , 1 to repeat it 
re is a provision requiring a lessee to make returns of 
instances where the amount paid by the lessee would 
excess of $4,000, as I reeall it, and the lessor is en l 
exemption only in case he has filed with the le é 
wing his entire income from all sources, and that 
ade a part of the return to be made by the lessee to 
: rnment. Now, if I am correct in my statement of 
e law provides, I want to ask the gentleman wh he 
y as to the disadvantage to the « n of be thus 
‘ elled to make public, not to the Govert it, but through 
his entire private affairs touching his income, and 


th’? 
Mr. HULL. I 


ires, SO thal 


st 
i 


standit 


rmer 


misunder 


tried to explain that at a f 
there can be 
a taxpayer receives an of 
corporation. The tax withheld by 
d to the Government, or to be paid to 


ilo) 
$10,000 from 
the 
he 


nose income 


is 


corporation 


Government 


x return snd assessment. This taxpayer has $5,000 of 
derived from other scattering sources. He has $2,500 


ductions, expenses of his business, interest on his indebt 


of « 
edness, and taxes paid to the State. He wants the benefit of 
deductions. Now, he can do one of three things under 
circumstances. He can file a return of his own with the 
dist collector in the district where he resides, containing 


will be 
S3.000 


$3,000 income and the $2,500 deduction, and that 
dis d of in the usual way. But if his deductions were 
! income on which the tax was withheld at the 
e was only $2,500, then he would not have evough it 
from which to subtract his deductions. So 
t he is obliged to consolidate them at some point between 
1 the internal revenue collector’s office where the tax 
‘onsolidate it with his aggregate income. In tht 
would send to the district collector, where the return 
corporation on the $10,000. He need 
It to send to 
j 1 


not 
come 


that source 


Se seq 


hi 
ade for him by the 
not go to the corporation. is optional with him 


eclnimed 


( strict collector the return of the $3,000 deduction ilk 
d the $2,500 income. Then the $10,000 income would be re 
turned for him to this same collector by the corperation, and 
they would merge in the office of the collector and go up to 
gether to the internal revenue commissioner's effice, as I have 
1, with all the attendant facts and be assessed upon the 


le facts. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


_ pose al 


Let me if I understand the gentleman. 
nan has an income from three pieces of property, and 
It is the duty of the 
send it in the 


see 


h instance he gets $5,000 income. 


to hold out the tax, is it not, and to 
lector? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The lessor gets his exemption of $4,000 


rouch 


only in the event that he gives to the lessee information 


his entire income, 
Mr. HULL. I beg the gentleman's pardon. That is not at 


correct. 
Mr. SHERLEY. That is what I want to find out. 
Mr. HULL. The taxpayer is given the fullest discretion in 
inaiking claims for deductions—to file the same either with ft! 


his tax, as he 


district collector or with the person who returns h 
imed at the 


e 


The $4,000 exemption alone would be cl: 


sees fit. 
source. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Let me ask you some questions. Suppose he 
does not give notice to the lessee at all. Is it made the duty 
of the lessee in each instance to hold out the tax and pay it to 
the Government? Is that true? 

Mr. HULL. After it reaches $4,000 he would hold out the 
enure tax. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand. Now, I have stated a simple 
case, where a man owns three pieces of property. He 
each of those three, and his income from each is $5,000. Now. 
he dees not give notice to the lessee. Is it not the duty of the 
lessee to hold out the tax of 1 per cent in each instance and pay 
it to the Government? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
exemption ? 


leases 


That being so, how does the lessee get his 
Is there a provision whereby the Government re- 
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tions with exemptions I re is one statutory 4 ) exe 
that must b Liu 1 of tl ‘ iw » withl ! I LX 
source in ca where one’s taxes are pnid at 1 i 
deductions for expenses, lo and so forth, w 1 the 
man seems to hay n ! I left ) ‘ 
claimed to t dis é ( f | he ! er, t 
the person or corporation withholding his tax a 


| his income 


Mr. SHI 
» the 


RLEY 
turn te | 
its : 
Mr. HULL. No tax has been collected up to tl t 


source ? 


gentleman seems to rete Th on for the purpose ¢ 

ssment, and, as stated awhile ago, be t 27 re 
office of that collect rhey t 1 go up to the oa if ti 
ternal-revenue co owl assesses ft] tnx. / 
sum due, and then sends of amount due to those wl 
duty it is to pay the tax. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The g eman does not state what | 
derstand to be the requiren ts of law The law s Lys ih: 


lessee or corporation shall withhold and shall pay Now 
actually pay the tax to the Government. What I w 
know is whether there is any method whereby if a man doc 
desire to make a disclosure of his deductions he is entitled 
to 2 private individual—is there any method by which the Go 
ernment can repay to him the excess tax that hus bee ( 


lected at the source? 


Mr. HULL. The gentleman’s question that 


sumes 


payer is obliged to disclose sor hing relating to his busine 
to some other individual, which is entirely inaccurate. It 
optional with him. 

Mr. SHERLEY. All right. Suppose he does not do it to 


aii wv 


individual, but does it to the Government; the tax has 
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paid at the source. What I want to know is what provision is | 
there whereby the Government, getting the information di- | 
rectly, can return the deductions, can repay the excess collected | 
at the source? 
Mr. HULL. In the first place, the tax has not been paid at 
all at this stage. This results merely in an assessment of the 
tax, a preliminary stage occurring some time before the tax 
would necessarily be paid. It relates the determination of 
the amount of the tax. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then, am I correct in assuming that the | 
gentleman implies that, these deductions coming to the knowl- | 
edge of the Government, it shall then be the duty of the Govern- 
meut to inform the lessee in the particular case cited that the 
man is entitled to certain deductions? 

Mr. HULL! ; that is, in the that the Gov- 
ernment would notify him of the amount of the tax, which would 
show that deductions had been allowed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And that, therefore, he, the lessee, is to pay | 
to the Government only a certain proportion of the tax? 

Mr. HULL. They would send back to the lessee, to take the 
geutleman’s case, along with the statement of his own taxes, the 
amount the assessment on the return he had made for this 
other person. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But do they give to the lessee knowledge of 
deductions that the entitled to, to enable the 
lessee to pay a less tax than he would ordinarily pay for the 
1: and if so, where is the provision in the law for it? 

Mr. HULL. I am sorry that I can not make myself clear to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not want to embarrass the gentleman. 

Mr. HULL. There is no embarrassment whatever. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not asking for the purpose of trying | 
to confuse the gentleman or tricking him, but this matter has 
been discussed considerably in the press. It is a very important 
tion in that unless provision is made by which the excess 
of tax can be refunded, not collected at the source, an 
individual may have to disclose his entire private concerns to 
nnother idual. 

Mr. HULL. 
plainiy in the alternatis as 
Mr. SHERLIcY hat 

lized, in one 


to 


To be sure sense 


of 


lessor is so as 


les 


que 


or 


indi 
law, as the gentleman read it there, is as | 
it can be made. 

ll right; but does not 


is all 1 
,1¢ i . 
alternative, by 


rhe 


the man 
his | 


re 
i 


rebate 
Mr. HUL 

his rebate or de¢ 

there. 
Mr 


enalized, tuking not getting 
L.. The sole purpose of that provision is to give him | 
luciion. Otherwise the provision would not be | 
MADDEN. Mr. 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. MADDEN. I was wondering if there ought not to be 
sone means by which the individual who the income 
should be permitted to pay his own tax in the case of property | 
rent. Why should a lessee be authorized to pay taxes for you 
i. lessor? 
r. HULL. 
States. 


Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


receives 


as i 
M 


Many 


That is, in effect, a practice even now in a great 
The tax imposed upon -individuals is also paid 
by some other person, in the case of the tax shares of 
banks for its shareholders. I believe that is the law in the 
gentleman’s State. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
which there are 


as on 


building in 
rat Say, 
t How 
the tax 


me cite this case. I own a 
The income from t 
$6,000 a year. 1 do not undertake to say what 
would the tenants in that case be authorized to pay 
on the revenue that I was to receive from the building? 

Mr. HULL. No person is to withhold the tax for another 
unless he owes that person exceeding $4,000 arising from an 
annual transaction. 

Mr. MADDEN. Owes him $4,000; but the rule is that where 
2 man a building or a piece of property he gets his in- 
come monthly, and it is not at all likely that any person leasing | 
a building would owe $4,000 at the end of any fiscal year. 

Mr. HULL. Then a personal return would be made if the 
annual rental should be less than $4,000. If the rent, based on 
a yearly contract, should in the aggregate amount to over $4,000, 
even though payable at shorter periods, the lessor would begin 
to withhold the tax whenever the amount paid exceeds $4,000. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I have re- 
ceived, and I presume every other Member has received, more 
or less complaints—criticisms—of the bill so far as it affects 
insurance companies—life insurance companies, mutual fire in- 
surance companies, and so forth—and the criticisms are based, 
as I understand it, upon the provision in H. R, No. 10, and 
I understand that in the pending bill there have been some 


Let 
5O tenants. l is, 
it is. 


lenses 
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| to this entire insurance controversy as best I can. 


} nan perhaps did not quite understand my question. | 
| ing under the apprehension that the provision which the 


|} make the language a little clearer, and the language 
| enough to prevent the companies from shifting these e 
| from one category to another if they should be inclined t 


| sible, to ascertain whether the change bad met 
| criticism, so that the criticism no longer lies. 


| dividends and annuities. 
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changes made. Will the gentleman state to what ext, 
bill as it is now before the House differs from the proyj 
the bill No. 10? 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will oblige the gentle) 
alth 
feel I am imposing very much on the committee. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman. the 


man has just been discussing in the pending bill h: 
changed in some respect from what it is in House bill \, 

Mr. HULL. It proposes simply to impose a tax on 
earnings of insurance companies without permitting th) 


| have deductions for these dividends, which they declar 
| ally to policy holders, in computing their net income. \ 
| the construction that has been placed on this law by Ux 


ernment during the last few years. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I understand, but T \ 


| the gentleman again, Is the pending bill the same in thi 
| as the bill H. R. 10? 


Hus there been some change”? 


Mr. The only change is that we have attem 


HULL. 


is 


and in that way escape the tax. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Whatever criticism 
made has been on the provision in H. R. 10. Now, the 
bill having modified that to some extent, I was desirou 
any 
In oth: 
I am anxious to know in just what respect the provisi: 
pending bill differs from the way the provision ap 


| H. R. 10. 


Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman it is simply 


| whether the company shall pay the tax on their a 


earnings without making deductions as they have clai 
tofore in this controversy. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? In 
may be able to write clearly, I want to see if I can 
condensed form. As I understand, the gentleman doe 


ord 


| this bill levies any tax on the proceeds on death pay 


policies? 
Mr. HULL. 
Mr. HARDY. 


That is expressly stated. 

And in no case it exempts no tax 
On that portion, the deat! 
and annuities, the experts shall determine. So de 
are placed on the same basis as other taxes? 

Mr. HULL, There is no tax proposed, exce 
earnings of insurance companies—— 

Mr. HARDY. I understand that many insurance 
are in the nature of an investment, and if there is ai 
that earning is taxed. 

Mr. HULL. That is true. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL. I will. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I understand the gentleman to 
amount that is paid in case of an emergency by mut 
insurance companies is returned to the policy holder 
not taxed in this bill? 

Mr. HULL. That is taken care of—— 

Mr. TRIBBLE. In the present bill. 
wanted to know. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As I understand, there no dis 
made between the so-called mutual companies and the 
making insurance companies? 

Mr. HULL. No. They are taxed on their net earning 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. I do not understand t! 
question, either by the gentleman from South Dakota 
BurkKE] or the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy], dis 
fully what was sought to be brought out. My underst 
was that the criticism of H. R. 10 before the caucus 
that it seemed a tax was levied upon an insurance po 
paid during the life of the holder and upon the benefi 
a policy, after death, and that in the caucus the languice 
straightened out so as to show clearly that no tax was 
upon the beneficiary of a policy or upon the amount paid. + 
as on a 20-year policy, but that the net earnings of the 
pany or any other net earnings were continued to be t 
under the bill? That is my understanding. 

Mr. HULL. That is substantially as it is. 
man—— 

Mr. PHELAN. Is there any provision in the case of 
insurance companies whereby what is directly an overcharse 
shall not be taxed when it is returned to the policy holder: 


tu 


DE on 


That the 


is 


is 


Now, Mr. Ch 
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| 
| 
| 


\f HULL. I will say to the gentleman of course it is 
rly impossible to write provisions in a general law that 
; d specifically apply and govern every phase of the hun- 
of thousands of different kinds of business transactions 
» country. 1 would say, however, that companies have 
| paving dividends, according to their own admission, out | 
ual profits, in sums far greater than any kind of premium 
‘ vs. If the companies persist in mixing the smaller amount 
‘ romium savings in these undisputed profits, then no distine 
t s made. 
\ir. PHELAN. That is what I meant. There is nothing 
\ : would prevent a life insurance company from figuring 


: strictly an overcharge when they make their premium, 
d deducting that, and not including that in their entire net 
There is nothing to prohibit that in this bill? 
\ir. HULL. Well, to the extent that excess of premiums are 
eollected and blended with profits, the same rule would apply 
» tax. 
Mr. ROGERS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. RCGERS. 
B, on page 184, correctly, it defines that income as including 
s, profits, and incomes, among other things, from sales and 
dealings in property. Now suppose a man should buy 100 shares 
company and 100 shares in another company, and at 
. end of the fiseal year he should find one of that block had 
e up 20 points and the other had gone down 20 points, do | 
ierstand he would have to pay on the profit he had made 
hout receiving any benefit on the loss he had sustained? 
Mr. HULL. Where he is conducting two separate businesses, 
- where he is conducting one business consisting of different 
branches, he would deduct from his aggregate profits the losses 
t were incident to the business out of which the profits 


s 


one 


Mr. ROGERS. Here, for example, we have a man investing 
n the securities of two entirely distinct companies, one of which 


goes up in value and the other goes down. I can not read in the 


w anything that takes care of the man and gives him 
set-off on the securities on which he has been at a dis 


advantage, 

Mr. HULL. If sought to explain that situatio. briefly a while 
Of course it is impossible to take up all the different and 
countless illustrations that any gentleman might suggest and 
dis} of them in short order. But I undertook to say that 
the losses and the expenses that are ordinarily considered relate 
to those growing out of the particular business which secures to 
the individual his income, or from which his income is derived. 

course any loss foreign to that, or any expense entirely 
different from that, would not be considered as a part of his 
trading loss. 

Mr. ROGERS. 


se 


ty 


Does the gentleman think that in the case I 


} 


have put there would be an allowance for the deficit which 
individual had sustained in the less fortunate security? 
Mr. HULL. The gentleman means in case of a broker who 


s, or just an individual not regularly in the business? 
'r. ROGERS. No. Suppose the gentleman or myself or 
anybody should invest in 100 shares of one security and in 100 
res of another security and one goes up and the other goes 
down. Under the act, unquestionably, other things being sufli- 
tly high, he has to pay an income tax on the fortunate 

rity. 
Mr. HULL. 


of t 


\l 


Yes; if he is simply making a casual investment 
iat kind now and then, or here and there, I think he would 
rt his gains for taxable purposes, and probably would be 
wed for his loss. It would not be a trade loss, but set off 
nst the particular gain from the other stock transaction. 
Mr. ROGERS. That might, of course, be a very important 
matter for a man who was doing a good deal of buying and 
Selling in the stock market in a perfectly proper way, not as 
operator or speculator, but as a man who buys when an 
rtunity presents and sells when he sees another oppor- 
timity. 
Mr. HULL. The question would arise whether he is making 
‘ta business, There are ample adjudications as to all these 
ls of transactions, which will make it easy, I think, for the 
‘retary of the Treasury to make the taxpayers acquainted 
With their exact application and relation to the tax. 

Mr. MANN. Another question occurs to me right there, if 
the gentleman will permit. Perhaps the gentleman can answer. 
I do not criticize him if he ean not. Suppose a man bought a 
Turns tee some years ago for a small price and sells it 
ae oan _ after this bill takes effect, or even this year 
entities iis bill takes effect. Does he have to account for the 

‘Ure profits as income based upon the original cost, although 
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rep 


+} 


] 
i 


- 





ols 


the property last year may have been worth as much as he 
sells it for this year? 

Mr. HULL. Of course that raises a very broad field cf 
consideration. The laws have been construed heretofore to 


the effect that the taxpayer is expected to return the profits that 


accrued to him during the calendar year or the taxable ye 
Profits on the sales of property which was purchased in con 
nection with the business which a man is carrying o 

year to year would be reported for taxation for the year of their 
accrual, such as any regular trade or business, even though 
the property was purchased during the preceding years As to 
abstract or occasional cases, such as the gentleman sugge: 
apart from that class that I have described, sometimes each 
one might depend upon its own state of facts. But at any rate 


the entire profits that accrue during the year in connection 


| with trade or commerce or business regularly carried on from 


If I understand the provision of paragraph | 


EL 
a ee 


year to year, no matter when the property was purchased, would 
be reported. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can readily sce 
tion is certain to arise in many cases. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. I may say to the gentleman that at 
ent, as the corporation-tax laws are enforced, if a man bought 
some property, it may have been 10 years ago, for $10.000 and 
sells it for $20,000 now, he would return the average annua! 
increase for one year, which would be $1,000, as a part of his 


that that que 


pres 
i 


annual profits for this year. Now, it was not attempted to get 
into the field of unearned increment in this measure, and if 
you go too far along that line you will get into it. 

Mr. MANN. Are you not in it now? That is what I am 


getting at. Are you not in it if you have to make return on the 
property or increment, with no further distinction? 


Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman frankly that it has 
been held, in construing all these laws that I have observed, 
that unless the unearned increment is expressly made income 
it is not considered income in any sense of the word, but simply 
increase of value or capital. 

Mr. MANN. Very true; but your bill specifically provides, 
as I recall it, that you are to treat as income profits on the sale 
or use of real estate. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I know; but profits on the sale arise from 


the differences between what it costs you and what you sell 


for. That is the measure of the profit. 

Mr. HULL. That would not necessarily raise the other 
question. It would in some cases and would not in others 

Mr. MANN. What I really wanted to get at was not that, 
but whether it would relate back so as to cover all profit. Sup 


pose a man bought property many years ago which probably 


last year was worth as much as it is this year. He sells it this 
year. What are his profits? How does he arrive at what | 
profits are? 

Mr. HULL. My judgment would be that as to an oceasional 
purchase of real estate not by a dealer or one making the buy 
ing and selling a business this bill would only apply to profits 
on sales where the land was purchased and sold during the same 


year. 


Mr. MANN. I hope that statement will remain in the Recor 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire before closing to allude to 
the merits of the proposed tax of 1 per cent per annum upon the 
net profits of insurance companies. I presume that most of the 
Members of this House are policyholders. I may say that I 
and doubtless every Member of this House, feel 1 t kine 
toward the policyholders of this country, and feel no prejudice 
against the insurance companies. In disposing of th 5 
of the proposed tax I am satisfied no Member | tl i st 
desire to even remotely do injustice or injury to any « y 
or policyholder. 

I recall when the income-tax law of 1894 was enacted these 
companies came down here and stirred up a great deal of iti 

i 


ment and excited the policyholders and procured their ex 
emption; but after the matter was fully understood by the coun 
try it was the occasion of about the most severe 1 
was to the bill. Now, some of the companies 
alarming circulars to the stockholders, which 


t1 
have sent « 


ism there 


are cal ed 


impress upon them that they are about to be outraged a 
some other respect seriously injured by some of the pi 

to be found somewhere in the pending measure. As 4 mittel 
of fact, there is no tax, as I said, upon the proceeds of life 


insurance policies paid at the death of another. There is no 
tax imposed upon any individual with respect to the return 
of any sum or amount invested in insurance as a_ busi- 
ness proposition during his life. Of course, if there should 
be actual earnings coming back to him along with a re 
turn of a portion of the investment, as in case of an 








o14 


annuity, 
know 


for 


edge of 


instance, then as determined by the expert 
the actuary it would constitute actual earn- 
ings such as would arise from the interest on a promissory note 


on a loan, and the individual would be expected to keep that 


in mind as a part of his taxable income, if the company had 
not already paid the tax. As to the third proposition, I ex- 
plained that the $4,000 exemption which is granted, three 
times as much as that of any other country, allows for an 


item of expenditure such as premium payments without men- 
tioning them separately; and, finally, the mutual insurance 
companies desire to have themselves entirely exempted as to 
their net earnings from the 1 per cent normal tax imposed upon 
corporations. Now, when this corporation-tax law was enacted 
four years ago it was drafted by a very skillful hand; its chief 
author was -eported to have been Attorney General Wickersham, 
a gentleman who had intimate knowledge of the nature and 
character of the business of these insurance companies and of 
the different classes and kinds of net earnings and accumula- 
tions that arise during the year; and it was expressly provided 
in that law that insurance companies, mutual or otherwise, 
should not be permitted, in computing their net income, to make 
deductions for dividends paid to policyholders The word 
“ dividends” was expressly and definitely inserted there upon 
the broad ground of public policy and of justice; that when 
insurance companies pay dividends out of the accumulations of 
the character that these companies have they should pay the 
tax of 1 per cent imposed on all corporations; but they come 
in and say that that should be stricken out; that whenever they 
declare a dividend to the policyholder it is simply a return of 
the premium savings and constitutes in no sense net earnings in 
the way of interest savings or in the way of excess of the mortu- 
ary fund or from the other sources from which actual accumu- 
lations or profits arise. 

When the corporation-tax act had 
the insurance companies acquiesced in 


just, others obj 


gone into effect, some of 
this insurance clause 
cted to paying the full amount of the tax. 
Treasury decision No. 1743, which I will publish at the end of 


my remarks, shows that hearings were had covering a period 
of almost six months, during which almost all the companies 
affected were heard in person or by brief. After a full con- 
siderstion of the facts the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 


reached the conclusion that these companies had made it a rule 
of their business during past years, through their literature, 
advertisements. agents, and solicitors, to represent to the public 
whose business they solicited, that each policyholder at stated 
periods shall be entitled to a dividend out of the surplus of 
the company; that the amount of the dividend was generally 
made the most prominent feature of their advertisements and 
solicitations for business; that their policy contracts designated 
such amounts paid as dividends; and that in their sworn re- 
to the States the word “dividend” in its ordinary com- 
mercial sense was to all intents and purposes always used. 
it is clear from these recited facts, as found by the depart- 
ment, and which have not been denied to my knowledge, 
that the term “dividend” as thus used by the insurance com- 
panies had long existed in the insurance world as embodying 
this term in its broad commercial sense. It was known that 
at times, at least, some companies had heretofore permitted 
profits to accumulate permanently to a large extent in the 
hands of the companies, For the first time, however, when 
they came to offer objections to the payment of the corporation 
tax, these companies, or most of them, undertook to disclaim 
or rather to deny the accuracy, not to say truthfulness, of all 
the representations they had been making to the public, as I 
have deseribed. If these companies had from the beginning 
represented to the public whose business they solicited that 
they would collect excessive amounts as premiums and would 
return such premium overcharges to the policyholders from 
time to time, instead of representing that they would pay 
dividends out of profits, then both Congress and the country 
would have better understood the real nature of their busi- 
ness. 

The companies now ask Congress to say to the country what 
they refused to say for themselves until recently and long 
after this tax was enacted in 1909, viz, that they only make 
returns of premium savings to their policyholders growing 
out of excessive charges on premiums. However, there are 
various sources of earnings with respect to insurance companies; 
they derive savings from the amount set apart for expense 
ef conducting the business; they derive a considerable sum 
from excess of the mortuary fund, as I understand; gains or 
savings from lapses and surrenders is another source of profit; 
excess of interest earnings is still another. It is generally 
understoed that the premiums assessed upon policyholders are 
based upon an assumption of mortality, which is about 30 


ports 
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per cent less than actually oecurs; nevertheless the fy1) 

is collected, so that the excess goes to profit aceum| 

less returned. Again, it is assumed that the com, 

only earn from 3 per cent to 34 per cent upon the resery, 

in fact they earn far more than this amount, as 
by interest rates in their reperts to the different s; 
one can question the justice of a nominal tax upon these . 
of accumulated profits, which are in excess of curren 
Of course the companies can blend the earnings [ | 
scribed with premium overcharges and then insist that 
should be laid. I do not pretend, as none except an ; 
would pretend, to be well versed in all the intricacies 
insurance business; however, by reason of profits derived 
the sources I have mentioned many companies have mad: 
prising showings. One hundred thousand dollars of stoc! 
Equitable Co., of New York, has sold for $3,000,000. 
assets amounting to more than $400,000.000. One-hundre. 
lar shares of stock in the Aetna Life are reported to be 
more than $10,000; $100 shares of Metropolitan Life, § 
$100 shares of the Prudential, $17,000. Several compani 
assets amounting to $500,000,000 or $600,000.000. Se) 
these large concerns, with their huge aggregations of 1 
are among the most powerful factors in the financi: 
Yet, enjoying, as they do, the protection of the Govern 

ing permitted, as they are, to amass these enormous :: 

tions of property, and to hand it or its equivalent do 
generation to generation under the management of a fey 
viduals, loud complaint is offered when the General Go 


is 


proposes a nominal tax of 1 per cent per annum upon their net 
profits. ; 
The entire amount of tax involved is perhaps not 


$1,000,000. Even if the companies could and should 
down to the policyholder, it would amount to only 15 to 20 
cents each. Hundreds of thousands of circular letter 

been scattered all over the country with a view to array 
policyholders against the proposed tax and the effect of 

is to prejudice them most unjustly against the entire income tax 
proposed. One of these circulars complains at the “ hea 
den of taxation now borne by the policyholders”; the 
then gives the amount of taxes paid by the company 
the past five years, which is an average of $1,171.63: | 
would amount to about one-fifth of 1 per cent. But 
the companies pay this tax to the States? Why have not y 
procured their exemption from State taxation, as they are vow 
proposing, with respect to this nominal Federal tax? I hive 
yet to hear of any suggestion that the States should exempt 
them. My judgment is that the accumulations of these 
panies, which arise from savings in expenses, savings 

tality, savings from lapses and surrenders, and pro! 
excess interest earnings, when considered in the aggre: 
clearly of such a character as to merit the payment of 

posed tax. But when it is proposed to impose the 
question of premium overcharges is now brought up ! - 
cussion. It would seem that the interest of the po r 
would be better served by leaving with him substan! ’ 
amount of this sum overcharged as premiums, in view 

fact that many of the companies are able to pay divi 
amounting to several millions, which amount was deri 

the sources of gain I have described. If the companies wou 

the question of premium assessments and overcharges s 
within a category to themselves and not mix and confuse | 
with the profits derived from the sources I have enun 

I think it would then be possible for the law to deal wit! 


one without affecting the other. It would seem that mi! r 
most of the companies are in a position to declare a dividend 10 
the strict commercial sense, and I should say that the 

now construe the language of this bill so that if the so I 
“dividends” are actual premium overcharges no tax W i 


apply, so that the tax would only go to profits of other ! 
While the mutual companies seek entire exemption and 
trovert the views I offer, yet I can see no theory of fair ( 
upon which the tax is unjust, or would reduce the dividend ot 
increase the premium of any policyholder. Everybody wil! seek 
exemption if we exempt these huge corporations owning se i 
billion dollars of assets. : 
Now, Mr. Chairman, apologizing to the committee for tle 
length of time I have used, I want to say in my judgment! Us 
is simply—— : 
Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? . 
Mr. HULL. Pardon me, but I want to conclude my remars* 
Permit me to say, in conclusion, that laws similar to the ‘n- 
come tax proposed in this bill have operated and are now oper 
ing successfully and satisfactorily in a large number of - 
stances throughout the world. There is no reason why its ad- 
ministration should not be even more successful in this country. 








1915. 


\merican people will experience a saving from tariff reduc- 

which the proposed income tax makes possible, immeas- 

-reater than the amount of the tax. The America. peo- 

derstard the nature of this tax, and by their recent action 
own their desire for its enactment into law. 

ew of the experience of other countries, it is confidently 

adjusted to the country and understood by the people 

ersal judgment will be that it equals in its satisfactory 

n and excels in its justice, flexibility, and productiveness 

x law on the statute books. [Applause on the Democratic 


APPENDIX A. 
(T. D. 1743.) 
Special cacise tar on corporations. 


; declared by insurance companies are the dividends referred to 
tion 38, act of August 1909, not being deductible from 
and when such dividends are applied to the payment 
wal premiums, to shorten the endowment or premium-paying 
to purchase paid-up additions and annuities, ete., they must 
ded in and accounted for as income. 


TREASURY 


v0, as 


ncome, 


DEPARTMENT, 


OrFICceE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C December 16, 1911. 
S Section 838 of the act of August 5, 1909, provides that every 
company now or hereafter organized under the laws of the 
States, or of any State or Territory of the United States, or 


acts of Congress applicable to Alaska or the District of 


( i, or now or hereafter organized under the laws of any foreign 
and engaged in business in any State or ‘Territory of the 
States or in Alaska or in the District of Columbia, shall be 


pay annually a special excise tax with respect to the carry 
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that when the measure now pending becomes a law and | 


or doing business by such insurance company equivalent to 

1 py ent upon the entire net income over and above $5,000 re- | 
it from all sources during such year. The act referred to | 

that such net income shall be ascertained by deducting from 

ome received within the year from all sources (first) all the 

and necessary expenses actually paid within the year out of 


in the 

ng all 
ade as a 

-e (second) 

pensated by 


maintenance and operation of its business and 
charges, such as rentals or franchise payments, 
condition to the continued use or possession 
all losses actually sustained within the year and 
insurance or otherwise, including a reasonabl 
for depreciation of property, if any. and, in the « of 
companies, the sums other than dividends paid within the 
policy and annuity contracts, etc. 


In the administration of this law the questions of what was meant 


properties, 


re quired 


ase 
nee 





ise of the word “dividend” and the status of dividends de- 

i by insurance companies have arisen. These questions have 
iving most careful consideration in this office for the past 

ths. Many hearings have been had on this subject, at which 

} peared officers and counsel representing nearly all of the in 
companies interested. In addition to elaborate arguments, 

er of briefs have been filed and this office has on its own 


made careful and painstaking investigations. 
d to final analysis, the contentions of the various companies 


elly two: 

That dividends declared by mutual and participating com 
are not dividends in the c.mmercial sense of the word, but are 
refunds to the policyholder of a portion of the overcharge 
d from such policyholder at the time the annual premium of 


f icy contract is collected, which overcharge is merely held in trust 
{ ympany issuing the policy, and annually or at stated periods 
vortion thereof, is returned to the person holding the policy. 








\ reful consideration of the language used by Congress on this 
a consideration of the provisions in the policy contracts 
to dividends: the statements of the insurance companies to 

t cyholders; the statements made by the insurance companies 
public generally through their authorized advertisements, their 
ire, and by their agents; and the sworn reports of the insur 

panies made to the various State authorities show that this 
ntion is untenable. 


anguage in the various policies differs a little, but the contract 
out specifically that the policy shall entitle the holder 
or at stated periods to a dividend which shall be the distribu- 


1 of the policy in the surplus of the company, the amount 
{ f ing fixed by the board of directors or in some other desig- 
nated method. 

In t authorized literature sent out by each of the various com 
es the amount of the dividend is in general made the most 
nent feature, and, as is a matter of common knowledge of 

every person who has reached the age of maturity, each and every 


e agents of these companies presents a mass of alleged facts 


1 ¢f 


1 figures showing the financial benefits to be derived by taking 
in any given company on account of its large annual sur- 


plus and the dividend to be declared on the policy as a result thereof. 
in fact, In the current magazines, street car advertisements, etc., 
confronted with allegations set forth in attractive type of 
vidends earned and declared on the policies of one or another 
‘se companies, 
In all of the policy contracts and in the literature and represen- 
tions of the agents and officers of the respective companies the 
nts thus paid to the policyholder are designated dividends, are 
eated as dividends so far as appears both by the companies and 
policyholders receiving them, and an examination of the sworn 
8 furnished by these insurance companies to the various State 
i cers discloses the fact that these amounts are still called dividends 
ind treated as dividends, and in the face of these facts it becomes an 
sibility for this office to rule that such dividends should be con- 
; ‘ under any other designation or that the amounts so paid should 
be deductible from gross income in making the returns of annual net 


It was vig 
companies, 
policy 
and 





' 


orously contended by counsel, representing certain of these 
that it was necessary at the outset to disregard entirely the 
; contracts, the published literature, the representations of officers 
agents, the sworn returns to State authorities, and to consider the 


of | 
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proposition only after these items had | ( is t ! 
the exigencies of busine and I 

it Was necessary in ord to st ! I we to ny ‘ 
pective policyholder of the d that t 
mercial necessity had resulted in the « r 

tions of facts as to dividends to th pros i ' 
insurance, and that names and design l 

meaning in the commer | world ad wi W 

to prospective policyholders, had been ad ed to 

which they now hold are entirely different from tt 

and represents and from that which tl licyl 

he was receiving, and that business necessities had 

of these misnomers It was represented that, in 

dividends, but merely a refund of overcharges, which 

stated, were usually referred to as dividends. 

It appears, however, from the investigations of tl t 
that in many cases the earnings of the companies fr 
ment and holdings are nearly, if not quit is la 
which are annually distributed as dividends, and wt t 1 
that the dividends in whole or in part ght be dist f 
miums rather than from these earnings, it I 1 
separation of sources of income is made for tl | i 
the funds available for dividends The insured is 
fund, but a participation in the surplus or profits i ! t 
plea that the dividend declared is a refund of a 
mium heretofore paid, rather than a distribution « { 
of a company derived from all sources, does not a 

It does not appear, therefore, that the facts w rant tl i ' 
of the counsel that dividends are refunds of prem 
on the contrary, it appears that most of the compani ral t 
to declare a dividend which will confo™m to the « il d i 
of dividends urged by counsel as the correct definitior 

The langua of Congress relative to deductions f1 inco I 
as follows ‘And in the case of insurance *compan t I i 
than dividends paid within the year on policy and annuity cont ca 
and there is no clearer or more reasonable rule ef ynstruet t n 
that every clause or word of a law should be presumed to ha been 
intended to have some force and effect 

When all the facts are borne in mind and it is remer ed that ich 
facts were all before Congress at che time the speci lanvua wig 
adopted that an insurance company should be entitled to dedu 
sums other than dividends paid within the yeur on | ‘ ind 
contracts and the net additions, if any, required | In to | made 
within the year to reserve funds,” it is clear that by dividend ( 
gress had in mind the same thing that the insurance compat tl 
selves have been designating as dividends, and that ther h div 
dends are dividends in the commercial sense or not tl constitute w t 
Congress specifical!y prohibited from being deducted 

Second ‘he second contention, and the one most vigorously advanced 
by many of the companies, is that granting that dividends | 1 to 
policyholders in cash are dividends within the intent of the t 
when such dividends are applied to (a) the payment of n 
miums; (b) applied to shorten the endow! it or 1 } 
period; (c) applied to purchase paid-up additions ar 
are not dividends but refunds applied as stated rhe 
the company does not actually receive the money ar t { 
therefore to be taken up in the inco ccount but that \ to 
provisions of local statutes over which they ! control t 
forced against their will to take up these itet 1 tl ledger a $ 
and on their sworn statements as income, 

A careful consideration would appear to show the « iplete f V 
of this contention. it is not disputed that when the d dend ! 
have been declared and the ratable distribution determined by t! 
constituted authority of the company, the title to the itabi ; 
thereby vested in the policyholder. Such beir the fact, the com ly 
is thereafter the mere custodian of the am of divid it 
clared and agrees as agent to make disposition of such amount in 
cordance with the direction of the owner thereof rh i per 

t in the policy contracts, and the disposition of the divid i 
ined solely by the clection of the policyholder elf 

The insurance company declares a dividend and the policy cont 
gives the insured, in whose favor the dividend Is dé red, the 
direction of its disposal. He may direct that i i to him in ist 
or he may direct its disposal as hereinbefore the co 
which acts as the agent of the policyholder ‘ t d ! i 
as he may direct The dividend having been regulat deel 1 
amound belonging to each policyholder is entirely within his « ol in 
accordance with the terms of his contract, and he ma ind must d t 
its disposal as stated. For purpose of illustration ype a 
holder elects to direct the disposition of his dividend to the pa I 
ment of his next renewal premium, 

The company contends that such an election on the part of tl 
policy holder is a rebate on the part of the company) When 
sider, however, that the title to this dividend has already vested in t! 
policy holder, it would appear that there is no abat nt of premium, 
but that the policy holder who pays a continuing nt ly im 
remits to the company a certain portion of that premium in ea id 
directs that the company take the amount of dividend due and payable 
to him and add it to the amount remitted in « in payment of the 
premium then due to the company. The policy contracts of ¢ ‘ 
panies themselves, the receipts for premium payments, and the 
transaction appear to establish this beyond any question 

The contention that the company does not receive the amount of 
money belonging to the policy holder which ts in the physical p 
sion of the company, and which the policy holder dirs to i n 
and added to the amount which he remits and thus pay his pr 
liability, is, moreover, not acceptable as an accounting proposition 

Nor can this office concur in the proposition that the cor I 
at the direction of the owner of a sum of money in its « tod { 
such sum and make a part payment on an obligation therew id 
then contend that out of its liberality it has abated a portior t 
obligation exactly equal to the amount of money in it 
applied at the direction of the policy holder 

The second and third allegations as to disposition of dividend 
declared fall indentically within the reasons set fort and a further 
detailed discussion thereof does not appear nee It ay irs 
clear, therefore, that under the language of the |! the dividend 
excepted from deductions are the amounts disbursed annually by the 
various companies as dividends, and that after the dividends are on: 
declared, and by the direction of the policy holder are transferred back 


to the company for the purpose of paying premiums, purchasing addi 
tional insurance, or shortening the term of insurance, the amoun rf 
dividends so retransferred to the company constitutes income in every 


sense identically as though the actual cash was paid therefor, and such 




















iter Ww ? o treated ted for The contention of the 
in nee « ani that t ccounts and sworn statements 
nty 1 incorrect item of dividends can not be 
a 
‘ iin decisions of State court ppear to nd color to the position 
by t various compani« It should be bort in mind, how- 
at the various statutes construed or referred to in these de- 
‘ differ both in language and intent from the statute now under 
ion, and without raising t question as to t extent to 
\ j t e various State decisions ar bindir it is « r from a care- 
onsideration thereof that t do not furnish a sa ruide to follow 
etermining the intent of Congré as evidenced | the language 
now under consideration 
Che variot agents will, therefore, continue to make up the returns 
the ledger accounts of the insurance companics, recommend dis- 
illo ne of any deduction claimed on account of dividends, and report 
i of income all dividends declared by insurance companies and 
I | to tl nsurance companies by direction of t ner thereof, 
( » the the phwsical pos ion of suc dividends have con- 
t | the company 
he 1 tier f amortization of bonds has already be the subject of 
n cial ruling rhe various items of depreciation claims and of cer 
tain q i relative to re I ar not sufficiently general for a 
» | hereon, and ch questions will, for tt present, be 
i thie t of individual consideration. 
Respectfull RoyaL FE. Car , 
( nissioner, 
Mr. J W ml 
Internal nue A ut, Ne York 
APPENDIX B 
‘ psis of Paragraphs A to G relating to the tax upon individuals 
oF per ONS 
INCOME TAX—I’ERSONAL 
INCOMES COVERED 
Those of all citizens of the United States residing at home or abroad, 
The f all persons residing in the United States although not citi- 
zer the f 
All net incomes from property owned and from every business, trade, 
( rofe 1 carried on in the United States by persons residing else 
V re 
KO Ar sy 
One per cent per annum upon the amount of net income over $4,000. 
IWITIONAL TAX, 
One per cent per annum upon the total amount of net income from 
all ul er S20.000 and ne over $50,000 per annum 
wo per cent per annum upon the amount of net income over $50,000 
and not over $100,000 
Thre per cent per annum upon the amount of net inc over 
£100,000 
NET INCOME INCLID! 
Al ins, profits, and income derived from salaries, wages, or com- 
I tion for personal services of any kind and however paid. 
| 1s or ation 
I; ! trade, or commerce, 
Sales or dealings in property, real or personal, growing out of the 
ownership or use of, or interest in property, real or personal. 
Interest, rent, dividends, or securities, 
Transaction of any lawful business carried on for gain profit. 
Gains or profits or income derived from any source \ er. 
Income, but not the value, of property acquired by be levise, or 
d nt. 
DEDUCTIONS ALLOWED. 
Necessary expenses actually incurred in carrying on any business. 
All interest accrued and payable within the vear on indebtedness. 
All national, State, county, school, and municipal taxes 
Losses actually sustained during the year, not compensated by in- 
surance or otherwise, arising from fire, storm, or shipwreck. 
Debts actually ascertained to be worthless, and charged off during 
the year 
A reasonable allowance for the exhaustion or wear and tear of 
property arising out of its use or employment in busines 
\ll income the tax upon which has been paid at the source. 
Amounts received as dividends upon the stock of any corporation, 
etc., which is taxed upon its net income. 
DEDUCTIONS NOT ALLOWED. 
All personal, living. or family expenses. 
Taxes a ssed against local benefits. 
All expense of restoring property or making good the exhaustion 
thereof, for which an allowance has been made 
Amoufits paid for new buildings, permanent improvements, or better- 
me! made to increase the value of any property or estate. 


EXEMPTIONS. 


Interest upon the obligations of a State or any political subdivision 


Interest upon the cbligations of the United States the principal and 


interest of whith are now exempt from Federal taxation. 

! ( pensation of the present President during the term for 
w! he has been elected. 

The compensation of the judges of the Supreme and inferior courts of 


the United States now in office 
The compensation of all officers and employees of a State or any 
political subdivision thereof. 
AMOUNT OF INCOMRP EXEMPT. 


Four thousand dollars shal! be deducted from the net annual income, 
as above ascertained, of each person 

Only one deduction of $4,000 shall 
come of all members of a family. 


FAMILY CONSISTS OF. 


One or both parents and one or more minor children, or of husband 
and wife. 


© 


be made from the a 


EXCEPTIONS. 

A wife living permanently apart from her husband. 

Guardians are allowed to make deductions in favor of each and 
every ward when same are not comprised in one family having joint 
property interests 

TIME OF GOING INTO EFFECT. 

The tax shall be computed upon the remainder of the said net income 

for the year ending December 31, and for each calendar year thereafter. 
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RETURN OF 


INCOME. 





A true and 


accurate return of all net incomes of $2 500 
shal! be made under oath or affirmation. 
It must be made to the collector of Internal revenue for ¢ 
which said person resides or has his principal piace of | 
United States. 


FORM 


OF RETURN, 
The form shall be prescribed 1 


d by the Commissioner of Inter 


with the approval the Secretary of the Treasury 

Shall set forth specifically the gross amount of income 
rate sources. From this total shall be deducted the ag 
expenses and allowances above authorized. 

i OF RETURN, 

The return must be made on or before March 1, 1914 

fore March 1 of each year thereafter. 
PEI NS REQUIRED 10 MAK®P RETURD 

1, Each taxable person of lawful age, for himself 

2. Guardian trustees, executor shall make and rend 
of the net income, coming into their custody or con - 
for whom they act 

3. All person firms, companies, copartnerships, corp 


having the control, receipt, disposal, or payment of fixed or 


annual vain profits, or income of another person subject ft 


from an annual bnsiness relationship, shall in behalf o 
son render a separate and distinct return for each pers 
the normal tax is paid at the source. 


EXCEPTIONS TO RETURNS. 


No return of income not exceeding $2.500 is required 

Persons liable for the normal tax only on their own 
account shall not be required to make returns of the in 
from dividends on capital stock of corporations taxable 


incomes, 
DUTY OF THE COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENU! 
The collector or deputy shall require each list to be ver 
or affirmation of the party rendering it. 


The collector may increase the amount of any return if he |! 
to believe that the same is understated 
No such increase shat] be made except after due n 





party and upon proof of the amount understated 





In case of disagreement between the collector and the 
son, such person may submit the case with papers and 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

ASSESSMENTS. 
All persons all be notified of the amount for whic! 


spectively liable, on or before June 1 of each year. 

NEGLECTED, FRAUDULENT, OR FALSE RETURNS 
of neglect or refusal to make returns, or in ca 
false returns, upoa the discovery within three y« 
is due, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
himself. 


In 
lent or 
return 
return 


case 


shall 


TIME OF PAYMENT. 

Said regniar assessments shall be paid on or before thé 
June each year. 

Assessments made by the Commissioner of Internal Reve 


able upon notification. 
PENALTY FOR DELAYED PAYMENTS. 
On sums due and unpaid after June 30, or for 10 days aft ’ 


|} and demand thereof by the collector, there shall be added 5 


| 


ggregate In- | 


the amount of “tax unpaid and interest at the 
month from the time the same became due. 


rate of 1 | 


EXCEPTIONS, 
Incomes from the estates of insane, deceased, or insolvent 


COLLECTION AT THE SOURCE. 
All persons, firms, companies, etc., including lessees or t f 
real or personal property, trustees acting in any trust capa: 
tors, etc., employers and all officers and employees of the | 
having control, receipt, custody, disposal, or payment of int 
salaries, wages, premiums, annuities, compensation, r : 


emoluments, or other fixed or determinable annual gains, 
income of another person exceeding $4,000 for any taxable y« ) 
are required to make and render a return in behalf of an } 
hereby authorized and required to deduct and withhold su 
tax and pay it to the United States official authorized to 
same. 
EXCEPTION. 
Incomes from the dividends the or from 


on capital stock 


ings of a corporation, etc., subject to the normal tax are ! ; 
included in the above. 
LIABILITY. 

Each of the persons, firms, etc., above enumerated are he: 3 
personally liable for such tax. 

BENEFIT OF EXEMPTION. 

Where the income tax of a person is paid at the source, t! t 
of the $4,000 exemption shal! not be allowed unless there 
filed, not less than 30 days prior to the day on which the ret . 
with the person or concern required to make such payment 
the source, an affidavit claiming the benefit of such exemption ‘ 

When a taxable person's tax is paid at the source, if he J 
deduction for losses, expense of business, etc., he may eithe: ' 
together with return of any other income upon which the tax | 
withheld ai the source, either with the collector, or with the ‘ 
corporation witholding his tax, as the taxpayer may choose. 
INDIVIDUAL INCOMES NOT EXCEEDING $4,000 PER ANNUM TO BE 1 I 

THE SOURCE. 

Incomes derived from interest on bonds, mortgages, or other 
edvess of corporations, joint-stock companies or associations, 1 
companies. L 

Securities of the United States not now exempt from taxation 

Incomes composed of coupons, checks, or bills of exchan for ¢ n= 


part payment of interest or dividends upon stock or obligation 
eign corporations, etc., engaged in business in foreign countries. 
Interest upon bonds of foreign countries. ; 
Foreign mortgages or like obligations not payable in the 
States. 


United 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS. 
nerson shall be released from liability for this tax. 
rn is made and his tax paid at the source, no person 
ed to make a return himself unless he has other net 
! tion of the $4,000 shall be made in case of any person. 
NEGLECT TO MAKE RETURN FOR PERSONAL TAX. 
.. rporati te., Hable to make a return for a personal | 
r D tir to make such return shall be Mable to a 
not xceeding $500. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I understood that the 


n from New York desired to yield some time. 


PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
A SON |. 
a’ UNDERWOOD. With the understanding that after that 
1 r will have an opportunity to even up the time. Gentle- 
‘' : that side of the House are several hours ahead of this 
MANN. I submit to the gentleman in that connection, 


Chair will pardon me, that so far this side of the House 
has used the time very largely from half past 4 o’clock on, 


=: sometimes not the most favorable part of the day in| 


\ h to secure the attention of Members, especially when events 
‘ place such as have been taking place outside the 
Hous 


for several days past. While this side of the House is 
| in point of time, I think the gentlemaa from Alabama, 
with bis usual fairness, will perceive that the time ought to be 


scattered somewhat in the division. 
UNDERWOOD. I am proposing to accomplish just ex- 


actly what the gentleman from Illinois suggests. I am yielding 

t ow the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] to speak | 

w, | propose to even up the time this afternoon at the very 

time that the gentleman is complaining that his side had to | 
, ' 

MANN. If the gentleman uses the time during those | 

] s, it will be very satisfactory. I do not want to say it 


but we have used all the time between 5 and 8 o’clock 

in the evening. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


I will divide the time. 


M sota [Mr. ANDERSON] has concluded to yield an hour to | 
ge en on the other side? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield all the time on that side. 
The gentlemen there are about three hours ahead of this side, 
with only one-third of the membership to take care of. I will 
ly say that when the gentleman from Minnesota has con- 
cluded I should like to endeavor to get the time evened up on 
tl of the House. If we do not, it will carry it into Mon- 
ad th the balance in my favor, and I want to be fair with 
you and not put you gentlemen in that position. 

Mr. MANN. I hope we will be able to remain here to-night 
until 10 or 11 o’clock, and that gentlemen on both who 


sim] 


7 
side 


Ww 


sides 


desire to address the House will be here. We finished last night 
about 9 o’clock with a very good audience in the House. 
Mr. MURDOCK, And getting better all the time. 


Mr, MANN, 


, t 
0 Lf 


Gentlemen who desired to address the 
to have been here last night, so that 
tinued the session until 11 o’clock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is my desire to run right on up to 
11 o'clock to-night, if the speakers are here to occupy the time. 
Of con if they are not, we will have to adjourn. 

Mr. MURDOCK. We have been having each day an hour and 


House 
1] 
we could have con- 


se 


10 minutes, and we have lived up to our contract. 

Mr. PAYNE. An hour and 12 minutes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. An hour and 12 minutes, then. We are 
not willing that any arrangement should be made which would 


crowd us out, inasmuch as we have been here right along and 
have occupied the time which has been given us. 


Mr. PAYNE. I hope this will not be taken out of the time of | 


the gentleman from Alabama. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair is assuming that this colloquy 


is proceeding by unanimous consent and it is not being charged 
to anybody. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before yielding to the gentle- 


man from Minnesota I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri | 


(Mr. Dyer], 


_Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, in view of the elections of last 
November and the fact that we have a Democratic Congress 
and a Democratic President there is no doubt in my mind but 
that this Democratic tariff bill will become a law. The Demo- 

They 


ratie Party can not escape its enactment if they would. 
e been waging a campaign of misrepresentation for so many 


ha 


years as regards the tariff and have been proclaiming from 
every housetop that if they were given the power they would 
change the tariff laws and reduce the tigh cost of living. 
Course, any of the Democrats who have been preaching this 


Is it the purpose after the gentleman from | 


Of | 
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| doctrine did not believe it. Others, either because they w 

| not fully informed or on x int of their long advocacy of 

| false doctrine, had really come to believe that if they we 

| given the authority they could change the tarifi WS 8O as ft 
greatly benefit the American people. Many of 1 listinguished 

| Democrats throughout the Nation have ad ted tariff refor 

i turiff re ( or whatever tl y y hs . 1 fit te 

| because of their desire to get into oilice. 

| great principle of protection to the America { I l 

American workmen was Re wn doctrine, hence they had 
advocate the opposite of that in order to get an ji ‘ 

Continual agitation of this question in and out of Cor 

| coupled with the split in the Republican Party at t! 

| tion, has gi ‘en to the Democratic Party the oppomunity 

| power to revise the tariff. There is no way by which | 

|} tlemen of that side can escape that responsibility now y 

| must pass such a bill as the Democratic Committee on W 

|} and Means has presented to the House. You have said 1 

| years and years that you could pass a bet t i law th tl] 


teP ti 
Through the action, or r: 


|} Payne law, which is now in force. 
| the inaction, of the American 





people last election 

have that chance. Nothing that I can do and nothing that 
Republicans in this House can do will prevent you from pa 

| ing, this bill. You have Lad it for two weeks before the De 
| cratic caucus of the House, and they lave given it their 
proval. You have a majority in this Hou of over 100, and 
has been clearly indicated that you will accept no amendments 
| presented by the Repu’ ican minority. The tariff law tha. you 
propose to change is chat of 1.909, known as the Payne law. 
Yor have claimed since its enactment that it was not a revision 
| of the tariff downward; that it was too high, and so forth 
President Taft submitted to the last Congress j 
from the Tariff Board as a result of their ins of 
woolen and the cotton schedules of the tariff, which id rey 


showed that reductions should be made in those schedul 

ecualize the cost of production in foreign countries and in t! 
country. You abolished the Tariff Board by refusin, to 
priate to continue its work, and you have rcfused to create a 
new tariff board to gather information and facts upon which to 
write a tariff bill. I am in favor of revising the t: 


ppl 


riff down 


| ward wherever impartial facts and figures indicate that it 
be done without cheapening the price of American labor 
other words, I believe that the tariff, or the amount collected 
at the customhouses, should be only the difference in what it 


costs to manufacture the articles i. 
countr es, measured by the standard of the wage seale in thi 
and foreign countries. I do not believe that the tariff should 
be made a political question and issue, but that it should be a 
| purel i that a nonpartisan t: riff board should 


this country and in foreign 


scientific 
created by Congress to gather facts and information 


one; 


regard 





the cost of I roduction at home and abroad and that we sl 
only charge at the customhouse that difference. This 
Republican doctrine and it is the American doctrine. It mea: 
America for Americans and protection to our American ind 
tries and workingmen against the cheap coolie and Hindu 
labor of foreign lands. It is true that the Payne law is 
| correct in every particular at this time, and that the tarifi 
should be lowered in some instances and raised in some to mee 
changed and existing conditions fhe woolen schedule and 

| cotton schedule are too high in some particulars, and if t 
Congress had followed the information gathered by the ‘I 

| Board it would be an easy matter to change these schedules \ 
due regard to what is right and fait I believe that it i 
improper to write a new tariff bill every time a change ij vl 
in the political complexion of Congress and the White H 

but that these changes should be made in tl schedules from 
time to time as facts warrant. You gentlemen on the other sid 


of this Chamber have proceeded to slaughter many of 
| American industries, due to your ideas of writing a free-ti 
and tariff-for-revenue law. You have had to admit, ho 

| that many of your arguments and statements on the po 

| stump and otherwise as regards the Payne tariff law are u 
| On page 451 of the majority report, which is dt 

the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Ce 

| you cite the official records from the T1 ury Dep 

which show that the Payne law is a revision downward 
| Your report shows that the average ad em duty \ 
imports in 1908, the last year of the Di! v, W < 
per cent, and that in 1912, under ¢ P ‘ w, it was 1 
ver cent. This is a reduction of - ! it on the Di 

| ad valorem rates. In addition t e facts, from your own 
| report submitted in connection th this bill, further proof i 
| had in two letters read in fl hh » three days ago by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GaArpNer}, and which | 


herewith insert in my remarks as a further evidence and proof 
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| 
that you have been deceiving the American people upon this | 
tariff question during the last four years, at least, and I hope | 
that the American people will themselves give more study to | 
the tariff question and learn for themselves what for their 
best interests and not continue to take the advice and be misled 
by a lot of agitators and seekers for public office. The letters 
referred to are as follows: 


is 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, March 17, 1913. 
A. T. GARDNER, 

House of Representatives 

the honor to aeknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
requesting information to certain computations 
made by the Treasury Department in 1910, showing a comparison of 
the duties collected under the tariff act of 1909 with those that would 
have been collected on the same importations under the tariff act of 
LSO7 

You state that ex-Congressman E. J. Hill, of Connecticut, made the 
assertion in a speech that the computation showed that the importations 
considered actually paid into the Treasury under the Payne law (a 
reduction of 6.4 per cent) $11,178,162.02 less than they would have | 
paid if no change of law had been made. You request to be informed 
as to the following points: 

lirst. Is the above difference correctly stated? 

Second. What were the months covered by the computation? 

Third. What were the aggregate importations covered by 
putation? 

In reply I have to state that: 

First. The figures given are correctly stated, 
yuitations made, which are believed to be correct. 
epresents the net decrease 

Second. The months covered by the computations were the six months 
from October 1, 1909, to March 31, 1910. 

third. The aggregate importations covered by the computations had 
a total value of $804,878,645.46, and these importations consisted of 
all dutiable items, Philippine goods, and items in the free list for the 
period mentioned, with the exception of various items having a total 
value of $2,983,830.97, relative to which the data at hand were in- 
sufficient to form a satisfactory basis for the computation of the duties 
under the act of 1897. 

Respectfully, 


Sin: I 


. have 
the 10th 


instant, 


as 





the com- 


as shown by the com- 


! The amount stated 
1 


J. FP. 


Assistant 


CURTIS, 
Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 1, 1913. 
Rs 
United 


GARDNER 
States House of Represe ntatires. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 19th instant, further in the matter of computations made on im- | 
portations received under the tariff act of 1909 showing a comparison 
ef the duties collected and the duties computed on the same importa- 
tions under the rates of the tariff of 1897. 

You state that you have been informed that such computations have 
made for the period from April 1, 1910, to October 1, 1910, and 
you request information as to the following points: 

lVirst. Whether or not a computation has been made by. the Treasury 
Department for an entire year showing a comparison of the duties col- 

cted under the tariff act of 1909 as compared with the duties that 
would have been collected on the same importations had the tariff act 
of 1897 still been in force? 

Second. Which 12 months were covered by these importations? 

Third. What results appeared 

(a) As to percentage of increase or decrease under the Payne law? 

(hb) As to the inerease or decrease in the total amount collected 
under the Payne taw? 

In reply I have to state that the department did not 
tions for thre 
1911, relative 
as follows: 
First. Yes; 
Second, The 

1911. 
Third, (a) The computations showed a decrease under the Payne law 
of 4.05 per cent. (b) The decrease under the Payne law shown by the | 
computations was found to be $15,056,575.84. 

As in the previous computations, the above figures represent the net 
decrease on the items compared, consisting of the dutiable items, Philip- 
pine goods, and items in the free list according to the importations for 
the period under consideration, except various items relative to which 
the data at hand were insufficient to form a satisfactory basis for a 
computation of the duties under the tariff act of 1897. The percentage | 
of decrease is based on the duties computed under the tariff act of 1897. 

With respect to the last paragraph of your letter, requesting informa- 
tion as to whether there is any printed publication which covers the 
points mentioned, I have to state that the department knows of no 
printed publication covering the points in question, as the computations | 
were prepared in the form of typewritten schedules only during the 
years 1910 and 1911 for the use of the President. 

Respectfully, 


been 


make computa- 
six months mentioned by you, but did for the fiscal year 
to which, in response to your questions, you are advised 


the computation as outlined was made. 
12 months covered were those from July 1, 1910, to June | 





J. F. Curtts, 
Assistant Secretary. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], in refer- 
ring to these two letters in his speech, said: 

They show in practice the Payne law has proved to be a downward 
revision, When it is remembered that the greater part of the increase 
of duty in the Payne law was confined to wines, spirits, silks, per- 
fumery, and other luxuries, it will be at once apparent that there was 
a substantlal downward revision in that part of the tariff law in which 
the average man and woman is particularly interested. 

So, Mr. Chairman, with the Democratic Party in the position 
that they are, on account of the results of the election, and their 
former claims as to being able to write a tariff bill much better 
than the Payne law, we have before us to-day this conglomera- 
tion of imperfections, mistakes, and inaccuracies, prepared with- 
out due regard to the facts and without a reasonable oppor- 
tunity for the industries of the country to be heard. It is very 
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| thus affected, and that under this income-tax provision 


| this country done on the mutual plan would become a )) 


| bushel on oats, but oatmeal you admit free. 


| meal 


| production of these things? 


AY 


RIL 26, 


difficult for one to even understand, much less intelligen; 
cuss, this bill in a single speech. It is claimed that 1) 
is in the interest of the poor man and to reduce the high , 
living, and that you propose in this bill to place taxes 

ing to a person’s wealth. You claim to try to do this 
the income-tax provision. I myself am heartily in fay, 
income tax. The truth is that it was a Republican « 
that submitted the income-tax resolution to the States for 
cation. Yet that provision in the income-tax part of 
which taxes millions of policyholders of mutual life j; 
companies is unjust and not in line with your claim of , 
ing taxation. It is claimed that there are 20,000,000 


i 


will all be taxed, but yet very few of them have an ji), 
as much as $4,000 per annum. Mutual life insurance eo) 
being owned by policyholders, this tax will, of course, ha\ 
paid by the policyholders, and most of them are citize 

little wealth, but who have taken these policies as a prot 
to their families. About 20,000,000 of these good, horn 

zens are hit by this income tax, yet they are paying tly 
share of taxes to the city, State, and Nation otherwise. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop| in 
ing this bill called attention to the fact that it would 
about 425,000 people out of our entire population. As a 
of fact, a tax on the net income of the insurance bus 
tax on several millions of people, a tax levied in violation of : 
principle of the bill and without any regard whatever 
actual income of the people taxed. The Democratic « 
this bill of equalizing taxation does not equalize and \ 
the principle of income taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill also is inconsistent in that 
tax on cattle and sheep coming into this country but 
beef and mutton free. This is a discrimination against 
ducers of our live stock and is in favor of the producers 
tle and sheep in Canada and other foreign countries. 

It is the same way with oats. You put a duty of 10 « 
Here is w 
manufacturers of that product in my district say with 
to it: 

We believe the proposed changes in the tariff as to free oat: 
oats, and oat hulls with a duty on oats is unfair for the fo! 


|; SONS: 


A duty of 10 cents per bushel on oats with rolled oats and 
free would give the Canadian miller an advantage of $1 per 


| would force the independent mills of the United States out of 


The largest manufacturer of rolled oats and oatmeal in | 
States, and in fact in the world, has a large mill in eastern ( 
a second one in the Canadian Northwest about ready to start 
above provisiop in the tariff bill would enable them to still f 
control over the oatmeal business as against smaller Ameri 
facturers having no mills in Canada. 

The Canadian Cereal Co., with headquarters in Toronto, | 
an oatmeal trust, being a combination of about one dozen Car 
millers with plants located at Toronto, Tilsonburg! 
Woodstock, London (Canada), etc., and this combination and t 
mentioned American manufacturer could positively control t! 
trade in the United States. 

We do not ask for protection, but we do ask for equity. 

We ask that oats and the manufactured products theref 


| on a parity. 


If oatmeal, rolled oats, and oat hulls are put on the free list, \ 
for free oats. 

In this bill there is a 10 per cent duty on wheat, | 
admit flour free. This favors the millers of Canada i» | 
jury of those of our own country. 

All through the bill can be found discriminations agai 
American manufacturers and American producers and i! 
of foreign manufacturers and foreign producers. In fa 
claim that this legislation is for the benefit of the consum: 
pray tell me how the consumer will be able to buy pro\ 
and clothing when he is not given an opportunity to work i 
They will all be manufactured «) 
produced abroad with foreign labor. Our people will not 
able to buy the things needed for want of money. Howe 
your bill provides that rags shall be admitted free to this co 
try. I suppose this is in your bill for the reason tha* you ! 
that our workingmen and their families will not be able to 
anything to wear except rags, and you are showing your £ 
spirit at least in this regard. 

Mr. Chairman, I represent a great manufacturing district. 

Last year the freight of St. Louis handled by 26 trunk! 
‘railroads and by river was over 51,340,000 tons. , 

There are approximately 150,000 people employed in the dif- 
ferent factories in my district, and the goods manufactured 
there last year amounted to approximately $350,000,000. - 

Some of its chief products are shoes, street and railway cars, 


buy 


nd 


| automobiles, dry goods, hardware. tobacco, drugs, chemicals, 


patent medicines, ammonia, soaps, perfumes, toilet articles, 
stoves, clothing, machinery, woodenware, and steel bridges. 
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hundred thousand stoves are manufactured there l ha to si nm « n irket w tl foreien manufactur 
lr) ear-building industry amounts to $70,000,000 a | The follow on ! e ; s the tar on artiel 
Drv goods are manufactured to the extent of $75,000,000 | entering into tl ' ! eh nel the pre nt 
‘he hardware houses sell $50,000,000 worth of goods a | and under this | Ww . 
We make 70,000,000 pounds of chewing tobacco in my 
The manufacture of 65,000,000 cigars in my splendid ' 
ves employment to several thousand of our best people. | 
being hard hit by this free-trade bill. The Democratic | - 
declared for the independence of the Philippine | 
: “ ot a . a | Pe 
and this Congress 1s intended to carry out their wishes Br 
law to that effect, yet our labor men must com- | ‘ ‘ 
; : ( 
their cheap labor without any protection. Let me 
protest from the cigar makers’ union of my « 
at they say: ( 
: _ B ; 
( in M UNI {4 » 281, ( 
Jol Ar sory Be », |S" GS lec Sich deieaialans ei 
St, I , Mo., April 18 13. Ni 
( I } ¢ 
, l i Congr il Dist t SI 
15 
Committee on Ways and Means of the H of Re : 
s has reported a bill establishing bsolute fre track 1} y 
nd tebacco and other products with the Philippine Islar ta 
the present law permits 150,000,000 cigars from the Philippine - 
i » be admitted duty fr which in itself is equal to tl ( ~ 
production of 2,500 American cigar makers; and ( j - 
any bill having for its pury tl I door policy, . . gee oe | 
the duty on all « ’ » manufactured in the c a, | 
Islands, ill work hard p on the men a id pn semen ae veer aap } ‘ 
saged at cigar making f elihood and be a decidedly | ; ae nanan nants 
actor in the industry us have devoted almost @] Gra ttt 
we, the members nd Cigar Packers’ i i 
. 44 and 281, of St ing over 1,000 mem- | Sal soda.......... ! 
' W m have lar i rae ! 
1d development of tie 1 the United Stat Chamois skims. ..........cee- | ) 
ter a vigorous protest ent of any law WV i ) 
j tend to destroy th istry ff the United States, I low | 0 ' 
t of which deprives us of a velihood: be it further Ie Nolte il ala tal aici nal a | ( 
f Phat we certainly prot most vigorously of being pitted 
oriental labor, viz, Filipinos. Chinese, Jar et th st ( a ee l j 
t world, and we insist Americar nat our W are | ( le so | l 
1 t first and highest consideration, and in : lance with | ¢ | 5 | Wi 
t we look forward to the Congress of t! United Stat o 124 | 
measure endangering the means of existence of th Na 3 | He il bedsoues ‘ a i lv 
ny yrtion thereof. ! ‘ | d ! 
ng we iy learn your disposition in the above matter. | ‘1 r I ‘ ‘ i 
JOINT CIGAR MAKERS’ UNIONS 44 AND 281 ; AU leat! rl I 
Hy. C, PLASSMEYER | 
PHIL H. MUELL Secretary. | 
Their plea here for a square deal will, however, avail them | , A eT 2 ve no ¢ iS diserit ion 
nothing. This bill is to pass this House without the crossing of = an : net Our Own : , 
a “t” or the dotting of an “i.” : that the shot a 
| greatest fur market in this country is located in St. . : ; : paid ; 
Louis. There is also located the largest brewery in the world < Bede more wan : 
r of its chief products, Budweis 1] Malt-Nutrine, are “ our ! ract , 
: ; od ah ote ; ' . 
known and sold all over the world. The lumber industry in St. sie _ - 
Louis is the greatest in America. wa ware Os Owe o h to pay a 
oo a : : of } ! ' ’ +} 
bill strikes at practically every important industry in 7 MW = ‘ _ 
my district. It strikes at union labor also, and I am satisfied Mi which the fot . eS ¢ 
. . . . : . ‘ha i } ] 
1 k great injury to the people of that splendid city he \ oe 
1) : o— . . . atin ty ¢ ( wl ? hy ‘ © ' 
DP} cally every industry in my district, big and little, are | *****s oi wea aes 
d minated against in this bill in favor of the foreign manu- | W'*© ? ae i - i 
i el When this bill is taken up for amendments I shall | G04” if our | de 
( vor to have necessary changes made that will give to | 6° = : 
1 . e . : ° . . ( » fH { < | t } 
i e industries a fair show in competition with foreign manu there for ab ; _ 
f rers ); our Amel n 
es Mr. C] t (] } ( ( 
l however, of the well-known understanding that this} ,.“**: oy a 
bill is to pass the House as it came from the committee and | *! v “ a 
} r . ‘s 2 fT o¢ t t » | ker ( mt 
from the Democratie caucus, I have little hope of accomplishing | © ; ae } Some il 
anything. I have not the time to go over al! of these industries | ! 7 val —— n the q ' , d 
‘int out wherein they will be injured if this bill becomes a | ‘ oe . 1 ance und ¢ _ 
law. One of the great industries in my district, the boot and | Sever the better, that th y kn a um 
shoe industry, I will, however, take as an example. That fairly the f : ene 3 at ou ro ae 
pplies to the other industries, There are 32 shoe factories in | Mey realize it id un nd t qu ( will we ¢ ' 
} : ” . a> ° : sncee and get > ’ } . ' ha Ai ‘ 
my district and 17 others in neighboring towns owned by the cha ind get the cor y 1 ! i » the ndid I 
: a . . ; s roOsperous rot tive 1} f ti ‘ ib! irty 
St. Louis houses. These 49 factories employ about 20,000 people, | Prosperous = prote : ’ Repub! n Party 
Ol. 4 . : —— . and faleit ra > iM 
Cheir average sale amounts to about $60,000,000 a year. The | Y@euries and falsity of I q V1 ; 
: etrine ill aeain he ! ' els 
Payne law levied an import duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on— | do ; ripe Wil agai ve k any Se ; . Y 
(Sec. 450) boots and shoes made wholly or in chief value of leather mader the administration of ¢ cf Ue verenu 
t from cattle hides and cattle skins of whatever weight of catt! f I am sincerely sorry tl \ in | ( ! 
coat th ge Species, including calf skins— thus, but there is no escape f t i ner { ( 
and an import duty of 15 per cent on— who believe in the policy pl } c 
C.451) boots and shoes made of leather. | gether for the good of the l If ! ( al 
_ The duty of 10 per cent applies in general to men’s shoes; the | vided in the last election, \ ould n lay be facing ; 
Guty of 15 per cent applies to women’s shoes. | disaster that is sure to com n UM ent OF t 
rhis bill puts them on the free list, yet there is a duty on | into law. 
ni st of the supplies which the shoe manufacturers use, which is Mr. Chairman, tl tin l ie ft count when ‘ 
mfair . < . * ' . _— 4 
Unfair to our own manufacturers and gives the advantage to the | American farmer, the Ame I irer, th Ln l 
‘oreign manufacturers. Our manufacturers have to pay a tax | wage earner, and al! Ameée ( th yuntry ; 


on many of the ar 


h ticles used in manufacturing shoes coming | 
iere from foreign countries, and under this proposed law will | 


proud of its history and progress shoi 
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gether. 
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its men and women are the most patriotic and industrious the 
world over. Our country stands for the best that there is in 
the human and industrial life of our Nation. 
in my district, but I will not be one of those to vote for a bill 
that will hinder and retard their progress. The success of the 
farming industry is closely akin to the success of 
turer and the wage earner. The one can not exist and prosper 
without the other. In my district there published the Na- 
tional Farmer and Stock Grower, which goes to thousands of 
farmers throughout the Middle West and the Valley. 
In a recent issue of that paper there appeared the following: 


armer and Stock 
customhouse collecting a reasonable 
farm products and all manufactured 
United States from foreign countries, said duties to 
ipport of the National Government 

fy the tariff policy that we advocate fully 
juired for the support of the National Governu 
the customhouses, besides furnishing the farmer and manufacturer 

very moderate amount of protection to which they are entitled. 
are opposed to the admission of foreign farm products free of duty, 
because admission of such products duty free leads to the 
advantage of the foreign merchant and speculator s increased 
burdens to be imposed on own people. 

Taking the duty off hides has been entirely 
countries and to the detriment of our own 
duty free enabled the formation of a South 
has raised the price three for one, and every 
placed on the free list there is the same result. 
duties received by the United States 
the total that is covered into the United 
$00,000,000 a year, and if not collected that 
lected by direct taxes upon our own productions. The admission 
foreign goods free of duty results in higher prices to the American 
consumer and higher taxation also upon our own products to make up 
the necessary revenues. 

iivery farmer in the United States is taxed by his county and by 
State; he also pays a share of the taxes collected in various ways for 
ihe support of the Federal Government. We believe that in return for 
his support in tax money and in time of necessity for his personal 
services the American citizen is entitled to preference in his home 
market for his own productions from the laws of the Government he 
supports. We believe that the advantages of our own markets belong 
to the citizens of the United States, and that all foreign farm produc- 
tions should pay a duty at the front door as the xis are admitted. 
In times of searcity, caused by drought or other unavoidable influences, 
the foreign farm productions can come in under light duties on a fair 
basis, and in times of abundance the country thrives better without 
them 
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way will have to be col- 


ro 
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outranks all other 
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believe the farmer as a producer 
ufacturer is next, but without the 
turer would have to shut his doors. 
Legislation against the farming interest the height of folly, and 
special discrimination against the farmer is a political crime. Legisla 
tion against the farmer will cause more poverty in the cities than most 
people imagine. The nonproducing so-called consumers in cities will be 
the first to find it out and be the greatest sufferers. 

The above expresses my views fully. I believe, and the Repub- 
lican Party believes, that the farmer, the manufacturer, and the 
wage earners in all parts and section of our country should be 
given the same fair treatment under the laws of this country; 
that there should not be protection for a part of the people 
and their products and free trade for others, to the advantage 
of foreign producers and manufacturers. I do not believe that 
there should be a duty on rice and products manufactured from 
rice, as there is in this bill, and meats, oatmeal, and so forth, 
let in free of duty. ‘The agriculturists of the North and West 
are entitled to the same consideration at the hands of the Con- 
gress of the United States that the rice growers of the South 
are entitled to. In legislating for the people we should not 
legislate for the East, the North, the South, or the West, but 
for the great, grand, and glorious United States of America. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, 
tariff bill the first inquiry is naturally directed to the policy 
which animates it. What is that policy? Is it such a one 
as will afford the wage earner increased opportunity to labor 
at better wages and under more advantageous conditions? Will 
it enhance the rewards of industry, genius, and ability and offer 
greater inducements for the profitable investment of capital? 
Will it tend to extend our foreign trade? Speed or retard us 
as a nation in the race for the world’s commerce? Is the policy, 
whatever it may be, so written into the law that its burdens will 
be equitably adjusted and its benefits fairly distributed? 

In his precedent-breaking and possibly epoch-making speech 
before the House of Representatives and Senate assembled in 
joint session on the Sth day of April, 1918, the President said: 

side from the duties laid upon articles which we do not and prob- 
ably can hot pre duce, therefore, and the duties laid upon luxuries and 
mer for the sake of the revenues they yield, the object of the tariff 
Guties henceforth laid must be effective competition, the whetting of 
American wits by contest with the wits of the rest of the world. 
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in the consideration of a 


signed letter which appeared in the newspapers on the 
\pril 9, 1913, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrt- 
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SON], member of the Ways and Means Committee, in 
the effect of the bill, said: 


All duty has been taken off meats, fresh and prepared. Thi 
that meat from Argentina can be imported to compete with ¢} 
of American packers. All fish are on the free list, spelling | a 
20 per cent reduction in its cost to the consume 
the free list. Potatoes go on the free list. Cheese { 

grades from 35 to 42 per cent to 20 per cent. This 
affect the cheaper grades used in quantities by the 
consumer. Leather and leather goods, with the exception 
gloves, are put on the free list. This will force Americ: 
turers of shoes to compete with foreign makers. Paints hay 
enormously. The consumer will be able to purchase excelle: it 
paints at low prices. All soaps have been cut from 
per cent. This will foree American soap makers to materia 
the price of their product or increase the size of the soap eak 
duty on all household furniture has been cut from 35 to 15 
This will increase importation of excellently made for 
at low prices, 

Again, the report of the Democratic majority cont 
following statement: 

And the attempt has been made to produce in every line of 
competitive tariff basis providing for a substantial amount 
tation, to the end that no concern shall be able to feel that 
monopoly of the home market gained other than through the { 
it is able to furnish better goods at lower prices than others 

It is apparent at once from these utterances that the 
object of the proposed legislation is to induce—to invite 
tation, to place the American producer in direct com 


p 
put on 

various 
ticularly 


ign fu 


| with his foreign competitor in every line of industry carri: 
on various products as now collected | : 


in this country with a view to the regulation of prices. To 
out this purpose it is proposed to transfer to foreign « 

$140,000,000 annually of the industry of this country. 

senting not less than $50,000,000 in wages and profits. Thi 
statement of this proposition should be sufficient to coud 
It is abhorrent to business sense, pride of country, 
ism alike. 

The American farmer, wage earner, and manufa 
cheerfully invited to engage in a battle of wits for his 
market. Not upon equal terms, however. Handicapped 
higher standard of living he must struggle to maint 
supremacy in the market which he himself helps to mk: 
to whose high standards he contributes of his time, his ind 
his genius, and his patriotism. In that struggle he mus 
the merciless competition of the farmers, wage ear) 
manufacturers of other countries, whose statesmen hay 
enough to protect their home market while they encourag 
to extend their trade, by bonuses and subsidies of one kit 
another, into other countries whose statesmen aie | not exh 
the same acumen. From the vantage ground of a pr 
market Russia, Germany, France, and the British poss 
will contest with us for our own trade in a free mar! 
these unfair “economic conditions the bill in detail ; 
another disadvantage to the handicap of the American prod 

In his letter to the Washington Post, Mr. Hearst sa) 
Wilson is an English free trader. This is an English fre 
bill. Again, Mr. Hearst says: 

Mr. Wilson’s political economy is the political economy of 
nation and of another age. It is the political economy of a n 
is passing and of an age that is past. 

Mr. Hearst is not complimentary, but his description i 
rate. The policy of this bill will place the United States 
lonely and isolated positon among the agricultural nati 
the world. Germany, France, Russia—indeed, all of the 
ized countries of the world making any pretense to martes 
development—maintain a protective policy. England : 
abandoned it, and with it she abandoned all pretense to 
culture. We propose to abandon the protective policy of ( 
many, under which ever acre of her farm lands is pro 
tilled, for the free-trade policy of England, under which 28,(") 
of her 48,000,000 acres of agricultural lands lie uncultivate 

The Democratic majority of the committee contend th 
degree of protection is ineffective as regards certain co! 
ties, chiefly those produced on the farm, because the pr 
such commodities is controlled by the law of diminish! y 
turns. In other words, that the price of these commodities 
fixed ultimately by the cost of producing that portion of tlie s! 
ply which is brought into existence under the least fa 
conditions, provided that all portions of the supply are nec 
to satisfy a given demand. 

The purpose of the argument is to demonstrate the 1a 
necessity for levying protective duties upon farm products : 
to show that the price of these commodities is controlled | 
universal law. While doubtless the theory is correctly st 
it is based upon an assumed state of facts which does not « 
and overlooks the fact that the supply of farm products, ©! 
any other commodity, under existing world conditions ar 
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-ypremacy in the world’s markets, will extend to their own 
cers every facility for extending their foreign trade, at 
sime time preserving the home market to the home pro- 
r by a protective duty. In other words, the theory is based 
» the false premise that the natural law invoked is applied 
+, the world’s commerce without obstruction or hindrance by 
sp artificial barriers or inducements. 
it were true that the opening of our market to the com- 


lf 


rid to the competition of our manufacturers and producers, 


VV . . . s 

the position taken by the majority might be sound; but in the 
heanee of such an assumption the policy of inducing importa 
‘one can only result in taking away from our own producers 


opportunity to produce the amount of articles imported and 
ning it over to the producers of foreign countries, without 
ir enjoying any reciprocal advantage in the extension of our 
foreign trade. This bill gives to the foreign producer and manu- 
‘urer all that we have to give. We can offer nothing more 


wl eh might induce them to open the foreign market to us. 
This effectually forecloses all opportunity for the making of 
rociprocal agreements and renders inoperative the section of the 
, osed bill granting to the President the power to negotiate 


rocal trade agreements. 

rhe majority of the committee, in their report on the pending 
bill, say: 

e present condition of the revenue legislation of the United States 
the result of many years of adherence to the protective-tariff policy 

s tariff policy is the result of peculiar circumstances, and in no way 

nts the choice of the people. 

If the latter statement can be made with propriety, it may be 
said with equal propriety that the policy adopted by this bill in 
no way represents the choice of the people at the last election. 
Mr. Wilson, representing the antiprotection-tariff idea, received 


6.293.770 votes, while Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Taft, both running | 


upon platforms declaring for protection, received 7,606,812 votes, 
indicating that there was no intention on the part of the Amer- 
ican people to abandon the policy of a protective tariff. Had 
Mr. Wilson advocated free wool, free sugar, free potatoes, 
free rye, free buckwheat, free wheat flour, free lumber, and 
free leather as vigorously and as openly before the election 
as he has since his inauguration, he would have received less 
votes than either Mr. Taft or Mr. Roosevelt at the last election. 
Nevertheless it can not be gainsaid that the mandate of the 
people in the Democratic Party both in 1910 and 1912 was to 
se the tariff downward; but it does not follow with equal 
‘rtainty that that mandate was to abandon the policy of pro- 
tection for the theory of free trade or to open the American mar- 
ket to the competition of the world. 
In 
"NDERWOOD, said: 


rey 


rhe real question that we have to consider is that of the rights and 


rests of the consuming masses of the American people. The ques- 
n of industry in this country is, and from our standpoint must 
ways be, secondary to the rights and necessities of the great Ameri- 
n consuming public, 


The statement seems to assume that it is possible to establish 
iy law a condition of prosperity among the consumers separate 
and apart from that of the producer; that on one side you have 
a consuming public and on the other a producing public, the 
interests of which were diametrically opposed. It ignores the 
fact that the great mass of people are both consumers and pro- 
ducers and that prosperity only marks the relation between 
he man’s ability to produce and the cost of what he consumes. 

Aside from the two extremes of society represented by the 
hobo and the idle rich, one of which produces nothing and con- 
sumes but little, the other of which consumes much but pro- 
duces little, every man is both a producer and a consumer. His 
prosperity is measured by the difference between the value of 
what he produces and what he consumes. The ratio of differ- 
enee is always higher under a high standard of prices, speak- 
ing within reasonable limits, than under a low standard. 
rhus a high standard of prices always accompanies prosperity 
and a low standard of prices depression. 

Now, the protective tariff properly administered is not, as so 
any now seem to think, a device for enabling the producer to 
make i profit at the expense of the consumer. If this were the 
object, it could be more economically attained by paying these 
favored industries a bonus or subsidy as some countries now do 
in some lines of production. 

The real purpose of a protective tariff is to enable us to main- 
tain a standard commensurate with our resources, industry, and 
senius as a Nation and to maintain at the highest point the 
ratio of difference between the value of what we produce and 
W hat we consume both as individuals and as a Nation. 

lo illustrate the point I am trying to make, I desire to quote 
Some figures from the digest of the report of the British Board 





opening the debate on the bill the majority leader, Mr. | 


tion of the world automatically opened the markets of the | 
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of Trade on the cost of living in the principal industrial towns 
of the United States. The investigation which preceded this 
report was undoubtedly the most thorough ever undertaken 

In the United Kingdom the average weekly family income in 
certain specified trades, including building, engineering, pri ting, 
and common labor, is $7.74. The average weekly family expendi- 
ture for food is $4.93, or 63.6 per cent of the family ome In 
the United States the average weekly family wage in the sam 
trades is $19.25, and the average weekly family expense for 
food is $8.05, or 41.7 per cent. The difference in favor of the 
American wage earner amounts to 21.9 per cent of 
American weekly wage, or $4.20 per week. I quote now from 
the conclusions of the report: 

Summarizing now the results of the international compa n 
pears that the ratio of the weekly wages for certain occu] ms in t 
United States and England and Wales, respectively, at t date 
two inquiries is 243 to 100 in the building trades, 213 to 100 | 
engineering trades, 246 to 100 in the printing trad d i ban 
in all these trades together. Allowing tor a slight advar wil 
England and Wales between the dates of the two ing i t 
bined ratio would be 230 to 100 

The retail prices of food obtained by weighing the a t 1} 
dominant prices according to the consumption shown by the ri 
budgets shew, when allowance is made for the increa hi took 
in this country between October, 1905, and Fe rv, 1909 a 
of 138 to 100 for the United States and England and Wa 


spectively. 
Comparison of wages, hours of labor, rents, and prices in the ar 














of investigation in the two countries has been made on the : impet n 
that an English workingman with an average family maintained 
under American conditions the standard of consumption regards 
food to which he had been accustomed. Under such conditions e 
workman's wages would be higher in the United States by about 130 
per cent, with slightly shorter hours, while on the other hand his 
expenditure for food and rent would be higher by about 52 pe ent, 
It is evident, then, that, even when allowance has been made for the 
increased expenditure on food and rent, a much greater m ig 
available in the United States than in England and Wales 

The margin over expenditure for rent an food is clearly la . 
making possible a command of the necessaries and conveniences and 
minor luxuries of life that is both nominally and really greater t 
that enjoved by the corresponding class in this country, although th 
effective margin in itself, in practice, curtailed by a scale of expend 
ture to some extent necessarily and to some extent voluntari ado} | 
in accordance with a different an higher standard < I | 
comfort. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Rather than the necessary 
cost of living? 

Mr. ANDERSON, Exactly so. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. ANDERSON. I want to hurry along, but I will yield 
for a question. 

Mr. STANLEY. Do TI understand the gentleman to s that 
in the matter of clothing the difference was in favor of the 
United States more than in the matter of food? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I said so; yes. In compnsrison w 1e 
wage scale. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not true that the differ e between 
the cost of meats and flour in England and the United St 
is much less than the difference between the cost of w \ 
fabrics made of cotton or wool? 

Mr. ANDERSON I do not think so when you f é 
consideration the whole consumption of an average f 1 
this country and England. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chain 1, will tl 
tleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. From that "CO Or 
other has the gentleman any comparative stat 
other real necessaries of life besides fi re 
instance, in the matter of clothing? 

Mr. ANDERSON. About the same proportion rm p 
way through, although the advanta Ss rather t f f 
the United States in the case of clothing than in the exse of 
food. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakuta. I take it that 
wherever it operates in larger proportion to the expen 
upon the part of the American citizen as compared wit) 
citizen of Great Britain, doubtless comes from the fact that 1 
American citizen, the laboring man, may expend a gr ‘ 
more in the line of what may be called luxuries 

Mr. ANDERSON, Exactly so. 

Mr. STANLEY. It does not matter about the , 

Mr. ANDERSON. Oh, yes; it does. I do not y t to argue 
with the gentleman. I yielded for a questi 

Mr. STANLEY. I was asking a question [I do not think 
the gentleman means to assert here that tl - or 
per garment for clothing is nearer the 1 price tl the 
cost of food. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The language of the report is f 

The item of clothing raises wider and more difficult qu ( } 
parison, but the report states that particulars that hay 1 ol 
go to show that, while higher prices have, as a rule, been paid in th 
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I ] the Unite Kingdom for wool and worsted 
f imi! quality, a very large ipply of domestic articles of 
‘ i tr t descriptions i vailable there of tandard 

on | ‘es either not so much higher or not bigher 

t I nd, t iften less durabl 

It is impossible to avoid the lesson which these figures and 
these conclusions teach. While doubtless our greater natural 
resources would for a time sustain a higher standard of living in 
this country than in England under free trade, the inevitable 
1 it of the adoption of her free-trade policy in this country, 
especially with reference to agriculture, would be the lowering 
of our standard of li g to something approaching that of 
England at least 

the D { y to be, however, that it is pos- 
sil » single out certain industries and to reduce the prices 
of t products of that industry to the consumer, at the same 
time maintaining the level of prices to the producer and the 
level of prosperity of the country as a whole 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I will 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I have been much interested 
in the attitude of the gentleman and his party. Can he tell us 
how you are going to compel the manufacturers to divide up 
profits with the workmen through the instrumentality of a tariff 
LiiW ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. As I have tried to point out in my argu- 
niet c the purpose of a protective tariff is to maintain a general 





stan es if living. It is not, as the gentleman seems to infer, 
licy of protecting the profits of manufacturers 

(r TAR RISON of New York. Does not the gentleman 
really think that the labor organizations are responsible for 
keeping up the standard of living rather than the tariff? 

Mr. ANDERSON, I do not think so. Undoubtedly they have 
some effect in that direction, but I think that the evidence will 
show that labor has been getting a pretty fair share of the 
advantages of the protective tariff. 

Mr. MIL : R. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER. If the labor « nizations are so potent a 
fa rin maint ng a high st rd of living in the United 
States, why are 1 they equally efficacious in foreign countries 
where th are vastly more efficiently organized than they are 
here? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Carin). Will the gentleman from 
Minnesota yield to e gentleman from New York 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I have not the floor to answer 
the gentleman from ‘Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr, Chairman, I do not wish to yield 
further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota declines 
to yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The fabric of comm ercial industry under 
nodern conditions is not made up of isolated units. Each in- 
dustry is intricately interwoven with every other to form a 
symmetrical and perfect whole. It is impossible to single out 


a special industry and subject it to the tide of foreign competi- 
ition so as to reduce the es of the products of that industry 
ithout affecting the who industrial fabric. 
I do not believe in the protective tariff as a device for the 
protection of profits. I do not believe in protecting profits as 


such. I do not believe in protecting inefficiency. I do not think 


it is possible to protect industry from competition in the art of 
the industry itself, either at home or abroad. I do believe 
in protecting and maintaining the higher standard of living 
that obtains in this country, whether that standard is repre- 
sented by direct and productive labor or the indirect contribu- 
tions of the farmer, the clerk, the lawyer, the doctor, or the 
merchant. Whenever any industry is singled out to receive 
the special protection of the tariff, whenever any industry is 
accorded a higher degree of protection than would equalize the 
difference in the standard of that industry at home and abroad, 
the tariff becomes a mere special privilege and not a policy. 
It can be a policy only when it is applied to all industry 
according to a definite measure. 

On the other hand, when duties are placed at a point which 
subjects industry to unequal and unfair competition from 
abroad, it becomes merely an instrument of punishment, and 
immunity may constitute no less a special privilege than the 


giving of direct and special benefits. 

Now, in order to maintain the American market for the 
American producer, and in order to equalize the difference in 
the standard under which goods are produced here and abroad, 
it is sary to be fully informed as to the conditions under 
which the goods are produced, the relative cost of material and 
conversion into the finished article, the labor conditiens which 


nece 


a 
i 


AL RECOR D—HO 


| 


USE. 


A 


PRI 


surround the industry, the relative efficiency of machi; 


workmen, and the laws which encourage or discourage 
tion or increase or diminish its cost. 
A few days ago I received, as I suppose every Moe; 


the House did, a statement 
senting the window-glass 
United States, purporting 
window gz here and 
advantage to be greatly 


presented by an 
manufacturing companies 
to give the costs of produ 
abroad. That statement 
in favor of the foreign ma 
I have no more doubt that the figures were accur: 
have that the men who made it were human. Being 
I have no doubt they made it as favorable to their ind 
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the facts would permit. They would have been less ¢) 
to the industry had they done otherwise. The fie; 
either be accepted or rejected; but would it not be w 
more statesmanlike if instead of disregarding these 
and possibly placing the duty at so low a point as to 
or destroy the industry, or taking the figures at ¢) 


value and perhaps making the duty so high as to 
premium upon inefficiency, we had provided ourselves 
nonpartisan commission equipped with power and 

to learn and report the facts upon which Congress y 
a rate intelligently? 

If there is one thing more than another which 1 
difference between the Democratic and Republican 
their respective attitude toward facts—informat 
Republican Party believes in publicity at every stag 
lative procedure. We have opened our party confere! 
the public and the We believe the public al 


is 


press. 


iW 
intelligently when it is well informed. Publicity is 
unless it is based on facts. Legisiation is not only 


but frequently absolutely destructive unless based on 
information. 

The Republican Party believes in scientifie gover 
is in favor of a tariff based upon information, not th: 
portant as is the policy which shall govern the making of 
bill, it is more important that we should have a tariff ba: 
information and that will conform to modern trade 
home and modern world conditions abroad than that 
have a tariff either Democratic or Republican. In other \ 
the tariff should be made a scientific problem of equaliz 
natural trade advantages of lower wage scales and stand 
living and artificial stimulants and encourgements enj: 
foreign countries rather than the football of political pa 
the bone of contention of the supposedly opposing 
and consumers 

It is not my province to advise the majority; but it 
not too great presumption to hope that when this bill h: 


the Democratic Party will provide some adequate 1 
for the determination of costs and prices here and ab 


determining trade facts and conditions and the other el 
both natural and artificial, which affect the relation of 

in this country to that of foreign countries with a vii 
revision of the tariff from time to time, schecule by s 
or item by item, a~ the facts determined may require. ( 
tariff board, a trade commission, or whatever you w 
instrumentality must be established, equipped with pow 
authority, to obtain the facts necessary to the proper | 
vation of our own commer:e and its extension beyond the 

The prime necessity of the manufacturer is opportuni 
continuous operation under normal conditions. ‘The p! 
cessity of the wage earner is continuous employment. C! 
which interrupt the continuity of operation are destruct 
industry. Changes which interrupt the continuity of e1 
ment of the wage earner are destructive of both his pro 
and his happiness. Radical and wholesale changes in the 
of our tariff laws must inevitably be injurious to the 
fabric of commerce and industry. 

If there is one thing which the last Congress esi 
beyond dispute, it is the efficacy and desirability of the sc! 
by schedule revision of the tariff. Such a revision per! 
the consideration of the tariff upon allied products upo! 
own merits. It prevents the brutalities and incongruities \ 
inevitably result upon the logrolling which always accom) 
a general revision of the tariff, whether the general tend 
the revision is upward or downward. It affords greater « 
tunity for real consideration. Schedules revised in this 
will not be subject to the vagaries of sectionalism whic 
certain to characterize general revision. 

The opportunity of the Democratic Party for real se rvi 
not lie so much in the revision of the tariff as in revisicn « 
methods under which revisions have heretofore been | 
plished. 
redeem its failure by providing machinery which will mal 
adoption of similar methods impossible for the future. 


} 


. 


It has failed miserably in this respect, but it can > 


> 


' 











It could 
title to being a party of progress if it could lay 


ie Party has ever been a party of opposition. 


t 
uit 


De r 
! 1 clear 

. for the nonce the desire for political advantage long enough 

ablish a really constructive method of tariff revision. 
ts attempts to carry out its promise for a free market | 
the Democratic Party has made the farmer the chief 


of its attack against the high level of prices. The farm- 
iustry has been singled out as the shining mark for the 
tition of foreign countries under the mistaken theory that 
e of his commodities to the consumer may be reduced 
wit! wut affecting his prosperity as a producer. The farmer is 
io the scapegoat of a weird attempt to apply an impossible 
y to unknown conditions. 
ng could better illustrate the Democratic tendency to 
tariffs with absolute disregard for trade facts and condi- 
than this attempt. It must result in failure either at one 
end or the other. ; 
if the Democratic Party succeeds in lowering the price of 
-ricultural products to the consun cr, it will at the same time 
+ the level of prices of wages and commodities of other 
tries, and ultimately the disturbances which the radical 
ie proposed by the bill must inevitably produce will diminish 
{ tio of the difference between the value of what we pro- 
ind what we consume to the point of actual business de- 
sion and stagnation. 
in the very first line of the agricultural schedule the farmer 
‘+s presented with what purports tu be a protective duty of 10 
it ad valorem upon cattle. His joy upon making this 


? 
) 


N 


cel 


discovery will be short lived, however. Upon further examina- 
tion he will doubtless uncover the fact that the carcass, hide, 
hoofs, and horns of cattle have been placed on the free list. 
Doubtless he will suppose when he reads that sheep are dutiable 


ot 10 per cent ad valorem that it was the intention of the Demo- 

cratic Party to protect the sheep industry. By the same token 

his gratitude may be expected to be somewhat diminished when 
learns that the flesh of the sheep, the skin of the sheep, and 
wool of the sheep are admitted free of duty. 

Wheat is theoretically protected by a duty of 10 cents a 
bushel, but bran and screenings are admitted free, as is flour 
ng from countries which impose no duty upon our flour. 
are protected by a duty of 10 cents a bushel, but the prod- 
f oatmeal and rolled oats—are placed on the free list. 
Potatoes come in free. Rye and rye flour free. Buckwheat and 
buckwheat flour free. Milk and cream free. Butter is reduced 

6 to 3 cents per pound. Cheese from 6 cents per pound, 
“juivalent of 32 per cent ad valorem, to 20 per cent ad 
valorem. The farmer is alternately lifted to the mount of hope 
| plunged into th: slough of despair. The Democratic Moses 


oats 
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| 


is him to the promised land only to leave him wandering | 


» wilderness, the prey of his foreign competitors. 
ubsection 7 of Paragraph J of the administrative section of 
ill provides: 

t a discount of 5 per cent on all duties imposed by this act shall 
yrwed on such goods, wares, and merchandise as shall be im- 
in vessels admitted to registration under the laws of the United 


w 


] ed 


erhaps the theoretical satisfaction of the farmer over the 
heoretical protection of 10 cents per bushel on wheat will wane 
ewhat when he discovers that out of every dollar collected 
wheat carried in an American registered ship from Port 
Arthur, Canada, to Buffalo, across the Great Lakes, 5 cents 
be paid back to the importer. It is difficult to understand 
dustry by inducing foreign competition and encouraging for- 
eign industries by paying them a direct bonus. It is not enough 
to encourage foreign competition, but we must add to the in- 
justice of the policy by paying a bonus to the importer. 
_ After all, it must be admitted that the price paid to the 
farmer has but very little to do with the cost of those articles 
to the consumer. For the wool in a suit of clothes selling at 
retail at $23 the farmer receives $1.50. For the oats in a 5-pound 
package of oatmeal costing 25 cents the farmer receives 7 cents. 
Por the pound of steak for which the consumer pays 28 cents 
the farmer receives 64 cents. A reduction of 6 cents a bushel 
7 the price of wheat would mean a reduction of three-twentieths 
or a cent in the cost of a loaf of bread. 
lu the main foodstuffs to-day are sold in small packages. The 
s.ze of these packages and the prices at which they are sold 
have been very largely standardized. Modern business conditions 
ake it impossible that the size of these packages or the price of 
their contents should fluctuate with the price of the raw mate- 
rials out of which they are made. Lower prices of the raw ma- 
terial are either absorbed in increased profits or by increased 
costs of selling in small quantities. On the whole it is prob- 
ably better both for the consumer and producer if prices can be 
alntained at a fairly constant level instead of being subject to 


inental processes that justify a policy of discouraging home 


- “\e? 

edcey 

daily or periodical fluctuation. Under modern conditions of 
trade, clothes, hats, stockings, shoes—indeed, nearly every arti 


of everyday .use—are sold at a standard of quality 


and 


atcoa 


| Standard price, which admits of no opportunity to follow the 


fluctuations of the price of raw materia It is perfectly 
say that the reduction of the tariff can affect this situation. Lf 
reduction in the tariff means a reduction in prices, it mea 
reduction effected by lowering the standard of w: 


dle to 


ges, of prices 
and of living all down the line. The remedy for this s uf 
does not lie in a reduction of the tariff. That remedy consists 
of better and more economic methods of distribution and ar 
rangements among consumers that will enable them to buy 


larger quantities and at the same time lessen the of b 


Cos \ 
buying and selling, as well as of delivery. 

Paragraph 198 provides for a duty of 10 cents per bushel « 
wheat. Paragraph 439 puts bran and screenings ou the free 
Paragraph 647 puts wheat flour and semolina on the free lis 
subject to the following proviso: 

647. Wheat flour and semolina: Provided, That wheat ty 
subject to a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem when imported dir 
or indirectly from a country, dependency, or other subdivision of 
ernment which imposes a duty on wheat flour imported from the United 
States 

It is carefully explained by our Democratic friends who 4d 
sire to allay the well-grounded fears of their farmer constiti 
ents, that Canada will not admit our flour free and thereb 
obtain access to the American market. 

No party and no Member of this House has the right to 


assume that Canada will not take advantage of a 
evidently written for her especial benefit. If it is not 
that she should do so, the provision should be stri 
bill. If it is intended that she should take advantage of it, we 
must expect the natural consequences of her doing No 
party has the right to ignore the facts and conditions to which 
a law is to be applied and at the same time expect 
from the results of that disregard. 

jut the provision would be unfair to the milling industry of 
the United States even if the duty of 10 per cent on flour wer 
absolute. 


provision SO) 
intended 
cken from the 


SO 


LO es 


ape 


The usual computation requires 5 bushels of whe to make 
1 barrel of flour. Ten cents a bushel on $*° wheat is equal to 
10 per cent, but on 60-cent wheat it is equal to 16.7 per cent 
ad valorem. On the other hand, 10 per cent ad valorem on a 
barrel of flour made from $1 wheat would be 50 cents. On flow 
made from 60-cent wheat, 50 cents. The duty on the wheat in 
the flour in both cases remains at the same level—50 cents a 
barrel. This would mean a disadvantage of 20 cents a barre! 
against the American miller. This disadvantage would be in 
creased on the higher grades of flour requiring from 52 to 5§ 
bushels of wheat to the barrel. In milling flour the by 
product—bran, shorts, and so forth—amounts to 30 per cent of 
the wheat. As these by-products are admitted free from Can 
ada, the duty on wheat would mean a further disadvantage o 
3 cents per bushel or 15 cents per barrel of flour represented 
by the duty on that part of the wheat which was turned int 


the by-product. 


An examination of the Tuesday quotations of 


wheat at Minneapolis and Winnipeg covering the period fro 

September 1, 1909, to August 31, 1911, shows that the average 
difference in price in favor of the Minneapolis market amount 
to 10.4 cents per bushel. Wheat wou!d therefore seem to be 
sufficiently protected by a duty equivalent to 10 cents a bush 

Wheat is used almost exclusively for making flour, 1d the 
high price of wheat is therefore dependent upon the irhke 

conditions and the trade facts which surround the marketing 
of flour. 

In the production of wheat and manufacture of flour Canada 
is our nearest and biggest competitor. She will at once take 
advantage of the reciprocal provision in the law relative to flour 
in order to gain access to the tremendous market which our 
90,000,000 of people affords. It is a well-known trade fact 
the milling industry that in the establishment of a new mi 
the prime necessity is a market for the by-product of flow 
bran, shorts, and so forth. The pending bill furnishes tly 


Canadian miller with that primary market in the United State 


With a free market for his by-product the Canadian mille: 
will start out with an advantage of 10 cents a bushel on the 
wheat in the flour. Since it takes from 4} to 5 bushels of 
wheat—in some grades as high as 53 bushels—-to make 1 barre} 
of flour, this would mean an advantage of from 45 to 55 cent 


per barrel. 
No industry, no efficiency, no business acumen, can 
this advantage. It is obvious, then, that the miller must make 
a reduction either in wages or the price of his raw material 
probably both. The price of wheat 
degree dependent on the price of 


overcome 


is necessarily 
flour and 


: } 
in a iarge 


its by products. 
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to be fixed 


countries 


these commodities is by direct | 
products of other where the 
ison a vel than it is in the United States 
heat here must ssarily drop to the same level. 

retical duty on wheat will be nullified. 
le to argue that the price of this commodity is 
y the law of din hing returns or fixed at Liverpool 
u the face of positive evidence of an actual difference in price 
this Canada of 10 per bushel and 
admission of that difference evidenced by the imposition of 
ty of 10 cents a bushel upon wheat, This bill give 
tural rket of 90,000,000 people in exchange 
ssible one of 8.000.000 people. 


of 
1} the 
lower le 


nece 


country and cents 


ia 
aol for an eco- 
No Indiana, Ohio, 
insas, Missouri, Minnesota, or other United States mills 
4 pre in Canada against 
‘st-priced primary wheat markets on the North Ameri- 
ent, because the cost to these United 
would be higher. were 
which is inconceivable bes remoteness 
of Canadian wheat territory back-haul 
freight from the United State 
uid i} ely 
early 
Itisa 

apital. 


nomically im 
duct 
of native wheat 
But even if p 
‘use of the greater 
from the seaboard 
to Canadian wheat 


ices 


prohibit, 
' 12.000 flour 
highly 
At 


mills in this conntry scattered 
competitive industry 
the least, it should be entitled 
» position of the millers and farmers is by no means unique. 
are but two of the many victims of the Democratic 
ignoring facts. Their but 
character of the revision. The plan seems to consist of reducing 
duties at both ends. 
‘ed, the manufactured product is placed on the free list 
the duty is so much reduced as to give the 
survival, 
he g from New York [Mr. Payne] said that the 
Democratic revisions of the last Congress were accomplished 
with blacksmith’s tools; the instrument used in the present revi- 
n see to have been ax. Yet the gentleman from Ala- 
1 [Mr. UNpeRWoop] has been true to the course he laid out. 
consumer has been his first consideration; the 
to have an afterthought. The facts have not 
considered at all, 
The bill is full ef inconsistencies and special benefits 
Under the present law wool, including mohair and the hair of 
the Angora goat, is dutiable at 11 cents a pound. Under the 
proposed bill wool 
Angora goat, mohair, and like products are singled out and pro- 
with a special protective duty of 20 per cent and the 
manufactures of such hair by a duty of 40 and 50 per ecent— 
the highest in the entire woo! schedule. I had supposed that 
the donkey was the especial symbol and mascot 
cratic Party and was at a to understand this sudden 
party for the Angora goat. 


situation 


o 
Ce Ol 


rhe gentleman 


an 


The 
seems 


been been 


vided 


loss 
solicitude on the part of that 
in the location of the animal. This subsequently proved to be 
correct, for | found upon examination of statistics that of the 
2,000,000 goats in this country 2,850,000, in round 
were locuted in 18 Soutbern States, and of this number more 
than a million are in the State in part 
by the gentleman from 
came a member of the Ways 
it is not possible that the 
represented by 124 
have h: 

Under t present | 
cepted from the operation 
under paragraph 415 at 


} 
lorel The Underwood 


and Means Committee. 
fact t 
Democrats and only 


Of course, 


he iw photogelatin printed matter is ex- 


ren bill makes the same exception 
nakes ho separate provision; so that photo- 
would be dutiable under that law 

nt ad valorem. The paper used in 

1 | 25 per cent, 
The m ! lso imported and dutiable. As a 
sult Germany can put the finished article into this country 
cheaper than our own manvfacturers can buy the material. 
A result less 


agrapl 
relutin 
rinted 
: oui 


his 


can hardly be anticipated from this provision. 

Burlap cloths ags and sacks made of burlap—are protected 
by differentials equivalent to 6 per cent. Under the Under- 
wood bill igs and sacks are dutiable at the same rate 
ns burlay This puts the American producer of bags 

ks of burlap in direct competition with the burlap bag and 
sack manufacturers of India, where most of the burlap cloth is 

1 basis, although the American sack manu- 


Silt 


made, 


tur 
upon an equal 


facturer labers under the disadvantage of a wage scale some | 


800 per cent higher than that paid in India. 


L£ov- 


3 Canada | 


nills buying their wheat 
the | 
territory | 


[t employs | 
to al 


policy | 
emphasizes the general | 
If the duty on raw material is re- | 


or, | 
industry the | 


: | 
industry 





|} on yarns. 
is placed on the free list, but the hair of the | 
| other number, amounting to 1,266,000 pounds? 


of the Demo- | 


It | 
occurred to me that the solution of the problem might be found | 


numbers, | 


so ably represented | 
Texas [Mr. Garner], who recently be- | 


hat these 18 Southern States are | 
10 Republicans could | 
d anything to do with the protection of the Angora goat. | 


of paragraph 412 and made dutiable | 
3 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad | 
in . : . . . . , 

| importations and invite competition in the cotton industi 
as | 
as is also the gelatin. | 
re- i . . . . 

| and genius will not be diminished in value. 


disestrous than the wiping out of the industry | 


| without reducing the price to the producer. 


and | 


Ap] 
4 ay 


IL 


The duty on umbrellas in the bill is lower than that 
parts of which they are m: practically all of wh 
ported. 

Ve are told that rates in the Underwood bill are en; 
in every line of ivdustry. The rates provided in th 
cotton cloths in the gray—that cotton eloth not } 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, jacquard fic 
mercerized—run from 74 to 274 per cent ad valorem. de 
upon the fineness of the yarn in the fabric. It is fair + 
that these duites are competitive. 


ide, 


is, 


Cotton cloth bleached, dyed, colored, and so forth. 
to a duty of 24 per cent in addition to the duties ¢| 
on the cloth in the gray. The Tariff Board in its iny: 
of the cotton schedule found there was no differen: 
cost of finishing cotton cloth in this country and in | 
the greatest cotton manufacturing country in th 
board said: 

It will be seen from the table that In the ease of most of 1 
for which data were obtained for the two countries the A 
charges were lower. In a fe nstances the Ameri ra 
about one-half the Enclish: * * * the labor ‘ 
cotton fabrics varies from less than 0.08 of 12 cent to | 
of 1 cent per square yard, while the total cost of me: 
from more than 0.53 of 1 cent to over 0.72 of 1 cent per s 


worl 


cost 


The additional duty of 24 per cent on finished cott: 
amounts to one-eighth of 1 ceut per yard on cloth 
cents per yard; one-fourth of 1 cent per yard on cloth « 
eents per yard; one-half of 1 cent on cloths costing ¢ 
per yard; 1 cent on cloths costing 40 cents per yard 
amounts are, in practically every instance, more than ¢i 
labor cost per yard involved in finishing the cloths. In 
instances they are nearly as much as the total cost of | 
excluding material. 

It must be apparent that if duties on cotton cloths i: 
are competitive, the addition of 24 per cent on the sai 
finished would make these duties prohibitive in many ins 
It is quite significant in this connection that the importati: 
cotton cloths in the gray have in the past been pra 
nominal while the importation of finished cotton clot! 
been more substantial. 

Perhaps the cotton-mill industry of the South is su 
protected after all. 

The pending bill raises the duty on cotton yarn No. 6 
the rate in the Underwood cotton bill of last year from 
20 per cent. This is one of the greatest increases in the s 
Is it altogether a coincidence that the import 
of this count of yarn in 1910 were greater than those « 
Yarn No, 5 
which the importatious in 1910 were 330,773 pounds, h: 
increzsed in duty from 10 to 174 per cent. Duty on 
yarn No. 40, upon which the importations for the san 
were 461,017 pounds, has been increased from 10 to 15 | 
The duties on yarn No. 68, upon which the importatior 
1910 were 767,614 pounds; No. 70, upon which import 
were 286,761 pounds; No. 76, upon which the importation 
248,276 pounds; and No. 78, upon which the importatior 
907,388 pounds, have been raised from 15 to 20 per « 
valorem in the proposed bill over the Underwood bil! 
last Congress. The duties on yarn No. 100, of which 
pounds were imported in 1910, have been raised fro! 
25 per cent. 

Singularly enough, yarns Nos. 40, 50, 60, and 100 fal! 
classification taking a higher rate of duty than under the | 
wood bill of the last Congress. In other words, the clas 
tion has been so changed as to make these counts of 


| upon which the importations were quite substantial, fal! 


classification taking a relatively higher rate than und 
Underwood bill of last year. 
Evidently the Democratic Party is not so anxious | 


the case of farming and other industries. 

Yet in almost every line the bill seems to evidence a | 
to cheapen the American market while holding out t 
American producer the promise that the product of h 


It would be neither wise nor kind to indulge In pred 
as to the effect of this bill; but if the Democratic Part) 
kept its promises to the people it will have accomplish: 
impossible task of reducing the cost of living to the cons 
It will have 
ferred $140,000,000 of industry to foreign lands without 
ing the prosperity of the American people or reducing the \ 
of American workmen, 

tut, after all, the mandate of the American people fo 
Democratic Party in 1910, and again in 1912, was to rev! 
tariff downward. You have carried out that mand 
Whether you have done it well or ill the people must & 
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As Republicans we think you have done it ill, and we | with the Carnot who organized victory, coop 1 to L tl 
so, But as patriotic citizens we shall bear its results | armies and the people by a protective if. whi - 
e its burdens as patiently as we may—until a majority | time filled the Treasury for maintaining the wat if nn ee 
e shall again decree a change. [Applause on the | eration has forgotten this guest who range 
. side. | in our youth, those who were in ri ‘ 
HINDS. Mr. Chairman, within a twelvemonth there | were aw:re of bis presence. One of 
iy in France a citizen of the world, Frédéric Passy. | ented genera!s of the Confedet hase kk 
; 9) vears of life he had seen the inception and | viction that the government at Washingt would 
' vreat movement among mankind from which much vived if the protective tariff had not been esta 
ected and little has been renlized Pussy was one of And now this venerated guest is to | rotten 
erhood who, with Cobden and Bright, believed and | not by summary ejection, not “ headlong,” no 
that free trade would destroy the antagonism between haste,” but by a process of starvation that is 
He was also a great advocate of peace, and in his dis- | W ith courtesy and the sensibilit of the n 
d old age received the Nobel prize. In his lifetime he | THIS POLICY 1 TARY, 
the passing of the great free-trade st — of Eng It is not worth while to debate in this H WW 
hid seen the passing of the talented professors who | moval of protection is consonant with the pt 
great universities of England the propaganda of free | tions of the American people. I do not know 
ciples. It was a wonderful propaganda, and carried any good to demonstrate that free trade is re 
only the English people, but also many men in other | thot all the great and progressive nations except | 
» were charmed with the free-trade logic. Perhaps abandoned it: that ail ate ws a a 
Members in this Hall remember the works of Prof. colonies have abandone] it: th etee tate , : 
. r. of Yale College. Looking back at those times, the throes of indecision on this question ia aekiene need a 
‘olleges seemed to be botbeds of free trade, outvyIngs | gress will heed little the protest of an obscure nx r of 
English universities Practical men—men of affairs, | minority. I will not waste the time of the Hot 





o knew human nature, as the professors could a were | ions of my own, but will simply quote the opinion of 
owas 2 ° lee srose ver . et | : . . . 
l, and great political battles arose over this subject. | Ship, the wide information, of the judicious re 
‘ create se rf ; Cel “e ‘ ) » | . ; 
he are itest of those batties ne utered arou d the the world’s greatest authorities I refer to tl I ‘ 
ctivities of Prof. Wi liam L. W ilson, known in PO | Britannica. In a masterfu rticle on “ Free Trad 
fe as a Member of this House, chairman of the Ways | ars of the Un rsitv of C } , 
> - ae asa A yh ™ Aa 
; Committee, and author of the so-called Wilson tariff | fanees- 
We all know the history of that bill and what it did to} Free trade wa itty tive a wn ideal. 1 ‘ 
d States of America in the year 1894 and in subsequent | the great produetior f goods to the w da 
; I will not weary this House by citing testimony. I will | '2%est share of material goods to each consumer 
' : : 9 } and it treats consumption and the intere the 
st one witness and rest the case on his portrayal of con the end 1 oe considered Stence | . cna th 
sin the country when the Wilson bill had produced its full | partly political and partly economi . * 8 
2 : . . ‘ ‘ ' ‘or ‘ol . at ee t< Oral was natu I } 
re of calamity. Speaking in Madison Square Garden, in | , 2 at — s = _ nan nee eS we oo : 
> a s . mation: administrative stitutions as maintainer or t 
William Jennings Bryan in succinct language set forth | « ¢jasses” and without much advantage to the u 
ancial condition of the people of the United States as | of fact modern times have shown the existence in «dé 
| patriotic sentiment which is both ex ve and ager ‘ d 
$ 4 Bo et i , den of armaments has teadily hi f d It was re { ‘ 
il fall of prices is but another definition for hard times. If | War that the United States attained to a consciou 
can not buy, the retailers can not sell; if the retailers can | life; * * * 
the wholesale merchants and manufacturers must go into It is here that the new patriotism com into alr t t 
y political principles of free trade as advocated by Bastiat and Co 
ONE OF THE HISTORIC MISSTEPS OF THE GENERATION, for them the important point was that countries y becol ! : 
. oa upov one another, would be prevented from engagin 
In 1913 another professor comes to the front, Woodrow Wil- | new nations are determined that they will not allow oth 
President of the United States, who again presents the | have such control over their economie condition as to 
tive theories of the former Prof. Wilson. Now, I do} be t . mast yin Be . ‘oork me . ." dt ons qay a y 
not wish to criticize personally the President of the United |} of the cosmopolitanism which it involves PS . 
States. We have all been delighted with the dignity and earnest Since the ninth edition of the Encyclopedia Brit ms ’ 

o wit i ss nn Been a pene er ie | it has become clear that the free-trade doctrines of Bas t and ¢ 
ness with which he has undertaken his great task. Prof. | have not been gaining ground in the world at large 4 at 
Wilson had my sincere respect as a man. President Wilson has | ing of the twentieth century it could hardly be sald with ‘ 
my support in those policies which may be well conceived for | that the question was “finally settled” so 1 is England 
, as . a 6 - P | cerned. As to whether the interests of Great Britain le 
the happiness of America; but it is my duty, and the duty of | that she should continue on the line e adopted in t 


é y good citizen to warn him of a misstep, and oppose him | conditions of the middie of the nineteenth cen y. expert 
when he continues in the wrong pathway. No one can doubt | conspicuously divided ; but there remained no longer the old 
t he is a free trader of the old English school, and, like the 
Prof. Wilson of 1894, he is, for modern America, making one of 


for free trade as the harbinger of a Utopia 


NATURB OF WORLD-W 1” COMP 


the historic missteps of the generation. He is putting forward The watchword of this new administration i 
a tariff bill which exaggerates all the faults of the bill of 1894. | It is assumed that the American Nation is getting zy: t 
A creat leader of that epoch said of that bill on this floor: they need an incentive to greater effort. [ quote from tl 

On this side, we believe that while it pretends to be for protection, | dress of the President: 
it not afford it; and on the other side, they believe that while The object of the tariff duties henceforth must be « 

toward free trade, it dees not accomplish it. | tion, the whetting of American wi y conte with 
A LONG STEP TOWARD FREE TRADE. rest of the world. 
[ will not waste time in rhetorical discussions about the de- The words of the President Ceserve to be wei 


} 
© 


lity of the President’s purpose to make a smooth pathway 
‘free trade. I will not ask you to consider whether this bill | world competition is. I once knew an old soldier who se 





moves “toward this end headlong, with reckless haste.” It is | in the Civil War and for many years also in the ¢ ens 
evident that the President is moving toward free trade as fast | the West. I asked him if a white soldier was t | of 
as, In his judgment, is prudent. He is not a protectionist, he | Indian in a campaign in the Indian country. His answer 
wishes to eject protection, but having the instincts of a gentle- “A white man can compete with an Indian if he is willing 
] he wishes to make the ejection in a courteous manner, | live as the Indian lives.” ‘the American people can co 
because he recognizes that protection “has grown up among us with the markets of the world, perhaps, if they are w L 
by | long process, and at our own invitation.” | live as the people of the competitive nations live. It can 

_ Grown up among us by a long process!” It has lived in | be, however, that the Members of this Flouse have | ed 
our house for 50 years. Three generations have known this | themselves what this competition mean it t be 
tneient guest. The children of our family have no conception | they realize the sordid and mercil ond 
of what its absence might mean. Sixteen years ago it was | petition, which inevitably results in 
decreed that this old guest should go from under our roof, and | men and putting the burden upon the hele 
the children of that time made their cries heard from the At- | children. 

ntie to the Pacific. THE NATIONS WHIcHh 

“And at our own invitation!” ‘Truly protection came at our Readers of the Century Magazine for Februat 1913. ne 
Own invitation. It came in America’s darkest hour, when the | an article on Japan’s comn il crisis by Mr. J es D 
great Republic of the west, the hope of the.world against abso- | port Whelpley, who has been one of the commercial agent 
lutism and tyranny, was about to be broken up so far as human | the Department of Commerce and Labor, and one of the 
eye could see. In that hour a great legislator, Justin S. Mor- | discerning observers of financial and economic conditions i 


rill, of Vermont, and a great war minister who deserves to rank | country. In this article he shows that in ‘ie industries 


I wonder if he and the American people realize what that d 


~~ 
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Japan there are nearly twice as many women as men on the 
pay rolls of the country, and it is the testimony of all large 
employers that women are the industrial backbone of the coun- 
try. The employment of women and children is the secret of 
the competitive power of the Japanese textile industries. Re- 
duced to percentages, the proportion of wage-earning women in 
the great industrial nations is given as follows: 

Japan, 50 per cent. 

Great Britain, 25 per cent. 

Germany, 20 per cent. 

United States, 14 per cent. 


THE TRAGEDY OF COTTON. 


That brief table tells the story of modern competitive life. 
Let examine a little further the conditions of this strife 
which we are invited to enter. As we examine, .he cry “ Cotton 
is king,” so often heard in the Hall of this House, comes to 
our ears, for about the cotton industry competition rages most 
fiercely. It was introduced into modern commercial life by a 
great tragedy. The home of the industry was in India, where 
a large part of the men, women, and children were engaged in 
spinning and weaving on household looms, which produced every 
grade of material, from the coarsest to that of such marvelous 
fineness that a lady could draw a robe made from it through a 
finger ring. But England harnessed the steam engine to the 
natural labor of the women of Lancashire, denied the help of a 
tariff to India, and took from her the cotton industry. De- 
prived of their industry, the people of India had to turn to the 
land, there to lead a life of penury, varied by recurring famines. 

England, possessed of this imperial industry, developed it 
almost beyond the imagination of man, and in the year 1913 she 
has not only the world-wide cotton market which feeds so many 
of her people, but also one of the most unique and distressing 
social problems which ever afflicted a nation. In England 
proper 500,000 peop'e are cotton operatives, and 65 per cent 
of that great number are women and children. This great in- 
dustrial army of 325,000 women and children labor in the mills of 
England to hold for Great Britain the cotton market of the world. 


WORLD COMPETITION, 


us 


AMERICA IN THE 


To-day the greatest competitor of England is the United 
States. To-morrow it will be Japan. The cotton operatives of 
America number 370,000 in round numbers, 50 per cent of whom 
are men, the other 50 per cent women and children. It is mani- 
fest, then, that the cotton industry has forced America to put 
burdens upon the women and children, but not to the same 
extent as in England. Yet America still holds out in this fierce 
competition for the ideal of our race, which has always been 
manly men who make their way in the competitions of the world 
and womanly women who make the homes of the Nation. It is 
not necessary to review the cotton industry of Germany and 
Japan. It is worthy of note, however, that among the oper- 
atives of the cotton mills of Japan there are five women for 
every man, showing that this industry which is commercially 
most promising is being built up almost entirely by the labor 
of women. Not only this, in the recent report of the American 
minister we are informed that the new Japanese factory law 
provides that no children under 10 years are to be employed, 
and no children under 15 or women are to be employed more 
than 12 hours a day. But the provision in regard to children 
applies only to new help, and children of 10 years may be con- 
tinued if they are already in the factory. But the Government 
may extend the working time of women and children to 14 hours 
for a period of not more than 15 years after this law goes into 
effect. In the cotton industry, then, it seems that the pleasant 
prospect of world competition which the President holds out, 
the prospect of “ the whetting of American wits by contest with 
the wits of the rest of the world,” means that the women of 
Japan are to carry on the great competition which she hopes 
will make her great and powerful. Not only this, but the 
statesmen of Japan suspend their limitation of the hours of 
labor for 15 years, in which time those patient drudges are ex- 
pected to conquer the cotton trade of the Orient for Japan. 


THE WOMEN WHO PARTICIPATE IN THIS COMPETITION. 


If the statesmen of America have not been awakened, the 
statesmen of Germany are awake and do know what this modern 
competition involves. In addition to other textile industries, 
Germany has a promising cotton industry in Saxony, which is the 
foremost industrial Statein Germany. The recent business crisis 
has shown the tendency to use female labor in place of male 
labor wherever possible. Our consul at Dresden reports as 
follows: 


From the statistics of sick funds, it is learned that the employment 
of female labor is increasing much more rapidly than male, and also 
much more rapidly, comparatively, than the female population. From 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 24.; = cent. 


APRIL 26. 


1906 to September, 1910, the number of female workers iner 
2 The great accession of able-bodied female work: 
last few years is remarkable, and is to be attributed to the , 
cost of living, which causes women to leave housebold dutics 
remunerative work. 

The hausfrau of Germany has even anticipated the 
sive thought of our President, leader of the Demoerati, 
and proposes to abandon her pots and pans and start 
sharpen her wits “‘ by contests with the wits of the res; 


| world.” 


WISDOM OF THE REPUBLICAN ERA, 

America has hitherto been protected by the wisdom 
Republican statesmen of the last 50 years. But on Wed), 
when the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. ; 
tleman from Alabama, opened the debate on this bill. he y 
this House and the country that that 50-year era is ender) 
that we are about to return to the piping times “ bef 
war,” when the United States Government borrowed j)) 
12 per cent interest and all the people dwelt in demoers: 
plicity. The gentleman from Alabama thinks that this 
ing of eras is going to be attended by no greater disty 
than the singing of a grasshopper in a deserted field on 
summer day. The President thinks there may be a litt), 
turbance, some people being so unreasonable as to remain 
during the performance, for the President says in his ad 


To some not accustomed to the excitements and respons 
greater freedom, our methods may in some respects and at so 
seem heroic, but remedies may be heroic and yet be remedies, [t 
business to see that they are genuine remedies. 


THE SOCIAL REVOLT IN ENGLAND. 

I do not know that I ought to obtrude advice when thie | 
dent and the Democratic Party have decided to change t 
rent era and resuscitate the old era “before the war.” | 
think, if the President has read faithfully his London 1 
he will notice that there are some things which can 
solved on the formulas of “before the war.” We have a 
amazed at the agitation which is going on amoung the 
of England for political power. It is perhaps the most sig 
sant and startling agitation of modern times. That y 
considered, and rightly, the gentler sex, should leave thi 
of home and go out to smash windows, burn castles, and 
the dignified cabinet ministers of the most dignified Gove: 
in the world demands a serious explanation. 

The modern movement for woman suffrage in England 
from 1906, when Christabel Pankhurst and Miss Annie k 
were fined in Manchester for disturbing a political ni 
This was the first of the suffragette disturbances. I 1! 
will surprise most Members of this House, as it surpris: 
to learn that this remarkable movement is to a large ext 
product of the world-old cotton industry and the theory | 
trade. Annie Kenney was a cotton-mill operative, having 
as a wage earner at 10 years of age, continuing until, w 
Pankhurst in 1906, she started an agitation which is att 
the attention of the world. Annie Kenney gives this : 
of why she became a suffragette: 

I grew up in the midst of women and girls in the works, a! 
the hard lives of the women and children about me. I not 
great difference made in the treatment of men and women 
factory, differences in conditions, differences in wages, and dif 
in status. I realized this difference not in the factory alon 
the home. We saw men, women, boys, and girls all work 
during the day in the same hot, stifling factories. Then wl 
was over I noticed it was the mothers who hurried home, wh: 
the children that had been put out to nurse, prepared tea 
husband, did the cleaning, baking, washing, sewing, and nur 
noticed that when the husband came home his day’s work wa 
he took his tea and then went to join his friends in the club or 
public house or on the cricket or football field, and I used 
myself ee this was so. oe was the mother the drudge of tl 
and not the father’s companion and equal? 


INTOLERABLE ECONOMIC CONDITIONS. 

Any man who reads Annie Kenney’s justification n 
moved by a profound sympathy, whatever his judgment n 
of the practicability of this movement to help the hard « 
tions of women cotton operatives. It must be remembered | 
the discouraging condition of women’s labor in England | 
confined to the cotton industry. Indeed, as cotton manuf: 
might be called the premier industry of Great Britain s 
as well paid if not better than any other industry where « 
men or women are employed. The average earnings of 
in English cotton mills amount, according to a recent Parliat 
tary inquiry, to $4.32 a week. The women employed in Ens''s) 
woolen mills get an average of $3.32 a week. In the shoe 
factories, according to the latest Parliamentary statistics | 
I could find, women received $2.78 a week. It may be tha! 
the recent agitation the wages of women in this industry ! 
been somewhat increased. ; 

Whether or not the agitation which Annie Kenney leads is 
calculated to get more wages for the working women of Ens':! d 
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tinent to this discussion, for this discussion concerns | line of protection, created by a | é ve ta 1 the Demo 
diate effect of this bill and not a social agitation, | crat orators reproached them for that, f 30 and d in 
mature, if at all, after many years. The broad i great campaign that their w Ss e vel } { 
of the condition of the working class in England was | wages of t m is who b : ( 
ia few months ago by a distinguished churchman, the | builders of brick houses need no } 
st. Paul’s in Londen, Dr. Inge. In an address which | are it subject to ocean t1 | | : 
rt with the industrial situation, he said: nevel ‘ nterested th ‘ 
d ssed a population of 46,000,000 on two small islands Industries of America eriy } \ 
re ) ne P land he eu ? =} ' of the w« le : ® 
I 7 a on we es tai : “id i adv stages " of which ae COMBESION OF tin — 
i cert Do you WW Ww y text \ 
1 ly was being exhausted wit! criminal recklessness, and States be ng to ie three br } 
was ne a very zg l and was becoming a ee \s » about G50.000 0.000 of \y 
of wealth te 1 Asia tl I os ry seq el t “t rhe wv 1 In sti ©] ' 7 ae | 
movement, when they remem i that a Japanese or | try about 100,000 It may urpl you 
V 3s content with one-t rd of c ( _beure pean’s wages and An rica lead n t = i . | 
‘ bh lly 1 > deally unfavorab! for the who children im thre é lu rT) ‘ . 
» a dense population with high wages and short hours. Our 1 silk 66.000. Be 1s i 
{ not support them When we ceased to outwork and under- | cheapness of « 1 trans : 
ons the working ciasses u t emigrat r starve , . 
; ; front reine of the lneatrial « P j 
working people of England must compete, emigrate, Or | chock of foreign col ; r) . 
ihe people of other countries take refuge on the land | 5» than their 1 ani e De 
y “protective laws, meliorate the grinding competition. | pp, i s their reproac! 
‘ n operatives of England must meet all comers, because 
product must be sold in every land und the sun. They . 
ell in China, where the women cotton operatives of Japan Was t the rt of tre : 
ying to take the Chinese market by working more than | those fi 1 wl 
» rsa day and running the factories day and night. tected thi der s Did f ‘ ‘ ’ 
‘LL AMERICA ENTER UPON THIS DIREPUL COMPETITION ? Suips OF tnose Who s l bet en t l P 
. establishment of Christianity in the Roman Empire haps they wert a Ous al Prous 
da revolution in the status of women in the then known Sedeced 12 s Wor 7 a A I 
The interests of working women were protected by the | ’!" > | the ! 5 
t of regulations concerning the industries of spinning WOIRem. ( F Mall a ; , 
dveing But in the world competition upon whieh free of repr very , vere a i 
s embarked England, probably irrevocably, that old, anterior ¢ uzavion, and ; Cauh 
ne Roman usage is observed only in favored countries. | * ed a helping hand shey § Patiig l 
new age which is dawning upon us has many advantages | COMM ULILes, hel by est - 
other ages, and we sometimes look back with contempt and the peaceful cou , == @ y ta 
he rude virtues of other times In the days of chivalry, their fellow citizens, we ' ; 
er, woman wis given a high place in the admiration of tax de —e : it fold | 
nd feats of arms were performed in her presence and/., Is it worth wh x : —— tinue | 
er favor. In Ivanhoe Sir Walter Scott thus describes a industria! fi 1 rs of our ¢ us 
rable tournament in which the gentle knights of that time | *\"' 4 ? : : 
nded in order that they migbt receive distinction at her | ™ = , - ae 
ic e hit Dl I S j 
led the memorable field of Ashby de la Zouch 1e of the 5 am 
ntly cont ed rourna of that a for t ! ( 4 uid 
ding one ! was smothered in ] fo show | far |] g 
i tl id. yet up d i i ounded, 4 is e@ 
} never recovered. Several more we fi d f fe, and th ; : j " ; 
ped best carried the marks of the nilict to e gi I A s \ 4 I 
Hence, it is always mentioned in th d * th into Pai ent Vv [ ( 
passage of arms o Ashby.” chal ‘ f @ ¢ \ : 
y not think that “gentle and joyous” is an accurate on of $15,000,001 ; 
n of the « unpetition in W ; Ivanhoe figured, but nks o } | ‘ 
we to think of that world tournament competition y ‘ it of A 
} the President and the Democratic Purty invite the Ameri- ae 
le to enter, in which womun is not to be a spectator of _* 
its of man but a sbarer in the conflict, in order {hat Amer At tl 0 f , 
s may “ whet their wits by contest with the wits of the re to the l ) 
W rid’ 7 @ , 
ANTIQUE THEORIES IN A M LD el rng l l 
en the world-wide compet tion in the cotton ind try is s re , i 
ally evident, it seems impossible for a thoughtful man Ur ds 
the view of the Democratic Party. Democratic orators re- | ordinat I 3 
h this industry in America because the operatives are | of Al . 
well paid as those in other American industries. They see 1 tl 
forget the frightful world competition d the lk ; i i t it 
rates which make the world to its uttermost parts one At 
cet. Since the doctrine of free trade was upheld b; It is t . 
England and Robert J. Walker in America, ocean t: gives irce em s the A ) 
n has been revolutionized the underpaid labor of | © and to ¢ 
1850, four years after Robert J. Walker enunciated his of other lands, who have en buliding up the | 
ry of tariff for revenue, the fine steamer Persia carried a | @OW ** is in a condition to into comp o Un 
Cargu across the Atlantic at an expenditure of 14.500 pounds of dustry here, it will be found th ie high “es 
te a ton of freight. Thirty years ago, when tbe great fall | © have also been due to protectio 0 
ean rates took place, a cube of coal smal! enough to pass beyond questh n that prote tio! helps even he | | 
through a ring the size of a quarter of a dollar would drive a | Cotton operative appreciably, the woolen , b 
n of cargo 2 miles. To say that improvements in ocean trans- | Stantially, silk and shoe operatives s 
portation, supplemented by the electric telegraph, have made the | MALE AND FEMALE W 
rid one-half smaller, so far as the economics of tariff are con- —— ' — ' 
med, is to make a conservative statement. . SERED SS Baw COURT) , 
: European conditions, esp , f e of 
ee BaSee. women in the industries. We 
In a light commodity, like woven cotton. ocean freight rates | as much as lies within our power. The r t cs 
are a negligible quantity, and therefore the cotton workers of | that the use of female labor in 
erica stand on the industrial frontier. They have a little | of America has been decr« g « g i 
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table is so illuminating from the standpoint of advancing 
civilization that I venture to summarize it here: 
Per cent of average number of wage earners 
| 16 years of age and over. 
~ wren Sen | Under 16 years 
| | | of age. 
Division and State. Male. Female. 
| mie | ay oe 
1909 | 1904 | 1899 | 1909 | 1904 | 1899 | 1909 | 1904 | 1899 
Bd AR ee as 
: PP PS es PA PF 
United Stat | 78.0] 77.6 | 77.1] 19.5] 19.5] 19.5] 2.5] 2.9] 3.4 
J 
Geographic divisions: | | | | | 
New England 69.0 | 69.1 | 68.4 | 27.9 | 28.0] 28.7] 3.1] 2.9 2.9 
Middle Atlantic 73.3 | 73.9 | 73.3 | 24.7 | 23.5 | 23.4] 2.0] 2.7 3.3 
East North Central....! 84.0 | 83.8 | 84.4 | 14.5] 14.5] 13.2) 1.5) 17 2.4 
West North Central 83.1 | 83.6 | 83.4 | 15.4] 14.2] 13.6] 1.5] 2.3 3.0 
South Atlantic. .--| 78.0 | 75.4} 74.7 | 15.6 | 17.0] 17.4] 6.3] 7.6] 7.9 
Kast South Central.....| 87.4 | 85.9 | 86.2) 9.5) 9.7) 9.0) 3.1] 4.3 8 
West South Central....} 93.6 | 92.6 | 91.3] 4.7] 5.5| 6.4] 1.7!] 19 2.4 
Mountain. .... .-| 94.3 | 93.6] 94.4] 5.1] 5.2] 4.2] 06) 13) 13 
Ss dcvovasbdiaubdas | 90.4 88.6 | 85.5 | 8.9 10.3 12.6 | 0.7 1.2 | 1.9 
| 


While the employment of women has not increased in the 
United States in the last decade, it is probably increasing very 
rapidly in England, at least in the cotton industry. From 18385 


to 1901 the increase of females over 13 years of age has been | 


from 47.9 per cent to 61.1 per cent. There is relatively the 
saine percentage of male operatives through those years. The 
great advance in England has been through legislation eliminat- 
ing child labor. Females over 13 years old have taken the 
place of younger children. But in American industries gener- 
ally the increase of men is noticeable. 

IT know a silk mill in this country which competes with the 
silk mills of Japan, where the women weavers receive the same 
wage as the men when they do the same work. This new 
tariff will be a serious blow to that industry, and if it survives 
after this bill becomes a law its activities will be seriously 
crippled. How long will this American condition of equality 
last when that mill must compete with weavers in Japan who 
receive wages on an oriental basis? 

DEMOCRATIC POLICY FOUNDED ON MISCONCEPTION. 

The other day I read in a popular magazine an article on the 
prevailing social unrest, by a western writer, evidently a well- 
meaning man. I was attracted by a phrase in which he spoke 
of the New England manufacturers as among the most selfish 
of mankind. It reminded me of a speech made in the United 
States Senate by the late Senator Frye, of Maine, in which he 
spoke of a certain school of political thought which had “a 
holy horror” of “ New England capitalists,” of “ thieving manu- 
facturers.” This was on February, 10, 1882, 31 years ago. 
Consider also that within this 31 years the period of 1894 had 
intervened, and in that period the circumambient air had been 
vexed by denunciations, not of the mill owners of New England 
alone, but also an equal denunciation of the mill owners of the 
industrial part of America which have followed the example of 
New England. Thus it is proved by history that from the 
recent article of the western editor for over 31 years back the 
manufacturer has had a bad reputation among some people. 
Now if that is so, why has this enlightened America tolerated 
these men? Is not that a phenomenon worthy of examination? 
If such respectable men as magazine writers set their faces 


against the manufacturers, many other people may be preju- 
diced. No rank in life will be free from a share in this preju- 


dice. All manufacturers, in and out of New England, will be 
discredited. It may be that some high officials participate in 
this prejudice and unwittingly do great injustice to the manu- 
facturers, and to those earnest, hard-working people who are de- 
pendent upon the manufacturers for their livelihood. 

IMPORTERS AGAINST MANUFACTURERS. 


Now, when any man or class of men is ill-spoken of by 
number of people, that ill-speaking creates what we term 
prejudice. Whole communities are sometimes prejudiced, rightly 
or wrongly. The young man starting out in life and encounter- 
ing these prejudices either believes them or becomes mystified 
by the apparent contradiction between the bad reputation and 
the attractive personality of the victim of the prejudice. The 
older man, especially if he has had some experience in business 
or politics, knows that all men are not fair-minded, that some- 
times they assist in raising prejudices against other men simply 
because those other men have, or are trying to get, some good 
thing which the circulator of prejudices wishes for himself. 

Have you ever thought that it may be that in this tariff situ- 
ation there is a great good thing which two rival bodies of men 
are trying to get, viz, the supplying of certain commodities to 
the American people. One of these bodies of men goes to for- 


a 
a 
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eign lands, brings the commodities of those lands to A 
and sells them to her people in the great department s; 
importing houses of large cities. Those merchs:(< 
wish the importation of foreign goods to be as lire 
Their business is legitimate, and I make no compl: int 
as individuals. 

The other body is the American manufacturers, who a 
sell as much as possible of the commodities produced | 
American people in New England and elsewhere and y, 
discourage as much as possible the domestic use of ihe ; 
tures of foreigners. 


Cy 
! 
of 


THE QUESTION NOT TO BE SETTLED ON BASIS OF PREJUD! 


Why should the individuals of the second body of nv. 
hounded in the public prints and on this floor with every < 
insinuation and charge? Is the manufacturer the most , 
sive of mankind and the merchant who sells manuf:: 
philanthropist? Do not merchants obtain large profiis? | 
merchants employ thousands of clerks in the great ci 
receive a wage that is as beggarly as that received 
operatives? 


by 


Why should the manufacturer bear the enti: 


it entirely? A great party in this Hall are putting fliry 
bill which will cause the manufacturing of the Americ: 
to be turned over to the women textile workers of [) 
Germany, and Japan. No wonder that those who are res; 
for this legislation wish to distract attention from wh 
propose to do by denunciation of some one. In this de! 
Hall has resounded with denunciations of the high d 
made by manufacturers—dividends which upon an 
usually found to be grossly overstated, as were th: 
dividends of the cotton industry two years ago. 

Why is so much stress put upon this? Does not cons 
success advance one man or corporation beyond its { 
Have there not been wonderful successes in commerce 
ness? But the rank and file of business contents its 
moderate returns. The opponents of protection know | 
well. Then, why do they vex the atmosphere of {I 
with stock denunciation worn out by 50 years of ¢ 
Perhaps their motive may be suggested by a story wh 
tarch records: 

Alcibiades had a dog which cost him 70 minas and was a \ 
one and very handsome. His tail, which was his principal « 
be caused to be cut off, and his acquaintances exclaiming at ! 
it, and telling him that all Athens was sorry for the dog a: ! 


out upon him for this action, he laughed and said, “Just what | \ 
has happened. then. I wished the Athenians to talk about 


S 


| they might not say something worse of me.” 


TWO GREAT CAMPS. 


Those two bodies of men, the importers and the mar 
turers, have diametrically opposite interests, and where 
is the case, human nature being as it is, prejudices aris: 
the contestants not only become imbued with those pr 
but they imbue other people—their neighbors and bus 
sociates. In this rivalry between the importer and the : 
facturer it is manifest that both sides will have thei 
partisans, seek publicity for their ideas, and try to mo 
lic sentiment. 

And public sentiment is a tremendous element in such 
rivalry. Long ago, when the earth was younger thin 
to-day, there was an enterprising man named Philip of 
don. He was King of a little country known as Macedonia 
a few years later, through the genius of his son, Ma 
conquered the world. But in Philip’s time Macedoni 
many enemies, one especially redoubtable. Athens, the center 
culture in that Old World. And Philip of Macedon 
rivalries of that time felt that he was constantly at 2 
vantage, because in his poor, rude country there was no < 
celebrate his deeds of valor, and he expressed the wis 
he might possess Athens in order that he might ha: 
classic poets and orators to make illustrious his virtues 21 
victories. 

Probably Philip did not mean that these orators and 
should make him illustrious corruptly or by duress. but © 
he hoped to get their esteem and friendship through assoc! 
and mutual understanding—through acquaintanceship ©! 
club, at the church, and in society. 

Now, in this great conflict between the importer and 
manufacturer the manufacturer is somewhat in the pos! 
of Philip of Macedon. He is confined to his manufactur) 
small villages or mil) towns, as is the case in my own *! 
He goes to the great cities at infrequent periods. He «lo 
not become acquainted with the great life of the metroj" 
He does not know the men who mold public opinion. espec'': 
the editors and business managers of the great metropo!!': 
newspapers and magazines. 
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the importer has a distinct advantage. He 
in the life of the metropolis, he impresses 


this point 
constantly : 
at the clubs, and undoubtedly in the newspapers, not 


On 
ingies 
his views 
uptly, 
any 
norter’s side, and the fact that some great metropolit: in jour- 
do take the side of the manufacturers is a tribute either 
, their open-mindedness or is due to the fact that their particular 
y las enough manufacturing to counterbalance the influence 
‘the importing classes, 
Do not these considerations, then, explain the prejudice which 
arisen against manufacturers? It is quite generally sup- 
d that the millionaires of America are largely manufae- 
rers who have grown inordinately wealthy through tariff fa- 
7 oy I do not deny that manufacturing is a profitable form of 
eypation. It is an axiom in the world that manufacturing 
ons grow wealthy faster than other nations. This was evi- 
more than a hundred and fifty years ago, when Lord Ches- 
id, in writing to his son at Berlin, impressed upon the 
th the fact that Prussia was too poor to make an effective 
English ally; that while she possessed many brave men, she 
not the wealth proceeding from manufactures which was 
led to equip armies. But while manufacturers create wealth 
they do not necessarily amass great wealth indi- 
ily. I was greatly surprised not long ago to run across in 
w York World Almanac a table of American multimil- 
naire families. I supposed that they were manufacturing 
ilies, the products of the tariff, particularly of Schedule K. 
appears that multimillionaires of America are largely 
railroad men, real estate owners, and those who have 
handled and distributed the products of manufacture, farm prod- 
s, nnd the spoils of our natural resources. But there is not 
single cotton, woolen, or silk manufacturer among them. It 
been found that the surpassing wealth of the few manufac- 


but through identity of interests. It is strange, then, 


OL 


Ss 


l 
lent 
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terfie 


or others, 


the New 


bankers, 


turers has come, not by the manufacture alone, but by the 

finaneing of bankers. It is noticeable that two of these multi- 

naire families of America come from a single firm which 

has had wonderful success in Chicago- “I mean the Marshall 

Field Co.; they were not manufacturers, but distributors and 
mporters of manufactures. 

FREE TRADE IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 
This world-wide competition to which the President and the 
Democratic Party wish to commit this country makes no ex- 


tion of classes except in some favored cases. 
ier of the Northwest has protection, but the potato farmer 
under absolute free trade. Consider for a moment 


mdition of a potato farmer who has for years raised his 


The wheat 


ist exist 


crop for the New York market. Year in and year out he prob- 
bly does not realize 30 or 35 cents a bushel, for the freight 
rates on a bushel of potatoes sometimes amount to 15 or 20 
‘ents if the farmer is as far away from New York as Maine 
or Ohio. 

\ 


‘ow, to what sort of competition does this bill subject the 


potato farmer? ‘To the competition of all the world, including 
the great potato-raising regions of Germany. The freight on a 
bushel of potatoes from Hamburg, Germany, to New York City 


; 9 cents, so that Germany as a market is nearer than the 
greater part of the eastern country which is tributary to New 
York City. European wages for day. labor are very small for 
both men and women. It is probable that 50 cents for a man 
and 30 cents for a woman would be a fair compensation for 
\ in the potato fields. I can not give the exact figures, 
because the work on which I was obliged to rely, German Life 
in Town and Country, was published in 1901, when wages were 
ower, en getting 36 cents and women 24. But under the pro- 
tective policy of Germany wages have increased. Moreover, the 
treatment of the female farm laborers has probably greatly im- 
proved. 
incident, 


years ago 


which, 


” 


in 1901, was said to have occurred “ several 


Upon a manorial estate in West Prussia some 40 Polish women are 
Y ployed. These people could no longer bear their terrible ill usage, 
or they were treated like cattle, and they resolved to seek release in 
. ght, which they did by taking the night train to Berlin. No sooner, 
iowever, 


was their flight discovered on the estate than word of it was 
sent to the police there, with the result that two police wagons were 
in waiting for the party at the station on their arrival, and in these 
they were placed and conveyed to prison. 

Yet there is no doubt that the competition of the underpaid 
men and women in the potato fields of Germany wil! at once 
become a serious factor in the fam life of America, when we 
remember that the American farmer has been forced to pay a 
wage which in Europe would be considered princely. 

SCIENTIFIC PROTECTION. 


I do not believe that many Members of this House wish 
inordinate protection. I for one cooperated gladly with my 


L——34 


metropolitan journal should take any other than the | 


The authority which I have already cited records this | 
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Republican associates in proposing a tariff commission. When 
this fateful bill shall have run its brief course, another House 
of Representatives will frame a bill on scientific and humane 
| principles, which will be indorsed by the American people for 
years to come. 

The great question which is before us in 04g Hall to-day is 
how best to conserve the old ideals of Americ: Tariff conte Ul 
tions are supposed to be largely devoted to questions of wealth, 
and that is necessary in this age, when wealth properly dis 
uted uplifts mankind. But before it is possible to distribute 
wealth, conditions must be right for the production of wealth. 
After all, however, the great question has not to do with wealth 
but the well-being and advancement of the men, women, and 
children who live in this America to-day. On this side we 
uphold the principles of the glorious era which has done so much 
in the last 50 years, and with confidence await the outcon: 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I am not e.titled to yield 
to anybody just now. I understand the gentleman from —A 
bama was to yield to some one at this time. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, I believe the gentleman from 
Alabama was to yield to me after the gentleman from M ‘ 
sota concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cartin). The Chair will recogniz 


the gentleinan from Mississippi. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, with the exception of a brief 
period during the last 50 years the Republican Party 
in charge of the Federal Government. The An 


has been 


lerican peo] 

having become dissatisfied with the manner in which that 
party conducted the business of the Government, have retired 
Republicanism, and turned over the administration of gov 
ernmental affairs to the Democratic Party. 

The exorbitant and prohibitory rates of tariff taxation, the 
increased cost of living, the willful and well-nigh criminal 
extravagance in the expenditure of the public funds, the 
granting of subsidies and privileges to favorites, and the utter 
incompetency and general mismanagement of the Republican 
adminis ration were the determining factors in the struggle 

| for political supremacy at the polls last year. 

The Democratic Party promised to reform this abuse of goy 
ernmental authority and to reduce the outrageous and pro 
hibitive rates of a protective tariff, which had increased the 
cost of living, destroyed all legitimate competition, and per 
mitted the development and growth of gigantic trusts and com 
mercial combines. 

For nearly half a century the protective system of taxation 
has been forced upon the country. Through the operation of 
law the commercial, industrial, and agricultural interests of the 
United States have been made to suffer from the baneful effects 
of Republican protection. The resources of the country huve 
been shamefully exploited. The taxing power has been used 
to develop private business and to increase private prolit It 
has been freely bartered and exchanged for campaign contribu 
tions. It has been used to stifle « inpetition and to strangle 
legitimate industry. Efficiency in equipment and skill in ! 
are no longer the tests by which the success of a great commer 
cial enterprise is determined. 

The Democratic Party promised to reform these abuses, to 
divorce that partnership existing under Republican contr 
tween the Government on the one hand and a few tariff-sw } 
manufacturing ee on the other—a partnership sanctioned 
by law, which, as Carlyle once said, “compels all the people to 
furnish the capital od “all ws its favorites to recei the profits.” 

We promised to give relief from the shamefu systen of 
spoliation by taxation which marked the condu f the We 
publican administration. The American people t : us at our 
| word and placed us in control of every branch « l I ral 
Government. 

Thus commissioned, we have assembled in extra session to 
carry out our pledges and to redeem our promises 

It is no easy task which confronts the Democratic Conger 
to-day. The commercial maerane, which for years have be 
subsidized by tariff benefits that they now look upon the 
privileges and favors as vested rights in resentful and indign 
crowds have besieged the Committee on Ways and Means. A 
the beneficiaries of protection were present. The steel int 
the lumber interests, the coal interests, the cotton manufa 
the manufacturer of woolen goods, of glass and earthenware 


hatters, makers of boots and shoes, accompanied by skilled lob 
byists, represented by able lawyers, all were there rhe great 
interests and the small interests presented their side of the case 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, who gave them a long 
and patient hearing in every instance. Every Leneficiary of 
this tax was represented. But the consumer upon whose shoul 
ders the burden of these taxes fall was not there. There was 
no one present to represent him before the committee. Protec 





tior ing } ts and bounties and subsidies to its favorites 
} ways had powerful friends to champion its cause, parade 
extol its worth, magnify its merits, e.ver up its 
is I i defend its iniquities, and protect ij njustices, as | 
erful friends when the friends themselves | 

! ait henefited 

While on the other hand, any policy or system like a tariff for 
revenue only, which protects no special interest, appeals to no | 
one man’s individual gain, though benefiting the economic situa- 
tion of the country as an entirety, is lacking in the militant 
championship and enthusiastic support personal interest lends | 
and private profit actuates 

The policy of the Republican Patty has been to permit the 
fr Is of protection to write into law the tariff rates for the 
benefit of themselves, and though the American consumer was 
not present at these hearings before the committee, begging for 


relief from outrageous, unjust, and prohibitive taxation, yet the 


committee and the Democratic Party looked after his interests. 
We have presented to the American people a tariff bill which is 
the redemption of our pledge, being an bonest and careful re- 
vision downward of the outrageous, exorbitant, confiscating, 
and prohibitive rates now in operation in the United States. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, we have treated our friends on the other side 
of this Chamber with the utmost fairness. During the passage 
of the Payne law we were permitted to offer only seven amend- 
ments. At the end of this discussion those opposed to this bill 


will have ample opportunity to amend by substitution or other- 


wise every schedule in this bill. We are going to and we have 
given them ample time to debate the different items in the 
ensure, but we are going to pass this bill without any Re- 
publican protective amendments attached thereto. 


CONGRESSIONAL, RECORD—TIOUSE. 





Before discussing the bill itself, I ask your indulgence for 
n few moments while I briefly diseuss a proposition I have 
in recent years heard stated so often—tbat is that the tariff | 


question is a local issue. 

The tariff is not a local issue. There is perhaps no greater 
line of demarcation, no clearer distinction between the di- 
verging lines of thought of the two great political parties than 
their respective views upon this very question. 

Those who renlly regard the tariff question as merely a local 
issue have been deceived by observing that, a rule, those 
receiving the benefits of this artificial stimulant are generally 
the most 
these benefits often apply to the entire protected interests of a 


Ss a 


community, the questions of locality and sectionalism are 
suggested. 
Local influences can change men’s ideas, transform their 


beliefs, and mold their opinions, but principles themselves are 
unchangeable, fixed, immovable, and eternal. 

A proper understanding of these diverging views leads to no 
perplexity and frees the question absolutely from all suggestion 


of localism. 

The issue between the two great political parties on the tariff 
is distinct and well defined. Each of these parties represents 
ideas which are inherently and fundamentally antagonistic, 
opposing, and hostile. Both parties declare for certain duties 
to be levied upon the importation of certain articles which are 
produced or manufactured in foreign countries. The distinction 
lies not in the way these duties are collected, nor in the pur- 
pose for which they are to be used after collection, but in the 
purpose, the object, and the intent which governs the levying 
of these duties. The purpose, the object, and the intent of a 
Republican in levying a tariff rate is to secure protection to 
home industry. 

The purpose, the object, and the intent of a Democrat in 
ing a tariff rate to secure revenue to carry on the ex- 
se of the Government. 

To the one revenue is merely an incident; to the other pro- 

tection is merely an incident. 

\ protective tariff rate is levied for the purpose of keeping 
out importations, of stifling competition, of building up home 


industries, and benefiting private enterprise, while a revenue 
tariff rate, to be effective, depends upon the encouragement of 
competition so that importations may be brought into the coun- 
try in order that the duties upon these importations may be col- 
lected and turned into the Public Treasury. 

The Democratic theory of a tariff being that no dollar shall 
be collected by taxation for purposes other than revenue, there 
are only two problems confronting the framer of a Democratic 
tariff bill: First, how much money is needed to meet the neces- 
sary expenses of the Government economically administered, 
and, second, how can we best raise this money by levying duties 
in such a manner that it will prove least burdensome to the 
American people. 


| reduction 
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That is the true theory of a Democratic tariff, ang ir 4 
present bill in any instance should fail to measure to that 
ard it is because the Baltimore platform declared for 
in these duties. 

Some may ask, Why was it necessary for the Den 
platform to declare for a, gradual reduction in these , 
rhe answer is plain. During the forty-odd years of Repu! 
misrule and Republican mismanagement pretection has ry 

The protective theory has been so fostered, the busing 
country has been so artificially stimulated, this unhealth, 
unnatural system of taxation has grown to such an env) 
extent, its ramifications have so affected the commercia! ° 
so many of our citizens, that evil as it is, harmful as i: 
been, this unwholesome and artificial stimulant ean not 
withdrawn at one time without causing perhaps serious bu 
disturbances. 

jut though we have felled the tree of protection, trunk ang 
branches, let no protectionist gather hope because we may 
left a few of the roots in the ground. I say to you on t ther 
side of this Chamber, they will never sprout again. They sre 
as dead and as lifeless as the prospects and the hopes of the Le 
publican Party. 

Protection has been given a fair trial by the American 7 
and after years of experience it has been weighed in the } 
and found wanting. 

In absolute control of every department of the Government 





flushed with the intoxication of victory after victory, drun} ' 
the exercise of an almost despotic power, enriched by the s 
of over 40 years of Federal patronage, strengthened by the 
enormous subsidies and bounties given to its favorites. with 
plausible tongue and seductive arguments, the advocates of 
protection after nearly half a century of trial have v y at: 
tempted to justify its guilty existence. [Applause on the D 
cratic side. ] 

Based upon love of personal gain, founded upon selfishness and 
opportunity, dependent upon favoritism and expediency, this 
hateful system of privilege, with its subsidies, its bene ts 


advantages, and its favorites, has left behind the lasting memory 
of a corrupted and coerced ballot and an endless chain of 
petual lobbyists. Its insiduous and indirect method of tax 

is responsible for the wildest form of governmental extray: 

It has developed the trust, which, stretching its hungry tenta 


| far and near, has annihilated, crushed, and destroyed all who 


enthusiastic in their advocacy of the system, and as | 


dared to cross its noxious path. 

It has led to an aristocracy of wealth and power, and in the 
mad scramble for favoritism and preferment has leveled nu 
legislation to the dignity of a bargain counter. 


It has become hateful to the American people, and or st 
November, lohg to be remembered by all lovers of just and « l 


taxation, this harbinger of woe and want and misery and dis- 


satisfaction was buried beneath an avalanche of ballots, never 
more to be resurrected. [Applause of the Democratic side. | 

In briefly discussing the present tariff bill I shall to 
extent confine my remarks to Schedule K. Perhaps no schedule 


in any tariff bill bas created more discussion and aroused more 
controversy than the one pertaining to wool and the m 
tures of wool. 

It was the storm center of interest in the Wilson bill 
occupied the chief place in controversial discussion in the P 
Aldrich bill. In the present measure. not even exceptin 
schedule on sugar nor the provision relating to the income t»x, 
wool still occupies the stage, playing the chief part in the d! l 
of tariff legislation. 

There is sound reason why the schedule relating to woo! 
should arouse so much controversy. The tariff on raw w 3 
well been called the arch of protection. It has long bee 
connecting link which binds together the manufacturi! 
agricultural interests of the United States to the di 
protection. 

Those favoring and those opposing protection know that when 
this link has been severed there will be no further excus 
the agricultural interests to cling to a protective-tariff system. 
The manufacturing interests well know this, and knowing (his, 
they are more than willing to see a tax go on their raw materia! 
and take their chances in securing a proper compensatory 4 
because they can not afford to lose the political support of tue 
great agricultural interests, which in many instances has bee" 
accorded them through a mistaken idea that the tax on mW 
wool compensates the farmer for the millions of dollars wruns 
from his pockets every year by the plundering hand of a ti! 

Removing raw wool from the dutiable list has long be na 
Democratic principle. As far back as 1857 all wool valued at 
than 20 cents a pound came in free. The Morrison bill, | 
Springer bill, the Mills bill, and the Wilson bill all placed w: 
on the free list, and following Democratic precedent and Detv- 
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| 
the present bill. 
Removing the duty from raw wool means that the price of 
oesary articles of woolen clothing will be reduced, because 
n then remove from the manufactured article the com- 
nsatory duty which has been given the American manu- 
eturer to place him on equal terms with his foreign competi- 
rs in the purchase of his raw materials. 
Ac Jong as there is a tax on raw wool, while other countries 
allow wool to enter free, this tax is a distinct handicap to 
American manufacturers, and it is manifest that without a 

mpensatory duty our manufacturers, hampered to the extent 
of this tax, can not compete with foreign manufacturers in the 

wehase of the raw material to be used in the making of the 
finished article. 

lo place American manufacturers upon an equality with 
foreign manufacturers in the purchase of their materials it has 
been the settled policy of all political parties in the interest of 
fairness to give our manufacturers a compensatory tax equal 


er 


1 
\ 
yi 
1 
ti 


to the amount of the tax on the raw material. 

If we impose a tax of 11 cents a pound on raw wool and 
England permits wool to enter free, then the English manufac- 
turer, other conditions being equal, can buy his wool 11 cents 


a pound cheaper than the American manufacturer. Therefore 
it has been the practice that when raw wool is taxed our manu- 
facturers have been given a compensatory duty equal to the 
amount of this tax, so that both the home and foreign manu- 


facturers will be on equal terms in the purchase of their raw 
materials. 

The compensatory tax must then be added to the cost of the 
finished article, which goes into the price paid by the consumer. 


Under the present system of taxation not only the compensa- 
te tax is given the American manufacturer, but in addition 
thereto outrageous and enormous prohibitive duties are given 
the woolen manufacturers, all of which is added to the price 
paid by the consumer, except perhaps in some instances where 
the tariff rate is so ridiculously high that it amounts to more 
thun the value of the article itself. 

We have placed raw wool upon the free list Now, in order 
for the consumer to receive the benefit of the removal of this 
tax on raw wool, the compensatory tax given the American 
manufacturer to place him on equal terms with his foreign com- 
petitors must also be removed. 

After placing the American manufacturer in a position where 
he can buy his raw material under similar conditions with his 
foreign competitors and removing the compensatory duty given 
him, the question now confronts us as to how high a rate should 
be levied upon the finished product. 

We would like to remove the tax from all articles of neces- 
sity and in common use, but unfortunately it is only on those 
articles that the people want that revenue can be collected, be- 
cause if the people do not want them there will be no demand 
for their importation and no duties to collect. We need revenue 
to carry on the expenses of this Government. Wool is a good 
revenue producer. The manufactures of wool bring in over 
$16,000,000 annually. Now, how shall we raise revenue for the 
Government and give the people cheaper clothing at the same 
time? What rate shall we place upon this woolen clothing? 
We place this tax at what we believe ‘to be the lowest competi- 
tive rate, so that foreign clothing may be imported and competi- 
tion created. By placing this tax at the lowest competitive rate 
great importations of clothing, blankets, underwear, dress 
goods, and other woolen articles will be brought into this country 
to engage in active and healthy competition with the clothing 
from American mills. Millions of dollars will go into the Public 
Treasury, and through the competition created by these importa- 
tions the American people will receive the benefit of cheaper 
clothing, for if the American manufacturer does not reduce the 
price of his woolen articles to that of his foreign competitor the 
consumer will buy from the foreigner. 

Not only will the removal of this tax on raw wool result in 
cheaper clothing to the consumer, but it will result in better 
clothing; and more durable articles of woolen manufacture will 
be offered to the American people. We now tax raw wool 11 
cents a pound. This tax of 11 cents a pound on raw wool has 
resulted in keeping from the American market much of the 
finest wool. The wool from Odessa, from Morocco, from Aus- 
tralia, and other places differs in quality, in value, and in 
weight. There are any number of grades of wool. The greater 
part of foreign fine shrinkage wool never finds its way into the 
United States by reason of a tax of 11 cents a pound on the raw 
\-ool. The removal of this tax, however, will bring it in, and 
our manufacturers can have the benefit of the selection of these 
finer grades, and better and more durable clothing will be offered 
to the American people. 


ry 
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atic principle, we have placed raw wool upon the free list in | 
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As the removal of this tax will cause greatly increased im- 
portations of wool, then the output of our factories would also 
correspondingly be increased. The increased output would mean 
an additional demand for labor, and by reason of this demand 
employment would be given to hundreds who, under a 


en prohib 
itive tariff rate, were idle and vainly seeking work. 

“But,” says the protectionist, “are you going to destroy the 
great sheep industry of the United States?” No, my friends: 
we are not here to destroy the sheep industry o1 any other in- 
dustry; but, on the other hand, we are not here to build up the 
sheep industry or any other industry by taxing the Am un 
people for their benefit. The removal of this tax from raw wool 
will not destroy the sheep industry of the United States; on 
the contrary, it will prove a benefit to this industry, and befor 
I am through I will demonstrate that this is so. 

But before I proceed to demonstrate this I assert that under 
the Democratic theory of taxation no industry—the sheep 
dustry or any other industry—is entitled to a share of the taxes 


paid by the American people. I have heard many wax elequent 
when they tell us that it is not fair to the owner of the sheep 
to take the tax off of wool and leave a tax on clothing made 
from wool. Why is it not fair? Why is the man who owns 
sheep any more entitled to the tax money than the man who 
owns hogs? I deny that the woolgrower by matter of right is 
entitled to the benefit of a tax. Why he more than any other 
citizen of the United States? 
According to the Republican idea of a tax, that it is a bles 


ing to be given some favored individual—a cheap way of givii 
subsidies in return for campaign contributions and support duc 


ing election time—then the argument that because there is a 
tax on clothing made from wool there should also be a tax 
given the man who raises the wool is consistent. 

But the Democrats do not believe in that kind of taxation. 


They believe that taxes are not a blessing, but a burden. They 
believe that it is wrong to levy taxes for the purpose of paying 
campaign debts. They do not believe in levying taxes so that 
certain industries may be insured a profit in their private busi 
ness. They do not believe because one article is taxed that that 
is a reason why some other article should be taxed. The Demo 
cratic theory of taxation is that taxes should be levied solely 
and alone for the purpose of raising revenue to meet the ne 
sary expenses of the Government. 

The taxing for revenue of a suit of clothes composed, as many 
of them now are, partly of wool and partly of cotton, is no 
more the concern of the man who raises the | than it is 
of the man who raises the cotton. This tax levied for the 
purpose of raising revenue and not for the benefit of the man 


woo 


is 


who raised the wool nor the man who raised the cotton nor 
the man who made the clothes. The manufacturer is no more 
entitled to this tax than those who contributed the materials 
which went into the article he produced. If any protection 
results and the manufacturer happens to be benefited, why 


the protection that he receives is incidental, because the pur 
pose of levying this tax is to raise money to carry on the ex 
pense of the Government. 


What peculiar right has been given to the sheep b ns. 
with their thousands of acres and millions of sheep, that all 
the people should be taxed to increase the value of their 


flocks? Why is the man who owns a large ranch with count 
less sheep roaming all over it any more entitled to a benefit and 
a privilege from the Government than the man behind the plow, 
the clerk in the store, the blacksmith at his forge, and thou 
sands of others who toil but who never dream of asking the 
Government to insure their business a profit by the dk on 
of tax money? 

The aggrieved attitude and the indignant protests of those 
who for years have been receiving these governmental favors, 


when they see that these favors are to be removed from them, 
marks one of the glaring evils of the protective-tariff system. 
Looking for favors destroys self-reliance and does away 


with 
commercial independence. 

I would rather, Mr. Chairman, that the American peep 
should have warmer clothing to protect them from the chilling 
blasts of winter. 

I would rather that the children of the toiling masses id 
have woolen underwear to keep sickness and cold from their 
little bodies than to place these necessary articles above their 
reach in order to insure, through the operation of liw, an added 
profit to a few woolgrowers, who graze their flocks in the wild 
and undeveloped lands of the great and golden West 

But the removal of this tax will not destroy the sheep indus 
try in the United States. It is the tax that is more harmful 


to practical sheep husbandry than perhaps any other one caus 
It is well known that the owners of small flocks of sheep get 
little or no increase in the price of their wool by reason of the 
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tax of 11 cents a pound, because the price of woo! is controlled 
by the great packers and woo! merchants, and the owners of the 
small flocks have to sell to them at a price fixed by these pack- | 

The trust controls the wool industry, as it does so many | 
industries in the United States. Now, the wool owners of the | 
West, with their millions of sheep, do perhaps get an increased 
rice for their wool by reason of the tax. but there are only a 


} 
i 
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and the reason that they get the increased price is because of 
the agreement that exists between them and the manufacturing 
nterests, and they are also closely related to the wool-buying 
pickers, and for the further reason that because of the great 
amount of wool they have on hand they can afford to hold it 
and put it upon the market in such a way and at such a time as 
to secure th dvanced price sut it ridiculous to contend 
that the farmer with a flock of from 50 to 100 sheep gets any 
material part of this tax levied on raw wool. 

‘To those who have given little study to this question it would 
from the great number of protests against reducing 


is 


appear, 


rate on raw wool, and especially against putting it on the | 


| number 
‘w of these woo] barons, as they have frequently been called, | 





list, tha 


» “amount of space 


t wool is the foremost of our agricultural products. 
the 
hies on 

olor to this belief. But such is far from being true. 


The total value of the raw wool produced in the United States 


i911 amounted to $66,591,017, while the corn crop amounted | 


$1.565,. 258,000, to $694.570,000. 
The oat crop 


based on 


By The hay crop amounted 
wheat amounted to $543,063,000. 
unted to $414,668,000, and the cotton crop, 
1910, amounted to $820,520,000; making 
00.10 in cotte 


crop 


n, corn, wheat, bay, and oats as 
in wool. 


is not 


against only 
SOL OT As compared with other agricultural prod- 
; wool one-tenth so much in value as cotton; not one 
nty-third so much in value as corn; not one-fifth so much as 
: one-eighth so much as wheat: not one-tenth so much 
ay not one-third much as potatoes; not one-half so 
much as barley 

Why is it, then, that 
manufacturing textiles devote so much space to this subject? 
there an agreement I mentioned a few moments 
un understanding between the woolgrowers on the ohe 


not 


ns hay: so 


is bee use is 


| decrease of over eleven and a half million sheep. 
ibject of wool occupies in the bibli- 
manufacturing textiles and on agriculture gives | 


the | 
a total of $4,.037,- | 


the bibliographies. of agriculture and | 
It | 





hand and the manufacturers on the other. The sheep barons 
will stand for the tax on the finished article if the wool manu- 
facturer will stand for the tax on raw wool, and they have com- 
bined their interests and their strength. Why should the manu- 
facturer want a tax the material he needs to finish his 
product? There is not a manufacturer in the United States 
who would not prefer having his raw material free. There is 
hardly woolen manufacturer in this country who is not vexed 
and hampered by this 11 cents tax on the material he needs to 
make his cloth and his clothing. 


on 


and to take bis chances on getting the proper compensatory duty 
on the raw product? 

Because the manufacturer knows that when wool is placed 
upon the free the last connecting link between a tax on 
agricultural products and a tax on manufactured articles has 
been destroyed. Destroying this link means an abandonment 
of the protective system by the agricultural interests of the 
United States. If you deny the woolgrowing interests a tax 
of 11 cents a pound on raw wool, these same interests are going 
to use their best endeavors to prevent the manufacturer from 
receiving a prohibitive rate on the clothing they themselves 
have to buy; but as long as the sheep-raising barons are re- 
iving a protective tariff of 11 cents per pound on raw wool 
iey ure more than willing for the manufacturer to receive all 
protection he can secure upon the finished article. 

So the manufacturing interests know that if the sheep in- 
dust removed from politics the protective system will 
then ve to depend solely for support upon the manufacturing 

stries which are receiving these benefits. When the agri- 
cultural interests find that they are no longer connected with 
protection through the medium of a tax on wool, those interests, 
those farmers who in 1911 raised $4.037.874.000 worth of cot- 
ton, corn, wheat, oats, hay, barley, and potatoes; who were taxed 
and forced to pay exorbitant and unreasonable prices for all 
woolen clothing that they had to buy, in order to insure an 
added profit, which in many instances never reached the pro- 
of wool, the value of which was not one-sixtieth of the 
amount of the value of the seven products I have just referred 
to, the protective system will become hateful to them. The 
furmer will of all others be more opposed to a theory of gov- 
ernmental taxation which permits him to sell his products in 
the open markets of the world, but yet compels him to pay a tax 
on everything he buys for the comfort of his family and for the 
carrying on of his business. 
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Then why is this agreement? | 
Why is the manufacturer willing to pay more for his material | 


| not a mutton sheep. 
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The highest protective tariff on wool in the history of 


| Republic, during the last 10 years, has not prevented a « 


and falling off of over 11,090,000 sheep. 

Yet during the same period, with the exception of cattle. +) 
has been an increase in all other farm animals. We 
a tax of only about 10 per cent on hogs, and since 1902 
of hogs in the United States has increased 
46,922,624 to 65,620,000. The tax on horses and mules is » 
like so high an ad valorem equivalent as the rate on wo: 
notwithstanding the great number of automobiles and ho) 
vehicles, now so much in use in social and commercial life. < 
1903 horses increased from 16,557,373 to 20,508,000 in 1912 
mules have increased during the same time from 
4,362,000. 

Yet when we come to the sheep industry, we find th 


2,128.4 


} a tax of over 15 per cent on the animal itself and a 


"« 


11 cents per pound on wool in the grease and 88 ce: 
pound on scoured wool, that notwithstanding all this 
mous protection the number of sheep in the United 
has decreased from 63,964,876 in 1903 to 52,362,000 in 191° 
In less 
10 years, under the highest protective tariff in the wor 
sheep industry of the United States shows a falling 
nearly 12,000,000 sheep, while during the same period of 
with less than one-fifth and in many instances less t! 
tenth the amount of protection given the sheep and its 
combined, the value of all farm animals shows an increase { 
$3,102,515.540 to $5.276,438,000, a total increase in the \ 
farm animals of over $2,000,000,000. And yet we are to 
if we take the tax off of wool that the sheep industry 
United States will be destroyed. 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that one of the greatest handi 
the proper development and growth of the sheep industry 
United States is the political influences which surround 
industry. We do not raise cattle for their hides; we raise 1 
for their beef. The hides are a by-product. We ought to 
sheep for the mutton that is in them and let wool be the 
product. There is always a demand at high price for mutton 
lamb chops. We ought to raise sheep for their mutton, 


| instead of that we have been raising sheep for their woo 


mutton has been the by-product. 
country is not upon a proper basis. 

Instead of improving the breed, like is done in the rai ( 
hogs and other farm animals, instead of improving the bre 
slaughtering the young males, and supplying at bigh pric 
ever-increasing demand for roast lamb and mutton ch 
sheep growers, devoting all their attention to the prod 
of wool, have’ not made progress in the sheep industry. 

As long as wool is the prime object in sheep raising t 
dustry in the United States will languish, because she 
not profitably be raised for wool by reason of enhanced \ 
of real estate, except in certain lands of the West. 

The merino sheep produces a large amount of wool, |! 

Yet by reason of the fact that mer 
are the only breed of sheep which will closely herd tog 

the woolgrower of the West, paying absolutely no attent 

the mutton value of the animal, persists in raising only those 
breeds which have one-half or more mixture of merino blood 
in them because of the increased amount of wool, and also be- 
cause of the expense in herding and loss by strays which c! 
acterize breeds of sheep other than the merino. 

This tax on wool keeps the sheep industry in politics al) th 
time. It prevents the selection and improvement of the b: 
of sheep necessary to make that industry a success. 

But remove this industry from the unnatural political atmos- 
phere which surrounds it and sheep, like hogs and othei I- 
mals, can be profitably raised in the United States without all 
the people contributing a subsidy to keep up an industry the 
tax has helped to destroy. 

The enhanced value of our lands can be put to more profits! 
use in other Girections than in raising large flocks of sheep for 
their wool. The proof of this is strikingly shown in New Inc- 
land, where land values are high, and conclusively proves |! at 
woolgrowing is a frontier proposition. From 1840 to 1910 the 
number of sheep in New England have decreased from 3,8-' »,000 
to 300,000. In the Middle Atlantic States, where land valves 
also are high, during the same period the number of sheep hes 
decreased from 7,106,000 to 1,263,000 in 1910, while, on the other 
hand, Wyoming, Montana, Utah, Idaho, and other Western 
States, where land values are low, and in which the country '8 
practically unsettled, the territory of the sheep industry has 
shifted, for in those States the number of sheep has increased 
from 380,000 in 1850 to 18,338,000 in 1910. ,. 

In the State of Texas, where a number of ranches have been 
divided up in farms since the passage of the Dingley Act, 
there has been a decrease in the number of sheep from 2,520,063 


The sheep industry in 


ble 








‘ ooo. A falling off of nearly 1,200,000 sheep since the 
the Dingley law. At an aversge value of $5 per head 
1 »nnear to be a loss to tlfe State of Texas of about 
but the value of the cotton crop in that time has 

el from 1,471,242 bales in 1899 to 3,072,982 bales in 1910, 
ce of 1,601,690 bales of cotton, valued, including the seed, 
ner bale, which has added to the wealth of the State of 


’ “ the value of its cotton about $80,000,000. Texas may 
at ¢7.000.000 in the falling off in the number of shee; 

e passage of the Dingley bill, but since 1899, corn, some 

‘ h was grown on lands formerly used to graze sheep, has 
if 81.151.398 bushels in 1899 to 140,080,000 bushels 

10. which at the low rate of 20 cents a bushel would add 


¢15.000.000 in wealth to the State. 


\ e sheep showed a falling off of about 50 per cent since 
en the Wilson bill was repealed, removing wool from 
list and placing a high protective tariff on this product, 

e value of the liv stock in Texas increased from 

955 in 1900 to $518.646.509 in 1910, an increase of 

ee9.000,000. Texas may have lost $7,000,000 in the sheep 

\ the last 10 or 12 il but the value of farm prop 

reased in th State nee 1910 from $962,476.275 

164 n ine in that ‘ f over 178 times 

lost in sl ! What ‘e you going to do with this 

sly increased value in farm property? Turn some of 

» sheep and cat e pastures? Are you going to lose a 

f the benefit of all these val amounting to consider 

over a billion dollars, to make up for $7,000,000 lost in 

I simply mentioned the State of Texas because it is 

of { ther sections of the ited States, where the 
of farm property h: so increased that it is ir | 

heep profitably for their wool, with mutton as the 








Cl an, with the aid of hothouss nd : al heat 
id raise coffee in New England and tea in Pennsylvania 
! t would be the sheerest folly for us to att t to co! 
with Brazil or with Japan and China in 1 ne tl . 
lities. Such industries could never be fostered in th 
1 States if we were to erect around th hothonee 
wall mountain high. So, like sensible people, we turn 
tion to those things that we can profitably raise at 
1 with some of the money realized we b 4 ur eoft 
Brazil and our tea from China d Japan. As long 
e American farmer is realizing $20 or $30 an acre on 


or corn or cotton or wheat or strawberries or in anv 





oduct, he is not going to abandon that field of 1 
; and turn his fertile acr into a sheep | re f 
were to give him a tariff rate on wool as bigh as the gallows 
which Haman was hanged 
( 1 lands in Australia nd elsewhere re by natnr 
‘ o the raising of sheep and are not suitable for othe 
ure. We can not compete with them in raising wool 


many parts of our country sheep ca 
The merino is not a good m ieep but a good 
and the wool barons of the West for this reason 
» because of the gregarious qualities of that breed have 
“i to direct their attention to these kind of sheep, paying 
to the ion of their flocks, for the purpose 
mutton, which will always e¢ high price 
the market because of an ever 

Mr. 


every 


be pr fit ibly raised 
ton 


wool sheep, 


1tton s! 


‘ mue 
4 attention selec 
‘ ing mmand a 
increasing demand. 
Chairman, that placir raw wool 
y class and condition of our people, 
the woolgrower. 


I believe 


fits 


on the 


free 


even in 


( lit 
it will result in giving clothing and blankets and underwear 
and other woolen articles at a greatly decreased price to the 


rican people 


it removes the discrimination inu- 


facturer in the purchase of his raw ate 
It lieves us of the necessity of civing the American mann- 


I 
rer ¢ 


facturer a compensatory duty equal to the tax on his 

It prevents this compensatory tax from bei 

ice of necessary articles of woolen clothing. 

it permits us to eut down the rates on the 
equal to the duty on the raw material. 

It furnishes better grades of wool to American 
turers, and the people can buy more durable clothing. 

It increases the output of our mills, so that more empl 
will be given to American labor. 

‘ It takes away from the rank of the protectionists the last 
ink which connects them with the agricultural interests. 

It will direet the attention of the American farmer to a 
profitable industry, the raising of sheep for mutton, with wool 
as a by-prodnet. 

Under the Payne-Aldrich bill not only was the compensatory 
tax added to the price of the finished product in woolens, but 


g added 
finished product 
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outrageous, and in many i pro 
placed upon the rticles 

Take, for ij an b | .. fil eis, and u 
the Payne-Aldrich bill blankets ‘ beat 
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the farmer, this tariff bill will give him more relief from the | longing for a tax where the wealth of the country will Day its 
exorbitant and confiscating system of taxation now in operation | proportionate share of the burdens of government. [Applause 
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in the United States than perhaps any other class of our people. | Under our protective tariff the taxes are collected upon what 
For years the American farmer has been selling the fruits of his | we eat and upon what we wear, irrespective either of «}) 
Jabor and his toil in the open markets of the world without any | to pay or protection received from the Government. The ,, 
protective tax to insure his business a profit, and at the same time . 
everything he buys for himself and his family has paid a heavy 
tribute to the tariff. 

This bill removes the tax from agricultural implements. We 
have given the farmer free plows, free harrows, free harvesters, 
free reapers, free planters, free mowers, free cultivators, free 
thrashing machines, free gin stands, free wagons, free carts, free 
harness, free saddles, free trace chains, free bagging and ties, 
free binding twine, free nails, free barbed-wire fencing, free 
sewing machines, free needles, and free fertilizers of all kinds. 

We have given to the toiling masses free meat, free bread, 
free coffee, free salt, free flour, free meal, and free boots, and 
free shoes, 

We have reduced the rate on knives from 53.77 per cent down 
to 30 per cent. We have reduced the rates on all tinware from 
45 per cent to 25 per cent. We have taken the rate of 35 per 
cent off of furniture and reduced it to 15 per cent. On india 
rubber manufactures we have reduced the rate from 35 per cent 
down to 10 per cent. We have reduced the rate from 35 cents 
a gullon on castor oil down to 15 cents a gallon. We have taken 
the tax of over 45 per cent off of window glass and reduced it 
to 28.20 per cent. We have reduced the rate on shirts and 
collars from 64.03 per cent down to 25 per cent. 

We have reduced the rates on plates and dishes and cups and 
saucers and all kinds of earthenware in common use from 25 
per cent down to 15 per cent. We have reduced the rate on 
cotton clothing from over 50 per cent to 30 per cent. On the 
cheapest stocking hose and half hose from 50 per cent down 
to 20 per cent. 

On cotton underwear, so hecessary during the summer months, 
we have reduced the Payne rate from 60 per cent to 30 per cent. 
On all oilcloths we have reduced the protective rate of over 
45 per cent down to 15 per cent. 

We have put mechanical ground wood pulp on the free list. 
Our cheap paper used for book and periodicals is composed 
chiefly of mechanical ground wood pulp. Over 80 per cent of 
the ingredients in this kind of paper is composed of this pulp. 
We, therefore, gave it free, so that newspapers and periodicals 
and magazines and schoolbooks will be placed in the reach of all. 

We have carried out in this bill the Democratic theory of 
taxation—that the luxuries shall bear the highest rates of duty, 
und all articles of necessity and common use are either placed 
upon the free list or else the rates are materially reduced. 

We have placed the great basic materials, such as coal, lum- 
ber, and iren ore, upon the free list. Coal is a commodity which 
is net given to us by the ingenuity of man, but by the goodness 
of God. It lies in the bosom of Mother Earth, placed for us by 
the beneficent hand of the Creator, waiting to be carried to the 
furnaces of the factories and to the homes of thousands. It is 
un article in common use; it should never be taxed for the 
profit of those who have succeeded in corralling all the coal 
lands in the United States. It is so connected with the commer- 
cial and private life of so many of our citizens that an unnat- 
ural increase in its price would cause the wheels of industry to 
be stopped and create suffering and distress throughout the 


‘> 


man with a large family pays more Federal taxes tha) 
rich man with a small family. Under the present s, 
colossal fortunes have been built up and gigantie trusts | 
been created, which do not in many instances pay one cent of 
revenue necessary to meet the expenses of a Government ) 
whose laws these fortunes were amassed and these 
established. 

Under existing law the man in the factory working fo, 
scarcely living wages, the farmer toiling all day, the miner \ 
goes down into the earth to drag therefrom the pr 
metals to be used in commerce and in trade, the clerk pe 
the counter, the blacksmith at his forge, the artisan at 
bench, the shop girl in the store, each and every one paying 
tax upon the food that they eat and the clothes that they yw: 
often contribute more to the expenses of the Government | 
the man worth millions, and who is constantly calling upon jija 
Government to protect his property and to insure his busines 
against loss. 

We have placed the nominal rate of 1 per cent per a: 
upon all incomes over $4,000. When this income exe 
$20,000 and does not exceed $50,000 an additional tax of 1 | 
cent shall be levied, and where the total net income exce, 
$50,000, but does not exceed $100,000, 2 per cent additional s! 
be levied, and when the net income exceeds $100,000, 3 
cent additional shall be added. 

This income includes all gains, profits, and incomes de: 
from salaries, wages, or compensation for personal services of 
every kind, or from sales of property, or for rents, interest, and 
dividends. There shall be allowed as deductions the 
expenses of the business, all interest paid on indebtedness, ; 
county, State, and municipal taxes, losses actually sustained, 
incurred in trade, or caused by the act of God and are : 
compensated by insurance, and a reasonable allowance for t! 
wear and tear of property, but no deductions shall be made f 
personal living or family expenses, or for any improven 
intended to increase the value of an estate. 

But as I stated before, the gentleman from Tennessee 
Hutz] has this morning gone into this matter with such det 


i 


that I shall not detain you further upon this subject. 

We have redeemed our promise and given the Amer 
people an honest tariff bill with an honest revision downward 

The dismal prophecies of ruin and disaster coming wit! 
tiresome monotony from the other side for over two years i! 
now falling upon deaf ears. The Democratic Party was nev 
stronger in the history of the Republic than it is to-day. L 
a sentinel upon a watch tower the Democratic Party, f 
upon principles of truth as eternal and as everlasting as | 
hills of our native land, has witnessed the wreck and decay 
many political parties whose glittering generalities captured f 
a while the popular fancy of the people of the United Stat 
But whenever the country was in trouble, whenever pal 
and financial disaster fell upon the land, whenever the burd 
grew heavy upon the tired shoulders of the toiling masses 
sober judgment and good common sense of the American | 
would return, and, going back to the faith of the fathers, 
would repudiate the false doctrines and relegate the 
moters to the background of political oblivion and cli 
Democracy as the only safe and sure anchor in time of trou 

For over 100 years Democracy has been either in cont 
the affairs of our Government or else the dominant 
party, warning the American people against false i 
false gods, and the history of the Republic shows that, wi 
a single exception, sooner or later, the sound sense of our | 
heeds the warning. 

Founded upon the eternal principles of constitutional gove! 
ment, honest and fair taxation, and equal rights for all and s 
cial privileges to none, Democracy has stood the test of 
and will endure as long as love of liberty finds lodgment |! 
human breast. 

When these principles of Democracy shall perish, then, ! 
not till then, will popular government be destroyed and ‘ 
country be known no more among the nations of the « 
[Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlem 
from Indiana [Mr. Drxon]. = 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Chairman, the Dingley law had been 11 0 
eration but a brief period before the American people besin 
make demand for its revision and relief from its exorbitant ©s 
actions. So persistent and universal did this demand become 
that both the political parties in the campaign of 1908 made ! 
sponse, and the people felt assured of some relief from the exces- 


land, 

Lumber is another commodity that comes to us not through 
man’s skill, but also by and through the goodness of God. It is 
needed by every class and condition of our people. The man 
in the city needs it to build his home. The farmer needs it to 
build his barns, his fences, and his stables. We need it to build 
schoolhouses and churches. The Democrats have always stood 
for free lumber. Our party does not believe that the taxgath- 
erer should ever stand between an American citizen and the 
building of a home for his family, a schoolhouse for his chil- 
dren, or a church for his God. [Applause.] 

The Steel Trust owns nearly all the iron ore in the United 
States. We put this ore upon the free list, so that the independent 
manufactories could buy their ore to be put into finished arti- 
cles on equal terms with the trust. The increased importations 
of iron ore mean that the American people can secure cheaper 
articles made of steel. It enabled us to give the farmer his 
agricultural implements free of duty. By reason of the in- 
creased importations there will be greater output from Ameri- 
can mills, which necessarily means increased employment to 
American labor. 

We have given the American people an income tax. After 
listening to the splendid address upon the subject of this tax 
by my colleague, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt], 
this morning, I shall not go into the details of this provision 
other than to say that for years the American people have been 


Miho 
d 


at 








(915. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


urdens of tariff taxes. 
of the Democratic Party. It was a straightf rward declara- 
for a downward revision of the tariff, and the Republican 


There was no dispute as to the posi- 


rm simply promised revision, leaving to the members of that | 


on interpretation as to whether that revision was to be up- 
dow nward. The people demanded an explhination of that 
and the Republican candidate for President was com- 
o give his party platform official interpretati« As the 
ry leader of his party, he declared that if his party was 


yy 
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the mandate of power it would perform its promises in 
¢ faith, and that that promise was a substantial revision | 
‘ ward Upon that interpretation of the platform and the | 
. of its candidate for President, the people intrusted the 
: on of the tariff to the Republican Party; and, faithful to 
tc pstablished custom of forgetting the pledges made to the | 
neople before an election, the representatives of that party 
rned to their seats of power, and the friends of the tariff 

: revised it in the interests of its beneficiaries. To the 
ises of revision downward of the Dingley law, the answer 

; the Payne law; to the demand for relief, the answer was 
mal burdens; to the ery for lower taxes, the reply was 
hicher contributions; to the appeal for the reduction of the cest 
of the necessities of life was the assurance that higher prices 
| bring added prosperity and happiness; to the appeal that 

th or were unable to stand greater burdens was the reply | 
that our Nation would continue to prosper and that this pres- 
nerity in some way would diffuse itself among all the people, 


with its blessings of happiness and contentment. 

The Payne law, taken item by item upon the same importa- 
tions, showed an inerease of the average rates of 1.071 per cent. 
A statement showing the facts in detail was prepared under the 
direction of Mr. PaYNE’s committee and was never disputed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman to 
ficure that out in some way. I challenge him to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. DIXON. Yes. I will say that statement was shown 
by the report that was filed by the Ways and Means Committee, 
of which the honorable gentleman was chairman. It was in 
the hands of all the Members of Congress, showing that upon 
the same importations the average rate was 1.71 per cent 
larger. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means is inexcusable for mak- 


ing such a statement as that to-day. 
Mr. DIXON. May I ask the gentleman a question? Did 
not his committee file a report showing the importations of 


that year under that rate and under the new rate? 

Mr. PAYNE. It did. 

Mr. DIXON. And those added together showed that the 
average rate upon the same importations was in excess of 1 
per cent and a fraction over—— 

Mr. PAYNE. It did not, and the statistics the gentleman’s 
committee present to-day show that the statement is utterly 
unfounded and false. 

Mr. DIXON. I will bring to the gentleman a statement pre- 
pared by the gentleman’s own committee and the clerks of his 
own committee. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. And I will bring these prepared by 
committee within two weeks. 

Mr. DIXON. I am not asking the gentleman to take the 
report of the Democratic committee. I am only asking him to 
take the report of his own committee. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. And I am asking him to take what he has 
solemnly admitted, showing that his statement is entirely with- 
out foundation to-day. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. DIXON. The papers—the documents—are public property 
and can be verified by anyone who will investigate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know; there are some gentlemen who 
do not understand them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call attention—the gen- 
tleman from New York, of course, knows the rule—— 

Mr. DIXON. I am sorry I did not have those statements 
With me, made up by the gentleman’s own committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. So am I. 

Mr. DIXON. To the protests of the people of the repudiation 
of its promises, the Republicans claimed that it was a substan- 
tial compliance with the promises and the proof consisted of the 
alleged fact that of the 2,024 items in the Dingley Act nearly 


your 


or 7 ‘ 
oa were increased, 1,150 were unchanged, and 654 were re- 
duced. These figures constitute the argument and proof, yet 


they disclosed the fact that of over two-thirds of the items, 
- —e by the President, there was no reduction downward. 
An investigation and analysis of the items increased and low- 








oo 


ede de) 


ered disclosed that the reductions were so small as te m 
it hardly perceptible: in f the totai reduction in 4 0 
14 schedules taken tog ther were ss than 1 per cent. \ 
instance we find sugar was reduced four onethousandt 
1 per cent, and it was necessary to buy 100 pou of sugal ) 
get the benefit of a nickel, whi as a ma of fact, the o1 
nary purchases are for a st er iount, and th reduction 
could not be handed o to tl Ol ! mr 
sumption was 80 pounds a year for each divid i 
result that it would require a year and a quartes ! 
tion of sugar to secure the benefit of the 5-cent t 
secured at all. Our reduction is substantial, and it 
quire several thousand years to secure the total redu 
under the Payne law that we have given in one yea 
The duty on lard was reduced one-half of a cent a pr 
in 1912 we collected $66.45, and this is a inction of § 
and if this was distributed nong our total px tien 
can say that it would have contributed largely to the redu 
of the cost of living? 
They reduced the tariff on corn meal 5 per cent rd | 
we collected $24.91 upon the importations, thereby vil 
| whole American people together a couple of dollars, and 1 
are parts of the substantial reductions; but these tariff d 
were absurd, the importations trivial. We export corn l 
corn meal and lard, and the values exported runs into 
millions of dollars, and we have placed them on the free list 
They reduced the duty on agriculture implements from ) 
to 15 per cent, but the manufacturers of agriculture impleme 
have not only been able to supply our home market but to s 
abroad nearly one-fourth of the amount manufactured, and \ 
placed them on the free list. These instances could be « I 
in large numbers, but the ones here mentioned » ndicu 
of the character of the large class of other reductions. 
At the first opportunity the people had to resent the cor 
of their Representatives in the passage of the Payne bill there 
was a change in the House from a Republican majority to a 


ee 


Democratic majority and at their next opportunity they trans 
ferred the control of the Government into the the 
Democratic Party. In the last Congress the Democrats sought 
by a number of tariff bills to redeem their promises made to the 
people, but these bills were either unacted upon by the Repub 
lican Senate or vetoed by the Republican President. 

In less than two months after our return to power the Unde 
wood bill has been submitted to the House of Representatives 
for its consideration and Trace Republican 


hands of 


action legislation 


from its beginning and there has been no measure of relie! 
to the people ever enacted by that party that covers so large a 
benefit as the pending Underweod bill. [Applause on the Demo 


eratic side.] 
The effect of the protective tariff is to distribute unfairly the 
rewards of labor, prevent its natural diffusion, and concentr 


it in the hands of a few people. It is a tax levied by the G 
ernment on all the peopie for the benefit of the favored f 
The Government, deriving so much of its revenue by means 


the tariff, wil! give in a measure protection on the artichk 
selected and to this extent these advantages will 
to the American manufacturers 


ever be given 
The tariff originally adopted 


was for the purpese of encouraging infant industries; it w 
never intended to make the people forever contribute tow 
their support. It was not originally established or justified 
order to shield the American manufacturer from the world 
entire competition in trade and to deprive the American 
sumers forever of the benefits of the world’s market. but it 
intended to enceurage the American manufacturer to embark 
in competition with the world in trade and production, and to 
give him the advantage of a moderate tariff, so he could equip 
himself to compete with the world. The idea of partitioning off 


the American people as forever excluded from the 
the world’s market and doomed to be victims by leg 
sion of protection prices and protected trade only is a moder 


benefits of 


| compn! 


eurse that looks to the Republican Party for perpetuation and 

fellowship. In obtaining foreign trade the United States manu 

facturer must always meet the world’s competition wel 

legislative barriers beyond this jurisdiction, and could 

but a reasonable profit. His chief aim and richest har 

the market of the United States, the widest and largest tt 

world, and the only one over which he could obtain dom! 

law. It is this market that ts the object of bis chief concer 
The domestic consumption and interstate comme of 

United States is twenty times as great in volume | val 

our foreign trade has ever been. “ur home market is twe 

times as profitable to the manufacturers of the United 8 

as our foreign trade, at its utmost figures Competition 

legislative barriers must ever be met by the American n 

facturer in his foreign trade; his home market will for 
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remain in great excess of the foreign trade and if he can only 
remain the master by law of the American markets, free from 
the foreign competition and at liberty to fix his own price for 
his wares, he can levy his extortions on the people as he wills, 
and swell his fortunes as he chooses. We are told that our 
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policy will reduce the wages of our workingmen, and force 
them out of employment. Our tariff shields the manufacturer 
from foreign competition, but it does not lessen competition 


among those whom he employes to make his goods. Its object 
has been, “not the protection of the seller of labor, but the 
protection of the buyer of labor; not the maintaining of wages, 
but the maintaining of profits.” Men ask protection for labor 
in public, but in their business buy the cheapest that can be 
secured. Investigations that have been made at different times 
into the industrial condition of the country shows that the 
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should ask some special benefit from the Government. © 
policy of government should be to encourage the individua 
his best effort, not a policy that stifles competition and des 
peaceful rivalry. We are opposed to a policy that will gus 
profits to some individuals at the expense of others. 


A 

avo 
vidual can be given a right that does not belong to him. os 
by taking from some man a right that does belong 
system that allows these wrongs we will change. 

The Statistical Abstract, published by the 
that the 


to him. ‘' 


Government, 
value of the finished product of all the manufac: 


industries of the United States for 1910 is $20,672,051.S70 
amount paid in wages in said year in the production of 
manufactured articles was $3, 27,037,884, which gives the total! 
labor cost for all of the said articles as 16 per cent, wh 
tariff rates are from 30 to 100 per cent on said articles. | 


people for whom we have taxed the American people for the | other words, the tariff rates cover the entire labor cost. |; 
protection of their industries employ the very foreign labor | only covers whatever alleged difference exists betw: 
against whose products they seek protection. Wages in the | labor cost in this country and in foreign countries, but i ) 
protected industries are as a rule lower than in the unpro- | covers the entire labor cost and then gives a profit many 
tected industries, yet they tell us that if the tariff rates are | the cost of labor. . 
reduced the wages of their employees must be reduced also. The first schedule is that of chemicals. The averace 
Labor wants competition that reduces the cost of living. “ He | under the existing law is 25.91 per cent. We reduced 
has competition in his labor in what he has to sell, he has a | 19.64 per cent, a reduction of $6.27 upon each $100 yw ly 
right to ask that there may be competition in what he has to 
buy.” ; 

It is true our laborers receive larger wages per day, and they 


efficient laborers in the world. 
is the amount of the necessities of 
you é¢an buy with those wages. The laborer does not work 


the sole sake of employment, but to supply the needs and 


ought to; they are the most 
The actual price of labor 
life 
for 


ported. Who will be injured by this reduction? 


” They \ 
us the laboring man. 


The protection left of 19.64 per cent 
more than the entire labor cost; it not only covers an ali 
difference in cost at home and abroad, but it covers the « 
labor cost. 

The next schedule is earths, earthenware, and elas 

The average duty under the present law is 50.92 per cent, yng 


comforts of his home. What he wants is the highest return for | the pending bill reduces this to 33.17 per cent, a total re 

this labor. His prosperity is measured by what is left after | of 17.75 per cent. This estimate is based upon the esti) l 
the necessary supplies for his home is purchased. If his wages | importations, but based upon the same importations of 1912 
are increased but the necessities of life are increased more | average rate would be about 387.97 per cent, a reduction 
rapidly, then he is poorer, though, in fact, his wages may be | 12.95 per cent. 

larger. Wages have increased in the last 10 years about 20 The items in this schedule that are used by the n 

per cent; the cost of the necessities of life have increased over | turer in his business are reduced 50 per cent in order { 

50 per cent. The Underwood bill will not reduce the wages of | him to purchase his raw material cheaper, where we have 
labor, but it will lessen to him the cost of the necessities of | duced the duties upon his finished products. The high-: 
life. Upon no class of our people does the present fiscal burden | and necessary fire bricks used in the construction of the f 
bear as heavily as it does on our farmers. We boast of the | naces in the iron and steel and glass industries have 
great wealth of our country; the farmers created that wealth. | greatly reduced and to the injury of no one but to the | 
They are the basis of the prosperity of our country. Agricul- | of all. The clays and earths used in the paper, pottery, : 
ture is the oldest and most important of all industries, and | tile industries have been reduced 50 per cent, as their | 1 


our progress is measured by its development and advancement 
In the prosperity of the farmer is involved and dependent the 
bappiness and prosperity of all classes. Bountiful harvest to 


the farmers brings prosperity to all classes and diffuses its 
blessings among all the people. Failure to him brings want 


products have been reduced, 
separated, 


Earthenware and china hay 
in order that the wares used by the many could | 
purchased cheaper and those regarded as luxuries carried 

much higher rates. Window glass has been reduced, 
of the rates were over 100 per cent, and practically no ¢g! 


as s 


1Zl 


and misery to all. The Nation prospers when the farmers | glass has4#een imported for years. The rates have been in t 
prosper, and the results are felt throughout the world. He} past so adjusted as to allow no competition, Plate glass 
asks no special favors from the Government and has received | been greatly reduced. There has never been any com) 
none. The favors shown to the special interests by high- | in this glass used for glazing purposes. 


protective laws have been to the detriment of the farmer, and 
upon his back have rested most heavily those unjust burdens 
of tariff taxation. He asks for a fair deal, and from Re- 
publicans he has asked in vain. We propose to do justice to 
this large class of citizens who have made this country the 
envy and pride of the world. Upon the farmer rests the 
burden of feeding and clothing the world, and the Republican 
policy has taken from him by tariff taxation a very large part 
of the profits of his labor. We are told of the great increase 
in our national wealth under protection. This country is so 
situated and has such immense resources that its development 
and inerease of wealth would be wonderful under 
tariff lnws. We have fertile soil, 
wealth, and the most intelligent 
perity is not produced by law. Prosperity comes through natu- 
ral it is not handed out by Congress. It comes by 
industry, fertility of the soil, and the intelligence of our people 
combined. Our country, with its broad and fertile plains, vast 
mines of mnineral wealth, and enormous resources will be pros- 
perous and progressive. 

We have immense wealth, and last year it amounted to nearly 
$178,000,000,000, yet 70 per cent of it was owned by 200,000 
people, and the other 30 per cent was owned by the remaining 
95,211,000 people of the country. Five thousand men in this 
country actually own one-sixth of our entire national wealth 
leaving the balance to be divided among the remaining 95,406,000 
people. The tariff has contributed more than all other things 
combined to produce this unequal distribution of wealth— 
stimulating, supporting, and producing trusts. 
are given by law. 


any kind of 
inexhaustible mines of hidden 
people on the globe. Pros- 


pre WO SSES 5 


These advantages 
It is the duty of our party to change the 


system by which the money is takea by law from the man who 
earns it and given to the man who has not earned it. 
avarice, 


Greed 
and selfishness should not be the basis upon which men 








The manufacturers of iron and steel produced in 1910 $1,377,- 
51,817 worth of finished products and paid in wages for tle 
manufactures $187,807,288, or 13.63 per cent of the value 
the finished product. In 1905 the wages represented 15 per 
cent of the value of the finished product. These articles were 
given by the Payne bill protection of more than twice the 
abor cost. In 1912 the average for this schedule was 51.42 
per cent. The pending bill will average a rate of 20.19 per 
cent and will cover the labor cost, and any attempt to convince 
the laboring men that their wages must be reduced on account 
of the passage of the Underwood bill will be unfounded « 
only made in order to arouse prejudice against the measure. 
We have not changed the liquor schedule and but slightly t! 
tobacco schedule, because we believe that the people who us 
the articles mentioned in these schedules could afford to [p:) 
the duties levied on them. They were both good revenue |)ro- 
ducers and should be classed as luxuries rather than necessilics. 
The people are compelled to buy the necessities of life, and for 
this reason we have sought to reduce the duties upon them 
order to make them cheaper. 

The cotton manufacturers turned out in 1910 $628,391,S15 

worth of manufactured goods and paid in wages $133,550,149, 
or 21 per cent of the value of the finished product. The Pay! 
bill gave these manufacturers in 1912 protection of 55.50 | 

cent. No possible justification could be given for the extrava- 
gant protection offered this industry. The Underwood Dill 
reduces these exorbitant rates to 30.48 per cent. 

The manufacturers of wool products produced in 1910 goods 
to the value of $507,166,710 and paid in wages $87,962,669, or 
17 per cent. The protection given this industry by the Payne 
bill is more than the entire cost of labor in the manufacture 
thereof. We reduced the average rate from 55.98 per cent to 
35 per cent. 
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\lenufactures of silk products in 1910 amounted to $196,- | industries affected loudly protest and object, and we 
‘emt the value of wages $38,570,085, or 19 per cent. In | regard the protest or continue to tax the people foreve 
bits oe 2 ‘ , . 
the average duty was 52.03 per cent. We reduced these | Special productions. If we wait to gain the consent 
te an average of 43.98 per cent, but these goods are lux- | the approval of the people who make money from tl! 
- are good revenue producers, and the reduction was | rates, there will be no revision now or herenafte No 
; can be lowered if we consult the demi ‘ the } 
\o have transferred from the dutiable list under the Payne | of the rates. Our party promised to reduce th« ft 
» the free list articles that were imported last year of the | Was no proviso to the promise that we w vod 
. of $102.402,579 and paid duties amounting to $24,698,226. | having received the approval of its ben ries | 
rhe largest single item is raw wool, value at $33,141,408, and | course of the Republican Party Its first co 
. i duty of $14,454,238 Wool was free in all the tariff laws | the beneficiaries, and the interests of the px e \ 
: r 1894. We intend to reduce the price of woolen goods and as they neglected the people in their legislat 
: ‘king the tax off of wool in order to allow our people to neglected by the people at the ballot box. The conte 
iv woolen goods for winter. If there is one schedule more | tween the interests of the people and the beneficiar 
shan another that has received the condemnation of the Amer- legislation, who believe the people should be taxed 
people it is the woolen schedule. Its rates are now, and | enrichment. In this contest we have not hesitated 
have been for years, exorbitant and unwarranted and its burdens | We will stand with the people and against the s 
) { inon all, but most heavily upon the people who are least j} and upon the pledges of our party platform. 
able to pay. Our climate requires and our health demands | We give the farmers free barbed wire and \ 
fortable and warm clothing, and the existing law prac- hese articles are a necessity to the farmer. He 
¢ forbids a large number of people from securing these | able to maintain rail and board fence 3; the pi ( 
ded articles. Woolen clothing and blankets should never | too high to be used for this purpose He must 
] . been luxuries. Nature demands and our climate requires | Tesort to the wire fencing, and it is an item of ‘ 
that their use should be general and not restricted. We have | pense in his yearly accounts. He should be al 0 
reduced woolen blankets from 104 per cent to 25 per cent, ready- | &t the lowest possible price, and for that re n WwW 
made clothing and articles of wearing apparel from 75.76 per | tt ou the free list. The tariff rates on th 
to 85 per cent, shawls from 101.55 per cent to 35 per cent, pelled our people to depend upon the gr ste 
\ n hats from 82.44 per cent to 35 per cent, carpets from | their supply. The Steel Trust is the great 
~ : 14) : a ‘ 1 
RR er cent to 20 per cent and 55 per cent—reversing the Re- wealth in the country, and this wealth has a | 
n plan of placing the highest duties upon the cheapest | Means of tarill legislation. W bsolute conti 
rs kets and with power to fix their prices at w 
We have put lumber on the free list in order to allow our from the American farmer a constant flow of i 
to shelter themselves from the cold. The Democrats | treasury. 
sympathy with the poor. In fact, our party is known Not satisfied with tl nirol of this 1 
he poor man’s party, and it is the highest encomium that ally exported immense quan of t ro 
be given to a party that it guards and protects those who | several million dollars worth of barbed wire « 
unable to protect and defend themselves. Of the 16,000,000 | 1911 we exported $4,615,591 worth. We ex] 
es in this country less than 5,000,000 of their houses | barbed wire as all other wire « bined and 
are unencumbered by mortgages, and the remaining 11,000,000 of the world. By this bill we give to the houseyw 
either have no homes or have mortgaged ones. We propose to | machine with the duty free. Thi rticle is no Lae 
easier for our people to own their homes. The price | but a necessity, and is found in almost 1 the 
of mber has increased so much that it is almost impossible | people. Our machines are used in ‘ 
f the man with moderate means or a fair salary to manage | world, and an American travelet m 1 
ia house; it is impossible for the men with small wages |} Eurepean port. We exported in 1911 $9,089,840 
<o. The easier for our people to own their own property | machines, 
the better for our country, since it will result in better citizens We have greatly reduced the du ni 
better citizenship. and pottery, cotton and woolen g hosiery 
We have given the farmers free agricultural implements— | wear, clothing, oilcloths, carpets et lame 
s, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, drills, plant- | and household furnishings, in fact oh every 
ers, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, threshing machines, an ‘e have eht in every way to lig e bt 
hor ] It tor t] 1; W | \ ’ 
\ is—binding twine, cream separators, horseshoes, nails, | ple and reduce as far as possible, by the | r,t 
barbed wire, and fencing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] | and this bill is presented as an answer to the | 
As Democrats we have no political debts due to the special in- | asked for help and relief. [Applause. | 
terests, and we rejoice at the opportunity to relieve the people | I submit below the statement of the rk « 
oc their exactions. This bill, with its inestimable benefits, will Means Committee of the estimated revenues und: 
e soon presented for passage. Its support by the Democrats is | 1897 and the Payne bill, as reported by the W 
assured. We hear the cry and protest against this bill. The Committee and referred to by me in the above 
d howing the rates and duties collected under the law of i897, for the year ending June 50, 1908, also the rates and estimated 
from the Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives, Mar. 18, 1909, Sixt t Cor 
[Prepared under direction of Committee on Ways and Means by William W. Evans, assistant clet The ad val 
} Revenue unde I 
| Value of mer- 
Schedules. | chandise (duti- 
able and free). Present law Proposed bill Inere De t 
(act of 1897). H. R. 1438). ; 
i oe Dollars Dollars Dollars D D ] 
A. Chemicals, oils, and paints...............cecceeceeeees | 37, 125,351.05 9, 743, 468. 44 10, 029, 339. 54 285, 871. 10 ‘ 
B E arths, earthenware, and glassware.................. 39, 272. 92 13, 748, 947.51 13, 834 03 404. 52 
C. Metals, and manufactures of..................--.---- 51, 405, 153. 57 18,702, 890. 19 17, 597 {7 1, \ 11.72 
D. Wood, and manufactures of................... yarns 28, 086, 569. 24 3, 650, 054. 89 13 723, 8 
i. Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of................- | 86, 132, 918. 06 52, 648, 866. 44 7 09, 19 ; 
F. Tobaceo, and manufactures of.................------- 6, 119.01 23, 927, 700. 96 9, 2Al. 28 
“. Agricultural products and provisions................. | 82, 376, 479. 86 18, 161, 265. 68 14,010, 392. 35 
H. Spirits, wines, and other beverages................--. | 19, 684, 467. 21 | 14, 011, 560. 22 736, 216. 28 
1. Cotton Manufactures... ...........-00..--.s.c0secsseeee 26,543, 211.53 | 12, 286, 499. 08 1,056, $47.07 
Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of............ | §2,058,402.01 | 41,778, 299.48 186, 051.81 
. COl, nd Manusactares Of...............-sceeeceeees 63, 273,497.04 | 37,973, 801.34 6 . 
Silks and silk goods....... PscdaCCLAcitackeacvcccns 32,591,910.12 | 17,351,095. 14 0. 03 302, 064. 89 
M Pulp, papers, and Pde cUbedssiedsscvevcceseces 14, 154, 482. 06 | 3, 020, 980. 92 3, 865. 19 253, 884. 27 
o> SUNGFES. .....0escasencee eatiaiendadibehdnntendduines 118, 208,710.77 | 26, 325, 474. 36 24, 156, 304.63 |... 2, 169, 1 
Sec. 9. Unenumerated articles...............c0cscseeeees 1,501, 402.00 | 226, 989. 49 253, 531. 69 | 26, 542. 20 
N , ;, otal Ee jodie | 702,597,946. 45 | 293,557,984. 14 305, 224,732.39 | 16,757,222. 66 5,090, 474. 41 l 
Tater ease from customs. . . myece PNT ote lO, tints witb as hepebin abiés.0daseniateiiacmeitiniiie toes seccecceee| 11,666, 748. 25 
ee ed odedascacsecesace Re ee 20, 000, 000. 00 
nternal revenue on cigarettes, additional... .............)cccccccccccccccccclececcccccececccee. 1, 500,000.00 |..... 











Total revenue by proposed bill.................-..|--.cececeeeeeeee- ete heels 


$26, 724, 752. 39 
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of the Senate showing estimated revenues under the act of 1897 a 


under H. R. 1438 


us it passed the House of Renr 
rence, with tables of 


imports, production, and cor 


nance Committee, 61st C¢ 


Equivalent ad 


u aa : hdeie —— Present 
7). - " aaa he law. | 


Present law 
(act of 189 


Per ee nt 
7.6 
t 


49. 
3% 
15 


6 5 3 
£7.20 
30.14 
70. 69 
44.54 
43.72 
58.19 


62.33 


3) 


3 

D4 

£90, 953 
5 561.2 


4, 136, 029. 4 
29, 887, 883. 1f 


329, 117, 441 


247. 


162, 493, 497.23 | 173,018,117.82 | 170, 637,370.10 


tatement prepare: 1 employee of the minority party, as to revenues under the Dingley 


Comparative revenucs 


Aldrich-Payne 


Dingley duties, 


duties, 


$11, 136, 886 
15, 349, 939 
21, 821, 184 


3, 705, 022 


$11, 816, 214 
15, 290, 9 32 


291" "02 6 
49.9 0, 580 


“4.5 50. 192 | 
29’ 896. 26, 484, 490 


329, 109, 342 





? Decrease. 3 No change. 
5,649,002, or 1.71 per cent. 


Chairman, 


ask 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. I yield—— 
the gent] if he 


man from New York was yielded time yesterday when h 
| ready. ‘To-day his leader complained to me that we had 


| occupied time in the afternoon, and that we were taking 


Mr. PAYNE. I want to leman thinks the 
minority have any rights which he is bound to respect? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentlem: from New | Morning time, and that the night time was better 
York [Mr. Payne] that the minority has exercisec more rights | and I made the agreement with the leader of the gent! 
recently than anybody vn the floor of the House. | from New York to-day that I should occupy the time t! 

Mr. Chairman, having the floor, I to the | noon and even up to this time, and now I am proceeding t 
division of time stands [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LAYNE. If the gentleman Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Alab 

ive used more time than he has, Her.in.] 
ir. UNDERWOOD. I Mr. PAYNE. I will get my time some day. 

time balances. Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of th 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unper- | tee, this is a fortunate time for the American people. | 
woop] has used 12 hours and 9 minutes, and the gentleman from | first time in many long years a tariff bill has really been \ 
New York 13 hours and 8 minutes, the latter including the time | in the interest of the people. No trust magnate, no tariff b 
yielded by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] to the | dictated to the great leader of the Ways and Means Commit 


in LO §] 


desire ask how 

wants to find out whether I 
will admit it now. 

j would like to find out just exactly how 

the 


Che 


gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpocx]. 
Mr. PAYNE. That is the way I supposed it was, Mr. 
rhat is not what I am complaining of. 


man. ‘1 
map on the start, 


Chair- 
I told the gentle- 
when he was asking me to take time in the 
evening, because I was ready and he was not, that he must be 
fair and equitable about it,and he said that he -ould be fair and 
equitable about that. I said that I wanted to occupy some time 
in the daytime. Now, we have commenced at 11 o’clock, and I 
have had 45 minutes, and it is now half past 3. When is the 
gentleman going to get equitable on this subject 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Payne] that I will be more than equitable 
on the Democratic side. ] 
this | proposition, 
now on if he 


I do not propose to have him refiect on 
and I will enforce an equitable condition from 
» is not satisfied. I will say this, that the gentle- 


[Applause | 


what should go into this bill, and those associated with him 


that committee have joined in giving extensive tariff hea! 
upon all matters touching this legislation. That could no 
said of the Ways and Means Committee that framed the Pa 
Aldrich tariff bill. The American people have repudiated 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law, and they have repudiated the | 
that enacted it, and once more they have called into powe! 
great party of the Constitution—the Democratic Party. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The divided and discordant remnants of the old Repub! 
Party are trying to deceive the people and befog the issu 
discussing and denouncing the Democratic caucus. The 
stand-pat Republicans remaining in the House have li fted 
their voices in solemn protest against the secret caucus of 


Democratic Members of this House, and the insurgents, Prog’ 
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or whatever they call themselves af present, have also 
nned the secret Democratic caucus. Both of these minor- 
irties have gone through the ridiculous and farcical per- 
nce of holding what they call an open caucus. Pray tell 
at they have to caucus about. {Laughter.] They take 
orders from trust magnates and tariff barons, Their 
m is prepared by the bosses of special privilege, and | 
must do the bidding of the tariff masters. Then why try 
the people by sitting in an open caucus with cold feet 
time. [Laughter.] 
Chairman, we are the representatives of the people and 
uss in secret Caucus ways and means to secure wise and 
egislation for the people. We do not take orders from the 
eyed few who have grown rich through favors granted 
‘the Republican Party. We have full and fair discussion in 
, secret caucus by Democratic Representatives from every 
‘ion of the country. There we discuss our differences and 
them, if we can. There we prepare the measures that 
| present to the House and be responsible for to the coun- 
nd no Republican agent of a subsidized newspaper has any 
ess in a Democratic caucus. [Applause on the Democratic 
The measures that are submitted to the caucus and the 
ires that we agree upon are given to the public, and the 
which the agreement is reached is also given to the 
Why should the enemies of the Democratic Party be 
wed to sit in its council chamber when it is suggesting and 
ussing party procedure regarding measures that we must 
' responsible for to the country? If we bring out of the 
eratic caucus just and meritorious measures the people | 
applaud and indorse the action of the caucus. Gentlemen 
ce opposition who think they are deceiving the people are 
ng themselves. The people do not care so much about what 
said in reaching a conclusion as they do about the conclusion 
ed by the Democratic caucus. The caucus will be judged 
fruits, and so far the Demoratic caucus has borne good 
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by 
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ir. Chairman, the American people indorsed the work of the 


i 


Ly ratic caucus of the Sixty-second Congress, and they will 

the work of the Democratic caucus of the Sixty-third 
Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You stand-pat 
1 } 


ns can not deceive the people by trying to take their 
ts off of you and your miserable subserviency to special 
by howling about a secret Democratic caucus. Face 
ie squarely and join us in our effiorts to grant relief to 
\merican people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let 
me say to you gentlemen, the people do not care how many 
caucuses we have so long as the caucus seeks to bring 
he greatest good to the greatest number. [Applause 
Democratic side.] 
Chairman, some of these Insurgents or Progressives in- 
d and progressed a good deal at home the 
ign, and when they came into this House I watched and 
| to see what stand they would take when the battle line 
marked between the people and those who oppress them. | 
a little while I heard the tariff gong sound on the race track 
rivilege and a trust magnate’s voice saying “ they are off”; 
. in the dust and noise of the race, I could not distinguish 
il-pat horse from insurgent steed, and when they passed 
twixt the flag of monopoly and the wire of high protection, 
were neck and neck, and stand-pat horse only won by an 
h, but the insurgent steed performed so admirably and 
eased the tariff judges so well that they gave him a prize also. 
side by side you go, and you will sleep together in the pro- 
‘if stall, John Anderson and Joe. [Laughter and 
lause on the Democratic side.] Inswrgents who insurge at 
i¢ and Progressives who progress ip their talk at home, but 
nonprogressive in their action hei4, will have to explain 
1cir conduct to those who sent them here. You can not be Pro- 
gressives or Insurgents at home and then stand here and aid 
in keeping on the statute book an iniquitous tariff measure like 
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that which new benefits the manufacturers of Lawrence, Mass., 
Where human beings are working for small wages. Half clad 


and half fed, they are eking out a miserable existence. 
Children are working there, and the hearings had regarding 

a Strike in the mills at Lawrence not long ago disclosed the 

fact that these children get meat to eat only once a week; that 


t 


Some of these children had their fingers chopped off by running | 


machinery, as they were compelled to clean the machinery 
While it was in motion. When a little fellow was asked if he 
sued for damages when his finger was mashed off, he said: “ No, 


sir; I was afraid I would lose my job.” I remember a little 
girl who had half of her scalp torn off by the machinery in a 


mill at Lawrence, Mass. 


rn She, too, was cleaning the machinery 
while it was in motion. 


When asked if they paid her damages 
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for the injury done her she answered “ No.” 
afraid she would lose her job if she tried to 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the conimit 
afternoon for the underpaid, overworked, i 
who work in these tariff-protected industi 
Progressives and insurgents to join us in our 
the shackles from the limbs of Ameri 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] But 
Progressive and standpatter, under one and 
when it comes to doing the bidding of the tarifi 
Progressives said, we are a separate and distinct 
in common between 


what 
{ 


us and the standpatters. Get 
no, sir; nevermore. [Laughter.] But you are ti he 
question. You remind me of the old fellow who was 
front of a little shanty in a certain southern city. H 
gazing into space and fanning himself furiously, for the we 
Was warm, and he was noticeably under the in 
mented millet juice. [Laughter.] A friend aj 
and said: “ John, what in the world made you do th 
this condition?” John said: “Well, I was jus 
and not a’bothering nobody at all, and a durn ba 
went right straight up, and J can’t stand everything.” 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
insurgents who said nevermore will we have anythil 
with the standpatters, were found sitting right in the e 
privilege, right under the protective-tariff flag, by 
with the bellwethers of protection. [Laughter.] What m 
you do it, old fellow? “ Well, I was just sittin’ here 
for something to happen, and aurn tariff went 
went right straight up, and I can’t stand everything.” 
plause and laughter.] So here you are. 

Now, then, what is the chief difference between you Pro 
sives and standpatters? The fact is nearly all of you 
and truly hide-bound protectionists, and the chief 
between you now is one of you wants to revise 
tariff commission, so you say. The others 
want to revise the tariff by a tariff board.’ [Laughter 
applause on the Democratic side.] The commiss 
composed of five men and the board would be 
men. This is a serious matter, and there is 
tween these two propositions. [Laughter. ] 
you will never be able to bridge it and get 
tariff, and both of you are hoping that you n 
ter. ] 

What the Democratic proposition? We propos 
the tariff by the people's Representatives, coming fresh fro) 
people every two years. [Applause on the Democratic 
Why, gentlemen, in the early days the Senate sought 
but so jealous were the fathers to where this pows 
taxes should be lodged that they said, “ No, we will 
trust it to a Senate com} 
States of this Union. [Applause on the Dem: 
power must remain as near the people as po 
keep it in the hands of our Representati: 
go up fresh from the people every two y« 
Democratic side.] It will be a sad day 
a board composed of a few men shall 
the taxing power s Republic. [Aj 
side. } 

In all the tariff bills that you hi written 
increasing the tariff taxes of the people you did not 
commission then; you did not want a tariff bo 
when we seek to reduce the tariff tax, you clan 
or a comission, and they mean one and the sam 
is your commission for? You know as well I k 
for the postponement of tariff revision. [App! 
cratic side.] What is your Tariff Board for? 
ithe people know what it is for. It for t 
tariff revision. [Applause on the Democratic 

Gentlemen of the committee, do you recall t 
mother bird and her young in the wheat field’ 
farmer came, surveyed the situation, made W 
and returned to his home. That night t 
her young, “ Who has been here to-day?” 
farmer.” “And what did he say?” “ He said, 
| getting ripe.” “ What else?” “ He said, ‘ 
Then the next night the mother bird said, ‘ 
to-day?” “The farmer.” “ What did he 
‘This wheat is ripe and needs cutting, and I wi 
bors to cut it.’” The mother bird said, “Do 1 
my children, you will not have to move = 
farmer came, and that night the mother 
port have you now, my children?” They sa 
been here again, and he said, ‘This wheat 
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down. Tt must be cut, and I will come myself to-morrow and | , 
cut ; Wherenpon the mother bird said, “ It ts time to move, 
my children; he is going to do it himself.” [Applause on the | 
Det r » side.] 

\ » you gentlemen of the opposition asking for—tariff 
boot! da. teriff commission? The tariff baron smiles, and he 
inquires, “ What did the standpatters say?” They said they 
v d to revise the tariff, but that they would get a tariff 
I rd to do it “Ah, ha,” said the tariff baron, “Do not be 
alarmed, my brethren, we will not have to move yet” [applause 
on the Democratic side], and then he said with a merry twinkle 
in h “ye, “ What do the Progressives say?” They said, “ We 
want to revise it, too, but we will get a tariff commission to do 
it.” “Ah. ha.” said the tariff baron, “Do not be disturbed, my 
bi ren, we will not have to move yet.” [Laughter and ap- 
planse on the Democratic side.] But, Mr. Chairman, what did 
the Democrats, coming up from the various sections of the 
Union, marshaled behind Oscar W. Unprerwoop, say? They 


snid. “ The tariff needs revising. It must be revised downward, 
and we will do it ourselves.” [Applause on the Democratic 
side.) And then the tariff baron sald, “ My brethren, it looks 
like we will have to move.” [Laughter and applause.] 

And. Mr. Chairman, in the name of all that is just and right, 
I declare to you and to the country that they are going to have 
to move. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The cost of liv- 
ing is so high that it presents a serious problem to the average 
nan. ond he ts hard pressed to secure the bare necessities of life. 

A teacher in a Sunday school said to a little boy, “Jimmy. do 
they ask the blessing at meal times at your house?” The little 
boy made no reply. The teacher turned to the other members 
of the class and said, “ What is the first thing your father says 
when he goes to the breakfast table in the morning?” For a 
moment no one replied. Finally a little red-headed fellow looked 
up and said, “I ean tell you what my daddy says.” He says, 
“(Go slow on that butter, kid; it costs 40 cents a pound.” 
{Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

The Payne-Aldrich tariff law carries the highest tariff tax 
rate ever enacted by the Congress of the United States, and the 
people are afflicted with tariff burdens as they never have been 
before. and yet Mr. Taft said that it was the best tariff law 
ever written, and when I heard the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GarpNER] talking about a speedy return of the Re- 
pul 1 Party to power T was greatly amused, and I thought 
of the conundrum propounded by a little boy to his father when 
he said. “ Pana, what is the difference between Taft and Moses?” 
“T don’t know, son.” said the father. “ What is the difference?” 
The boy said, “ The Lord buried Moses vLere the people could 
not find him and the people buried Taft where the Lord could 
not find him.” [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, for fear that these insurgents may take them- 

selves and their leader at Oyster Bay a little too seriously and 
that a few of these standpatters may fool themselves into hoping 
for the return of the Republican Party to power, let me dispose 
of Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Taft in passing. A Western poet in a 
certain town who had been dealing for quite a while with the 
firm of Hart & Leonora was slow to pay his debts, and one of 
the poertners, Leonora, instructed Hart not to sell him any more 
on credit, but one day the poet came in and persuaded Hart to 
sell him a $5 derby hat. When Leonora discovered his name on 
he book opposite the amount charged for the hat, he had many 
unkind things to say about the poet and quarreled with his 
partner Hart. Hart wrote the poet the following touching note: 
“Tconora hes quarreled with me for selling you the hat and he 
abused you terribly. Please remit for the hat at once. Remem- 
ber that I trusted yon, trusted you implicitly.” The poet turned 
the note and wrote on the back, “ Trust on, fond Hart. Leonora, 
fare thee well.” [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, when the battle line was drawn across the 
Republic on the 5th day of November last, old men, middle- 
aged men, and young men stood with their ballots in their 
hands ready to perform a patriotic service, aye, to save their 
country from the dangers that threatened it. The big, fat man 
from the Philippines and the wild man from Africa [laughter 
and applause] came charging down the line, and the American 
people in one united chorus said, “ Move on, sweet William; 
Theodora, fare thee well.” [Prolonged laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, now having answered all of the arguments of 
Republican standpatters and insurgent Progressives [laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side], I shall proceed to speak 
in behalf of the American people. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. ] 





The spirit that covets unduly 
Holds sin that ‘tis hard to forgive, 
For religion never preaches more truly 
Than when she says, live and let live. 


fested serious concern about 


From the earliest glimmerings of history men have 
the use of the taxing pov 
the dead republics could tell the story of their di 
and downfall, it would be about the use and abuse of the + 
power. The taxing power in the United States has by 
for the benefit of a few men to the detriment and great 
of the masses of the people. A protective-teriff tax in 


public a hundred years old is unjust, inexcusable, 


and 
fensible. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The ta; 
increasing under the long reign of the Republican Par 


become a burden to the average man. Henry ¢ 
pleaded for protection in the early days, never adv 
tariff tax above 20 per cent. He justified that rate m 
ground that our industries were young and needed ' 


rot 
until they were older grown. He and others said to th 7 
we must have industries. We want factories here to 
facture what we need in the way of wearing apparel 
utensils, agricultural implements, and so on. ‘The ( 


said, ““What do you mean?” Well, to illustrate. th 
that we must have a man to manufacture hats. The } 
have on cost $1.50. It came here from Europe. We w 
facture the same hat here and levy a tax of, say. 5O ce 
That will make the hat cost you $2. That tax will « 
American hat man to build a hat factory and manufac! 
here. 

The consumer said, “ Then I am to be taxed for hic } 
The fathers said, “We know that it is wrong, bunt it 
only way that we can build up industries in the United ; 
and we must have industries. Submit to it only for 
while and we will reduce the tariff tax to the rerenne 
The consumer said, “ You are taxing me to build a hat 
here. Who will own that factory? Will I have any in: 
it?” And the fathers said, “The hat manufacturer y 
the factory and you will have no interest in it, ex: 
can point with pride to it and say that you were tax 
build it.” [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 

That is what was done in the early days in order that 
tries might be established in the United States. So it , 
clearly the purpose of the fathers to reduce the tariff t 
to wean these industries just as soon as the industr 
America passed the period of their infancy and got a f 
in the commercial and industrial world. The Der 
Party believes that these hoary-headed infants are old 
to be weaned. [Laughter and applause on the Democrat! 

Mr. Bryan has said that you can wean anything 
world, even a mule colt, but that it is hard to wean 
baron. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, these tariff barons remind me of (1 
tucky boy. He was 15 years old, barefooted, with 
rolled up to his knees, shirt open in front. and one : 
hanging down, perspiration trickling over his dust-cov 
as he ran up the road, with his hat in one hand and 
in the other. He met some gentlemen, and said, “ G: 
have you seen anything of airy woman, kind of sandy 
and trottin’ like?” They said, “Yes; about a quarter 
mile up the road.” He said, “ That’s ma, durn her; she t) 
she’s going to wean me, but she ain't.” [Laughter 
plause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the American consumer has been dem 
for a long time that the tariff tax be reduced. The tari 
would have been reduced four years ago but for the b 
of the American people by the Republican Party. At | 
people are triumphant and the consumer has a friend in 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Let me say a word in behalf of the American consun 
for him the various industries of the world would peris! 
the earth. These industries are dependent upon the cor 
for the sale and consumption of their products, and 
unjust have been the exactions in tariff taxes and trust | 
that the consumer’s ability to provide for himself and fa! 
has been seriously impaired. [Applause on the Democ! 
side. ] 


A 


Time was when the industry and enterprise in the individual 


stood for something in every community in the land. T! 
were the mighty forces that wrought for American prom 
and prosperity. Then competition was the life of trade, 
hope and opportunity called to the enterprise and industr 
the American youth and bade him go forth to labor and achiev 
Then the fields of opportunity were broad and inviting and ' 
average man’s efforts were fairly rewarded. He had ‘in! 
gence, industry, and enterprise and opportunity. Opporti 
was calling to him and he asked no more. He could go | 


and match his skill and energy against the skill and enerey 


of others in the broad field of industrial endeavor, where com) 
tition was the life of trade. Then more men had money in 
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nicg. more men owned their homes, and more men were pros- | has entered upon a dangerous road. The welfare of the citizen 
nye and happy, according to population, than ever before or | is of the greatest concern to our country 
“in the history of our country. [Applause on the Demo- It is the highest end and aim of constitutional government, 
side.] That time was when we had a Democratic tariff | and I deny that the Republican Party bas the right to sell the 
the Walker law. Then we had a tariff for revenue only | taxing power to a band of tariff marauders who « ie t0 
: competition was the life of trade. {Applause on the} pillage and plunder the American peop [Applause on the 
‘tic side.] Competition was the mighty force that | Democratic side.} Why, Mr. Chairman, through th system 2s 
| + the best that men had in them, but, Mr. Chairman, | few men are coming more and more to own and coutrol tl ia 
evil hour the enemies of the people conceived the idea | of American opportunity and industrial endeavor wir 
ising the tariff tax high enough they could shut out | gre anxiously awaiting our action. What are 
eoods, establish a monopoly, crush out the independent | What would the fathers think if they could ! 
ef the country, and destroy competition in the United | find that by the improper exercise of the taxing pov 
State The protective tariff has been the hotbed of wicked | ¢lass had become enormously rich and a he 
is nnd monopolies, and Havemeyer, the sugar king. | class had been denied the common necessities of lift 
vy when he said “the tariff is the mother of the] one. a verv small class. by the u - eaention all haat 
. - | . d ‘ ae . @ } i tt i ‘ i i 
Applause on the Democratic side. | had come to own four-fifths of the wealth of the United S 
el offspring of the Republican Party began its opera-| and that another class, composed of more than 50.000.000 
the United States. It went into politics, made barter of |} American people, did not own their homes? Where ar 
t, and cut the wage of the laboring man and denied | who believe with Lincoln that the man should be 
was worthy of his hire. It did not stop there, Mr.| the dollar? Where are the represent ves f 
n: it suspended the operation of the law of supply and | stock who followed Jackson in his war against 
i and fixed the price of all that it had to buy and of all] pe said. “ The people shall rule’? Where at : 
had to sell. What is a trust, you ask me? A‘trust is a/| of the men who gloried in the doctrine of J: on of eq 
tion of men with capital, and has for its purpose the | rights to all and special privileges to none? | \pplause on tl 
of the output and price of a certain article of commerce. | PFyanocratic side 
s off pmpetition 7 cee aes = number ee 7 ‘ “4 My friends. the battle is on between justice and 
ifac "e | at articie, i ‘ecluces > ni yer oO a 
inufacture ol aaa ae ; . that ae aa n . ; ( right and wrong, the people and their oppr ors. God nd 
‘ _r , ‘ ayris ‘ “Te: ww ’ 7 T° sellers 
s of the raw rn ate on reas ae number oO t mit | mammon. [Applat se on the Democratic side. | Your country 
. . wet * . . . . uw » ai a > oT 2 . 
ished ee oe Jp a 1 aed ae ps myo a ealling you. On which side are you battling? Wi ( ttle 
e low-cnarder ) ‘mr Ss ~ é 0 Ta » . . : 
S th , aw -gua rae monopoly, aeprive 8 Of a Competitive in bebalf of the American home and the family at the fire nie 
holds up the producer with one hand and robs the con- 3 : : aad ; ; : 
ht her. [Applause on the De ‘ratic side. ] } or will you be found op the side of those who oppress the 
W th the eae . os = : € ee a | Will you vote to remove the obstacles from tl ot tie 
i ‘ > scr 4 eiis us hit rhe e servan . : 
v= rman, a aw , 7 oe asva American boy that he may have a fair chance in the stru; 
rned from the field where he bad been to inspect the young fon . acateaieae es , ; 
cu : aa 7 or existence or will you aid those who are shutting the d ! 
t. he said, ** Master, there are tares in the wheat,” and the ; . cata ei aide aes ; : 
a ee, ae ; of opportunity in his face and denying him the b Sj s and 
er said, “An enemy hath done this. rhe servant said, | , ee tad ; ~seede . d 
P : aw «ass os ‘ venefits that should come to him? We owe it to him and we owe 
I go out and pull up the tares? Not now,” said the ome eee ; : ; : 
it to the country to look to the health and bxappiness of th: 
er. “the tares and the wheat are green an. look something aia : . : : : : 
’ . ©" | American boy. So much depends upon this little fellow’s fu 
and the wheat stalks are tender and easily broken down. aaah ie ss 
+3 7 ey aaa “Wei . ture. He is more important than your tariff-protected monopo 
What else did the master say? He said, * Wait until the har-| ,,.. ee a ; ve 
. lies. and I demand for him a fair chance in the struggle of life 


me, so that you can distinguish the tares from the wheat; 


| [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
‘o and pluck up the tares, bind them, and burn them. [ADI ao 


fhe Democratic Party says that in the wheat field of fair com- rhe Democratic Party a Geterunned that you shall not crush 
netition, of individual enterprise and effort. where equal oppor- | out the — of usetu ness that God has pla ited in the breast of 

ty called to the skill and energy of men, an enemy bath | Sa ean ea — a a deny to his little bright eyes 
own the tares of monopoly and the trust is flourishing there. eo neem ng it o ope You shall not cru fy him upon the 
The rvest time is here. You can clearly distinguish the trust | aitar of monopolistic greed or barter his birthright to the ene 
bee : mies of the Republic Applause on the Democratic side.] 


from the wheat stalk of fairplay and honest competition, 


| 
Upon the treatment and encoursgement of this An 





Democratic Party bids us go and pluck up these trust | Pay el eee . : : ; —— y 
nd bind them and burn them. [Applause on the Demo- | ‘ epends the future strength and lory of the Repul \ 
side.] plause on the Democratic side.] Then I! peal for pre ! 

\ir. Chairman, the American manufacturers now sell abroad | © the American home. There this boy gets his first glimpse of 
cheaper than they sell to us at home. Is the tariff system bene- | human government and there he hesrs the first time the 
f to the American citizen when it forces him to pay a higher | story of Our Country 8 goodness 01 cae tale of Its injustice and 

» for what he buys in the United States than the foreigner | C?PTession. Then how important it is that his surrenndings 

s to pay for the same article shipped to him in a foreign | should be such that he may have wholesome food and com 

try? Can a tariff system be defended that enables a man fortable clothing and the opportunity to become healthy and 

cheaper in foreign countries than he sells at home? | strong and tutored in the blessings and benefits of constitutional 

rhe money now taken from the American people by the raising | 8°VeTment. [Applause on the Democratic side.] H is it In 
of a protective tariff tax does not benefit the Government but | his power to preserve the Republic. The perpetuity of this G 


| ernment will rest upon his shoulders; aye, the course of lib 


hes a few men at the expense and to the great injury of |; ; : 
in this western world will be marked nd bon! ded by nh ce} 


t isses of the people. If the money now wrung annually | i 1 i ; 

nos a s s : f ‘OMpAss ane } “rs to come be wi e the g ! 
from our people by the protective tariff system of the Republican | 42 Compass and in the years t e he wi ae i , 
p 


y could be left with them for a few years we would have | of constitutional | berty In th 8 Republic of the West. [A 
the happiest and most prosperous people in the world. [ Ap- on the Den ocratic side 1 What are we doing to fi re in ] m 
plause on the Democratic side.] The trouble is. Mr. Chairman, | love of country? What are we doing to strengthen his faith in 
the average man does not get acquainted with his earnings | the justice of our laws and in the integrity of those who n 


re they are taken from bim throngh this oppressive tariff them? 


system. The average man is industrious and enterprising, and | | Mr. Chairman, the strength of the Republic is in the homes of 
if he could be allowed to enjoy what he mukes there would be | the people. Then the most seepOrans Institution in our country 
less unrest and more contentment and happiness in the country, | 'S the American home; and the Democratic Party has registered 
but when the tariff tax amounts to one-third, and in many in- }a vow that it will go out and driv. this band of tariff marauders 
stances more, of the price that he must pzy for the real neces- | from the door of the American home. [Applause on the De 
sities of life, he is embarrassed to meet his obligations and hard | ocratic side.| These cruel tariff marauders are 


Y 


ssed to supply those who are dependent upon him with the | ence and want in the path of the American bos 
bare necessities of life. Now, then, when you realize that the | spreading the poison of distrust and bitterness ‘ 
tariff tax paid by the average man is so high that it seriously | #0d by their pillage and plunder of the Amer 


| 
embarrasses him and denies him many of the necessaries of | are making an anarchist or a socialist of | , 
life, and that this tax does not go to the Government but into | before he reaches the age of accountabilit, \PI -_ 
the pockets of a few men, who have grown rich at the expense | Democratic side. | 
of the many, you aré indignant, and no wonder you are crying Mr. Chairman. if the Republic is to live thi 
out against the cruelties of a system that trkes from the weak | must change; but every time the effort is made to ine 
and gives to the strong, that taxes one class to enrich another. | tariff tax so that the American consumer cin live more de 


f arate : 
oe on the Democratic side.}] The Government that uses | and comfortably and obtain the necessaries of 
ia 


axing power to enrich the few at the expense of the many | able price those who profit by the tariff tax put into operation 
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every force that they can employ to frighten the American peo- 
ple into the belief that if we dare to reduce that tax business 
will be disturbed and industries will be destroyed. These mighty 
interests spend vast sums of money and do all in their power 
to safeguard their privilege to pillage and plunder. This is the 
business that they do not want disturbed. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.| What are you doing to prevent them from 
destroying the American consumers’ business—that of providing 
a decent living for himself and family? 

Then, again, Mr. Chairman, they tell us that the tariff is a 
local is a issue in one sense, for it haunts the 
housewife throughout the day, and when she retires at night 
surrounded on every hand by tariff-taxed household 
utensi!s. It confronts the father at all times, and is forever 
clawing at his purse strings. It follows the children to play, 
for their little toys are taxed. It follows them to school, for 
their wearing apparel, books, and the building itself are taxed. 
{Applause ou the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it national issue, because it affects 
everybody everywhere in the Republic. There is no escape from 
the remorseless tuaxgatherers of the Republican Party. They 
pursue the Americau citizen from the cradle to the grave, for 
the swaddling clothes of the infant, the wearing apparel of the 
adult, and the winding sheet of the dead are all taxed, and 
heavily taxed, by the Republican tariff law. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, we will not despair of the Republic so 
long as against the ills of evil we hold the remedy of right. 
We will reduce the tariff tax, dissolve the trusts, restore com- 
petition, open the door of opportunity to the American boy, 
and give the average man a fair chance in the struggle for ex- 
istence. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I want to see the time come when every man who wants to 
work will find work to do and will be well paid for that work 
and not have to indulge in strikes, boycotts, and demoraliza- 
tion of trade in order to obtain it. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
see a prosperity felt by the common man, heard in his cheerful 
voice and seen in his happy home. Not the kind of prosperity 
produced by the Republican Party as expressed in a few money 
kings, who tower above the mass of the people like peaks above 
the plain, but a prosperity that will permit every farmer to 
garner in his own barn and every citizen to enjoy at his own 
fireside the full and fair fruits of his labor. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] A prosperity that spreads peace and plenty 
o’er a smniling land and is reflected in a happy nation’s eyes. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Four years ago the Republican Party came into power under 
false pretenses, broke its promises, and to-day stands convicted 
of deceit and unfaithfulness to the American people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] The mask of hypocrisy has been torn 
from the face of that party, the veil has been rent in the temple 
of high protection, and trust magnates and tariff barons have 
been located in the temple of the people, and Woodrow Wilson 
is calling them to judgment. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

This oppressive tariff-tax system of the Republican Party is 
the deadly upas tree in the political life of America. Its roots 
are planted in the ruins of American competition, its branches 
are uplifted to a sky black with special privileges, its poisonous 
odors choke and stifle individual enterprise and effort, and its 
deadly fruits are socialism, anarchy, distress, and want. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

In this hour of sore trial and oppression amongst the people 
God has raised up a man who, like Aaron of old, will stretch 
forth the healing rod to give the land deliverance. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Once more he will wave the flag of 
the people’s rule and once more proclaim the doctrine of Jef- 
ferson, “ equal rights to all and special privileges to none.” 

Back on her native mountains where the flag waved long ago 

We will plant again that standard white as the driven snow. 

It’s the flag that Jefferson loved dearly— 

It's the banner that Jackson bore 

In his battle for the people’s rights in the happy days of yore. 

I can hear the Army marching; 

I can see the flag unfurled; 

And Woodrow Wilson now waves it to the world. 


issue, It local 


she is 


is also a 


[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnprEr- 
woop] go on now? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that there is an hour and 50 minutes still due to this side, 
and I had an understanding with the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN] that if I yielded this morning to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. ANpEeRsoN] I could go on and endeavor to 
make up my time this evening, the time which it was com- 
plained we were not occupying. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unp; 
hardly states the understanding with me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated to the gentleman, w), 
asked me to yield—notwithstanding that we were abo t 
or four hours behind time, so that the gentleman from M ' 
[Mr. ANDERSON] could come in at that time—that I wo 
with the understanding that I would have an opportun 
afternoon to make up my time. But I will say this, that | 
two gentlemen here who are anxious to get away to-nig}) 
consequently very anxious to get in this evening. Fa, hi ¢ 
them wants 20 minutes of time, and if the gentle) 
allow me to yield to those gentlemen, although [ sy: 
two hours behind that side, I will yield to that side, and | 
have an opportunity to go on to-night, because I do yo 
to carry the time into to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentlems) 
Alabama that he has used 13 hours and 2 minutes. 
gentleman trom New York [Mr. Payne] has used 14 hours 
minutes. The gentleman from Alabama has 1 hour and ¢ 
utes remaining in order to equalize the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought it was more than that. 

Mr. MANN. I protested to the gentleman from Alsaba 
the beginning of the debate against this side of the House | 
obliged to use time from half past 4 until practical), 
adjournment as being unfair to this side of the House. ‘Ty 
the gentleman stated that he expected to proceed until he | 
made up his allotment of time. I went to the gentlemay 
said to him that I thought that was not fair to this side of | 
House, when he or his side had been unprepared to use tiny 
the evening and we had used it then, that he should ende 
to make it up in the afternoon or during the day. The ¢ 
man stated that he would consent that the gentleman { 
Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] should come in, and that he \ 
then proceed to make up his time. To that I again prot 
that is was not fair to this side of the House. 

That statement was afterwards made by the gentleman from 
Alabama on the floor, and my statement was made by me on the 
floor again. It is not fair to the minority, in my opinion. | 
think we are entitled to stand upon that. If we proceed with 
the debate between 5 and 7 or between half past 7 and 8 o 
when the gentleman from Alabama has no one who is w 
to proceed, it is not fair that the gentleman shall then take th 
time in the afternoon to make up for the time which he did not 
occupy, and I think the gentleman himself will coneede that 
much. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from |! 
that I desire to have everybody satisfied. I did not desire the 
gentleman to go on yesterday evening. As a matter of fact, 
yesterday evening is about the only time when we ran 
We ran until after half past 8, and the last speaker w: 
gentleman on this side of the House. 

Mr. MANN. He was the next to the last speaker. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was the gentleman from K 
(Mr. NEELEY]. 

Mr. MANN. He was the next to the last speaker. ‘The 
speaker was the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss|. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If gentlemen do not want to spea! 
this time of the evening, then when I have made up the 
over an hour that is due me.I am willing to move to takea 
and come back here at half past 7, so that the gentlemen on this 
side may have a full audience, and then I will divide th 
equally. 

Mr. MANN. But I think-the gentleman ought to proceed 
take some of the time between 5 and 7 o’clock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I expect a little later on to |! 
to take a recess for dinner. The only reason why I desire 
two gentlemen to come in now is that they want to go ‘ 
although they would have a better audience this evening 

Mr. MANN. Everybody wants to get in early. We have 4 
great many applications for time on this side. I think that 4s 
for myself I may be cut out of the privilege of addressing (he 
House, although I would like to address it, because of lack © 
time. Now, the gentleman proposes not to use any of the (! 
between 5 or half past 5 and 7 o’clock, which he ought to ve; 
yet if we use it he wants to charge us with all that time | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The ~entleman is attributing to this se 
of the House something that it ought not to be charged w''). 
It is true that at one time there were more speakers at a Jater 
hour. The gentleman complained that we did not put shy" 
in yesterday until half past 3 or 4. Now, we have given (he 
gentlemen on that side of the House one-half of the tin and 
they have only one-third of the membership. The genten 
complains that he can not take care of his men. I have tv O- 
thirds of the House to take care of and the gentleman has o!'y 
one-third. I do not insist on the gentleman making his friends 
speak here between 5 and 6, and I shall not do so. 
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f ng 10 or 12 hours a 
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mice. 
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1e first p 


up, and I do not want 


But there is no way 0 
ntleman suggested in 


NDERW OOD. I want 


NN, ( 

tl 

to evel 
rent ; 3 
when they do not want to speak. We can adjourn 

fe past 7 and continue then until 11 o’clock, and they 
i 


better audience then than now. I think I am en- 

t this stage of the proceedings to even this time up 
r have two-thirds of the House to take care of. 

(ANN. Well, the gentleman has a majority of the House 


n do what he pleases, but I do not think that is fair 
le of the House. 
UNDERWOOD. I repudiate tl 
ir, and more than fair. 
\VANN. I do not think so. 
UNDERWOOD. I will even up the time, and then we 
vide it as it comes. I yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
Mr. Kent]. 
CHAIRMAN. 
1 r] is recognized. 
KENT. Mr. Chairman, the American people have been 
after strange gods. They have set up brazen images 
wilderness and have fallen down and worshiped them, 

h quick without work is the motto of this pantheon. 
the lesser gods were fiat money, depreciated currency, 
sts, stock watering and and produce gambling, lot- 

bucket shops, patent medicines, and fakes in general, 
» great boss god Baal is the protective tariff. Baal has 
ways been so great or so greedy as in his latter and his 

He was once an infantile, honest-appearing mendi- 


proposition. I have 


The gentleman from California [Mr. 


{ I 


stock 


that asked for food in order that he might grow and | 
strength enough to work for self-support. But the 
‘'s life was easy and demoralizing, so that while Baal 


e as per schedule and heavy in the belly, which was | 


ted, and weak in the legs, which was a natural sequence, 
] rained from cultivating an appetite for work and more 
re hated the thought of supporting himself while be- 
ever hungrier and more insistent. And then Baal pro- 
| to claim that he dropped the rain on the thirsty soil, 
he daily turned on the sun, and caused the waters to run 
le made us fear that he would withdraw the coal 
and iron beyond our reach if we ceased to pay him 
And ever he got bigger in the belly and weaker in the 

ind ever hungrier and mere blatant. 


‘hen people agreed that Baal should bant and exercise him- 
nd eventually eat less and do something, as became a 
g person, but when Baal got through arguing with his 
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tleman’s friends in the position of speaking here | 





. priests he persuaded them to feed him more, and after they 
eased his rations they allowed that he was the best fed god 
ever reigned and therefore would be the best acting one. | 

the people tired of Baal and ran off his priests and sen 

“1 him for his crimes. There were many who urged that 
ought to be starved down to moderate proportions before | 
being knocked in the head, for, said they, the remains will 
an awful mess before we can bury them. Others were in 

of immediate execution regardless of results, while a 

few of his old priests continued to chant calamity, the 
failure of yield of field and factory, the drying of the water- 
rses, and the darkening of the sun if Baal and his maw 

| his craw were disturbed. 

protective tariff, like any other tariff, be it understood, | 
a tax, A tax is the process of abstracting money from the 
vidual pocket for the ostensible benefit of some of us or 
fus. The protective tariff having duly abstracted the coin | 

n the pocket of the man who is supposed to have earned it, 

then turns and pretends to place it in the pocket of some indi 


vidual who needs it because the product of his labor is not an 


juate wage. 
If this Robin Hood system of distribution were a taking 
from the rich and a giving to the poor. its false economy 


a kind 
proven 


from 
has 


emanating 
head, but 


ght in a measure be condoned 
rt, albeit connected with a weak 


iS 


it 


king from the poor and a giving to the rich, so that neither | 


1 nor heart are to be trusted. 


If we were organizing a new system of taxation and distribu 
1, With no traditions, no muddling precedents, we would 
rst of all lay down the dictum that the burden of proof lies 


m 


heavy on him who would take from any man any portion of the 
product of his toil. The protective-tariff doctrine, on the con 


ry, takes much from everybody, and then gives what portion 
1S hot otherwise absorbed by the taker to somebody who happens 
to be unprofitably employed and unable to pay himself out of 
iS product. 

Through many years we have gone along under this absurd 
reversal of premises. We have been laboriously taught that 
this form of taxation has been enriching us. It has been a 

















hoxi Ss disease tl L we uAVE ffered if ‘ 

lates t] heart to undue ex ! Lt Nu iis 
disease, we ha do Vv t I i ly ! h 
conditions—we have adapted « Ives to it, and have 1 1 in 
spite of it. It would be d e! { t 
once, and now the burden of proof measurably ré b who 
would sudde nly withdraw th imulant. [Ap] 

There are in the world a number of persons w ‘ l 
who have the temerity to assert, cert 1 OX 
They hold to the thought, already expressed, tl 
and are, paid for their work out of product; tl . 
and can not be, paid in the aggregate out of 
because there is no other fund; that the primal need of 
is production, and that production should be as cheap 
sible, always taking into account human and social ¢ 
Next we may remark that product out of pla of » ¥ . 
so that unhampered commerce, cheapening of 
is as important as the act of production itself. Agai he 
ness of distribution is as important as cheapness of | l i 
and celerity and cheapness of transportation 

The man who eats the food, who wears the thes, n pay 
the producer’s cost, must pay the transportation charge, 1 st 
pay the middleman in the system of distribution. The itective 
tariff theory declares that all of us shall be taxed t ’ 
of us more than we should be paid out of our productic \lso 
that natural and cheap trade routes should be cut by itional 
boundaries; that physical geography should be detined i 
American; that production and distribution should ! I- 
lated, stimulated, asphyxiated, subsidized, taxed, and ly 
tinkered until we hi: rful and wonderf re which 
has apparently become di ig to the majority of our fellow 
citizens. I had great hope of the Progres Party as ! 
organization, which, to use the eloquent phrase of the ‘ 
man from New York [Mr. CHANDLER], would ‘ 
collective face, like flint, against us when v ‘ \ 
wrongdoing, but which, now and forever, stands for 1 
industrial justice, “with hearts of steel by Wily | 5 
party, that proposes to invoke the wrath of the A ric peo 
ple upon the heads of us reactionaries on bot of this 
House—this party ought to know i sworn ene! cial 
privilege, when it happens to meet « but ! 
most amicably with the first one it m the prot { ! 
and hopes for political success as a result of the « 

It is as if a night of Arthur’s table went out to r , 
damsels and, 3] schedule, 1 ta di on. and ‘ » he 
turned aside from the road cing that he 11 er 
thing but a benevolent anglewse which he tuke 
fishing with him. One may have r t for ry 
theory out of which has wu the high prot ff; one 
may countenance the plain, unvat hed greed « » of t 
old schedule but 1 Hleaven’s 1 e what atl s 
holy, this pa | ! d esse \ 
we shall most assuredly be @ ed r W ure ) 
gentleman from New York, who bout to dd ‘ 
of the American people uy] us. What is the “ pre ! 
ciple’? Has it not been de 1? It sur t 
definition is worse than the disorder rhe I 
“should equal the difference in st of prodt n at 
abroxd,” with or without a profit to the prod 
be fairer than that ( 1uts M 
beds, vanilla be Poto1 Parl 1 o1 
making ancient tapestry, the br I n 
German dolls, d every lab ray gy down | 
trying to raise s hin ; e ! a 
else or to do something th $ ) 
plause. | 

My little a hter le n } is 
she and I are, to encourage Jap: se und Chinese to 
of ivory and teak, Dut en tt ld t 
Hindus to east then 1 bronze. These ‘ 
utterly and entirely useless, but we « Ly 
hogs and put them at the task of mak elephants I hte 

rhe protective tariff is one of the bre | 
The protective principle, as progressive ‘ late 
attenuated form of a fundamental falla 
| What is a special privilege? It is a schemé¢ 
one man’s product can be taken from | fe ; 
another. There may be times when this perfo 
fiable, but at least the burden of proof sl 1 | ) 
| would put his hand in the po of the \\ 
munity, the State or Nation, does this it is called taxation I 
when done for purposes of safeguarding the Nation 1 


ing for the individual, it is obviously justifiable 


cooperative expenditure, without such common levy 
no nation could endure. But when power of ft +f 


this 


invoked for the purpose of redistributing product, those favor 
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in an interminable morass and in their flounderings | and that when our economic thinking 
which | 


tr e. with “ differences in the cost of production,’ 
are to be squared by taxing our people, and then they proceed 
to call this thing, which closely resembles piracy, a “ principle.” 

I fully sympathize with our really truly Progressives—although 
I believe I ain now classed as an assistant reactionary—in their 
attempt to push forward a splendid program of humanitarian 
legislation. I join with them in a desire to see every man well 
pid, to have no children engaged in life-destroying occupations. 
I wish to see society take the risk from the shoulders of the sick 
and the aged. I shall work and vote for measures to bring 
these results, but I shall do it with the full knowledge that 
there is more than one side to the ledger and that all of us 
must pay the bills we incur and pay them in the only way they 
can be paid, by giving up privilege, by increasing product, by 
freeing commerce, 

I believe in 
report to us, who are the framers of financial legislation. The 
last commission mined for facts and published facts to which 

men should have access. 

It is a delightful millennial hope that some day, somehow, we 
may get the tariff out of politics, but I can not foresee that 
desirable consummation while there are two or more parties 
professing belief in enrighment through taxation—two schools 
of “ boot-strap” aviation. [Applause.] 

Gentlemen of the majority, you are doing a brave deed in 
carrying out your campaign pledges to reduce the tariff. It is 
not going to be a pleasant experience for the American people 
to lead a more sober existence after the long course of stimu- 
lants in which they have indulged. They will experience what 
Daudet, in his great novel “ Sappho,” alluded to as the “ gray 
sodness of the morning,” and some of you, perhaps many of 
you, will fall by the wayside. But, at any rate, you will have 
done your duty. “The way to resume is to resume,” and not 
unlike the hardships that came after the resumption of specie 
payments will be the effect of your action. 

You are already hedging on your promises to reduce the cost 
of living, and you are wise in so doing. 


all 


is the burden of the distributing cost, the 
toll levied by the land-owning privilege, the toll paid to 
watered securities, the unnecessary extravagance and burden 
of those people that look for an unearned livelihood in the over- 
londed distributive avocations, and last of all, the waste and 
misuse and the destruction of the capital needed for production. 
It is not so much the burden of the few drones in our national 
hive that makes our country far less productive than it should 
be. Rather is it the vast amounts of unprofitable toil, the 
fearful toll of wasted, unproductive effort, and the charges 
levied by privilege, of which the protective tariff is but one. 
this ought to be said: That a man who can not see the 
burdensome, anticommercial character of such a tariff as we 
have had ean hardly be expected to recognize other forms of 
abuse. A knight who would mistake a dragon for an angle- 
worm would probably mistake a one-eyed giant for a prairie 
dog, und go on crusading with the new 
picking trouble where he ought to have had trouble. 


extravagantly. It 


a tariff commission, expert and nonpartisan, to | 


| 


| & blind stub siding. 


| Whole books would be required to follow through the ; 


| ous that our distribution is preyed upon by parasites to 


| selling the best quality of American corn-fed porter). 
| at 20 cents a pound, with bone and fat trimmed off. 
| just about half of what such steaks would cost in Wash 





crusaders without | 


The gentleman from Alabama, in charge of this bill, and other | 


gentlemen on the majority side, are guilty of serious error 
when they talk of a “consumers’” tariff. It has been often 
pointed out that in any well-ordered community the consumer 
is also the producer. The tramp and the idle rich are the 
only nonproductive consumers. 

The sort of tariff we need is a tariff for the benefit of the 
unprivileged, for the men who have no means of shifting the 
burden of taxation on the man below him, and we all know 
what that shifting is. Does the landowner pay the tax? Not 
if he ean make the tenant do it for him; and the tenant, if he 
keeps a store, makes the man who deals with him pay his 
rent and his tax, and eventually the tax drops on and stays on 
the baek of the man who can not shift it onto the back of 
some one else. 

We need a system that will lead toward productive endeavor, 
not one that will encourage misplaced effort. The call for 
labor, capital, and brains is heard wherever our resources lie. 

Seme of our wise men are talking about a “ competitive 
turiff.’ That is a loose phrase, but there is back of it definite 
meaning. Privilege is always wasteful. A railroad that is per- 

itted to overcharge for freight or passengers cares little for 
economy. It takes pressure to force improvement. In many 
iines we may hope for remedy from the pressure of competition; 
from others, essentially noncompetitive, as our public utilities, 
we must look to regulation. It is our hope that this tariff 
will wake up our backward people; that it will cause our mer- 
chants to cut across lots to the elimination of unnecessary costs, 


| square foot of land value? 
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n gets on a straight | 
will stay there and go on down the line and not again get off 


But this is no time or place for a lecture on political 
against malemployment, waste, and that form of pri . te 
tion known as privilege. I should like, before I close. 
sider a few matters that are of interest to the unprivilege, 
ing them with you as facts to be met, without pretend 
offer any definite remedy at the present time. a 
_, virst, as to our costs of distribution. The findings 
Tariff Commission show that in the case of three typical ; 
of cotton manufacture in England there was a mar ' 
40 to 70 per cent between the factory price and the cons) 
price. The same articles showed a margin of from 90 to 
per cent in this country. Here is something outside .¢ 
difference in the cost of labor at home and abroad. It is 


a £1 


Zin of fy 


extent than that of England. 
Col. Wilson, of the commissary service in the Isth) 


He buys them of the iniquitous packers at prices thor 
satisfactory to them. He has a monopolized market. [1 
no waste, he is not conducting the business for profit. HH 
no rent. One man on a fair salary runs a business sy 
20,000 peopie with their daily meat at one-half the costs 0; 
petitive marketing here. Must democracy forever be y 
and inefficient? Must we call ourselves socialists before 
fight against waste and unproductive employment ? 

In 1887 I sold land in Nebraska at less than $29 ; 
The men who bought it could pay for it with six crops of © 
corn. That land is now worth $100 an acre, and six ¢ 
50-cent corn will not pay for it. 

The mechanic who has no land wherewith to tax 


| else pays twice 2s much for his ham and his bacon as | 
It is not the direct | 
tariff charge that counts most in the articles for which we pay 


todo. The land value is an item, and a mosié important 
the present cost of food. The community creates the land 
The individual owner gets the value and the commu 
and over and over again and forever pays for the value 
created in interest or in rent. 

The cities are too big. They represent two legiti: 
tions—manufacturing and distributing. It is in the « 
we realize the tremendously overloaded condition of t! 
uting business—too many banks, too many bro! 
wholesalers, jobbers, and retailers, with all their emp! 
all eating. The limit of the city’s usefulness as a m 
ing center jis reached and overreached by extravags 
values. There is a continuing exodus of productive « 
from the city into the suburbs, yet the city apparent! 
as much as it did before the removal. Who pays fo 
travagance of the big buildings for the transportation 
in the overgrown city? Who pays interest on $100 to : 
It all is loaded on the dist 
and manufacturing costs of the country. 

The Panama Canal represents the opening of great « 
a great world service, but the building costs of ui 
and oyerhead railways in the city of New York rej 


} t 
is, 


| greater fixed capital than used in the great canal. 


If we grant that New York is too big, if we are wi 
admit that a city a quarter of its size could perform i! 
tions just as well, then we must realize the terrible w: 
capital found not only in the great buildings, but in pro 
these means of transportation for a surplus and an unprod 
population. 

We know how scarce is capital when called upon to d 
productive rural industry. It must be scarce somewlit 
make up for the extravagant misuse of funds in great 
The great insurance companies have continuously take! 
the country communities, where capital is needed, and \ 
or two honorable exceptions have used their funds alii 
tirely toward increasing the burdensome development 0! 
overgrown cities. 

There is no panacea, there is no patent serum, that ci! 
our economic ills, but it is time that we at least have a a 
sis, that we faced the situation, and know what is the | roubl: 
us. All the numberless forms of waste are destroying our > 
stance. The liquor traffic, military expenditures, our lux" 
these are some of the visible items in our course of extrava- 
gance, but after all there is nothing to compare with the 
destruction caused by the great army of people who are 
estly, patiently, and laboriously doing useless things, or u: 
things in the wrong way and the wrong place, an army . 
must be supported by those productively and profitably em- 
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| It is for this malemployment that the protective tariff 
rgely to blame. 
shall vote for the Democratic bill because it represents a 
ng of the tariff. It is a blow at one form of privilege. 
epresents an attempt to secure direct taxation. which 
‘than a cowardly system of indirect taxation. f Applause. ] 
some of the schedules were treated differently. I wish 


is 


“a > wane on the free list, so that we can secure our young 
S from Mexico, where it can be raised cheaper. [Applause. } 
| believe there may be : mistake in totally eliminating the tariff 
from) wool, for though wool is now practically on a free-trade 


hosis, despite the 11-cent specific duty, the psychology of the 
§ ion may discourage the woolgrower and thereby cut down 

mp tant part of our meat supply. It would have been bet- 
ter, in my opinion, to have levied one-half the duty proposed in 
the Republican bill, or 9 cents on clean content, for a short term 
of years. 

1 wish that more time were given to considering the condition 
of the eitrus-fruit industry, where a crop only comes at the end 
f eight years of cultivation and where reduction should be 

re gradual than in the case of annual crops. 

rhere is no sense whatever, as I see it, in protecting rice or 
wheat or other annual crops from the appetites of our hungry 


weopDle, 
| I 


| 
} 


There are doubtless many clauses in the hill that are open to 


criticism, but as the average of it is good I shall not stand by 
and make faces at it, not even the sort of flint faces promised us 
by the gentleman from New York, but shall take the medicine, 


which I believe to be wholesome and in general terms for the | 


lie welfare. [Appiause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I print as a part of my remarks the following 
articles from the Valve World, by R. T. Crane: 

Mr. R. T. Crane, at the time of his death in 1912, was one of 
the createst manufacturers in the world. Aside from combina- 
tions of railroads, his company, the Crane Co., was the greatest 
sumer of American steel. 

Trust on all their watered stock and tariff privileges, the 
oods manufactured by his organization went throughout the 

1 on a competitive basis. 
ir. Crane preached and proved the doctrine that well-paid, 
intelligent, efficient labor is the cheapest labor. His firm not 
only paid the maximum wages but annually shared their profits, 
» the extent of an aggregate of millions of dollars, with their 
While they practiced and taught the theory of effi- 
iency, the theory and practice were always carried out with 
ihe utmost regard for the well-being of the employees. 

of the greatest manufacturing businesses in the United 
States, has been just to labor, has provided promotion through 
merit, and, while burdened with the protective tariff exacted by 
the producers of steel and iron, has never asked for even com 


1} 
pup 


‘ ployees. 


After having paid tribute to the | 


Theirs, | 
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pensating privilege from the Nation. 

The views of such a man, with such a record of honorable | 
success, on the subject of tariff are certainly worthy of public 
consideration, 

{From the Valve World, January, 1911.] 
WHAT CONSTITUTES A SCIENTIFIC TARIFF. 

Much is heard nowadays about a scientific revision of the tariff. I have 
been endeavoring to find out just what a scientific tarif! really means, 
ind have reached the conclusion that it means the application of com- 
mon sense and honesty, not only in the revision of the tariff but in the 
levying of the tariff itself. 

rhe relative merits of free trade and protection I do not care to dis- 
ci Each has its plausible arguments. The free trader insists that 
there should be nothing that will interfere with a man selling his prod- | 
uct or making his purchases in the best possible market, and that the 
same freedom of trade should exist between naiions as now exists be 
tween the individual States of the Union. 


On the other hand, the protectionist claims that all countries are 
natural trade enemies and that a tariff is but one form of expressing 
the instinct of self-preservation ; that it enables new industries to get 
started, which in turn furnish employment to labor; that the laborer in 
a protected industry is doubly benefited by the tariff, personally, because 
it has given him employment and generally, because anything that gives 
employment benefits all; hence everyone is benefited cither directly or 
indirectly. Undoubtedly this has been true in hundreds of cases in this 
country, but that does not prove that a tariff is necessarily a good 
thing when it is applied to every infant industry just because it is an 
infant industry. 

My idea of a scientific or common-sense tariff is one that is based 
upon these principles: First of all, can this industry be profitably 
developed under al! the circumstances? Second, does it need help or 
protection to get started? And, third, if protected in getting a start, 
Will it, when started, be able to take care of itself or must it be forever 
bolstered up by the tariff? Unless these can all be answered in the 
iiirmative a tariff is not only unscientific but nonsensical, not to use a 


larsher term. There is no sense nor justice in requiring all to pay a 
uigher price so that a very few may be temporarily or permanently 


benefited, 


There should be not only a possible profitable development of the 


industey, but a very strong probability that the industry when once 
; arted will be able to take care of itself and show a profit without the 
ielp of the tariff in order to justify its imposition in the beginning. 
Another inst 
first thought i 


ance for the application of a scientific tariff, although at 
t may not seem that a tariff should be levied at all, is in 
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the case of a country whose agricultural wealth has been greatly d 
pleted and which produces goods t we require, but which, because of 
lack of skill and training, we can not advantageously produce, while 
we In turn are exporting food produ to that country {4 commor 
sense method of handling this situation w d to induce these people 
tO emigrate to this country where their ski and training would find a 
ready market, while at the same time t ld cure their foodstuffs 
to better advantage rhis would obviate the present expensive method. 
In advocating this I do it on the theory that these people would make 
a desirable class of citizens One of tl indirect benefits of such an 
emigration would be that these people would help t t ad de 
velop the country 

Having pointed out the general principles which und 
tific or common-sense tariff, with illustrations thereof, I te 
a few instances in which a tariff would not only be un { 
nonsensical but positively harmful to the community at $ 1 
would be the imposition of a tariff to protect and develop an i 
in which we are at a decided disadvantage; for example t tin i 

| try in California or the raising of pineapples or bananas in 0 

An equally palpable blunder would be to attempt to force the devel 
ment of any line of business in which we are at a disadvantage, wien 
by so doing we would bring in an undesirable class of peopl Our ex 

| perience in attempting to develop the silk industry is an illust: on 
of my point Before the introduction of a high duty on silk we w 
buying our silks abroad from countries where the workmen did t 
ceive in excess cf $1 per day. These wages formed the basis of the 
price which we were compelled to pay for the silk we nsumed But 
when the high tariff was levied we brought these men over het paid 
them $5 a day, and since then we have purchased our silks at price 
fixed on that basis In many cases these people turned out to | 

| Hesirable citizens. Thus the tariff failed to produce any good at all. 

Another illustration of our extremely unscientific tariff i a tariff 

that has for its object the protection of an agricultural product if it 
; tan not be raised to advantage in our soil—that is, in successful comp 
tition with any other country—it would be better to buy it elsewhere 
and devote our soil and energy to the things that we can produce 
advantageously and profitably. 

Practically all of the land of this country has either been given away 
by the Government or sold by it to the farmer at $1.25 a re rhe 
amount of money that has been made from the products of ft! farn 

; and through the increased value of the land is something stupendou 

| It represents probably 75 per cent of the entire wealth of the country. 
I can imagine nothing more absurd or ungrateful than f the owners 
of this land to ask for protection for any of their products When they 
do so they become greater hogs than the hogs they raise 

What is true of the agricultural products is equally true of the lum- 
ber and mineral products. They are parallel cas: Immen I ’ 
have come from what was essentially a gift in the first instan Then 
for the owners of the land, after all that has been given them, to ask 
for protection for its products is very seifish, to say the least 

The Americans have always boasted of their great mechanical ability 
and of the agricultural and mineral richness of their country There | 
not the slightest doubt but that the American mechanic is the most al 
and productive mechanic in the world and that w ha 1 grente 
wealth of natural resources than any other country Either tl ‘ 
statements not true or a protective tariff is not ne try io 
surely a combination of the greatest natural resources and great 
mechanical ability should be able to compete with the world In vi 
of these facts it is entirely inconsistent for this country to perpeti 
maintain a protective tariff on any ng 

Undoubtedly the general idea of protection is that given tl 
ginning, namely, the protection of those lines in whi WV in 
very near competing with foreign countries without any tariff 
ance, but that these infants should not | protected af thes on 
their feet It is one thing to help a child to his feet and quite another 
to act as a crutch for him to lean on the rest of h rl { ’ 
has been taxed enough in helping them to get established l l 
relieved from furnishing 1y ther assistance An furthe p is 
mulcting the gencral public 

When an industry has been established a great n v Vi a } 
been an abundant opportunity to determine whether its good in 

| produced in this country to advantage or not. Then if the peop 
gaged in it continue to ask for protection it would seem to be con: 
evidence that it never should have been protected 

To continue this protection to any considerable extent a r tl 
| on their feet is nothing short of highway robbery, and when tl | 
ple become bold a irrogant and form rge cot nations for t! ' 
pose of robbing the pu it is time that the American peoy t up 
and took notice 

But this abuse of the tariff, despicable as it is, is not its wor f 
ture. The worst feature of a high or unjust riff is that corruy 
the public servi d oralizes the public, and offers an itt t 
smuggling, undervaluation, et It leads to the brit r of ¢ 
revenue officers, and everyone who is in any way co d \ h ft 
administration of the tariff | Evidence that this d n 
meates every corner and class of the country is too 1 nt to need I 
tion Exposures in New York, where large quantit foreign ge 
are being received continually, a1 sO numerous that xcept in rare 
cases they cause no rent 

Undervaluation and ud have bee reduced to a len Every 
possible scheme has been diligently studied that the Government may be 
defrauded with ease and dispatch Some time ago a gentleman engaged 
in the manufacture of crockery informed me that a German firm had 
taken a man out of the internal-revenue department at New York City 
and was paying him $100,000 a year to look after its inter in « 
frauding the Government 

This country is full of men who apparently stand pretty well in 
| clety and business, but who defraud the Government whenever th: 
aby possible opportunity to do so, and they have abundant opportur 
Let me illustrate just how far this has gone. Some years ago a highly 
respectable firm in New York City wanted to get speiter into thi in 
try without paying a duty, so they had it made in the fo f ifuary, 
which was not subject to duty After getting the statuary safely de 
posited here, they proceeded to have it melted and put back in the form 
of spelter slabs. 

But decidedly the worst feature of this demor is the smug- 
gling of jewelry, which is carried on to an unl extent and by 
those who are called our very best people, and pa larly by t¢t 
women. In fact, persons who would not think of stealing $5 will d 
fraud the Government out of thousands of dollars in this way, and tt 
stead of considering it disgraceful they will frequently boast of it. Th 
same may be said of opium, which demoralizes in more ways than 
What is true of jewelry and opium applies equally to many lines o 





expensive fabrics which are easily concealed. 
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I think this is another argument in favor of a scientific, honest tariff. | castershire a man who can tend two looms is counted a very fair 
In other 1 ds, I believe that a scientific tariff would not tend to make | man; in New England a man who can not tend eicht Theta te ae 
thieves and li of people to such an extent as our present tariff does. | an apprentice, and paid accordingly. As a result we have ri , 
it iny opinion that it would be much better to have no tariff at all | fourth to a close second in textiles, eclipsed Shefield in cutie,. 
on ia es and raise the revenue in some other way than to use a| now produce one-third of the hardware of the worid, while 
methed ‘ I & 1 demoralizing effects. but_one-seventh. : ix 

Nine-tenths of the people who defraud the Government justify it on High-priced labor produces a cheaper article than low-n<t ed | 
the ground of the unreasonableness of the tariff, but that is no excuse | Manufacturers say that they can profitably export hardwayo r 
in morals. Of course a man is unfortunate when his fellow men feel | tains a great deal of labor and a small amount of tie 


ustified in defrauding him, but a Government is doubly unfortunate 
when its people feel that way toward it, and especially so when they 
can point out glaring inconsistencies, absurd classifications and distinc- 
tions, and excessive duties, where, according to the true principle of 
the protective tariff, there should be no tariff at all. 

This is not said in extenuation of those who defraud the Govern- 
ment—far from it; but character is not particularly abundant to-day, 
and if the Government can do nothing to build up character in its peo- 
ple it certainly in ill afford to make laws whose tendency is to destroy 
what little character the people now have and whose effect is altogether 


reprehensible. 


that they can not export hardware in which the > mate 
tutes a large proportion of the value. 
WHY ARGUE? WE ARE FXPORTERS. 

After all, what is the use of arguing this question? Why not + 
the facts? The fatt that we are exporting all the great staples jin. 
facturing lines in successful competition with the world - 
conclusive evidence that no protection is needed. We ean not a 
to take our time nor that of our readers to go exhaustively into 
articles we are exporting, but will mention only a few. z 

Everyone, of course, knows that we are exporting enormous an 
of steel; agricultural implements by the chipload: locomotives 
machines, typewriters, electrical machinery, and shiploads of ma. 
tools, and it follows that if we can profitably export these lin 
also do the same on all collateral! lines. 

The steam engine is the product of skilled labor, and yet 
competition. We commenced exporting locomotives very soon after + 
were invented. Our people took large contracts for them in R 
have been exporting them in large quantities ever since. 

In the last three years they have been supplied to Great RP 
France, and southern Germany, and remember, they were former|, 
compesitots in South America. Skilled labor constructs our ele 
machinery, and yet we fear no foreign competition, even in the ; 
of the world. Our agricultural machinery is made by skilled labo: 
yet we export it to all countries. Our sewing machines are ma) 
tured by skilled labor, yet scarce a country could be named wih 
can not be found. ; 

The list could be extended to include practically every item {pn tho 
nine groups of articles of domestic manufacture which form thy 
cipal manufactured articles exported from the United States. 
nine groups, which form about 80 per cent of the total value of 
factures exported, are iron and steel manufactures, $179,133.186 - 


raw Materia 


ic al 
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[From the Valve World, July, 1911.] 
OUR PRESENT UNSCIENTIFIC TARIFF. 

In the Valve World, January, 1911, we published an article giving 
our ideas of what constitutes a scientific tariff. We wish at this time 
to consider the question of an unscientific tariff, or one which is not 
constructed in a business-like way, but consists principally in giving 
everybody what they ask for as a payment for campaign contributions. 

In the previous article we laid down the following principles as the 
basis of a scientific tariff First, can the industry be profitably de- 
veloped under all the circumstances; second, does it need help or pro- 
tection to get started; third, if given protection to get started, will it, 
when started, be able to take care of itself, or must it be forever pro- 
tected? Our contention is that unless the above questions can be 
answered in the affirmative a protective tariff should not be levied. 

Judged by the above principles, or by any other principle, our present 
tariff’ is highly unscientific. It is founded on no scientific principle ; 
it makes no effort to discover whether the industry can ever be prac- 


< tically developed or not. It pays even less attention to whether an 


> WwW 


‘ "Wn . oe, = 
industry really needs, any help in getting started. Third, and most | manufactures, $88,004,397; agricultural implements, $28,124,033: i 
reprehensible of all, it assumes that the industry once protected must | manufactures, $14,570,064; mineral oils, refined, $93,813,031: che1 
be forever protected; that the infant industry which has become an 


drugs, dyes, etc., $21,415,935; leather and manufactures of 
$52,646,755 ; cotton manufactures, $33,397,097 ; paper and manu 
of paper, $16,083,271, 


AMERICA CAN MANUFACTURE CHZAPER. 


industrial giant shall be most liberally protected. The whole thing is 
a crazy-quilt, hodgepodge affair. The tariffs are largely returns for 
campaign “fat,” tariff favors being promised and awarded in propor- 
iion to the liberality of the campaign contributions of the interested 


parties. It was framed with the deliberate intention of aiding the few Our preeminence abroad is directly due to the producis of « 
at the expense of the many. tories and workshops. In discussing the cause of our rapid 


domination of the industrial world the Hamburger Fremdenblatt 
“The steel manufactories of the United States, which two decack 
were in their infancy, to-day control the markets and the prices of 
world and have attained not only a position that enables them to 
pete with the older iron and steel producing countries, but ey 
profitably export their products to England ’’—and why not? Mr. | 
zell, who represents Pittsburgh in Congress, and who should be com; 

to speak of conditions in the iron and steel industry, was asked: 

“Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania name me any steel mil! in 
the world that can make steel rails cheaper than they are mad 
Pittsburgh? Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania name me an 
permet in the world that can make pig iron cheaper than at Birn 
nam?” 

Mr. Dalzell answered: “I think not; I am coming to that qu n.” 
That question was never answered by Mr. Dalzell; to answer it t 
fully would at Once break down the whole theory of the protectiouists, 
because if steel can be manufactured at Pittsburgh cheaper than any- 

where else, and iron in Birmingham cheaper than elsewhere, there c: 
10 excuse for a protective tariff on such products either to protect 
manufacturers or the laboring men employed in those industries, for 

one can successfully compete with them. 

For 25 years the American workingman has been told that he r 
higher wages than the English workman solely because of prote 
but he now knows this can not be true, because the English work: 
receives higher wages than the German workman, although the UG: 
tariff is higher than the tariff of Great Britain. Protection do 
make good wages. The American workman receives higher wages | , 
of his greater intelligence and skill and because of the greater : 
which free institutions give; because of improved machinery, because of 
the better conditions that surround him. In a word, because he | 
duces more; that Is, earns more. ; 

Down to 1890 the imports of iron and steel were far in exce f 
our exports. It is now calculated by the Bureau of Statistics that d 
ing the 10 years ending June 80, 1910, the value of fron and 
manufactures exported was more than four times the value of the 
ports of iron and steel for the last decade. At the end of the | 
year June 380, 1910, manufactures formed 45 per cent of our tolal 
exports as compared with 35 per cent in 1900 and 21 per cent in 1500. 
For 1910 automobiles and Pe of automobiles exported was to the 
value of $11,190,220; manufactures of india rubber, $10,175,634 ; 
tific instruments, $12,535,643. 

To-day every manufacturing country in the world looks upon An 
as her greatest rival. From the above facts several conclusions ap) 
America has secured her position in the markets of the world on her 
merits. She has had no encouragement from foreign countries in ¢! 
ing their markets, but has entered them, in many cases, in the face 
great prejudice. Patriotism has tended to make the entry extr 
diffienlt. Consequently America has won her supremacy strictly on | 
merits of her products or on her prices, or on both. 

Therefore, if the American manufacturer can _ successfully com 
abroad when paying a high price for raw material caused by the tariff, 
he certainly could more srecessfully compete if he had cheaper (aw 
material. specially would this be true of the large number of 0 
facturers whose completed product is not protected, but whose 
material is. The success of the American manufacturer under the P 
ent adverse conditions demonstrates conclusively our contention | 
the American manufacturer neither needs nor deserves a prot: 
tariff. It merely serves to enrich the favored class at the expen: 
the whole people. It is as wrong in theory as it is reprehens! in 
practice. 

AMERICAN LABORER IN SUCCESSFUL COMPETITION WITH THE WOkM) 


Advocates of protection insist that it would be manifestly uniair 
put the American laborer in competition with the cheaper labor * * 
countries. As a matter of fact, he is in successful competition a : t 
very labor in its home countries to-day, as we have shown above. 1 t 


TIOW TARIFFS ARE MADE. 


Mr. H. E. Miles, chairman of the tariff committee of the National 
Association of Manufacturers, gives the best explanation of the method 
pursued that we have noticed. He says, ‘“‘The people instruct and 
trust Congress to grant just, equitable, and ample protection ; Congress 
trusts the Ways and Meaus Committee; this committee trusts such 
persons as Dalzell, Payne, Aldrich, etc., and they trust the trusts.” 
The method is very simple, very convenient, and very satisfactory in- 
deed to the protected interests who write their own tariff schedules. 

Ile relates an instance of where a representative of the Government 
was asked for relief from a tariff schedule. He referred the party to a 
New England manufacturer, agreeing to act in accordance with this 
protected manufacturer's wishes. Said the manufacturer, “I wrote 
that schedule myself, and I will not consent to a modification of it.” 
The present unscientific, not to say dishonest and tricky manner of 
making a tariff, is so patent to any observer that it is not worth while 
to discuss it. 

The tariff is highly unscientific because it Is not needed. The last 
thing that this country needs is a protective tariff. A protective tariff, 
practically considered, has for its object the supplementing of nature 
and man to this extent, that the conditions of production shall be as 
nearly equalized as possible, and to that extent only. Therefore if a 
country is extremely rich in natural resources, especially favored in 
climate, and blessed with an inventive people, the whole combination 
making for a greater per capita production and hence a decreased unit 
cost of production, it follows that that country does not need and should 
not have a protective tariff, except possibly as a makeshift for raising 
revenue. The advisability of using the tariff as a revenue producer is 
not within the scope of this article. 








CONDITIONS FAVORABLE TO CHEAP UNIT COST OF PRODUCTION. 


Conditions in America are, on the whole, more favorable to a cheaper 
unit cost of production than in any other country. Climate and blood 
under the fostering care of Democracy have produced the American 
laborer, who, because of his intelligence, his ingenuity, his inventive- 
ness, ane his efficiency is at once the wonder and the admiration of 
the world, 

Add to these our wonderful] natural resources, the juxtaposition in 
which they are often found, and our wonderful growth of capital, and 
iogether they form a combination which should enable us to meet and 
vanguish the world. We not only should, but we can and are doing it 
to-day. The beast of America has always been that she has the 
greatest agricultural and mineral resources, the greatest mechanical 
ability, and the most productive laborers. These boasts are every one 
true. 

No argument is necessary to prove the truth of the above statement 
in regard to the richness of America’s natural resources. A catalogue 
of the ingenious and useful inventions is but a roll call of American 
inventors. To anyone who has considered the question the efficiency of 
the American workman, as compared with any other, is equally appa- 
rent. Why, then, is a protective tariff needed to equalize conditions of 
production when every advantage is in favor of this country? 

To-day America stands head and shoulders above the world in manu- 
facturing, and consequently the manufacturing interests no longer need 
a protective tariff. The world’s working power is estimated to have 
doubled in the last half century, due largely to the use of steam. Dur- 

E ing the same period America’s efficiency has increased tenfold, while 
that of her nearest competitor has increased only fourfold. 

Just what this means in the volume of output and in decreased cost 
of production is certainly not appreciated, even if understood, and least 
of all by Americans. It is claimed that 50,000 people, with the aid of 
machinery, now do what it required 16,000,000 persons to do a few 

years ago. Man for man the American laborer produces 50 per cent 
more by hand labor and 100 per cent more by machine labor than any of 
his competitors, The following furnishes a good illustration: In n- 















| 
1. added that as a rule the workers in the most highly protected indus 
‘in America labor under the worst conditions, as the investigations at 
tr,meatead and elsewhere have shown. 
rhis plea is a fraud. Consider for a moment the number of laborers 
ed by foreign competition. If the proportion of other censuses | 
n. there is not to exceed 1,500,000 laborers, those in gainful occu 
ne who could possibly be affected by foreign competition, while 
fre about 28,000,000 in gainful occupations who would not be 
ted Since when does 1,500,000 deserve more consideration than 
2 000.000? No effort is made to protect the American laborer from 
joreign laborer who comes to this country, brings his standard of 
‘and wages with him, and who is employed in some highly pro- 
i industry. : : 3 
is talk that protection is wanied in order to protect the laborer 
;. cimply one of the means used by the protectionists to pull the wool 
‘ the eyes of the public, and is on a par with the claim that the big 
manufacturers demand a tariff in order to protect the small manu 


re 


“Wore the tariff to disappear, the American manufacturer could more 
easily continue his conquest of foreign markets. This would give an 


i impetus to manufacturing which would in turn furnish more 

5 ovment for labor and tend to give employment for the large 

smownts of capital that are being exported. We are exporting not only 

yroducts of our factories and workshops, but money, skilled labor- 

( ‘and brains. Within the last few years a number of our large | 
concerns have established plants in Europe, Mexico, and Canada and 

elcowhere for the manufacture of goods for which there is an active | 
‘ nd. We have established plants for the manufacture of electrical 


supplies in Canada, England, and France; air brakes in Russia, England, 

nd Germany ; shoe machinery at Frankfort on the Main; and tanners' | 
' hinery at Frankfort, Vienna, Liecester; radiators in Germany, Eng- 
land. and Italy; and so on. Thus the Government is deprived of the 


duty which this raw material would bring; the foreign laborers receive 

» wages that should go to American laborers, while America’s exports | 

Y to just that extent. 

rherefore the real object of a protective tariff—the employment of | 

! capital and labor at home—are both being defeated by our present 
Y. Hence a protective tariff under such conditions is an incon- 

sistency, a fraud, and a worker of injustice. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

iin [Mr,. BAILEY]. 

Vr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, even the distinguished chair- 
iin of the committee which drew the measure now under con- 

‘eration does not claim it to be a perfect one. It falls far | 
short even of his ideal. It is in large part a compromise of 
conflicting elements, and in certain details it is sadly disap- 
pointing, especially to those who had hoped that in a Democratic 

riff no vestige of privilege or favoritism would be found. | 

But faulty as the measure may be in particular items, far as 
it falls short ef perfettion, sadly as it may lack in consistency, 
it is still a long step in the right direction. It has merits so 
surpassing that its shortcomings are almost negligible; it goes 
so long a way toward the redemption of Democratic promises 
and the fulfillment of popular expectation that even the free 
trader like myself may applaud it with sincerity and vote for 

without stultification. 

liad I been writing it items which now find a place in the 
dutiable list would certainly have been dropped therefrom. In 

score, or perhaps a hundred, instances duties which seem to 
me excessive and indefensible upon any revenue ground would | 
have been brought lower, if not eliminated. But in a matter of | 

is sort it is a question of give and take. Something must be 

ded here and something yielded there; but if the main pur- | 
pose shall be kept in sight these concessions can not greatly 
detract from the final result. 

And so in this Underwood tariff we find an achievement along 
Democratic lines which may well appeal to Democrats of all 
shades and all persuasions. It so splendidly enlarges the free 
ist that we may forgive its errors in the direction of accorded 
privileges to special interests. It so generously answers the 
prayer of the masses for cheaper food, cheaper clothing, 
cheaper farm implements, cheaper lumber, cheaper manufac- 
tures of all sorts that it is possible to disregard the lapses from 
grace which here and there obtrude in certain of the schedules. 

Not since the Walker tariff of 1846 have we had one drawn so 
nerrly in harmony with the revenue idea. It goes further 
toward the unshackling of trade and industry than any other 

riff which this generation has known. And we may well an- 
ticipate that its results will be equally salutary, for, like the 
Walker tariff, it is bound to stimulate industry of every sort. 
It can not fail to iift burdens from the masses and make it pos- 
sible for the man of toil to stand more erect and free. The 
Walker tariff inaugurated an era of prosperity the like of which 

(1 not been known before and which has not since been sur- 

ssed. This is not my testimony alone; it is the testimony of 
ihe late James G. Blaine. As a historian he was compelled to 
tell the truth about the tremendous awakening which followed 


the so-called free-trade enactment. It was not a free-trade | 


ineasure any more than this one is, but it was a measure 
iistring freer trade; it was one which conceded the least to 
favor and the most to desert; it was one which heid out the 
fewest premiums to the classes and the fullest inducements to 
the masses, 

But it is said that a lowering of tariff rates will react un- 
favorably upon wages. This might be true if there were any 
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relation direct or remote between tariff rates and wage rates 
No such relation now exists or ever did exist. Wages no more 
depend upon tariff schedules than they do on the tides. In the 
last analysis they depend upon what labor can produce on the 
best free land in use. And so it was urged in the argument 
supporting the Walker tariff that what labor needed was not 
protection but opportunity: it needed access to the land: this 
denied, wages were bound to decline, no matter how high tariff 
rates might be lifted. 

We have had 50 years of protection, yet in relation to the 
product labor is receiving less to-day than it was half a cen 
ago. Even nomina! wages are scarcely higher in 1913 than they 
were in 1860. Measured in the product they are actually lowe: 
That is to say, while labor is producing pn the average a much 
greater volume of wealth, it is retaining a relatively smallet 
proportion in wages. It is therefore not so well paid relatively 
as it was before protection set up shop as the dispenser of 
alleged benefits to the worker. 

When one begins to look into the real effects of a tariff it 
is found that they are different from those usually advertised. 
Not only does it fail to keep faith with labor, it equally fails to 
keep faith with capital as capital, for it robs both, it dis 
courages both, it impairs the development of both. It does this 
by diverting both from the normal and the natural into the 


ivy 


|} abnormal and the unnatural; it draws them away from the 


naturally productive employments into employmenis which can 
succeed only at the expense of other employments; and in the 
long run every tariff benefit is absorbed by the owners of 
natural resources. Thus a tariff on lumber slips through the 
hands of lumber workers and lumber manufacturers into those 


| of the owners of stumpage. A tariff on sugar does not benefit 


the cane grower as a cane grower or the labor employed in 
sugar making; it is reaped by the owner of sugar lands. And 
so all along the line. It is true of iron; it is true of coal: it is 


| true of citrus fruits; it has been true of every single industry 


for which tariffs have been laid on the theory that those 


il 


| employed in them or who had money invested in them were to 


reap benefits in higher wages or augmented interest The bene 
fits, in fact, have always accrued at last to the owners of the 
sources of supply. 

If this could be once understood in all its real and vital 
significance by the masses of the people, the end of all tarifl 
would soon be reached. [Applause.] But the world has ) 
fuddied itself regarding wages and tariffs and the relation 


the one to the other and there has been such hopeless confusion 


| of counsel with respect to the ultimate effects of protection 


upon business in general that it is almost impossible to get 


| the average man to study the questions at issue in the light of 


reason or even in the light of actual experience. There might 
something be said for the tariff proposition if under protection 
| we had always and everywhere enjoyed prosperity, with high 
wages, satisfactory profits, and a diffused social comfort Bu 
under the very highest protection ever known we have unde 
gone some of our very worst depressions, with wages sink 

to the minimum, with employment precarious, with credit u 
settied, with all industry in a state of paralysis, and with gen 
eral conditions so distressing that the very foundat of 
society seemed to be crumbling. Nor has this be peculis 
our own land. The very same phenomena have Leen wit al 
repeatedly in other lands where protection was supposed to 
spread its beneficence over all. It has been the same cel \ 
there as we have found it here. It bas never in a intry 
or at any time kept its promises to those who led it a 
place in their scheme of things. 

It is the failing of our Republican friends that thev are 
somewhat like the African, with his crooked stick. To it he 
aseribed all the good things which happened to him. All the 
bad things he ascribed to something else And is not this 


precisely what, ovr protectionist friends are doing and h: 
always done? Do they not «ascribe all our prosperity, out 
growth, our expansion, our progress, and our development to 
the blessed tariff, while ascribing to something else the p 


and depressions which have come upon us under that tarifi 
As a matter of fact, the tariff has neither bred nor prevented 
these panics and depressions. They have come in spite olf 


tariffs, and they would recur were tariffs to be wiped out root 
and branch. But tariffs have undoubtedly played some part 
in them, though generally but a small part, the real cause of 
them lying in the monopoly of opportunity and in the evils 
springing therefrom. If one will but take the trouble to study 
the history of industrial depressions in this and other coun 
tries he will discover that they have always and everywhere 
| been preceded by a speculative rise in land values. 

| That Robert J. Walker, away back in the first half of the 
last century, saw the wage question in its true relations, and 


that he most effectually disposed of the protectionist claim 
that depend upon tariff schedules, is shown by the re 
pot unitted to Congress as Secretary of the Treasury 
In th reoprt he said, among other things: 
j ia t urged inf wv of the tariff that we « ht to pro 
t £ ist what is « ed the pauper labor of | ope But 
{ tariff ad s not enhance the wages of labor, the iles of 
| ! t low prices and in limited quantiti to ttle and 
! accomplish this object If those who live by the 
1 purchase 320 ere for $80, 160 acres for $40, 
I 10 ot f $10 the power of the manufactur- 
tat t lucing the wa of labor would be greatly dimin- 
i, » when these lands were thus reduced in price those who 
| vy the 1 res of labor could purch farms at low rates and cultl- 
vite tl for tl elves and famili instead of working for others 
] hours a dav in the manufactorie 
Tl logic of Walkerés position is as true to-day as it was in 
1S4h) nd that lo ‘is a complete refutation of the protectionist 
reoument it is a complete answer to every que stir raised in 
support of the Republican proposition that the tariff raises and 
maintains wage rhe tariff never did anything of the sort. 
rhe lewest wages ever paid in the steel mills of my town were 
poid ander the highest kind of protection, and the salient fact 
should never be lost sight of that the highest wages obtaining 
in this country are commanded by labor in industries where 
so-called protection is impossible. 
We have heard a good deal in the course of the discussion on 
this bill of the decline of agriculture in the United States, and 


alarmist 


frome so 


pictures have been drawn in this 
far as to predict that we should soon cease to be an 


exporting country, so far as foodstuffs are concerned, and that 


connection, some 


we must look forward to the time when we must go abroad 
for these. But why has agriculture declined in the United 
States relatively, if not actuaily? Is not the answer obvious? 


Has it not relatively declined simply because of the stupendous 
} 


premiums we have been holding out to labor and capital to en- 
gage in manufacturing? How could it be expected that, with 
Iures of 40, 50, 75, 100, and even 250 per cent premiums 
dangled before them in the shape of tariff duties, labor and | 
canital could be kept on the farm? 


If there has been anything in the last 50 years of 
leg 


tepublican 
islation which bas not been actually discouraging to agricul- 


ture, the fact has been overlooked by most observers, for not 
only has enterprise been tempted away from the soil by the | 
special rewards offered to it in making steel and weaving cloth | 





and blowing glass and producing a thousand and one things In 
mills and factories, but we have gone further than this in driving 
eapital and labor from the primitive pursuit by compelling the 
tiller of the soil to pay tribute to sugar, to steel, to copper, to 
lumber, to woolens, to chemi to leather, and to 500 other 
protected interests 


als, 


Mr. Chairman, I come from the seat of one of the largest steel 
plants in America. It is, in fact, the mother of all the other 
steel plants on American soil. It has grown great and it is 


growing steadily greater, less by reason of the protection it has 


been accorded by Republican legislation than because for many 
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long years it has enjoyed exemption from local and State tax- | 


nation on its products 


For in Pennsylvania we 


have been en- 
iighiened at least to this extent—that for a generation or more 
we have ceased fining men for manufacturing. We still fine 
them for building houses and for having certain kinds of prop- 
erty in their possession, but we no longer fine them for pro- 
ducing iron and steel and textiles and all the myriad things 


coming from our mills and factories. This is the one advantage 
which Pennsylvania has enjoyed over her sister manufacturing 


“I 


tntes, and she has surpassed them all in many lines simply 


| the 





| change in the financial world. 


because this advantage was like that of a discriminating freight 
rate in her favor. Pennsylvania has been called the royal pal- | 
of King Steel, and surely he has luxuriated there if any 
where, But Pennsylvania has been his royal palace much more | 
because our great State has refused to punish him for operating 


his furnaces and transforming ore into the finished product than 
because Congress has built a tariff wall at our coasts to protect 
him from his foreign rivals. And I have not the least fear that 
the great mills in my town will cease operations, or even 
relax operations, because of the changes we have made in the 
steel schedule. Those now running to capacity; they 
are meeting competition in the open markets of the world 


steel 


mills are 


and I feel that the time has gone by when the 25.000 men em- 
ployed in them ean be frightened by the old bogie which was 
once so effective. 

I s | be greatly disappointed should this tariff fail enor- 
mously to stimulate both imports and exports. As freer trade 
relations with the Philippines and Porto Rico have stimulated 
(1 between those islands and the United States, 
the islands and the United States have been tremendous gainers 
through this growth of commerce, it is fair to assume that freer 


hal 


ae 


; they | 
are growing steadily in capacity and in the volume of output; | 


| material 
! 
and as both | 
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trade relations with the world in general will produce 
results. 


Freedom in trade has never failed to bring an a; 
in better social conditions, higher wages, and a fairer 4 
bution of wealth. And it seems to me that if our protect; 
friends would but look around them and consider the t; 
dous fact that the United States comprises the largest 
trade area in all the world, they would look to this rathe; 
to their fetish of protection as the true explanation of the 
ress and prosperity which have been ours in such genero 
unrivaled measure. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, in the course of a short address in the 1) 
yesterday the Hon. Samuret W. Smira, of Michigan, « | 
that the Democrats could not point to any free trade or ¢ 
for revenue legislation which did not injuriously affect al) 
industries. He said: 

It is not 


pe ssible for 


one of you gentlemen to point to a: 
trade or tariff for revenue legislation in this country under w! 
have not had results like we had in 1837, in 1857, between 128: i 
1897, and I am frank to say to-day that I would like to have son 
give to the country some consolation and comfort that we ean 


that this bill will be an exception to every other tariff for rey 
free-trade piece of legislation written on the statute books. 

Were we to produce the testimony of Democratic autho 
or even the testimony of disinterested and impartia! obs 
to prove that the Walker tariff law (under which the | 
tariff duties were levied) produced the greatest period of | 
perity this country has ever known, our Republican f; 
would say that we were attempting to falsify histor) 
political effect. 

Therefore I will produce the testimony of a man who 
generation was the acknowledged and undisputed national | 


| of the Republican Party; he was Speaker of this H« 


Member of the Senate, the Republican candidate for the P 
dency in 1884, and Secretary of State under two Re 
administrations. I have reference to your great popul: 


James G. Blaine. As a philosophical historian he was ob! 
confine himself to the facts and tell the whole truth i: 
| admirable work “Twenty Years in Congress.” In that 


work he said: 
TWENTY YEANS OF CONGRESS. 
[By James G. Blaine.} 

The Whig victory of 1848 was not sufficiently decisive to warran 
attempt, even had there been a desire, to change the tariff. Gen. ' 
had been elected without subscribing to a platform or pledging 
to a specific measure; and he was therefore in a position to r 
reject appeals of the ordinary partisan character. Morcorer, th 
of 1846 was yielding abundant revenue; and the business of the « 
was in a flourishing condition at the time his administration 
ganized. Money became very abundant after the year 1849; large « 
prises were undertaken, speculation was prevalent; and for a « 
able period the prosperity of the country was general and app 
genuine. After 1852 the Democrats had almost undisputed cont 
the Government and had gradually become a free-trade party. Ti 
ciples embodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for a time to be so « 
vindicated and approved that resistance to it ceased, not only amor 
peopie, but among the protective economists and even amony the 5 
pacturers to a large ertent. So general was this acquiescence t) 
1856 a protective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any 
the three parties which presented presidential candidates. 

It was not surprising, therefore, that with a plethorie conditi: 
National Treasury for two or three consecutive years the | 
cratic Congress in the closing sessions of Pierce's administrati 

acted what has since been known as the tariff of 1857. By th 
the duties were placed lower than they had been at any time 
the War of 1812. The act was well received by the people and 
indeed concurred in by a considerable proportion of the Rep 


~_,- 7 °s 
(Page 202.) 

The free traders consider the tariff of 1846 to be conclusive pr 
the beneficial effect of low duties. They challenge a comparison 
years of its operation, between 1846 and 1857, with any other pet 
the history of the country. Manufacturing, they say, was not for: 
a hothouse process to produce high-priced goods for popular cons 
tion, but was gradually encouraged and developed on a healthf 
self-sustaining basis not to be shaken as a reed in the wind by 
Commerce, aa they point out, mad¢ 
advances; and our carrying trade grew so rapidly that in 10 years 
the day the tariff of 1846 was passed our tonnage exceeded the ! 
of England. The free traders refer with special emphasis to wh 
term the symmetrical derclopment of all the great interests of t/ 
try under this liberal tariff. Manufactures were not stimulated « 
expense of the commercial interest. Both were developed in ha 
while agriculture, the indispensable basis of all, was never more 
ing. The farmers and planters at no other period of our history 
in receipt of such good prices, steadily paid to them in gold co 
their surplus product, which they could send to the domestic mar 
our own railways and to the foreign market in our own ships. 


Now, I admit that the low duties under the tariff law of 
were a factor in preducing the industrial depression of 1> 
and that the low duties under the tariff law of 1846 prod 
the industrial depression of 1857; but they were not prod l 
in the way the Republicans imagine. The fact is that low d 
have always and everywhere produced periods of marvel)\'= 
prosperity; that this prosperity has naturally «uc 
necessarily increased the demand for land; the increased - 
mand for land has increased its economic value, and this i" 
turn has led to land speculation. The speculative advance of 
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ines tends to enpital and labor to less productive 
3 reducing ir proportionate shares in the aggre as a h My 
h prod y their combined efforts. It is eviden | 
S intive rent can only advance at the expense of labo 0. 
spital, and that the only way that they can counteract ; 
“ine down of wages and interest is by the cessation of 
n . oo Y 
industrial community in which population is in- ne il 
and the consequent cooperation of individual powers 
eloping old industries and creating new ones, and land Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
ise in value, constantly and continuously. This as e t 1 
increase of land values naturally leads to speculation, in The CHAIRMAN (¢ 
future incresse is confidently expected, and speculative from Alab 
are forced beyond i t which, under the nor an 
ons of production, t arnings would be received inutes. 
hor and eapita!l. Their failure to receive their just re Mr. UNDERWOOD 
disposes them to st m. This cessation of pro | CHAIRMAN. 
it some parts of | system must nec Piy r. UNDERWOt! 
tself at othe rs in a of eff tive demand, w York [Mr. Payn 
is pre iuetion th 4 ad press 1 con t n his 1 f i 
t} h the who! ind trial sys n re If > { { “ly nd if it is a se 
lespread industrial depression This is how seasons of © and w t] 
us material prosperity and progress have produced it 0 o’ ! — 
ial depressions and financial panics \ PAYNE Che 
e taxation of land value, irrespective of improvements, | 


, i remedy this by destroying the incentive to land spe 


ring this debate much hes been heard from the other side 


Chamber regarding the low labor cost of product 





1 in comparison with labor cost in the United States. I 
hat we are at any such disadvantage, and I reassert the 
sition that ours is actually the cheapest labor on earth 


And in this connection I want to call attention to the testimony 
of Mr. Frank A. Vanderlip, a Republican of high standing, for 
ly a Secretary of the Treasury, and to-day regarded as one 
ie foremost business men of the country. He went abroad 
ry Department to 





¢ 


after his retirement from the Tr 





g y the commercial and economic conditions of Europe, and 
on his return he wrote a series of articles for an American 
zine, not included in the “ yellow” or muckraking class 


on “The American commercial invasion of Europe.” Let me 
quote from Mr. Vanderlip to show the idleness of the talk on 
the other side of our inability to cope with European competi- 
rs on account of our so-called higher wages and higher stand 
1 of living. Here is what that eminent Republican authority 


THE AMERICAN “ COMMERCIAL INVASION” OF EU! 


(By Frank A. Vanderlip. in Scribner's Magazine, January, 1902, p. 10.) 






\ rican locomotives, running on American rail now past 
t Pyramids and across the long Siberian ' i tl 
Hindoo pilgrims from al! parts of their Em; to the s t 
of the Ganges. Three rs ago there was but one American loco 
I ve in the United Kingdom; to-day there is not a road of impor 


there om which trains are not being pulled by American loco 


motives The American locomotive has successfully invaded France. | 
I Manchurian Railway, which is the real beginning of oriental rail- 


v building, bought all its rails and rolling stock in the United | 
Stat American bridges span rivers on every continent American 
cranes are swinging over many foreign moles. Wherev there re | 
extensive harvests there may be found American machinery to gather | 
t grain In every great market of the world tools can bave no better 
recommendation than the mark *“‘ Made in America.” 

W have long held supremacy as a producer of cotton. We are 
now gaining supremacy as makers of cloths American cottons are find 
ing their way into the markets of every country They can be found in | 
Manchester, as well as on the shores of Africa and in the nativ 3} 
of the Orient. Bread is baked in Palestine from flour made in Min 
neapolis, American windmills are working east of the Jordan and 
in the land of Bashan. Phonographs are making a conquest of al 
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tongues. The chrysanthemum banner of Japan floats from the palace 
of the Mikado on a flagstaff cnt from a Washington forest, as does f! 

banner of St. George from Windsor Castle. The American typesetting 
machines are used by foreign newspapers, and our cash registers keep 


ccounts for scores of nations. Am 
t world. Our bicycles are standar< 
typewriters are winning their we 


‘ica makes sewing machines for 
excellence everywhere. Our 






















y wh ver a written language is used 

li | kinds of electrical app es we have become the foremost pro- | 
ducet In many European cities American dynamos light streets and 
ite railways. Much of the machinery that is to electrify London 
tram lines is now being built in Pittsburgh. The American shoe has | 
‘ ired the favor of all Europe, and the foreign makers are hastening | 
fo import our machinery, that they may compete with our makers. | 
In the Far East, in the capital of Korea, the Hermit Nati e 
Was recently inaucurated, with noisy music and flying banners, an | 
electric railway, built of American material by a San Francisco engi- | 
heer, and now it is operated by American motormen. 


tiso, in Scribner’s Magazine of February, 1902, page 202: 


In Vienna I met an American who is at the head of one of the large | 
boiler works in this country. He has been interested in making com. | 
parisons of the cost of tabor and of the methods of work in the Vien- | 
nese factories, and I found him amazed at the wasteful methods and | 
the high labor cost that resulted from the Austrian m > | 
failing to use modern machinery. 

“1 was informed in one shop,” he told me, “ that a boiler of abeut 150 | 
horsepower cost fer labor alone $750." That boiler would bave been ! 


anutacturers 
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RECESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House take a recess until half past 7 this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama unani- 
mous consent that the House stand in recess until 7.30 o'clock 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

fhe SPEAKER appointed Mr. Murray of Massachusetts 
act as Speaker pro tempore for the evening. 

Accordingly (at and 14 minutes p. m.) 
took a recess until 7.30 o’clock p. m. 


asks 
this evening. 
to 


the 


Dn o'clock 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
7.30 o'clock p. m. by the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Murray of 
Massachusetts. 

THE TARIFF. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
state the Union for the further consideration of the 
H. R. the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 382 the tariff bill—with Mr. Gar 
reTY of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock ]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tempe]. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Chairman, it has been but a few days 
since this tariff bill was presented to the House, and therefore 
there has not been sufficient time for the Members to give careful 
consideration to the 660 paragraphs of the various schedules 
and the free list, which, taken together, comprise more than 
1,000 separate items. 

Each of these items raises a distinct tariff question. A 
Member may have made a careful and extensive study of one 
or more schedules without thereby learning anything valuable 
about another. He may, for example, have acquired wide and 
accurate knowledge of the conditions under which wool is grown 
and the cost of its productiou in Argentina, Australia, and South 
Africa, in Ohio, Michigan, Montana, and Wyoming; he may 
know manufactures of wool, from carpets to cloths of the most 
delicate weave; he may be familiar with rates of wages, with 
capitalization of the industries and with the quantities and 
prices of the products of factories at home and abroad, but the 
great labor by which he acquired this information has given 
him no special knowledge that will enable him to vote intelli- 
gently on the fixing of rates on glassware and earthenware, or 
chemicals, or other goods imported. If there is to be an intel- 
ligent vote to fix the various duties, special knowledge of each 
schedule is necessary, and in some cases special knowledge of 
each item. 

Yet this bill, with its more than 4,000 items, is to be pushed 
to a final vote in less than three weeks after it has been put into 
the hands of the Members. ‘There has been and there can be 
10 opportunity for the Members of this House to become 
familiar with the data on which the rates are based, much less 
to learn the probable effect of the law upon American indus- 
tries, upon the wages of workingmen, upon the farmers, or 
even on the prices to the consumer. 

With all respect to the able and distinguished gentlemen 
who constitute the Democratic majority on the Ways and 
Means Committee, and who adhere to the majority report of 
that committee, it may be doubted whether even they have 
mastered the intricacies of the bill, whether they are able to 
tell us what its effect will be on prices to the consumer, on the 
wages of the workingman, or on the prosperity 6f the manufac- 
turer or the farmer. 

To raise such a doubt is not to question either the ability 
or the diligence of these gentlemen. According to the tariff 
doctrine which they have adopted, they do not need to know 
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SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- | 
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very much about these things. The report of the Ways 
Means Committee, presented by the gentleman from Aj 
[Mr. UNpeRWoop], repudiates any desire to compare thy 
of production at home and abroad or, at any rate. to 
knowledge gained by such comparison in tariff 
quote from that report: 


The so-called theory of the cost of production as a regulator « 
was fully discussed at the time tariff revision bills were introd 
the Ways and Means Committee during the Sixty-second Coner 
will be recalled that much was said by protection advocates ns 
of the view that it was incumbent upon the United States oe. te 
a system of tariff rates that would cover differences in cost. 
duction between the United States and foreign countries in 
to a reasonable margin of profit. That doctrine became the bas 
work of the Tariff Board which furnished reports to the 1 
later transmitted by the Executive to Congress, concerning w 
woolens, cottons, pulp, and ‘paper. Many manufacturers hay 
sented arguments based on the doctrine of comparative cost 
statement is therefore made that no part of the committee's wi 
been founded upon a belief in the cost-of-production theory 
theory is absolutely rejected as a guide to tariff making EY 


use 
making 


al 


Now. this theory, rejected by the framers of the bill. 
about which the protectionist does and must concern hi; 
The Progressive Party is pledged to a protective tariff \ 
shall equalize conditions of competition between the 1 
States and foreign countries, both for the farmer and fi) 
manufacturer, and which shall maintain for labor an adeu 
standard of living. In order to frame such a tariff we desire 
creation of a tariff commission for the investigation of ; 
and conditions which this committee deems so unin; 
that the study of them as a guide to tariff making. w: 
informed, has been no part of the committee’s work. 

With its peculiar view of the tariff question it follow 
course, that the Democratic Party will have no use for » 
commission organized to study the costs of production anid 
general competitive position in this country and abroad ot 
dustries seeking protection from Congress. There 
difference, therefore, in this respect between the tariff | 
embodied in this bill and that to which the Progressive Pa: 
committed. 

Iurthermore, Mr. Chairman, the bill now under conside: 
tion, as explained with great frankness by the men who mac 
is intended to destroy the economic policy 0. protection. L« 
quote again from the report of the Ways and Means Comn 
presented by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unpbrerwovop 
After reciting the turiff plank from the Democratic platfori 
1912, the report says: 

We believe that this pledge contains two essential 
which have heen applied in the formulation of H. R. 3321, as f 

1. The establishment of duties designed primarily to produc 
for the Government and without thought of protection. 


2. The attainment of this end by legislation that will not in 
destroy Icgitimate industry. 


is a 


ideas 


For many years we have been told that th» Democratic P 
believed in a tariff for revenue, with incidental protection, ut 
now we are to have a new and radical policy—a tariff for reve- 
nue without thought of protection. However radical this may 
be, it does not go beyond the Democratic platform of 1912. ‘fhe 
tariff plank adopted at Baltimore declares that it is— 

A fundamental principle of the Democratic Party that the | 
Government under the Constitution has no right or power to imj» 
collect tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue. 

This may be now a fundamental principle of the Democratic 
Party, but it was not always so. James Madison, the faiher f 
the Constitution and one of the founders of the Democratic 
Party, believed that the Federal Government had authority to 
levy import duties for the purpose of protecting manufactures. 
On April 9, 1789, in the course of the debate on the first propo- 
sition made in the House to levy duties on goods imported into 
the United States, he said: 

There is another consideration. The States that are most adva 
in population and ripe for manufactures ought to have their parti 
interests attended to in some degree. While these States retained | 
power of making regulations of trade they had the power to protect ; 
cherish such institutions; by adopting the present Constitution 
have thrown the exercise of this power into other hands. They ! 
have done this with an expectation that thosc interests would no! 
neglected here. 

Later in the same speech Mr. Madison laid down a general 
rule that commerce ought to be free and labor and industry let! 
at large to find their proper objects, but to this general rule 
he admitted certain exceptions. In particular he said that 
where the trade regulations of a State had succeeded in build- 
ing up an establishment the National Government ought not to 
allow the industry to perish, for, he said: 

It is not possible for the hand of man to shift from one employment 
to another without being injured by the change. 

This Democratic statesman, and father of the Constitution, 
could not then have held opinions which would harmonize with 
the declaration of the Democratic platform of 1912. 
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ret me excl! attention again to the statement already quoted | Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Chair n, I yield back the re 
the report of the Ways and Means Committee. The two | of my time 


ntial ideas which have been applied in the formulation of | 4 Mr. PAYNE Mr. Chairman, [ yield to the ge 

1 hill now under consideration are hostile to each other and Kansas [Mr. Murpock }. 

; not permanently abide together. A tariff law which levies | : Mr. MI RDO Kk. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle ' 
es witLout thought of protection can not but injure or even from Washington |Mr. Bryan 

vestroy some legitimate industries. If it were intended to con-| Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, member « P essive 
' the impression that both of these “essential ideas” have | Party I am not a free ti tl 

heen applied to the bill at once, and with equal thoroughness, smote upon my breast and declared “Iam a ] i list” 
then the only escape from the charge of inconsistency would be | with the pride that the Apostle P once . 
f the committee to maintain that no industry which needs | Roman citizen.” I am willing to take my prot ) en 


tion policies, and I am for the 
the tariff. 


Rut if this is not what is n.eant—if an effort has been made 


} 

tection can be a legitimate industry. | doses. I believe the country has suffered under 
' 
not to injure or destroy legitimate industries which need pro- | 
-: | 


té m—then it ean not be maintained that the first essential | I also favor an income tax. Almost any kind of a tay 
idea of the pledge has been consistently applied to the bill; | incomes above $4,C ) is an improvement on our pre t 3 

e tariff duties have not yet been fixed “with no thought of | of collecting taxes. I introduced in the Stute Senate of the S 
»rotection.” That is to be done with greater thoroughness in| of Washington a resolution ratifying the income-tax ‘ 
the future. Three years from now, when sugar is to be placed | ment, and when the reactionary sentiment among both the 
on the free list, what other rates are then to be adjusted to this | publicans and the Democrats refused to lopt the reso i 
new tariff policy? We are fairly warned that whatever slight and sidetracked it into a temporary desuetude, I waited 
trace of protection the present bill may leave in the tariff sys- | other term and helped mold sentiment in its favor Wh I 

will be done away with as soon as the industries of the} reintroduced the resolution at the next session t! Repub i 

country have adjusted themselves to the new rates. It is the | and Democratic leaders had been forced into a progressi 
niedge of a tariff for revenue “and with no thought of pro-| titude on the subject and the resolation passed 
that is the permanent element, the abiding, essential | The decision of the United States Supreme Court that l 
idea of the Democratic policy. } income tax could not be enacted under the I ( 

it is said that the Democratic Party comes into power with | tion—a decision by a majority of only 1, the ‘rity of the 
a mandate of the people to abandon the protective system and | eourt dissenting—has cost this country about ion do S. 
inaugurate a new era. The Democratic Party has no such man-| That sum at least has been taken from the | ts of the con 
date from the people. The Republican Party reafiirmed its| sumer since that decision was rendered by une ble ¢ (f 
belief in a protective tariff, and its candidate received 3,484,980 | levies and by subtle indirect taxation that uld have come 


I 
votes. The Progressive Party condemned the Payne-Aldrich | from the incomes of the rich 
tariff as unjust to the people and demanded immediate down: | Would it not have been the part of common 30 d | 


ward revision of those schedules wherein duties are shown tO} jydgment to have submitted to the people this 
be unjust or excessive; but the platform which was adopted | the arguments pro and con. and permitted the v« to re 
contract with the people declared unequivocally for a pro-| the decision aud tax incomes at e if they so ed 1 
tective tariff which would equalize conditions of competition | ghan to have required all these vears of fighting and sti 
between the United States and foreign countries. The candi- | ¢, compel the reactionary repre iwas ensariicaed a te 
date of the Progressive Party received 4,119,538 votes. The | the several legislatures to subn nd approve the ; ; ; 
two large parties pledged to the protective system together | the Constitution? The Progressive says “ Yes 1 it st ; 
polled 7,605,518 votes. | with the people for authority in their hands to rule not only ¢ 

The Democratic voters, who presumably approved the plat- | gress aud the President ? ut the courts of thie land ; 

rm which pronounced a protective tariff unconstitutional, The reactionary fot have a fit < , 
numbered 6,298,454. Therefore, taking into consideration only | sy g06¢ op the recall of decisiot = ene od bh . 
tl three large parties, the voters who approved the policy of a oe a at t] “ us | : i 
protection outnumbered their opponents by 1.312.064. The tariff | ~ a in Sate ; Ww: ; : , D i 
bill now under consideration will therefore incur the disap- aia he Beastient Wath aut the the th 
| al of a large majority of the voters of the Nation. Never- im the Chieago convention for the R 1 Pay dl 
theless it will pass the House, and perhaps the Senate, with- Rage ane tae fact thit the t ia indaee ' di nae ne 
out material change, because by a stroke of luck, dependent ‘ton of taetrastcns voted & a Menken: 
upon a division among their opponents, a minority of the people chertahed desire of their the ar s etter the eam 

wee - ancatadeeiadees i a finaitien / ge9 
m — be represented by a majority in both Houses of lin the presidential pardon of Frat PM 

ae . , Hendricks. 

Your bill will pass, and you, of course, will be responsible}. 0 “eee gh 
for it. If it should lead, as you believe it will, to increased | Chere — ane oe 
prosperity; if it should lower the cost of living without mate- | “S2!"S* ee ee. ae 
rially diminishing the incomes of the consumers, then I shal] | Protection cau be enone Wee anen noe Re 
rejoice with you and be glad; but if it should lead to business ideal and standard as enunciated by pee one 
depression, decreased wages, or unemployment, then your party | ‘®#¢eF o their party on the floor of this Hou 
will never be in a position to carry into effect your promise of |__| now refer especially to the shingle indus 

| Washington, which employs about 15.000 me 


further legislation three years from the present time. ; 
1 am a Progressive and heartily concur in the party’s con- | ™!!'S, many ; ; 
demnation of the present tariff known as the Payne-Aldrich | 22d on the shores of Puget Sound. The 


of these very sm mills, located 


law. It is unjust to the people. In at least one of its schedules, | Work close to their homes, and, of ’ 

judging from the report of the Tariff Board on manufactures of | dependent upon them, There is about $9,000,000 i e 
wool, the rates are so high that the manufacturer need fear no | industry, and the pay roll of the shingle mills 1 pre 
foreign competition in prices. Under no necessity, therefore, to | nd activity of every kind in almost every commun on | 
compete in the quality of bis goods he no longer needs to pay | Sound. 

the wages necessary to secure skilled workmen. He crowds| The free list is supposed to contain, largely, r 

wages down far below what is necessary to maintain a decent | but the value of the red cedar shingle placed on b 
standard of living and puts in his own pocket profits pro- | in western Washington is largely labor. Stumpzge is 
tected by an extortionate tariff. In this case, and in others | from $1 to $2.50 per thousand for cedar, accordi 

like it. if you will give me the opportunity, I shall vote for a bility. This means the raw m rial in 1,000 s 

large reduction in the duties; but the bill as a whole is a dan- from 10 cents to 50 cents, the ince | 


gerous experiment for which the Democratic Party alone must | woods, labor in bringing the logs to the mills, 
be responsible. There is undoubtedly a demand on the part of | manufacturing the shingles. Ther » fey 

a great majority of the people for immediate downward re- | selling value is so largely labor. Why the 
vision ef such schedules as have been shown to be excessive: | be one singled out for the free list Ca 


but it is a minority of the people, and a decreasing minority, | Show so large a percentage of labor? | 
that will support a tariff framed “without thought of protec- I hope that the disaster that is pi f ! 
tion.” [Applause. | quence upon the enactment of the pi | 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, did the gentleman from | materialize. and I believe it \ but I 
Pennsylvania use all of his time? eration of the majority in this House that 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. | sarily thrown out of employment in one such in try ~ 
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the 
thus the fiscal condition of an entire State imperiled. 


There is no question of the ability of our mills to supply the 
Never in the history 
of the industry have the mills been able to operate at full ca- 


demand for shingles in the United States. 


equilibrium of industry will be disturbed, and 


pacity on account of the fact that the supply would then exceed 


the demand. There is intense competition in the industry. 


‘There are a number of reasons for the retention of the present 


duty on red cedar shingles, 


In British Columbia, just north of 


the State of Washington, and working in the same belt of tim- 


ber between the Cascade Mountains and the coast, there are a 


number of mills, and the timber is there to furnish material 
for a large number of mills. About 80 per cent of the labor 
employed in these mills is oriental—the Chinese, the skilled 


workman, and the Hindu, the common laborer 
living is far below our standard. 

I am reliably informed that the British Columbia manufac- 
{urers have for the past two years had an ironclad combination. 
The consumption of shingles in Canada is divided up among the 
different manufacturers, according to the number of machines 
which they have, and they are allowed to cut only their appor- 
tionment. 

Our laws will not permit of this. They have, however, been 
able to run about half their capacity and are looking anxiously 
to the American market to permit them to run full time, holding 
up their market on their own shingles in Canada and using 
our country as a dumping ground for their surplus. 

I accordingly appeal for consideration of the shingle industry, 
and the men employed in it, most of whom reside in the State 
of Washington. 

In the campaign that has been waged the tariff has been a 


tremendous issue. It has been a potent means in the hands 
of so-called “captains of industry” and representatives of 
great wealth to gain for themselves privileges and to take 


away from the people their fundamental rights. The people 
do not know anything about a scientific tariff law nor the prin- 
ciples of political economy and fiscal legislation which underlie 
the tariff. Neither does Congress nor the Members of Con- 
eress know these things. 

I have no doubt, in fact I know, that the distinguished chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee has the ability, if it 
should become his duty, to devote himself to a nonpartisan 
investigation of the tariff, and I have no doubt that he would 
make a splendid commissioner for that purpose, if he could 
lay aside his party obligations and accept the burdens of such 
an office; but I say that it is impossible for any man to make 
or prepare a scientific tariff or to levy its schedules with that 
degree of impartiality that is required while he is a great 
party leader and his great purpose and object is party success. 
Howsoever competent he may be, whatsoever his ability, he is 
necessarily hampered by partisan ties and his conclusions 
are necessarily distorted by party platform and party theories. 

The Members of Congress who are members of the Ways and 
Means Committee are some of them expert in these lines and 
others are not. Those who are expert are necessarily ham- 
pered and limited by the same restrictions of party and the 
same prejudices of sectional representation as is the distin- 
guished and able leader, the chairman of that committee. There 
are doubtless some who are Members of Congress and are on 
that committeee who are experts and have expert knowledge 
as to the tariff, but all of them are likewise circumscribed 
by party connection and the particular wants of the section 
which they represent. 

Sut the vast majority of the representatives in Congress 
are in no sense qualified as experts on tariff and tariff legis- 
lation and do not claim to be. If I were to ask for a show of 
hands, requesting every Member of Congress here present who 
considers himself expert im these matters to raise his hand, 
I am sure but very few in honesty would respond and acknowl- 
edge that they consider themselves entitled to any such classi- 
fication. I know I could not so classify myself. 

The plan of the Progressive Party platform for the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan scientific tariff board, with ample powers 
and sufficient compensation to enable them to devote their 
whole time to securing the necessary data to inform Congress 
as to tariff schedules and the multitude of fiscal and economical 
features involved in the tariff legislation so the tariff can be 
revised without logrolling, schedule by schedule, is the only 
proper plan for intelligent and scientific tariff revision. But, as 
I have already stated, I do not claim that any form of tariff 
legislation, howsoever accurate and scientific, can satisfy the 
people or restore to the confidence of the people the late Repub- 
lican Party. 

What the people is that 


waut the power of government 


usurped and taken out of their hands by corrupt politicians be 


whose seale of 
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restored to them, so they can compel tariff revision afte; 
best method. The people demand equal opportunity. Hy 
welfare is being placed above the right of a few to pile ul 
lossal fortunes. The people want to know how the Membe 
Congress stand on these fundamentals. They know how | 
delegates to the last Republican national convention st 1 
They know how they were elected. They know how in ; 
cases they were rewarded and how in all cases they expe 
to be rewarded. They also know how William J. Bry: 1 
clared the majority of the delegates to the Democratic _ 
tion at Baltimore stood for a time at least. 

In Gary, Ind., a few weeks ago 15,000 people gathered { 
all walks of life to pay homage to a dead newsboy. The 
jostled elbows with the poor; the doctors of law with the 
lectors of garbage; the lawyers with the lawbreakers: ft}, 
ciety leader with the hired girl. Such a crowd assembled ; 
traffic was blocked. 

A crippled newsboy in a city hospital had voluntarily 
down his life to save the life of another. By his self-efface; 
and his humanity he had touched a chord whose notes 91 
sweeter to the ear than the strain of an Aeolian harp played | 
the angel fingers of the mythical gods. We are a Nation of 
people prone to listen to the cry of humanity. 

When earth’s high councils meet in splendid halls, 
To higher build the structure of their laws, 

Fach statute framed in truth and righteousness, 
Has Sinai’s code for deep foundation stone, 

And bears upon its crest the Golden Rule. 

The mighty, but peaceable, revolution that is now being 
over this country was brought on when the people realized 1 
these fundamental sentiments and principles were not obs 
by those who had control. In utter disregard of every hu 
tarian impulse, unrestrained by the authority or dignit) 
the law, unashamed by the exposures of criminal aggressions 
and fraudulent exactions, unawed by the people’s demands sid 
the people’s want, criminal wealth with its organized j. 
became superior to the Constitution and the law. They fore 
upon the people legislation for their own special interest. 

‘The people’s representatives were led to violate their ple: 
and they foisted upon the people a “ best ever” tariff that fo 
higher the cost of living and closed tighter the door of hy 
Through child labor, overworked women, impure foods, snd 
every form of injustice they continued to pile up thei: 
gotten gains. 

In gleeful rivalry corporations raced to beat each othe: 
the remaining coal deposits, the timber, the minerals, and « 
resources that belonged to the public. In the spirit of ) 





and by the powey of the “ beast” they sought to rend as 
any man in public life who would attempt to stay their h: 
the name of justice and on behalf of the people. By i 
combinations the special interests increased their power until 
they were able to defy Congress and control the decisions of 
the highest tribunals. Legislatures were debauched and officers 
of the law made to do the bidding of their moneyed miuisters 

It was perfectly natural that the people should not always 
permit this condition to exist. Finally all over this land | 
became awakened and showed their determination to solve tlie 
problems that were presented by the unusual conditions, and 
to take part in politics as they had never done before. 

Forgetting party men they sought principled men. Tired of 
the sounding brass and tinkling cymbal of party name and 
vatchword, they sought for leaders in their several communi 
ties who would recognize the principle of humanity in govern 
ment, and would strive to eliminate selfishness and greed to 
the end that the children of the poor should no longer be s:cri- 
ficed to industrialism; that the virtue of their girls and 
lives and bodies of their men should be conserved and | 
necessary wants supplied. 

With this purpose in their hearts they went forward wil 
to sacrifice to win. They had listened to false prophets 
enough. They were prepared to go the limit. By patient, 
earnest work they had already secured the Australian batlot, 
which gave to them the right to vote without being supervise! 
or checked up by the mill foreman, the mortgagee, or (the 
political boss. 

They had gotten the direct primary, by which they wer 


| guaranteed the right to make their own nominations to public 
| office and to take from the party howler and the political ird 


heeler his old-time prerogative to control conventions and |)'!! 
up candidates. Not content, ever progressing, In many ve 
munities they acquired the right to initiate legislation and to 


recall legislative acts, as well as to recall their officers who 


proved recreant to duty. : ’ 

At each step in this record of progress certain men in eich 
State were invariably found objecting and attempting to b ock 
the way. In some instances they were Democrats and in others 
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were Republicans. But it was the same old selina 
sume impulses, acting in the same way, accepting in- 

ons from the same forces, and receiving and appropriat- 

: emselves the same kind of rewards. They stood in 
State of this Union, interfering with all their might with 
movement on the part of the people. These men, when 
‘onme to Congress, voted with dogged determination and 


the highest protection that could be sug- 
unconscionable enactments. 


ting zeal for 


sted and for many 
“ory were the “ high-protection men”; they were the “ goy- 
t-bv-law men”; they were the “ sacredness-of-the-Con- 
“ men.” After the party said in its platform that the | 
must be revised, they were ready to fake and trick the 
sople by the silly suggestion that the word *‘ downward” was 


a inded in the platform. 
When the people demanded popular rule these high-protection 


men declared that the right to initiate statutes and laws was |! 
“yn-American,” and that this was not a government of men 
hnt was a government of laws. 


When the people endeavored to adopt pure-food laws and 
into law the plainest fundamentals of justice, these 
en (as many of them as were demanded) came to the 
front to defend the Constitution—the “sacred Constitution,” 
as the ark of the covenant which it were a sin to touch. 
Finally, the people determined to overturn election machinery, 
and despite the protests of these high-protection interest-con- 
trolled men they fairly and squarely won in their struggle to 

ite to the Presidency a man of their own selection, a man 
se deeds were to their liking. 

I shall not recount the happenings which led up to the scene 
at Chicago, but I desire to remind the disorganized and de- 
ted remnants of the Republican Party that the people played 

came according to the rotten rules that existed. They 
rightfully won, despite southern-delegate iniquity and the abom- 

vable rules that permitted the islands of the sea to vote at the 
convention. Then it was that these same high-tariff men, these 
vers of law, these adorers of the Constitution, these same men 
who had fought the fight of the special interests in every State 
of the Union, deliberately, infamously, and outrageously, in 
the name of the Republican Party, stole from the people the 
victory they had gained. 

Then came the election of Woodrow Wilson, but I insist that 
the election returns do not show that the people of this country 
ed to the Democratic Party on the issues presented by the 

for the popular Democratic vote was not increased at 
he election. 

One result of the election, however, was to forever eliminate 
leadership and successful political activity a great per- 
entage of the men who had theretofore conducted these fights 

special privilege and managed the campaigns. The Re- 
n Party was disgracefully and shamefully condemned 
nd xicked out of power, their candidate receiving only seven 
presidential electoral votes. 

It is now claimeu, however, that the Republican Party will 
atone for its blunders by calling its delegates together from all 

» Scates of this Union and having them voluntarily reorganize 
and eliminate themselves so far as they constitute objectionable 
te 
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itures, 
And I want to say that in my opinion it ill becomes the Re- 
publican Party here in its death throes, speaking through one 
of its most distinguished and able members [Mr. MonpDELL], the 
gentleman from Wyoming, to hurl at the Democratic Party, as 
he did the other day, any suggestion that the Democrats con- 
unually shout “ Nigger, nigger!” in the South. 

It was your Republican Party that, after the death of your 
creat, kind, pure-purposed founder, Abraham Lincoln, gave to 


the ignorant black man in the South the suffrage. They were 
not ready for suffrage, and it was a crime to the black man for 
you to grant it to him then. 

A black spot on your escutcheon. But you did not let it stop 


re; you sent into the South a band of corrupt spoilsmen and 
petbaggers to despoil and rob the people, and they did rob 
id steal, and your party backed them up. In order to perpetu- 
ate your system in power you stole the electoral vote of my 
hative State of Louisiana and foully inaugurated a President 
who had no right to sit in the White House; that was a blacker 
Spot oh your escutcheon. 
As the Southern States labored valiantly one by one to free 





themselves from the scourge of ignorance and superstition your 
party had wrongfully placed upon them, you mocked them and 
Lindered them and threatened to take from them their congres- 
ae al representation, but all the while you used the votes of 
our 


carpetbaggers, your negro delegates, your pie-counter 
Serviles to vote down and out the decent men of the North, the 
old soldiers who had fought your battles, and the better ele- 


} 
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ment in every State in the Union who felt that allegiance to 
your party was hecessary because of the recollections of the war 
and the noble impulses that its memories awakened in their 
breasts. 

You took presidential nominations in that way, and finally, 
after the better element in your party had risen up ia the s} ivit 
of reform with the greatest living American as eir leader 
and had won the game and whipped you under even those old 
rotten rules, you refused to accept the verdict, and your Rose- 
water and Crane and Root and Barnes and Penrose deliberately 
ordered that the delegates of the people so elected sh: 


HY d ne 
be seated and that imposters, suppliant tools, should-have their 
places. Then, after trying half-venal tactics on the good-lookin 

man with the posey in the buttonhole of his coat—the man who 
wanted his picture like T. R.—your party, persisting in its mad- 


ness and contemptuous disregard of every principle of honor 
and Americanism, proceeded to nominate for the Presidency 
the man who in a pitiable and humiliating burlesque of the 


Revolutionary patriot had exclaimed “ Give me the nomination, 
or give me death.” 

In thus overturning the will of the people, even after they 
had met you and whipped you according to the partial and 


rotten rules of the game you had devised, you added the black 


spot on your escutcheon; and so I say to the Republican 
| Party that you will get no sympathy in your death throes by 
your railings of “ Nigger, nigger, nigger.” The American people 
are done with sectionalism, and the Progressive Party alone 


is free from its taint. 
of the present day 


It alone can invit> support on the issues 
and the rightful purposes of the future 


It is now proposed to render nugatory the plans of the rank 
and file as expressed in the formation of the Progressive Party 
through the patriotic, but, I believe, misdirected efferts of 
certain well-meaning men who are too progressive to be Repub- 


licans, but yet too Republican to be progressive. 

I would like you to think a moment of the prospective pr 
ceedings of the coming national rebirth convention of the 
G. O. P. Chairman Hilles, we will say, has been forced to 
call a national convention of the representatives of the 3.000.000 
minority. Let it be remembered that the 4,000,000 members of 
the Progressive Party will have nothing to do with this rebirth 
movement. The delegates gather at Chicago, we will say. Of 
course President Taft, the leader of the party, will be 


o 


there, 


and Borers PENROSE will sit on the rostrum. William Barnes 
will journey back and forth among those in attendance, oecasion- 
ally conferring with the “ culled delegates” from the Southern 
States—all of them will be there. The islands of the sea wil! 
give up their quota, and Rosewater will lend his sweetness and 
fragrance to the occasion. Who will call the thing to order? 
Why Senator Root, of course, with a railroad brief against free 
canal tolls in his hands. 

There will be another contingent of men present for whom the 
Nation at this time has profound respect, and no doubt the 
distinguished chairman wili call upon Senator CumMMINS to 
explain the purpose of the convention. He will arise «and 
frankly state to the convention that the reorganization is neces 
sary, and as President Taft pricks up his ears he will say that 
the people were outraged by the last national “ater yr At 
this juncture Mr. Barnes will rise to a question of personal 
privilege and the “ culled delegates” will engage in a free-for-all 
fight. You remember the chap who tried to lift himself over 


the fence by his own boot straps. The situation of the Repub 


lican Party will be as pitiable. There is no use to go further 
to show the utter impossibility of such a rebirth. It requires 
saving grace for regeneration, and the Republican Party has 
sinned away its day of grace. 

These good men who hold on to the old party may as well 
know that the Progressive Party has come to stay. There is 
nothing in common between us and the old organization. There 
can be no amalgamation between the quick and the dead. 

It may, in the course of this debate, be alleged by the opposi- 
tion that I have used improper language or applied terms that 
should not be used in debate. But the meanest words that have 
been used by any of the Progressive leaders, either in the last 
campaign or in Congress, do not measure up to the bitternes 


and vituperation of an article published in the Recorp with 
indorsement and at the request’of the ger itlemi in from Wy 


{[Mr. Monpett]} on the 22d of this month, referring to th $0 
of conservation. to which the Progressive Parts is particularly 
pledged and which the article itself admits is a cause dear to 
the hearts of the American people, and one so strong in their 
sympathies that in its name they have been able to accomplish 
things unheard of in governmental administration. I take em 
phatie exception to a portion of the article and decl re it nti 
ment is unworthy of the indorsement of so distinguished a Mem 


ber of this House as the gentleman from Wyoming. 


The portion 
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‘ which is a newspaper editorial under the heading 
Bureaucracy hit hard ’’—to which I refer is as follows: 


‘I monopoly of defiance and oppression in restraint of human 
! i national development has been kept in office by pressure of 
n ted public sentiment and Executive toleranc Thus fortified 
t promoters of bureaucracy have made and unmade Cabinets, writ- 
i part platforms, packed juries, suborned witnesses; falsified the 
records—all in the name of conservation. 


ert bere that there is no national character whose name is 





ic fied with the cause of conservation more loved and re- 
spected by the masses of the people in the State of Washington 
than is Gifford Pinchot, and it did not diminish the popularity 
of the Progressive Party, which defeated the Republicans by a 
majority of 50,000 in the State of Washington, that Theodore 
Roosevelt had subjected himself, while President, to these 
* monopolies of defiance and oppression in restraint of human 
rights’ to which the article refers as “men who have packed 
juries, suborped witnesses, and falsified the records.” 

Livery conservationist admits irregularities of administration 
and stands for certain changes. <A great portion of the Taft 
administration was especially given over to such irregularities. 
But it is useless for anyone to assail conservation on its funda- 
mental principles when lawfully enforced in this country. 





In the appendix to my remarks I shall extend in the Recorp | 


an article written by Gifford Pinchot, entitled “ Conservation as 
practiced,” that appears in Pearson’s Magazine for the current 
month, and I ask the Members of Congress to compare the state- 
ments contained in this article with the vituperative assault 
contained in the newspaper publication. 

You ask what has all this to do with the tariff? The Repub- 
lican Party used the tariff as a means of extortion and of favor- 
ing the few—the different interests were always correlated. The 
people demanded its immediate downward revision, and I shall 
stund for that very kind of revision at this very time. I sin- 
cerely hope some amendments may be made to this bill, and 
particularly that of the shingle sehedule, and I hope the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNDerwoop] and the Democratic Party 
will make this one concession to the people of my State, a con- 
cession that will help American labor almost exclusively and 
will save many a family from the pinch of poverty in the Puget 
Sound country in the State of Washington. We are so near the 
British Columbia (Hindu-Japanese) oriental labor. 

I make the plea in the name of humanity, and in doing it I 
only seek that meed of fairness which I believe is warranted by 
the golden rule. [Applause. ] 

The article above referred to is as follows: 


‘ NSERVATION AS PRACTICED FORMER CHIEF FORESTER REPLIES TO 
WIDELY CIRCULATED REACTIONAR ARTICLE BY EDITOR THOMAS, OF THE 
] r-LNTELLIGENCER SHOW NUMEROUS IMPORTANT DISCREPANCIES, 


{By Gifford Pinchot.] 
APRIL 2, 1913. 
lion. J. W. PRrvYan, 
House of Represcntatives, 

Dear Mr. Bryan: Knowing your interest in the conservation ques 
tion, which is of such importance to your constituents, both as a Rep- 
resentative and as an editor, and also knowing of the good work your 
newspaper has done in former campaigns for [lrogressive principles 
and Progressive men, I venture to send you the ineciosed proof of an 
article which witl appear in Pearson's Magazine for May It answers 
an article by Ed. H. Thomas, of the Seattle Post-Intellizencer, which 
has had wide circulation in Washington, and which can be and ought 
to be answered If you can find space for my answer I shall very 
reatly appreciate your courtesy 


Very sincerely, yours, GIrrorD PINCHOT. 
'T 


The editor of Pearsons has courteously given me access to his columns 
to answer an article by Ed. H. Thomas, entitled “ Conservation as 
practiced,”” which appeared in the January number of the magazine. I 
am particularly glad to avail myself of the opportunity thus afforded, 


because attacks on conservation usually contain few specific state 
ments and are therefore difficult to answer specifically. This is not true 
of Mr. Thom article 

It will, I think, be most convenient to the reader if I take up certain 

tements in “ Conservation as practiced” In the order in which they 
are de. Generalities which are more or less matters of opinion may 
\ e¢ omitted from the present discussion. 

Mr. Thomas s , The West * * * has no voice in administra- 
tion, the Forestry Bureau at Washington is made up of eastern 


WESTERN MANAGEMENT. 


The office of the Forest Service at Washington is managed by four 
men. The first of them was born west of the Alleghanies in a public- 
land State, and began his practical acquaintance with western forests 
if years ago, when Le became, as I can testify from personal expert- 
ence, a first-class mountain man. The second, born west of the Rockies, 
was for 10 years a small cattleman in Arizona, then went into sheep 
raising, and was secretary of the Arizona Woolgrowers’ Association 
when he entered the Government service. He had never been East in 
his life until he was 34 years old. The third went to California when 
he was 10 years old, worked his way through the University of Cali- 
fornia, and had been for seven years in charge of practical forest work 
in California, Montana, and Idaho before he was called to Washington 
‘The fourth, born east of the Rockies, like Mr. Thomas himself, moved 
West in 1892, and went inte business in the same city, Seattle, where 
Mr. Thomas is an editor of one of the principal anticonservation jour- 
nals of the West lie enlisted in the Spanish War, and afterwards 
entered the Forest Service. In all he has been in constant touch with 
the West and its problems for about 20 years. 








ne 


Furthermore, of the 147 men in actual charge of the n 
all had had extensive western experience before they were 
present responsible work, and about 80 per cent were wo 
before they entered the service at all. Of the 1.393 fore 
the rolls June 30, 1912, a little over 99 per cent were 
of the West when they were appointed. The practical w 
administration in the West is now in the hands of wester 

Mr. Thomas repeats in substance the statement mack 7 
report of the Forester that the national forests do not 
as much as they cost Ile mentions an excess of 
ceipts of $3,582,615.19 for the year 1911, and adds, * Ww 


thought of a private business that would show such a ba 


emen 


BUSINESS METIIODS Goop., 

The sum of $3,582,615.19 includes, although Mr. Thom 
mention it, an extraordinary expense of $1,086.590.89 fo) 
exceptional outburst of forest fires which 
ever known in the West. 

That, however, is by the way The real answer is tl 
business, conducted under the limitations imposed by law 
Forest Service and with the same conditions to meet. wou 
balance sheet of precisely the same kind. The object for y 
service must be conducted is not to make money for the Go, 
but to make the forests useful to the largest possible num! 
In doing that work the business methods of the service nox 
ing in comparison with the best managed of the great privat 
tions. as was determined by the report of Gunn, Richards & ¢ 
tinguished firm of business organizers, made June 30, 190s 

The money spent on the national forests is an insuran 
damage or destruction by fire of some two billion dollars’ + 
lic property, and against monopoly and extortion whe 
lands which now supply the bulk of our yearly consumpt 
are nearly exhausted The timber of the national forests j 
in value at the rate of at least $50,000,000 a year. It wi i 
economy not to be willing to spend two or three millions 
insure that immense return 

Ultimately the national forests will be self-supporting. RP 
meantime there is little more reason in complaining that t! 
than they bring in than there would be in complaining that 
ums paid for fire insurance, or the cost of a city fire dep 
to bring in an annual cash return. 


SMALL CUT EXPLAINED. 

Mr. Thomas says the annual cut from the national ft 
84 per cent of the annual crop.” 

The whole annual crop or growth is not, and can not be. har 
present on the natienal forests, and the reason is not { 
When the national forests were created the best and m 
the timber had already been appropriated. The Gover: 
was left. Three-fourths of the national-forest timber is ever 
cessible by reason of the lack of transportation. Where it is 
and salable the annual crop its being harvested. Much 
remote timber could not vet be cut even if it were given awa 

The suggestion ts constantly made that the national-f 
should be sold below its value, to which suggestion 
answer is contained in the report of a legislative investication 
the governor of the State of Washington, April 1, 1910. + 
contains and comments on more than a hundred cases of 
timberland for less than it was worth. There is no sg 
ticable way to dispose of Government timber except for 
bring in the open market. 

Speaking of the Mount Olympus National Monument. 
within the OJympic National Forest, Mr. Thomas say 
serve no one can cut a stick of firewood, prospect a led 
eatch a fish. or shoot a bird. Instead of restricting its 
the base of Mount Olympus, the monument covers 608,640 a 
heart of a known mineral region.” 


followed the a 


¢ 


ment 


THOMAS MISTNFORMED. 

Mr. Thomas has evidently been misinformed. If he will 
in the Olympic National Monument he will find by pra 
that he can cut all the stic’s of firewood he needs, that 
on the fish he can catch will be his personal skill! and ser 
manshi», and that he can hunt buck deer from September 1 
ber 1 2nd shoot gronse from October 1 to January 1, and 
and water fowl from October 1 to February 1. There ar 
tions whatever on fishing and hunting within this mont 
those imposed by the game laws of the State of Washingt 

The Olympic National Monument was created with its } 
at the request of a Congressman from the State of Was! 
presumably represented the wishes and best interests of his S 

If there is mineral within this national monument it w 
be opened to development At the time the monument wa 
was not known to include a mineral region, and ther 
strong doubts whether it does so now, although a vigor 
being made on that ground to have the land restored t 
domain. 

Whether there is mineral or not this area does contain ¥ 
ber. In that connection it may be well to recall what bh 
over 700.000 acres of heavily timbered land in the Olyn 
Forest was restored to the public domain and opened to entry 
on the plea that it was chiefly valuable for agriculture. W 
years 524,000 acres of it had passed into the hands of men 
exclusively for its timber. One man had acquired 81,530 ac! 
had 178,000. And of this whole vast timbered area after 10 5 
than one acre in a thousand was actually under cultivation 

Mr. Thomas also says: “ Water-power sites on the public € 
withdrawn without provision for their future utilization l 
Bellingham, in the State of Washington. is served with 
now generated in British Columbia, because progress on W4 
development in the Mount Baker region has been halted by () 
ment. : 

“The pretext for these withdrawals is that they are intend 
vent monopoly, and this in a region where monopoly is imp 
the very nature of things.” 

WATER-POWER INTERESTS BUSY. 

The water-power sites were withdrawn to give Congress — 
tunity to regulate their use. They are still withdrawn, sok 
of the persistent refusal of the water-power Interests fo 4 
passage of a law, such as the Lever bill, now before Const 
would insure the use of the public power sites without ! 
These power interests often work anonymously, but the list 
spokesmen includes such names as Frank Short, of California: 





Lynde Stetson, of New York; William P. Lay, of Alabama, and 


oP 
«0, 


CONGR 


1915. 


> the General Electric Co. If there has been failure to develop, 

sibility Hes directly upon the men who have blocked the un 
attempts of the conservationists to get a reasonable law that 
en these sites to development, and hardly less upon newspaper 
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| 


| went 


Mr. Thomas, who make it easy for Congressmen to defeat the | 


of their constituents by misrepresenting the facts and 
the blame on the wrong people. 
they are not always successful. For example, MILes POIN- 
‘of Mr. Thomas’s own State of Washington, was elected to the 


3 Senate mainly on the conservative issue, standing against 


ests 


:nd with me, and on that issue carried Mr. Thomas's own | 


ittle. 
POWER SITES 


the 


NOW OPEN. 


rn to our argument, in national forests the power sites 


and have for years been open to development under the act of | 


vy 15. 1901, under which 274 permits have been issued by the 
and 139 water-power plants built, in addition to 28 
e now in process of construction I do not know why Belling- 
é nower from British Columbia, but I do know 
Raker region is in a national forest and that it is open to power 
ment under the same conditions which permitted the construc- 
of power plants in other forests 


Service 


ts its 


| the 
that the | 


ter-power monopoly in the State of Washington impossible, as | 


emas declares? A report of the Commissioner of Corporations 
ed in March, 1912, shows that the General Electric group of 
ompanies controls 40 per cent of the commercial water power 
ved and under construction in the United States, while the officers 
ctors of the General Electric Co. and its three subsidiaries 
®°4 corporations, which operate hydroelectric plants, over 50 
service corporations, and a number of railroads and 
50 banks and financial houses. This same powerful group 
72 per cent of the water power in Colorado, 58 per cent in 
n, and 55 per cent in Mr. Thomas's State of Washington, in which 
rporatious have already succeeded in securing nearly three- 
(70 per cent) of all the water power yet developed. 
essary. 
Thomas: “Several years ago a large coal-land withdrawal 
in Whateom County, Wash., and, through department ignorance 
eraphical conditions, Bellingham, a city of 50,000, was included 
withdrawal.” 
BELLINGHAM NOT AFFECTED. 


tain kinds of land. It had no more effect on land within 

imits of Bellingham than it had on land within the city limits 

York. It respected all existing claims and property rights of 

id, and had to do only with coal, oil, gas, and phosphate rock. 

( minerals may be freely located and developed within the 

withdrawn, and land may be taken up under the homestead laws, 

with a reservation of the underlying coal to the United States. So 

ttle does the withdrawal restrict the development of the region that, 

ih Mr. Thomas evidently does not know it, it is still (February 

®’5 1913) in effect. Such a withdrawal might be made to include the 

land beneath Mr. Thomas's office in Seattle, without in the least in- 
terfering with his rights or his business, 

Referring to coal claims in Mount Baker, Mr. Thomas complains of 
delay in granting patents when the coal is needed, as it is, and adds: 

This is one case of department stupidity and neglect, but it is not 

ited case It is typical of the manner in which all matters 
taining to the public domain have been handled.” 

Sixteen coal entries were made in this field. Half have already been 
vatented, five of them within six months after entry. Several of the 
are now under Investigation. This seems to be one more case of 
ng the Government responsible, when in reality there is no yalid 
asis for complaint of delay. 

ANCIENT HISTORY. 
ignorance of forest conditions in the 
dense beyond belief,” and cites in support the case of a 
est ranger who, in 1899, was instructed to blaze out the lines 
his reserves, which covered an area about half as large as the State of 
Connecticut, and patrol its boundaries every day. 

This anecdote of 14 years ago dates from a time long before the 
present national-forest policy was in existence and six years before the 
care of the national forests was transferred from the General Land Office 
to the Forest Service, upon whose efficiency it can therefore have no 
bearing. This was the period, unless I am mistaken, when not a single 
man in the division which had charge of the national forests at Wash- 
ington had ever seen or set foot in one of them. 
Mr. Thomas other cases from that almost forgotten time 
even more striking. 


St 
and 


and 


the 


l 
> 


hold 


Bureau 
Thomas, “ ig 
s 


Far West,” says Mr. 


which 


heavy forest. Neither of these stories, however, has anything to do 
with the present subject of discussion. 
ERRONEOUS FIGURES. 

Mr. Thomas: 
State of Washington have aggregated 95,204,000 board feet in 14 years, 
- Jess than 7,000,000 annually. Decay is destroying nearly a billion 
the _—— annually, so that cutting has not reached 7 per cent of 


ing which the Forest Service has had charge of the national forests 
415,512,900 feet of timber has been sold from the national forests of 
the State of Washington. The average cut during that period was not 
‘000,000 but 17,500,000 feet annually. 


factories, | 


Comment | 


was | 


of 


4 . ae | in the whole article. 
is withdrawal, like all withdrawals for similar purposes, affected | 


|} unknown 





I could myself give | 


are | 
‘ h Take, for example, that of two men, also in the | 
te of Washington, who were instructea to buy rakes and rake up | 
burn the down timber on more than a thousand square miles of | 


| tional 
“Sales on the 11,684,360 acres of forest reserve in the | 


The facts are th g , s—1905 912 ‘lusive—dur- | 
at in the eight years—1905 to 1912, inclusive—dur- | area, contains exactly 34 miles of wagon road.” 


For the last three years the cut | 


has averaged a little over 30,000,000 feet, and during the last year it | 


reached 37,000,000 feet. 


The total stand of merchantable timber in the national forests of | 


Washington is estimated at about 90,000,000,000 feet. This includes 
all classes of timber, the thrifty and growing as well as the over- 


ge There is undoubtedly some loss from decay. It is, however, 


preposterous. 


limit of error, it is an overstatement by more than four to one. 


DO STATES LOSE? 
ms Mr. Thomas refers to an alleged loss to the States, “ which 
Wilders from them areas to be held in perpetuity as undeveloped 
a ta = which there is no taxable or revenue-producing property. 
every cone Apart from the fact that more than 600,000 persons 
Western St engage in the use or development of national forests, the 
States now receive for their schools and roads, in lieu of taxes, 


gradual, and Mr. Thomas's figure of 1,000,000,000 feet a year is | 
While it seems to be well within Mr. Thomas's average 


- = = 


odode 


25 per cent of the revenue from the nal forests Up to 
January 30, 1912, they have thus received $2,606,400, of which $115.205 
to the State of Washington The present ¢ ! ide 

an additional 10 per cent for Uy $200,000 has 
already been made available. In some plac« ) 
per cent of the gross revenue already exceed 
by taxation under private ownership. In « 
the end it will surely exceed it everywhere 

In most of the Western States, in the areas k 
longing to the Commonwea!th. Washington, f 
600,000 acres of school lands worth from 
within the 11 reserves plastered over its area 
fare similarly. Thus Mr, Thomas. 

STATE CLAIMS RECOGNIZED. 

This statement probably refers to a decision the 
Interior that the creation of a national forest before publ 
lave been made defeats the claims of certain States to school 
national fcrests, while giving them the right to make 
selections elsew ere. This decision of another department 
on the Forest Service, which neverthel has steadily re 
moral right of the States to these lands, has refrained 
timber on them, except in agreement with the States, and | 
insisted that the equities of the States must be allowed 
by exchange. On February 15, 1912, a final exchange of 
made with South Dakota. On June 4 last, a similar 
tain lands was made with Idaho, and an exchange 
all of Idaho's claims now nearly complete As 
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} ‘ 
Soon aS legisiative 


tistyv 
is 


| authority can be secured the same arrangement will be made with Mon 


tana and other States. 

While I was Forester I made a similar proposition personally 
repeatedly to the land commission of the State of Washington, 
Ross evidently preferred a cause of quarrel to the satisfaction 
State’s claims, and my suggestion was always rejected, 

ANOTHER ERROR, 

Mr. Thomas: “ One-third of Washington's total area is re On 
these reservations there is no industry, no settlement, no development, 
though 20 per cent of the lands within them are arable and capable of 
settlement, and another 20 per cent mineral on which the forest growth 
is inferior and practically valueless.” 

If it were true, this would be by far the most 
There are agricultural and 
2 (not 20) per cent 


about 2 
the present an unknowale 


and 
it M 
of the 


erved 


important 
mineral 
of the fe 
amount 


paragraph 
lands within 
rmer and an 
of the latter 


the national forests, 
and for 
Are they tied up? 

Within a year after it took charge, the Forest Service itself proposed 
and on June 11, 1906, secured the passage of an act to open to set 
ment any lands in national forests which were more valuable for a 
culture than for forest purposes Under this law, 1.213.000 acres | 
already been opened to settlement for the benefit of over 12,000 
tlers. The work is proceeding so rapidly that within three year 
spite of the huge area of the national forests, it will have been 
pleted. 

Most of the agricultural land still owned by the Government 
national forests is heavily timbered, and worth from 2 to 20 
much for the timber as for the land. To give the timber with the land 
would merely invite speculation instead of promoting settlement So 
the Forest Service first sells the timber, and then the land is opened to 
settlement, by which arrangement the imitation homeste 
nated. The effect of giving the timber with the land is 
by the Olympic forest elimination cited above. 
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MINERAL LANDS OPEN. 
How, then, as to the mineral lands? Are they open to development? 
Every season there are 45,000 miners and prospectors in the national 
forests. The prospector is welcome. He may and does s 
forests at will. He cuts without charge the timber he needs for 
claim. He is often aided by the roads, bridges, trails, and telep 
lines built by the Forest Service. Of all the false charges made against 
the Forest Service there is none more perfectly false than the charge 
that the national forests are closed against mineral development if 
the well-established policy of the Forest Service were not pr enoug! 
there is the law of June 4, 1897, which specifically prov that tl 
national forests shall be open to prospecting and mining, 


arch the 
his 


one 
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IMPORTANT IP 


Mr. Thomas: “Mr. Graves maintains that is profitabk mntinus 
forestry on lands adaptable to agriculture. But is it a national 
policy which seeks to perpetuate forest growth at 334 cents per acre per 
year on land which properly cultivated will produce from $50 to £500 
per acre per annum? If it is, then production has ceased to be a fund 
mental element of economics.” 

This statement would be important if it were true. The simp! 
conclusive answer is that Mr. Graves holds no such opinion 
already a million and a quarter acres of agricultural land in 
forests have been opened to entry by 12,000 settlers 
policy initiated by the Forest Service in 1906 and in vigorous eff 
this day. 


TRUB, 
it to « 


wise 


660 PER CENT OFF, 


11,684,000 
than a 


Mr. Thomas says: 
of the 


“The entire 


of 
State of Washington, more 


of 


acres 
fourth 


national forests 
the State's total 


This statement is but 2,660 per cent out of the way. The fact is 
that the national forests of the State of Washington contain 938 mi 
of road and 1,491 miles of trails, of which the Forest Service itself ha 
actually built more miles of road than Mr. Thomas allows altogether 
and, in addicion, more than a thousand miles of trails 

“As matters stand,’ says Mr. Thomas, “only the very wealtl can 
bid at such sales ’’—the sales of timber by the Forest Ser 


, 


ice 
WRONG AGAIN, 


Again important if it were true. The fact is that 99 per cent of 
the timber sales made during the last fiscal year were for amounts under 
$5,000 and 97 per cent for amounts under $1,000 Not only so, but 
over 3,000 small operators cut 6° per cent of the timber cut during the 
year, while more than 38,000 permits for free timber were issued to 
settlers and prospectors. With the growing monopoly of western timber, 
it will soon be the nationa! forests alone that give the small lumberman 
a chance. 

Mr. Thomas: “In the Philippine Islands, with 116,000 square miles, 
there are many fine forests, but up to last October no national! forests 
had been created there.” 


all 
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ble salmot 
59 O86 
Mr. Thomas, “as the departm 
icquire a coal claim unless he 
and benefit.’ And ‘own indivi 


‘lasticity. Nowhere in our statutes 


STATEMENT } I rRvUt 
» fault to be found with this statement except that it is 
vision common in our ¥ c-land laws Fo 
tend Act (R. S. 2290) says: “ The entry shall be 
m in good ith for the purpose of actual settlement and cultivation 
and pot for benefit of any other person, persons, or corporations.” 


rhe timber and stone act (act of June 3, 1878 ec. 2) says: “ The 
applicant to purchase must state under oath that he do net apply 
purchase land for speculation but in good faith to appropriate it to 
own exciusive use and benefit, and that he has not directly or indl 
made any agreement or contract in any way or manner with 
rson or persons whatsoever by which the title which he may 
from the Government may inure, in whole or in part, to the 
of any person except himself 
Thomas assumes to take issue with the conservation policy yet 
‘A coal land leasing law in 1907 would ha accomplished all 
ild have been done under private ownership.” 


GUGGENHEIMS ACTIVE 


Mr. Thomas is evidently not aware that tmmediately upon the with- 
drawal of the coal lands in 1906 the Roosevelt administration made 
every effort te secure the passage of a coal land leasing bill for open- 
ing them to development without waste and without monopoly Every 
vear since an effort has been made by the friends of conservation to 
pass similar legislation. That we have not succeeded was directly and 
sole'y due to the attitude of the men (Guggenheim and others) who 
preferred to see 30 legislation enacted rather than legislation which 
would prevent speculation and monopoly in coal and who were sup- 
ported by Mr. Thomas's paper, the Seattle Pest-Intelligencer, in their 
successful effort to prevent the passage of a coal land leasing law. 

It does not become the men who opposed this legislation : ie time 
to express regret now that it did not pass, without at least acknowledg 
ing their share in defeating it If they had allowed it to pass, the just 
complaint that Alaska is not allowed to use ber own fuel could not now 
be made It is a curious fact that the men who were directly respon 
sible for locking up the coal of Alaska—first, by their unsuccessful 
attempt to bave it monopolized, and, second, by their successful effort 
to prevent its development under conditions that would effectually pre 
vent monopoly—are now the loudest in lamenting a condition which but 
for them would never have taken place. 


ALMOST CORRDCT. 
Thomas: “The remedy for our conservation bungle is sim 
* * ®* Classify the public lands. These four words contain the 


once Mr, Thomas ts almost right. The classification of the pub 

inds is not the whole cure, but it is a part of it, and the United 

Forest Service has done its full share toward that end. soth 

nd sinee 1 left it it has given its best attention to segregating 

iral lands from lands more valuable for forestry. It has opened 

llion and a quarter acres of the true agricultural lands to entry 

and is protecting the lands more valuable for timber against the land 

grabbers It has eliminated from the forest boundaries more than 

10,000,000 acres of land more suitable for other uses. It ascertains 

the mineral character of lands claimed under the mineral-land laws 

and in many ways gives practical effect to the fundamental principle 

of any wise public land classification policy, the principle that each 

parcel of land must be put to that use in which it will contribute most 
to the Commonwealth. 

It is one of the commonest charges against the Forest Service, be- 
cause it is so easy to make, that it “ nullifies the acts ef Congress, in 
dulges in bureaucratic government,” to quote again Mr. Thomas's lan- 
guage, and generally does as it pleases without regard to the law or to 
certain kinds of prephcts. 

SERVICE LAW-ABIDING, 


1e Forest Service does disregard prophets of Mr. Thomas's kind for 
reasons which I hepe have already appeared to the reader; but if it 
had disregarded the law, that fact would long ago have been judicially 
established. The truth is that the Forest Service is law-abiding with 


) 
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such completeness that in no single 
declared any action by the I 
powers, and this includes two 
United States rhe Forest 

wiys that were distastef 

final test of judicial decision 


ption that » service 


thers who attack it, 
m means. “Con 
1 of the Agricultur ) 
‘ ch Mr. Thor had 
A portion i rk in conservatk 
Forest Ser e, but he statement might be 
if Mi Thoma i t omitted to mention 
intrusted to five other bureaus in the Departn 
as the Bureau of Soils and the Bureau 
bureaus in the Department of the Interior, such ; 
Office and the Bureau of Mines: one in the D 
charged with the forcement of the public-land 
War Department, which deal with the cont 


‘ streams, includin water power, and with 
the natural res« f nilitary reser 
Islands In other 1 ct 1¢ statement that ) 
to a single bureau appea! be beyond criticism. 
RICHES EMBARRASSING, 

Mr. Thomas's article presents an embarrassment of 
who will look uy acts Richer digging is sel 
foregoing samples will suffice. I should have been 
other things, on the question of the Chugach Nati 
was not “ created under a false pretense” and which 4 
the only timber worth while in southern and son 
upon the whole question of coal and other pr 
achieved by the Gr enheim syndicate But ; 
said to raise a r mable doubt whether, 
had all the i n their side. 

SOURCES OF OPPOSITION, 

There are three principal sources of opposition to « 
West. First, the men who came out as pionee: 
realize that the time when everything was free | 
gone by Second, the men who have been checked by 
their efforts to grab more than their share of tl 
Third, men interested in development, and rightly s 

| deceived by the stream of lies on the subject of cor 
circulation by its enemies. 

These men are opponents only until they learn ¢! 
they do their discontent with conservation is no t 

| hostility of the Romans of Nero’s time to the Christ 


on the current fable that the Christians were enem 


habitually murdered little children, and worshiped an a 
WORK NECESSARY. 

I do not say that the Forest Service is free from tl 
faults, but I do assert that its work is peculiarly n 
hard to do, and remarkably well done 

The pity of it is that reckless perversion should turn 

men who are naturally its friends, and so should mak: 

cult the enormous task of wisely opening to pub! 
| resources of an area as large as all the States from M 

and doing it with the least practicable restraint to the i: 

the largest benefits to the people generally, and with 

unnecessary waste. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chrirman, on behalf of the 
from New York [Mr. Payne] I yield to the gentlem 

| nesota [Mr. MANAHAN]. 
| Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I must confess 

ment at the observation of the gentleman from I 

[Mr. Parmer] that the permanence of this bill w 
| probably upon the solidarity of the Democratic P: 

} argues that the law will endure because his party 
| that party discipline will keep this bill on the boo 

Democrats are good soldiers and as such will sink i 
| opinions for the good of their party; therefore he c 

his party will have a long enjoyment of power. 

I can not concur in this view. This bill, if it lives, 
upon its own merits. If it is dependent upon the De! 
"arty and the power of that party’s organization to 
perpetually the Democrats in this House, and to « 
House itself, and not upon its merits as a law, then \v 
keep going unwisely, as we have unfortunately too mu 
past, and continue making tariff laws partisan matters 

| matters of patriotism. [Applause.] 

It seems to me that in the making of a great fisca 
fecting all of the industries and the general welfare 

| country that every step should be taken with the idea « 

| justice to all of the people and not serving the partis 

| of any political organization. Partisanship and patri 
never pull well together. [Applause.] The close co 

| men enlisted together in a common cause may be a 

| A self-perpetuating political machine working its w 

lation is always a bad thing. ‘The old Republican 

was a bad thing. This new and modern Democratic 
| will prove likewise. For years before insurgency sco! 
| this floor the Republican Party acted as a unit. [It 

masterful control—such a control as your leader now 
| cises over this body. Im fact, the Republican Party's 4 
was so absolute not only over this House but in every 

| department of our Government as to invite that abuse « f 
land selfishness that always comes to concentrated sovere's 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD, 


they 
are 


tw ¢ 
r judgment to 
: same 
» rule of Cannon. 
+t even the statesman from Alabama, 
with the 4ax-levying power of this Nation. 
Republican side. ] 
er day since the opening of this Congress we have seen 
ym ‘jority of this House herded “like dumb, driven 
o the Democratic corral caucus for training and sub- 
In due time they were permitted to come upon this 
et as if they were legislators, but their « 
» keeping of the Ways and Means Committee. 


ean wisely be 
[Applause 


msciences 


Some 


i come at 


thing and inviting the same disaster that came | 
No man is good enough to be king. | 


mittee have visibly suffered from the realization of | 


importance during the course of this debate. 
v they have assumed a “ bolier-than-thou” 
» taken on not only the responsibility of speaking for 
iwated colleagues, but also the responsibility of this 
Nation, not only presently but for the long future. Do 
yourselves too seriously, gentlemen. From the mur 
gs coming up from the people right now I fancy that the 
of this Government presently is about all the unde- 
4 shoulders of Democracy can bear. [Applause on the 
n side.] 
ver, 
of this Government heavy and course of true 
nship not easy to follow. I am that Democracy 
¢ hard to move forward, and I would be the last to find 
or appear unreasonably captious about mistakes in judg 
n the part of men who are honestly striving to serve the 
on good, as I know many men are with zeal and sincerity 
th sides of this Chamber. It is the assumption of superior 
wraft while displaying such a limited understanding of the 
that invites the criticism I offer of this all-powerful Ways 
Means Committee. The gentleman from Alabama 
the whole responsibility now rests on him and the com 


Day 


expression 


the 
sure 


is 


or necessary for him to assume infallibility in statesman- 
by pledging his followers in advance to refuse every amend- 


t or change that would be suggested as the result of debate | 


| thorough consideration on this floor. It is already apparent 
t it is the clear purpose of this Underwood omnibus train to 
‘ this legislation through as per schedule regardless of the 
lition of its freight or the comfort of its passengers. Let 
assers who venture to the Democratic highway be- 
for this is the first through train run by this clever and 
if not cautions, crew. 
Mr. Chairman, the making of this law in secret by the 
ts of this committee, the passing and pledging of every 
graph behind closed doors of the caucus, the mockery of this 
rt trial in which we are now strenuously engaged is 
wrong as a method of legislation and, I believe, must 
ve wrong when measured by results. But, of course, that 
» real test. Is the bill itself bad or good? That the real 
ion. 


pas Ss 


sure, 


ou 
io 


is 


With many of the provisions of this bill I find myself in sym- | 
thy. In a general way this measure obeys the mandate of | 
is a revi- | 


the people for a general reduction of tariff taxes. 


sion 


It 
lownward, decidedly and substantially downward, and as 
such it has my hearty support. The customs duties it applies 
many articles very accurately measure the difference in cost 
production in this country and abroad and are such as will 
ulate real and reasonable competition. If we were per- 
ed to act on every paragraph separately, I would gladly vote 

r many of them. [Applause.] 
Mr. Chairman, the schedule making provision for an income 
is correct in principle, and I heartily favor it. In a 


spread between wealth and poverty, such a big difference in 
the size of large and average incomes, justice demands a fairer 
distribution of the burdens of Government than is possible by 
any tax that can be levied on consumption. The simplest and 
fairest way of equalizing the burden of taxation where wealth 
unequally distributed is by such a scheme as this—by a 
airect and graduated tax on incomes. It will never work real 
hardship to compel a $4,000 a-year income to pay a substantial 
Sum in support of the Government for the protection of that in- 
© me and its enjoyment. I would, however, amend this law so 
aS to increase the rate on the excessive incomes of the over- 
rich. Such an increase, if maintained, would in time bring 
about a fairer distribution of wealth. This is important. It 
time that Congress realized the menace that lies in the great 
neentration of wealth in a few hands. Our one great national 
peril is concentration of wealth. 


guard ags 
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tinst this peril and by degrees remove it, there will 


| of capital. 


in all fairness we must concede that the responsi- 


develop under full discussion, but 


damns 


asserts 
| speak. 


Let this be conceded and it does not follow that it was | 
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[Applause on the Republican | 


is | 


theory, 
re- | 
eful country like this, where, unfortunately, there is such 


| cities, whose suffrage 
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| woop], in his opening argument 
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pays in to the company from year to year is in no sen 
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What from time is not a divi 
in the real but a if 
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policy holders in mutual insurance com] 
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fundame 
tained by sound public policy. 
Nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, I can 
a whole, forced upon us as it is, as an omnibus measure. 
it has many commendable features, but with them and 
lying them all it has fatal and fundamental f 
it with an unforgivable original sin. It is 
law; a sectional cotton-bred law: a _ selfish, 
country law. It is frankly rankly unfair 
whole and cruelly oppressive to the great 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 
Northern agriculture is hard hit It is thrown off gua 
duty on wheat and cattle and then struck below the belt 
free flour and free meat. Our farmers are stripped of 
tion, so far as the selling price of what they produce 
while at the same time they are compelled to 
on the raw furs which they 
which were 
machinery will help 


not vote for this bill a 
True 
under 
that 
an unfair 
section: !, eott 
to the N 
State f 


one init 


ile 
tion N 
r which I 


rd | 


with 
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Is i | 
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need in our inclement wit 
heretofore The free admission of 

the Harvester Trust, but the fa 
for the trust s and controls prices on both sides of 
water. Free raw wool will hurt the wool producer with: 
helping the wool consumer, and there is still a protective tax 
in this bill will enable the Wool Trust 
maintain its prices Free cotton wil! not help the 
consumer for the same re Free sugar in time 
and free lumber will make building less burdensome, 
eign competition in the production of flour and meat 
press the farmer’s market more than he can stand unde 
cessive transportation ra high cost r living econdit 
This bill is artfully drawn throw the whole br of 
reduction of of living the Nati 
farmers of the North and West, sp: 
the South, with friends at and vilers 

is sought t iaintain the 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
Mr. GARDNER. I yield the gentleman 10 minu 
Mr. MANAHAN. ‘The gentleman from Alaban 
this bill, 
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are so high 
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the principle of 
I submit there 
rate 


based upon 


unless 
the 


the 


s are the | 

production at home and abrond 

is to be prohibitive 

It is equally true that if the low 

destroy home production there will be -ompetition. 

competition can never be secured and maintained without 

lation enacted with intelligent regard for the difference 
3 at home and abroad. [Applause on tl 

publican The gentleman from Alabama is sim 

dulging in sophistry. He recognizes the lnmeness of 

for-revenue theory if applied without regard to 

He therefore approaches the Re 

of protection based upon the actual differen 

ind he flirts with this theory, 

as ugh it could be competiti 

A nonpartisan tariff con ‘ rtair 

all the facts regarding production 

abroad is the only way competition and protection ¢: 

cured and maintained. 


there can be no « 
rates are so 


rates 


no 


side. ] 


th 
til 


petitive theory, 


mission to ase 


Congress 
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pepe 


But on what strange new theory has the commitiee hit when 
it its a duty of 10 cents a bushel on wheat and admits flour 
free; when it taxes cattle and admits meat free? This alarming 
and extraordinary principle of taxing the raw material of the 
manufacturer and admitting free of duty the finished article 
of his foreign competitor is competition with a vengeance. It is 
bum business, sham statesmanship. What chance has a miller 
of Minnesota to pay a full price to the Minnesota farmer for 
cash wheat at the terminal markets? Under this law 


South America if he pays the northwestern farmer the price 
apparently secured to him by the 10-cent tariff on wheat? 

The gentleman from Alabama speaks of sane competition; 
then he puts hobble skirts around the legs of the millers and 
blinders on the farmers while entering them in the food- 
supplying contest of the world. This is not fair. 
and suavity of the artful leader of the majority can 
make it fair. It is not fair to the millers and it is not 
the farmers, who never can get more for their wheat than the 
millers can afford to pay and compete with foreign flour. We 
have in this country over 10,000 flour mills, and they represent 
a capitalization of approximately $350,000,000; it is a stupen- 
dous industry. It gives employment to many thousands of high- 


never 


class men, who can not afford to have their wages lowered to | 


meet the competition of England nor to be thrown out of em- 
ployment, because the market for their output will be restricted. 
It is thought that when the Senate gets this bill that protection 
will be given the milling industry by placing wheat on the free 
list and thus enable the mills to obtain enormous quantities of 
wheat from Canada at a low price. This would put the millers 
on equal terms with fereign millers but it would be at the ex- 
pense of the farmers of this country. Free wheat would hit 
Minnesota and Dakota especially hard, because the 
fields that lie to the north, which raise wheat greater 
abundance and at less cost. 
farmer will help the men in town or make the lot of the laborer 
any easier? Is anyone so dull as to fail to see that the general 
welfare of the laboring man as well as of the business man in the 
cities must always and constantly depend upon the prosperity 
and productiyeness of the farms? There can be no conflict 
interest between the farmers and the toilers in town. Their 
interests are identical. 
tractive, the young men and women of the country will congest 


of 


in 


toilers. Furthermore, it will make the farms less productive; 


be charged for food to eat. You never can make the food 
the earth cheap to city dwellers except 


wi 
of 
The cities of the Northwest are especially dependent on the 
prosperity of the farms of the Northwest. A fiscal law like this, 
designed to supply the great cities on the seashore with cheap 
ment from South America and cheap bread from the mills and 


of New York on cheap ocean rates, may make the cost of living 
in that great city, but it will drain much money from 
America as well as narrow the market of the Northwest pro- 
ducer and knock off his prices, 
our cities? What keeps our cities going but our 
commerce, our transportation; generally speaking, 
of supplying the farmers with their needs and carrying the 
farmers’ crops to the markets of the world? Destroy the 
farmers’ crops and you cut commerce coming and going. Cut 
commerce in two and you destroy one-half of the city’s business 
and make the other half still and stagnant. You injure labor 
When traffic falls off, the railroads and factories let out 
their surplus men. When farms are unproductive, surplus help, 
and discontented farmers’ boys also, congregate in the cities, 
swelling the ranks of the unemployed. Men out of work stop 
buying from merchants. Merchants with diminishing sales dis- 
miss their clerks. Clerks and factory hands and railroad men 
and discontented farmers glut the labor market, lowering wages, 
compelling strikes and disorder, and breeding widespread dis- 
content. All caused by a selfish law. Our agriculture is 
stricken down and, going down, carries with it the country’s 
commerce and the city’s life. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Alabama also says that his party is 
legislating in the interest of the consumer. Does he not know 
that in this country consumers and producers are identical? 
In every well-ordered community the consumer is also a pro- 
di No man has a right to do nothing if he consumes. The 
idle overrich and the tramp consume without producing, but, 
generally speaking, you can not legislate adversely to the pro- 
ducer without injury to the consumer, for they are identical. 

Mr. Chairman, the majority claim they are redeeming their 


less 


mills, our 


niso, 
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what | 
chance has the miller to compete with flour from England and 


vast | 


If you make farm life hard and unat- | 


What effect will this have upon | 


the business | 


| or higher. 


1 § | unwholesome life of the great congested cities. 
Does anyone think that hitting the | 


| sive statesmanship. 
the cities and make more fierce the competition of the city | 


; and sand on the free list. 
bakeries of England, that can easily be delivered on the docks | 
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helping consumers without at the same time inflicti, 
upon the same consumers in their capacity as produce 
efforts are commendable. It is well to make necessit jos , 
but what good are cheap things if you have nothing to }, 
with? It is good to lower the cost of living if at the 
and to a greater degree you do not lower the means . 
hood. This bill is not wisely drawn, for in too man, 
our saving as consumers will not equal our loss js pro 
leaving the balance of trade against us as a Nation and 3 
us constantly poorer as a people. Sending illic 
money annually to South America for meat and flour \ 
make us as a Nation more able to buy food 
generally. ; 

The cost of living should be reduced. of course, |) 


, | begin at the wrong end and cripple the producer : t; 
All the smiles | are too high and should be lowered, but not to the « 

| draining our country of its cash and putting our produce 
fair to | 


of business. Hit the trusts as hard as you like, for (|) 
are largely responsible for the high cost of living. ‘T) 
off by middle men, inluding the freight rates and y 
machinery of distribution caused by the overcongesti, 
cities; the watered stock of corporations, big and little: ; 
waste and destruction of capital in needless pursuits is 
sible quite as much as the direct tariff for the excessi 
paid by consumers in this country, and the gentle: 
other side are dreaming vainly if they think that th 
solve the problem. 

Mr. Chairman, if this revision were fairly and wis 
it would aim to help and not hamper the farmers of ov) 
The cities are too big now and contain to many nonp 
men, like lawyers and doctors and bankers and broke 
and journalists; too many clerks in too many offices, 
sioned by the artificial, abnormal, extravagant, unhes 
It 1 
infinitely better for the race if the pure and invigor: 
of the farms was made so attractive, prosperous, and « 
nen and women would live there by choice. 


Congesti 


; ease either in national or physical life; it induces | 

, | Sane in the nation as it does in the body: it always 

oO | 
| 


ultimate destruction if not checked and controlled. This 
encouraging cheap low living on foreign products i) 
board cities is unscientific and utterly lacking in 

So far as its agriculture schedu 
cerned it is tax from aliy angle and it is hostile to 


' e \ : | True it gives him free lumber, but with free meat, fre 
therefore farm supplies less plentiful; therefore higher prices | 


free potatoes putting him in competition with th 


|} South America and other foreign fields he will hav« 
by making farms | 
pleasant and productive, so that bounteous crops will be raised. | 


to enlarge his barns and granaries and have no m 
which to build new houses. 

But, says the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
we have lowered the rate on cleap rugs and mais 
and Japan and we have put cash registers, lifeboats, an 
The farmers of the North 
Their cash re 


ILA 


litle for Japanese art at any price. 


| registers in counting; they have all the stones and 
; need in their business. 


[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, the people of our cold country are « 
have woolen blankets and woolen clothing at a more reas 
price than they have been compelled to pay, but it is 
square deal to put raw wool on the free list while sti 


| a protection to woolen manufacturers of 25 per cent on b 
| 35 per cent on dress goods, and 50 per cent on carpets. 


Woolen Trust, with its lawyers and lobbyists, and not the t 
with his flocks of sheep, has always been responsible f 
excessive cost of woolen goods. This bill continues to prot 
Wool Trust. It will wipe out the sheep raisers of this « 

and our money will go away for mutton as well as \\ 

help the farmers in foreign lands. The theory of this bill secu 


| to rest on the principle of giving everything to the for 
|} and getting nothing in return. 


It would be better to encoura: 
the production of mutton and wool in this country. You ¢ 
courage it in the face of the record since 1867, which sho\ 
that whenever the duties were below 11 cents per pound « 
flocks have decreased, while on the other hand they have : 
increased during periods when the rate was 11 cents per |* 
During the last four years of the time the 12) cen's 
per pound rates of 1867 were in force flocks increased abot t 2» 
per cent. During the six years of the time when the 1». \\" 
of 10 cents per pound was in force they decreased 16 per “ 
During something less than four years of the 11-cent © 
1890 flocks showed an increase of 10 per cent. Under tlie 
of 1894 for a like period, while wool was free, there was © ; 
crease of 21 per cent in the flocks. Under the law of 1%: ©! 
11 cents per pound there has been an increase of 46 per cen'. 

In the face of this record we may be able to eat cheap mutto® 
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promise to reduce the cost of living, and in so far as they are | while we idly sit and watch the passing of this Nation's dimin 
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of the merits of the tariff bill, for the reason that I 
now that every item in this bill has received most 
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rts is now contained in this bill before us. 
at 


re each writing the bill for ours: 
dian reciprocity bill because the duties on what the farmer 
ned were not sufficiently lowered and, as I looked at it, 
‘as discriminated against. 
le it will accomplish, in my humble opinion, what it is 
it should do, and that which we promised the American 
> we would do—that is, reduce the high cost of living and 
> competition in the business world which for so long a 
e has been stifled by monopoly fostered by a prohibitive 


it 


i this tax on incomes. 


are destroyed and the 
ntrols the carcasses that come from Argentina 


tralia, will our mutton be cither cheap or wholesome? 
we. it is absurd to argue that free raw wool will sub- 
affect the price of woolen clothing. Under the pres- 
the amount of the tariff tax actually paid on all of the 


that is used in the making of an ordinary suit of 
about 75 cents. It is the exeessive rate on woolen 
inder the present law, and not the rate on raw wool, 
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will drain tco 
toilir 


types, and set 


—e tthe 
ura’ tie 


ul i su] Nation’s strength, 


fe, the support of this 


real and enduring greatne 


f all our 


| 
ARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of t cent] } 
Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] I yield to the n from 
; [Mr. Doo.iTrie}. 
DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 


the time of the House unnecessarily in a long discus- 
feel 


cautious 


\instaking consideration not only at the hands of the 
rity members of the Ways and Means Committee but also 


the 


for 


Member of the Democratic Party on this side of 
Ve have studied it, worked on it, and talked on it 
weeks, even months, and the embodiment of 
It is, of course, 
certain items of the bill like—for myself—farm 
for one’ instance, would be treated differently if we 
I was opposed to the 


ves. 


But taking this tariff bill as a 


I desire for a moment to express my full satisfaction and 
d with the income-tax feature of this bill, and especially 
vant to express my complete approval of its provisions. 
Her countries for many years have enjoyed the benefits of an 
ome tax and have raised the major portion of their revenue 
Through the good efforts and suc- | 
sses of a sufficient number of the States having ratified the | 


amendment for an income tax we are now enabled to pass a bill 
Which includes this income tax, and from its application and 
workings the Government will derive millions of dollars an- 
nually from the rich, which has heretofore been levied on the 
poor in the guise and nature of revenue duties on the necessities 
of everyday livelihood. 


The income tax will oblige the man or corporation with a net 


annual income in excess of $4,000, as our bill now stands, to pay a 
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| Prolonged 


This is fair and equitable from every standpoint, and ean t 
justly be complained of by the pet ons and corporations \ 
will be obliged to pay this tax. The en or company of af S 
and large income, with their propert yu tl ttentic d 
protection of the officers and agents of our G ’ 
protection of themselves nd their ist pre f e 
more their property the more of that kind « rot ! 
quire, and it is nothing more than plain f ! 
should pay more toward the support of this ¢ ( ‘ ! 
hose who are less fortunate in their fina v1 ! 
therefore require less of the kind of prot ym mer 
a whole the tariff bill, with it ( -tax feature vill 
‘ iis aim, the abnormal high cost of living, and w pM 
restore to the people of our couatry a more nearly equa! 
ing between the men of wealth and the everyday 1 hike 
ind me 
I am t yet content, however, gentlemen, that we s ad 
here in our earnest efforts to provide a permanent 
people of this country, and before the expiration of 
of Congress I shall introduce in this Hi ». for yom 
tion and ultimate approval, a measure that I have d 
cousideration for many months past. As it | 1 dit { ! 
with our ideas to help the great mass of the people at 
is not of the way for me to mention it at thi \ 
we are laining about the excessive t f ’ ‘ 
items of daily consumption which go to make up rh 
f living, we should remember that in thi t co ‘ 
ind especially in the Middle Western St and in th 
and noble State of Kansas, a portion of w hil e | 
to represent in this House, great numbers of peor ! \ 
atter of fact, the great majority of the peo; ' 
c2 money, and must borrow in order to carry on their bus 
vkether they be merchants or farmers The t 
which they are juired to pay are, in my opinion, « 
and this great and powerful Government and the De 
Party should be the first to give the people thi f | 
in the matter of lower interest r: si At t the 
tistics show the average rate of i re fer the y | ; i 
by the borrowers of this country was 7.75 per cent. In \ ' 
atlantic State the rate was 5 i: the South Aft f S 
7.26: Northern Central States east of the Mississippi, 6.35 ‘ 
Northern Central States west of the Mississippi, 8.5: the 
ern Central States, 9.51; and the far Western States, 8.55 j 
rate of interest makes a decided advance in the end h 
cost of livin nd, [I have said before, it is time that our G 
ernment should « » to the i and assistance these 


ercentage on the excess over that amount to 


i al ti ati 
1d provide for them a system whe 


burdened borrowers \ 
Government will furnish to them money on approve 
at 3.5 or 4 per cent. The bill I shall intreduce in 
will provide for the establishment of a farm-loan 4d 
in the Government, under which plan a man with 
security—and the reason that I say land is be 
basis of all wealth id has fixed value and ean 

| stroyed—may apply to this Governme for a k 


our | 


establishment 


| 


amount not exceeding 50 per cent of the e t I 


land, and the Government, through its duly appointe 


provided for in the bill for the purpose, will 


on long time, and allow its repayment in 
the borroyver. With the enactment 


furnis! 


renson 


tion to our tariff bill we shall then not only have fi 
obligation to the American people, but we shall h 
unto them benefaction that will bless them ! 
sible for even greater improvement in our rural 


homes, 
[Appl 
I yield 


and maintenance of better 
cenuine contentment among our pr 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, 
from Oregon [Mr. HAwtey]. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. 
United St has iner 


general wealth eight times 


. } 
ae 


the 


»ple. 
to 
Chairman, within the past 


ates 


development and application of the theory of protection 

only times of general public distress in that period hav: 
those when the protective policy has been set aside or st 
threatened adversely. Our material development ha 
great dimensions during this period when American ¢ 
tunities were kept for the American farmer, t re i 
laborer, the American manufacturer, and the A! m f 
business generally. It is now proposed forcibly by w to open 
these opportunities to the world for the benefit of foreign 
peoples under such condit as to give the America t 
worst of the situation, and this is to be d at once wit] 
providing opportunity for a gradual re djustment, which 

it seems to me shonld have been owed to soften the bk 
least. Our material prosperity is a great constru it is 


ble 
into law of this bi 


50 


sed in population three time 


the Govern! 
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ot | ‘ 
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itself 


as to 


calling 
this 


marvelous that 
think so 


any party 
little of 


an 
propose 


American party 
and support a 


should 


course of our development and to open to foreign manufacturers, 
luborers, and producers, in the name of compulsory competition, 
on terms unfair to Americans, the greatest market in the world 
freely and without securing to us any advantage in return. 
Our industries, our standards of living, our productions have 
reached their present high state of development under the pro- 
tective system. Even if it might be conceded that the protective 
system was economically wrong, yet our American people, hav- 
ing made their greatest development under it, have a right to 
expect that if it is to be replaced by another and untried system 
that it be done in the least harmful way. 

The raising of a revenue sufficient for the growing needs of a 
nation as great as ours is a serious problem. As the little girl 
said, whose mother found her soaking wet in the bathtub and 
asking what she was doing, “Mamma, I am trying to walk on 
the water, and I tell you its no fool’s job, either.” Yet the rais- 
ing of a sufficient revenue is not necessarily a process antag- 
onistie to production, labor, or industry. Under Republican 
administrations it has been made to foster every proper busi- 
ness and labor and production, and the Republican program of 
inaking the tariff equal the difference in the cost of production 
at home and abroad is an American plan to foster American 
industry. 

Under the pending bill the raising of revenue appears to be 
the matter of first importance; even the title of the bill dis- 
cards any claim of intention or purpose to foster or promote 
American industry. What answer will it be to the American 
producer when he asks for a place to sell his products, made 
by high-priced, intelligent labor, to say “See how our markets 
are filled with the products of the underpaid foreign laborer; 
or to the American laborer, when he asks for employment to 
secure the necessaries of life, to say “You might buy some 
things cheaper now if you had the money to do so.” Some 
20 years ago this was tried with the most disastrous results. 
And the memory of man runneth not to the contrary, that the 
policy now proposed has not produced injury rather than 
benefits. Is it wise to hazard our prosperity again? 

The production of wool is of importance to not only those 
who make it their principal business to run sheep on land 
that can not profitably be used for other purposes, but also to 
the great majority of the farmers of the United States. The 
great flocks of sheep furnish a ready and steady market for 
crops of hay and other farm products that would have difficulty 
in finding a profitable market otherwise. They furnish a 
market close at hand, avoiding the losses incident to high cost 
of transportation elsewhere, even if a distant market could be 
found. ‘The farmers use sheep as a profitable means of keeping 
their lands clean and of enriching them, and the returns from 
them, under the protective policy, furnish the farmer with a 
steady source of income. There is no justification for placing 
raw wool on the free list. There is no reason to believe that 
free wool will cause a reduction in the price of any yard of 
cloth used by the American consumer. Even if by putting 
wool on the free list any reduction in the price per yard were 
possible, it would not result to the benefit of the consumer, 
but would be absorbed by the manufacturer and the seller. 
And even if we should concede that the price of cloth per yard 
would be slightly reduced if raw wool were admitted free, it 
would not justify the great economic loss to the country as 
a whole in crippling and probably destroying one of our most 
important industries. With the present condition of production 
of meat foods, it is unwise to injure the production of mutton, 
one of the most wholesome and nutritious of all meat foods, 
the use of which will be sure of a large increase under condi- 
tions favorable to the growing of sheep. I recall very vividly 
that sheep were regarded as unprofitable animals in the early 
nineties, which both before and since have been a source of a 
steady income and profit to the growers. Most Oregon growers 
of sheep suffered severe losses in the period named, and they 
view the present policy of free wool with lively and well- 
founded distrust, and are wondering why an industry that 
befriends everybody should be again subject to conditions that 
have formerly wrought great injury. 

Oregon ranks sixth among the sheep-producing States, which 
in the order of their importance are as follows: Montana, 
Wyoming, Ohio, New Mexico, Idaho, Oregon. And in wool 
production Oregon ranks sixth also. 

From the 1913 report of the Oregon Board of Sheep Com- 
missioners I quote as follows: 


Assuming that in eastern Oregon there are 2,225,000 sheep and one 
man is employed for each 400 sheep, this would increase the number of 
citizens of our State intimately connected with the sheep industry to 
45,562: and estimating that one in each six of these laborers is mar- 
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| ried and has a family of four, then we have 49,27 


e | large per cent of the rural population of our State and s! 
meusure Whose purpose, effect, and intent is to forcibly alter the | 


| Oregon possibly runs sheep at an even greater expense 








APRIL. 


stent 


-#S people 


having a “ bread and butter” interest in our sheep industry 


to people’ that the sheep industry of Oregon is one of ry 
assets to our prosperons Commonwealth. The collection of ¢ 
Tariff Board and our report shows that the Oregon flockmas: 
an average of $1 per head to labor for all sheep he owns 
bear in mind that the laborer on the sheep ranch is the |x 
cultural laborer in the State. These herders and camp ter 
from $40 to $60 a month and their board. If we have ? 

in eastern Oregon, then the sheep industry of this State 

Oregon labor $1 for each sheep in this district, or 

in So ta 

is concerned, as it is generally conceded that large enter 

a position to get larger returns from its labor. We mi 
tively estimate that western Oregon pays to labor for the ea 
300,000 sheep something like $400,000. This amount added 
money paid to eastern Oregon labor swells the total to t 
$2,625.000. This amount relates solely to the labor caring 
and does not in apy way include the clerk in the store, the ba 
employee of the railroad, and a score of other employees mo 
dependent on the sheep industry. It is difficult to determin: 
amount of money that the sheep industry brings to the st 
amounts vary from year to year. It might be reasonably 

great as $8,000,000 during the banner years. This is a !n 
money, but its importance is more appreciated when we remei!y 
it is profit or income that is returned from the waste places 
State. It represents an amount of money that has been glea 
the uninhabitable desert and the thickets of our mountains an 
made use of by sheep grazing, would probably gradually und 

or form tinder for our forest fires. The valuation of the sh. 
equipment necessary to run the same in the State of Oreg 
conservatively placed at $32,000,000, 

The protest I have made in behalf of the sheep grow 
justly be made in behalf of the grower of grain, fruit, and 
agricultural products, and in behalf of the producer of | 
and other products from trees in whose cost of producti: 
labor cost is by far the largest item. All the indus 
Oregon are legitimate, and criticisms upon their cond 
rare; and there are few.which, it seems to me, will 1 
adversely affected by this bill if it becomes a law in its 
form. 

Placing meats upon the free list will tighten the grip 
seef Trust upon the throat of the American raiser of ¢: 
sheep, and hogs and upon the purse of the American cons 
I submit the following quotation from the Daily Cons 
Trade Reports of April 26, 1913. The flood of meat product 
come in will not, I fear, prove of any material or per 
benefit to our people under the manipulations of the tr 
will work great injury to all engaged in growing meats 
United States. The trusts have not complained of the | 
schedules of this bill: 

AUSTRALIAN Beer For UNITED States 
[London Financial Times, Apr. 11, 1913.] 

Australian Government commissioners at San Francisco 
statement that Australian beef, mutton, pork, and butter w 
weeks flood the markets of San Francisco and other America 

LARGE TRADE PLANNED—BUTTER SUPPLY 


Expecting at least a lowering of the present tariff on mé¢ 
into America, the Swift and Armour interests are now pre} 
the construction of a huge slaughterhouse and freezing plant 
bane, Queensland, from which they will ship to the States t 
of frozen sheep, hogs, and cattle weekly. The American compa! 
also handle Australian butter, which at the present has been de 
from the American market through the presence of boric 
preservative. Apparently the acid will be omitted in future, 
ing alone depended on for preserving. : 

According to Mr. D. E. Quinn, now New South Wales co 
for the United States, hundreds of cattle breeders of Texas an 
Southern and Western States have signified their intention of 
northern Australia and going into the cattle business upon 
seale than ever before attempted. Already concessions 
arranged for the taking over of vast portions of more than 
square miles of virgin territory, which is adapted to th 
millions of sheep and cattle annually. 

LARGE PACKING PLANT. 

The largest kiliing, freezing, and packing plant in the world 1 
be in course of construction at one of the seaports of nortn 
tralia, in which sheep, hogs, and cattle will be handled for thi 
of the world. 

The tariff as a revenue-collecting measure is econo! 
financial legislation. It involves the accurate and * 
study of world-wide production, distribution, and consut)| 
It includes costs of various kinds, such as the cost of raw 
terials, labor, plant and equipment, overhead charges, tr 
tation, finding markets, and others. These several items 
both as to time and place. To collect all the facts, to interpt 
the information truly and fairly, and to express this interpre - 
tion properly in the form of legislation will require long, |) J On 
and scientific study. For this reason I am in favor of « (aril 
board or commission which shall take up the tariff s “poe go 
one by one, investigate and report upon them to Congress ’m' . 
the country that the people may be fully informed, and ' a 
thereupon Congress, with such impartial and scientific — 
tion to guide it, should pass tariff laws, schedule by schedule, 
on a basis that will equalize the cost of production at om 
and abroad and that will provide an adequate proportion of We 
revenue. 
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yy and have favored a scientific reduction in many of 
in the existing law. I believe the duties should be 
buted as to bear fairly upon all, according to their 
nay where payment may be required, and in such 
‘s to give no man or body of men an advantage over 
men; that that none may be advantaged 
of others. I believe this is not true of the 
(Great combinations, with foreign connections, 
< now in existence or in process of construction or 
to be coustructed, are its immediate beneficiaries. 
are a few features in the bill that are commendable. 
rezretted that for the good of our people there are 
y more. Its demerits are many. I approve a properly 
ted and administered income tax, but find in the plan 
cting such a tax under the proposed measure many 
< to disapprove and which should be changed before the 
sa law. In its present form it will prove a bur- 
lan annoyance, especially to the honest farmer and busi- 
‘ n. and will discourage industrial investments and en 
s employing labor. 
evident that, bound by the decisions of a secret caucus 
hill, our friends across the aisle, the Democratic Party, 
through the House without amendment, ex- 
minor ones the majority the Committee 
Means may offer. No vital amendment will be 
i; no plea that we may make, n nce we may sub 
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d no argument we may advance, however sound, will re- 
msideration. Under such conditions consideration un 

five-minute rule is a pretense, and no amendment 
from the floor of the House, no matter how sound or 


sary for the country’s good it may be, will be allowed to 
upon the floor of the Hor where all can par- 
not in secret caucus, the place t sider a 
measure that vitally affects all our 

offered from the floor ought to be voted up or 
their intrinsic merits, and not by rea of 


enue 


ise, 
is » Col 
people, 
is 


1 upon Son 


n beforehand in secret caucus, binding a majority to 
, 
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st amendments no matter how important or valuable 





ere is a very general prosperity throughout the country, or 
the threat of free trade caused a slowing up. The 

he laborer, the manufacturer, the business man gen- 

nd the professional man were doing well. It has been 
teristic of Republican administrations that under them 


est and legitimate industry has been fairly rewarded. The 
e policy has justified itself. It is now proposed to dis 


ill this and to enter upon a policy little tried in recent 


n this country, and when tried has caused distress and 
inful memories. 
rhe National Farmer and Stock Grower, St. Louis, Mo., say 


editorially in its issue for April, 1913, in part: 
AND THE TARIFF—WHAT CONGRESS IS LIKELY TO DO AND WHAT 
WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR If THE PROTECTIVE SYSTEM IS 


\TED OUT 


Or 
‘ational Farmer and Stock Grower is not a poli 
nture the assertion that if the people of the United States were 

to vote on the tariff question alone, and not have it mixed up 


| other subjects that divide people into parties, the vote on the 


BUSINESS, 
‘ nar I 
al paper. 


ild be overwhelmingly in favor of the protection to American 
l of all kinds through the imposition of customs duties that 
it nothing out entirely, but would collect some money for th« 
of the Government on all raw materials and manufactured 
admitted from foreign countries. 
? t & te * o * 
le in the United States are not going to prosper on the noney 
to Australia for wool, or on the money that goes to Canada 
t, or on the money that goes to Argentine for beef. We pros- 
n the money that is paid to our own people. It goes out and it 
back again. It gets into circulation. But the money that is 
abroad remains there. and our exports are not any larger from 
‘tf source of revenue. 
I arm productions of this country are ample for all purposes. 
Une-half of the time our grain productions sell at prices that barely 
n the cost of production There has never yet been a time when 
was @ bonanza in grain growing. Through years of low prices 
hd sacrifice, cattle have for once reached what may be called higl 


prices, but only because of the changes that on the one hand have de- 
; d cattle ranges, but the cattle ranges cut up into farms have not 
et produced the maximum of beef. Year in and year out farm pro- 





au ns bring moderate prices, and the burdens of the consumer are not 
cause i by the wholesale cost of anything the farmer raises. 

, .We have no hesitancy in saying as our editorial opinion that the ad- 
: vn of farm products free of duty from other countries will grad- 
laily undermine the productive industries of this country. The change 
will not take place in a day, but we will soon be in the position of a 


ae when the head of it gambles bis earnings away instead of taking 
we money home to his wife. Industrial enterprises will be in diffi- 
cig for the reason that trade will be dull and wages high. Less 
mn aa will be employed and many industries will be at a standstill. The 
pen. be able to feed himself, but he will find himself short of 
oe y; he will practice economy and produce crops that cost the least 
t seed and the least cost for jabor. 


polizy nother column will be found an article entitled “Our industrial 





L—36 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. 


and | 


The article referred to is 
OUR 


ri 


INDUSTRIAL POLICY WE ARE I 
INS PAYING A DUTY 
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country. 

The Republican of 
duties shall be fixed neither too high nor too low. 

In the Sixty a Tariff Board was ¢ 
considered carefully Schedules K and I, fl 
but the Democratic Party h 
yf that board, and has not given the kind of tari 
needs but proceeds in the old way of tarif 
Republicaus and many Democrats deplore t! 

The Republican Party st unequiveor y for a 
tariff board and has introduced into Sixty-th 
a bill creating a permanent nonpartisan tat 

The manufacture: tells if the Underwor 
law he will have to reduce wages or close doy 

The farmer, penetrating the delusi 
plements, when there is nothing made : 
with the American products, sees nothing 
his boy to remain on the farm. 

The mechanie and laborer know full well 
compete with the markets of the world their 
come from the sweat of the brow must share 
of tariff reduction. 

Some of our citizens still remember the last time the 
cratic Party revised the tariff and the awful consequences tha 


doctrine sound ta 


first Congress 

1a 
schedules, 
e 


1 measure 


inds 


the 


to-day 


ff com 


‘ 
us al 


ih 


hn of free agrict ural in 


that if we 
products which 


their burden 


followed. Business was stagnated, industry paralyzed, and the 
Nation’s credit impaired. The country’s capital had disaj 
peared and its labor was unemployed and distressed 

The Republican Party promised to restore prosperity by 
means of a protective tariff. The people by a great majority 
commissioned the Republican Party to enact such laws and 
almost instantly all branches of industry revived. The mills 


and shops became busy. Unemployed labor was put to work. 





The f ier had a market for his crops and the merchant for 
his wire very section of the country rejoiced and was glad. 

Under wise liws enacted by the Republican Party and the 
ho! administration of them prosperity continued almost con- 
{ ally for 16 years and all c¢} 


classes prospered as never before, 
and each individual by his own thrift and industry, energy and 


ty profited to the fullest extent. 


rd or backward; 
are enacted 
ontinued; whether th: 
lowered without 


whether, when Democratic 
into laws, prosperity will be 
» price of that which labor produces can 
interference with that labor itself. 


upon the Democratic Party, entering upon its 

new career, ther we shall march on to nobler triumphs and 

chieveme or whether we shall compel the masses to com- 

ete with the low wages of Europe; whether the Nation shall 
ke a step fe 


If our country prospers under the conditions created by the 
Underwood bill, then the Democratic Party will probably con- 
tinue in power, but if the consequences of this tariff legislation 


uch character as to bring disaster to our country, 


then we may confidently expect that the Republican Party will 


write the next tariff bill. 
The protective policy has set up a different social, educa- 
tional, and ethical standard for the wage earner than that of 


Europe. 


he twenty-fifth congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
which I have the honor to represent, the wage earner is a home 
owner and a happy, contented, and prosperous individual. His 
children have the advantage of a high-school education. His 
wife and family dress becomingly, and, taken as a class, they 


are among our best citizens, and I apprehend there is practically 
no difference between my district and a large majority of the 
congressional districts of the United States. 

Our highest duty to our country is not to seek world-wide 
commercial supremacy but rather to maintain our high stand- 
ard of citizenship, not “ the whetting of American wits by con- 
test with the rest of the world,” but rather we should strive to 
promote the highest class of citizenship by giving equal oppor- 
tunity to all to attain the higher enjoyments of life. 

This should be America’s highest purpose, inspiring, unifying, 


and fundamental. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire to 
yield some time now? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Strrncer]. 

Mr. STRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I have asked for this allot- 


ment of time in the midst of this discussion, not that I am pre- 
sumptuous enough to believe that I can impart to the member- 
ship of this House any information of which it is not already 
possessed, but primarily to place in the Recorp my emphatic 
protest against what to my mind has been a profanation of the 
fair name and reputation of one of the most distinguished 
Americans who ever graced the presidential chair. 

From my boyhood days, Mr. Chairman, I have ever been a 


worshiper at the shrine of the Sage of Monticello. In my 
humble way I have sat at his feet in historic memory and 


sought to govern my own thoughts on national affairs by those 
eternal precepts which he enunciated at the day dawn of our 
history and which have ever since been the guiding tenets of 
our national faith. 

I have always been taught and believed that Jefferson ever 
stood the enemy of monopoly, the foe to oppression, the friend 
of labor, and the inspiration of youth. 

I have ever been taught and believed that Jefferson stood at 
all times for purity in public life, economy in the public service, 
the abolition of special privileges to the few, for taxes no 
greater than government needs, and for a trade unfettered and 
iTree. 

Yet despite all this, you and I have been seriously invited, 
in this present session of this Congress, now convened, by a 
gentleman on the other side of the aisle, to consider the great 
Jefferson, the Nation’s first commoner, in the light of an apostle 
and high priest of prohibitive protection and his shades mon- 
strously invoked to bolster up an iniquitous system of unright- 
eous taxation, now crumbling to its fall, which in its operations 
has harbored unhallowed combinations of greed, stifled competi- 
tion, controlled the ebb and flow of trade, fixed the price of daily 
life, debauched the franchise, and built its fortifications upon 
the bones of the poor. 

In the blaze and light of our boasted latter-day civilization, 
in the capital of the most enlightened people on the face of the 
earth, in a Chamber set apart for the deliberations of the 
greatest legislative body in the world, we are presented with 
the monstrous doctrine that the Sage of Monticello, friend of 
the people that he was, was an advocate of that competition- 
destroying policy in governmental affairs which robs the many 
for the benefit of the privileged few. 
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Substantially, that statement has as yet gone unc} 

the record, but I propose to and do challenge it now «) , 
JEFFERSON'S VIEWS, 

The gentleman from Ohio has stated that Tho, F 
favored a protective tariff and cites as authority 
made by Jefferson in his Foreign Commerce Repo: 
where he advocates discriminative duties ag again 
discriminating against us. . 

Jefferson favored discriminating duties, it is true 
and when? I submit, as a matter of history, p 
records as they now exist, that the discriminating tari 
Jefferson favored early in his career, but which 
modified in his latter years, were advocated by hin 
fixed and settled policy for this Government to pursue 
principle to be followed at all times, but as a makeshit 
of temporary design, to be used as a measure of ret I , 
reprisal as well, in situations imminent and extre; 
that nations which discriminated against us might 
compelled to remove those barriers to mutual trade 
free commerce might again prevail. 

Had the gentleman from Ohio been more candid } 
have read further from that same Foreign Comn 
the conclusion Jefferson reached in the whole matter \ 
added these words: 

Could each country be free to exchange with others 
pluses for mutual wants, the greatest mass possible 
produced of those things which contribute to human lif 1 
happiness, the numbers of mankind would be increased end t) 
dition bettered, (Foreign Commerce Report, Ford’s editi 
Dec., 1793.) a 

And what sort of a duty was it to which Jeffe1 
in his Foreign Commerce Report? The highest duty 
the schedules at that time amounted to about 10 per c 
general average was about 5. To cite Thomas Jeffe: 
always favored free exchange as a permanent polic 
pursued, but advocated a tariff of 5 per cent as a te 
measure to retaliate against those who discriminat: 


Y 
i 


} 
iC 


mn 


us—to cite the great Jefferson as an apostle of a h “4 1 
tion which reaches the altitude of the present law—is a p: 
tion too monstrous and too unthinkable to go unchalk 
JEFFERSON NOT A PROTECTIONIST. 
Jefferson a protectionist? Let us see. To Elbridge Gerry, in 


1799 (Ford’s edition, VII, 328), he wrote: 
I am for a government rigorously frugal and simple, 
possible savings of the public revenue to the dischar; 


debt. I am for free commerce with all nations and polit 
with none. 


To William Short, United States chargé d’affaires, he | 
on July 28,1791 (Ford’s edition, V, 364): 

An exchange of surpluses and wants between neighbor nat! 
both a right and a duty under the moral law, and mea 
right should be mollified in their exercise, if it be wished t 
them to the greatest term possible. 

To John Adams, in July of 1785 (Ford’s edition, IV, 81 
wrote: 

I think all the world would gain by setting commerce 
liberty. I take it for granted that the commercial system 


by Congress was such a one as should leave commerce on t 
footing possible. 


And again, in his Notes on Virginia, written in 1782 (} 
edition, III, 279), he says: 

Our interest will be to throw open the doors of comme 
knock off all its shackles, giving perfect freedom to all pe! 
vent of whatever they may choose to bring into our ports ane 
the same in theirs, 

In 1823, when the question was agitated of raising the dues 
to an average of about 20 per cent, to Thomas Cooper, wi t 
written and forwarded to Jefferson a pamphlet prot g 
against the proposed raise, Jefferson, in acknowledging t 
ceipt of the same and noting its publication in Ritchi 
quirer, said: 

I was only sorry he did not postpone it to the meeting of Co! 
when it would have gotten into the hands of all the Membe! 
could not fail to have a great effect, perhaps a decisive one. 
really an extraordinary proposition that the agricultural, me 


and navigating classes should be taxed to maintain that o! 
factures. (Ford's edition, X, 285). 


Referring to the same subject, on May 3, 1825, he wr 
Samuel Smith: 


Taxes on consumption, like those on capital or income, .0 2. 
must be uniform. do not mean to say that it may not be 


¢ 


general interest to foster for a while certain infant manu! 






until they are strong enough to stand against foreign rivals; but 
evident t they will never be so, it is against right to make th 


7 at 
branches of industry support them. When it was found that 
could not make sugar under 6 h. a pound, was It not te not 
strain here citizens from importing at 1 h.? Or would it ne 


been so to have laid a duty of 5 hb. on the imported? The per mitti 
an exchange of industries with other nations is a direct encou 

of your own, which without that would bring you 
comfort and would, of course, cease to be produced, 
X, 252). 


nothing for 
(Ford's ed:tios, 





———————_————$_ 


| when, despite his advice to the contrary, Congress passed 
raising the tariff to the said 20 per cent, Jefferson wrote 
< friend, Richard Rush: 
has just risen, having done nothing remarkable, except 
¢ of a tariff bill by squeezing majorities, very revolting 
t portion of the people of the States, among whom it is believed 
i not have received a vote but of the manufacturers them 
it 


( S 


industry to support that of manufacture, and I wish it may 
on our surplus and produce retaliating imposition from other 


is considered as a levy on the labor and efforts of the other | 


(Ford’s edition, X, 304). 
Mr. Chairman, I deny that Thomas Jefferson was a protec- | 
n the modern acceptation of that term. I deny that the 
erate duties favored by him are even comparable, in prin- 
or intent, to the duties now levied under existing laws. 
On the contrary, I affirm that he always stood for the freest 


de interchange between all nations of the earth, and his 
declarations, and writings unquestionably prove it. 

THE PEOPLE VOTED FOR TARIFF 
+f irman, the pending tariff measure, known as the Un- 
wood bill, in my humble judgment, is not only a Jeffersonian 
orm but is in strict accordance with the instructions of the 
as registered by them at the polls. 
rhe tariff question is hoary with age, and has occupied the 

tion, more or less, of the American Congress since the days 
he Nation’s birth. But the present revival of public interest 
this question dates back to the campaign of four years ago. 


REVISION. 


necnie 


issue. 


mount It was then substantially conceded on all 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








fee 
ertjod 
Sives of all parties alike to place the seal of cond i 
those who had trifled with the liberties of the people. It \ 
a rebuke to President Taft and the party ia power for theil 
failure to keep their pledges. 
THE REBUKE UNAVAILIN 


Yet this rebuke, positive though it was, somehow or other. 
| failed to impress the mind of President Taft or the minds of 

the Republicans Members of Congress. 

For years the Wool Trust had been growing powerfu l 
strong. It had secured protection under the Payne-Aldrich 
law that was approximately prohibitive. It had increased the 
price of woolen goods to such an extent that they were | 
the reach of most of our citizens. It was paying enor 
dividends to holders of stock. At the same time, as show \ 
the strike investigation of the Lawrence mills, it w pay 
starvation wages to its employees, even charging the ldre 
who worked in these mills for the very water tl lrank 
during their hours of arduous toil. Even President ‘la ad 
mitted that the wool schedule was indefensible. 

Yet despite that admission, despite the rebuke adm ered 
| to him in the campaign of 1910 by the people at the polls, when 
| the new Democratic Congress, true to its pledges to the people, 

passed a bill reducing the wool schedule, when enough pr 


In that campaign the tariff was the leading, important, and | 


sides that the Dingley bill, by reason of its excessive rates, had | 


essened production, stifled competition, harbored monopoly, and 
eeded immediate revision. 


| 


So strong was the public sentiment in that regard that the | 


Republican platform of that year, upon which Mr. Taft was | 


ed, pledged itself in unequivocal terms to a special session 
f Congress, to be called immediately after the inauguration, to 
se the tariff. 
During the ensuing campaign, as we all remember, Mr. Taft, 
n the rear of railroad trains and in great auditoriums through- 
it the land, repeatedly and specifically declared that that 
pledge of the Republican platform meant substantial revi- 
downward.” 
lo a great Milwaukee audience he said: 
s my jud 


0 Lue 


a 


gment that a revision of the tariff in accordance with the 
Republican platform will be, on the whole, a substantial 
downward, though there probably will be a few exceptions in 
gard 
\W ithout 

“l. 


these declarations Mr. Taft 


trusted in his promises, and made him their Executive to carry 
out the same, 

PLEDGES UNFULFILLED. 
did he fulfill them? His first message to Congress, 40 
‘3 In extent, dealt with conditions in the District of Colum- 
pleaded for a ship-subsidy law, but was as silent on the 
bsorbing question of tariff revision as the deep-mouthed 


ern ve 






The final answer which the people received for their demands 
h in its general effect really increased the burdens of tariff 
tion and left the people more at the mercy of the trusts 
they had ever been before—a law which the late Repub- 

S 
is 

< “that the two greatest fakes perpetrated upon the American 

people” in that year ‘were Dr. Cook’s discovery of the North 


Pole and the Payne-Aldrich revision of the tariff.” 
it bill was passed by a Republican Congress, signed and 

proved by President Taft, and in his subsequent well-known | 
Winona speech he declared it to be the best tariff bil] ever 
f ted by Congress. 

THE REBUKE OF 1910. 

I need not at this time go into the details of the campaign 

of 1910 which followed. It resulted in a political revolution. 


oe ee rose in their might and relegated to the rear over 
wy Congressmen who perpetrated this act, and changed a Re- 
p blican Congress of 47 majority, with Joseph Cannon as 
Speaker, into a Democratic Congress of 66 majority, with 
CHAMP CLARK as Speaker. And to-day in this Congress we 
bi hold that Democratic majority increased to 157, with Joseph 
Cannon succeeded in this body by a Democrat and Cuamp 
Ms ARK, by the grace of God and the American people, still the 
speaker of the House. 

d co not claim that these victories were Democratic partisan 
‘ories. They were nonpartisan victories for the people 
‘siinst the special interests, They were triumphs of justice 
‘salnst conscienceless greed. It was an uprising of progres- 


\ 


coula never have been } 
The people took him at his word, believed his pledges, | 


riff revision was the passage of the Payne-Aldrich law, | 


enator, Jonathan P. Dolliver, of Iowa, described by say- | 


That bill gave free farming implements to the tillers of the 
| soil. It gave free sewing machines to seamstresses who burn 
out their eyes making a livelihood. It gave free boot nd 
shoes to those who will go unshod through the wintry sn 
It gave free lumber to those who would build schoolhouses 
and churches and homes for their families. But this measure 
was also vetoed by the occupant of the White House. 

THE ISSUE IN 191 

Upon this issue President Taft and the Republicans in Ce 
gress went before the people in the campaign of 1912 and 1 
issue raised by them was again the leading, dominant, and para 
mount issue of the campaign. 

The Republican Party in its platform indorsed the position 
President Taft, renominated him for the Presidency, d 
again for a high-protective tariff, and condemned 1e Dems 
cratie tariff bills passed by the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-second Congress as sectional, as injurious to the public 

| eredit, and as destructive of business enterprise,” just the 
same party by its Representatives in this Congress are ¢ 
ing the pending bill to-day. 

In the election which followed over 15,000,000 votel re 
tered their views at the polls. Of that number bat three and 
a half millions indorsed the tariff policy of Pres t Taf val 
the Republican Members of the Sixty-second ¢ es In 
other words, that policy is repudiated by f 
11,000,000, 

I PAR 

I have listened in this Hall during the present f th 
Congress to slighting references from both sides of the aisle to 
| the fact that the Progressive Party has small represé tion 
this body. But I call your attention to the fact th 
that representation may be, the few Progressive M | | 
represent over 4,000,000 voters in this land, and fi 
lated returns have the right to claim that ! 
second great party in this Nation. 

While Woodrow Wilson received 435 ¢ toral votes. Theodore 
Roosevelt received SS to William H. Taft’s quota of & While 
Woodrow Wilson carried 40 States in this Union, Theodore 
Roosevelt carried 6 as against Mr. Taft's 2. 

PLEDGED TO IMMEDIATE REVISIO>D 

But do you tell me that the Progressive Party L prot 
party? If you mean by that that the Progressive P 
pledged to the tariff policy outlined by Mr. Taft lt I 
lican Members of Congress in the Sixty-first and dl 
Congress, I emphatically deny it. 

I go further and say, and I call the attention of the gv eman 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], the Progressive lead | 
floor of this House, to the statement that if he and the Progre 
sive Members of this body whom he leads desire to ry out 
the declarations of their own platform—and I believe they do 
they will be compelled by the logic of those declarations to join 


| 





gressive Republican votes were secured to pass the bill through 
the Senate, this measure of relief to the American people 
struck down by President Taft by the interposition of hi 

When a Democratic Congress, true to its pledges, passed the 
farmers’ free list bill, w] that 


wa 
vet 


) 


ien bill, with progressive Repub- 
lican assistance, also passed the Senate, President Taft again 
interposed his veto and again destroyed a wholesome measure 


of relief. 





with us in the passage of the pending measure. 


















Ir platfort ] 1 in Chicago they declare— 

f f 1 m because the present tariff is unjust to the 
I United Stat Fair dealing toward the people requires 
d ward ré ion of those schedules wherein duties are 

unjust or excessive 
you tell me that the Progressive Party favors a non- 
pa ) tariff commission? That is true, but in the plank in 
t] Progressive platform declaring for such commission their 

‘ by f ig 

‘1 work of the missfon should not prevent the immediate 
ndoy n of acts reducing those sched gencrally recognized as ex- | 
i 

Che Progressive Party, therefore, stands pledged to immediate 
fownward revision of the tariff, irrespective of the question of 
fh nonpart 1 tariff commission. It so specifically declares 
In its platform It denounces the Payne-Aldrich law as “ un- 
i st to the people.” It declares for an income tax. And I say 

the gentleman from Ki: s, as his conferees have already 
said us, that if they fail to keep faith with the people and 
‘arry out the pledges which they have made they will 
likewise meet the condemnation which they will deserve. 

PROPHETS OF ILL. 

But we are told that the passage of the pending measure will 
bring untold disaster upon the Nation at large. Gentlemen 
upon this floor predict all sorts of terrible evils that will 
foll They predict fireless f ces, smokeless chimneys, 
unemployed labor, and ruined industries. They even intimate 
that innocent children will ery, fair women lament, and strong | 
men despail 

The very same men who a few decades ago denominated the 
Populists of Kansas as being composed of “ calamity howlers” 
and discontents are to-day outhowling the most vociferous 
Pop who predicted general ruin in those historic days. 

So voluble and clamorous are they in prophesying evil things 
that a suspicion lurks about their utterances that “the wish is 
father to the thought that they will be disappointed if this 
disaster does not come, and are perfectly willing that the coun- 
try should be plunged into the misery they describe if by 
reason thereof their political prospects will be improved and 
the cohorts of special privileges again returned to power. 

It is freely conceded that panics are largely the result of 
conditions of the public mind. The strongest financial insti- 
tution may be wrecked in a day by a distrustful condition 
brought about by the malevolence or thoughtlessness of a few | 
who circulate rumors calculated to disturb. If disaster follows 
the passage of this bill, this now brood of “ calamity howlers” 
can give themselves credit for having done their part to pre- 
cipitate the same, 

is the established method used by all oppressors of the 


people in the history of the world. These prophecies of dire 
disaster were freely used in the last campaign. But for once | 
they failed to deceive. The only hope now is to bring on these 
disasters by the various methods so well known, in order that 
these prophets of ill may point back to their preelection pre- 
dictions and claim that they have been fulfilled. 

FAIR TRIAL REQUIRED, 


Every new law requires the requisite time for the proper 
working out of its provisions. Immediate beneficial results 
can not be expected in the very nature of things. Time is 
necessary for the readjustment of business conditions to any 
new state of affairs. 


The people won a signal victory over special privilege last 
fall. The pending bill crystallizes that victory into law. The 
friends of special privilege, who oppose this law, regard the 
public as fickle and hope to discredit the law before it is given 

fair trial and an opportunity to prove its real worth. If 
he public reverses its verdict before that fair trial is had, the 


ands on the dial of reform will be turned back. All that the 
le have gained will be lost and the next victory in their 
lf will be more difficult to secure and will be very long 
dk ved 
EFFECTS OF HIGH-TARIFF POLICY. 

Under the operations of a high-protective schedule competi- 
tion has been destroyed, individual opportunity lost, society 
stra <1 into sses, and financial power aggregated in a few 
hands. The prosperity we h: ive apparently enjoyed has been a 





prosperity limited to the privileged few, but has not been gen- 
erally diffused among the whole people. 
Renorts of strikes, lockouts, and labor troubles in_the great 


industries of the land meet the eye on every page of the daily 


press. The terrible conditions in the sweatshops and tenement 
districts of our large cities alternate with stories of child labor 


vation wages paid employees in the mills, as the investi- 





poanene nS 


| ceded them, will produce a ns 
| a view to prejudice 


| been tuned upon what has 
| of that year. I 


| rison high-protective tariff panie of 1891 
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gation of the strike in the woolen mills of Lawre co 
conclusively shows. : 
In a recent article published 
American Federat 
Says: 

From public 


in the current 


' number 
ionist the great labor 


le der, John 
and private institutions of ee 
warning that the means at hand are insufficie reliey 
distress ; the bread line proclaims that something is radi 
Trades-unions have given out millions of doliars to buy hre 
of their number who can find no work to do. And all this ¢ 
which able-bodied me tnxious and willing to work, are bos 
streets and highways in idleness, hundreds of thousands of 
are pouring in upon us. rn 


to call attention to t] 


comes t] 
to 


I quote this stateme nt 
a high-protective tariff *h conditions exist I 
other re and that is > base a proph« lecy 
and for time after the passage of this bill. th 
tions, in a measure, are likely to itinne to e: 
require time to remove them. Put from the mo 
sage of this bill these very conditions, now exi 
present tariff law, will be charged by protection aq 
conditions arising as a result of the passage of the 
bill. Every strike, every labor trouble, every industr ( 
sion that shall occur after this bill becomes 
a direct result of the ye: 


qu 
there 


ison 
some 


Col 


a law, « 
rs of tariff legislation y 

~w chorus of protection | 
and confound the people 

THE “ CLEVELAN. PANIC” 

Is this prophecy unwarranted and wnsound? I 
history. I first assert that there has not been 2 prot: 
speech made in this country since the year 1893 ¢] 
been called the “ Clevel nd 
assert next that the so-called * 
was not a “ Cleveland panic” at all, but was t 
and 1892, 
projected into the Cleveland administration, beginning 

Yet, despite this fact, the charges have been 1 
Cleveland panic falsehood for nearly 20 years, | 
thundered from the public rostrum, printed in t) 
weekly press, and promulgated in every section of 1 
It has been echoed by political spellbinders, great and 
every campaign, and there is not a hamlet in t¢) 
breadth of the land where the street-corner prot 
driven to cover by his adversary in every 
has not sneeringly rejoined that “you want to 1 
Cleveland hard times of 1893.” 

Grover Cleveland was first inaugurated Presi 
Benjamin Harrison was inaugurated President 
Grover Cleveland was inaugurated the second 
Benjamin Uarrison’s administration was thus 
between Cleveland's first and second terms. 

It will be conceded that during Cleveland’s first 
tion the country enjoyed prosperity to a notewor' ‘ 
Business conditions were good, trade was active, 
employed, industrial troubles were substantially 
the public debt was reduced by nearly half a million, 
Cleveland retired, in 1889, there was turned over to 
son, his successor, a Treasury surplus aggregating tl 
dred millions This surplus furnished the political i 
campaign of 1888, and on every stump the question of 
was, “ What shall we do with the surplus now in fl 
ury?” And this was the situation of things when 
Harrison was inducted into office as Grover Cleve! 
cessor, in 1889. 


FALSEHOOD 


of 1893” 





j ] 
time 


a 


Mf, 


EFTECT OF THE M’KINLEY LAW. 

year 1889, when Mr. Harrison as» 
reins of power, business conditions took on a more som! 
In 1890, during Harrison’s second year, the Mciiui 
bill was passed, raising tariff rates all along the line. | 
passed by a high-tariff Congress, signed by the Pr 

due course of time, and enacted into a law. 

On October 9, 1890, the McKinley tariff law went into e 
One month and two days after, the New York Clearing 
Association voted its certificates to its allied banks, d i 
to be in dire distress, and six days later -, soston Cle : 
House did the same. On the same day the banking bh 
Barker Bros., of Philadelphia, failed for five millions. 
days later there was a run on the Citizens’ Saving Bank o! 
same city, and a receiver appointed for the North River " 
Five days later, the Union Rolling Stock Co., of Chicag 
signed for seven millions. Six days later, Jamison & Co., ¢ 
Philadelphia, failed for two millions; and on Dec “ember 6, the 
Oliver Iron & Steel Mills, of Pittsburgh, closed down, throw'ns 
2.000 workmen out of employment; and Myer & Co., of New 
Orleans, failed with liabilities of two millions. This 


But, from the 


) 
li 
i 

















—————— 


ord of the first year of the McKinley high-tariff law | 
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It is dificult to explain 








¢) re " . a . — : . . 
; 1 the second year of Mr. H irrison's administration. Said Senator Dolliver, Republican Senator from Towa, in dis- 
- vear 1891 opened up with continuing busivess disasters. | cussing the tariff in the Senate of the United States 
i 1 : . . 
on J ary 3, the Scottsdale Roliing Mills and the Charlotte how a panic which came in 1893 could have been e: iby a W 
' “ of Philadelphia, went to the wall. throwing out | Which was not enacted until the latter part of 1894 
; rkmen. On January 18, the American National Bank, Neither can it be well said that the fear of lower tariff duties 
as City. shut its doors, with linbilities of nearly three | caused these hard times, for the pani was at its height before 
~. On May 8, the Spring Garden National Bank and the | Mr. Cleveland was elected, and his elect d e fact 
Pe : ania Trust Co, closed their doors. Business failures, | that times were so bard that the people des land we ed 
d- incressed to 10,000 in 1890, the first year of the | a change, and they voted the Democ: it 
: .y Inw, incrensed to over 12,000 in 1891, and in the fall | the change of policies on the tariff question wh Mr. ¢ 
: nest before Cleveland was reelected for his second term, | land had advocated at all times. 
; vurred the bloody Homestead strike at Carnegie’s Mills, SOM i 
main » most awful chapter in our Nation's industrial acs ; ; 
\ rete Ce ae : | Going one step further in this t, the } ’ t 
l ) : legislation conclusively proves that » 7 
nee here to advert that all this occurred under the oper- : Pa, J od 
; ee Mere te Bo ; ,| have not occurred in low-tariff times: but, on tl . 
of the high-tariff Meliniey w and close upon the heels = 7 
: fn : ; sii every panic through which the co Ss | “ll 
te enactment, and I pause further to muse for a moment “ue a adh : ; ; ae ’ 
( 3 ; ; es : > geper under high-tariff administrations a: u or ft { operation 
what a mighty volume of clamorous sound would arise es ; s 
8 _—_ : 7 : s ; oe ee of high-tariff laws. 
4 the cohorts of protection if the Underwood bill should | a re * — i a a ; 
, a : . aaa 4 5 eo 7 ns rhe great panic of 1869, which gave “ Bla Frid t ur 
fo conditions at any time after its passa ge one-hundredth 3 ‘ 
ii et ae * Se . i 1, | history, occurred under the adminis tion of Pre le Gi 
. s disastrous as those which faced the MclWinley bill ; ; ’ 
| ee ee a : > : ; both Houses Republican and the war-tariff taxes in oy to 
12 months after its enactment. It is safe to say that |), ee 
¥ = 1 of ‘ 1 .t > ‘e * i their full extent 
sho ennset chorus of the wild jackasses on mid-Pacific isles Ty > f 1873 shad be the fail ' 
, : : ; @ panic o mark ry the | ( } 
we like the murmur of gentle breezes in compzxrison to it. : pau © > = ry s _ oo ; . 
y . : aad ; : , likewise occurred under the administration of Pr lent ¢ 
1892. following the general run on the banks of the coun- » Renublican Ges 1 hieh-t ft , 
. . i LepUbDIICHI ongres Nn ligh-tal vs 
‘ dv deseribed, gold began to disappear and go to ad pa — Se _ - as 
: oe van : ; The panic of 18938 occurred with Be! n H S 1s 
| nd the Nutional Treasury was soon drained of its P deol Re .s C ie oy, 
‘esiden f ‘ ublica ohgress, and the Mec! ( bb iui 
‘ of gold It was then charged and has never been suc + ; : m . ” “ ns! _ 5 , il 
, 1 force and effect. 
( y denied that this disappearance of gold was part and | ° TT ; — - ¢ 1907 ; 
e * . 1e€ noney wanic : (x ec } i ‘ 
‘ f a general conspiracy, framed and carried into effect |, %; _ — ro. iP : . t 
7 San 2 1 } te Pay } . Po in the saddle. a Republican Sennte d il ad 1 | Vv 
r interests in the land, to force the hands of Congress bill dol nem ; ad 
: , . b aoing siness every day at the » old | 
t | the purchasing clause of the Sherman law. — omora Mrtee-ag st 
; LAND’ NI as rhat a panic existed in 1907, I offt ( ra- 
CLEVPLAND S COND TE! . : . 
Dieta, wentiebtinns antine: O hone t © tions published in magazines du pray I g 
g were the —_ ae 1 oa = oes - — Hl _— 1 rates, in the campaign just past, placarded | t e 
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men can precipitate a panic at any time, bringing disaster and 
devastation on ninety-five millions of people. 

If disaster after the of this bill, who 
bring it about? The farmer, the laborer, the business, or 
fessional man will certainly not do it. If this less than a 
hundred men produce it, what will their object be? Will it 
not be to serve notice on the American people that the rule of 
special privilege must not be disturbed? 
notice that a disturbance of that rule is to invite this disaster? 
Will it not be a threat, a coercion, and an enslavement? 

If that is the condition that confronts us as a people and we 
abjectly surrender to this intimidation, is not our boasted lib- 
erty really destroyed, and do not the people become slaves and 
chattels to a moneyed oligarchy, despotic and exacting? 


will 


Combes passage 


THE WALKER TARIFF. 


Standing boldly out in contradistinction to the array 
panics which mark the Nation’s history in high-tariff times is 
the prosperity which fell 
low-tariff period following the enactment of the Walker law in 
1846. Especially appropriate is this comparison now, for the 
reason that the Underwood bill in its general provisions and 
average rates is in a measure a reenactment of the Walker 
tariff law. 

The average rates in the Walker law was about 24 per cent; 
the average rates in the pending bill are substantially the same. 
The Walker law was not framed with a view to protection, 
neither was the bill being considered now. The Walker law 
was a revenue act with protection incidental, and so is the 
Underwood law. The Walker law placed all schedules on a 
competitive basis, and the pending measure does the same. 

What, then, was the effect on the country of the Walker tariff 
law, enacted in 1846 and, except for a further reduction in 1857, 
remaining on the statute books until 1860 substantially un- 
changed? As testimony I ask leave to cite the statements of 
James G. Blaine, an authority whom no Republican and no 
protectionist will iikely question or dispute. In his Twenty 
Years in Congress, volume 1, page 196, he says: 

The tariff of 1846 was yielding abundant revenue and the 
of the country was in a flourishing condition at the time his 
tration 

Gen. Taylor’s— 
was Money 


business 
adminis- 


organized. became very abundant after the year 1849. 


Large enterprises were undertaken, speculation was prevalent, and for | 2 
| sented to the Democratic caucus, 


a considerable period the prosperity of the country was general and 
apparently genuine. The principles embodied in the tariff of 1846 
seemed for a time to be so entirely vindicated and approved that resist- 
ance to it ceased not only among the people, but among protective 
economists, and even among manufacturers to a large extent. So gen- 
eral was this acquiescence that in 1856 a protective tariff was not 
suggested or even hinted by any one of the three parties which pre- 
sented presidential candidates, 

On March 24, 1870, when a Member of the House, Senator 
Allison, Republican, of lowa, said: 


The tariff of 1846, although confessedly and professedly a tariff for 
revenue, was, so far as regards all the great interests of the country, 
as perfect as any we have ever had. 

The pending measure nearer approximates the Walker tariff 
law of 1846 than any tariff act that has been framed since the 
Civil War. It was the Walker law which Senator Allison de- 
scribed as being “as perfect as any we have ever had.” It was 
the Walker law which James G. Blaine said was so generally 
acquiesced in that 10 years after its passage no party even sug- 
gested a change. It was the Walker law which was in force 
from 1850 to 1860, which period, James A. Garfield said, was 
“one of peace and general prosperity.” Give the Underwood 
bill a decade of fair trial, such as the Walker law received, 
and the principles governing the same will be so generally recog- 
nized as equitable, fair, and just that they will become estab- 
lished as permanent principles in revenue legislation for all 
time to come. 

THE QUESTION OF RATES. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not contend that the pending tariff bill is 
a perfect measure in every respect. No perfect tariff bill has 
ever yet been framed by man and, in the very nature of things, 
perfection in tariff legislation can never be attained. 

I am free to confess that were the proposition left solely to 
me I would change the tariff rates in many of the schedules in 
this bill. I would lower some and increase others. I would 
put upon the free list many articles on which a duty has here 
been placed and I would place on the dutiable list many articles 
that are Mere free. 

But I would be signally fortunate indeed if, at the end of 
my labors, my efforts would not reflect very greatly the personal 
interest which I have in the industries of my own State, and, 
more fortunate still, if my completed bill, viewed from the stand- 
point of the Nation as a whole, was not a network of ine- 
qualities. 


pro- | 


Will it not be to serve 
| law, 
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like a benediction on all during the | 
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With more than 4,000 articles in the various schedy) 
bill no two citizens, however well informed, could 
the same rates in any given schedule. And no ljiyi 
exists to-day whose information is so extensive and 
he absolutely understands the trade conditions in 
4,000 articles in the schedules contained. 

If every Member of this House had prepared ana 
his own tariff measure and had sought its erystal}iy 
what a medley of divergent ideas would we have 
There would never have been an end to the debate anu 
cussions would have been interminable. The business ; 
of the country would have been thrown into ferment. j) 
depression would have ensued, not as a result of w 
being done with the tariff, but from the terrible une. 
arising from the fact that nothing was being done at 
next election would have found us still wrangling over i) 
of the schedules. 

If by chance, from all this chaos and confusion. a | 
finally been evolved, how would such an evolution hay 
brought about? It is evident that the result would have } 
compromise measure pure and simple. It would have bye. 
product of trades between representatives of sections and \ 
interests. It would not have been framed for the bene: 
whole people, and its inconsistencies would have been so « 
and monstrous that it would have been doomed to faily: 
its very birth. 


THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEBR. 


This bas all been obviated by the tireless efforts of the ) 
Ways and Means Committee of this House, who have «o 
the depths and breadths of every proposition involved 
multifarious schedules. For more than two years, nis 
day, they worked incessantly and arduously upon the pr 
of this bill. They employed experts, who have been ¢ 
evidence and compiling statistics during this entire pe 
two years. For an entire month the committee listened 
representations of manufacturers and those interested, 
all ample opportunity to be heard. They granted inf 
hearings to hundreds of others in various branches of ind 
After having gathered information from all availble s 
they occupied nearly three months in drafting the bill. 
it was drafted they published it to the world in ample tiny 
investigation before the special session was called. It w 
where every paragray! 
read and considered, the freest opportunity was given to 
cize or amend, and a divisional vote taken whenever de! 
And the pending bill is the result of that painstaking car 
consideration. 


BETTER THAN A TARIFF COMMISSION, 


No tariff commission, by whomsoever appointed, could 


done more. What better tariff commission could any reas 
individual desire? If President Taft two years ago had 
pointed a commission to revise the tariff, he could not 
found in the length and breadth of this land men better eq 
or better informed upon all the details of the question «a! 
than the men who comprised this Committee on Ways 
Means. 

They are, in the main, men who have made tariff duties a sinc 
for the last 10 or 20 years. They have helped frame former 
bills and know the effect of the same on the country at 
They are better experts than those usually so known, for | 
opinions and deductions are the result of study and obsery: 
along lines of practical effect rather than those of acacde! 
theory. What does any expert know which they could not 
out, for they had the authority and they called in experts 1 
every line? Listening to these experts, they applied to th . 
deductions the rule of fair dealing between man and man anc 
framed a bill not for special privilege but in the interests o! (Le 
great consuming masses of the Nation. 


PRINCIPLES, NOT PERCENTAGES, 


After all has been said, the dutiable rate fixed on this ar 
or that is not the real question that is involved in this les! 
tion. It is not in the rates or percentages or ad valoreis t 
the people are so much concerned, but they are concer! 
to the great underlying principle which governs and contr ! 
proposed legislation, and insist on their demands, registere' © 
the polls, that import duties, excessively high, should be down- 
wardly revised. : 

Both the Baltimore and Chicago progressive platforms \c 
clared for immediate revision downward. Both platforms 
nounced the Payne-Aldrich law as unjust. Both platforms ¢ 
clared for an income tax. 


if 


Out of the 15,000,000 votes east = 


the election the presidential candidate on the former plat 
polled over 6,000,000 votes, the candidate on the latter plat 
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well as the prod . It introduces iu every line of ttle patch of impoverished soil is the « : — 
netitive tariff b: s fair to one and fair to all. | has said, “ The countryman is s Bf } t 
i bonus where no equivalent is rendered in re gold brick iu his t me.’ If that I so. th 
It provides for honest competition and encourages the they ever accepted il rece d is the l 
t of industries along 1 best and most economical | that they have been protected in the oy. ol 
0 monopoly and pla dustry on so firm a] Listening to the remarks of gentlemen on the « 
nD itrolling its own home markets it is practical Yi the aisle. one would be led to be ve that tl ‘ 
itself so it can control the markets of the world, had fructified the soil, showered the rain, let 
NOT FREE TRADE anc produced the bounteous crops that grow 





6,000,000 farms. 





ihe matter of the levying of customs duties I am not nor 









a subscriber to the doctrine of free trade. I believe,| For one I do not believe that the prot » tarifi 
v Thomas Jefferson, that in certain exigencies tariff duties | sible for the bount “ous Crops or the market | 
be properly laid. I believe, with Jefferson, that it may be | | Was taught from infancy to believe that a = 
we foster industries in their genesis where necessary to im- | S€@t the sunshine and the rain, created and f , 
them temporary strength to withstand rivals in a foreign | 224 covered the fields with harvests of golden ¢1 dl 
am not yet ready to admit that the Lord bus turned 3 





job to the protective-tariff smiths of the iand 


I also believe, with Jefferson, that when those industries ’ ; : : 
I am mighty glad such a transfer has not been made, for if 


] attained their growth, when they are able. as substantially 


















f our great industries are to-day, to compete with foreign it had they in turn would have turned it over to th 3 
and undersell them at their own factory doors, that such | 22d trusts for their control, who would bave long ct 
tries should no longer be allowed to burden the people | Coruer on nature's beneScent gitts and made the ! : : 
\ taxation to make more profitable a trade which is able to | £0 every Tay of the golden sunshine they receive and for « y 
stand alone drop of the precious rain. 
| believe it is fundamentally wrong to compel the American PROTECTION TO THE FARMER A AM 
r to pny higher prices for American-made goods in order The farmers of the United States sell abro and feed the 
American manufacturer of these goods may sell his | world. Their exports girdle the globe. They mark« ein 5 
ts to the consumer in foreign lands cheaper than he sells lin the free-trade markets abroad and pu . ey b i 
e products to the consumer at home. |} protected markets at home Li r sur} 3g \ { I 
eve further, with Jefferson, that where it is evident that | poo!) and is placed in bins to compete, side by \ e 





n industries, by reason of natural or climatic limitations, | gtain raised by Russian serfs, Indian fellahs, and 


ver reach a point where they can thrive and flourish with- | farm labor of the world. There the price of th 
tive aid—in other words, where it is evident that such | is fixed by the world-wide free-trade law of supply an 







































; will require protection, persistent and perpetual, in The ticker at Liverpool! records the price they re to re 
it they may exist—I believe, to use Jefferson's own | the tickers at New York, Chicago, and St. Le 
quoted above, that “it is against right to make the other with added cost of transportati and tl 
br es of industry support them.” | bis surplus abroad fixes the price of his commodit t | ‘ 
would willingly support a tariff which is honestly laid for Every pretense of protection to him by ta cull 
rpose of maintaining a high standard in American wage, | delusion and a sham. It is the buil rofad to ke > 
want to be convinced that the profits created by that tariff | water from running uphill it is a pl ded civ ) 
y finds its way into the pockets of the laborer and is not | lul: the farmer to sleep, in order that in his d ( y be 
rease dividends upon watered stock. Coupled with | deceived into a belief that si benefit of MUnSs 
§ 1 tariff I would require a law which would compel indus- | his way, and thus render him iful of ef that he is 
thus protected to give to the men employed their just | fleeced on everything which he has to buy It i ( to 
of the profits thus obtained, | captivate him by the cry of a home merket, ea l 
But when I see industries wax lusty and strong under the | monopolists eat more than other men 
v ngs of a tariff system whose burdens are borne by all; | In return for a protection that does not mi 
wl I see their promoters grow powerfu! and rich beyond the | has been paying ta enha i prices 1 
al of avarice; when I find them forming gigantic combina- | On all his medicines, paints and oils, and the « e | 
tions of greed which destroy competition, blast opportunity, and | Schedule; on all the dishes. glassware, earthenware 
int k the commercial and industrial diversities of the | furniture, and kitchen utensils in his home 
I when I see, on the other hand, these same industries | agricultural implements, and hardware on h 
y to labor only what they are compelled to give, I have lumber, stone, plaster, brick, and nails that 
re ed the conclusion that either they must divide with labor | and barns; on the barbed wire in his fet 
which they have secured under the pretense that it is ob | clothes, shoes, and gloves he and his family wear 
{ d for that purpose alone, or else that this sort of so-called barrels, boxes, and cabinets n the plae ‘ | 
pre ion shall cease and the people be relieved of burdens | molasses he consumes; on the binder twine tl 
V 1 they unrighteously bear. Being convinced that the for- | on the books he reads; on the harness 
mer is not likely soon to come to pass, I am ready to act upon learts and wsgons the horses draw on Ut! 
{ tter alternative. | sleeps: on the coffin that enshrouds his 
the ery of free trade has always been raised to prevent icall and the tombstone which 1 3 his last 
| ’ 





reductions in tariff taxation. It has been the slogan of pro- | on all these and thousands of les more the 








t ve privilege in every campaign. It is used to cast oppro- | tariff toll and receives naught | 
I } On worthy measures offered in the people’s behalf. It is| Neither does the cry of C n wheat 
led to befog and deceive. | tion for this deception. ¢ lian wi t our 
\ measure such as this, which levies average duties of 24 per | find its markets abroad, and its » is likew 
cent, is a long way from free trade. It places articles on the | foreign ports by the same world-wide law of 
free list, as has every other tariff bill, high or low, that has been | mand. If local prices at certain Canadian poi 
} . 





offered or enacted in the Nation’s history. The McKinley bil! | lower than our own, the variance is but 5] 
d its free list and practically provided for sugar free, but no | time, and is caused by greater transportation 
one would have the hardihood to claim that the McKinley bill, | deducted from the world price in the end 

son thereof, provided for free trade. Likewise the farmer receives no efit fr 
The issue raised by this bill is not one of protection and free | meats, for the packer absorbs it all. Meats ar l by a 
trade. The real issue is between the Payne law and the Under- | trust. which regulates its price day by day and th 
wood measure, between excessive protection and competitive | helpless in its hands. It arbitrarily fixes this price at i vn 
rates, between the perpetuation of the present competition- | sweet will, and sells its beef chenper i! I > than dow 
destroying policy of exaggerated duties on the one hand, and on | home. It is reaching out to control the meat 
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ha at . . lat 5 : {fc r 
the other a fair and just revision of the tariff schedules in the ‘ world, and tariffs on meats are ine! ive to regu! 
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A greater fallacy was never framed than the claim that the 
present high prices of the products of the farm are due to the 
tariff A greater untruth was never circulated than the one 
that the low prices of farm products in Cleveland’s second 
adininistration was a result of the tariff bill in operation at that 
time. The prices of agricultural products and the rates of tariff 
duties on the same are no more related than are the peaks of 
the Rocky Mountains to the ebb and flow of the ocean tide. 

High agricultural prices exist to-day, not by reason of the 
protective tariff levied on the same at our ports of entry, but 
they exist in spite of and in the very teeth of this alleged pro- 
tection. Present high agricultural prices exist by reason of 
decreased production and increased population—decrease in the 
supply and increase in the demand. Statistics show that in the 
last 10 years corn has decreased in production over 20 per cent, 
wheat 15 per cent, and the production of other cereals, as well 
as cattle and have suffered a corresponding reduction. 
The law of supply and demand is king in the realm of agricul- 
ture, and all other aspirants to the throne are pretenders and 
charlatans. 


hogs, 


RELIEF TO THE FARMERS. 

The pending measure is the first tariff bill to give substantial 
relief to the farmer since the days of the Civil War. He is 
accorded special relief in the provisions of this bill. He gets 
the benefit of a radical reduction in every schedule in the law. 
He is given a reduction of the tariff rates on everything he’ has 
to buy. Among hundreds of other articles he gets the benefit 
of the placing absolutely on the free list of the following com- 
modities, which he uses every day: Lumber, plows, harrows, 
harvesters, reapers, mowers, cultivators, thrashing machines, 
agricultural implements, harness, saddles, trace chains, binding 
twine, nails, barbed wire, needles, fertilizers, sewing machines, 
salt, boots and shoes, coffee, coal, and sugar after three years. 


ile gets freer drugs and chemicals, paints, cutlery, tinware, | ee : A 
5 = I ; | the Nation, and the sentiment for it was so strong t! 


dishes, furniture, hats, clothes, shirts, collars, hose, underwear, 


gloves, bedspreads, blankets, cotton and woolen goods of every | 


kind, glass and glassware, hardware, books and stationery, and 
so on through the various schedules. This is a protection that 
protects, for it relieves him of tariff taxes that he has been 
paying for many years. 

THE LABORER AND THE TARIFF. 

Unfounded as is the claim that the tariff has been protecting 
the farmer, equally erroneous is the claim that the laborer is 
the chief beneficiary of the present tariff laws. This fallacy is 
based upon the theory that the protective tariff enables the em- 
ployer to make larger profits and in turn enables him to pay 
higher wages to the laborers in his employ. 

In theory this might seem plausible, but in practice it fails 
to work out. In practice the employer takes full advantage of 
the tariff, makes all the profits possible, and then goes out into 
the labor markets of the world and secures his labor as cheaply 
as he can. There is no protective tariff on labor, for it comes 
into our ports of entry absolutely free. 

Adam Smith long ago laid down the rule that where there 
were two laborers to draw from and only one job labor would 
be cheap, but where there were two jobs and only a single 
laborer labor would be dear. The tariff has no more to do with 
labor than it has with the phases of the moon, It is governed 
absolutely by the law of supply and demand. 

The very class of people who show such anxiety to protect 
American labor by keeping down competition in the articles 
they manufacture and sell are often the ones who not only buy 
labor as cheaply as they can but fiercely oppose any combina- 
tion of workmen to keep up a standard wage. 

if the American wage is now at a standard above that of 
employees across the sea, it is not due to a protective tariff, 
which assists the employer in the profits he makes in the 
industry he controls, but it is due to the fact that labor has 
organized itself into unions of strength and power and by the 
force of their combined might has compelled the employer to 
pay a living wage. 

The protective tariff has not upheld the standard of wage. 
The labor union has upheld it, and the tariff has taken from 
the laborer a large portion of what he receives in wage by 
compelling him to pay enhanced prices for everything he has 
to buy. 

If an effort had been made 16 years ago to reduce the wages 
of every laboring man 50 per cent, it would have worked noth- 
ing short of a revolution. But admitting that the standard of 
wage was not so reduced, still the fact remains that, by the 
increase of prices of the articles that the laborer has to buy 
by at least twofold in the last 16 years, his wages in effect have 
been cut in two. 
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It is a notorious fact that wages in protected industri, 
generally lower than in those unprotected and that whi), 
unprotected laborer outnumbers the pro‘ected by a rat 
4 to 1, there has occurred in those protected industries 
strikes, more lockouts, and more labor troubles than in » 
other industries of the land. 

The pending tariff bill protects the laborer in every {ya 
of whatever kind, because it protects the wage which he 
by preventing tariff-enhanced prices on what he has to ) 
It gives him relief from the high cost of the necessaries o¢ 
and protects him in the possession of all that he has rightf 
earned. 
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THE INCOME TAX, 

But perhaps the most satisfactory provision of this 
bill is the levying of a direct tax, to support the Govern; 
upon the incomes of those who receive the greater prot: 
of its laws by reason of their greater possessions. 

The revenue received from our tariffs is a revenue de; 
from consumption. It is ofttimes really a tax upon pover'y ; 
privation. It is the heaviest on those whose consumpt io 
the largest in proportion to their means. It passes over )) 
erty, over accumulated wealth, over what a man has gat); 
and put behind him, but throws its greatest burdens upon 
who are battling against hunger, cold, and disease for 
necessities and decencies of life. The tax upon incon, 


| levied according to ability to pay and upon a man’s weal'|, ; 


his accumulations. 

The tax is now in force and effect in 52 foreign nation 
States, and has never yet been repealed when given a fair | 
It is the outgrowth of centuries of experiments in tix 
throughout the world, and has been proven to be most equit 
the most elastic, and the most satisfactory. 

It has been demanded by the people, its enactment w 
clared for in the platforms of two great political part 


people overturned a decision of the Supreme Court by w: 
into the Constitution a provision making it possible—the [first 
constitutional amendment the country had adopted in a 
of 40 years. 

CONCLUSION. 

In pressing the passage of this bill the Democratic Par 
again carrying out its pledges to the people. No membe 
this House who stood upon the Democratic platform |: 
ean fail to support it without being recreant to his trus 
false to the obligations which his nomination and electi 
volved upon him. 

Gentlemen on the other side tell us that in supporting 
measure we are digging our own political graves. I do 
know what others may think about it, but as for me, [ pro) 
to stand by the pledges I made to the people and I propore t 
obey their instructions as registered at the polls. 

If the people are as fickle as gentlemen on the other sid 
seem to believe them to be, if they will refuse vindication of 
those who have faithfully fulfilled their stewardship, then w 
and good. But I would rather a thousand times face defe:t a! 
the polls, conscious that I have kept faith with the people : 
performed my duty, than be returned to this Congress a s 
of times knowing that such return was the price of betray: 

The Democratic Party has already achieved many 
mighty reforms for the people. It has given them the rig! 
vote direct for those who represent their States in the | 
States Senate. It has changed the Constitution of the la: 
that it is now possible to compel wealth to bear its propo! 
of national expense by the levying of a tax on incomes. Ii 
given the old soldier, who fought for the flag, the most |i) 
pension law in our history. It has enacted a score or mo! 
laws in the interests of labor. Now it proposes to free 
people from the burdens of an iniquitous system of war tax 
and to unloose the bonds which have fettered competition ©! 
give the individual an opportunity in the great commercii! : 
industrial contests of the Nation. . 

The Democratic Party stands in this fight where it has 
always stood, championing the rights of the people. It stan: 
for duty as against the dollar, for manhood as against money, 
for human liberty as against inhuman greed, for that individua 
opportunity which has built up our institutions, dignified then 
with achievements, ennobled them with triumphs, and cols 
crated them in the fires of heroic devotion. 

It stands for a prosperity that will come to the many and 1 
the few—a prosperity that will come to the laborer, the art's! 
and the wage earner—a prosperity that will come to th we 
dust-covered thousands whose sun-browned hands have never 
touched a polluted dollar and who labor in the field from e:! ‘Y 


at morn to late at eve—a prosperity that will cause the proudest 
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—— 





of American citizenship to come not from the pampered 

wealth but from those hardy freeman who, returning 
‘ho evening sun from places of honored toil, find in th: 
ve yine aud blossoming rose the fragrance of happy homes. 
a where Jefferson stood at the day dawn of the 
Na where Jackson stood in his fight against corporate 
where the good and true have ever stood in every crisis 
Nation’s history, and there by the grace of God it will 
until the foes of liberty have been everlastingly 


stands 


stand 
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from the field, the grasp of greed has been removed from | 


and the principles which it has taught for over 
i years shall become the principles which shall guide 
ern the Nation as long as it shall endure. 
SDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield to the 
man from Illinois [Mr. RatNery]. 
‘ir, RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to present for 
in the Recorp a memorial address delivered by the 
of MonticeHo, the Hon. Jerrerson M. Levy, of New York, 
isth day of the present month, in memory of Thomas 
that being the 
birth. 
i are the rem 


"44 


\ { 


¢ arks of Mr. Levy referred to: 
y friends, ladies and gentlemen: The inspiration of this 
patriotism. It not to mourn dead clay, but to crown 
during memory and the advent of a mighty man that the 
e of a grateful country pause and in person and in spirit 
their floral tributes to this historic spot on “ mountain 
between the forest trees,” the home in life, the resting place 
death, of the beloved nation builder, Thomas Jefferson. 


wil 
Follow! 


is 


‘To you, my friends and fellow citizens, I express upon 
easion the cordial welcome which at all times has been 


extended to the American people desirous of visiting the home 
. author of the Declaration of Independence, and I assure 


ot ul 
of my appreciation of this privilege which you have ac- 
eorded me to unite with you in these ceremonial observances of 
s natal day. 
‘It is in keeping with the scope of his private and public life 
t there should be entwined the offerings of the great and 
small. Here side by side now rest the votive garlands from 


the Chief Executive and from the humble citizens. Now parti 
ship plays no halting part, but all unite with common mind 
their tribute to the memory of this great American. 

that your pilgrimage and your purpose bring you to t 
door of Monticello is most fitting. In other places Jeffer- 

was the statesman and the diplomat, in other walks he was 
President, the ambassador, and preserver of the Nation, 
here on this spot which he loved so well and whose very 
rhythm to his ear he was also the plain American 


he 


rang 
rang 


The atmosphere which here surrounded him was that of 


home; such were its pleasures, such its relaxation when he 
ight relief from the exactions of his public life. Here he 
spensed his generous hospitality. The maintenance of that 


same atmosphere of home has been, in a sense, the life work 
for score years of the succeeding generations of my 
f y, so that now, interwoven with my interest in Monticello, 
are the events of these weighted years during which we have 
\ 1 Zea 


four 
Ula 


lous care united again these acres and gathered from 
two continents the scattered and priceless relics of his bygone 


days and preserved them for your devotion as you see them 
to-day. 
it is not the mere possession which gives pleasure, but a 
ssion mingled with long personal association from which 


’ 
‘ 


s the opportunity for expression of a deep and abiding 
reverence for the life work of Thomas Jefferson which makes 
Iny stewardship of this property so dear to me and which 
has caused me and mine to lavish means and time upon his 
home. Our eyes did not droop in sleepy forgetfulness nor our 
Ss crow laggard on the way during all these years when 
those who have now exhibited their newly awakened interest 
Monticello long slumbered in indifference or inattention 
‘Generations of my family have consecrated time and money 
to ] Will not now the great 


ST¢ 


its restoration and preservation. 
erican people see and understand that this stewardship has 
become a part of the heart and life of the present owner? 

“ Will a man fix a price upon wife or child? To repeat my 
tterance of a former day, “I can not commercialize the senti- 
nent of years by putting a price upon this noble property.” 
“My friends and fellow citizens, I appeal to you, has there 
' recreancy to the trust which this ownership imposes? Is 
cre an untrimmed blade of grass or straying briar which 
‘ escaped the eye and which your scrutiny suggests should 
ad te greater vigilance? 


al 


one hundred and seventy-first anniver- | 


069 


Would not Jeffer 


It speaks to-day of home and hospitality. 





son himself have had it so? In every nook and cranny, in every 
leaf and flower, in spring and running brook it tells of Thomas 
Jefferson the living. 

“Here has been maintained the open door: here have come 
in recent years Cleveland, Blaine, Reed, Ho Bryan, and Hill, 
with uncoutted others, and caught the spirit. It has been pre 
served not as the house, the far but as the home of Thomas 

| Jefferson. 

“What man listening to the echo of his own f Ste] s he 
tramps upon the bared floor of Mount Vernon or Ai is 
not conscious of the lack? It is with some hesitancy tl 

} upon this occasion I intrude upon the great-hearted b 
Ainerican people an admission of the pain which IT hay 
caused by much misinformation, covertly framed mend ; 
and untrue statements, which by letter from the platform and 
in the publie print have been circulated concerning my ow 
ship and care of Monticello. : 

‘I can not enter the arena of publie disput l 
inyself in a ceaseless controversy by even justifi e denints, for 
these statements made against me are as unsubs 
mist, as variable as the flight of butterflies Ss by 
the shadows, and as recurrent and persistent as the tides 

“Lest there be a misunderstanding, how r, let me 
eral terms express myself. During my ownership of 1 0 
years Monticello has never been and is not now for sil | 
have never directly or indirectly placed a value or fixed a 
upon it nor entered into negotiations of any kind looki: to 
that end. Until the time shall come when men w » lonee 
follow in the footsteps of Thomas Jefferson, when the ri ht of 
men to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness s! be ruth 
lessly swept away, when women and children s ' 
apart and man despoiled of his most cherished posse | 
continue my stewardship of Monticello, preservi t 
the care and lavishment of former years, app 
people of the United States to weigh my ownership and ste ! 
ship and compare Monticello of to-day with Mount V« 
home of Washington. 

“It has been intimated that I have connived at off 
to purchase or acquire this property; that even a tel 
me by the great governor of this State was 
knowledge, if not of my procurement. ‘To thi i 
statements I enter an unqnalified denial. and 
my unbending purpose is to give during the re 
life, with utmost faithfulness, my best endeavors to the 
Monticello. 

‘View these broad fields, the house upon the 
filled with the treasures connected with his name: be 
shrine itself, the grave of Jefferson, and t th . 
people that these have been preserved and kept not for hy 
or sordid purposes but by an unceasing flow of ' 
a heart filled with love for Thomas Jefferso 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the itlemiuin 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

WESTERN MASSACHI rrs AND TH 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, it might seem pr 
tuous for a Member at the beginning of his term of sei ) 
enter into discussion of the general principles of a qi 
which has been the study of the best minds of men in and 
of Congress since the beginning of our Nation and on whicl ( 
political economy of our country has from the earliest day 
been based. I therefore will not occupy the t ( ht 
accorded me to consider the bill in its broad featu ( 
upon the underlying principles separating prote my 1 ‘ 
only. or free trade, or the merits or demerits of the bill y 
before us, known as the Underwood bill, or what will. pe > 
be better known in the future as the bill pre ed by Mr 
UNDERWOOD against some of his own best be unde the 
dictation of President Wilson. 

I feel, however, sufficiently conversant with the varied ind 
tries of the section of Massachusetts I have the honor to re 
sent to call to the attention of this House cert 1 salient 
regarding the effect the adoption of the so-called Under l 


bill will, in my opinion, have upon western Massach tt I 
not for me to single out a mal f 
that section as against the country whole, but I do 

tain that, as typical of conditions there, results w ( © 
to us and to other sections. 


is in selfish ner 


as a 


TARIFF BELIEFS AND PROGR 
During the campaign of last year [I made « ‘ 
acquaint the people of my district with my) 
of the tariff, and am prepared to repent ef what | 


said: First, I believe in a nonpartisan tal 








ze to scientifically 
under the aut! 
in the perfection of rates fair alike to pro- 
if 1 other renson were to be given 
I should be recorded in opposition 
fact that this bill absolutely 
method of tariff making. It 
I listened to the able address of one 
the Progressi Member from 
he voiced view. 
unless he intended to conf 
ninission the power of | rates with 
ctiment I could lify as a Progressi 
ariff definition; or, better, I should hope that 
soon be willing to again fy 
The two minorities to which 
accord on the most vital 


study the great problem of 


lO 


HINEBAUGH ], 
uld say now that 


rues, ve 


wherein this same 
ut congres- 
under his 
he and his eol- 
under our title 
he referred 
question before 


Ihe ing 


qua ve 
f es might 

of Republican. 
practically in 

people, namely, the tariff. 

May I be allowed to add that various other great problems, 
which he probably had in mind when he referred to “ 
industrial tions affecting the vital interests of the people,” 
and which I should define 2s bexlthful conditions for working 
men and women—factory inspection, child labor, and other mat- 
ters of public welfare which our Progressive friends are assum- 
ing to be their own cause—are to-day under suitable laws in the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent in this body, 
absolutely through the wise judgment of Republican legislators? 
An of the Progressive Party platform adopted 
Chicago shows 56 propositions, of which 19 are purely State 


qua 


ques 


“pt 
Hnaiysis 


vestions, 19 purely national questions, and 18 questions suscep- | 


tible of either State or National legislation, or both. Of the 37 
within the scope of State legislative activity, 21 have already 
been satisfactorily enacted in Massachusetts. 
likely 


to be accomplished speedily. 


[Applause. ] 


A second statement which I freely made in the first congres- | 


sional district of Massachusetts was a 


belief i 

certain schedules of the I e-Aldrich law. 
Both of beliefs have been corroborated by my Repub- 

lican colleagues in unanimous agreement to offer an amendment 


n reductions in 


"Ay! 


Lhese 


to the pending bill calling for a tariff commission and a further | 


vote by a very large majority favorable to the submission of an 

amendment, based on the findings of the Tariff Board, which 
would reduce many items in Schedule K. 

A DISTRICT OF DIVERSIFIED INTERESTS. 

Possibly 

diversified 

Bless 


slopes, a 


no Member of this body represents a district more 
its interests than the first district of Massachu- 
ed by nature with beautiful hills, adorned by 
fertile soil capable of a high degree of cultiva- 
s delighting the hearts of the followers of 
rivers be harnessed for m use, 
up within limits a community alike depend- 
ation of the soil and upon employment in the 
nd other mannfacturing estublishments. There is 
an almos division between the simple hamlets of the coun- 
try and the population of busy, bustling cities. 
therefore interested in schedules affecting the producer 
farmer. the manufacturer, and the laborer. We have 
acres in farms; we have great mills manufacturing the highest 
grides of paper, cotton mills, woolen mills, silk mills, 
tories, foundries, and machine shops—and it is to these lines in 
particular IT wish to call the attention of the committee. 
Let me further say that these varied industries are in no way 
described by the brilliant leader of the majority when in his 
ing speech he refers to some industries as being maintained 
‘worn-out, ineffective, and decadent machinery.” The in- 
lustries of Massachusetts are, to use an expression of the day, 
to the minute.” and we ask no sympathy or assistance for 
their support, in that they are in any way behind the times in 
equipment or decadent in machinery. 


in 
setts 

wo ded 
tion, mountatn strean 
Walton 
t} 


ent 


flowing to in’s 
ere has grown its 


e ecultiy 


great textile 


n th 


t evel 


or 


ope 


witb 


‘nm 


TITE COTTON INDUSTRY OF WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS, 


The cotton industry of western Massachusetts embraces up 


to this time the highest products of that art, being favored by | 


climate, pure water from the mountain streams, nearness to 
markets, and the skill of the pioneer manufacturers and their 
successors of the present day. It includes not only the making 
and weaving of the finer grades of cotton cloth for wearing ap- 
parel, 
and other forms of finishing to give distinctive character -to 
the fabrics after they have left the looms. In addition, there 
have grown up certain specialized lines of manufacture, such 
as guilts and spreads of fancy figured patterns. 

To maintain the higher standard of American living, the cot- 
ton industry has had to pay a considerably increased wage over 


social and | 


at 


The district is | 
broad | 


shoe fac- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7 


ignores | 
was with | 





but a great number of processes of printing and dyeing | 


| wages in the countries which would naturally be ite 
rity of Congress, to advise | 


| haps 10 per cent of the whole, the value of the ce 
are | 
our | 


Eleven of the re- of 


maining 16 are already in process of accomplishment there or | 


| erence to a contract which they attempted to s¢ 


| manufacture. 


APRIL 


ee 


abroad. I am reliably informed that the English raj 
is practically 60 per cent of those in Massachuset} 
and Germany, 50 per cent; and Italy, 83 per cent of 
When we come to the skilled trades in the print wor! 
proportion is even greater and immensely to the 
the men in those trades on this side of the water. 

The opinion of observers, whose views 


are 


hot 


| political bias or anything but understanding and exyy 
| the facts, is to the effect that the rates reported 
er upon the | 


not protective of the lower grades of cotton good: 


| they apply to the finer lines of cot.on goods the pre 


are even less so. In the coarse grades the labor « 


to the total value of the finished product, is a 
greater, but in the fine goods the part represented | 
50 per cent and more, even to 79 per cent of the. may 
product. With insufficient duties our markets will cer; 
flooded with goods of higher grade. In that eve 
facturers, if they are to keep their mills runni: 
pelled to resort to the coarser fabrics, where they ean 
and on which the prices paid labor are naturally less 
those fine weaves in which greater skill is required of 
tives. The Underwood bill, instead of promoting the 
ment of the finer arts in this country, thrusts our 
back to a lower level, and will cause our mills to tum 
higher to the lower grades of manufacture, in which 
of wages are less and with a resulting loss alike to 
the operative, and the community. 

The people engaged in the cotton business in wester 
chusetts are in no sense any part of trusts. combi) 
political organizations. They are interested in the « 
their business for their own sake, for a proper 
the money invested, and for the sake of the thou 
employees and their families dependent on them. [A)) 
the Republican side. ] 

I am informed, and I think correctly, that in no 
ness is the element of efficiency so largely developed 
cotton-manufacturing industry, for the reason that the | 
is highly competitive; for instance, the largest com 
cotton manufacturing is said to cover not more 
cent of the total value invested in the industry. 

AN INJUSTICE TO HOME PRODUCTION. 

The Democratic leader said in his opening addres 
Underwood bill is for revenue only, with emphasis 
He also said that the committee had played no fa\ 
wish to call attention to one item wherein both of t! 
ments are refuted at one time. In the Panama C 
last year a Clause was inserted whereby free entry i 
for shipbuilding material and equipment. On page ° 
graph J, subsection 5, of House bill 3821, we find 


vuoel, 


i 
V 


| of this same clause in the words: 


That all materials of foreign production which may be 1 
the construction of vessels built in the United States for f 
and ownership, or for the purpose of being employed in 
domestic trade, and all such materials necessary for t 
their machinery, and all articles necessary for their out 
ment may be imported in bond * * * and no duties 
thereon. 

I therefore affirm that this bill does play as fay 
foreign manufacturer desiring to equip any vessel in th 
States, whether for foreign or domestic purposes, cid 
is absolutely no revenue derived therefrom. 
Republican side.] 

I know of a specific illustration of the working « 
principle in the case of some constituents of wine 


a | 
pi 


‘ure 
equipment of the Hudson River steamers with quilts 
They were advised that their bid was !o 
seemed that they would secure the contract for this | 
of quilts, when their agents were notified thar the 
would be placed for foreign-made quilts, as it was fi 
such quilts would be admitted to the country free 
under the Panama Canal act. While this ivjustice 
manufacturers first appeared under the Panama act, the ! 


| of this tariff bill seem to have especially delighted in 


the clause, using the word “ domestic,” so that any bo 
ever it is to be used, whether on lake or inland rivers, p! 
unable to reach salt water, can be equipped througho' 
foreign-made goods, paying no revenue to our Treasury 
tection to our industries. I submit for one that if I w: 
ing about not playing favorites, I would at least deal 
with home productions. 
THE WOOLEN. INDUSTRY IN WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS. 
In the other branches of textiles, woolen, and silk, also | 
represented in the industrial life of western Massachusetts 








1913. 


a 





pill is equally severe on the home product. The woolen indus- 
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try is on a competitive basis, there being in our part of the | 


ntry a series of individual mills under independent owner- 
‘4 . . . 
Here again the American workingman has the advantage 
prother abroad in the matter of wages, the excess of earn- 


‘ . , the United States over Great Britain ranging, according 
reports of the Tariff Board, from 70 to 180 per cent more 

the various operations of the mill. The other costs in this 
try are proportionally greater, so that the total cost of con- 
ve sion fronr yarn to the finished cloth in nearly every instance 


investigated by the Tariff Board (p. 691, 'Tariff Board’s report 
on 
chief foreign competitor. she 
woolen and worsted cloths proposed by the Underwood bill is 
secordingly far from putting our manufacturers on a basis of 
‘ lity with their competitors, which we have been given to 
| It puts 


equ 7 : ° 

derstand was the intent of the framers of this bill. 
them in fact at a tremendous disadvantage. 

One of the letters I have received on this subject says: 

The President, whose education has been along theoretical lines and 

; probably never earned a dollar in his life through competitive 

says the bill will sharpen the wits of American manufacturers 

that they may compete with the foreigners. Let me say in reply to 

this that, given the same labor costs, we ask no favors of any country 

earth: but with our high plane of wages in this country it becomes 

ifl for us to do one of three things in order to compete with for- 

/ rs who pay less. We must either raise the wages of the operatives 

eign mills, which I think will be conceded an impossibility, or we 


Schedule K) is at least twice as great as in England, our | 
The 35 per cent rate on the finished | 





- 


od 


in which it gives me pleasure to say we appear to have the lead 
at present on the rest of the ws rid, as there is some export tra le 
| in them on account of their being so much better in principle 
and doing so much better work that they are sold at higher prices 
| in Europe than the same kind of tools made in the countries 
abroad. In some other lines of machinery, however, such as 
the paper-making machinery for paper mills. there is keen eom- 
petition with German, English, and French manufacturers on 
foreign business and in Canada, as the foreign prices are far 
below those which are received for the machines made in this 
|; country, and where it is only a question of price I am int ed 
; that our manufacturers lose every time. The sles wh they 
make are based on the quality of their machines. W e 
lowering of the duty from 45 to 25 per cent, there will ce y 
be strong competition from abroad. 

Two factories in my district manufacture Fourdrinier w s 
which are extensively used in paper mills. Only yesterday 1 
was waited upon by several representatives of this industry 
objecting to the basket clause in Schedule € of the Underwood 
bill, whereby their line of manufacture is reduced from 45 to 25 
per cent. Let me remind our friends on the other side of the 


reduce the wages of our own labor by one-half, equally impossible | 


¢ we wish to see them maintain the American standard of living, or we 
st place an artificial governmental barrier to protect the wages of our 
neople. I should be glad if the President would suggest which 
ese methods he would recommend in order to place ourselves upon 

a competitive basis. 


ing 


THE SILK INDUSTRY IN WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS. 


In the silk industry our supremacy has been due so far, I 

ierstand, to the superior style and attractiveness of the silk 
coods which we make in this country; but we must realize that 
with the awakening in the Far East we will be approaching ¢ 
condition shortly of strenuous competition with the intelligence 
of the Chinese and Japanese. All the raw silk comes from those 
countries, and with their raw material at hand the process of 
converting it into the finished product for the rest of the civ- 
lized world is taking on surprising life and vigor. They are 
using power looms and machinery equal to our own, although 
their highest average wages are 15 cents a day to a worker and 
the Massachusetts average is more than ten times that. They 
mav not be as effective now as the silk-mill operatives in this 
cout try, but it appears to be only a question of time when they 
will equal us. The 50 per cent rate is conceded to be a fair rate 
to American manufacturers against. competition with the Euro- 
nean centers of silk production, but their greatest future compe- 
tition, especially with the removal of specific duties and the 
retaining only of an uncertain ad valorem with the liability of 
undervaluations, will come from Japan. 

PAPER MANUFACTURING, 

The rates in the bill for fine writing papers are not protective, 
as the wages in this country are more than twice those which 
prevail abroad. There is also the objectionable feature of ad 
valorem duties being substituted for the former specific duties, 
which are open to the defect of admitting foreign papers by 
clever and unscrupulous undervaluations, there being no prac- 
ticable way to standardize paper. Men of judgment in the 
business state that it is impossible for any man, however expert, 
to tell from examination of a piece of paper the value of the 
paper without knowing what peculiar processes it has had to 
go through, and that if the same sample were to be submitted 
to three different paper manufacturers they would probably 
estimate the value from 10 to 50 per cent apart. The one good 
point which the committee retained from the previous law was 
the classification of the different kinds of paper, which has some 
tcudency, I understand, to conserve the interests of the industry. 

THE SHOE INDUSTRY, 


Although of less extent than in other parts of New England, 
the shoe-manufacturing industry in western Massachusetts has 
Similar interests to the industry in other shoe-manufacturing 
centers, and this bill by removing all protection from shoes 
strikes a direct blow. I am glad that my colleague from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Perers], for whose opinion I have such a high 
regard, considers that this tariff bill will be beneficial to the 
Shoe industry, but I noticed that he was very particular not to 
make direct answer to the question whether he considered the 


removal of the duty on shoes would benefit the industry in 
Mussachusetts. 


MISCELLANEOUS INDUSTRIES. 


Some of the other leading lines of production which might be 
wentioned in western Massachusetts are those of machine tools, 


aisle that these men were not the representatives of the creat 


profit-making employer we have heard them describe, but of 
actual workmen at the looms. In a square foot of wire, costing 
25 cents to produce, the material is 8 cents, the inbor 17 cer 

more than 2 to 1. The wages paid here are three times the 


wages paid in Germany and two and a half times the amount 
paid in England for similar work. Are these men not justified 
in asking their Representative to enter a protest in their behalf, 
and should not their protest be heeded rather than have a deaf 
ear turned to it? 

We have a line of industry also that gives us a strong lb 
of sympathy for our good Democratie friends who 
the Wilson-Underwood item of free sugar. A large concern in my 
district manufactures machinery, especially pumps, used in the 
manufacture of sugar. These constituents strongly protest 
against the injury that will be done to the sugar industry, 
thereby removing a large market for their production, and like 
wise they protest against the very marked lowering in tariff duty 
on their own product from 45 to 25 per cent under the new bill. 

One of the most interesting features to one who surveys the 
industrial make-up of such a Commouwealth as Massachusetts 
is the interlocking of various related industries. Among ie 
of those which are thus interdependent are the separate prep 
aration of, cotton warps for the cotton mills, the making of 
cotton cloths, which later go to the print works or converters, 
and the special manufacture in one mill of a very heavy wrap- 
ping paper, which goes to the other mills and is used to pack 


nd 


are contesting 


« 


their product for the market. One large company does not 
make ‘a pound of the actual paper, but has built up a large sep- 
arate industry in boxing and preparing fine stationery from 
other mills for distribution to the retail trade. Instances might 
be multiplied, but it is enough to say that the whole structure 
is so bound together that if you attack it in any of its parts the 


whole must suffer. 
When the Democratic 


tariff makers boast of reductions in 
nearly every schedule, they are making just such an attack on 
the whole structure, and we need not in detail illustrate by 


specific examples. 
FARMING. 
Included in this mutual relationship of varied industry is 
the farmer of western Massachusetts, who,as I may have shown, 


has a market at his doors for the products of the farm. Canada 
is not so far off, however, as to be out of the field of competition, 
and since this bill was reported, with the reduced duties on 


dairy products and milk on the free list, I have been in receipt 
of prompt and vigorous protest, of which the following tele- 


gram from a prominent and well-informed dairyman is a fair 
example: 

Dairy interests In New England are on the decline and need all 
protection possible. Fight any reduction of tariff on milk, cream, or 
butter to last ditch. 

ADVICE FROM A DEMOCRAT. 

It would have been a source of much satisfaction to me to 
have witnessed early in April, 1910, the great ovation given by 
the Democratic Members of this House to a newly elected 
Congressman from Massachusetts, Mr. Foss. The event was 
heralded from the shores of Massachusetts Bay to the Berk- 
shire Hills as marking a great epoch in the history of our 
State. The opinions of the gentleman in question were received 
as the advice of a sage, and for three year ince he has been 
the successful Democratic standard bearer for governor of 
Massachusetts. 

My friends in Massachusetts would hardly be disposed to 


accuse me of having frequently ag 


‘eed with the political views 
of the governor. 


Perhaps for one other act I may have compli- 
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the very high standard he bas set for In connection with the inquiry into the cost 
on of judges in Massachusetts. sut 1 | unofficial board of impartial experts selected by 
nt him to-day and commend to the careful | produce exchange and the grocers’ associations, 
f his Democratic colleagues, who are now con- | publican and one Democratic member of the Massac 
his opinions, a few utterances he bas recently made in | mission, visited Canada to determine the truth 
messege to the Massachusetts Legislature. 1 ask your | that food costs less there than here by reason 
e while I read: | Comparisons were made on articles of the same q 
itferms whicl ( ed the principle of protection re- | the same time in Windsor and Detroit, Montrea| iB 
t ho stood upon them a greater | St. John and Bangor. Meats and provisions were 18 ), 
bod the urtnein rae ee en | higher in Detroit than in Windsor, groceries 7.5 per ¢ 
demanded by n " eople during the past three | in Windsor, meats and provisions 10 per cent hig! 


reduction of the tariff for » benefit of all the people a: than Montreal, groceries 4 per cent higher in Mont 
ok ae ~wd : en Or oe f “delle and provisions 13 per cent higher in Bangor 1 
ated i n itic platform o e policy of del : 


tponed reduect sromis by the two wings of the | groceries 8 per cent higher in St. John, so that. 
But t reat body of the people, without reference | whole matter by and large, the differences 


in the 
exlance, dé t ‘ imme in a | yt I a policy of 


: : er am ican | COSt were inconsiderable. The price lists publisl 
shou t nerican indi 1d America P a ; ; | ™ 
American product f every kind, and relieve the | | detail by the Canadian department of labor since 1 


‘ 
: 
riff burdet 


7 


| of the Massachusetts commission’s report show: 
i — n ree purposes must be oe : A of food prices in different parts of Canada than 
ie for t ‘ } nt, e encouragement o om ic 


the maintenance « » conditions necessary for priva ences between the Canadian Provinces and New En: 


stic producers » oO of these purposes should be | investigation showed that the tariff apparently had 
exclu ion of the i rs. The combined consideration oi | with food prices. 
pu es tend to ft ndvancement of eac 


mocratie policy announced by one of the leaders March 10,| I beg further to quote from a message received by n 
1912, “clearly excludes fhe idea of protecting manufacturers’ profits.” | day from the efficient chairman of this commission. Rw) 


ea x 
ur [ 

This policy is more pernicious than that of the Republican Party. It | the distinguished publicist of Massachusetts, as fo 
excludes not only the id of guaranteeing profits but all consideration - - 
of the conditions under which manufacturers may e: em It 
only defeats the purposes of encouraging domestic production and as- | to the protective principle. Both the 
uring private profit to domestic producers, but also, throug! 


not | There is to-day in this country no important body of opir 
great political part 
gh the cur- | mitted to it. The only questions are those of detai 
tailment of importations of the materials of manufacture, defeats the | of a protective tariff is the maintenance of a system of 1 
very purpose itself of raising revenue | industries which shall keep us independent, shall diversify 
The Democratic Congress is undoubtedly resolved upon a tariff policy | tions, and shall make adequate use of our natural ri 1 
t will pur } the monopolies for their exactions from the people. | same time providing revenue for our national needs. M 
it ich a policy will surely 1 iit in two years or four years of de plants are built slowly, must be kept in operation, and « 
‘ on under ill-considered tariff legislation, to be followed by a popu- | shifted to other uses than those for which they wer a 
ir rebuke to the Democrats for giving their attention to a rebuke to | would be both improvident and cruel to destroy t 
monopolies instead of to the interests of the people, and the tariff | textile mills by the repeal of a statute. It has been 
vill be made a political football for years to come practice to revise the tariff at intervals of several | 
But you also know that precisely the reverse of this plan is to be | has been a periodical disturbance of business, with ad 
put into effect by the Democratic Congress—a nonprotective, toriff for | less affected by political considerations. The leading 
revenue only, unreciprocal, destructive upward, and equally destructive | ganizations of the country are of the belief that a wi 
downward revision. It is your right, it is your priv t is vour | be to make the adjustments a commercial rather than a 
duty to memorialize Congress in bebalf of this C 


: aon : ay 
mmonwealth against | to take the tariff out of politics, as is the practice in G 
such a peril to the interests of Massachusetts share in this view. Our general conclusion as to the ta: 
is not a cause of the recent increase in the cost of livi 
MASSACHUSETTS COMMISSION ON THE COST OF I NG. 


] ] l ] GENERAL CONDITIONS IN WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS. 
It so happens that at the time the governor was receiving this | . ‘ i ‘ : 
vy be . Mr. Chairman, I have tried briefly to describe the 
cordial welcome at your hands and your predecessor’s three aol : » inaieaite: sane , e 
.< ; eet . as I see them in my own section. It may be truthfu 
yeors ago I was assisting in my bumble way to pass the act, to | have referred more in detail to the prc luc r. both e1 
. . > | De » reterTre ire te ( “oducer, ¢ ni] 
which my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Prrers] has re- ! : a? 


+8 sd employee. than to the consumer > products, n 
ferred, estublishing the Massachusetts commission on the-cost _ ws , ; mer of the products. : 
“pre: io aoe had manufactured, of western Massachusetts. I take it, 
of living. The act carried my signature as president of the that he is really one and the same person in tl 
: ; ‘ » is really > $ ‘rs at 
senate, and I should like to quote a part of it: ; : pe —— 


: s ; ait relationship between man and man the producer in one 
Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of said commtssion to inquire into the |. : ; . 7 
of the increased prices of the necessaries of life, as compared | !8 the consumer in the other, and the benefits accruil 


wages and income, and to inquire into the direct and indirect | one or the opportunity for his livelihood makes him n 
x our | nt tariff! laws upon wages, income, and cost of living. | the consumer of his brother's product. The interd 
! members of the said commission shall be chosen with a e . +} 
cial knowledge of law, trade, labor, and politica] | therefore, the one on the other, or both upon each othe: 
consist of five persons, to be appointed by the gov- | their interests identical, and the contents of the | 
e consent of the council. of the employee is the standard of his happiness as we 
1 at by the commission may be | the livelihood of his producing brother. 

» following excerpts from its report: On this beautiful spring day I confess to a feeling of 
iz urban concentration of population has been an influ- | for a sight of the hills of Berkshire, Hampden, Ham 
The ‘significance of the cheywied gon cdities of common | Franklin Counties of Massachusetts. 

ply in reducing the volume of agricultural production | I would enjoy a visit to the neighbors at home 

out elsewhere in this report. Not less potent is its | all western Massachusetts my home. My farmer fri 
rt in t =p pee ca has unquestionably | he found busy with his plow or planting in anticipation 
i advance of the standard of living throuchout all the | bountiful crop of the golden autumn; the artisan is wo! 
ranks of the population, from the highest to the lowest, is manifestly | q gond wage, with two days’ work offered for one 

0 Oe eS ee cine af aaa” ae ee ie the | accept; the mill hand hears the sweet refrain of the busy s 

wants of the people have been multiplied and diversified. They demand | tle, and the employer, were it not for this tariff agitation, \ 


more and better things. Their requirements are larger, more varied, appear contented with a full order book. Happ nes 
and more exacting 


In all ages of the world social standards have been set from above, | tentment pervade the air, for each oat Sas sadivide 
» long as these whose wealth or social prominence forces the | realizes that the wife, mother, or sister can take to m 
: 


newspapers: ke : em objects of p 1b < notice ¢ ve to wallow in | large-sized basket, and that be can provide her with the 
their w th iried persons, from the highest to the lowest, down to saa : nt 1. 
wiuge « ners, follow the bad example. Extravagance is, after all, com- | of filling it to the brim. [Applause. ] 
paratiy Th. | 


a iness man with an income of $10,000 a year can| Mr. Chairman, our section is prosperous, and times are 
saf a s ndard of living that would be ruinous to a shopkeeper 


z vin : jas they have been throughout the land in recent yerrs 
at § 0 2 r, and imitation of the tradesman with $2,000 a year 5 


y 


the conclusions arrive 


1T 


by the shoemaker at $15 a week would be equally ruinous. ‘If ix | to the Democratic tariff makers who change this conditio 
creased brains, energy, and enterprise did not result in enabling per- | present our people are not so much troubled about t! 
RONS n ) ie reece Ce, ie Se aa oe incentive to | of the contents of their market basket as they are at the 
procres re danger comes when he general tendency is toward | ‘net . . " . ~ a : ance 
spending beyond one's income, which is apparent to-day | pect of having it emptied. They ask for the continuan ; 
The fundamental reason for the world-wide increase of prices is, in | Opportunity to pay for its contents. Better a ful! bask 
our er the increased production of gold. We share this belief with fair prices than an empty one at cut rates. [Applause ol 
nearly all the economists a all 
With regard to the tariffs, the trusts, and the unions, which have | Republican side. ] : Ree 
been declared to be either primary or contributory causes of the high Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
cost of living, the commission finds that none of these factors can be KINKAID] 
regarded as a direct and active cause of the recent increase of prices. en. EERIE y Ay a e 7 ery 
With regard to the tariff the facts that prices have fallen and risen | . Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I was ~_ 
during long periods without relation to changes in duties, that prices | indeed when I learned that the Democratic caucus bad fi1's 
a been rising in oy gee free ot and that large | jts consideration of the pending bill. I had been anxious : 
nereases have taken place in the prices of commodities not appreciably » eos : “ . at we 1 
affected by the tariff show conclusively that the tariff is not a factor in | 2™ yet anxious, inasmuch as it has been decreed that 


: : sa 6 least 
the recent upward movement of prices in this country. have an extraordinary session for the express purpose, at /ea 
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ideration 

ble time. I 

of the 

occur, but 

‘eed, and the sooner it 

t will be to those who think 

the less objectionable, the less disagree 
ect that the changes made will be in 
u I therefore congratulate 

the ord | of thei: 

ment which 

"Th, however 

be; and I 

and popular 

‘alship in bringing 


I ty ther with the prospects, 
ertainty, of securing ipport, at lest 


them to afford a lars majority over the minority | hes 


e pending measure. I he ; ‘ratulate the gentle 
n Alabama upon the proof of his diplomacy i 
But, sir, | had honed t Variff | : 
“i by a previous Congress, that thereafter revisions by 
e schedules whenever found ne ssary would do away 
entirely with the necessity for a general revision. with 
ge that the revision of a single schedule at intervals 
ot materially disturb | 
so that such revisions ould > mad romptly when 


1 
) this 


hat after the Tariff Ron 


socxtt we « ‘ y pet ' =») 
» busin at a 1 reneral 


irman, I certainly very free th ajority 
ctively and severally th hey ve acted in good 

» make-up of the bill and had in mind as an end the 
welfare of our country. ot pretend to deny 
vy claim to be the case, t} | is the best, from the 
ie viewpoint, which they could frame and upon whieh 
all unite. I do not hesitate to agree with them on 
tion that it is impossible to so frame a general tariff 

bill that it will meet with the unqualified approval of 
[ember who must give it his support in order that a 
ty therefor may be secured upon its final passage. Ex 
‘e proves this is impractical and impossible in the nature 
ngs. I grant that in order to be practical in legislation 


I ‘h results at all mutual concessions must be made 


“J Wis | 


body under Ret 

Republican Pr 
To be specifi 

ate by Senator PB 


the House by 1 sel 


| Senator Brown a favoral 


| Judiciary Committee 


Senate and soon t! 
received the app 
been an adv 

and Lam in accord 
in the provisior 


sanction all its 


alone. I could 


} i} 
should ike t 
: ' 


‘ uct 


| the oppos tron 
I 


Mr. Chairn nh. tin 
the supporters and of 


| the bill, the fruits it 


But, Mr. Chairman, 
is an omission in the pro\ 
as a Republican I she 
direct attention to it 
Roard or a tariff comn 
whatever. This bill does n 
preparation of a tarif 
tirniad, 
ng 
nich So Vv 
Why avoid 
in the premises 
pos wie, to dise! 
Mr. Chairma 
to a lack of bei 
upon the items 
schedules? 
have had, but 
was glad to joi 


minority of a party yield more or less to the consensus | It was 


nt of the majority of the same party, otherwise’ a 
| not be reached. Any party must work in this way i 
I mean in an affirmative way 
‘hairman, while yielding to the majority’s laudable pur- 
h reference to the revision, from their viewpoint. as 
tionist I find very decided objections to its provisions 
Mr. Chairman, I do not condemn it in toto. Covering 
tems, it would be very singular if some of them, or many 
did not possess merit. I could point out many items 
the great number to which I should find jection, 
h if standing alone would receive my hearty support, 
ice, and vote. For instance, take logs and lumber of all 
why, four years ago—more than four years ago, for it 
luring the session previous to the Republican tariff revi 


T 


I introduced a bill placing lumber on the free list, and it 


unqualified in this respect, but as at the time I introduced | 


the promise of our party had already been made for a 


tariff revision at the commencement of the new ad- | 


ation, the Taft administration, I could not secure con- 
ration of my bill; but when lumber was reached in the 
ne revision bill I voted for an amendment offered that 


nmher 


as to any countr} or in any respect. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I should think it was about five years 
ago when I introduced in the Hovse a bill providing for the 
placing of barbed wire, which is mostly used in fencing, upon 
the free list, and in the general revision bill, the Payne bill, I 
voted for placing barbed wire upon the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, more important yet than either of these items 
T have just named is the income-tax provision in the pending 
il Let me mention, this provision would not have been 


nohl 


the Constitution expressly authorizing such legislation. We do 
hot forget that our Supreme Court years ago declared just 
such a provision as this income-tax clause to be unconstitutional, 
and while this conelusion was reached by the court as a 


result of a rehearing, and even then by a majority of only 
one, 


court. But this constitutional amendment is of Republican 


origin; the joint resolution for the amendment was introduced | 


ar be placed upon the free list, without any restrictions | 


le from the constituticnal standpoint, or standpoint of | 
nstitutionality, except for the amendment recently made to | 


the decision and judgment was yet as binding as though | 
it had been the unanimous judgment of the membership of the | 


mission 
» bill can « 
shall have don 
the cause 
| of a tariii 
best experts 
among the best 
of the « try 
eal fortunes or 

r the country 


revenues, wl 
| great internal impro' 
defend it in wars 
| its patriotic dé 
together with the 
of every citizen, s 
upo.w the result of 

I regard it as 
have the quest 
and fairly dispos 
partisan tariff 
said, of the best 
| trial in court 
analogy ought 
ness and econo! 

Mr. Chairman, alloy 
| tion to take tariff out 
tariff commission, as I 
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and West, would unite in vouching for its beneficence. One 
unfortunate feature for many years has been that political 
party interests were involved with the issue. I grant that at 
the start and for years such was not the case; at any rate, if 
at all, only in a small degree. There was a period when the 
South, on account of its production of cotton, entertained the 
belief that as they did with but little manufacturing, and that 
their main industry was the production of cotton, that the 
policy of protection for which New England, where the manu- 
facturing centers then were, earnestly contended was a disad- 
vantage to the South. But I am sure there has been an 
increasing disposition growing up with the people in the 
Southern States in favor of a protective policy, and that if 
congressional and presidential elections were to be decided 
upon that issue, not hindered or hampered by questions which 
appeal more strongly to them, the strength of the protective 
policy in the Southern States would constantly increase, Cer- 
tainly there can be no question at this time that a very close 
community of interest, industrially and commercially, exists 
between the North and South as well as the East and West, and 
these interests, I feel very confident, will be best promoted, ex- 
panded, and conserved by the protection of home industries and 
the conservation of the home market to the citizens and tax- 
payers of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, with the highest deference for our very 
learned and highly accomplished Chief Executive, I respectfully 
take issue on some propositions contained in his tariff message 
orally delivered to the Congress in joint session April 8 I 
think, too, some of these expressions may help to interpret or 
determine the ultimate purpose of the framers of the pending 
bill, the form and contents, and, I may add, the variety of 
phases and conditions of which no one can successfully contend 
mark it with a distinctive character. What I mean is that its 
substance and legal effect when enacted into law will not 
enable anyone to place it, or base it, upon any economic prin- 
ciple. It is very plain to be seen that it is riding horses in 
opposite directions at the same time, and even when racing in 
the same direction it goes a much greater distance on one item, 
or with one item, than another, even when they are of the 
same kind or class. Distinctions made between rates on raw 
material and the products thereof are wholly incompatible in 
principle and illogical in results. The bill left standing alone 
would constitute a very unreliable guide to the tariff ideas of 
the party proposing it if that were the only criterion or infor- 
mation to go by. But, taking the tariff message, the bill, and 
party traditions with them, into consideration, one is strongly 
impelled to the conclusion that free trade is the Democratic 
goal. Take, for instance, the message of the President. He, 
after speaking of the tariff reform to be made, continued with 
the further statement: 


The sooner that is done the sooner we shall escape 
from the facts and the sooner our men of business will be free to 
thrive by the law of nature (the nature of free business) instead of 


by the law of legislation and artificial arrangement. 


from suffering 


Again, further along, it was stated that “the object of the 
tariff duty henceforth laid must be effective competition, the 
whetting of American wits by contest with the wits of the rest 
of the world.” And, again, “ We must build up trade, espe- 
cially foreign trade.” Some difference of opinion may arise as 
to precisely what is meant by these expressions. I do not want 
to prejudice the message in any way whatever by taking ex- 
cerpts from it, and it is perfectly plain I could not do so if I 
were to try. 

The message is credibly brief, which renders it so much more 
the likely that it has been read by most every vitizen of the 
United States. It is probable a copy may be found in every 
household; certainly, every daily and every weekly newspaper 
has published it one or more issues, and who is it who reads 
English that does not read the President’s message, especially 
when so brief as not to cover three ordinary pages set in good 
large type? 

Mr. ‘Chairman, it is essential, in order that we compete for 
the sale of our products in the markets of the world, that we do 
so, or succeed in doing so, without any artificial help which 
legislation might render. Sir, we have no jurisdiction to carry 
the effect of our legislation beyond our national territorial 
boundary lines. Our congressional acts are supreme within the 
United States, and that is the limit. But when we are dis- 
cussing tariff laws it is necessarily understood that duties im- 
posed, tolls to be paid, are intended to refer to our home market 
or markets. No other meaning or understanding is permissible. 
I am unqualifiedly opposed, Mr. Chairman, to the policy of per- 
mitting other count-ies, regardless of labor conditions, regardless 
of the low standard of living and the low standard of wages, to 
ship theiy products of whatever kind or character into the United 
States to come in competition in our home markets with the 


no claim by natural law to sell or buy in their respective mar- 





products of our own country in “ free competition ” or free trade. 
I would except from this things otur country does not produce 
and make other exceptions, but I would make this the rule. Sir, 
where is the reward for good citizenship, for the payment of 
taxes for the support of the Government, for loyalty to the flag 
when our country is imperiled if the producers in foreign coun- 
tries are to enjoy the benefits of our home markets, the greatest 
and best markets in the world, especially for our own people, 
upon equal terms with those who have made and are yet making 
this country the greatest country on earth? 

Sir, to add to the injury, duties have been lowered and re- 
moved even in cases where some of the foreign countries im- 
pose duties for the admission of the same products into 
their country. The bill disregards the rule or principle of 
reciprocity or reciprocal trade relations made by mutual agree- 
ment. It does not require mutuality; it prodigally throws away 
advantages secured to our own country in face of and in de- 
fiance of the fact that other countries, sure to take advantage 
of the unwisdom, have barred us, our country, of the same 
privilege by their tariff enactments. Mr. Chairman, I am 
unqualifiedly opposed to requiring laborers and producers of our 
country to be driven to such limits of competition as to render 
necessary the “whetting of wits with the laborers and pro- 
ducers of other countries” for our own home market. I also 
submit that there is ho law of nature which entitles the people 
of foreign countries to trade without price or the payment of 
toll in our home market. On the contrary, the law of nature 
secures to the citizens of our own country the exclusive right 
to control their own market and it is only the comity of 
nations, only by comity, in their progress of civilization, that 
they permit the trading with each other. Very frequently 
nations exemplify this positive right by passing and enforc- 
ing embargo acts against trade with other countries. Sir, I 
contend that free trade is more nearly an aflirmative artificial 
arrangement than the doctrine of protection, considering how 
countries and nations started, in their low estate, and have 
builded up to their present civilizations. We remember at the 
start they all regarded each other as enemies and thus laid 


kets. The fixing of duties, in my judgment, is merely a regula- 
tion or license charged for the privilege granted of trading in 
the home market and is merely a condition imposed upon the 
privilege yielded or granted by the particular government. The 
predilection “for especially foreign trade,” or the idea that we 
should seek more for foreign trade than the home trade, I 
regard as fallacious. But I very well remember that this is 
in accordance with the views of those who have espoused free 
trade. 

Why, when he was a free trader, which he at first was, 
Daniel Webster himself opposed the inauguration of the policy 
of protection for our home industries, even if he did live in 
New England, on the ground that it would conflict with or 
impair the interests of transportation upon the high seas. 
But ere long the great statesman perceived his error, and be- 
coming fully converted to the doctrine of the protection of home 
industries, became one of its ablest advocates. With the mar- 
velous development, industrially and commercially, which has 
taken place in this country since Mr. Webster became a protec- 
tionist, it is plain to be seen that the policy of protection in- 
cludes, with its other virtues, great benefits with respect to 
what has become one of the greatest problems of our age, that of 
transportation. Mr, Chairman, history proves that the adop- 
tion of the policy of protection by our forefathers, which I may 
add, having referred to the first impressions of Daniel Webster, 
received the support of both the sage of Monticello and Old 
Hickory, the most distinguished of Democrats, was the richest 
and happiest solution of the problem of transportation for 
the American people which at that time it was possible for the 
most enlightened to achieve. It did not merely lower rates of 
transportation; the result was to abolish distance; distance to 
where? To markets for American produce; and where, sir, 
were those markets? They were in Europe, principally in 
England, for nearly all the manufacturing was then done in 
England, nearly all of the manufactures which our people pur- 
chased. And lest we forget, the mother country prohibited by law 
any manufacturing by our colonies. It was decreed America 
should be a country of farmers to feed the labor of England, 
especially that employed in manufacturing, and in turn that we 
should be dependent upon English manufactories for manufac- 
tured goods. So long as this condition existed all of our surplus 
farm products were to be transported across the Atlantic and 
the merchandise and manufactures purchased to be shipped to 
America in return. Thus the cost of transportation was a mill- 
stone around the necks of the American people; but they might 
not have found this out for a much longer time than it did take 
had it not been for the provocation which culminated finally in 
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the War of the Revolution and the political em vation of our 
country. 

Next in importance to our political independence was our i 
dustrial independence, and this we did achieve by the adoption 
of the policy of protection. This beneficent policy solved very 
largely, as I have said, the problem of transportation to the 
American people; it transferred our market, then principally 


in England, into our own country; it resulted in the removal 
of millions of people from the industrial centers of Europe to 
our own country. Our manufacturing industries, which were 
developed as a result of the policy, furnished labor for the 


7 


thousands and the development of our agricultural resources | 
were stimulated and our country took on a growth in general 
that it never would have known without the enactment of pro- 
tective-tariff laws. Without going into details as to the ups 


and downs of the policy of protection, caused by legislative 

for and against. I reg: it very reasonable 
to conclude that had our country never enjoyed its advanta: 
our population and wealth would not be four-ten.us of what it 
is to-day. I feel very confident that the greatness of our country, 
the achievements of our people in everything th les ! 
and our relative strength and standing with the world are due 
principally to the fruits of the policy of protection. 

Mr. Chairman, as I view it, the pending bill in its operation 
would afford e benefits to agriculture if it t 
tendency to put the industry out of commissik some 
ticularly important respects. The 
it will leave agriculture capable of enjoying any benefits. If 
agriculture is rendered unprofitable, free lumber and barbed 
wire will not be in demand; neither will agricultural implements. 
If agriculture can not be permitted to remain profitable farm- 
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ers must get along with the improvements and machinery they | 


now have. I must say that the potato raisers, sugar-beet 
raisers, prairiehay farmers, alfalfa-hay raisers, and live-stock 
breeders and raisers in the district I have the honor to represent 
feel they will be hit pretty hard. These products surely should 
not fall under the Democratic ban of not being “legitimate 
industries.” 

I have reference to the new propaganda of the majority 





party that industries are not legitimate which need to be pro- | 


tected or which will not be profitable without the aid of pro- 
tection. Mr. Chairman, it ought to seem conclusive that agri- 
culture in the United States is one of the indigenous industries, 
and that it can not be rendered “ illegitimate” by any “ arti- 
ficial arrangement,” such as legislation, while it may be greatly 
injured by legislation which is adverse. But the 
party, while advancing this new proposition of “| 


L@Zii 


a] 


imate 


industries ” and illegitimate industries, have said nothing about | 


the qualities of competition, the kind of competition. The 


party does insist upon free competition between our people and | 


the people of other countries. But, sir, I desire to ri 
file a counterclaim to the proposition of “ legitimate business,” 
that the competition American laborers and American pro- 
ducers are to contend with must be legitimate competition. 


ry 
i 


ravie, | 


majority | 


ght here | 


serious question is whether | 


| 





In | 


other words, to be consistent, if industries must be classed as | 


legitimate and illegitimate, then our country’s competitors or 
the competitors of our people must likewise be classed as legiti- 
mate and illegitimate. And right here, Mr. Chairman, is the 
crux of the tariff question. All Republicans ask is that suffi- 
cient protection be afforded to Americans—to our home people— 
to equalize the difference in the cost of production at home and 
abroad, it being understood that the cost of production at home, 
on account of the higher prices of labor as compared with 
European and Asiatic countries, is higher or the highest of any. 
All protectionists ask is that duties be imposed such as will put 
the home producer upon an equal footing in the home market, 
the expenses of production considered, with the foreigner offer- 
ing his goods in our home market. Such protection as this se- 
cured to home producers and home will preserve and 
maintain the ‘igher prices paid labor and the higher standards 
of living in this country than in European and Asiatic coun- 
tries, and, I may add, in the American countries south of us. 
Sir, I make no apology for my advocacy that these conditions 
and standards should be maintained. 

Mr. Chairman, I very respectfully submit for the considera- 
tion of the membership of this House, having in mind the 
proposition of the majority side, that industries must be classed 
as legitimate and illegitimate, and my own counterclzim propo 
sition, that it necessarily follows that competition likewise 
should be so classed—I submit the proposition whether the com- 
petition of the raisers of cattle in the Republic of Mexico, with 
cheap peon labor and low-priced land, whether the shipping of 


the fresh meat of the butchered animais into United States 


s 
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mark free of d J > 
will n I tl to Keep a 

part of our st \ , Ale 

i md: ' Oo { : f the Re 

from shooting A erritory l 
our side of tl i ‘ Ss an 
tional reason why x r uo 

free of toll pa d wi! s \\ i 
pending bill does 

admission of live catile f 

the products 1d by 

United States fre adut i) ! 
butter to be ship; re 
} pointed out by the g u M 

that the only portion 1 i g 

United States is the | s 

cut into pi is to | di ul 

cattle raising tue i 

if the product from 

added, were adequate juan 

it will be no fault of the | 

occur; rather that of existil 

add we are placed in e sil i 

Canada, but will be ed ‘ 

smaller disparity in <« re to | 

Mr. Chairman by 1 appre \ 
part of 8 ¥r-deel n ! 1 Sixt ‘ ) 

| new sugar factory. ¢ abot 0.000, has | 
tion two or three ¥ rs Wi \ ny 
factory, it with ver satis tl rin 
that locality. It has led vé ‘ y to the prosperity 
farmers tributary to the factory. Ss en a direct be 
ill of these nd an indirect b ££ lurl I 
producing sugar beets, but p1 gC c 1, espe 
alfalfa, the d and for which has be eatly increased 
account of the production of r beets in the same vik 
To explain, tl ousands of ¢: 1d siet ire br Kn t 
factory for fattening upon the pulp of the ground b 
the sugar has been extracted, and alfalfa hi required 
good food balance with the p for t tte iz of th 
Land values where ber are rais hs been y gre 
creased by this acquisition to agricultur nd the g 
prosperity of the beet-sugar lo a 4 f « rr neh of bus 
has been very much increased the produ n of beet I 
I will here read a letter written me by a gar-beet r 
Mr. Thomas Hall, of Scottsblu Nebr., or as it is 
lengthy, I shall read only a po f 
uM hn 3, 
lion. Moses P. KINKAID, 
' } D. C. 

D Sr I w i 1 I 1 

beet r: ha ! I { i ‘ 
I 1 t! ! ci 1 
sugar eets Up nt t ‘ 
hard to make a living here B tl s our yea we ha 
pr red nd we ¥ i £ d yinted if the ft 1 
be taken off of sugar t i x te rt e wi 1] have to 
rasinz ets “Ss ‘I e eat p d the ¢ 
ernment ditch in our | ty } t 
the present time I f h ia t 
say, “If I can only ¢ id 
three years and t I 
right Ave I ve if L 
off of 2 it v ruin t! ‘ try i t é { 
for some root « eects , d <« 
in a short tin ( ! 
s t ») mat A I 
line 

Re tfully, Tuomas 

Let me read a brief letter writt« e by El in Bi of 
Gering, Nebr., which is in t ! 

; irch il 
M. P. KIN ID, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: We are a couple of f 2 We started « ) 
farm on our own hook sever r “ tely noth i 
now to-day we own a ni L160 f > 100 e and the 
heet industry Is 1 Now, I di Bea 
why tl { | ld k thi 
munity W not it Then. t > is : 
on the free vill e 

Tha t . 

y 3, | I 

Here I have a written by Mr. W. H ! of 
Scottsbluff, Nebr is right to t 

s Ma s I, 
Hon. Moses P. KINKA 
He of Ren fat ry ¢ 

Dean Srr: As I ¢ l t 
sugar beet grow and the n em } 
parts, I am going to write you a f | ou do all i 
power, if y will, to prey rN t tf on 
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Tf the beet industry is killed out here, I do not see how these people | der the present Government project the homesteadcr is attcmpting to 
who have taken homesteads will ever be able to pay for them. As I am | meet his water payment and develop his home and farm by means of 
“a grower myself, | think I know what it pays to raise. Cut out the | 





| raising bects 1 personally know of many that are hauling beets 7 
raising of beets and you had as well take corn away from the corn- | miles. * * * 
raising countries It will have the same effect. 
Thanking you for whatever you may do, 


Respectfully, 


You noted that the letter I first read 
ers did not 


S. S. Stark, of Scottsbluff, Nebr., writes me substantially 
upon the same lines as do several others in this same county, so 
I shall not take the time to read their letters. 

I was about to read the lengthy and very illuminating letter 
upon this subject of Mr. A. T. Officer, manager of the Scotts- 
bluff sugar-beet factory, but I now recali tha. this gentleman 
filed an exhaustive brief with the Ways and Means Committee 
near the close of the last session, and this has been printed in 
the reports of the hearings had before the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here this short newspaper clipping 


W. H. STAHRAKER. 
states the homestead- 
see how they could pay for their lands, meaning 
their homesteads, if the duty should be taken off of sugar. 
That was the writer's way of stating his view, but to many of 
the membership here an explanation is necessary. 


The writer 
is ohne among many homesteaders who made entries under the 
North Platte irrigation project; the land itself costs nothing; a 
compliance with the homestead law is all that is required to 
secure patent to the land itself, but the perpetual water right | headed “An appeal to the farmers of America,” which was sent 
secured from the Government, in the patent it issues, has to be | me by a sugar-beet farmer in the North Platte Valley, which 
paid for in money under all these irrigation projects, and under | states the case very fully from the viewpoint of sugar-beet 
this project the perpetual water right costs $55 for each acre | farmers. It reads: 

of land watered. The writer of the letter means that the home- AN APPEAL TO THE FARMERS OF AMERICA. 

steaders can not pay for their water rights if sugar beets can The farmers who grow sugar beets and the manufacturers who make 
not be grown profitably or if the business must Le terminated, | beet sugar publish the following facts about this industry in order to 
‘The Government has already invested in the development of ee ee ees atl oes eee ee Pe ne gg oy = le 
these irrigation projects over seventy-five millions of dollars, your children and to the millions of Americans who are interested in 
and there is vet owed the Government approximately seventy- | agriculture and its dependent industries. ‘This is a fight between the 
one millions of dollars. Under many of the projects it is con- trusts and the people. We are with the people and we want the people 





: o : : . to be with us; we want your cooperation and support. Read the rest of 
templated that sugar beets will be raised, and that this will | this message now; then act promptly. 
best enable entrymen of any crop to realize ready cash with The Sugar Trust, in 


combination with a few other big importers, 
1p seeks to have the tariff on sugar remored with a view to crushing the 
nents - . , ee ; . B eUrnnE tne 
. : ; pay! sents. . Thus, the beet-sugar industry of America, their only competition. The sugar im- 
Government itself would be much better insured that water- | porters send millions of American money abroad every year for sugar; 
right payments would be made when due if su 


which to make their annual water-right 


var-beet raising | the beet-sugar industry keeps the money at home, benefiting thousands 

: ost a © : ries € ‘mers ° ¢ ; Ss « . > 2 © > y © > . v 

may be permitted to remain profitable to the farmer |; of American farmers, coal miners, machinists, and workingmen in many 
a's 


— . different lines. Removing the tariff will only benefit the trust and the 
Mr. Chairman, it 


is pertinent to add that homestead entries | big importers; it will not permanently lower the price of sugar, no 


were made under these irrigation projects with the 





mutual | more than did the removal of the tariff on coffee reduce the price of 
understanding bv the officials of the Government and the e toe | coffee. It will cut the Government's revenue enormously and crush a 
urn rstanding vy ne off a is oO i€ rOVE } ner an 1€@ ep ry- great and rapidly growing American industry that 
men that beet-sugar factories would be established to manufac- 


gives employment 

| and support to thousands of American farmers, workingmen, and busi- 

ture into sugar the sugar beets raised on the farms, and that | 2¢S88 men. 

this would furnish the surest means whereby porwen. ie ‘ 1d | Here are the facts, tersely told in eight short paragraphs. Read 
Ls vu irmish the sure means wherepy eltrymen Could | them carefully and thoughtfully, then fill out and mail the coupon 

pay the water-right charges to the Government, varying from | below—to-day—wnow. 

$20 to $25 to $100 or more per acre. We may fairly say | 1. All agitation for a lower tariff on sugar originated with . im- 
». Chsemeateniees os wi inclines . lita ilaidls sas | porters of foreign sugar. There are only three large importing nter- 

the Gove nhment Wi party to the unde rstanding with _the | ests In the United States, of which the Sugar Trust dominates. They 

eutrymen that they would thus be enabled to make their | handle $300,000,000 worth of sngar annually and fear that the further 

water-right payments; but now the Government, under the | development of the home beet-sugar 

iInanagement of a different political party, is proceeding to make 

this impossible, and the question arises, How is the money going 

to be raised to make the payments? Should not the 






ar industry will destroy their mo- 
nopoly. 

2. These importers wish to prevent further development of the home 
beet-sugar industry because home-produced beet sugar is their only com- 
present | petition and the only sugar which does not pass through their hands 
administratio1 ‘serve faitl ‘ith these entr nm and ¢ 1} and from which they can not exact toll from the American consumer. 
adminis ra } ym preserve aith with these entrymen and at the 3. The present tariff on sugar is a large revenue producer for the 
sume time insure the repayment as early as practicable of over | Government, and therefore decreases direct taxes. Its net effect on the 
$70,000,000 into the reclamation fund? Is not this consumer amounts to only 14 cents a year per capita. To reduce this 


proposition for the Government ? tariff means perpetuating the monopoly of the importing sugar re- 


eee ; ’ = ; finers. To retain the present tariff means the further development of 
Mr. Chairman, let me now read a brief letter written me by | the home beet-sagar industry and, ultimately, cheaper sugar. 
J. W. Gilbert, of M 


a business 


f Minatare, Nebr., upon the same subject: 4. The tariff is no burden to the consumer, because the price of 
Min >a > ag “rT sugar is lower in the United States than in most other countries, and 
ie tes eaialinken MINATARE, NeBR., March 28, 1913. because 40° per cent of the sugar consumed is used in the manufacture 
Hon. } aw, ‘RAID, DC of candy, confections, chewing gum, condensed milk, etc., the retail 
Ve 1tNOtON, 
Dear Sir: You are full 


y aware of our state of affairs 
laboring under a new system of irrigation 

Our taxes are high, and we are depending largely on « 
industry. We believe you will do what you can to prot 
along this line 


price of which would not be affected by any decline in the price of 
how we are | sugar. Reducing the tariff would reduce the Government revenue with- 
| out any gain to the consumer. 

ir sugar-beet 5. Beet-sugar production can be developed to supply the entire de- 
t our interests | mand of this country. It increased 1,500 per cent since the present 


‘ t tariff was enacted in 1897. 
I am a farmer, and anything you can do for u 


There are now 72 beet-sugar factories in 
us will be appreciated, the United States, located in 16 States, extending from Ohio to Cali- 
Respectfully, yours, fornia, and owned by 30 independent concerns. These factories repre- 


J. W. GIcperet. sent an investment of $80,000,000 and produce over 1,200,000,000 


' . a | pounds of sugar, or about one-sixth of the total consumption in the 
a letter written me by S. K. 


United States. The production of beet sugar benefits the farmers, the 
a prominent banker at that | workingmen, the coa 


I will read next excerpts from 
Warrick, of Seottsbluff, Nebr., 





miners, the machine shops, and the railroads. 

lac » Warrick a ' 6. The price of sugar has steadily decreased since the advent of beet 
place. Mr. Warrick says: | . 4 

: . | sugar. Further development will reduce the cost of manufacture and 
_ Dear Mr. Kinkatp: I am anxious to know what the Ways and Means | further reduce the price of sugar to the consumer and will retain in 
Committee has done on our sugar-tariff schedule oe | this country immense sums of money that are now sent abroad for the 

It is my judgement that this State has 500,000 to 

land that will 


800,000 acres of | purchase of foreign sugar. 

Colorado probably has 7. Beet sugar is the same substance as cane sugar. It has the same 
2,000,000 acres. The territory tributary to Billings has about 1,300,000 | amount of sweetness as cane sugar and can be used for all purposes. 
acres. We produced a million dollars’ worth of sugar beets last year on | Dr. Wiley, while chief of the United States Bureau of Chemistry, de- 
16,000 acres of land We can not afford to destroy this industry. If | clared that there is no distinguishable difference of any kind between 
we reduce the cost of living in the United States we must make 1 | refined beet sugar and refined cane sugar. 
acre of land produ he amount that 2 acres are producing now. I 
believe that the sugar beet will bring about this result quicker than 
any crop known This has been proven in Germany and many other 
Kurepean countries. Our brief statistics in this country confirm the 
Kuropean statistics 


grow sugar beets successfully. 





Mr. Chairman, it can not be successfully gainsnid that the 
price of sugar to consumers in the United States has constantly 
declined since sugar-beet raising and the manufacture of sugar 
therefrom commenced. It is perfectly well settled that during 
the three months’ time it takes to market the sugar manufac- 
tured from sugar beets in our own country that the whole of 
this time, these three months, the price of sugar is lower to 
consumers than during the other nine months of the year, so 
that it seems perfectly clear that if enough beet sugar were 
produced in the United States to entertain the home market for 
the other nine months that the price to consumers would be 
reduced the year around, and that the very benefit to consumers 
professed by the framers of this bill, which is lower-priced 
sugar, would eventually be realized by the competition resulting 
from the increased home production. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
effect of this bill will be to let in the competition of foreign 


I will now read extracts from a letter from A. N. Mathers, 


president of a national bank in Gering, Nebr., in Scotts Bluff 
County : 


I am writing you in behalf of the sugar-beet industry. This industry 
is. if nothing is done to injure it, to become the great industry of the 
West. This North Platte Valley, from one end to another through 
Nebraska and for its entire width, is practically all good sugar-beet 
ground. Only the land close in is being put to sugar beets at present 
In four years the acreage has grown from 3,000 to 22,000 for the en- 
suing year. 
a - * ” 
Long ago the farmer 
$12 per acre. 


co « - 
hesitated to contract for water at the cost of 


Now, knowing the possibilities of beet growing, farmers 
will readily contract for water at $35 or $42.50, and are willing to sign 
south side Government project at possibly $65 per acre. Un- 


up on the 


_———— 









1915, 


countries—I should say the production of foreign countries, the 
result of cheap labor, very low-priced labor, and thereby destroy 
the beet-sugar industry in this country in its infancy. It is not 
enough, it would seem, that foreign sugar controls our home 
market nine months in the year; it must be made supreme all 
the year. The result must be that instead of permitting com- 
petition to fully develop by the growth of the sugar-beet indus- 
try here at home, that competition will be made impossible and 
foreign sugar will have a monopoly in our home market in 
proportion as our home sugar-beet industry is driven to the 
wall, with the result of an increased price to the consumers of 
sugar. 

Mr. Chairman, I again call attention to 


my counterclaim 


that competition should be legitimate in order that it be eligi- | 
ble to the freedom of our home markets; of course, I mean the | 


competition of foreigners for the advantages of our home mar- 
kets. I need not cite statistics to show the prices of labor in 
sugar-producing countries outside the jurisdiction of the United 
States. Every Congressman and most of our constituents are 
well versed upon the subject. 
know, that wages paid labor in these sugar-producing countries 
outside of the United States are insignificant and trifling us 
compared with the prices paid in the United States, but I will 


just instance what is going on south of us, specifically, in Brit- | 


ish Guiana and Trinidad. This is going to be a wonderful 
sugar-producing locality in the hands of the British. 
English capital, with the backing given by the British Govern- 
ment, which it customarily gives in behalf of a monopoly in 
such a case as this, is now being directed to the development 
of extensive cane-sugar plantations in these British posses- 
sions, and the prospects of the enactment of this bill is giv- 
ing this very British enterprise accelerated impetus. But, of 
course, it is not Englishmen who will perform the manual 
labor, the raising and gathering and manufacturing of the 
cane into sugar. The fact is, as I have just been informed 
from the most authentic source, they contract for coolie labor 
in job lots of a thousand or more in a contract, the 
same to be transported from Ceylon and vicinity to the planta- 
tions and to remain for five years, usually; and they are to be 
paid, just the head of the family is to be paid, the liberal price 
of 24 cents per day. 

Mr. Chairman, let me ask, is this “ legitimate’ competition? 
Is it fair, reasonable, I should say humane, or decent that 
American labor should be degraded from its present high stand- 
ing to the low level of wages paid to the unfortunate coolies, 


single 


whose condition is thus rendered equivalent to human slavery? | 
Mr. Chairman, if American labor must be reduced to so low a | 


level, Americans must cease to take pride in the belief that our 
country is to realize a great destiny, that it is to keep in the 
van of human progress. 

Mr. Chairman, how about the effect of the bill to the 
north of us—with Canada, I mean? Reciprocity with that coun- 
try, while enacted by our Congress, became very unpopular with 
the people; certainly those engaged in agriculture were over- 
whelmingly opposed to it. The fact that Canada rejected it 
does not argue, when the facts are known, that it would have 
been a good bargain for the United States. But. sir, had 
reciprocity been consummated it would have possessed merit not 
contained in this bill. Just a little bit of compensation might 
have been realized, or ‘magined, for the large amount of sacri- 
fice made by agriculture in the United States had the proposi- 
tion been consummated. 
no demand for reciprocity, in this bill. 
to wheat and flour is an anomaly. It isa joker for the American 
farmer; it makes a showing of affording him protection upon 
the wheat he grows; but we all expect that Canada will at 
once adapt itself to the situation by removing the duty imposed 
by the Dominion laws on flour shipped from the United States, 
and thereby entitle itself to ship its flour free of duty into the 
United States, which the bill will permit. Thus Canadian flour 
will come in in free competition in our American markets with 
our American flour and the American farmer will be ieft with- 
out any real protection, with nothing but a pretense of protec- 
tion upon his wheat. 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to inquire for an explanation of the 
grudge against American millers betrayed by this provision of 
the pending bill. Hitherto we have understood that the theory 
of free trade would in its application merely put American 
industries on a common level in every respect with those of 
foreign countries; therefore we did not expect that the admin- 
istration side would present a bill which, in its effect, dis- 
criminates in favor of Canadian millers over the millers of the 
United States. But that is just what this bill does. As the 
bill is written, wheat shall pay 10 cents per bushel with flour 
and the other products of wheat free, provided that if the im- 
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as 


We know, and our constituents | 


But there is no pretense of reciprocity, | 
The provision relative | 
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porting country imposes a duty upon the admission of f , 
its markets that a duty of 10 per c ly rem shall b id 
by that country for shipping into our ets. TI ‘ 

that Canada imposes no duty upon 

into its markets, for we may reasonabl) \ 
does now impose will be removed fo1 ( ill 
millers, and I shall assume that it w ‘ | 
cate my further observations about it n 
Thus it will result fron. the status t! 

wheat in the natural state, will not be i rted { 
States, and this is intended to cajole the American w 

| But it is very plain that the predu f the wheat ¢ 

| sisting of flour, bran, and so forth, can be as easily 
| the United States as wheat, and that it w be 

extensively into our home markets as would t \ 

duty were imposed upon the admission of wh ‘ 

wheat will not be receiving any protection, t 

tection being ineffectual. Besides this while ¢ 

and bran will be competing in our home | 

flour and bran of American wheat, our home ers 
precluded the advantage of grinding Canadian \y t be 

the discrimination made between the importation of fi l 
| wheat. 

Mr. Chairman, I will read a brief excerpt fron S 
in behalf of the American millers, which v filed \v { 
chairman of the Finance Committee of the I i States S 
April 17 of this year: 

We beg further to submit that should I poss ‘ t 
a duty on wheat and admit its products f the A 
will stand absolutely alone in being t sd ir l | 
is not another wheat and flour producing ntry on t i 
globe that does not give the miller at | 1 equality , 
in many countries he is given an ad 

For it t in Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, | af 
Norway, nia, Sweden, Canad Egypt, Jay \ i 
New Zeal re is a duty upon both t nd fl 

In Belzium, Russia, and British India t ( 
wheat is free 

In th Unit lor De irk, 2X nds 1 ¢ 
wheat and flour 

Surely the Ce f will not willin and | ‘ I 
American miller at a great disadvanta t ir 
countries and, thus handicapped, expect him to « ete 

We ume that the duty 10 cents a bu ! vheat was 
as a measure of protection for the American wl t er 
we contend that a duty upon the raw material w ut an « 
duty on the products of that raw material will f e lu 
Otherwise the principle of tariff making used since t begin 

i this Government by all parties is wrong and the ’ 
wheat and flour producing countries of the world is in error 

We maintain that you can not possibly discriminate a t 

| farmer's best, nearest, and most profita i the u 
out at the same time discriminating t a > bi 
short. that the basis on which this tariff is proj d, that 
a duty upon wheat and admitting its | ducts free, is 

and obviously unjust. 

The welfare of the farmer and the miller must go hand 
one can not be damaged without hurt fo t ott In 
is it frequently asserted that as long as there is an exp 
of wheat raised in the United States it must inevit 
value in the world’s wheat | 

Mr. Chairman, this is another example of u ie! 
legislation. But as a tariff or revenue bill tl v 
sion as to wheat and flour vindicates a tariff b l 
commission for expert help in the framing of ff or re 
bills, to the end that the legislation may be scie HH 

| framers of this bill availed themselves of th ssistance of 
expert help and relied upon it they would have escaped 
this bull. 

Mr. Chairman, the opponents of the policy of protection, sp 
cifically the Democratic Party, are constantly looking for « p 
markets where to make purchases. They would seek to b l 
up trade, “especially foreign trade,” hence would buy in 


| labor. 


eign markets, and they would buy the products of foreign cheap 
Thus they would bring these foreign prod cts, and con 
sequentiy foreign cheap labor, in direct competition with the 
producers of the same goods and the labor that produced them 
home 


in our country. Certainly, this could not result ot! 
wise than to level the standard of living and of wages in t 
United States down to the standard of foreign countri« It 
conclusively follows that if the products of labor are to be 


cheap, the price of labor, or its wages, must be corr 
cheap. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a firm believer in the beneficence of the 
policy of protection, but this does not signify that I favor high 
protection. I believe in sufficient protect and that is : 
rates that will equalize the difference between the cost of 
production at home and abroad. I am very frank to say that 
if any mistakes are to be made in the fixing of rates I should 


prefer that the error be in favor of our home producer and of 


i bu y 


on, 


our home market. I claim it to be to the advantage of our 
whole country, a public advantage to all our people, that our 
own home producers enjoy a preference by at leust a slight 
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margin, if not by condition or circumstance, then by “ artificial | 


ducers—instance manufacture of flour in Canada for our home 
arrangement,” such as the imposition of a duty by legislation, It will be 
that such advantuge be enjoyed over foreign labor and foreign 


hailed as a friend by our foreign competitors, while it is sure 
to be deplored as a legislative plague by producers and con- 
sumers in the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Chairman, it is not my inten- 
tion to address myself at great length to the pending measure. 
The subject has been discussed by distinguished gentlemen with 
such clearness, force, and ability that further explanation or 
further debate seems useless. While most of us have long 
realized the importance and necessity of a downward revision 


l roducts. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend that the policy, the advantages 
of protection to home labor 


und home industries, has not been 
abused, perverted in many instances from general public bene- 
fits to mere private and selfish ends. It is true that this has 
occurred, but this is no disparagement of the principle honestly 
and scientifically applied. 

Mr. Chairman, the majority side and the administration ad- 
vocate as a substitute for the Republican policy of protection 
ccmpetition; they would all “artificial” trade restric- 
tions in the nature of protection for the 


ee —and upon conflicting campaign promises. 


remove 


panacea of competition. | of the tariff, yet if any doubt had existed in our minds it 
Sir, I regret the very palpable oversight of the administration | would have been removed after listening to the masterly argu- 
side in that they have not perceived that competition is the ulti- | ments of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop] and 
niute result of protection. Competition is the purpose sought by | the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. Probably 
protectiou afforded in the first instance. It ought to be perfectly | never before in the history of the country has a committee en- 
pluin to everyone giving any serious consideration to the ques- 


; gaged in the preparation of tariff legislation labored so zeal- 
tion that foreign mapvufacturers would have met with but little, | ously to present to the American people an equitable readjust- 


if any, competition in the United States, even by this time, had | ment of tariff duties as has the majority membership of the 
it not been for the policy of protection inaugurated in our coun- | 


present Committee on Ways and Means. For days and for 
try’s infancy. Our country would have yet been at the mercy | weeks, with strict fidelity to duty and following the mandate 
of the manufacturing monopolies of burope had it not beep for | of the American people, they have been absorbed in the build- 
the couupetition produced «s the direct result of the policy of | ing of a law for the relief of the people of the United States. 
protection by the development of manufactories in our Own And to-day we have before us the magnificent fruits of their 
country. It is the fruits of the policy of protection that have | Jabors. 

D -our Nation one of the strongest competitors in the marssts | And just here let me say that I was somewhat amazed to 
of the world. At the same time it is perfectly | 


plain that this 
siime policy bas resulted in a healthy and wholesome competi- 
tion in the different industries in our own country—as to many 
things keen competition that our own 


hear from one source and another that the notion existed that 
the citrus-fruit States, Florida being one of them, were willing 
to traflic in the principles of the Democratic Party for the bene- 


-SO citizens, 


t surrounded | ft of their particular industries. If such an idea is prevalent 
by the sawe environments with the same standards of living and in this Congress, speaking for the rank and file of the Demo- 
wages, Standing thus on an equal footing and thus made “ legiti- | crats of Florida, or at least of my district, I unhesitatingly say 
juaie” competitors, are being obliged to “whet their wits” | that our people will not sacrifice, and do not desire to sacrifice, 
to the end that they may be able to cope with each other for |g fundamental principle of democracy, however great the re- 
our home markets besides for foreign markets. 7 


When protec- 
tion was first inaugurated in our young Republic certain Euro- | 


ward might be. In the making of a tariff bill there must be 
pean countries tried to stifle it by the “ dumping” 


of all their | 





surplus man 


factures, and even more than that, upon our mar- 
kets, selling at prices lower than the cost of the manufacture in 
order to paralyze the infant industries of the 


But, sir, protection brought development 


and 


r 


between our manufacturers at home. 
fhe Democratic Party assails the policy of protection, relying 


partially upon mistakes and inaccuracies or inequalities 
rates of duties which have occurred in some instances. But 
the pending bill, as has already been pointed out, ought to make 


them most charitably disposed as to 


event, mere inaccuracies coustitute only a misapplication of the 
policy and do not therefore disparage the principle; in many 
instances they vindicate the principle or its virtues when prop- 
erly applied. Mr. Chairman, admitting that 
have been made by our side, we find great consolation in the 
fi that the unfair results thereby produced are small indeed 
placed beside the disasters which have resulted from Demo- 
We remember, too, that such mistakes as we 


such 


mistakes. In any 


such 


as 
cratic revision. 
have made have generally inured to citizens of our own coun- 
try, while, on the other hand, the injurious effects of Demo- 
eratic tariff tinkering have contributed directly to the pros- 
perity of foreign countries at the sacrifice of our home people. 
I greatly prefer that, if errors must occur, the result shall be 
in favor of our home people rather than of foreign countries. 
Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Party has charged up against 
the policy of protection the high cost of living and made solemn 


promises that this revision would lower the cost of living to | 


a rensonable level; but, sir, I greatly fear that the only way 
in which the cost of living will be reduced by the operation of 
this bill is that by its blighting effect upon business it will 


Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Party is constantly charging 
up to the operation of the policy of protection the responsibility 
for the existence of trusts, but they overlook the fact that 
though no duty is imposed upon the admission of tea and coffee, 
the business in these two household necessities constitute two 
of the greatest trusts, and the prices are about the highest 
to consumers, in preportion to the actual cost, of any articles of 
food they buy. 

Again, the business of Great Britain, the greatest free-trade 
country, is honeycombed with gigantic trusts. 

Mr, Chairman, the bill contains many phases and varieties 
of economic incompatibilities. 


It rides two or more horses in 
as many different 


directions at the same time. It is based upon 
free trade, tariff for revenue, special privilege for foreign pro- 





United States. 
of these industries, 
with the result of competition both with foreign manufacturers 


| to all the people, from the humblest citizen who may live in a 


mistakes | 


necessitate a low standard of or poor living. 


| yielding here and yielding there that the finished product may 

be consistent and equitable, and the people that I represent are 
willing to stand by a measure, without selfish contention, which 
| offers relief to millions of the American people. 

The American people are an intelligent people. It is a happy 
situation for our country that those who serve the Nation in 
the making and in the execution of her laws are directly re- 
sponsible to the people themselves. It is a happier situation 
that that responsibility is not due to one class of the people but 





hut to the greatest and richest who may dwell in a castle. So, 
in the course of time, the people, whose country this is, saw the 
deception of the Republican Party and learned that that party 
had heedilessly ignored solemn pledges and failed in the per- 
formance of plain duties. And in their might they registered 
their protest in the ballot box and drove from power the purty 
that had plundered them by excessive tariff taxation. As a 
result of the people’s wrath to-day at both ends of the Capito! 


and at the White House Democrats sit in the seats of the 
mighty to legislate for the real good of the whole people. We 
shall not deceive them, but, on the contrary, we shall heed 


their call and ere the passing of many more days a blighting 
tariff law will be clipped from our statutes and in its stead will 
be found the equitable measure which we here espouse. 

I cherish the hope that the time will come in this country 
when there shall be no duty levied on a single article necessary 
to human existence. The levying of a tax for the protection of 
any business or industry is wholly indefensible and manifestly 
wrong. A business that can not thrive without having the arm 
of the Government to support it by tariff duties should perish. 
Why do I say this? Because the levying of tariff duties to sup- 
port an industry is the forcing of the consumer—the farmer, 
the laboring man, who are not protected—to buy the necessaries 


of life in the market of the highest price instead of the market 
of the lowest price. 


This is unnatural, unjust, and wholly wrong. The Republican 
Party since its inception has laid the heavy hand of taxation 
upon millions of the American people for the benefit of the great 
manufacturers and big business interests, and the result has 
been the fleecing of the poor man’s pocket from early morning to 
night. Every cent exacted by the exorbitant rates of the Re- 


publican Payne tariff bill has been wrung from the purse of 
those who are least able to bear it. 

Let us hope that we are at the dawn of a better day. To the 
American people we say have patience. The iniquitous legis- 
lation of the Republican Party can not be swept away in a day, 
because it has been in the building for many years. As a sick 
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man can not be cured in a day, so also the ills of a Nation can 
not be vanquished as by magic. The course of treatment the 
Democratic Party has prescribed will ere long bring us back to | 
happiness and vigor. The passage of the pending measure | 
means the awakening and quickening of competition and thrift 

in our commercial life and equality of opportunity for the 

struggling men and women of the Nation. 

And in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me Hft the veil that | 
clouds the future and, penetrating into the to-morrow, predict 
that when this bill becomes the law of the land it will be the 
beginning of a better day of prosperity and happiness, which | 
will endure for many years to come; and, too, that it will make 
the name of the distinguished and talented gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] immortal in American history. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Lewis]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Lewis] is recognized. 

Mr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, without fear of 
successful contradiction I make the statement that the pro- 
gressive movement, which swept the old Keystone State in the 
primaries of 1912 and at the reneral election in November of 
that year, was a wonderful feat, made possible of accomplish- 
ment by reuson of the disgust of the public with old abuses and | 
the tyranny of political bosses. It was a rebuke not to the 
Republican Party but to the bosses and representatives of 
special interests. 

Year after year, as conventions were held in Pennsylvania, 
we as delegates were sent to the State capital, sat there, at 
times were wined and dined, and at times were asking our- | 
selves the question: “ Why don’t we vote? Who are we going | 
to vote for?” Invariably we were told: “The slate has not 
been made. Our leader, our peerless leader, will tell you in 
good time whom you are to vote for.” And then we voted for 
our peerless leader’s selections, and went back to our homes 
again. 


We got tired of that in Pennsylvania, and the people of | 


Pennsylvania repudiated those tactics. So tyrannous did the 
political machines become in our State that the bosses in both 
parties worked in harmony, so that the voter had no voice in 
the nomination or election of candidates for public office. The 
“machine,” composed of Republican and Democratic leaders, 
controlled the conventions of both parties and named the tickets. 

This condition was a powerful factor in the dissatisfaction 
that led to the revolt and political revolution in our State, and 


the Progressives, known as the Washington Party, early and | 
g 7 J 


late voiced the fundamental aspirations of all good and earnest 
men and women of all parties for a higher tone in public life, 
for public servants more truly representative of the higher aims 
of the people, for honesty in public life, for efficiency, and for 


freedom from the trammels of “ interests’ seeking unjust privi- | 
leges, for a government and administration that shall be in- | 


stinct with the conscience and genuine patriotism of the best in 
America. [Applause.] 


Mr. Chairman, I come as a Representative from the State) 
of Pennsylvania as a Progressive, not only because I am a be- | 


liever in better government, in social betterment, in government 


by the people and not by machines and bosses, but also because | 


the sturdy sons of the old Keystone State, by a vote of 608,000 


and a plurality of more than 250,000, have sent me here to | 


assist in so revising the machinery of the Government that the 
will of the majority may surely find expression in law, believing 
that the rights and liberties of every individual citizen are 
safer in the hands of the majority of the people than in the 
hands of any interested minority. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in revising the machinery of the Govy- 


ernment, I believe Representatives of all political parties will | 


agree with me that the rights and interests of the industrial 
workers should be adequately protected in addition to the pro- 
tection and encouragement in every possible way of business, 
whether it be big business or small business, honestly conducted. 

I come from a section of the State that is remarkable. 


Lehigh County, at Summit Hill, on its northern border, is the | 


beginning of the anthracite coal district. In its northern por- 


; aa . : 5 | 
tion, at Slatington, it has the slate industry. A few miles 


below, at Egypt, is the largest cement district of the world. 
Two miles below that, at City Line, is the limestone formation. 
Then comes the city of Allentown, with all its diversified indus- 


tries. To the west and north of the city of Allentown lie the | 


hematite ore mines, and 5 miles south of the city of Allentown 
are the mines of the Bethlehem Zinc Co. 
There is not anywhere a county that is richer in its mineral 


products, and our agricultural products are the pride of our | 


State. Our industries in the city of Allentown are pri! 


| the manufacture of iron, steel, 


Shoes, Slik, Turniture, 


wire and nails, automobiles, knitting mills, and so on Our 
people there are generally employed, contented, happy, a 
prosperous; and I want to say to you, gentlemen, that if this 
tariff bill is passed, I invite you all in a year from its passige 
to that beautiful valley, and you will find the desolation hi 
caused. [Applause on the Republican side 

From the brief description I have given of only very 


county in the State of Pennsylvania, 
vitally interested in the outcome of 


have heard how the Democrati 
ditions by passing a bill in the 7 


been absolutely no difference of 


by the Republicans in the preparation of th: 


No public information has been « 


yf 


of the perfunctory bearings of the 


The real information upon which th 


been obtained by correspondence ;: 


shal of the St. Patrick's Day par 


Ways and M ( 


nd by 


known to the House nor is it obtainable | 
The same old methods have been employed in . 
way. Your leader, the gentleman from Alabam \ \ 
woop], is indeed a general. He reminds me of an old f 
of my boyhood days. We were raised, we boys, 
district. There was a man there by the name of ¢ t. O’D 
He was a little more advanced in |! leas i had 
the benefits of a better education tl ‘ old I 
| of that section. An annual St. Patrick’s Day 1 
| there, and invariably, as the years rolled on, ¢ Ob 
sent out his annual message calling a meeting in the basen 
| Campbell’s store. The old Irishmen met there d Capt. OD 
nell walked in in all his glory and he would say: “ Gintlem 
this mating is called for the purpose of ilicting a ch: 
this mating. It is moved and seconded, gint ( 
O'Donnell act as chairman of this mating I tl 
honor, and the motion is carried.” [Laughter.] Lhe ‘ 
add: “It is in order now, gintlemen, for some one t 


rangemints. It is moved and s OD 
| as marshal of the parade and make : wre > i 
motion is carried, gintlemen, and he lk 


the mating is now adjourned.” 


and why? Because we claim tha 


t 





Mr. Chairman, we in Pennsylvania are largely protect 


a protective tarill wi 


mits of goods being manufactured in this country, whi 


temporarily raise the price of the goods, will ulti: e 
reduce prices by reason of the fact that e mpeti i 
profits to a normal condition, so that if profi re « 
capital and labor will gravitate toward the uS-ryY W 
an excessive profit, and competition will therefore 

to the average of profit enjoyed in any industry 

| be the outcome of a protective iff; b ifan 
reason of the ownership of a patent other art 

| tages, is enabled to prevent compe his profits \ 

| excessive. 

An analysis of the protected ind ries whi 
exceptionally profitable will disclose the t that t 
patented machinery, appliances, or methods, or the owue 
of coal or mineral lands are the chief assets « 
turer receiving an excessive profit, because they ve 


monopoly. 


The protectionists’ strength in 


the United States ] 


i due largely to the fact that access to land has been « 
hence !abor and capita! have been high priced, and a prot 
tariff has been necessary to enable wages to be pa d 
to be reimbursed in sufficient degree to attract labor and « 
to the manufacturing pursuits. In older communities 


labor is cheap and capital plenty—and consequently che 
production of articles in which labor and capital are the } 

| elements car be carried on much more economically than 
the United States or any new country, and in order to build 


facturing pursuits. 


establishment which sha!l be at 





manufacturing industries a protective tariff is essentia 
that capital and labor may be induced to engage in the 


Now, what is the best means to adopt to obtain the 
information, to prevent logrolling, and to elimi 
in dealing with the tariff questions? 

This year’s experience points more clearly tl 1? 3 
| gone before the necessity for a tariff commission—a gre per 
manent, authoritative, confidence 


commanding, power-wield 
ill times in touch wit 


and industry, which shall have the power, preferably, actua 


| to fix rates of duty. just as the Interstate Commerce Com: 


sion has power to establish and 


¢ 
t 


o change railroad rates. 








I am firmly convinced that the Progressive Party .is right in 
favoring the creation of a permanent, independent, nonpartisan, 


expert tariff commission, and I believe that the sensible men 
of this country will sooner or later place their stamp of ap- 
provel upon this, the only fair and honest solution of the tariff 


problem which offers a mezns toward an admirable end, with- 
out disrupting our form of government or imperiling our most 
sacred traditions. [Applause.] 


And now, in conclusion, a word to my Republican friends. 








You may sneer and jeer, but you will get rid of the Progressive 
Party the day you abandon the automobile and return to the 
ox cart. It is as much a part of the age as the flying machine, 
the telephone, or wireless telegraphy. The new alignment, 
long on the way, is here at last. Recognition of this fact will 
prevent you from making serious mistakes, especially if you 
happen to be a politician. A party that can poll in its first 
contest more votes than the party that has been dominant in 


the Nation for 50 years has surely come to stay. 
this fact and adjust yourself to the new order or 
you far behind. Take your position 
for or aguinst the new party. but Republican you belong 
to the “third party.” The Progressive Party is not the result 
of a split, but a birth. Get this idea fixed firmly in your minds. 
We bave come to stay, aud in a single year the principles of 
ight, of equity, and of justice, which are the fundamental! doc- 
trines of the Progressive Party, have made a greater advance in 
the United States than in all the other years of its history com- 
bined 
Our fac 
is sure 
[Loud applause.) 
Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, for the reason that some of 
ie leading industries of the State which I have the honor to 
epresent are vitally affected by this bill I desire briefly to be 
I fee] that on account of the peculiar and unique rela- 
ions of my State to the Democratic Party that its interests and 
re are entitled to more than a perfunctory hearing by that 


Recognize 
the proces 


sion will leave 


as a 


ri 





if 


s are indeed turned to the morning, and the sun of success 


to rise 


ieard. 


There are promises and promises; there are pledges and 
pled: There is the pledge of the Republican members of the 
Oregon Legislature to vote for the popular choice for United 
States Senator; that pledge has never been violated. Then there 
is the trustless Carthagenian pledge, which bas made the term 
“Punic faith” a byword, an expression of reproach and infamy 
a synonym for all which is false, faithless, and unreliable. Then 
there is the pledge of the Democratic platform for “ legislation 
that will not injure or destroy legitimate industry.” If this 
bil! passes in its present form, “ Punic faith” in my State will 


res. 


become a sweet phrase, a euphemism, in comparison with this | 


manifestation of Democratic faith, pledges, and performance. 
The State of Oregon is an overwhelmingly Republican State. 


Among its various industries and activities it is especially noted | 


for two valned crops, both of which may be disastrously affected 
by the passage of this bill in its present form through the Sixty- 
third Congress. One of these great crops, which we Republicans 
are proud of and desirous of preserving for the State and Na- 
tion and which the promises and pledges of both your platform 
and your President gave us assurance would not be injured by 
the proposed Democratic tariff changes, is the wool crop. The 


other crop to which I have reference and which may also be | 


disastrously affected by the final passage of this bill, and which 
crop for its continuance needs and has every right to expect the 
utmost concern, encouragement, and fostering care from the 
majority in this body, instead of the blight and mildew you 
secin determined to visit upon it through the passage of this bill, 
is the quadrennial crop of Oregon’s Democratic Senators, 

I stated awhile ago that there are promises and promises, 
pledges and pledges—so there are. I stated that Oregon was an 
overwhelmingly Republican State—so it is.and has been for two 
decades past, and so have been its legislatures. And it is be- 
cause the Republican Party of the State of Oregon and the 
Republican members of its State legislature have been true to 
their promises and have spurned with scorn and righteous in- 
dignation the faintest hint or suggestion of disloyalty or re- 
pudiation of those pledges given to the people, pledges no more 
solemn or binding, Mr. Chairman, than the pledges of your 
platform and your President “that no legitimate industry 
would be injured by your tariff policy.” I say on account of 
this unshaken fidelity of the Republican Party of my State this 
quadrennial crop of Democratic Senators has sprung up, has 
bloomed, and has been harvested, and by virtue of this harvest 
you now have a safe working majority on the other side of 
the Capitol in the persons of the two Oregon Senators, who, I 
am pleased to attest, grace their positions in that distinguished 
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body. They were elected by Republican legislators who refused 
to repudiate their pledges, who refused to be recreant to their 
pledges, and, in the case of the senior Senator, their loyalty 
to their pledges was evcouraged by a Republican President. I 
know, and I say it without egotism or desire for self-exploita- 
tion, for I had the honor at that time of being a member of the 
Oregon Senate 

Then and there, Mr. Chairman, as now and here, the political 
neologist found or suggested new meanings and definitions for 
words, sophistry as now furnished plausible reasons concerning 
what was “ legitimate ” and what was not; cupidity and avarice 
were appealed to; office, preferments, and committee appoint- 
ments also failed to seduce. But these blandishments were of 
no avail. All terrors were then invoked to induce members to 
betray platform and pledges, save and except that terror which 
here seems most effectual—the fiat of King Caucus. Sut the 
honor of those Republican legislators of Oregon was threat proof 
as wel] bribe proof. Each one voted for the Democratic 
candidate for United States Senator because he had pledged 
his word that he would vote for the candidate receiving the 
largest popular vote. Their pledge was not legally binding: it 
was argued that it was not “ legitimate,” but they considered 
it morally binding. It was no more morally binding than your 
pledges to injure no “legitimate” industry. 

Do you dare follow the “ Oregon trail ”? 

On your platform and presidential candidate’s pledge, that no 
“legitimate” industry should be injured by your tariff legisla- 
tion, your senatorial candidate, now a Member of the other 
Chamber and also Oregon's senior Senator, canvassed the great 
sheep-raising districts of eastern Oregon, quieting the appre- 
hension of the woolgrower with iterations and reiterations of 
that then plain and unambiguous Democratic pledge—that 
pledge now grown so technical, abstruse, and recondite, a veri- 
ti ble Delphic oracle of hidden meaning when now interpreted, 
unraveled, and expounded in the light of the “ Punic faith” of 
the philologists of the Ways and Means Committee. 

If you desire to preserve that quadrennial! crop, I advise you 
not to handicap your candidates for reelection with such a sub- 
terfuge, such chicanery, such a puerile plea for your “ Punic 
faith” as “that the wool and sheep industry of Oregon is not a 
legitimate industry,” such as you promisea not to injure. If I 
mistake not the character of the gentlemen—and I feel from my 
individual association with them that I do not—they will not 
stultify themselves by carrying back such a pusillanimous ex- 
cuse or message to Oregon. A dispensation to violate party 
pledges, coming from the casuists of the caucus, will absolve no 
one under the “ Oregon system.” 

The sheepmen of my district are at a loss to know why their 
great industry is classed among illegitimate industries. why 
bastardy proceedings are visited upon it, why it deserves the 
appellation of filius nullius. It may be Lecuuse he who has 
been called putative father of Democracy thonght so much of 
the sheep industry and was so anxious to foster and encourage 
woolgrowing that in 1809, in violation of the laws of Spain, he 
smuggled a few Merino sheep out of Spain, two of which he later 
owned. And it is this Merino brand which is the essential and 
predominant strain of sheep in the great wool-raising States. 
The sheep industry is one of the great and legitimate industries 
of the Nation. 

S. W. McClure, secretary of the National Woolgrowers’ Asso- 
ciation, shows that at the last census the sheep of the Nation 
were worth $231,000,000; that the land and equipment needed to 
maintain these flocks represent an investment of $350,000.000, 
representing a total investment of $581,.000,000. The census 
shows sheep on 610,000 farms. The industry pays for labor 
$47,580,000 each year. It pays yearly for forage $23,400,000; 
taxes on sheep alone, $2,600,000 per annum; freight on wool 
is annually $4,000,000. The actual cost of maintaining the 
52,000,000 sheep in this country is $137,000.000. Surely such an 
industry can not be the subject of the radica! treatment you 
propose to administer without the most disastrous and radical 
consequences. 

The Tariff Board in its report shows that it costs 11 cents a 
pound to raise wool in the western part of the United States 
and 93 cents in the entire country. That in the great wool- 
producing sections of South America the cost is only 4 or 5 
cents. That in Australia, our future competitor if this bill 
passes, the cost is only a few cents a pound on wool. The labor 
cost in the United States per sheep is 82 cents, against 7 cents in 
Australia. The average forage cost here is 45 cents, in Aus- 
tralia 8 cents. Our western interest rates range from 8 to 10 
per cent, in Australia it is 5 per cent. All of which demon- 
strates that we can not compete with Australia in the produc- 
tion of wool on a free-trade basis, and the consequence will be 
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that our wool raisers in a large measure will have to abandon 
the industry and liquidate their indebtedness the best they can. 

What are we offered to compensate us for the prospective de- 
struction of this industry? Cheaper clothing? During the 
campaign last fall some of the free-trade orators talked glibly 
about the great reduction in the price of clothing that would 
follow free wool, but on Wednesday the majority leader, whose 
name dignifies this bill, informed us that no great reduction 
need be expected by the passage of this bill. Let us see just 
what great boon we need expect in the way of cheaper clothing 
to compensate us for the destruction of the sheep industry by 
free wool. 

Dr. S. W. McClure, on behalf of the woolgrower, argues that 
it requires 34 yards of cloth to make the average man’s suit; 
that to make this 34 yards of cloth it takes 3} pounds of scoured 
wool; for all the wool in this suit the wool raiser only receives 
$1.72; the tariff has advanced this suit 48 cents, aceording to 
the woolgrower’s estimate. And he asks, would your store- 
keeper who retails this suit for $25 or $30 sell it to you for 48 
cents less with wool on the free list? 

Let us examine the testimony of the free-trade expert con- 
cerning the question of the reduced price of clothing under free- 
trade wool. Last Wednesday a gentleman on the Democratic 
side of the aisle asked to have printed as a publie decument an 
article in the April number of the North American Review, 
written by Thomas W. Page, the Democratic member of the 
Tariff Board. The article in question advocates free wool, and 
the gentleman certainly has no motive to give the wool raiser 
any of the best of it, for his article abounds with adverse com- 
ments on the industry. He states that it requires 94 pounds of 
raw wool—meaning in the grease—to produce a $25 suit of 
clothes, and he adds: 

The most ardent advocate of tariff reduction could not expect the 
removal of the duty to reduce the sum by more than the whole amount 
of the duty—that is, $1.05. 

So we have the protectionist telling us that free wool can 
only reduce the price 48 cents and the free trader telling us 
that the price can only be reduced $1.05 under free trade. 
Whichever figure you take it is evident that the prospective 
reduction in clothing due to free wool is a slight compensation 
for the financial ruin of the sheepman. Furthermore, this 


alleged duty of $1.05 is based on the assumption that this is | 


the real protective duty which the wool raiser receives and 
that consequently the 93 pounds of unscoured woo! is increased 
in price to the wool raiser by that sum. But this is actually 
not the case, and I shall tell you why it is only the apparent 
duty, not the real duty. The actual duty or protection which 
the woolgrower receives is not measured by the duty on wool 
in the grease, but by the duty on the scoured pound, which is 
83 cents, based on the assumption that wool shrinks 66% per cent. 
If all wool shrank 66% per cent, then in every 100 pounds of 
wool in the grease on which the duty is 11 cents per pound, or 
$11 for the 100 pounds, the purchaser of imported wools would 
get for his $11 only 334 pounds’ net, or scoured wool increased 
in price to him by the cost of the duty of 38 cents per scoured 
pound. But the assumption that all wools shrink 66% per cent 
is no longer true and has not been true for more than 20 years. 
The average shrinkage of the Australian and South American 
wools which reach our markets ts 48 per cent; therefore for 
every 100 pounds of such wool on which the duty at 11 cents 
per pound is $11 the purchaser gets 52 pounds of scoured wool 
instead of 334 pounds, which the law contemplated he should 
get. And this he gets at the rate of 21 cents per pound instead 
of 33 cents, and by the difference between 21 and 335 cents is 
the woolgrower’s apparent duty lessened upon the scoured 
pound. On some light-shrinking wools the grower’s protection 
is lowered considerably more than in the example which I have 
given. It is this variance in the shrinkage of different wools 
which has led the woolgrower to advocate a specific duty based 
on the scoured content of wool—fair and just to all wool- 
growers and all manufacturers. 

To demonstrate that the apprehensions of the woolgrowers 
are not groundless we need not refer to the condition of the 
industry following the Wilson bill, but let us refer to page 330 
of the Tariff Board's report. 

In Oregon the board investigated the receipts and expendi- 
tures on 229,713 sheep, and ascertained that the receipts from 
wool at 14 cents per pound on the 1,678,993 pounds of wool 
sheared were $237,000.35; from other sources, such us mutton, 
etc., the receipts were $272,476.51; that the total receipts were 
$509,476.86; that the total experse of running the sheep was 
$456,320.05—leaving a profit of $53,156.81. Bear in mind that 
this profit was with wool at 14 cents per pound, which 
amounted to $237,000.35. Where would these profits be under 


————— 








LESSIONAL RECORD—-HOUSE. 


















free wool w h ‘ + ‘ 7 Ww) 
cert ‘ 1 lest 4 

: 
basis, for f \ ~. th \ 

The I f $257,000 37 
$167,889.30, a ¢ ‘ f 29 
$55.156 we wo d find a < 
This may be t Lasa f 
in otl States from the ¢ 

For this 1 ul dest 
to be eomm sted i\ 
< ts ad S1.05 y 
April number of the \ 

‘ He ‘ ~ 
e >, Ww d 
seve the country so wid 
vidual ex sum \ ‘ y 
k t iol ten 1} t t 

so tor thunder to i i 1a i 
from wor OV : Ss are W Se tk ‘ 
Che aucus 

The she ind w industry in \ t is an 
one It is one of the leg nate indust s which the | 
cratic platform assured us would not be i red by the 
legislation. It is not an industry ontrolled by a 
monopoly. 

It is an industry b up by honored and indust1 
many of whom in their early life suffered untold privat 
hardships to get a start in the b ess | ' ane 
the industry in Oregon is shown by the following report 
by the Oregon board of sheep commissioners for the tw 
seventh legislative assembiv of the S 

I quote from the report the following: 

The importance of tl sheen industry in ¢ Sinte is |} 
hended w n it is tilled to vour attention ¢ 

raised on 6.318 14 1 ‘ 4 : ‘ 

a 1 to . , t ee Vi ot , 
iS as r ng of s t 
t i it number « en encnae 

lust I nd ra everal owner 
partr 1 | niy t ) { it e t t t 
10,000 sh regot These 10.000 owners may b 
to l f 4 members ea and gives 1 14 
I mor ri depen it t 

crec ble w for the tnoduest 
¢ statistics t I Board fe 4 
ster e1 ntis 
) shee ed ; 
sheep nd 1 mar ' 1 for : 
t nun r of ’ n if ‘ wr ’ 
mately connected with t sheep industry to 45.562, and timati 
1 in each 6 of these la rers is married { 
we have 49.278 n Oregon iil . aos tter” in 
in our sheep industry This is a large per cent of the ral pe 
of our State and she 1 indica t | t 
Orecon is one of the greatest a ‘ t 4 ( 
The collection of data for t rariff Board and our report she 
the Oregn flockmaster pays on » aver: of i per head t lab 
all sheep he owns Ile must bear in mind that th e! 
sheep ranch is the best paid act itu lab 
herders and camp tenders recei from $40 to $60 ar t 
board If we have 2.225.000 eep in eastern Orego t } 
industry of this State pars to stern O I 
this district, or $2,225,000 Vi ern Or : ' 
even greater expense, in so far s labor 
conceded that large enterpris in 
: its labor W u t conservat ‘ft t 
to labor for tt eare of he } wo « mn ent thing lik & 
ae n ided to the 1 vi is 1 O 
t total to the sur of $°.6°5.000 j 3 1 ‘ 2 
store, t banker, the employee of t 1, and 
emplo Ss more or d ne tont ‘ 
to de it t exact } mone i 
to ft Sy e f 
reas f ae ‘ ) 
This is a larg 
c ‘ C { 
b ig ( t 
gradually ‘ 
t 1 of ft : 
~ rf rT ‘) gy ’ 
f ) Our 2.1¢ 
worth $3.75 per head, 1 ga total o 
of western Oregon are w $5 per 
T p rty holdin tn 
ar ¢ ited at S8.000 1 1 ¢ 
y hol for t . 
$16,784,000 j ~ ep t pO 
erty holdings to t val ' 
in this section of the Stat The gr 
sheep in the State and ti! 
the enormous sum of $52.5 20 

I am not willing to \ foral 
and injure this impor it industry of ( ind § 
a bill which grants a certain me: ote n to th 
industry and the woolen manuf ! disecrin t 
the wool raiser of my State My Demoet 
of this House, do not delude yourselves with the idea t 








582 CONGRE! 





SSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 26 


, 





can return and justify yourselves before an indignant constitu- 


ency with the excuse or the pretense that you have battled for 
your State’s interests with blank cartridges and tin swords in 
the sham battles of the secret caucus. The real firing line is 


here on this floor—the real blows are 
Emulate the Senator: from Louisiana. If the sand in your craw 
is lacking, fill it with that Louisiana sugar; it has nerved the 
Senators from Louisiana in their fight and got for their sugar- 


given and taken here. 


growing constituents a respite or stay of execution at least long | 


enough to enable them to write a last will and testament and 
decently settle earthly affairs before entire dissolution shall take 
place. A little backbone might secure for the sbeepman a like 
reprieve. 

In this secret caucus you find yourselves like the Horatii of 
old separately disembowled; or, as the gentleman from Wyo- 


ming put it, “slain in detachment.” We invite you to stand 
shoulder to shoulder on this floor with both Progressive and 


tepublican Parties for a reasonable tariff reduction that shall 
not entirely annihilate the industries of our respective States. 
We all know the committee appointments have been withheld 
awaiting the passage of this bill. Of course, this was not to 
whip insurgent Members of the majority into line. Oh, no. 
No one in his own opinion is ever coerced. Even gallant Jack 
Falstaff would deny such an impeachment. But a few days ago 
we heard—echoing through the inspired caucus leak—your 
tom-toms and war songs in defense of icgtunate industries. 
But the echoes of those songs and tom-toms were only meant to 
tickle the ears at home. Those echoes have died away. Now 
you are singing another song. It is the song of Sir Joseph in 
Pinafore, especially arranged by the gentleman from Alabama— 
Director UNDERWoop—for the benefit of wavering Members: 


“Tf always voted at the caucus call 
And never thought of thinking for myself at all;” 
I thought so little they rewarded me— 
How? 
- making me ruler of the queen's navee? 
NO; 
By giving me a place on the committee. 

[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. GARDNER. 
from Michigan [Mr. Cramton]. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, I would not have presumed | 
upon the patience of this body to listen to me even for this lim- 
ited time, inasmuch as I am a new Member on this floor, were it | 
not for the fact that I feel most emphatically that the interests 
of 200,000 people in my State, which have been intrusted to my 
protection in this body so far as I am able to protect them, are 
endangered. 

This pending tariff bill is a deliberate blow at the agricultural 
sections of this country in a studied political appeal to the 
laboring classes in the cities. In the report of the Democratic 
majority of the Ways and Means Committee on this bill it is 
said: “In the effort to relieve the consumer and to mitigate | 
the high and rising cost of living Schedule G, which deals with 
agricultural products, has been thoroughly revised and impor- 
tant reductions have been made.” By “consumers,” I under- 
stand, are not meant those who consume without producing 
anything, because if there be 
to any consideration at our hands. But I understand that gen- 
tlemen on the other side mean by ‘“‘consumers” the laboring 
men in the cities of this country. This is an attempt to array 
the voters of the cities against the farming communities and to 
build up prosperous cities out of the impoverishment of the 
farmers. That is a very uncertain foundation upon which to 


Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 


any such class it is not entitled | 








build the prosperity of any country. 


The laboring men in the 
cities can not afford any program of that kind. In my judgment 
the prosperity of one class of our people contributes to and 
helps the prosperity of every other class. When prosperity 
exists it must necessarily be passed around, and it has been 
passed around. During the past few years the farmers have 
prospered as they never prospered before in the history of our 
country. At the same time the consuming classes in the cities 
have prospered as never before, notwithstanding the high cost 
of living. Labor has been in active demand, wages have im- 
proved, the hours of labor have been shortened, and the condi- 
tions surrounding the laborer have constantly been bettered. 
The laborer, as a rule, has had a better living and has had more 
of his wages left for the proverbial rainy day. The savings 
bank deposits come largely from the wage earners. Following 
the depression of 1907 these deposits fell to $38,660,553,945. 
Then note the constant advance, notwithstanding living costs: 


acne te dn ww ws nene Sitios al lucia aaeaailiadabiinnaiaaeaiaalindiaaiinds $3, 713, 405, 709 
BETO n. nena nice nate dipihele teaiiiamgilalinb inant 4, 070, 486, 246 
BVA Sc ncneeanind memantine naeibiengiemiaaianiaimim 4, 212, 583, 598 
LOE igi mgnitcsis titne mk mgucteenientusinaiagaeh ead taaile 4, 451, 818, 525 


As the. farmers find an improved market for their products 
and secure better prices therefor they improve their standard 
of living, buy more farm tools, buggies, pianos, automobiles, 
clothing, and all t’>» manufactured products. Thereby is the 
demand for these products improved, and the manufacturer 
shares in the farmer’s prosperity. The demand for manufac- 
tured products increasing, the demand for labor increases and 
wages rise. As labor finds steady employment at improved 
wages, its standard of living is raised, and it buys more of the 
products of the farm and the factory. The farmer, the laborer, 
the manufacturer, these constitute a trio who share together 
their common prosperity. Any economic plan which seeks to 
shut out the farmer from his fair share of this prosperity will 
bring disaster rather than profit: to the others. 

In this bill the products of the farm are thrown into a free- 
trade market to meet the unrestrained competition of the world. 
Where this is not done in fact it is done in effect. If the duty 


n/|is not entirely removed it is greatly reduced. This is to re- 


deem your pledge to reduce the cost of living for the city 
laborer. But everyone of you know that the bulk of the in- 
crease of the cost of living is not caused by the increase in the 
| prices the farmer receives, but by a multitude of other causes. 

Before election last fall the continuous contention of the 
Democratic Party and its candidate for President was that the 
tariff is responsible for the high cost of living. No other reason 
was assigned by them; but the Republicans contended that the 
tariff had little to do with it—that there was a scarcity of 
farm produce and especially of meats. But no; the Democrats 
insisted that the tariff was the sole cause; but now that the 
election is over, the Democratic Secretary of Commerce, Mr. 
Redfield, in a report made recently, shows conclusively that the 
production of meats in the United States has fallen off 30 per 
cent in the last six years, while the population has increased 11 
per cent in the same time. 

It is your plan to reduce the price of farm products to the 
extent of the reductions you make in the tariffs on these arti- 
cles. This reduction alone will bring no substantial! relief to the 
city dweller, but for the farmer it spells ruin. The reductions 
you propose in the values of the chief farm products of my 
district would cost the farmers of my district above $6,000,000, 
without including sugar beets, as is shown by the following 
comparisons between the Payne and Underwood bills: 


Comparisons, Payne and Underwood bills. 


MACOMB COUNTY, 











Census, 1910. | Payne bill. | Underwood bill. Loss. ee 

' | | 

Satie . aaa inamaeen ai lagst aoe . ncaa tiation a 
IM, nelsspoides <tanuneesbeesewevisenth value. | $909, 406 | 2 274 per cent ad valorem !....| 10 per cent ad valorem. ..... DIE Os os ccsccicvicocss $159, 146. 05 
SINE. nciilenckyswets vhnceathceweapiel — $1,361,316 | 20 per cent ad valorem?..... | 2 per cent ad valorem !..... per cent... 170, 164. 50 
DWM. cceiece eh. cauedestisuees number. .! 26,125 | $1.50 per head............... UNDE 3 is a eneliciatdcnste> nied $1 50 per head . 41, 187. 50 
PUG din cticdndtesée cadecuavbesnacke value. .| $144,451 | 334 per cent ad valorem..... | 10 - cent ad valorem...... SE Be Wei ob e< scceceedaces 33, 323. 73 
WOME Wéh Vink ocind Wddoncctdaseritudce pounds. .| oe fe) eee ee EROS. div cacsmacbucddesioad BD ois. cv cdiesvnvese ses 20, 565. 60 
SM; ~Siscens pe cbaaatedascewass vnusee gallons. .| Si FIO POON. Co teed tS oc ceo ee A aed “— hes tas iekSen ee hadies BOE ..cnbk midis cdatieaiedine 135, 597. 58 
URE, cnc csibt bvansctes :ceteenn wet pounds. . A hh eee eee ee EUs a) dthackiation<segtw a4 i. pieatinokuccsesioaénhe® 32, 557.29 
Pr ouliry Sas oslbes EUENER eb ahiceduepe cae value. .| $136,369 | 25 per cent ad valorem!?..... 11 per cent ad valorem!..... 14 = bs osiewen snes becens 19, 091. 66 
| 3, 256, 000 | BONS 000i th. Adee 2 — gies sieeeduebutececuse SR GUIEE. Sisdicccsacssscccice 32, 474. 00 
s..} 1,074,601 | 15 cents per bushel.......... Oo ache iI at al 15 cents per bushel.......... 161, 190.15 
1,081,150 |..... si cance 5+ Oke gud ea | 10 ce — per bushel.......... 5 cents per bushel........... 54, 057. 50 
i 436, 590 | 25 cents per bushel.......... |.02- sO .-000sscscrncnseronses 15 cents per bushel.......... 65, 488. 50 
‘ 13, 082 | 30 cents per bushel.......... | 15 conta per beabel. 2... Acdvilesdes GIG wsdlvissadetndte ceive 1, 962.30 
| : = 45 cents per bushel.......... 25 cents per bushel.......... 20 cents per bushel.......... 20, 691. 40 
+ | OE Se Sg ee ee er SE SEE pictnt oan Ommbbeciend 131, 704. 00 
pavcbbubedesac apie caiaynesleesuueee 5 ae eee a nocpulibecdunectetesediebesdvediscossincauetebns ctbubbbosdueen 1,079, 101. 6 
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ST. CLAIR ¢ TY. 
etapa aie . 
| 
| Census, 1910 Pa } 1 
ratue. . $893,521 | 274 per cent ad valorem ! ¢ 
— $1, 637,804 | 20 per cent ad valores ai 
umt | 16,5 $1 ui 
rT ; m i ; 
unds..| 
< $. j 
| | 
! 
REN din wedns acténccsncccatvenaseseos hue. gst 3 | 274 per cent ad vaiorem ! 0 per ce ly 1741 $ 
EL I ‘ 7 va Pn S00 COUR. coadesenwe | 
| Free. ; ben cubedsannei $ 
a ’ r 
ii etinbenetnnkiinedunen I Bw eéee | 
eeecccocecess se RI Ns, 2 
er cent ad valorem '... 1) we 
1,189.111 | S5cenmts......... . 
863,284 | 15 cents per bushel........ I petensesnnouens | us | l 
pe Xk | ee | PROMOTE OOS © f © siiis ot caie | t 
W heat. 226, 446 | 25 cents per bushel......... Cis kdddwin pindecanesba’ 
Bar] 751 | 30 cents per bushel.......... LS ee per bushel.......... lo 
Bea | 45 cents per bushel........ ents per bushel.......... 
Hay 4 eee $2p Rinnenkonnageneende -| $23 itininiciemmieaitein ] 
. } 
| | | 
HURON COUNTY. : a a eo eT 
ae peounint on — ————_—_———~ - lalalaliii 
IS bike dich eanmenniniiadedndiia a ami eienieihth an . value $1, 198, 162 | 274 per cent ad valorem!....| 10 per cent ad v rem a $208 
ee ee do. $2, 218, 707 | 20 per cent ad valorem !.....) 74 per cent ad valorem i 4 i cadtenemitiiniet 2 
Piucdvetcdcctedagheseadaduccdac number. . 23,113 | $1.50 per head. -«-| Free... ¢) per ! 
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Tt Bia Mn extracting Kistpeinsins niialails oui ccautian ale dozen.. 1,608,903 | 5 cents... iE 24 ) Se eae es 
eR ee a eee bushels. . 591,158 | 15 cents per bushel... I ‘ 1 nts per t ! £ 
EN. cidcsvedansitedenscdhdadescescosdseed do.... ET Vols dnd < ostde ep ccna ) 3 per I 5 cents per bushel ze 7 
541,158 | 25 cents per bushel......... ; do ‘ 15 cents per bushel 
‘ aa 207,980 | 30 cemts per bushel..... 15 cents per | exe j 
se jo.... 265,828 | 45 cents per bushel.... 25 cents per bushel......... 2 per | | all 
TROD ctdccadovedidsvscwtbiwecdberesesecs tons .. Se dg eee Sr COs cc icaccacdeetese< $2 per ton a 
‘ 
laksa vedagdensaanenaewntpeda< cals sibaehda cnenauhaunstachnen tnt mntbes antenna nae sudchecbesseeeumnneneqaaediee eracgermsenenececesscesececs 1 
SANILAC COUNTY. a 
RC. diltnctdidebecsccenasebeewnn dn value $1,348, 102 | 274 per cent ad valorem!....| 10 per cent ad valor 17} p it $1 
See eee do $2, 403, 800 | 20 per cent ad valorem !. | 74 per cent ad valorer 12h nt 
PE aie -eueeds cenaccceeascdcuiend number 18, 494 | $1.50 per head... sensey POOR un $ e Eainmiccdatcna 
Tn aie nats nslicadinns Adtetdidew ons value $249,747 | 334 per cent ad valorem '!....| 10 per cent ad valorem... .| 234 per « 
Dbstacksdaestouchbecsistscenenes pound WE 0 Png dg onc cananesenes Free. ... 11 
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, _ aaa oceccecee pounds 1, 225,047 | 6 cents. . nsihima on Seigitins on | 3 cents... 
SEE 6 orceGebsabncnnetsédéantaninendi value $147,694 | 25 per cent ad valorem ! 11 per cent ad 3 6 PEE CUR pnnacccecccee cs | 
Ghst<didedsseedshbudedcenustcaned dozen 1,545,478 | 5 cents...............-+++.-- | 2p Comts. .......22-..eeeeses wand 
, ; 615, 141 | 15 cents per bushel......... SS a5 8 wanna vac madwaueea I er bushel 
et ree 10 cents per bushel.......... 5 per bushel ; | 
410, BO 25 cents per t _ ) l i ‘ ( 
224,185 | 30 cents per bushel..... 1 l ) 
343, 244 | 45 cents per bushel....... | 25 cents per bu Tateuadel on ner bt 
158, 1 eee ge | $2 per tox —_— 
i 
eile dia eal ess Ape itbateses es ee a at ie asia a 
Rai cr bi ka 2 ea | ah ae Bus ims Fae Ss 7 
Total decrease for the district, $6,040,238.14. 1 Estimated 
And, as I have said, city and country are interdependent | who works for a day’s wages can not afford this kind 
for prosperity. Take, for example, the protection on auto-| program. 
mobiles, which has not been seriously disturbed in this | You say you are not going to disturb any “ legitimat 
bill. In many cities where the labor market has been made | dustry,” and still you expressly deny protection to ind 
strong and healthy and active by reason of the manu-| which are producing things we need, which save us 
facture of automobiles, this bill will strike at their prosperity | monopolistic robbery, which are making multitudes hap; 


because, while it does not vitally affect the protection given 
to the manufacture of automobiles, it does affect the market 
for them. In my country farmers are able to buy automo- 
biles to use them in their business and to enjoy the recreation 
they afford. 

But if you pass this bill and cripple their buying powers, as 
you will, the market for automobiles will be affected, and the 
prosperity of the laboring men in the cities where automobiles 
are manufactured will be seriously injured. That illustration 
could be duplicated in many other cases. The man in the city 


| great sections of this country prosperous For exal pie 
| propose free sugar. Free sugar means the end of th: 
beet industry in this country. 
And the sugar industry is a legitimate industry. Th t 


production of sugar beets in my district, including five counties 
as shown in the census of 1900. was only 18.925 tons per annum 
| but in 10 years under the protect ff policy we increased 
that production to 157,000 tons per annun nd I believe 


| limit would not yet be reached were it not for the action of th 


| Democratic majority. 








CONGRESSION AT 


Production of sugar beets. 


ron. | Lapeer. | Macomb. | Sanil | St.Clair.| Total. 
| . ae ee | 
Tor Tons. | Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 
eeemeagaa | 96,330] 11,300 | 7,677 | 22,287 | 19,630] 157,224 
aoc | 6,237] 2,947 6,311 242 3,188 | 18,925 
Increase | 90, 093 | 8,353 1,366 22,045 16,442 | 138,299 


in 10 years, 138,299 tons, worth $898,843.50. 
tal production 1910, 157,224 tons, worth $1,021,516.20. 


increase 
" 
j 


lus this been for the general advantage of consumers? 


Dr. 


Wiley, Democrat, but impartial, said in the Hardwick hearings | 


that our beet-sugar industry protects American consumers from 
the greed of the refiners. Have the farmers profited from this 
industry? Huron County produced 6,237 tons of beets in 1899 








and 96,380 tons in 1909. The farm lands of Huron County 
in the same period increased in value from $7,462,000 to 
$14,338,000. 
Value of farm lands. 
a Rega einer 
Years. | luron. Lapeer. Macomb. Sanilac. St. Clair. 
$$ << _ + ————-— - onal — - —— —_—_— {| — — 4 —_— 
j 

ee $14, 338, 153 $10,215, 824 | $12,849,494 | $15,224,746 | $12,899. 649 
ic Bibvcccarces | 7,462,440 | 8,017, 410 | 11,626,700} 8,269,680 | 10,140,790 

Increas?....| 6,875,713 | 2,208,414 | 1,222,794 | 


6, 955, 066 2,758, 859 
{ 
Increase of farm values 
1iue of domestic animals 


| 
in 10 years, $20,021,846. 
1910 


in above 5 counties, 


$17, 182, 974 





Value of domestic animals in above 5 counties, 1900_____ 9, 806, 003 

ECR OEGD no vc cccnesccecepaviiss anqpenaiiilaiieaatinitasdipisiaslleadaaatide 7, 376, 971 
Value of farm buildings, same counties, 1910_--...----. 81, 984, 805 
Value of farm buildings, same counties, 1900 


16, 808, 230 

15, 176, 575 

In the past 10 years of Republican prosperity farm values 
in my district have increased over $22,000,000, the value of their 
domestic animals. has nearly doubled, the value of their farm 
buildings has nearly doubled, their purchases of the prodvts 
of the cities have more than doubled. Hence the products of 
the factories have found ready market, and as a result the labor- 
ing men in the cities have received a constantly increasing 
wage and shorter hours. The city which derives its prosperity 
from the country will suffer when the farmer suffers. The city 
laborer will suffer with his country cousin. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CuLLop],. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the people at the election last 
fall commissioned the Democratic Party to administer the 
affairs of this great Nation, and in pursuance of that mandate 
both the executive and legislative departments of this Govern- 
ment passed into control of our party on the 4th day of last 
March. One of the first duties named under this new responsi- 
bility is the revision of the tariff downward. This great eco- 
nomic question demands the most serious consideration doubt- 
less of any proposition with which we are required to deal. 
The bill now under consideration fairly presents the Democratic 
theory of a tariff for revenue, and hence meets practically our 
pledges to the American people and such a revision as they 
indorsed at the ballot box. [Applause.] We are meeting the 
question without equivocation and in the spirit required by the 
condition of the times. 

Four years ago the Republican Party was empowered by the 
people to revise thc tariff downward and was unfaithful to its 
pledges made before the election. When it took up the execution 
of its work it disregarded its promises, violated its instructions, 
yielded to the wishes of the beneficiaries, and revised it upward. 
lor this breach of plighted faith, for this failure of the redemp- 
tion of its public promises, the people deceived thereby admin- 
istered their rebuke and turned it out of power. The passage 
of the Payne bill four years ago was the crowning effort of legis- 
lative greed and legislative favoritism. It was protection run 
mad. The Republican Party, intoxicated by its long lease of 
power, assumed it could ignore any and all demands of the 
people and survive all opposition, and the.efore enacted the 
Payne bill as a reward to the tariff barons for their liberal 
contributions to their campaign fund. It was a moustrosity, 
and in all the four years which have passed since its enact- 
ment scarcely a man can be found who has the courage to de- 
fend it before a public audience anywhere in the United States. 
From its sponsors it provoked silence and from the public 
universal disgust. [Applause.]. 

We are presenting to the country a bill that recognizes the 
rights of all classes of our people, and one which will not crip- 
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ple nor destroy the business of any, but will foster the pros. 
perity of our country, founded upon a legitimate basis and con. 
ducted upon fairness and justice. The Democratic Party is a 
constructive party, desirous of promoting all legitimate busi- 
| hess and the advancement of the best interests of the great 
majority of the people, but it is unwilling now and ever has 
been hostile to any public policy which gives one class a priv- 
ilege, of advantage to a favored few, which constitutes an un- 
necessary burden to be borne by the many and which is detri- 
mental to them, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

This bill proposes to equalize burdens and assist the ulti- 
mate consumers as well as the manufacturers of the country. 
Its object is not to confine prosperity to a favored few, but to 
pass it around, make it the common heritage of all. It recog- 
nizes the wants of the consumers and regards their considera- 
tion of just as much importance as the producers. In short, 
its object is the establishment of a just regard for the welfare 
of both the producer and consumer. 

Too long, Mr. Chairman, much too long, has the welfare of 
the consumers of this country been ignored in the enactment of 
tariff legislation. Far too long, also, has it been the custom in 
the preparation of tariff measures to permit the beneficiaries 
of tariff legislation to write the schedules and fix the amount 
of duties. In this measure that right has been absolutely de- 
nied. It has been assailed on the floor of this House by the 
advocates of the high protective system as a destructive meuas- 
ure, one that will shut down factories, reduce wages, and turn 
labor out of employment. If this prophecy be true, then it is 
indefensible and ought not to become a law, but for all who 
make the prediction of such results it is safe to say they would 
make the same predictions if any reductions at all were made 
of existing duties. They always sound the old alarm, the 
“calamity howl.” It is a stereotyped expression with them, 
coined for the express purpose, and in the last few years it 
has been made to do overtime. 

The business men of the country do not so regard it, because 
legitimate business indorses it; the independent press of the 
country does not so consider it, because the independent press 
of the country approves it; the ultimate consumers all over 
the country are urging its immediate passage because it as- 
sures them relief; hence this assault upon it is only made by 
the standpat Republicans, the high priests of protection, who 
desire to uphold and maintain special privileges in this country. 

Legitimate industry will thrive under it, but predatory wealth 
we concede will suffer, as it should do. Its purpose is to dis- 
pense with much of the legislative profit in these great pro- 
tected industries and place them upon a competitive basis for 
profit earning, a most wholesome purpose, where the use of wits 
shall be installed for business success and not legislative 
guaranty. Could any fair-minded person object to this, and if 
he did what support could he hope to receive? What sympathy 
could he arouse? It is a common plea for the owners of pro- 
tected industry to make that they can not operate if duties are 
reduced, and they will be forced to shut down and abandon 
business. This complaint has long since become chronic, and is 
now only a matter of form. Four years ago the great shoe in- 
dustry told the public that if they were given free hides they 
could shoe the world and needed no protection, but as soon as 
Congress decided to place hides on the free list, they demanded 
a duty of 10 per cent on their products and got it. It was bad 
faith on their part, an act of perfidy, yet these great captains 
of industry perpetrated this shameful bunko game on the public 
in order to secure an increase of their special privilege. Did 
they need this protection to encourage infant industry? We 
can shoe the world, and are doing it. We not only supply the 
consumption at home but in addition we make annually, pay 
the freight to foreign countries, and sell $12,000,000 worth of 
boots and shoes. We shut out all competition at home, and 
after paying transportation charges to foreign countries sell 
there cheaper than to our own people at home and undersell the 
foreign manufacturers in their own countries. Does any fair- 
minded, reasonable person believe this great industry needs 
protection, that it should be empowered by legislation to plunder 
the American consumer longer? If so, upon what hypothesis 
does he predicate his belief? It has been the object of gov- 
ernmental bounty long enough, and is now, we confidently sub- 
mit, fully strong enough to support itself in the open markets 
of the world. 

It is contended by the great woolen industry that its enor- 
mously high rates of duty should not be reduced, in face of the 
fact that they are so outrageously high, so unjustifiable, that no 
man in all the broad land can be found who will come out in 
the open and defend them. Even President Taft, when he made 
his swing around the circle in 1909, attempting to appease the 
wrath of the American people poured out upon his party for the 
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passage of the Payne bill, declared the woolen schedule was in- 


} 
| 
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defensible. This declaration has always been taken as true by 
common consent. What has this schedule done for this indus- | 
try? The American Woolen Co. was formed about 1900 by the 


purchase of 34 plants over the country and formed into one | 


company, enough to dominate the price and production of the 
entire commodity in the United States. It could have had no 
other object. The value of the entire combination was $235,- 
000,000. It added no outside capital to the business, it paid 
dividends of 7 per cent each year after its organization. and 
after 10 years its property, at a liberal valuation, was $419,- 
000,000. 
to the public departments. 
ably well. It proved a most valuable investment to those for- 
tunate enough to hold some of its stock. 
thing for it. The privilege granted it by the extravagant tariff 
schedules we all say fully protected it. The combination com- 
posed by it dictated the price in this country of all woolen and 
worsted productions. Now, does not the most ardent protec- 
tionist on this floor feel that he owes a duty to the 93,000,000 
of people in this country of reducing the duties on woolen prod- 
ucts as low as provided for in this bill? Does not every man 


with the milk ot human kindness in his heart feel that the ulti- | 


mate consumers of this country in the consideration of this 
schedule are entitled to recognition and should be regarded with 
as much favor as the owners of this great industry, who have 
thrived magnificently because of the special privilege granted 
them by the generosity of the Republican Party? By what 
standard of public regard is one to be protected, avarice ap- 
peased. that should not be the right of the other? It is as- 
serted here that free wool will blight the sheep industry of this 
country. Sheep are protected, but wool is on the free list by the 
provisions of this measure. 
industry under the highest tariff laws the country has ever 
known, the Dingley and Payne laws? Will some one answer? 
Silence alone is the only response to this question. The Goy- 


This is the value fixed by the company in its reports | 
It prospered, we all admit, reason- | 


Protection was a good | is better paid, receives higher wages, than the labor in th 





What has been blighting the wool | 
| deny with vehemence that it has at 


ernment statistics show that in 1903 while the Dingley law | 


was in force we had in this country 63,964,876 sheep 
1905, 45,170,423. The tariff was not changed; it was the highest 
ever known. What caused this great depreciation in number. 
Again, in 1912, last year we had only 52.5 

12,000,000 less than in 1908. 


and in 


52,362,000 sheep, nearly | 
How can this decrease in number | 


be accounted for if the high tariff fosters and encourages this | 


industry? Why this great decrease under the high tariff laws? 
The tariff does not sustain this industry, as the facts clearly 
disclose; neither does it regulate the price of wool; but the 
Woolen Trust, the consumer of raw wool, dictates the price on 
it and has been doing so for years, tariff or no tariff. This 
measure protects the sheep but not raw wool. If the tariff is 


} it is nec ‘Ssary to encourage incustry a is utd 


an incubator of prosperity, why has it not kept the price high | 


and regular on wool? 
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For 16 years, during all of which time | 


the duty on raw wool has been enormously high, the price on | 


this commodity has head a wider range of fluctuation than 
almost any other commodity in our markets. If time would 
permit I would like to take up these schedules one by one and 
diseuss each of them. The law of supply and demand is a 
better regulator of markets than tariff schedules and furnishes 
a much better barometer for what may be expected of them. 
The advocates of high protection will not learn by experience 
or profit by example. They represent but one class—the manu- 


facturer. In all discussion, in all action, he alone is their 
sole and only consideration. This measure recognizes that 
other and much larger class, the cousumers of the country, 


who are entitled to just as much consideration in all legisla- 
tion of this character. 
pays the taxes, and defends the flag when in peril, and he as 


| The 
The consumer supports the Government, | 


much as the producer is entitled to recognition in legislation. | 


We are giving it to him. 
mended. 
through it. 


Our Republican friends from Massachusetts who have been so 
vigorously attacking this bill, declaring it would injure their 
great woolen and boot and shoe industries—drive them out of 
business if it passes—are unduly alarmed. Their solicitude for 
the laboring man is pathetic. Allow me to say to them they 
appear to be worse scared than hurt. 
thirteenth Massachusetts congressional district an _ election 
was held to elect a successor to Senator WeEEKs, recently 
elected to the Senate. It is a large manufacturing district. 
The Democratic candidate, bold and courageous, a fearless ex- 
ponent of the Defhocratic faith, went before the voters of that 
district with the Underwood bill in his hand, pledging the people 
if elected he would support it. He indorsed it, and the people 
of that district indorsed him. In a district which went 3,000 
Republican last November, gave him less than a week ago 


For this the measure is to be com- 
The spirit of justice and fairness is running all 


About a week ago in the | 
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over 


The Republican ma jorit 
Democratic 
‘ f Ma 
tion, but 
sumers of that 


majority of 2.500 
Sachi sett 
the tariff 1 
great State have no 
eneficiari 
on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. MURRAY of Mas 
Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 
Mr. MURRAY of Massachusett 
setts have been presenting the fact: 
tion and wages. We have impre 
of that State that labor in the boot at 
products of which are protected by low duties, on! 
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woolen industries, the 1] 
lican tariff legislation. 
and know it to be true. 
Mr. CULLOP. I appreciate the force of the 
able gentleman from Massachusetts, and congratulate b 
the success he and his Democratic col 
the people of that disseminating Democrat 
and inspiring Democrat ty. I regard him as an 
champion of the cause and a most worthy representative 
people. The voters of Massachusetts had a valuable 
ject lesson in these two great industri as he « ! 
the industry with a low protective duty paying labor | 
wages than those paid by the highly protective tar 
ment of the protectionist in defense 
as much ease as * shifting sands of the seas.” Tl used 
tell us that it was needed to keep the pris 
vent competition with the 
plea secured prohibitive 


iighest protected of all 


hey realize the effect in this reg 
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foreign mat , am 
duties. Now, lo and behold 
anything 
If it does not increase the price, why not ab: 
to increase the price, why want 
do with the price, how could it prevent competition? 
They used to deny it was a tax; then they shifted that 
tion and admitted it was a tax; but the foreigner paid 
and for this reason it was not a burden upon the Ame 
consumers, And now they have unmasked and ad 
American consumer pays it, admit 
everything upon which it is levied, ar 


it levied: 
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facts 
for what he is paid tha 
[Applause on the Demo 
Mr. FORDNEY. The mi: 
earner in the woolen mills of M 
Does he not know in the Southern mn mills 
wages are lower than in the same kind of mills in New England? 
Mr. CULLOP. I do. It tr and tl 
have the same protection duties that New England 1 
have. Let me say to the gentleman from Michigan, hi 
tration is most unfortunate for his position. It proves b ul 
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cavil or doubt that a high tariff does not regulate wages, a e 
and his party claim; but the law of supply and demand does 
In New England labor is scarce and in the South it is : e 
abundant. If the tariff regulated the wages of the work 
ingman, they would be in the same kind of labor the same 
everywhere. [Applause.] His assertion of the difference in 
wages completely refutes the position of his party as to the 
effect of the tariff on the wage question. [Applause on the 


Democratic side. ] 
The wage earner has been a theme upon which the protec- 
tionist has discoursed with eloquence upon all oceasions, and 








CONGRESSIONAL 


586 





RECORD—HTOUSE. APRIL 26, 





no tariff discussion would be complete unless he received much 


attention fhe laborer is his especial object of solicitude. 
The tariff is for the laborer, and him alone, and yet every time 
it is proposed to provide the tariff levied on the articles labor 


rt} 
ro 
I 


duces shall be paid him, make the law so labor can get it, 


Do we need a high protective tariff? If so, for what purpose? 
Twenty-five years ago the great leaders of the Republican Party 
insisted it was needed for the purpose of sustaining our infant 
industries, but as soon as they were well established they 


assured the country the policy should be abandoned. The posi- 
the advocates of protection protest and denounce it as dema- | tion has shifted and that doctrine is abandoned and another 
goguery. Why this ebjection if it is all levied for his especial | substituted. The infant industry has grown to a giant, and 
benefit? The truth is the tariff is not for the benefit of the | now the modern-day protectionist demands it for profit, a 
laboring man, but to his detriment. guarantee against loss, against bad location, against bad busi- 
laborers have not made colossal fortunes out of it, but the | ness management. They demand the people shall be taxed on 
owners of the industries have. Ninety per cent of those em- | their consumption to make private industry profitable. Cost of 
ployed in labor in this country are not employed in the pro-| production is never the same in any two factories or in any 
tected industries, but in labor producing articles on which | two 


there are no protective duties and must compete in the markets 
of the world, and invariably the labor employed in the produc- 

of these articles is paid higher wages than those paid in 
the protected industries. The paper hanger, the carpenter, the 
painter, the plast , the bricklayer, the typesetter, and many 
other callings ali nearly without exception receive higher wages 
than workmen in the hig protected and yet 
their productions enter the markets free of all duty and must 
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compete with the entire world. No combines control the prices 
of their products; competition alone regulates them. If pro- 
tection is for labor, why, then, does it not furnish higher wages 
to the men who make the protected products than are paid to 
the men who make the unprotected products? 


We are admonished by ndpatters, 


the st: the advocates of 
high protection, that business stagnation, panic, and ruin will 


follow the enactment of this measure; that it will inaugurate 
soup houses, shutdowns, and industrial chaos. There are no 
precedents for such a fear. 


Every panic this country has expe- 
rienced in the last half century has occurred under high pro- 


tection laws. What made them? Surely not low tariff. The 
panie of 1873 eccurred under a high protective tariff, under 
Republican rule. It was widespread and most disastrous to 


all branches of industry. Prior to it a tramp was unknown in 


this country. The name was coined then. It is the legacy from 
that dark period which hds been in constant use ever since. 
The panic of 1893 occurred when the McKinley law was in 
force, providing the highest duties ever known up to that time. 
When it occurred no Democratic legislation had been enacted 
and none attempted. What caused it, then? The Republican 
policies governing the economic affairs of the country were in 
force during that great disaster which paralyzed every energy 
in operation all over the country, wasted fortunes, and locked 
the wheels of progress. Distress was common, and prosperity 
vanished from the land. 


Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. FARR. We had panics under Democratic policies. 
Mr. CULLOP. When? In 1893? 

Mr. FARR. Yes; and I can prove it by 


one who suffered 


during that time if given time to do so? 
Mr. CULLOP. 
1893? 


lennium 


I Suffered under Democratic policies in force in 


If the gentleman was given until the day of the mil- 

he could not prove that, because it is not true. No 
Democratic policies were in force then; the McKinley law was 
in foree. The Wilson bill was not passed until August 24, 1894, 
and did not take effect until late in 1894 and early in 1895. 
Yet he says his friend suffered because of it at least a year 
before it was even passed, and before anyone knew what its 
provisions would be. If you, sir, could prove your proposition 
it would be the eighth wonder of the world. As a splendid 
example of the calamity howler undoubtedly the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is a howling success. Panics are the pro- 
duction of Republican policies; they germinate them, and they 
flourish too luxuriantly under them for the good of the country, 
as the history of these great public misfortunes abundantly 
establishes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Again, the panic of 1907, when Roosevelt was President, 
occurred while the Dingley law was in force, when there was 
no tariff agitation, and the distress which ensued wrecked 
fortunes, paralyzed industries, locked the wheels of transporta- 
tion, established free soup houses in every metropolitan city of 
the land, and lined every public highway with tramps begging 
for food and work. Sir, this is the correct history of the panics 
in this country in the last half a century. Not one occurred 
under Democratic policies, nor on account of them, but all 
occurred under the highest tariff ever known up to the time 
and when Republican policies were in full force in every de- 
partment of the Government. Let no one mistake this fact. 
All history corroborates it. If, therefore, high protection breeds 
prosperity, it likewise breeds adversity, business stagnation, 


and financial distress. One seems to have followed the other 
at regular intervals. 





years. Conditions, locations, and business management 
differ at all times and in all places. The proposition is absurd, 
the contention unreasonable, but the desperation of the cause 
supported by the greed and avarice of the men who are the 
fawning courtiers of the public favor are not controlled by 
justice or fairness, but alone by unbounded selfishness. We 
can and do produce the leading manufactures cheaper than any 
people in the world. Last year our manufacturers produced 
enough to supply our wants at home and exported to leading 
foreign countries of the world nearly a billion and a half 
dollars worth of products and sold them to their people cheaper 
than they could produce and sell them. We were not only able 
to compete with foreign manufacturers here, we have driven 
them from our markets, but we can and are producing here, 
paying the freight abroad, and underselling them in their own 
countries at the very doors of their factories and to their own 
people. We can compete. We are doing it not only at home but 
abroad as well. 

If they can produce cheaper, how can we do this? At this 
time the leading manufacturers have in their employ the best 
trade salesmen that money can hire scouring every country of 
the world soliciting orders for articles to be delivered a yenr 
hence, for the manufacture of which they have not yet pur- 
chased the raw materials. We need no tariff, no bounty, or sub- 
vention to enable us to compete with the world Our cost of 
production is less and our labor per unit cheaper than anywhere 
else on the civilized globe. We lead the world in everything. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Last year our exports exceeded our imports by the enormous 
sum of more than $500,000,000. This conclusively shows that 
we are not only able to compete at home, but abroad as well. 
American products are selling in every foreign market in com- 
petition with home productions. If we can not produce cheaper, 
we could not sell in their markets. We do this after we pay 
the freight to foreign countries. If we are able to pay the 
freight abroad and compete in foreign markets with foreign- 
made goods, we are able to do itat home. We need no protection 
for that purpose. 

One of the chief objects of this measure is to establish com- 
petition. Its duties are low enough to admit competition, and 
it therefore makes a bold strike at monopoly. If the domestic 
producer attempts to.combine and maintain high prices, foreign 
products can be imported and thereby prevent this imposition 
heretofore inflicted on the American consumers, who have been 
powerless to obtain relief from the remorseless greed of the 
unconscionable manipulator of markets, who employs it for the 
purposes of plundering the public and swelling the coffers of his 
unearned wealth. The ultimate consumers will hail it with 
delight, because in it they see an opportunity for relief. 


For years the great tariff barons, the beneficiaries of an 
unjust policy, have been able by intimidation, coercion, and 
threats to sustain the protective system, which has looted the 
pockets of the consumers and swell their predatory fortunes 
beyond the wildest dreams of avarice. They have been able 
to dictate tariff schedules for selfish purposes, to combine, be- 
cause of this system, and control the quantity of production 
and fix the price, destroy smaller or independent industries, 
and defy the Government. Intoxicated with power and en- 
couraged by loot and gain, they now attempt to tyrannize 
over 93.000,000 people and dictate the pciicies of a Govern- 
ment founded on the principles of justice and mercy, worked 
out by patriots amid the thunder of hostile cannon and the 
rattle of unfriendly musketry, drenched in the blood of 
patriots spilled in the name of liberty. It has for years 
extorted from the toiling masses, patient, God-fearing people, 
the substance of their labor, the fruits of their toil, until now 
a change of conditions is demanded, the sys‘em eliminated, and 
another substituted, which will enable ever? man to haye an 
equal opportunity and an even chance in the race of life. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Samven W. SmitH]. 





1913. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





THE FOUR YEARS AFTER THE PASSAGE 
THIS COUNTRY AS THE PERIOD, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, it matters little 
what we may say here concerning tbe pending legislation, for 
it will be judged by the results which follow. 

Right now, even before the bill is enacted into law, grave 
fear and doubt is expressed as to the outcome. 

The bill will be known in history as the Wilson-Underwood- 
Simmons tariff law. 

Many feel that it will in a large degree be followed by results 
similar to those after the passage of the Wilson-Gorman tariff law. 

During the presidential election of 1912 the following was cir- 
culated in portions of the district which honors me with a place 
here : 


OF THIS BILL 
SIXTH FREE-TRADE 


WILL BE KNOWN IN 


WHY TAKE A CHANCE! WHY EXPERIMENT! 


“Unless you sincerely believe you can improve conditions for 
yourself, family, and country, why not ‘let well enough alone’ 
at this time and vote for Taft. The Democratic Party in its 
tariff plank this year promise exactly the same change which 
they gave the country in 1893, doing away with protection 
entirely. Their tariff law, carried into effect, then ruined our 
industries, put thousands of workingmen out of work, and so 
destroyed the market for what the farmer had to sell. 

“Prof. Woodrow Wilson in his ‘ History of the American 
people,’ on pages 235 and 236 of volume 5, says of the dark 
Democratic days of 1893 to 1897: 

“A great poverty and depression had come upon the western mining 
regions and upon the agricultural region of the West and South. 
Prices had fallen. * * * Men of the poorer sort were idle every- 
where, and filled with a sort of despair. All of the larger cities and 
manufacturing towns teemed with unemployed workingmen, who were 
with the utmost difficulty kept from starvation by the systematic 
efforts of organized charity. 

“ And then Prof. Wilson adds: 


“Not until the year 1897, when the Republican administration came 
in, did the crisis seem to be past. 


“No better witness can be brought forward in this campaign | hope 20 years more will place the American hemisphere 


than Woodrow Wilson, then the historian, now the Democratic 
candidate for President. A vote for the Republican ticket, 
headed by William Howard Taft, is a vote to continue the 
present prosperity and present good times. 

“A vote for Wilson may bring back the dark days he de- 
scribed, and a vote for Roosevelt only can assist toward Wilson's 
election. 

“ Remember, voter, ‘it is better to be safe than sorry.” 


Who is there that lived during the last Democratic adminis- | 


tration, from 1893 to 1897, that can not verify all and even 
more that Prof. Wilson said respecting conditions at that time? 

How can we who believe in a protective tariff expect a con- 
tinvation of the prosperous times which we have enjoyed for 
so many years under the Republican administrations of McKin- 
ley, Roosevelt, and Taft, when a free-trade party is in control 
of both branches of Congress and we have a free-trade Presi- 
dent, as is clearly shown by his utterances? 

WILSON A FREE TRADER REPEAL ALL PROTECTIVE-TARIFF LAWS. 

The following is taken from an address delivered by Prof. 
Woodrow Wilson before the Tariff Board in 1882, showing his 
view then on the question of the tariff and the distinct announce- 
ment of his position as a free trader, opposed to all tariffs 
except merely for the purpose of raising revenue: 

“But the danger of imposing protective duties is that when 
the policy is once embarked upon it can not be easily receded 
from. Protection is nothing more than a bounty, and when we 
offer bounties to manufacturers they will enter into industries 
and build up interests, and when at a later day we seek to 
overthrow this protective tariff we must hurt somebody, and of 
course there is objection. They will say, ‘Thousands of men 
will be thrown out of employment and hundreds of people will 
lose their capital.’ This seems very plausible; but I maintain 
that manufacturers are made better manufacturers whenever 
they are thrown upon their own resources and left to the natu- 
ral competition of trade.” 


—WOULD 


e * + 

“Protection also hinders commerce immensely. The English 
people do not send as many goods to this country as they would 
if the duties were not so much, and in that way there is a 
restriction of commerce, and we are building up manufactories 
here at the expense of commerce. We are holding ourselves 
aloof from foreign countries in effect and saying, ‘We are 
sufficient to ourselves; we wish to trade, not with England, but 
with each other.’ I maintain that it is not only a pernicious 
system, but a corrupt system. 

“By Commissioner Garland: 

“Q. Are you advocating the repeal of all tariff laws? 

“A. Of all protective tariff laws; of establishing a tariff for 
revenue merely. It seems to me very absurd to maintain that 
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we shall have free trade between different portions of this 
country and at the same ‘ime shut ourselves out from free con 
munication with other producing countries of the world. If 
is necessary to impose restrictive duties on goods brought fr 
abroad, it would seem to me, as a matter of logic, necessary to 
impose similar restrictions on goods taken from one State of 
this Union to another. That follows as a necessary cons 
quence; there is no escape from it.” 

Compare the utterances of this Democrat I’ 
those of Thomas Jefferson, our third President, oft 
to as the founder of the Democratic Party, who s 

JEFFERSON A PROTECTI I 

“The general inquiry pow is, Shall we make our own « 
forts or go without them at the will of a foreign nation Li 
therefore, who is now against domestic manuf irers must 
for reducing us either to a dependence upon that nation or to b 
clothed in skins and live like beasts in caves and dens. I am 
proud to say I am not one of these. Experience has taught me 
that manufacturers are now as necessary to our independe 
as to our comforts. 

“The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of foreign m: 


ufacture, which prudence requires us to estab at home, with 
the patriotic determination of every good citizen to use no fo) 
eign article which can be made within ourselves, without regard 
to difference of price, secures us against 


lish 


relupse into foreign 
dependency.” 

In his letter to Humphrey, 1809, he wrote 

“My own idea is that we should encourage 
turers to the extent of our own consumption of « eryth - « 
which we raise the raw material.” 

In 1817, after the close of the second war with Great Brita 
in accepting an election to.membership in a “ Society for 11 
Encouragement of Domestic Manufacturers,” Jefferson wrot 

“The history of the last 20 years has been a significant lesson 
for us all to depend for necessaries on ourselves alone, and | 


a system of its own, essentially peaceal ndustri 





le and ous, and 





not needing to extract its comforts out of the eternal fires raging 
in the Old World.” 
Who can read these utterances of Jefferson and s 
was not a protectionist’? 
Let me remind you that, beginning with 1785, un > 
Confederacy, we have had five free-trade periods in th 
try, and every one of them has been dis 
At the close of one of these periods, Mr. Pe Db 
Senator from Missouri for 80 years, narrated condit 
follows: 
“No price for property ) es eX those of 
j}and marshal; no purchasers at exe n sales ex 
creditor or some hoarder of money: no employme! 
| dustry; no demand for labor; no sale for the produ f 
|} farm; no sound of the hammer except that of t! 
| knocking down property. Distress was the 
| people; relief, the universal demand, was t] lered | 
| of all legislatures, State and Federal 
HE MEXICAN WA 
Some of you on the other side have pointed with s 
of pride to the Walker Tariff Act of 1846 and its results. I 
us fervently hope that we will not have another w 1 
Mexico as we had at that time which, owing to our s 5 
ply of arms and the numerous munitions of war and 
supplies which had to be created and paid for, occasioned the 
putting in circulation in this Nation of more than $100,000,000 
FAMINE IN IRELAND 
Close upon the payment to our people of th great sum 
lowed that well-known and terrible famine in Ireland, wh 
many thousands suffered and perished from starvatio1 I 
| demand called for and obtained our entire surplus of fl 
grain, potatoes, and many other things, and left heavy pay! 
of money therefor, which went largely to our ag 
population. 
CALIFORNIA GOLD. 
Eighteen hundred and forty-nine brought to 
discovery of those amazingly rich deposits of gold ( 





fornia, the output of gold averaging for 10 years, from 1849 
less than $55,000,000 per year. 


Many ships were required to 
transport great numbers of men as well as large supplies « 
food for the gold hunters, and for a time the California bus 
ness increased the demand for labor and for our agricultural 
products. 

EUROPEAN REVOLUTIONS. 


About the same time—1S4S8-1S8S51—-those violent revolutions 
broke out in many European countries which most severely 
tested the regular authorities of those nations in putting down 











5SS 





the re if 


ions and almost completely paralyzed their agricul- 

tural and manufacturing industries, 
rl ‘events caused an immense demand upon our country, 
particularly for our agricultural products, gave us increased 
prices for them, and brought large sums of money from those 
countries to pay for them, and of course this money was widely 
distributed, and tended to make the times apparently prosperous, 

THB CRIMEAN WAR. 

Then rigbt upon the heels of these revolutions followed the | 
Crimean War between England, France, and Italy on one side 


and Russia on the other. This contest wa 
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time 


and the expenditures exceeded the receipts by $ 
So much for tariff for revenue only. 


34,116 in the 
same time. 


After these and similar experiences would you not suppose 
that our Democratic friends would profit by their mistakes and 
stop insisting upon a tariff for revenue only? The misery, 
want, and loss under these last two tariff acts for revenue only 
can not be set forth in clearer, more convincing, and unmis- 
takable language than was used by another Democratic Presi- 


dent, James Buchanan, in his official message. Speaking of that 
distressing period he said: 





“With unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and all 
and exhausting Europe was utterly unable to supply her own | the elements of natural wealth our manufacturers bave sus- 
people and those great armies besides, and a tremendous demand | pended, our public works sre retarded, our private enterprises 
was again made upoa us for our agricultural surplus at ad-| of different kinds are abandoned, and thousands of useful 
vanced prices, which demand continued for several years and 


continued our apparent prosperity. 


Another series of events like these has never been known in 


the world’s history. 


to occur again. 


But 1854 
prosperity 


ow 


our well. 


apparent as 


As soon 


dition. Under 
general 
products 


suflicient 


business was prostrated, 
fel 
and constantly diminishing as 
industries were suspended or were closed. 
LOWER 


the foreign demand for 


our 
TARIPF 


AND GREATER DEPRESSION, 


In 1857 the Democrats again reduced the duties, already too 
low, to the lowest rates we have ever had since the adoption | 
of the Constitution; and again financial revolution, appalling 
involved the Nation, 
and for more than four years tortured and impoverished our 


in its widespread severity and distress, 


people and exhausted our resources, 


Both of these latter tariffs—1846 and 1857—were intended as | 
Let us see if they were successful as 


tariffs for revenue only. 
revenue producers. 
From 


So far as the Nation and the tariff of 1846 | 
were concerned, they were pure accidents, and are never likely 
the close of these events and of 

as these extrinsic 
and unusual demands ceased we learned our true economic con- 
the low tariff we could not compete successfully 

with foreign manufacturers and our own factories were closed, 
our 
| off heavily, and our own home market was in- 
manufacturing 


1847 to 1857 the expenditures of the Government ex- 
ceeded its revenues by $21,790,909, and the public debt increased 


in the same period $13,149,629. Yet, notwithstanding these 
facts, the act of 1857 kept in: force the principles of that of 


1846 and reduced the duties upon all articles that involved the 


doctrine of protection. 


From this tin 


e to 1861, when a protective tariff was enacted 


by the Republicans, the public debt increased nearly $46,000,000 


Comparison. 


In 1895, under a Democratic administration 
| and a free-trade tariff. 







Bank clearings._.__- | $50,000,000,000 
Foreign commerce 

Exports of merchandise 

Custon I pi 

Treasury balance 

INOS OE CRI a cncexecntnwiinconitinnstinghiiinthiindinnaiiniadiinacds $75,568,200 
ee semaine cine tciithanciltaiitaiadatapiliate cattle :226.096,.834 (1896) 
Wages paid iia 


. 2,291,016,000 
Sheep (number) 7 


Sheep (value) 





| Loss in value, $4,283.000,000 ( 1893-1897) __| 
| In 1894-1896 had to borrow $262,000,000__- 


| laborers are thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 
| We have possessed all the elements of material wealth in rich 
| abundance, and yet notwithstanding all these advantages our 
country in its monetary interests is in a deplorable condition.” 

Is this not an awful indictment, coming from a Democratic 
President, against the Democratic Party? 

You will reeall that the revennes were so small under the 
tariff of 1857 that it became necessary to obtain loans to meet 
the current expenses of the Government, and this Government 
did pay interest at the exorbitant rates of from 8 to 12 per cent 
so low was our national credit and resourees. The Republican 
| Party has had no trouble under a protective tariff in borrow- 
| ing money as low as 2 per cent. 

I sometimes wonder why the Democratic Party did not profit 
by its mistakes, for in 1860 in the Democratic national con- 
vention it reaflirmed the platform of 1856 in favor of “ pro- 
gressive free trade throughout the world.” 

On May 2, 1911, I said in this House that a Democratic 
House may mean in 1912 the beginning of the sixth free-trade 
period in this country. Gentlemen, in my opinion, it is just 
| ahead of us. 

You may be spared a bond issue like unto the one of 20 years 
ago, but only beeause you expect to get more than $70.000.000 
from an income tax and enough more to make up $100,000,000 
from the corporation tax. 

I observe that apatite and asafetida are on the free list, 
but rice, a food product, is on the dutiable list. I wonder why 
this is? 

Some of you speak lightly of the marvelous growth of this 


country under a half century of protection. Compare for a 
| moment conditions: 








In 1900, under a Republican administration 
and a protective tariff. 


$105,000,000,000. 
$2,244,198,543. 
$1.394,479,.214. 
$233,857 958. 
Surplus, $81,229,771. 





$544,764,885. 

$D0.879.£39 (13889). 

$3.056.625.000. 

¢?.1271.531. 

$246.175.335. 

13.620.703 (413599). 

5.100. 

Increase in ralve, $6.255.000,000 (1897-1900). 
In 1900 had $300,000,000 in bank. 





Pig-iron production (tens) 

TE SERIE DUR EES scsi sccentnciitnnnen diapuntadaianatneeipabineal 

Far npr ducts_— pas asepengnerenartnquusceengnengpigeninangpivese que 

CG Hah hcecisinsciitininstinthbicintalays eitiadesstitaidcagtindleiinidinalt tatiana 
And the growth under : 


a protective tariff has even been 
greater sin 
On the 3c of March, this year, we turned the country over to 
you with factories running full time, labor never better paid, 
the farmer and merchant prospering, with a working balance in 
the Treasury offices of $80,581.398.85 and a total balance in gen- 
eral fund of $149,835,711.78, quite a marked change in all these 
litions as compared with those when you turned the country 
over to us after four years of rule and ruin, during which time 
you issued bonds bearing 4 and 5 per cent interest to the amount 
of $262,315,404, and at the end of the fiscal year 1897 there was 
a deficit of $18,052,454. 


I want to say to our friends on the other side of the aisle 
that you have no idle task before you if you turn the country 
back to us at the end of four years, as you will, with all our 
people as prosperous ag they are to-day. 

It is idle and almost a waste of time for us as Republicans to 
offer any objections or amendments, because of a Democratic 
majority in this House of more than 140, pledged in caucus to 
pass this bill without any amendments; but in the name of the 


e 1900. 


i 
ana 
condaitio 





people of my State—Michigan—and in behalf of the farmer, 
laborer—skilled and unskilled—the merchant and manufac- 
turer, and all our people, and in behaif cf the sugar-beet indus- 
try of my State, I protest against the passage of this bill. 

You are going to put sugar on the free list in three years as 
you have wool. If free sugar is a good thing for the people in 
three years from now, why is it not a good thing at this time, 
and why have you not the courage of your convictions and place 
it there at once? It is an undeniable fact that placing sugar on 
the free list will not benefit the consumer; that the country 
will annually lose more than fifty millions in revenue, and that 
this legislation is in the interests of the foreigner and the sugar 
refiners. 

Since I was 10 years of age I have listened to Democratic 
orators and read Democratic speeches telling of the glorious 
results which would foliow the enactment of tariff for revenue 
only legislation, with the emphasis on the word “ onty,” as Mr. 
UNDEBWOOD says. 

You have the machinery of government to work out your will; 
the President and both branches of Congress are yours. I hope, 





1915. 


without unnecessary delay, you will write into law a tariff just manufacturer of North Carolina 


as you want it. If it proves a snecess raising sufficient revenue, 
does not close our factories, giving the laboring man the good 
wiges which he bas been receiving, and the farmer splendid 


prices for his products, we will give you just praise, for we are | 


all Americans before we are partisans; but if you fail, as I 


believe you will, I bid you forever hold your peace about a tariff | 
for revenue only, frankly admit your mistake, and join us as | 


Republicans in again giving to the country a fair measure of 
protection that this may continue to be the greatest and most 
prosperous of all Republics. [App!ause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SWiTzZer }. 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, the pending measure places 
shees upon the free list because some one makes the charge that 
the shoe manufacturers of this country sell a small part of their 
surplus product in the markets of the world at a less price than 
they sell it at home. 

The same bil) levies a duty of 10 cents a bushel upon wheat, 
not for the purpose of raising revenue, but for the sole purpose 
of lending the wheat grower of this country to believe that his 


il 
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industry is being protected. The census reports of this country | 
show that for the past decades the farmers of this country have 
yearly raised millions of bushels more of wheat than we have 


consumed and that they have been selling it in the markets of 
the world. Your last census abstract, on page SSO, states that 
the wheat imports into this country are insignificant and may 
be wholly disregarded, while our exports of wheat and flour, its 
equivalent. amount to 87.560.000 bushels. 

As far back as I can recollect—and that is a good way—the 
armers of this country have raised more wheat than we have 


consumed, and they have sold their surplus products in the | 
markets of the world in competition with foreign wheat, and | 


frequently at a less price in the foreign market than at home. 
Yet the 10 per cent ad valorem is to be taken off of shoes and 
10 cents a bushel levied on wheat. If the shoe manufacturer 
of this country does not sell his surplus shoes in the markets 


of world, pray tell me where shall he sell them? Must he | 
cease to manufacture shoes just as soon as it is ascertained | 


that the domestic demand has been fairly supplied? Do you 
require the wheat grower to do so? Do you penalize his in- 
dustry by placing his product upon the free list because he 
raises every year more wheat than we consume and frequently 
sells his wheat and flour in the markets abroad at a less price 
than at home? I do not understand the logic of these gentle- 
men. Has there ever been any combination among the shoe 
manufacturers of this country tending to artificially raise the 
price of shoes? Have not “corners” in the Chicago wheat 
markez been of frequent occurrence? Have not prices soared 
skyward with lightning rapidity, to the enrichment of the cold, 
unscrupulous speculator, and to the impoverishment of the 
shorn Inmb, and working in the final result a great hardship 
upon the consumer of breadstuffs? As I say, I can not under- 
stand the reasoning of these gentlemen. ‘The Democratic ma- 
jority on the Ways and Means Committee are certainly cogni- 
gant of these facts. They are a matter of public knowledge, and 
the gentlemen can not now say that they are putting products 
on the free list because they are controlled here by large com- 
binations of capital, or that they are sometimes sold in the 
markets of the world at a less price than at home. 

When was it that the American woo! grower has ever been 
guilty of the unpardonable sin of selling any portion of his 
product in the markets of the world? When, at any time since 
the enactment of the Dingley law in 1897, has raw wool sold 
too high or at an exorbitant price? Yet you place raw wool upon 
the free list. Why do you remove the protection from the shoe 
manufacturer of my district and retain protection for the cot- 
ton manufacturer of North Carolina? Why do you remove the 
protection from the wool grower of my district and retain it for 
the rice grower of the South? Why do you take protection off 
the manufactured products of wheat, barley, oats, and rye, 
products of the North, and retain that protection upon the 
manufactured products of rice, a product of the South? [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] You answer that you are levy- 
ing duties to raise revenue only, and that, necessarily, there 
will be some incidental or accidental protection in any tariff 
bill you can possibly offer. 

But the framers of tariff for revenue measures always have 
the happy faculty of figuring out in advance just where this 
incidental! protection is going to strike. In framing the pending 
bill they had no trouble, apparently, in finding out in what part 
of the United States rice is grown; and by means of graduated 
or shifting rates of duty, or by a proper classification, or by all 
theze means, there is not much trouble in protecting the cotton 








petitor. 
At the second session of the S me ss ‘ 
solemniy told by the Democratic | 
man from Alabama, tl 
sugar bill would remove from the s e s 
people an enort iS annnal | a ; 
The gentleman vividly portrayed in v 
ful condition of the people of the « 
burdensome taxation 
According to the ¢ eman frem Alal 
heartless could longer sit id by nd y 
robbery of the people I e to z l 
proffered by his mensure 
But believing that this great Demo 
properly informed and unduly :; rune e 
our domestic cane and beet suger 
without adequate protection, I « my \ 
sition. 
And now a year later and after our De 
gone before the At I pre 
to I | power they w ild give t Sl 
without price, to my utte nent w ‘ 5 
by 1 wv | ad lé 
il carry I any ol S scl a sl 
trary retaining the larger portion « the 
|r bbery of w ) I i 
and SO ve] elie dit e y 
rue tl pend I sure I f 
execution of t lome rar prod 
arrangement and preparation for his ce 
lease of life. we are to l, £ ‘ 
ing and developing our domestic sugar ‘ a 
the purpose of allowing this um : tix ined 
ducer time to wind up bis indus stence 
And incidentally free sugar is to be ; by this 
years hence and on the evs of a pre 
evidently it is to be used again as the D , 
reelection. 
Our Democratic friends seem to look upon the sugar sche 
our tariff law asa political football. One r ago the 
for free sugar immediately by passing the Und 
bill; now they say that some consideration must be giv 
domestic producers. If the domestic producer is entitled 
some consideration at this time, why s! d he 
given some consideration one year ago? I ‘ ng 
in the business or economic conditions du g the } ‘ 
will warrant this change about of front? The D 
sition before us concedes that the do tie sugnur produ 
is entitled to some consideration, 1 s tl 
taken by those who cast 1 r votes against the 1 
year ago, in so far as the action of the Demoecr P 
capable of bringing about vindication. But how is it 
the Democratic leader of this House to sit passive y ad 
the next three years and raise no prot y 
handed robbery he ouce so roundly and loud 
The real leader of Democracy, our Presideut, is of 
that the immediate destruction of this gr i . ( 
exceedingly distressful to the sugar-prod z tor 
Nation, and he no doubt fears that its d ! ( 
might be inimica! to business throughout the length and 
of the land. In this I fully agree with him. 
But how about the radical reduction of the ter 
the woolen schedule and placing raw wool on the { 
not this, too, prove disastrous to thousands and 
woolgrowers throughout the country and re » the 
thousands of laborers being thrown out of em 
Democrat after Democrat during the last Cong v 
mony in lengthy speeches that the placing of wool! on the f 
list of our tariff law would destroy the raw-wool industry of 
Nation; and this belief is fortified by not only an al undat 
of facts and sound reasoning, but such has been the re 
the tried-out experience of the past Why could not t 
Democratic leader accord to the woolgrowet 
same generosity be proposes to extend to the producers 
Why make fish of one and fow! of the other? 
Why should the farmer who grows the woo) for 
that goes upon our backs be so summ ya ty ] 
farmer who grows the cane and beets out of which le t 
sugar which goes down our throats be g I ot on t 
days of grace. but three years? Why this class discrimina 
Is not the labor which cares for the flock and shears the s! 


entitled to the same consideration as the labor of the 


t- = 


factory and the labor of the woolen factory? Are the woo 








growers of the Nation growing rich too fast? Is there any com- | than they paid on this item in 1912. 


bination among the woolgrowers tending to arbitrarily enhance 
the price of wool? 


The cost of all the wool in the average suit of clothes to-day 


j i raiy Dae 
Our Democratic friends during the last Congress passed anc 
“| the Underwood wool bills, levying 20 per cent at 


om 


a raw material produced in this country to such an extent as te 


be a great indu 


levied on the raw material. Raw material is the finished prod 


uct of the woolgrower as much as cloth is the finished product of 


the weaver. Each industry requires capital, labor, skill, ant 
close attention in order that it may be fairly successful. 
It is a well-known fact that free raw material affords protec 


tion to the industry using same, and the woolen textile indus 


try, that in all fairness there should be a duty 
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And as the pending meas. 
ure takes the 15 per cent ad valorem duty off of manganiferous 
ore the independent stee! producer is not only handicapped by 
the largely increased duty on a part of his raw material, but 
his chief competitor in this country, the United States Steel 
1 | Corporation, who already enjoys a great advantage over him 
1| by reason of owning practically all of its raw material and 


alorem duty on raw wool, and many of its supporters took the | large transportation facilities, and being able to make its ferro- 
osition that if a duty is levied on the manufactured product of | Manganese, is relieved from paying any duty on about al: of 


) | the raw material it consumes. 
I have no doubt but that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
- | would deny that the United States Steel Corporation requested 
that this unfair discrimination in their favor over the inde- 
1 | pendent steel companies be made; but why should the gentleman 
voluntarily be a party to such an outrageous discrimination in 
- | favor of a trust which Members on that side of the House daily 
- | denounce is beyond my comprehension. Still, I have no doubt 


tries under the pending bill are not only given free wool but | but that the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 


they are further protected by duties levied on woolen goods 
\\ 


agninst the woolgrowers? 





from Alabama gave much care and consideration to this item, 


hy this double protection of the woolen textile industries as | 424 that the object it will accomplish will be just as they 


purposed. 





Again, why the free listing of many items and the radical ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania intimates that it is not a 
reduction of duties on those items remaining in the metal matter of much consequence; but, be that as it may, they thought 


schedule of our tariff law? 


This heavy cut in the end must be borne by labor. And in 
this connection, I desire to submit an excerpt from the opinion 
of Mr. Andrew Glass, one of the owners of a large steel mill 
in my district employing 1,600 men at good wages, as to how 
the reduction of duties on two items of the metal schedule 
will affect the earnings of labor in the industries now pro- 
tected thereunder. He says, that “ Under 15 per cent tariff on 
black and 20 per cent on galvanized sheets, home mills would be 
at a disadvantage that labor would have to make good. That 
would be the end, and no other end is possible; but it would 
not be reached without long strikes, bringing lots of misery 
and trouble to the workers, and plenty of expense and sleepless 
nights to those charged with the duty of meeting the new 


” 


conditions. 


As to its effect upon the small manufacturers, especially of 


iron and steel, I desire to give at this point an excerpt from 


a letter of Hon. H. A. Marting, of Ironton, Ohio, president of 


the Marting Iron & Steel Co., of that city, as follows: 


It certainly looks to us as though it is the desire of the Democratic 
Party now in power to drive all of the smaller manufacturers out of 
business. The so-called trusts may be able to compete with foreign 
made products, made by cheap labor, as they have an advantage over 
the smaller industries by owning and controlling raw material, etc., 
but the smaller independent manufacturers will, I fear, be compelled 
to close their shops and go begging for a livelihood if Congress makes 
into law the tariff bill as at present outlined, but it looks as though 
it is needless to protest. 

Such is the judgment of two men who have had years of ex- 
perience in the iron and steel industries, but it will have no 
weight with those who, now drunken with po..er, are bent on 
smashing American industries. 

Yesterday I inquired of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. PaLrMER] why the Democratic members of the Ways and 
Means Committee changed the specific duty of $2.50 per ton on 
ferromanganese, a product which he says is not made for sale 
in this country, to a 15 per cent ad valorem duty, resulting in an 
increase of duty at this time of more than 300 per cent. The 
gentleman, in a somewhat labored answer, among other things 
stated that “our purpose in making the rate on ferromanganese 
was entirely as a revenue-producing proposition.” Upon an 
investigation of the report on the pending tariff bill, prepared 
with great care, no doubt, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the chairman of that great committee [Mr. UNpDERWoop], 
representing an iron district in the State of Alabama, 
on page 112 of the report we find that they propose to reduce 
the revenue of $190,203 received by the Government on ferro- 
manganese this year to $82,500 next year. It may be of some 
interest to the Members of this House to be informed just 
how these gentlemen propose to accomplish the remarkable 
feat of reducing the revenue now received on ferromanganese to 
less than one-half of the amount now being derived therefrom 
by increasing the duty 300 per cent. As the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania stated, the United States Steel Corporation is the 

only producer of ferromanganese in this country, and they use 
practically their entire product. It is, therefore, incumbent 
upon our independent steel concerns to purchase this article 
abroad, and the duty is thereby necessarily a tax added to the 
cost of their raw material. So if the output of our independent 
steel mills would be as large next year as in 1912, at the present 
price paid for ferromanganese they would have to pay a 
revenue of $750,000, instead of $82,500 as estimated in the report 
ov the pending tariff bill. This would be over $650,000 more 








it important to remove the small duty of 15 per cent ad valorem 
on manganiferous ore, a raw material used solely by the 
United States Steel Corporation, and to increase the duty 300 
per cent on ferromanganese, a raw material used by the inde- 
pendent steel companies. 

And while the gentleman thinks it is not a matter of much 
importance, the Portsmouth Steel Co., of my district, state that 
they use approximately 1,500 tons of ferromanganese yearly, 
and that this increased duty means an increased yearly cost to 
them for this raw material of from ten to fifteen thousand do!- 
lars, and that they are not only handicapped by reason of this 
increased cost, but on account of the frequent fluctuations in the 
price of ferromanganese, and the duty thereon being an ad 
valorem one, and by reason of changing from a specific to an 
ad valorem duty and cutting in two the protection on their 
product, it is nearly impossible for them to calculate with any 
certainty the cost of products they make and prices of which 
they must quote to consumers, 

While this may not be a concrete illustration of President 
Wilson's idea of whetting the wits of our people in a contest 
with the rest of the world, it is an apt illustration as to how 
the proposed revision of the metal schedule is whetting the wits 
of the United States Steel Corporation in a contest with our 
independent steel companies. The scythe of the Steel Corpora- 
tion is being well sharpened, for the harvest looks promising, 
and the gentlemen from Pennsylvania and Alabama are the ex- 
perts eigaged in this sharpening process. But the Portsmouth 
Steel Co., of my district, seriously objects to be used as the 
whetstone. 

But to return to the wonderful feat of reducing the revenue 
to be received by the Government on ferromanganese from 
$190,000 to $82,500 by increasing the duty thereon more than 
300 per cent. If you will inspect carefully page 112 of the 
report on the pending measure you will observe that while the 
import value of ferromanganese was $2,821,935 in 1912, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania estimates that the value of ferro- 
manganese to be imported for the first year under the pending 
measure will be only $550,000. As it is absolutely necessary 
to use ferromanganese in the manufacture of steel, and as he 
states the independent steel concerns must obtain all of it 
abroad, undoubtedly the gentleman anticipates a shrinkage of 
the business of the independent steel companies under the first 
year’s operation of the Underwood bill to less than one-fifth of 
what it is now, because if they use less than one-fifth of the 
amount of ferromanganese in 1913 that they used in 1912 they 
‘an produce only one-fifth as much steel as they produced in 
1912. Necessarily, if there is a great shrinkage of the amount 
of ferromanganese imported, an alloy used in the manufacture 
3 steel, there must be a great shrinkage in the output of our 
independent steel concerns. ‘The estimate of the gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania and Alabama conclusively shows that they 
expect the independent steel companies to lose more than four- 
fifths of their business under the operation of the Underwood 
bill for the first year or they have provided the 300 per cent 
increase of duty for the purpose of compelling the independent 
steel companies to purchase ferromanganese from the United 
States Steel Corporation, which they protect in the manufac- 
ture of this product from $8 to $9 per ton. 

I do not believe that it will result in lowering the price of 
steel to the consumer for the independent steel companies to 
be driven to purchase this part of their raw material from the 
United States Steel Corporation, a company which Mr. Car- 
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negie under oath states needs no protection and which has for 
a number of years stifled all competition in many of the prod- 
ucts of iron and steel and which is greatiy interested in getting 
rid of the inde»endent steel manufacturers. 

If there are other jokers in the metal schedule by reason of 
shifting from a specific to an ad valorem duty so favorable 
to the United States Steel Corporation as the one to which | 
have just it is very easy to predict as to what will 
become of the Independent steel companies. 

You put sh 
facturers of shoes to compe 
enjoys the use of free raw mate! 
over half of what it is lere. 

This means a reduction of the wage of 200,000 shoe workers 
in our country. 

The employees of the iron and steel and shoe industries to a 
great extent make many of the local markets for the agricul- 
tural products of my congressional district, as well as the great 
Pittsburgh market, which consumes a large part of the garden, 
dairy, poultry, butter, and live stock preducts of northern and 
southeastern Obio. Why should the existing protection be re 
moved from the pr these industries and retained on 
wheat, the raw muterial of bread. ? If protec- 
tion is right, why not 





referred 


es on the ad compel the American mann 


the foreigner who not only 
ils but whose labor cost is not 








iuets of 
the staff of life 


he consis 


3ut a careful consideration of the proposed bill will disclose 
that the 10 cents a bushel duty on wheat, barley. oats, and rye 
is nothing but a delusion and a snare—a hypocritical effort to 
deceive the farmers of the country, for the reason that wheat 
and rye flour, bran and screenings, oatmeal! and rolled oats, and 
other products of these alleged raw materials are admitted duty 
free. So, while the foreigner can not import wheat, barley, 
oats, and rye without paying an import duty of 10 cents a 
bushel, yet he can easily evade this payment by transforming 
them into some manufactured product. The northern and 
western farmer will note in this connection that the manufac 


tured products of rice are protected as well as rice, the raw 


material. 
The tevying of duties on 


leaving their 


wheat, barley’ oats, and rye and 
manufactured products unprotected will stimulate 
the building of more foreign flour mills and ceresn!-food factories 
Why this great discrimination against the American flour mills 
and cereal factories? On the other hand, raw wool is placed 
on the free list and a duty is levied on manufactures of wool 
All done, it is claimed, for the of producing revenue 
only. But more revenue was derived upon raw wool 
than upon its manufactured products under our existing tariff 
law. This nge is certainly not in the interest of 
the user of woolen goods, for under the ¢ ! 
wearer of a suit of clothes is taxed not 
the raw wool therein. Under the proposed law he i 
n the raw woo! free. but he is taxed upon the manufi 


purpose 
last year 


proposed 


‘isting tariff law ft 


to exceed 75 


‘ents 





upo } 





giv citured 
product of the wool in his suit from $1.20 to $1.50. 

Imported cattle and sheep are taxed 10 per cent ad valo 
rem, and there is an appurent attempt » pi thie i 
ers and live-stock growel const iing these i 3 


tries throughout the country. 
pork, mutton, and all mea 
out to be an arran 


formance turns 


But when it is found that beef, 


Seater fe h ated 
ity tree the whole 


come ; 


gement to encourage and 
; 
i 


protect the foreigu butchers and mest packers. In the place 
of the foreign fattened hogs, sheep, and cattle being shipped 
in and butchered and packed at some American plant, upon 
paying the duty of 10 per cent, they wil! be slaught ‘red at 


foreign 
duty 


employed by 


inped in 


some foreign plant by foreign labor, 
capital, and the slaughtered product will be s! 
free and sold in free competition with the me product of 
our American meat-packing establishments. So the farmers 
and stock raisers of this country occupy about the same posi 
tion that is accorded the victim of a successfuliy worked 
“shell game”—now you see it, and now you not see it 
But after he has passed through the ordeal he will be well 
aware that he has been fleeced. 

It seems that our Democratic friends, in their mad desire to 
reduce the high cost of living, have come to the conclusion that 
the agriculture class shall hereafter be made the “ hewers of 
wood and drawers of water.” 

I ean not support a tariff bill that gives to the foreigner the 
magnificent raw-wool market of this country; that contem- 
plates handing over to the foreigner our great sugar market; 
that proposes to give away the markets of our mills and fac- 
tories and of our great agricultural industry amounting to 
$30,000.000000 a year, without receiving or without the hope 
of receiving anything whatever in return. 

Ouly during short and at few intervals have those engaged 
in agricultural pursuits enjoyed any considerable prosperity 
since the Civil War up to the time of the enactment of the 


? 
ao 
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Dingley tariff law of 1897. Since then the N 





has gone forward by leaps and bot s Bu wh 
bined wealth of the Nation bas . , doubled in 
within the last 20 years. fa: DI \ s forms 
more than doubled in value wi » tl lO years, d 
ing that in the race for w th during { ) 
agricuiturist has been tv flee s 
gaged in the other pur is of our e try ln W 
“the farmer has come into his owt 

The general condition of the farmer as wi a 
country, alter 16 years of Republican pr 
most striking contrast to the condition exis zg at 1 
three years of operation under the st Det tie free 
tariff law No better description can be given of the ¢ ire 
and depiorable condition of the country at that t 
set out in the Democratic 1 aul platform of 15:6, wi 
clared “that the products of the people's to re « ress 
price till they no longer repay the cost of product 

This was the deliberate judgmeut of all the repres 
of the Democratic Party composing that n rable 
at the city of Chicago in 1806 

I bave never heard the truth of th leclaration quest 
from that time to this. 

Do you kuow what it n s when the | 3 
toil no longer repay the cost of prod y Re I 
1b and 2O cent orn. Just imagine a » get , h « 
a hillside corn field at such prices. I have seen 1 WW 
hewed and hauled 4 and 5 miles at 25 to 28 cents per tie 
by the time the railway ) 
culls the ties would average the wh 20) 
Now, you can imagine how rapidly ! 
lated wealth while engaced in fu dl 
ties from 4 to 5 miles when the ving | é 
‘ents. I have passed through a similar ex eat] i 
below cost the products of the farm l l 
district. 

I have worked at the job from sunup to ‘ 
year, and | have no desire O tack ie rr 
see Some one else compelled tf a S ‘ a 
enoug When the product f ‘ ‘ t 
cost of production it mea { i ‘ j r 
the laboring man for day's work is wholly insuflicte 
enough bread and meat to sustain the bone i mus 
is necessary for the performance of his « work \ 
fully agree with the Democratic non of that great Ch 
convention of 71804 when he : id 

Is it a fair measure of value t ‘ 
10 bnshels of pot s 7 0 

> j ir. @& 1 f ; » Aa 
th her pr ucts ¢ i 
uu s at t u t f t 
money that f s i And 
s it | t? Is it ie than 

Such, ¢ emen, was the uttera! S l f 
n his letter accepting the I ) 
Presideucy in 1806. It was a ‘ f tl 
ration in his party’s platf le ¢ th 
of the people's toil are depressed in | 
repay the co of [ “1 Ag \ S 
great DD mMocrat of the depk rable es tion of j mtry 
close of the | Den ct l d hi 
talking at a time when all the ! Ss were [fresl ‘ 
vivid to his mind his pb sophi Demo 
nother significant q : letter of acce] 
was this: 

liow else can you in : labor's producing | t 
the price of all of labor's | i ’ 

Remember, ny Democratic friends, » said “ all.” 

At the time the Democratic natio onvention of 1896 
its nominee for the Vice Presidency were passing through 


behalf of the American laborer an 


sporadic gyrations ir n 
ducer that great commoner of the Mr. Bryan, in 
of acceptance seemed to be : illy concerned about 
fare of the producers of our country. 

And he contributed to the political history 


time, 


s equ 


of our ¢ 


following illuminating dissertati 

Labor creates capita Until wealth is produced by 
of brain and muscle to the resources of = enumere oa 
to divide among the nonproducing « 5 
incers of wealth ente the Nation's r hn 7 
defend the Nation's flag in fli f t 
times to be considered by t 

Mark you, he said “at all times.” and I now res 
commend his utterance to the 
cupy official places in this great representative body 
much consideration have our D t fy 


and Means Committee given to the producers 
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sugar, of shoes, of wheat and rye flours and oatmeal, of the | the House. 
products of iron and steel, and of the products of the farm? 

In 1896 Mr. Bryan held himself out as the special friend of 
the producer. His party’s complaint was that the products of 
labor were entirely too cheap. Now it is contended that every- 
thing is too high, and they blandly tell us that they propose to 
cheapen the price of-everything we have to buy without lower- 
ing the price of anything we produce or have to sell. 

And some of them believe it can be done! 

I know but 


It must be conceded that there is legitimate argu- 
ment that can be advanced both in favor of free trade and pro- 
tection, but it seems to me that the weight of the argument is 
in favor of a reasonable protective tariff. [Appleuse.] 

Mr. Chairman, the first tariff act passed by the United States, 
July 4, 1789, recited in its first sentence: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, for the 
discharge of the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and 
protection of manufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and 
, : aie merchandise imported. 
little about the science of political economy as 
taught at some of our leading universities. In fact, lhaveread 
and pondered over but very little of the recorded effusions of 
those theoretical free-trade minds which have been constantly 
dreaming for more than a quarter of a century. 

But there are some things that I know as much about, I be- 
lieve, as any college professor. 

I know when you reduce the price of the products of the 
people’s toil that you are going to reduce the price of labor. I 
know that when you place raw wool and sugar and many other 
agricultural as well as manufactured products upon the free list 
of our tariff law, and practically cut in two the existing import 
duty on those articles remaining on the dutiable list, I am cer- 
tain that you will vastly increase importations, especially if you 
raise anything like the revenue upon such dutiable articles 
which would be the equivalent of that produced under our exist- 
ing tariff; and when you do this you are going to displace a 
large amount of American-made goods and American labor, even 
if American labor consents to work for the pauper wages paid 
abroad. 


The Democratic Party does not now agree, has never agreed, 
and probably never will agree with the declaration made by 
the first Congress of the United Sta’‘es that a tariff is necessary 
for the “ encouragement and protection” of American markets. 
The leaders of the Democratic Party have always contended, 
and its leaders in this House now, as well as i's last national 
platform, boldly assert that there should be no tariff for protec- 
tion, but only such a tariff as may be absolutely necessary to 
make up an amount of revenue, which, when added to our 
internal revenues, will pay the running expenses of the Govern- 
ment. By the logic of this argument, the Democratic Party 
is bound to say that we should not have any tariff at all if the 
internal revenues alone shall ever furnish a sufficient amount 
of money to pay the running expenses of the Government, and 
this contingency may be upon us before we know it, since our 
in‘ernal revenues last year amounted to two-thirds of our total 
revenues, and since we are to add to those revenues in the future 
by an income tax. 

Therefore the issue is squarely drawn between the Demo- 
Naturally, since it is proposed to place on the free list articles cratic ‘arty, which - opposed to any tariff whatever for oa 
bearing a heavy import duty and which are produced in large tection, and the Progressives and Progressive Republicans, who 
quantities in foreign countries, or to materially lower the im- — favor of a tariff for protection. The Democratic Party 
port duty, the importers of such articles cease importation or | ©? a aoe from the inevitable position of abeoiate free 
greatly reduce it until the time arrives when they can bring it trade, into which it is precipitated by the cold logic of this oot 
into the country without paying any duty or by paying the re- by pointing out to the farmers and manufacturers of this coun- 
duced duty. thereby resulting in the collection of little revenue try that at - involuntarily giving to them on oun immances . 
during this period of time. - The man who has contracted to slight incidental a by levying duties to make up ” 
take the product of the factory, entered into on the supposition aot on narlonys oe For, as stated, on ga a 
that the goods he is to receive are protected to some extent be wiped = in a short time by =F eae of our internal 
from foreign competition, at once begins to ascertain if there ree and then if the Democratic arty js in tse Le 
is not some way of becoming released from his contract. When shall have aneclote free trade. The Democratic arty from its 
confronted with the fact that he must sell his product, made ne has persistently held 7 the doctrine of free trade, and 
under protected and high-priced labor, in competition with the ~~ 7 — to anal epee that Coctrnas Bow — far oT, = 
same product made by cheap and unprotected labor, he can see U oe a Wo it to do so in Presets tae country the 
nothing but loss, and if his contract is a large one ruination _ eet oodrow bill. Probably it should be called the 
stares him in the face. And although he does not want to z ed aa ca bill. Lauemer. | n oo WERTes, : — 
repudiate his contract his fast diminishing resources decree a ae NDERWOOD and underwritten by Woodrow. 


: sam inl ate. [Laughter and applause.] 
otherwise, and bankruptcy and humiliation are his fate. a a ener ‘ 
The factory owner turning out goods made by high-priced and On page 14 of the report filed with the present bill, the gentie- 


protected labor at once becomes aguish as he contemplates tent foe ae ares Seer oF as the » ror Pa 4 
the disposal of his product in free competition with similar | ¢.\. that in adits it ius dane etihent had nortan Pe 
goods made by cheap and unprotected labor. ii ap. oe = 5 $e F at 

His sole recourse, unless his labor will consent to work for Gerernbent oot Get Maar erence 
the prices of labor paid by his foreign free-trade competitor, 7 . ; 
is to speedily close his establishment. This procedure on his rom the doctrine asserted in the paragraph just quoted, the 
part stops the consumption of raw material and thereby the | Progressives and the Progressive Republicans of this House 
employment of those engaged in that industry ceases, and so | enter their vigorous protest and dissent. And from that doc- 
on down the line until discord, chaos, and disaster permeates | trine I believe that at least three-fourths of the citizens of this 
the whole industrial and commercial realm of the entire country. | Country will dissent. : 

I am one of those who believe that William McKinley was| Our distinguished President agrees fully with the gentleman 
right when he advocated that it would be better to open our | from Alabama [Mr. UNpErwoop], and in so doing the President 
mills to the workingmen of our country than to open our mints | iS in keeping with the free-trade principles of the Democratic 
to the free silver of the world. Party. On April 8 the Chief Executive honored this body and 

I believe that the people of this country were right when they | the Senate, sitting in joint session, with a personal visit. The 
commissioned President McKinley and a Republican Congress | OMly specific statement in the speech read to us by the President 
to enact a protective tariff law as a remedy for the industrial | 0 that occasion was the following declaration touching the pro- 
ills from which we were suffering in 1896. posed tariff revision, concerning which the President said: 

I believe the Republican Congress was right when it enacted We must abolish everything that bears even the semblance of privi- 
the Dingley tariff law, and that the immortal McKinley was | !¢s¢,0r of any kind of artificial advantage, and put our business men and 
te ; z q iat Sal s 7 A producers under the stin:ulation of a constant necessity to be efficient, 
right when he appended his signature to that measure, which | economical, and enterprising, masters of competitive supremacy, better 
quickened the dead mills and factories and the inactive indus- | workers and merchants than any in the world. 
tries —— oe and brought them again to um and caused I cite these declarations of the leaders of the Democratic 
the wheels of commence agtin to move, resulting Jn an era of | party to show that they are opposed to a tarif’ for protection. 

ene ry ees alung any | it is true that some Democratic Congressmen and many Demo- 
era known to the world. cratic voters favor a tariff for protection, but their party does 
; And as we have prospered so greatly under the protective pol- | not. They are in the wrong party. and they ought to join the 
icy, I can see no reason why its principles should not still be | Progressive Party or the Progressive Republicans. The pres- 
adhered to and equitably maintained in any revision of our | ent leaders of the Democratic Party are entitled to credit for 
tariff law made necessary by the ever-changing conditions of one thing, and that is for sticking religiously to the free-trade 
our country. doctrines of their party. 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. The President says that our producers must compete with 
Mvurpock}. the world without “any kind of artificial advantage” such 

Mr. MURDOCK. as a protective tariff affords, and intimates with beautiful 
LAFFERTY J. rhetoric that when our producers are reduced to the necessity 

Mr. LAFFERTY. of competing with foreign countries absolutely without pro- 
tection they will become “ masters of competitive supremacy ” 


I yield to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 


Mr. Chairman, I have given considerable 


thought in years past and recently to the question now before 
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and will be “better workers and merchants than any in the | Even the so-called Peerless Leader, in his first famous speech 

world.” at the Chicago Democratie national convention in 1896, in a 
The free-trade declarations of the President sounded very | burst of eloquence declared: 

well. But every hard-headed, practical American citizen will You may destroy the cities and ‘owns of this country and they will 

realize that we must protect and foster our home markets by a be rebuilt, but destroy the farms and the grass will grow in . 


streets. 
reasonable protective tariff or we will be reduced to the level a” : . ; 
of foreign countries in the matter of wages and in our manner Sut we now find Mr. Bryan, as the pren 


i 


of the present 


of living Democratic administration, sanctioning a tariff bill which prac 
= | tieallv acres ) » free lis ho ‘ve! rt _ er ' ’ 

But the President only followed the Baltimore platform in tically places upon the free list nearly every article grown on the 

declaring for free trade. That platform says: | farm, while liberal protection is retained for the big b 1eSS 


; man and manufacturer in the city. If Mr. Bryan does not tf 
We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic Party that his bill at hear F he ja at les i iii ; os “ 
the Federal Government under the Constitution has no right or power to this bi at reart, he is at least giving to it his impl ed ay val 
impose or collect tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue * * | by remaining silent, for it is well known that Mr. Bryan 4 
“email rile : , as any yor : 
That the Democratic Party is plunging the country pesdiong = rae i. = va : a mi a ee 5 to t 
° s Ss! » >aSSer { > tar hii ver ere to he « 
toward absolute free trade there can be no question, when we | , - — A roe — "e ' ‘ ores ' ee 
. . : . + | CT i > ute Ss 3 ar ‘rT as Lis tblil oe 
eonsider the assertions of its leaders, its platform declarations, ms e. 2 : hart od 7 _ i ae aoe , ’ 2 = — ' 
and its legislative actions. That the Democratic Party un- | oe ins St te _ oy a Poors ae mop cig eng ew 
. : 4 ) ‘OuIp Sil 1 0 > nurmel or { . 
qualifiedly asserts that we have no excuse for levying any tariff | ()°" S20 © = 5 Caen le farmer for ta 


at all on imports, exe ept to make up the deficit in our national the protec tion off of ne arly eve rything he r a sis a ] . hile 
revenues, no Member of this House will dare to deny. Last attempt at deception and is an insult to the intelligence of the 
year the total revenues of the United States from all sources farmers. Everyone knows that the n anuf: eture and output of 
was $938.522.481. Only one-third of this sum was realized from these articles is already controlled internationally by American 


; ‘ facturers am at the placing o e y » free list wi 
import duties, while one-third came from our internal-revenue argon Sant ; es a e “ a = ae ae = - 
. . | ) “e ce rr Cos ’ » "11 aur ers he en 
taxes. and nearly one-third was realized from our postal reve- | UO) Tecuce teik ¢ a a ee 
, on ee : | While the Deomeratie Party declared at Baltimore in favor 
nues. Therefore it is plainly to be seen that the Democratic ¢ only such a tariff as might t | utelv 1 rv t 
. : s : : ) ) ‘ : g i ‘ g¢ e ADSO! ‘i ‘COCSSi! on ce 
Party may in a short time, if continued in power, have an oppor- | ‘ ane aPeeneet Rowe , ay Smee nS 
: . up the deficit in our national revenues, and therefore warned u 








tunity to place our country upon an absolute free-trade basis. | 4 ; > «2 ; : 
pe 7 : a aac 2. that they would take all protection off of everything whenevel 
Those who desire that this result be accomplished should sup- ae “— ; 
* > . a a 7 a the internal revenues of the country shall equal the running 
port the Democratie Party. Those who are opposed to making ae : ee : 
1 expenses of the Government, still the declarations of that plat 
our markets free to foreign conntries should hereafter support form, under any fair interpretation that ‘ld 1 me 
, ’ ; au i nterpretatie i could be give » 1. 
the Progressive Party or the Progressive Republicans. ; es : 
< ‘ petal . a ‘ warranted the farmers in believing that they would be the lust 
rhe present bill takes a long step toward the ultimate ab- eae , as 
ro tek », | to be touched by Democratic tariff revision \s proof of th 
solute free trade to which the Democratic Party boasts that it | I cite the followit lank of the Baltin tf whicl 
° arr * * . : € > nie ig pli x. Oo e baitimore pik ori, ich was 
is drifting. By this bill American markets are made practically | written by Col ote hi if : a 
; a - 7 e ) ol. > al LuiS¢ 
free to all the world, so far as agricultural products are con- 4 ‘ . 
cerned. ‘The farmers are the first class that are to be subject jot high, tet a. i - oe or i a : che unequ 
c ib oO ‘ eaith ; t is ¢ system <« ixatio which makes t 
to Democratic free trade. richer and the poor poorer; under its operations the American 
On page 24 of the Underwood report appears the fol!owing | and laboring man are the chief sufferers; it raises t ft 
; : saries of life t« on but ‘ prot elr produc < 
statement relating to agricultural products: The hee - to — at —- , Se pr ct or 
e farmer sells largely ree markets and buys almost ent 
In the effort to relieve the consumer and to mitigate the high cost | protected markets 
of living Schedule G, which deals with agricultural products, has been Col. Brvan. : he Moses of tl D atic Party at B 
thoroughly revised and important reductions have been made. ol. bryan, as the Moses of th emocratic Party at & 
: more, was then complaining because the Republicans had ik 
No doubt that statement, coming from the leader of the Demo- | tye farmer to sell nearly all of his pro «lucts in free marke 
eratic Party in this House [Mr. UNbrerwoop], will fill the Mr. GORDON. Is that true or false 
farmers of this country with hilarity and greatly increase their Mr. LAFFERTY. It will be absolutely true if the Underwood 
admiration for the unterrified Democrs nee bill becomes a law, but it is not true under existing 
But if the farmer is not filled with exuberance by the state- | pjause.] 
ment just quoted, he may turn over to the next page of the The following is a partial list of agricultural products 
"@7 . +} ° tc ovac >} > >} ie : Peio lw « . es a oa — ve pice : 
report, where his eyes will meet with this most friendly and | are amply protected under existing law, but wh 0 
encouraging declaration : into the United States absolutely free of duty under the Det 
Schedule K, dealing with wools and woolen manufactures. has been | cratic tariff law now about to be enacted 
the center of criticism for many years, and the committee has given it ped at ; —_— bacor ' ; ‘ lal 
careful study. ‘The result has been to make raw wool free of Beef, vea v, MAUTTOR, lamb, pork, bacon, cured meats 
Cay. * * rat “y nsed I -_ potator 8, reek rye and ry: v t 
fe anc corn me ran an¢ wheat screenin I I 
After giving the matter “careful study,” the Democratic | straw, buckwheat and buckwheat flour 
Ways and Means Committee decided to aid the farmers of this| The Canadian farmers can and will compete with our f 
country by putting raw wool on the free list, while retaining a | as to all of these products, but Canada places a heavy dut 
duty of 25 per cent on blankets, 35 per cent on dress goods and | all of the articles mentioned, which will prevent our fat 
clothing. and 50 per cent on carpets. The farmer was only | from participating in the Canadian trade. Canada levies 
asking for an 18 per cent ad valorem duty on raw wool, which | of 3 cents per pound on fresh meats from the United Stat 
would only amount to about 3 cents a pound, but he was re- | whereas fresh meats from Canada are to come to this ¢ 
fused even that. free under the Democratic tariff bill. Canada levies a 
Neither the Progressive Party nor the progressive Repub- | 3 cents per pound on wool, whereas Canadian wool \ ( 
licans are in favor of a tariff which, like the existing Repub- | into the United States free of duty under the pending | 
lican tariff, amounts to more than protection in many cases; | Canada charges a duty of 14 cents per pound o ne imported 
nor do they believe in taking all the tariff off of any article | from the United States, whereas the Canadia May 
grown or manufactured in this country by honest competitive | swine into this country under the Democratic | free of « 
producers. The tariff bill now presented does take all the tariff | Canada charges a duty of 14 cents per pound on lard, 84 cent 
off many articles grown in this country by honest, bona fide, 


per pound on milk products, 20 cents per bushel on potatoes, 10 
competitive producers, notably the products of the farmer, and | cents per : 


for that reason it becomes pertinent to inquire whether the | 
present bill, if passed, would not do more harm than good. 


bushel on rye, ho cents per barrel on rye fl 
cents per barrel on corn meal, and 20 per cent ad valores 
| tallow. whereas all of these products will come into the |! 


The farmers are the bone and sinew of any country. They | States free of duty from Canada and all other countr 
certainly have as high a claim upon the Nation for a reasonable | the pending Democratic bill. 
protective tariff for their products as have the manufacturers.| Under the Canadian law cattle and sheep on the 
Foodstuffs are too high I admit, but it is because of high trams- | into that Dominion from the United States must pa) f 
portation rates and combinations of packers and middlemen. | 25 per cent, whereas under the pending Democratic | ( 
The farmer deserves all he gets. When the Union Station in | dian cattle and sheep on the hoof may come into ths country 
this city, which was built partly by the Government, was com- | on paying a duty of only 10 per cent. Butter ¢ to € da 
pleted, the committee in charge cast about for suitable legends | from this country must pay a duty of 4 cents per pound 
to have carved upon the face of that magnificent marble struc- | Canadian butter may come into this country under the | 
ture. Three legends appear there, but the one which appeals bill on paying only 3 cents per pound. Under the Canadian law 
most to me reads as follows: | eggs imported from the United States are ch irged a duty of 3 
The farm—RBest home of the family—Main source of national | Ceuts per dozen, while under the proposed Democratic law © . 
wealth—Foundation of civilized society—The natural providence, | dian eggs will only have to pay a duty of 2 cents per dozen. 
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Under the Canadian tariff law poultry going from the United 
States into Canada must pay a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem, 
while the proposed Democratic law will admit Canadian live 
poultry into the United States upon the payment of a duty of 
only 1 cent a pound and dressed poultry on the payment of a 
duty of only 2 cents a pound, 

It remains to ~@ seen what excuse the Democratic Party will 
have to offer for giving to the Canadian farmers better trading 
terms in this country than Canada will give to our farmers 
across the line. Many farmers were opposed to Canadian 
reciprocity because that bill admitted the exchange of many 


American and Sanadian products upon terms of equality. 
Underwood bill is bound to be far more 


The 
injurious to the Amer- 
ican farmer than the Canadian reciprocity pact could possibly 
have been. 

The manner in which the Progressives and progressive Re 
publicans would revise the tariff is stated in detail in the very 
admirable minority report to the pending bill made for the Pro- 
gressives and progressive Republicans in this House by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpockx]. Whenever the Progres- 
sives and progressive Republicans shall be commissioned by the 
American p 
possibly take place at the fall 


elections next year and, in any 


event, not later than November, 1916, the plan outlined by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] will be followed in | 
good faith and to the letter. [Applause.] That plan contem- | 
pintes a permanent, nonpolitical, scientific tariff commission 


and a complete revision of our tariff schedules downward to the 


actual difference in the cost of production at home and abroad, 
but provided always that we shall never give to any other cou.- 
try more advantageous trading terms than such country is will- 


ing to give to us, which principle of reciprocity is being fla- 
grantly violated by the Democratic Party, to the injury of Amer- 


ople to revise the tariff, which important event will | 
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stand now where they bave always stood, for free trade and 
bourbonism, while the Progressives and progressive Republicans 
stand for the protection of our home markets and for modern 
laws to control industrial combinations. [Applause.] 
The continuation of the Democratic Party in power and the 
crystallization of its central idea of free trade into permanent 
law would be a stumbling block, if not a complete bar, to every 
measure for the uplift and advancement of America that the 
progressives of all parties favor. The Progressive Party and 
the progressive Republicans favor the placing of certain obliga- 
tions upon the industries of this country in the interests of 
labor and in the interests of the consuming public which are 
not placed upon similar industries in foreign countries. There- 
fore, if we reserve to ourselves the right to regulate our indus- 
| tries by placing upon them obligations not borne by their com- 
| petitors in the foreign commerce, it goes without saying that we 

should protect our home industries in a reasonable decree 
against foreign competition. The Democratic idea of free 
| trade would mean the abandonment of the progressive measures 
| that intelligent men and women of this country of all parties 
|} are demanding. 


| 
The Progressives and progressive Republicans propose to pass 
|} a law providing that no manufacturer in this country who eim- 
| ploys child labor shall be permitted to engage in our interstate 
| trade. They propose to pass a law providing that no American 
manufacturer engaged in our interstate trade shall employ fe- 
| males for less than a specified minimum wage, which shall be 
| a living wage. They propose to exclude from our interstate 
| commerce any corporation refusing to establish an eight-hour 
| day for its employees. It must be clear to everyone that if 
these laws are to be enacted and enforced in the United States, 
thereby making this the best country in which to live of any 
in the world. that we must have a reasonable protective tariff 


ican farmers in favor of Canadian farmers, in the passage of | and not free trade. 
the present bill. | The Progressives and progressive Republicans favor the 
Mr. GORDON. Is not that in direct violation of the Pro- | passage of a law creating an interstate trade commission, with 
gressive platform adopted last fall? power to regulate and control, in the interests of the consumer 
Mr. LAFFERTY. No; it is in direct accord with the Pro- | and in the interests of labor, ail industrial corporations en- 
gressive platform. | gaged in our interstate trade. By this law they propose to 
Mr. GORDON. Did not you promise to reduce the tariff? | make it unlawful for any corporation engaged in interstate 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Certainly. | commerce to exact a price for any commodity which shall be 
Mr. GORDON. But you say unless they give us the same / unreasonable, or to resort to any practice, scheme, or device 
advantages that shall be against public policy or dangerous to the pub- 
Mr. LAFFERTY. That is always understood. | lic welfare or unfair to any competitor or employee, and they 
Mr. GORDON, Was that in your platform? | propose to give to the interstate trade commission full and 
Mr. LAFFERTY. It was implied; as much so as that no/} plenary powers to carry this law into effect. They propose 
man will permit another to assault him without hitting back. | identically the same kind of control over industrial corpora- 
\ GORDON. Why did you not put it in the platform? | tions, through an interstate trade commission, that is now had 
Mr. MURDOCK. It is in the platform. | over carrier corporations through the Interstate Commerce Com- 
Mr. LAFFERTY. I thank the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. mission. 
Mvurpock], but I repeat that it is not necessary to put into a | Dickering with the tariff question is but scratching the bark 
platform that which is necessarily implied. I might say that | on the outside of the tree as compared with going to the heart 
i would not go out on the street and assault a man, but it | of the question of the high cost of living as proposed by the 
would be implied in the statement that if he hit me first I | Progressives and progressive Republicans through the law that I 
would hit him back. No party with one eye and a grain of | have here outlined. That there is need for such a statute is 
se will ever give trade conditions to a neighboring country | amply proved by the fact that all political parties profess to be 
which are better than they are willing to give to us. [Ap- | in favor of a law which will “ control big business.” 
piause. | Controlling monopolies or near-monopolies does not mean to 
Mr. GORDON. The promise you made was contingent. | make them be good and go to Sunday school. It means for the 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Not at all; I have fully answered that Government, through some duly constituted tribunal, te have 
question. | something to say about the prices they shall exact from the 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I want to point out that the | public. Big business resists with all the power that it can com- 
rule is that when a Member desires to interrupt another he | mand any effort put forth by the people, through their Govern- 
must first address the Chair. ment, to bring it under just control. For example, it was nearly 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Rupey). The gentleman from Kansas | 30 years ago that the Interstate Commerce Commission was 
is correct, and gentlemen who wish to interrupt must first created with a view to having it exercise some control over the 
address the Chair. rates cf common carriers. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Party, how- The bill creating the commission provided that it should be 
ever, can not be charged with being inconsistent in making a unlawful for any interstate carrier to charge an unreasonable 
wholesale revision of the tariff without 


regard to exact infor- 
mation on the subject or in placing many agr 


agricultural products 
on the free 


Set 
is 


t. The Democratic Party has expressly disclaimed 
that it has given a thouglt to the principle of protection in the 
preparation of the present bill.. On the other hand, it affirma- 


tively avers that it does not believe in protection, and that the 


only reason why it proposes to retain any import duties at all is 
to make up the deficit in our national revenues. The Democratic 
Party is unquestionably joined to its idol—free trade—and the 
issue having been now clearly drawn, the American people as 
a whole must either aflirm or repudiate that doctrine at the 
election next year and at the general election in 1916. The ex- 
periences of the past leave little doubt that the verdict will be 
in faver of protection 

The Democratic Party is the very opposite of the Progressive 
Party and progressive Republicans. The Democratic leaders 


rate. And the commission was given power to decide when a 
rate was unreasonable, but the commission was given no power 
to substitute a reasonable rate for the one declared to be 
unreasonable, but the new rate was left to the carrier itself. 


Not until 1909 was the original interstate commerce act 
amended, giv 


ing to the commission the power to initiate rates, 
and even then the commission found itself unable to fix rates 
which would be fair to the public, because it had no means 
of ascertaining the physical valuations of the carriers. 

The commission thereupon made three annual reports to Con- 
gress, praying that it be given the power to make a physical 
appraisement of the common carriers of this country, and only 
during the last session of the last Congress was such power 
conferred upon the commission, together with the necessary 
appropriation to make the appraisement. We may now expect 
that in the course of a year or two the Interstate Commerce 











1915. 


Commission, 
point where 
rates 

What the Progressive Party and the progressive Republicans 
propose to do is to give to an interstate trade commission the 
same powers over industrial corporations that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is just now about to begin to exercise 
in fact over interstate carrier corporations. There is nothing 
radical about that. 

The people of this country know what they want and they 
are overwhelmingly in favor of the interstate trade commission. 
They are overwhelmingly in favor of all of the other laws for 
the benefit of the average citizen proposed by the Progressive 
Party and the progressive Republicans. [Applause.] The 
people have already found that they can not expect relief from 
the old standpat leaders of the Republican Party. They are 
just now beginning to realize that the difference between the 
standpat Republican leaders, who have just gone out of power, 
and the standpat Democratic leaders, who have just come into 
power, is the difference between two peas in the same pod. 
The party representing the principles now advocated by the 
Progressive Party and the progressive Republicans is the party 
that I shall support in the future, no matter by what name it 
may be called. 

tig business and the money power has been able for 50 years 
to defeat practically every effort that has been made by the 
American people to bring them under control of law. In so 
doing they have controlled the channels of news and actively 
participated in political conventions, and they have influenced 
legislatures and Congresses. 

The tentacles of big business and the money power extend 
into every American city and State. 
dents, directors, and attorneys of their local street railroad, 


after 30 vears of effort, will have gotten to the 


it can really protect the public from extortionate | 
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ernment rate. He then said the charge would be $1.10, a differ 
ence of $5.40 on one little 97-word telegra: and it is certain 
|} the company was not handling the Government business a I 
Joss. 
The various State public-service commissions should at once 


The presidents, vice presi- | 


electric light, and telephone companies are among the influen- | 


tial men of every congressional district. 
the days of the direct primary, cut an important figure in con- 
gressional and legislative nominations. But few men have served 
in the American Congress who have not been flattered at home 
by the class of men to whom I have referred, if they were con- 


These men, prior to | 


servative and made no effort to secure legislation for the com- | 


mon people, or who have not been ridiculed and treated with 
contempt at home by the class of men to whom I have referred, 
and their newspapers, if they advocated legislation that would 
bring under control of law the money power and big business. 
How many times have we been told that any proposed law in 


the interest of the people will “hurt business”? That is he 


stock expression of those who are reaping extortionate profits | 


in the absence of laws to protect the public. 
I have not made the case of the people against big business 


and the money power as strong as the facts will fully justify. | 


It would be impossible for any man of ordinary ability to do 
so. Let anyone who doubts this statement consider for a 
moment the present conditions in this country. The total wealth 
of the United States is $125,000,000,000. Fifty men own 40 
per cent of this wealth. Two hundred thousand men own 70 
per cent of this wealth, leaving only 30 per cent for the remain- 
ing 91,800,000 of our people, figuring that we have 92,000,000 
people all told. 


Such an astounding unequal distribution of wealth could not | 
It is easy to see how | 


possibly have occurred under just laws. 
the national wealth has all drifted into the hands of the money 
power when we look about us and observe conditions. 

In every city is to be found the Bell telephone system, a street 
car system, an electric light system, a gas system, several ex- 
press compani-cs, and several trunk lines of railroad. But one 
may look about in vain to find any citizen of the average city 
who owns a dollar’s worth of stock in any o” these public-utility 
corporations. The stock is owned by the money power of New 
York, London, and a few other financial! centers in this country 
and Europe. In nine cases out of ten these public-utility corpo- 
rations are charging extortionate rates. At the end of the year 
the average laborer or small-salaried man has contributed about 
one-third of his earnings to these monopolies alone. The. rest 
of his earnings have gone for food and clothing for himself and 
family and for the general necessities of his household. In pur- 
chasing the latter he has also come in contact in many instances 
with big business and the money power. He has paid tribute 
during the year to the American Sugar Refining Co., the United 


States Steel Corporation, the Standard Oil Co., and other indus- | 


trial combinations controlling household necessities. 

As an illustration of the astounding profits that big business 
is exacting from a gullible public let me give just one instance. 
a few years ago I went into the telegraph office in Portland to 
send a teleg-am of 97 words to Washington. 
it would be $6.50. 


make appraisements of local public-utility porations and fix 


rates accordingly As a result they 1 red telephone 
rentals at least one-half; electric-light, gas, and water charges 
about the same, where owned by private « ora s nd 
street car charges would be reduced to 3 cents, and l 
panies; would be compelled to furnish seats Rt here in 
Washington the two street car systems each chat ~ 
| refuse to give interchangeable transfers, ul | lt 

tion in the cars like sheep. As many as 50 ple 

quently crowded in the aisles of the large cars | 

entire distance of their ride. The officers of the \ 
instructed the motorman and conductor, when tl s 

to bezin the herding process. They irry these 
driving the people forward in the cur, men dy 
| discriminately crowded together, until the car w { 
other passenger. This sort of outrage id ! 1 
in any city in the United States outside Was 

the people here can not vote they are not to be red { 
fare is too high everywhere. ‘To make it convenient in | 
cities of the United States to adopt the S-cent fare. I h ‘ 
troduced the Bulkely bill to coin 3-cent pieces 

Unless our public-service commissions sh fix reas ‘ 

| rates, then I shall favor Government ownership of pub ty 
monopolies; and I favor such ownership anyway in the case of 
telephones and telegraphs. The American Telepho & Tel 
graph Co. now owns every Bell telephone system in the United 
States, and it owns the Western Union Telegraph Co It St) 
owns the Western Electric Co., of Chicago, which manuf ‘ 
all the switchboards and instruments, and in that way ever 
trols and receives all the profits of the farmers’ lin s. If 
facts that I am here stating can be disproved, I will r 
from Congress. The American Telephone & Telegraph Co 
its own advertisements in financial journals in New 3 
boasts of owning the Bell telephone systems in « 
of the United States and the Western Union Telegraph ¢ 
the Western Electric Co. They charge for business 
about $8 a month, and I will warrant that no investigation into 
their cost and upkeep of plants wou!d justify them in charg 
over $4 a month for business phones, and it would more pre 
ably be less than the latter figure. Residence phone r s 
should likewise be cut in half at least. 

I also favor a Government parcel express This n s of 
transportation at cost would form a conduit between the ! 
in the city and the farm in the country A genuine parcel ex 
press would do more than any other one thing to reduce the | 
cost of living. 

Mr. Chairman, we who favor progressive laws are freque 
taunted with the question as to why the multimillionaire 
George W. Perkins, is for the progressive laws if they w \ 
really control the money power. It is easy to answer that q 


I told him that I wanted to send it Gov- | that will bring that about.’ ” 


tion. Every man of wealth ought to favor these progressive 
laws. In that way alone can ]} lappiness, and 


rrosperity, | 


| for all be secured. In my speech in this House on Aug > 
1911, I made this statement: 

If those who now enjoy the profits from large blocks of lust 
and public-service corporation stocks want their children and 
grandchildren to enjoy that same opportunity they will et i 
and the necessity of placing all industrial and publi 
tions upon a basis that is fair to the publi Othe Gov t 
ownership wili come as surely as one da ws I 
reason I stated in my campaign speech th wl ! 
Government control, as I do, were in reality the best friends 
owners of such stocks 

On August 17, 1912, in a speech on Boston Common, C 
Roosevelt was questioned by a man in the « ad whe ed 
out. “ How about Perkins?” 

‘I am delighted to tell you about Mr. Perkins,” the C 
replied. 

“Mr. Perkins is a rich man,” he said. “ He came into ft! 
movement not at my request but of his own initiative. I f 
just the same curiosity that a man in the crowd who aske 
about him felt. I said to him, ‘ Mr. Perkins, why are 
porting me?’ Mr. Perkins flushed and said he did 
but that he ought to be offended; but I told him he 
be, and that I was both surprised and pl d to ! | 
| Support. 

“«The prime reason why I am with you,’ he told me, ‘is 1 
cause I have children. I have come to the conclusion that th 
country won't be a good place for my children unless we have 
substantial justice; unless the relations between capital and 

The agent said | labor are on a better basis. I wish to support any movement 
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Even the late Postmaster General, a dyed-in-the-wool, old- | 4n unfair and unjust advantage over others, or that shall give to the 


' le of ¢s ality ae . . » ¢ . Pox hae Senge 
line Republican, in his last two annual reports, advocated Gov- | people of any locality or section of the country any unfair, unjust 








or 
; : : unreasonable advantage over the people of any other locality or ( 
ernment ownership of telegraphs, to be operated in connection | tion of the country, or that shall be contrary to public policy or 
th the Post Office Department, but C ‘ss paid no attention | @angerous to the public welfare, and any and all the acts or things in 
‘ . ; : é E ‘ this section declared to be unlawful are hereby prohibited 
‘ j o ¢ ngress © r will give f > rHihile ¢ r gs tian inl . - 7 ‘ = > 
to him. No Co Sees CO Was Gwe. he ce any subs inti! | “sec. 7. That whenever, after full hearing upon a compiaint made to 
relief until the Progressives or genuine progressive Republicans the commission hereinafter created, or after full bearing under an order 
prevail | for investigaiion and hearing made by the said commission on its own 
} eee oe 7 
a . : itiative » ¢ iss she > of y p P ce 
Under the system of permitting big business and the money initiative, the commission shall be of opinion that any price or pri 


1? 


power to go nuncontr ed by 
have acquired practically 2! 

and that the average citizen 
unjust tribute to them, to ¢ i 
the most meager living. No man can make me believe that un- 


der anv fair system of laws in this count 








whatsoever demanded, charged, or collected by any corporation subject 


wonder that they | to the provisions of this act for any article of merchandise or product, 
if the United States | or that any practice, method, means, system, policy, device, scheme, 01 
table. while paying | Ce@trivance used by any such corporation in conducting its business, o1 
ure, _ 7 Pay'Ns | in the management, control, regulation. promotion, or extension thereof 
re out of life than | is unjust or unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory. or unduly prefer 
ential or prejudicial or contrary to public policy or dangerous to the 
a country having public welfare, or otherwise in violation of any of the provisions of 
1 country BaviIng | this act, the commission is hereby authorized and empowered to deter- 
mine and prescribe what shall be'a just. fair, and reasonable price to 
find any honest, sober, and industrious 1 working all of his | be charged for such article of merchandise or product. to be thereafter 
—~ : ; oa a “s ee : | Server in such case as the maximum to be charged until further 
life. 10 hours a day, for a bare living. But that is just the con- | order of the commission, and to det rmine and prescribe what practice, 
dition we do find in this country to-day. Under just laws no | method means, or system, policy. device, scheme. aor contrivance is 
Iran or woman would be required to work more than 8 hours a | Just. fair, and reasonable, and not contrary to public policy or dan- 
; nn ; : Son . gerous to the public welfare, to be thereafter followed, and to make an 
aay Under just laws every able-bodied man who would work | order that such corporation shall « « and desist from <uch viovation 
from the time he was 21 until age should tle him to retire | to the extent to which the commission finds the same to exist, and such 
table living for | Corporation shall not thereafter charge or collect or accept for such 
a i " aaa ie. article of merchandise or product a price in excess of the maximuu 
n of 3O to 60 days each | price so prescribed, and shall adopt. conform to. and observe the prac- 
year in che mountains or at the seashore, to educate bis chil- | tice. method, means, policy. and system so prescribed, and cease to use 
dren, ard to lav by an ample competency for his old age besides. 
in conclusion, I desire to say that I was raised a conservative | 
| 
j 








the greatest resources of any nation in the world—we would 





would be able to buy with his ¢ nings a « 
himself and family, to take a vacat 





any device, scheme, or contrivance prohibited by the order of the com 
mission 

' All orders of the said commission, except orders for the payment of 
and am a conservative new. It is only the eold facts that I | money. shall take effect within such reasonable time. not less than 30 
. 4 : Sie; ite ai ole 3 - ys. { shall continue in force for such period of time, not exceeding 
have trie ‘resent in this discussion whic ight see days. and sha ‘ : a ; ae 
h h t d to pr x n i ° a“ a a oy h might seem to 2 years. as shall be prescribed in the order of the commission. unless 
make my remarks appear radical, if they do so appear. I was | the same shall be suspended or modified or set aside by the commission, 

practically raised in a law office, and lawyers are. by their very | or be suspended or set aside by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
; : : ae : oad : Sec. & That a commission is hereby created and established. to be 

“11 ‘ ‘_onser . (>) . ] » rs ~oksS yer ren ( ras i E . :” . . . - » 7 
nal " ~ n f v: tive. ne of = fir a o i ( er read was known as the Interstate Trade Commission. which shall be composed 
slackstone’s Commentaries, and one of the few things that I of seven commissioners, and the said Interstate Trade Commission is 
recall, outside of the fact that the anthor had a most remark- | referred to hereinafter as “ the eommission.” 

: . : . Sec. 9. That on the taking effect of this act the Bureau of Corpora 
able vocabulary , is that he said that the object of the law is tO | tions shall cease to exist and shall be merged into and become a part 
protect the weak against the aggressions of the strong. If Sir | of the commission, and the person who at that time shal! be the (om- 
William Blackstone were living to-day. and a citizen of the | Missioner of Corporations shall become a member of the commission 
United States. he would be a Progressive “a progressive Re and continue as such for a period of two years, and said person shall 

MECH Stake le ¥ oS Ss + evs ive, or a progressive Kke- | aiso fer a period of one year be the chairman of the commission, at the 
publican, which means the same thing. [Loud applause.] expiration of which time, and annually thereafter, the commission sha!! 
elect a chairman; and the Deputy Commissioner of Corporations shall 
become one of said commission, and shall hold his office for a period 
™ ¢ . OeT : ‘ aa ft odneed ir Mwtey of one year. The commission shall appoint a secretary of the commis- 
ome of the progressive measures introduced in the Sixty- | ? ; ‘ , ; , 
iit Wie ae Mr ‘imei < , mn the SIxty sion, who shall hold his office at the pleasure of the commission, and 
third Congress by Mr. LAFFEeRTY: all the clerks and employees in the Bureau of Corporations shall become 

INTERSTATE TRADB COMMISSION. clerks and employees of the commission, and al) the duties and powers 
4 ra . os of the Bureau of Corporations are hereby transferred to. granted, and 
( t. 438 reate an interstate trade commission. ‘ : mgr ae sitet 

4 bill (H. RB. 4384) to creat ~y —- ade « neggamicmcng bestowed upon the commission, and any funds belongings to said Rureau 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person, com- | of Corporations which by law _are authorized to be expended by said 
pany, corporation, or assoc tion eng iged iD comm ree among the several bureau are hereby transferred to the commission, which is hercody 
States, or with foreign nations, to hereafter employ in its business | authorized and empowered to expend the same. 
any child under 14 years of age, or to employ any female for less than Sec. 10. That the commission shall consist 
$6 per wer 








< 








D L : of seven members, not 
or to work any employee longer than 8 hours in any one 





: : , | more than four of whom shall be of the same political party. Except 
day or longer than 48 bours in any one week, except in case of an | as hereinbefore provided, the members of the commission shall be ap- 
emergency or upon a permit from the interstate trade commission, | pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 


which it is hereby authorized toe issue temporarily upon a showing | Senate, and the first appointees shall hold their positions for periods 
which in its opinion warrants such action: Provided, That employees | of three, four. ‘ive, six. and seven years, respectively ; and in making 
engaged on railroad trains, steamboats, steamships, or other vessels or | such appointments the President shall designate the length of terms 
equipment of common carriers may be employed as long as 12 hours a | of such appointees, and thereafter the members of said commission shall 

hours a week, but such employees shall have at | 


day or as much as 72 | be appointed for a term of seven years. The members of the commis- 
least 6 full days’ rest each calendar month, and any person, company, | sion shall each receive a salary of $7,500 per annum, and the secretary 
corporation, or association violating any provision of this section shall | of the commission shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum. In case 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and for each separate offense shall, | of vacancy the appeintment shall be for the unexpired term of the 
1pon conviction, be punished by a fine ef not less than $50 nor more | member whose retirement from the commission caused the vacancy. 
than $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both | Any commissioner may be removed by the President for Inefficiency. 
such fine and imprisonment, in the diseretion of the court. } neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. No person in the employ of 
Sec. 2. That every corporation engaged in commerce among the sev- | or holding any official relation to any corporation subject to the provi- 
eral States, or with foreign nations, not subject to the provisions of | sions of this act, or owning stocks or bonds thereof, or who is in any 
the act approved February 4, 1887, entitled “An act to regulate com-/| manner pecuniarily interested therein, shal! enter upon the duties of 
merce,” and acts supplementary and amendatory thereof, and whose | or hold such office. Said commissioner shall not engage in any other 
gross annual receipts or the tofal annual gross receipts of whose sub- | business, vocation, or employment. 
sidiary companies for the calendar year 1911 were, or for any calen- | No vacancy in the commission shall impair the right of the remain- 
dar yvear thereafter shall be, In excess of $5,000,000 shall be subject to 








| ing comniissioners to exercise all the powers of the commission. 
the provisions of this act. The commission is hereby authorized apd empowered to make ond 
Sne. 3. That every corporation subject to the previsions of this act, | establish rules and regulations not in conflict with the Constitution and 
or that may hereafter become subject to the provisions of this act, is 


laws of the United States to aid in the administration and enforcement 
; of the provisions of this act, and may, by such rules and regulations, 
prices at which any corporation subject to | prohibit any particular or specific act or acts, practice, method, system, 


5 policy, device, scheme, or contrivance that is contrary to any of the 
just, fair. and reasonab'e, | provisions of this act. 


hereby declared to be a quasi public agency. 

Sec. 4. That the price o1 
tl provisions of this act shall sell or dispose of any article of mer- 
chandise. or any product whatsoever, shall be 


} 





and it shall be unlawful for any such corporation to sell or dispose of | That the decisions of the commission shall be final as to the facts, 
any article of merchandise, or any product whatsoever, at a price or at | and in all cases of appeal from any decision of the commission the court 
prices that are unjust, unfair, or unreasonable, and every corporation | shall have jurisdiction to pass only upon questions of law and to de- 
subject to the provisions of this act is hereby prohibited from so doing. | 


termine whether or not the commission acted within the scope of its 
ystem, policy, device, | authority, or whether or not the decision in effect confiscates property 
scheme, or contrivance used by any corporation subject to the previsions | or takes the same without duc process of law. 
of this act in conducting its business, or in the management, control. | Sec. 11. That in case any corporation subject to the provisions of this 
reculation, promotion or extension thereof, shall be just, fair. and rea- | act shall do, cause to be done, or permit to be done, any act, matter, or 
sonable and not contrary to public policy or dangerous to the public | thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or shall omit to 
welfare, and every corporation subject to the provisions of this act in | do any act, matter, cr thing in this act required to he done, such cor- 
the conduct of tts business is hereby prohibited from engaging fm any | poration shall be liable to the person or persons injured thereby for 
practice, or from using any means, method. or system. or from pursuing | double the amount of damages sustained in consequence of any such 
any policy, or from resorting to any device. scheme. or contrivance | violation of the provisions of this act, together with a reasonable coun- 
whatsoever that is unjust unfair, or unreasonable. or that is contrary | sel or attorney's fee, te be fixed by the court in every case of recovery, 
to public policy or dangerovs to the public welfare. and every act or | which attorney’s fee should be taxed and collected as a part of the 
thing in this section prohibited is hereby declared to be unlawful. costs in the cause. 

Sec 6. That every corporation subject to the provisions of this act Sec. 12. That any person or persons claiming to be damaged by any 
shall deal justly and fairly with competitors and the public. and it shail | corporation subject to the provisions of this act may either make com- 
be unlawful for any such corporation to grant to any person or persons laint to the commission. as provided in this act, or may bring suit in 
any special privilege or advantage which shall be unjust and unfair to | bis or their own behalf for the recovery of the dama for which such 
others. or unjustly and unreasonably discriminatory against others. or | corporation shal! be liable under the provisions of this act in the Com- 
to enter into any special contract, agreement. or arrangement with an 


merce Court; but such person or persons shall not have the right to 
person or persons which shall be unjustly and unreasonably discrimi- | pursue both of said remedies, and must in each case elect which one of 
natory against others, or which shall give to such person or persons | the two methods of procedure herein provided for he or they will adopt. 


Sec. 5. That every practice, method, means, 5) 
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In any such action brought for the recovery of damages the court 
before which the same shall be pending may compel any director, officer, 
receiver. trustee, or agent of such corporation defendant in such suit to 
attend, appear, and testify in such case, and may compel the production 





of beoks and papers of such corporation. The claim that any such 
testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the person giving such evi- 
dence shall not excuse such witness from testifying, but such evidence 


or testimony shall not be used against such person on the trial of any 
criminal proceedi: 
13. That any corporation subject to the provisions of this act, 

or any director or officer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, 
or person acting 1 or employed by such corporation, who, alone or 
with any other corporation, company, person, or party, shall wilifully do 
or cause to be done, or shall willingly suffer or permit to be done, any 
act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or 
shall aid or a therein, or sball willfully omit or fail to do any act, 
matter, cr thi in this act required to be done, or shall cause or 
illingly suffer or permit any act, matter, or thing so directed or re- 
quired by this act to be done not to be so doue, or shall aid or abet 
therein, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon con 
vietion thereof in any court of the United States, be subject to a fine 
not to exceed $5,000 for each offense, and, in the discretion of the court, 
may be imprisoned in the penitentiary for a term not exceeding two 























Sec. 14. That the commission hereby created shall have authority 


to inquire inte the management of any corporation subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner 
and method in which the same is conducted, and shall have the right 
to obtain from such corporation full and compiete information neces- 
sary to enable the commission to perform the duties and carry out ¢ 

object for which it was created; and the commission is hereby au 
thorized and required to execute and enforce the provisions of this act 

And upon the request of the commission it shall be the duty of any 
district attorney of the United States to whom the commission may 
apply to institute in the preper court and prosecute under the direction 
of the Attorney General of the United States all necessary proceedings 
for the enforcement of the provisions of this act, and for the punish- 
ment of all violations thereof, and the costs and expenses of such prose- 
< ys shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of th 
courts of the United States. 

Sec. 15. That any person, firm, corporation, company, or association, 
or any mercantile, agricultural, or manufacturing society or other 
organization, or any body politic or municipal corporation, complaining; 
of any act done or omitted to be dome by any corporation subject to the 
provisions of this act, in contravention of the provisions of this act, 
may apply to the commission by petition, which shall briefly state the 
fi whereupon a statement of the complaint thus made shall be for- 
warded by the commission to such corporation, who shail be called upon 
to satisfy the complaint, or to answer the same in writing, within a 
reasonable time, to be specified by the commission. If such corporation, 
within the time specified, shall make reparation for the injury alleged 
to have been done, it shall be relieved of liability to the complainant 
only for the particular violation of the law thus complained of. If 
such corporation shall not satisfy the complaint within the time speci- 
fied, or there shali appear to be any reasonable ground for investigating 
said complaint, it shall be the duty of the commission to investigate the 
vatter complained of in such a manner and by such means as it shall 
eem proper. 
commission shall have full authority and power at any time to 

n inquiry, on its own motion, in any case and as to any 
, or thing concerning which a complaint is authorized to be made, 
before said commission by any provision of thi of said 
g which any question may arise under any of tl i 
act or relating to the enforcement of any of the provisions of this act 
And the said commission shall have the same power and authority to 
proceed with any inquiry instituted on its own motion as though it 
had been appealed to by complaint or petition under any of the pro 
visions of this act, including the power to make and enforce any order 









































or con rr 





or orders in the case, or relating to the matter or thing conc ing 
which the inquiry is had, excepting orders for the payment of money 
No complaint shall at any time be dismissed because of the absence of 


direct damage to the complainant 

Sec. 16. That the commission is hereby given authority on its own 
initiative to institute and conduct an investigation to determine 
whether or not any corporation subject to the provisions of this act 
was organized in violation of the provisions of the act approved July 
2, 1890, entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce against un 
lawful restraints and monopolies,” or is doing business in violation of 
the provisions of said act; and If, after investigation, the commission 
shall conclude that any such corporation was organized in violation 
of the provisions of said act, or is doing business in violation of the 
provisions of said act, the commission may issue an order citing such 
corporation to appear and answer to the charge in such matter; and 
if on final hearing the commission shall find that such corporation was 
organized in violation of the provisions of said act, it shall make an 
order providing for the dissolution of such corporation: a1 if the 
commission shall find that any such corporation is doing bu in 
violation of any of the provisions of said act, it shall make s , 
or orders as will prevent the further violation of said act on the part 
of such corporation; and thereafter such corporation so found to have 
been organized in violation of the provisions of said act, or so found 
to be doing business in violation of said act, shall cease to engage in 
interstate commerce except upon such terms and conditions as shall 
be prescribed by the commission. 

Sec. 17. That the following sections and provisions hereinafter men- 
tioned, in so far as they are applicable and are not in conflict with the 
provisions of this act, are hereby extended to and put in ferce in all 
matters relating to or pertaining to the commission herein created and 
to every corporation subject to the provisions of this act; and the 
power, authority, and duties conferred by the sections and provisions 
hereinafter mentioned upon the Interstate Commerce Commission, so 
far as the same are applicable, are hereby conferred upon the commis- 
sion created by this act; and the duties, liabilities, and rights con- 
ferred upon common carriers by such sections and provisions are hereby 
conferred apon every corporation subject to the provisions of this act; 
and the rights, privileges, and liabilities conferred upon any person or 
persons, firm, corporation, association, or locality by such sections and 
provisions are hereby conferred upon any such person or persons, firm, 
corporation, association, or locality, namely, sections 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 
19, 20, and 21 of the act approved February 4, 1887, entitled “An 
act to regulate commerce,” as amended, and sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 
of the act approved June 18, 1910, entitled “An act to create a Com- 
merce Court, and to amend the act entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 
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affiliations, if any, the manner of entering the names of voters upon 


the lists, and generally all things which go to the right of the voter 
io cast bis ballot and to the manner of voting. The form of ballot 


throughout the United States shall be uniform, and is herein spe- 
cifically set forth. 









In the States having no laws for primary elections, as aforesaid, the 
following procedure shall be observed, namely: The polling places shall 
he the same or substantially the same as the polling places at the 
last preceding neral State election or national election for Members 
of the House Representatives in Congress fhe polls shall open at 
8 o'clock a. m. and close at 7 o'clock p. m. The judges at each polling 


place shall be provided with a jist of the qualified voters of the polling 
precinet or district taken from the latest registration list or from the 
record of the last preceding general State election or national election 
for Members of the House of Representatives in Congress, at the dis- | 
cretion of the State board, and those persons so listed, and no others, 
hall be permitted to vote unless, where the polling list of the pre- 
ceding election is used, it is made to appear to the judges under oath, 
first, that the proposed voter had become a resident of the precinct or | 
district since the said last preceding election, and had cast his vote 
at sald election in some other precinct or district of the United States, 
or had since the last election become of lawful age; or, second, that 
having been a qualified voter of the precinct at the said last preceding 
election was, by reason of temporary absence from the precinct or dis- 
trict on election day, or by reason of illness, unable to cast his vote at 
uch election 





No canvassing or electioncering for or against any candidate shall 
be carried on within 100 feet of the polling place while the primary 
election is in progress The clerk or clerks of the election shall, as | 
the votes are cast, write the name and address of each voter, which 
list, having been certified by the judges, shall be returned to the State 
canvassing board hereinafter provided for with the returns of the 
clection 
Sec. 6. That the ballot te be used in all the States and at all polling 


places shall be printed on plain white paper, and shall be in substan- | 
tially the following form: 


(Name printed in) Party. (Name printed in) Party. Independent of party. 
For President of the For President of the For President of the 
United States. United States United States. 
(Name printed in.) Name printed in.) (Blank.) 
Name printed in.) Name printed in.) (Blank.) 
(Blank. { (Blank.) 
For Vice President of For Vice President of For Vice President of 
the United States. the United States. the United States. 
[) (Name printed in.) [) (Name printed in.) [ (Blank.) 
(Name printed in.) f} (Name printed in.) } (Blank.) 
( Blank.) L} (Blank.) 


The columns for party candidates shall be as numerous as may be 
required, and there shall be one column without names of proposed 
candidates denominated, as aforesaid, “ Independent of party.” In 
the lines in the party columns shall be printed the names of proposed 
party candidates for President, Vice President, and at the left of each 
line a square, as shown, and the voter's choice shall be made known by 
crossing the square thus [xX]. 

In each party column there shall be a sufficient number of lines left 
blank, so that each elector shall have the opportunity to vote for his 
preference as the candidate of his party, even though the name of his 
preference is not printed on the ballot. 

No voter shall vote in more than one column, and if he does the 
entire vote shall be rejected. A yote for two persons for President or 
Vice President shal! also be rejected, 

Sec. 7. That there is hereby established a national canvassing board 
for primary elections and for the distribution of both primary and final 
election publicity pamphlets, to be known hereafter in this act as _ the 
national board. It shall be composed of five persons, each of whom 
shall receive for his compensation, to be paid by the United States for 
his services in connection with each primary and final election, the sum 
of $3,000, and each of whom shall serve for four years and until his 
successor is appointed. The members of said board shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
upon the nomination of the chairmen of the several national political 
committees, so that, in so far as it is possible, there shall be upon 
said board a member affiliated with each of the political parties as 
herein defined, 

There is also established a State canvassing and returning board for 
primary elections and for the distribution of both primary and final 
election publicity pamphlets in each State. The said several boards 
shall be composed of three persons, each of whom shall receive for his 
compensation, to be paid by the United States for his services in con- 
nection with each primary or final election, the sum of $250, and each 
of whom shall serve for four years and until his successor Is appointed. 
The members of said boards shall be residents of the State wherein 
they are to serve and shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, upon the nomination of the 
chairmen of the several national political committees, each of said 
chairmen having the right to name one person for each of said boards, 
so that, in so far as possible, there shall be upon each of said boards a 
member affiliated with each of the political parties as herein defined. 
The powers and duties of each of said boards are hereinafter prescribed. 

Sec. 8. That no candidate for nomination as a candidate of any such 
political party for the offices of President and Vice President shall 
have his name printed upon the official primary ballot of his party 
unless at least 45 days prior to the date fixed for holding the primary 

tion a nomination paper shall have been filed in his behalf with said 


national board. All nomination papers shall be in substantially the 
following form: 


‘1, the undersigned, a qualified elector of — 


‘ 





County, and State 





of , and a member of the Party, hereby nominate 
of County, State of — 


——, who is affiliated with and is a mem- 
ber of the — Party, as a candidate for the office of ————, to be 


yoted for at the primary election to be held on the second Monday of 
July, 19—.” 

The said nomination paper shall consist of sheets with the above 
heading, of uniform size, about 8} by 13 inches, No signatures shall 
be counted unless they are on sheets each having such form written or 
printed at the top thereof. No signer of a nomination paper shall sign 
more than one such nomination paper for the same office, and only one 
candidate shall be petitioned for or nominated in the same nomination 
paper. Each signer of a nomination paper shall add his residence, with 
street and number, if any, and the date of signing. 

For all nominations for President and Vice President all signers of 
each separate part of a nomination paper shall reside in the same State. 
The nomination paper when filed shall not be withdrawn nor added to 
nor any signature thereon revoked or recalled, The aflidavit or affi- 














davits of a qualified elector or electors shall be appended ¢ 

nomination paper, stating that he is personally acquainted 

certain of the persons who have signed the same: 

to be electors of the State or county, as the case may |} ; 

them to be affiliated with the party named therein: that }. 

they signed the same with full knowledge of the contents 
i residences 


respective 


affidavit shall not be made by a candidate for nomination 
more than one such affidavit, they must, taken together, in 
nomination 

The nomination papers above described and required sg) 


signers of 


If for the office of President or Vice President of the 1, 
shown by the returns of the last general election) 
five States, and in the aggregate not less than one-fourth of 1 
the total vote of his party as shown by the returns of the 
the United States 
The vote to be taken for the purpose of computing tl! 
“ast for the head of the ticket. 
The said national board shall cause to be printed and 
a sufficient quantity of nomination paper blanks, in forn 


shall be the vote 


qualified elector desiring to petition for the nomination 
date, or to any person who infends to be a candidat: 


President nomination 


President. 
thereof may be sent either directly to the said i 
the State board of the State from which they come, and 
board transmitted to the said 
board shall 
printed as public documents both a primary election publici: 
and a final election publicity pamphlet, which pamphlet sha 
ernment expense, be mailed to each registered voter as provi: 
At least 30 days prior to any primary or fina! 
the national board as to the n 
pamphlets that, in their opinion, will be required to sup; 
tered voter i 
primary or final election the national board shall send in 
various State boards the number of such pamphlets so requir 
pamphlets shall be inclosed in sealed manila envelopes a1 
Each State board shall cause one of su 
to be mailed to each registered voter at least 10 days prior 
Such publicity pamplets shall « 
the statements and arguments of the several candidates { 
nomination ‘ 
ments may include portrait cuts of the candidates, each « 
President or for nomination for President being limited 1 
candidate 
President being limited to four pages. 
be filed with the national board by the respective candid 
30 days prior to any such primary or final election, and it 
contains any reflection upon the honor, integrity, or chara 
other candidate proof shall be submitted that a certifi: 
in full was served upon such other candidate at least 
to such primary or final election, in default of which such 1 
statement of any 
eandidate shall 
publicity pamphlet at the rate of $1,000 per 
to be covered into the Treasury of the Unitec 
No charge shall be made for space in the final elect 
pamphlet. 
Sec. 10. That at least 30 days before any such primary 
Board shall transmit to each State board 
showing the name and post-office address of each per: 
nomination paper sufficiently signed has been filed in it 
offices of President 
the same time shall transmit to the said board a sufficient 
printed ballots for use at the primary election in that St 
mary ballots shall be substantially in the form hereinbet 
and shall have printed upon them in proper columns ft! 
yersons for whom sufficient nomination papers hav: 
President and Vice 
nomination for President and Vice President shall be 
the name of each of the propesed candidates shall be first 
stantially equal number of ballots. 
That each 


State board shall 





Government frank. 
primary or final election. 


President, 


Copy for such 


expunged from candidate 


for space in the pri 


President 


President. of candidates 


board shall, y aft 
the ballots from the National Board, notify by written or | 
each of the judges and clerks of election who are to act 
visions hereof of their duties as herein prescribed, and 
possession of the judges, or one of them, at each polling 
cient number of ballots for use at that polling place, 3 
the necessary steps to supply said judges with any lists 
may be required by the laws of the State or by the pr 
act, and shall further provide all supplies that may be ! 
enable the said judges and clerks to perform all the duti 
law of the State or this act imposes upon them, and it s 
an arrangement is made for a suitable place in which to 
tion, the expense thereof to be paid by the United States as! 


immediately 


Sec. 12. That upon the closing of the polls the judges and « 
immediately open the ballot box and take therefrom t 
count the votes cast for each 
the offices hereinbefore mentione : 
result of the canvass shall be certified upon a blank furnished | 
purpose, upon which shall be shown the number of votes cast 
proposed candidate and the 
names voted for in party co 
papers, with the number cast for each, and also the number 
cast for each person as a candidate independent of party. 
cate shall be signed by the judges and clerks an 
and the certificate so inclosed. with all the ballots and the tall 
used at the polling place, shall be put in another envelope and 
within 24 hours after the election has closed, to the said Sta 
and if the returns from any polling place be not received bs 
State board three days before the time hereinafter fixed for the 
canvass, the said State board shal] forthwith send a messeng”! 
missing returns, the expense thereof to be paid as expenses tor | 


oposed candidate for no! 
and after the yotes are so « 


political party which propos 
umns not proposed through ' 


d placed in an er 


Src. 13. That on the second Wednesday following the primary < 
the said State board shall meet at the seat of government of ¢ 
and open and canvass the returns from each polling place in th 


and make abstract thereof, stating in words written at lengt 
ber of ballots cast in the State b 


and also the number of votes cas 


‘ fee * 
each omece, 


ach political ic 
for can ndependent of part) 


for candidates 










¢ v and the number of votes given to 
f rer ffi and shall sign and certify thereto, 
2 r the id canvass is completed transmit the 


United 
only 


oard at the seat of government of the 











in making its canva all canvas 

' the several judges clerks of election, but 
> appeal yn the primary ballot shall file 
nent r oath that fraud is committed 
count returning the votes cast at any 
for h he was a candidate, in such 

that it furnishes reas ble ground to ! eve that ar 

! ots would produce a different result as to his candidacy 
S I rd shall thereupon recount the illots cast at any 
| e for the office for which t! ‘ tant was a candi 
t result reached by the board on th count of the b ts 





e be different from that returned 
n. it shall be sul stituted therefor 
regarded in all subsequent pi 

e final, and no other contest 


he judges and clerks 
1e true and correct 
s. Thea of the 


hall be permitted. 

















That on the first Monday Au t following any such 

n the National Board shall m« is a canvassing board 

1 canvass the returns r iv m the State boards of 

State If returns are not fre all the States, the 
mediately send a messenger r the said turns, and 

adjourn from day day 1 they a received. The 

rd shall make an ‘tract of its ivass, stating in words 

it length the number of ballots cast by each political party 

‘ for each office for which candidates are to be n ated under 
names of all the persons voted for, and the number of 








red by each person for each office, and shall sign and certify 

Anv candidate receiving a plurality of the votes cast by his 
dependent of party, in any State shall be credited by said 

. Board with a number of votes equal to the whole number of 
and Representatives in Congress to which such State may be 

i d any candidate so receiving a plurality of the votes of all 

s shall be duly and legally named as the nominee of his party, 

1ce independent of party, as the case may be, for the office 

he is a candidate, and shall be entitled to have his nam 

ted 1 the official ballots to be voted at the general election wher 
t aws of the several States provide for the pri of such 
es when nominated by a party convention, as has heretofore 


practice, or when the laws of any State shall hereafter provide 


inting of such name or names upon the official ballots at the 
ction. In any case of a tie vote between the candidates hay 
hest number of popular votes in any State for any office each 
edited with an equal proportion of the vote of that State upon 
s herein named, and in any case of a tie as to the final result 


National Board, said board shall award the nomination to the 
e who received the largest popular vote. 
id National Board shall prepare and certify a list of the candi- 
President and Vice President so named by each party sepa 
ind shall deliver the same to the national party committee, and 
1 nomination shall thereafter be dealt with in the same manner 
1 the same had been made by party convention, as heretofore. 
equent preceedings which relate to the placing of the names of 





lates for President and Vice President and for electors of Presi- 

nd Vice President upon the ballots for the general election in 

N shall be taken In the same manner and with the same effect 

‘ have heretofore been taken when nominations for such offices 
V de by convention or through any other method. 

§ 15. That when the said canvass by the national board is con- 

cluded and the certificates aforesaid made the board shall deliver the 


il abstract of all the returms io the Secretary of State, who shall 





f i preserve the same 

Ss 16. That vacancies occurring in nominations made in any such 
I election may be filled in any manner determined upon by the 
I | party committee, and when so filled shall have the same for: 
and effect though made at a primary election 

S 17. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed so as 
to | nt any voter from yoting for whomsoever he may desire at any 


primary election, but no person nominated independent of party 
be permitted to use the name of any political party authorized or 
1 under this act to nominate candidates for such offices by pri- 
18. That any public officer upon whom a duty is imposed by this 
ho shall willfully neglect to perform any such duty, or who shall 
lly perform it in such a way as to hinder the objects thereof, or shall 

to anyone, except as may be ordered in a court of justice or as 
prov i herein, the contents of any ballot or any part thereof as to the 
I in which the same may have been voted, shall be punished by 
a { of not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, or by imprisonment 


penitentiary not to exceed five years, or by both said fine and 
I sonment. 

1%. That any person who shall agree to perform any service in 
‘ nterest of a candidate in consideration of any money or other 
valuable thing, or who shall accept any money or other valuable thing 
for such service performed in the interest of any candidate, or any 


paying or offering to pay or giving or offering to give money or 
her v: luable thing for such service, shall be punished by a fine of not 

than $500, or by imprisonment in the penitentiary not exceeding 
0 ar. Sut nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit any candi- 
da from making contracts in good faith for the employment of one 
private secretary and two stenographers and for the announcement of 

candidacy in the newspapers and for securing the names of voters 
red to file preliminary nomination papers and the payment of any 
“sonable compensation for such service: Provided, That no candidate 

ny primary nomination for the office of President shall spend or 


> r obligations, all told, in furtherance of his candidacy, in excess of 
in ‘ aa Nor shall any such candidate for Vice President spend or 
ae iigations, all told, in furtherance of his candidacy, in excess of 
) D And any money spent or obligations incurred by others in 
= - rance of the interests of any such candidate with his knowledge 


_hd consent shall be deemed an expenditure made or obligation incurred 
2y the candidate himself. Conviction under this section shall work a 
citure of office and disqualification to hold any office of trust or 
under the laws of the United States. 
ec. 20. That any person offering or giving a bribe, either in money 
,o\her consideration, to any elector for the purpose of influencing his 
® at a primary election, or any elector entitled to vote at such pri- 
false election receiving and accepting such bribe; any person making 
- ae enaret under any of the provisions of this act relative to his 
voae ne and party affiliations; any person voting or offering to 
fied 1 a primary election who is not a qualified voter or not a quali- 
‘we Clector of the precinct where he offers to yote; or any person vio- 
the provisions of this act; and any person knowingly 





y 


lating any of 
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2 mi ! t | not less t 0 
nor f t $ t in 30 ys I 
than 1 
I ! 

Joint r i 1 (H | ’ { 

stitution tl l 

and subject t 

Resolved by t Re f 1H & oft Be tutirs . , 
States of America in ¢ rere 4 ed itwe 
concurring therein), That in 1 n l \ 
Constitution of the United Stats i“ 
an mendment to iid Constitu ! Ww I 
latures of three-fourths of the Stat shall | valid ¢t I 
purposes as a part of the Con tion : 

“ARTI LIT 

‘Section 1. The ial power of the United Stat ' 
in one Supreme Court and in } ferior « rt the Con 
from time to time ordain and establish jude 
supreme and inferior courts, shall } 1 the offices fe a tert 
years h and shall at ited ¢ ve for t} 1 
pensati which hall not be d hed durin the if 
office Successors to all judges now i offic both of tt ( 
inferior courts, shall be elected at the first ceneral el on at 
presidential el ors shall be ch i er the option of il 
ment Provided, That the Cong may by law prescril if 
cessors to only one-third of the mem! hip of the Supret ( } 
be elected every four years wunti iccessors to the ent mw 
of said court shall be elected j terms of all jude now 
hot of the «n ' ama in ’ pm «} ' : I a rt 
the first lav j ! wing the « 1 of their s 
The Pre by iw th ly and « t ¢ he 
appoint j el I yi I I ) 
porary V an All judes h ¢ he ! ne ¢ | } 
shall be subject to recall at a ral election at w h pres l 
electors shall be chos« 

MAKING PRESS A ATI ( IMON < 
A bill (H. R. 1691) to regulate pres iSsae ition n 1 in int te 
commerce 

Be it enacted, etc., That all persons, c¢ ) es, corporat iS, a ’ 
tions, or cooperative concerns en d in the transn 
letter, telegraph, telephor or otl hetween the I 
between any State or Territory and any foreign nation, or betw 
State and any Territory, or within any Territory, for hire or for 
consideration or thing value wi oever, intending that tl 
transmitted shall be printed in any newspaper, are hereby declared 
be common carriers and reby made subject to all the pr sions of 

| act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved bebruary 4, 1587 
as amended. 
PROVIDING EASIER METTIOI OF AM NG CO ITUTION 
Joint resolution (H. J. R 60) itting amendment in relation ) 
amendment 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the I ! 
States of America in Congress e f two-thirds of ce i 
concurring therein), That in lieu of Articl V of the Constit 
the Uaited State the following article be proposed as an amend 
to said Constitution, which, wher tified ( tur of 
fourths of the Stat shall be valid to all i at id purpe \ 
part of the Constitution: 

“ARTICLE V. 

“The Congress. whenever a matority of both H r hall d t 
necessary, shall propose amendments to tl Constitut » « 
application of the legislatures of a majority of the several 
shall call a convention for proposing amendments, which n 
case, shall be valid to all intents and purposes as a part 
Constitution when ratified by two-thirds of the several Stat 
through their legisla s or by at ity of the q ed 
under the laws of the said several States, voting upon d prop 1 
under the referendum: Provided, That no State, without its « 
shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate 

{From the Congressional Directory, April, 1915.] 

WaLTer Larrerty, Progressive Republican, of lortiand, at | 


supporting the platform and organization in Congress of the Progt 
Party because in his judgment it comes much nearer to senting t 


renr 
rep! 








sentiments and aspirations of the rank and file of the Republican Party 
than does the platform enunciated by the last so-called Re; lican 
national convention, is the fifth of a family of eight children 

four sisters, Ora, Gussie, Rosa, and Roxa, and three brother I 
Albert, and Rolla, all of whom and both parents, Abraham M i 
Helen (Kinney) Lafferty, are living, parts of the mily nov ing 
in each of the States of Missouri, Idaho, Washington, 1 Or was 
raised in Pike County, Mo., on a farm, in which county hi t 
and all brothers and sisters were born, but was himself born on a farm 
near Farber, Audrain County, wher is parents resided efly ull 
name is ABRAHAM WALTER Larrerty, but bas always been ¢ d Wa 
and signs his name A. W. Larrertry; his father served itn the Un 
Army. as did also his grandfather, George W Kinney, who 
born in Ohio; his mother’s first cousin, Maj. Luther . Cowan, I 
fifth Illinois Infantry, was killed in battle before Vicksburg, May 
1863; both grandfathers served in Indian wars, his paternal grand 









father being Lawson Lafferty, of North Carolina; | brother R 
served in the provisional volunteers in the Philippines, enlisting 

he was 17 and coming out with the rank of corporal; materna 

mother was Mary Ann Gunn, of North Carolina, and his paternal ! 
mother was Hester Ann Martin, of Kentucky; his great grands 
Kinney was Eleanor Pierce; began studying law on t f 1 in | 
County ; attended law department of the State univ it ~ 

and three years later received the Cegree LL. B. from that institut . 
was admitted to the bar of the Supreme Court of Mis ri on examina 
tion June 5, 1896, five days before be was 21, and practiced law at 
Montgomery until December, 1904, during ich time he rved 
years with the rank of captain in the Missouri National Guard and one 
term a8 prosecuting attorney; December, 1904, was appointed spe 
agent of the Genera) Land Office, and after brief preliminary instruction 
at Washington, D. C., was sent to Oregon, arriving at Portland M 

20, 1905, where he has since reside d; as special agent he took up the 


cause of the homesteaders, reporting that it was not the rettler who w 


robbing the Government but the railroad companies and scrip appli 
cants, and recommending more liberal treatment to settlers; resigned 
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as special agent October 1, 1906, and reentered the private practice of | 
law: as prosecuting attorney in Missouri he secured the first convic- | 


tions ever had in that State for the offense of communicating quota- 
tions by wire for the purpose of gambling in grain, stocks, and provi- 
§ putting more money in the treasury in fines than his salary 
nin 

statute books of that State for 40 years; in Oregon his principal case 
has been the prosecution which he started in 1907 against the Oregon & 
California Railroad Co., being the first suit ever brought to enforce the 
terms of the act of Congress which 40 years ago granted to that com- 


pany nearly one-third of the lands in western Oregon, but upon the ex- | 


press provision that every acre of the lands should be sold by the com- 
pany to actual settlers only, in quantities not greater than one quarter 


section to any one settler, and for ‘es not exceeding $2.50 per acre, 


which case is now pending in the United States court at Portland, and | 


involves 2,300,000 acres of unsold lands still held by the company un- 
affected by the claims of any innocent purchasers, the Government hav- 


authority of the act of August 20, 1912, which was introduced by Mr. 


Larrerty, and if the 2,300,000 acres of unsold lands still held by the | 


company shall be sold to settlers as sought by the prosecution started 
by Mr. Larrerry, or forfeited to the United States, as asked in the 
Government suit filed one year later, and then opened to settlement 
(and not put into a forest reserve), in either such case homes of 160 
acres each for 15,000 families will thereby be provided in the most 
beautiful and picturesque portion of western Oregon; was elected to the 
x 1 


Sixty-second Congress and reelected to the Sixty-third Congress as the 
rressive and Republican Parties. 


nominee of both the Prog 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia |[Mr. Crisp]. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, it is with great reluctance at this 


late hour that I rise to make any remarks in the House on the | 


pending bill. I realize quite well that nothing I can say will 
throw any new lizht upon this subject, and I am also conscious 
that no remarks of mine or of any other Member on the floor 
of this House will change a single vote, for each Member of this 
Iilouse considers himself an expert on the tariff. [Laughter.] 
if each one could write a bill expressing his individual views, 
we would have as variegater. an assortment of tariff bills as 
there were colors in Joseph's coat. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate the country from 
my viewpoint on this bill, and the country will ever owe to our 
matchless leader, Mr. UNDERWoop, and the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee a debt of gratitude for 
bringing in this bill in the interest of the masses of the Amer- 
ican people. 

This bill, after exhaustive hearings on their part and laborious 
work, was submitted to a Democratic caucus. It has been ap- 

roved by that caucus. It has the approval of our great Demo- 
cratic President of the United States, and I believe fully car- 
ries out the platform of the Democratic Party, as expressed in 
Baltimore, for a revision of the tariff downward. 

It is a bill that by every rule of political economy, every law 
of equity and justice, should reduce the cost of living—a bill 
that will relieve the toiling masses of humanity from many of 


the burdens of taxation that now rest upon them; a bill that | 


distributes some of the burdens of government upon the idle 


rich, “ who toil not, neither do they spin, and yet Solomon in | 


all his glory was not arrayed as one of them.” [n our country 
a government of the people, for the people, and by the people in 
its fairest form must necessarily be run by party organizations. 

In this country we have had two great parties. One of those 


parties is now divided, and the policy of the Republicans, | 


whether they be standpatters or Progressives, has been a pro- 
tective-tariff system. The Democratic Party has always opposed 
protection in every form and has contended for tariff for reve- 
nue only. I am opposed to protection in all of its forms. Pro- 


tection, to my mind, makes it possible by law for the favored | 
| the few. 


few to get without earning what other people earn without get- 


ting. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It enables a very | : Ses 
| bottomed upon protection, and the Democratic Party ™ 


few by class legislation to guarantee a profit to themselves by 

wringing from the consuming mass of humanity money they have 

enrned and that they themselves should be permitted to enjoy. 
The protective-tariff system was conceived and born in hypoc- 


risy, and when it was first advocated its friends claimed that it | 


was only intended to encourage infant industry, which satisfied 
the people for a while. They next claimed that it was intended 
to create new manufactories and bring about competition and 
enable the people to get goods cheaper. When this deception 
was exploded they told the people that the foreigners paid the 
tax, which no sensible or sane man in this day for one moment 
believes, and the Republicans themselves have abandoned this 
claim. They next claimed that this protection insured the work- 
ingman higher wages. After years of operation, when the work- 
ingman has become poorer and the tariff barons richer, they 
have at last abandoned this claim. 

The present able Democratic Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Red- 
field. 2 millionaire manufacturer of engines, said publicly in 
a speech in the House of Representatives: 


Several years ago a representative of a branch of the Steel Trust 
came to me to sign a petition to Congress for an increase of the tariff 


sunted to, and under a law which had remained unenforced upon the | signed a petition for a reduction of the duty, but told } 


| enter into a contract with me to pay his men any part of ti 


| briefly illustrate how they are affected by it. The on! 


on their production. I was one of them, and they talked f 
I asked why he wanted an additional duty. Hoe replied 
keep up the American standard of wages for our working 
asked how much of the proposed increase he would pay h 
and he replied that they had not got to that yet. 1 told 
‘im if 
I would withdraw my name from the other petition and «x 
replied, “* You know I can’t do that.” He said his compan 
paying 10 per cent, and they wanted to pay a 
wanted to increase the tariff so as to do it. 

The Republican Party now admit that the tariff <) 
reduced, but like all despoilers, hating to have their 
rob by law the many for their own enrichment taken f; 


larger di 


| they now advocate tariff boards and tariff commissio 
ing already realized $1,000,000 on a compromise concluded in 1913 with 
those who bought portions of the granted lands contrary to law prior | 


t scientific board, which has never been done in »y 
to the institution of the suit, the compromise having been made by | in the wl 


ing that the tariff reduction should be based on a rx 


of our country. It is simply another subterfuge for «: 
In my humble opinion the greatest issue before the A 


| people is the tariff question. Realizing how import 
question is to my people for the purpose of getting the y) 


workings of a protective-tariff system before them. | 


received by the Federal Government from customs o 


| on goods is on those goods imported into this count) 


pay the tax into the customhouse at the port of ent 


| one-fifth of the goods consumed in this country are 
| the remaining four-fifths used being manufactured | 


Federal Treasury receives from the customhouse on 
goods about $310,000,000, but this is not all the Ameri 
pay, for by this unjust system there is wrung from | 
ican people about $1,540,000,000. The ‘Treasury 
$310,000,000, the protective tariff and the favored f{ 
$1,240,000,000. You say how can this be so. I wil 
A suit of clothes costs $10 in England, when it 1 
customhouse, $9 tariff must be paid, and when the | 
for this suit he pays $10 plus the $9, making the si 
$19. Our tariff barons, being protected by a tariff 
per cent, charge instead of $10 for a similar suit, ; 
no competitors, they charge $18—$1 cheaper than th: 
suit. The $8 that was added on does not go into the ‘| 
of the United States, but goes into the treasury of 
barons; but it has been wrung from some American 
a bonus to the favored manufacturer, or tariff baro 
Under this system $1 out of every $5 unjustly tak 
people goes into the Treasury of the United Siat 


| of the money thus extorted from the American jx 


Rockefeller, Carnegie, and other millionaire manufact 
makes it possible for them to grow richer and richer, 
poor man, with the cost of living higher than « 
struggles, toils, and labors to get daily bread and 
himself and loved ones. 

The only reason they can thus rob the Ameri 
owing to the injustice and iniquity of the tarifi 
builds a_ high wall around our country which prev 
tion and makes it possible for the few to exploit th: 
sewing machine made in America is shipped to the © 
freight is paid, and it is then sold in the Orient for > 
an American in America is compelled to pay for 
machine $20 or $30. Farm machinery, shoes, and | 
articles manufactured in America are sold abroad che: 
in our own country. 

This but shows the injustice of the Republican sy 
how our people are unjustly taxed, and I am una! 
posed to this injustice, extortion, and despoiling t! 


The fiscal policy of this country since the Civil War | 


that that had been the fiscal party of the country in t! 
vention declared for a gradual reduction of the taril 
myself an extreme!y low-tariff man. Had I my way |! 
place all of the necessities of life absolutely upon the | 
and raise money to run the Government from oth rs 
But this bill pending now before the House carries oul 
tions and campaign pledges of the Democratic Party to 
the tariff downward. The bill places the following nece: 
of life upon the free list: bs | 

Meat, flour, bread, boots and shoes, lumber, iron ore, milk an 
coal, harness, saddlery, potatoes, salt, swine, corn, cornme:'. 
bagging, agricultural! implements, leather, wood pulp, Bibles, I 
paper not worth more than 2) cents per pound, typewriters, 
machines, typesetting machines, cash registers, steel rails. sence : 
cotton ties, nails, hoop and band iron, fish, sulphur, soda, tanning 
rials, acetic and sulphuric acids, borax, lumber products, in 
broomhandles, clapboards, hubs for wheels, posts, !aths, pi kets 
shingles. 


It has greatly reduced the duty on woolen goods, on colo! 
goods, on ready-made clothing, on blankets, and on many O'hr” 
articles of necessity, and it reduces the duty on sugar from — 
per hundred pounds to $1.30, and after May, 1916, places suss! 
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free list. The bill will relieve the cousuming masses of Charles M. Pratt, J. H. Flagler. Quincy A. Shaw, E T Bedford, FE. T 


.« country from many of the burdens of taxation. or Sect inaieeae eae, = a —— = 4 eas oan a ie a 
I ive the honor to represent one of the greatest districts Robert Winsor, George Smith, W. B. Leeds, W. Scully, Jo Arbuckle 
. country. My people ask no special legislation for them- J. Crosby Brown, John F. Dryden, W. L. Elkins, and O. H. Payne 
; J] bave in my district lumber and cotton mills, but I Now, another beneficial effect from an income tax is that un 
ye not come here and ask to place those things which other der an indirect system of taxation the people do not realize that 
narts of the country raise upon the free list or to reduce the | they are contributing the vast sums of money expended by the 
di y upon them and to retain it upon the things that are | Federal Government, but when you have a direct system of tax 
raised in my own district. I am a Democrat and am against | tion, and the tax collector goes to those who have to y unde 
; legislation for anyone, whether they reside in my dis- | this law and demands of them the amount due the G 
- elsewhere. [Applause.] the result is they will realize that they are pas 


\ir. Chairman, there is one special feature in this bill that I | that runs this Government, and they will demand of thi 
to refer to briefly, and I shall not inflict myself upon the resentatives economy in the administration of pub 


House further—that is the income tax. That feature of the bill | We are all human; and, gentlemen, when your constituents ce 
S ially most gratifying to me. In 1896, as a tribute to my _ mand a thing of you you are very apt to follow their 
r, I was nominated to represent his district in Congress, In conclusion, I rejoice in the confident knowledge that w 


» out his unexpired term. In speeches going over the dis- | the final roll is called this great measure to reduce tariff du 
n 1896 I publically advocated an amendment to the Con- and provide revenue for the Government wil! pass this Hou 
tion of the United States so as to make it legal to levy When it becomes a law the American people will say the Den 





come tax to meet the decision of the Supreme Court in the cratic Party has “kept the faith” and been true to the peop 
Pollock ease, in which the income-tax provision of the Wilson of the country. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
| was declared to be unconstitutional. Thirteen years after Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
I first advocated it Congress submitted such an amendment to from Idaho [Mr. Frencu]. 
{ veral States for ratification, and it has just been ratified. [Mr. FRENCH addressed the committee. See Ay 
| efore it is with great pleasure that I realize that that propo- Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
has now become a part of the organic law of the land from California [Mr. Kann]. 
t to-day it is legal to ievy an income tax. Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, in opening the d ‘ 
great Committee on Ways and Means has provided for Wednesday on the pending measure f1 e disti he ! ’ 
¢ one. I think it is the fairest of all taxes, because, under | from Alabama. Mr. UNpEerwoop. chairman of the Co t 
me tax, 2 man contributes to the support of the Govern- | Ways and Means of this House, uttered the fo 
ccording to his ability to pay, according to the benefits The bills that we propose to the country are not ney W 
rivileges he has received, and not according to his neces- taking advantage of the American people in proposi { A Db 
Under an indirect tax a man contributes because he ¢@tic House was returned two years ago and wrote a : 
; ss 7 revising this tariff, and we presented them to the « if is ¢ 
ind he must wear clothing. He is thus forced to con- | form. “They were indorsed by the national platform of D 
to the support of the Government. An income tax Party as a flag under which we would fight our battles We v t 
y and justly distributes some of the burdens of Goy- | tke country, and the American people have returned to t a 
: ’ ° of the greatest majorities an part has evel 1d im the if 
the Civil War. We do not speak for ourselves, but 
\ n the Master was on earth He knew that the fairest way | the authority of an edict from the American peop 
ributing to the support of His church, which was His I do not believe that the gentleman really lays the fl ' 
nt, was by paying an income tax, for He commanded | ynetion to his soul that the Democratic ma ( 
h should contribute one-tenth of his yearly income. | gress is due entirely to the Democracy’s stand on the 1 
i Ile recognized that those w ho were able to pay should PAY. question. He kn ws, as we all know, that many of his 
for when the rich men were casting into the treasury of their jeacues on the opposite side of the broad aisle owe their pi 
nee and the widow gave her mite, He said, “ She has cast ence here to the schism that existed in the tempk | 
re than they all.” Forty-seven of the« ountries of the world | tectionists of this country—a schism that not onlv lost us mam 
i income tax to provide revenue. I have no fight to make | goats in the House and Senate. but which also wave t ; rt 
wealth. Any man who has honestly acquired wealth shows 9 president elected by a minority of its legal voter And yet 
n evidence of his industry, intelligence, and skill, and he | it is but fair to say that the country is anxiously av ing the 
y profound respect, but I do say that a man with a great | pesuit of your labors on tariff legislation. That the he nd 
ne is more able to pay for the support of the Government, passion of a bitter political campaign have died away 4) 
for its care of him and his property, than is his less fortunate the untry is on the tiptoe of expectancy as to the pt 
om ~~ This income tax will place some of the burdens upon of the Democratie Party, now fully intrench lin | 1H 
him. [Applause on the Democratic side. | ' of Congress, as well as in the Executive Department of the G 
‘ow, Mr. Chairman, without detaining the committee under eryment, was fully demonstrated when the President of tl 
privilege already granted, I shall incorporate in my remarks [yjted States appeared before the joint session of the Congress 


tement taken from the New York World, showing how this | 9) April 8 The announcement to the two eee, thal 
income-tax provision will affect some of the great millionaires | @pjef Executive would deliver his message in person created 
of the country : rather a favorable impression. 
The press of the country on the whole approved the innov: 
| Capital. | Income. | Tax. | tion. I dare say that if President Taft had made a 
meee Seas announcement a year ago he would have been denounced as a 


J i, Wa en $500,000,000 | $50,000,000 | $2,000,000 “reactionary” in many quarters, while if Col. Roosevelt had 
a ‘i == 200 ween eeeeenseneeeeee- 500,000,000 | 15,000,000 600,000 | attempted a similar feat during his incumbency in tl 
» I 200 000 , 000 20,000,000 800,000 “ae ; ii aid ad 1 eeiae Bites wn een Se ' 
Estate of Marshall Field................... 120,000'000 | — 6,000,000 240,009 | dential office there would have been a considerable portion 
{ } i, re ee 100,000, 000 5,000,000 200,000 Our population that would have pronounced the proceedii 
: ek wane e een w ene n ew enen en eeeeeee | 100,000,000 5,000,000 200,000 | “ revolutionary.” But partisan utterance that would h 
0; Pe i 100,000, 000 5,000,000 200,000 lies stheaneh » lan y le « : : f 
William BC ea 80,000,000 4,000,000 160.009 lev! rb rated throug! ut the land in th om’ Chest P 
Es Le Pt )0U!”UlUlUlUl] eee 75,000,000 7,500,000 800,000 occupants of the White House were not invoked against the 
a im of : Th; MIN. ocancccedacnen | 68,000,000 3,400,000 146,000 present Chief Executive. His reception in this Hall was all that 
state of Russell Sage..................... 64,000,000 3,200,000 128 ,000 : + a iy a8 Ol , } . atic j 
W. K. Vai 60 000000 2" 500.000 100.009 | Dis heart could desire. It was one of the most dramatic in 
istate of John 8. Kennedy...............- 65,000 ,000 3,250,000 120.000 dents that has ever been witnessed under the dome of this ¢ 
w W soos, Astor..........---------- 70,000,000 | 3,500,000 140,000 | tol. It must always linger in the memory of those who wi 
REO. oc adbtewesdettoecdeccucccecsce 70,000,000 3,600,000 140,000 tian eta me a Er ae sees saaey 
2. 3. TE ctetteaiaa el cme cahtnchanses! 70,000,000 | 3..500'000 140,009 Privileged to see it. It was a bold stroke, a brilliant spect: 
Isaac Stephensom..................-..----- 74.000.000 | 3.700.000 148.00 excellently executed. During the eight minutes consumed 
to en ween een nennn ewww wwnennnnee 70,000 ,000 3,500,000 140,00 delivery of the address every syllable, every word, every 
oe OER. Loa. bantsansecscucccececs 60 ,000 000 3,000,000 120,000 ene arial te Miele : a amaeeais staal : Z 
Estate of Cornelius Vanderbilt.....---..-- 5.000.000 | 2'500'000 100,009 | tence was absorbed by the expectant assemblage. All rs 
Estate of William Weightman............. 50, 000,000 2,500,000 100,000 were strained to hear a clarion note that should arouse tl 
Ww nT meee Goelet......-..-....-.---- 60,000,000 3,000,000 120,00 newly awakened hopes of triumphant Democracy But the 
~ H. SUN iG Acothetdsdassacdaeeccss | 50,000,000 | 2.500.000 100,000 ee : ie Peonitent hi ocecdet 
Arthur ©, JQ000B cit icsuiectcomncccousede 50.000.000 | 2".500,000 100009 | BOte was never sounded. The President had not proceeded 
Estate ot Robert ee .-2 60,000,000 3,000,000 120,000 | far ere he uttered the following: 
egenhelm est “ ¢ 95 “ - - 
Thomas F. oo So Sr age ae = aan aan oe We have sought in our tariff schedules to give each group of manu 
ith ae ang oem -009 | facturers or producers what they themselves thought that they needed 
Pcccatenascuesiscseedaccoesoes 45,000,000 2,250,000 90,000 sy saosin ee sar te. se le, se ge 
J. O. Armour. 45,000,000 | 2°250,000 90'000 in order to maintain a practically exclusive market as against the 1 
4 PO ie — = ’ of the world. Consciously or unconsciously, we have built up a set of 
or —oe privileges and exemptions from competition behind which it was eas) 


suman $25,000,000 to $35,000,000 class. yielding incomes of $1,250,000 to | by any, even the crudest, forms of combination, to organize monopoly, 
1,+%,000 and taxes ¢@ €50,000 to $70,000, are James Stillman, J. H. Schiff, | until at last nothing is normal, nothing is obliged to stand the tests 
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argu 
'}. i 1 
Adam 81 1, of John Stuart Mill and 
trade me * was 
President has taken for his guide in 
It is the doctrine of the free t 
i may, and the concluding wi 
ge had been uttered it had become 
his listeners, that ultimate free trade is 
ope and his desire. 
I deny that the protective tariff 
ations If that be true doc : re ht be 
monopolies in free-ti » England, while the 
Britain is honeycoml vith combina- 
Why, even before the thirteen Colonies 
were combinations and 


obde n. of 
“ free 


he new 


COmpet ti 
fram- 
sugar- 


rd of the 


ader, 


fore 
his 


is responsible for mo 


far Inains tha rreat 
onopolies 
themselves there mon polies 
of News 
tion, limit output, and maintain prices. This 
repeatedly charged with all the iniquities 
modern imitators. It was investigated by ec 
ment no less than five times, and some of the reports ¢ 
combine were exceedingly severe. Court proceedings 
uted against it at times but they were vain. 
{ion existed for upward of 70 years. It was in 
the construction of railroads which enabled 
to send their coal to London by train, that the combination was 
iinally broken. 
in England was during the decade from 1880 to 1890. 


formed a combination to prevent competi- 
combination was 
attributed to its 
mmittees of Parlia- 
guinst the 

vere in- 


4? tl. 
we on ryne 


rl 
1844. only after 
ti 


competi! 


in full operation for many years. In 
known as the Bath 
ziition of approximately $1,700,000. They monopolized the entire 
business, firm, and have acquired 
practically all of the Portland stone properties 

In 1888, 64 firms combined to form the Salt Union, capitalized 
at $21,000,000. In 1891 the United Alkali Co. (Ltd.) 
ganized. It took in 49 separate firms, and its capital 
amounted to $42,500.000. In 1895 the Liverpool 
Co. (Ltd.) was created by a combination of six firms. 
capitalization was for $5,250,000. In 1896 J. & P. Coates (Ltd.), 
embracing tive sewing-thread concerns, was organized, with a 
eapital of $37,500,000. There were about 20 smaller 
standing outside of this combination. In 1897 most of 
organized a combination of their own known 
Iinglish Sewing Cotton Co. Its capitalization was for $15,- 
000.000. Subsequently these combinations created still another 
thread trust which they called the American Thread Co. In 
December, 1897, the Yorkshire Dyeware & Chemical Co., with 


excepting one since then 


stock 


the 


latter 


a capitalization of $1,580,000, was created by a combination of | 


10 firms. Nine firms, in May, 1898, organized a combination 


known asethe Linen Thread Co., with a capital of $10,000,000. | 


In 1898 the Fine Cotton Spinners & Doublers’ Association, with | an American industry wherever you can see one. 


a capitalization of $33,750,000, was organized by a combination 
of 40 firms. 


I have here a list of 26 additional combinations, all organized | 


and created in free-trade England between 1898 and 1900, most 
of them being connected with the textile industries, as follows: 
Number | 

of plants | 

acquired! Capital. 


or con- | 
j 
| 


Date incor- 


Name of company. porated. 


trolled. 


$6, 000, 000 
2, 850,000 
18, 600, 000 
23, 750, 000 
3,000, 000 


United Turkey Red Co | ° 3 | 

British Dyewood & Chemical Co 

American Thread Co. (Ltd.) 

Bradford Dyers’ Association ( Ltd.) 

Yorkshire Indigo, Scarlet & Color Dyers’ As- 
sociation. 

Yorkshire Woolcombers’ Association 

Borax Consolidated (International) 

Bradford Coal Merchants & Consumers’ Asso- 
ciation. 

Woolen & Worsted Machinery Manufacturers. | 

United Indigo & Chemical Co 

Barry, Ostlere & Co. (linoleum).............. 

The Calico Printers’ Association 

English Velvet & Cord Dyers’ Association... 

British Cotton & Wool Dyers’ Association. . .| 

Bedford Lime, Cement & Briek (ali local). ... 

British United Shoe Machinery Co 

Flax, hemp, and jute machinery me#nufac- 
turers. 

G. & J, Baldwin & Partners (fingering and 
knitting woois and hosiery yarns). 


| Dec., 1898.... 
July, 1899.... 


12, 500, 000 
16, 000, 000 
1, 750, 000 


1, 450, 000 
1, 250, 000 
5, 750, 000 
46, 000, 000 
5, 000, 000 
13, 750, 000 
2, 000, 000 
1, 500, 000 
6, 000, 000 


4, 250, 000 


July, 1899.... 


Nov., 1899.... 





Dec., 1900.... 


listener able to 1 ze that the doc- | 
their | 
the doc- | 


evident, at | 


opolies | The Extract Wool & M 


ho | 


| menti 


Knglane As early as 1771 the owners of the collieries north | * ‘ eas : 
| Cable Cartel, and the British and International Rail §: 


| British 


ig colliers | - : : p : 
| of this combination the price of gasoline to the consu: 
The real beginning of the modern combinations | °&" * Dp : ; 4 / 
At that | While in the United States the price ranges from 1S to : 
time the free-trade doctrine was in full operation and had been | 
ISST a large combination, | 
Stone Firms, was organized with a capitali- | : i 
| proportions in 


wis or- | " : , y : 
| sertion that monopolies and combinations owe their 01 


Warehousing | 
The | 


| ing bill at this time. 


~ 
} Num! 
jor 


acquu 


| 

Date incor 
| porat d. 
| 


catiet aed 
stb atil iid 
hole ‘ y 

Tr f, T 
in Bradford, Le 


y, 1900.... 


Macrosty, in his “ Trust Movement in the British 
number of additional trusts in the woolen 
in his “ Monopoly and Competition,” tr 
Trust, the Whisky Trust, the Tobacco T: 


Ons a 
while Levy, 
Locomotive 
There is also a combination in the manufacture of e¢lass | 
which has an agreement with continental manufacture! 
effect that they will not enter the British market 
combination not to enter the cor 
But recent combination of which I | 


covennnts 


market. the most 


e combina- | knowledge is that made by the Standard Oil Co. with { 


Dutch Oil Co. Hon. Frank B. Kellogg, of Minnesot: 
just returned from England, told me that through th 


been forced up to 42 cents per gallon in free-trade 
per gallon to the consumer. And there is no duty on 
England. Neither is there a duty on oil in the United 
Nevertheless the Standard Oil monopoly has grown to 
the United States. That monopoly 
charged with all kinds of crimes, but it can not be t: 


| contended that the protective tariff is responsible for its 
| ence. 


Mr. Chairman, I think I have shown conclusively th 


to the protective tariff is fallacious. They owe their e 
to man’s cupidity. The desire to get rich quick exists in 
trade England, even as it exists in the United States. 


| long as men can combine to fix prices so as to pre 
firms | through cutthroat competition, so long as men can co! 
| limit output so as to prevent the overstocking of the mai 


as the | long will we have monopolies and combinations. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to go into details on 
Others have done that during this « 
and I will not cover the ground again. I confess I do) 


| upon what economic principles the pending measure hi: 


framed. You have put finished products on the free 
placed a duty on the raw materials that go into those | 
products. It seems to me that your purpose in this bill i 
The fu 
will soon determine the unsoundness of your views. But | ! 
that before I close I ought to place before the House 
figures as to conditions among the laboring classes in fret 
England and in the United States. I find in Whitaker's 
nack for 1912, page 509, that the population of England i 
was a little over 32,500,000. Of course that does not in 
Scotland, Ireland, or Wales. The number of paupers in ! 
land in 1911 was over 833,000. The population of Yorkshire 
which the great woolen industries of England are located, 
somewhat over 3,700,000 in 1911. In this one county alone 
were 78,000 paupers. This is in free-trade England. Acco! 
to the census of 1910 the population of the United State 
about 92,000,000. The number of paupers present in the 4 
houses of the United States on January 1, 1910, according 
the statistics of the Census Bureau, was 64,266. So that, w! 
our population is nearly 3 times that of England, the nu 
of paupers in that free-trade country is considerably ove! 
times as great as in the United States. In fact, the count 
Yorkshire, with its great woolen industries, with its popula! 
of 3,700,000, has 14.000 more paupers than we have in our ei) 
country. [Applause.] 

According to the report of the comptroller of the currency 
1912 the combined population of England, Scotland, Ireland, ‘ 
Wales is given as 45.289,000. 

The number of depositors over there in the trustee sav! 
banks was 1,849,043. Their total deposits aggregated a !'! 
over $258.000,000. The postal savings banks had 12.370,646 
positors, with an aggregate of a little over $859,000,000 depos!'*. 
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was also held for depositors certain Government sto kk 
the end of the vear 1911 amounted to $120.776.000 in 
al savings banks and to $12,954,000 in the trustee say 
nks. The average deposit in the free trade United King 
the trustee savings banks is $159.58, and an average of 
) per inhabitant. The average deposit in the postal savings 
‘<¢ $69.44, and an average of $18.97 per inhabitant. ‘The 
‘uthority gives the total population of the United States 
1” at a little over 95,400,000 inhabitants. The mutual and 
<avings banks have 10,010,000 depositors, with $4,451,- 
00 deposits, or an average of $444.72 for ea h depositor, and 
ee: to the inhabitant. The postal savings banks in the 
1 ed] States have been organized but a few years. However, | 
there are already 300,000 depositors and $28,000,000 of deposits, 
von will find the figures I have quoted on page 77 of the comp- 
ler’s report. They speak more eloquently than words of the 
advantage the working people of the United States under 
tective tariff have over their English competitors under 
trade. You have the votes to put through your bill. We 
, oppose it hope at least that you will pass it speedily. The 
. will soon determine the soundness or the fallacy of your 


~s 


theories, and I for one do not doubt but that the Republican 

Party will be empowered to write a new tariff law, based upon 

the principle of protection for American industries, in 1916. 
lause. } 


, | 
“Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman | 
from New York [Mr. PLatr]. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I have no intention of entering 
ypon a general argument for political effect upon the Demo- | 
atic tariff bill, but I should like to call attention again to 
ihe fact that it is not a tariff for revenue only or even a tariff 
for reyenue chiefly. It is a protective tariff, the protection 


‘ les, but still a protective tariff, principally, with an in- 
come tax attached. It marks, as the distinguished gentleman 
from Alabama, Mr. UNDERWoob, said in his opening speech, ‘‘a 
new era in the fiscal legislation of this country.’ And yet in 
the inauguration of this new era certain precedents of the 


| much criticized by Democrats and by free traders, have | factory, or at least the factory employing the greatest numbe 
been followed. An enlargement of the free list has been a | of men, is the De Laval Co., which makes cream separators. It 
re of many of the tariff bills passed since the war, and | jg g Swedish company and was established in this country be 
( harge has been made over and over again that Repub- | cause of the tariff on cream separators. The capital in dl 
s have removed duties from strictly revenue commodities | jn it, so far as I know, is wholly Swedish capital. Now, wit 
order that they might retain or increase the high protective | the duty removed these gentlemen may fing it cheaper to make 
duties of war time. their separators in their home country of Sweden and ship tl 
Now, we do not find in this bill that the articles which are | to America, thus throwing out of employment all the men no\ 
known as the best revenue producers, the articles upon which | employed there. The threat of the International Harvester ( 
rly all countries levy tariffs for revenue only, have been | to remove its cordage lant from Auburn, N. Y., to Germany 
taken off the free list where they were put by Republicans—on | an indication of what might easily happen as a means of coer 
the contrary, we find that the free list has been still further | ing labor if the products of that labor are to be on the free list 
enlarged by adding to it sugar, the best of revenue producers,| [I a.o not an extreme protectionist, and I find myself al t 
wool, and other articles, some doubtless for the purpose of frequently in agreement with the moderate prot mists of 
furnishing free raw materials, but others clearly for the pur-| party from the Northwest as with some of the ; . 
- of affording an opening for the tax upon incomes. have spoken from this side of the House. But I be { 
Now, I am a believer in a tax upon incomes, but I question | serious damage is likely to result to some industries from th 
wheiler the Federal Government should levy such a tax in| operation of this bill if it shall become a law unchanged, and 
] | times. Nothing is in a greater state of chaos than taxa- | sincerely hope that it may be modified considerably befor: 
tion in this country, but out of that chaos some few principles | does finally take its place upon the statute books Applar 
seem to have emerged, principles which are coming to govern | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman. I move that the ' 
the legislation of States when they are understood. Briefly | mittee do now rise. 

<l, these principles demand that real estate should be left The motion was agreed to. 

» taxed by the cities, towns, and counties; that the States Accordingly the committee rose, and Mr. Murray of M 
should raise their revenue from corporation, inheritance, and | chusetts baving resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mi 
other taxes reaching personal property, the taxation of which | Garrerr of Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the WI 
by localities has generally broken down; and that the National | House on the state of the Union, reported that that ‘ 
Government should raise its revenue chiefly from import duties | had had under censideration the bill (H. R. 3321 o red 
suppiemented by certain internal-revenue taxes. tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Governn ind 

If | have correctly stated these fundamental principles of tax- | other purposes, and had come to no resolution theres 
‘lion, it follows that income taxes, which are taxes upon per- aa 

\l property chiefly, should be levied in normal times by the | —— 
State governments and not by the National Government; and | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the H 
they should take the place of personal-property taxes, which in | now adjourn. 
] States are still nominally levied through the assessors of The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 11 o'clock d 
the cities and counties. If this should be done, it would clear | minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, Ap 2 
up in large measure the tangled mess in which our State tax | 1913, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
systems find themselves. 
Bay Reena edhen alae ples EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
and Wisconsin and Massachusetts levy income taxes, and the Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from tI ! 
example of these States, I believe. is soon to be followed by | Commerce, recommending the repeal of the law authorizing th 
others. Just what effect the “butting in” of the National Goy- | reimbursement of official traveling and subsistence expenses o 
ernment with the income tax will have no one can clearly | inspectors in the Steamboat-Inspection Service (H. Doc. N 
Prophesy at this time, but it seems to me that the National Goy- | 37), was taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Con 
ernment is encroaching upon a source of revenue which nor- | mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered t 
mally belongs to the States, and I believe the probability is that ! be printed. 
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h reduced, and dangerously reduced, as I believe, on many 
| 


this new national scheme of taxation w retard instead 
hasten the general reform of taxation so greatly to | desired 
in our States, 

There is clearly no necessity for national income tax 
this time, for the sum of a hundred million dollars, which 
Ways and Means Committee expects will be raised by it, could 
have been very easily raised by small duties on a1 put on 
the free list—duties so small they would net have { 
perceptibly the price of those articles to the consume 

I do not care to take the time of the committ 
the protesis or complaints of manufacturers in my 
the changes proposed in the Underwood bi 11 ht u 
the treatment which the pocket-cutlery industry is rece 
and I will say that it seems to me that the lumping togeth« 
several different varieties of buttons in paragraph S48 of Sched 
ule N is unscientific, to say the least, as this paragraph i: 
buttons made by a variety of different processes of widely d 
fering costs. There appears to me also to be a possible contl 
between paragraph 348 and paragraph 384 of Schedule N with 
regard to buttons made from so-called vegetab!e ivory As a 
product of vegetable ivory they appear to be dutiable at 50 pet 
cent only, and I would respectfully ask the members of ! 
Ways and Means Committee if it was not their intention t 


include in section 348 buttons made of vegetabie ivory 
nuts—as well as buttons of ivory? 
The people of my district are about equally interested 


manufacturing and in agriculture; and the farmers will ce) 


1 


| tainly not be pleased at the removal of the duty on some com 


modities and at the reduction of duties on many cther commodi 


ties which they produce. 


Among the main articles manufactured in my district none 
ma 


are more important or larger than those of agricultural 
chinery, and from the owners or managers of these large 
tories I have heard no complaints, though their products 


fn 


Cc 


re 


placed upon the free list. Apparently they do not care for pro 
tection. Yet, in spite of this fact, I rather doubt the wisdom 


of the entire removal of duties upon their products. In 


home city, the city of Poughkeepsie, on the Hudson, the largest 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


} 
RESOLU' ‘IONS, AND MEMORIALS. | 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, memorials | 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: | 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4303) to establish in the | 
Department of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the bureau 
of public highways and to provide for national aid in the im- 
provement of the public roads; to the Committee on Agriculture. | 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4322) for the reduction 
of postage rates on first-clas. matter; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (HL. R. 4828) to define and pun- 
ish perjury in oaths used in the land offices of the United States 
of Ametica; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4324) to establish a fish hatchery and 
biological station in the fourth congressional district of the | 
State of Alabama at or near Currys Station, in the county of 
Talladega, Ala.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Visheries. 

By Mr. McCOY: A bill (H. R. 4825) to amend section 19 of 
an act entitled “An act to increase the limit of cost of certain 
public buildings; to authorize the enlargement, extension, re- 
modeling, or improvement of certain public buildings; to an- 
thorize the erection and completion of public buildings; to 
authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 4, 1913; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (HL R. 4826) to protect legitimate 
competition; to the Committee on Interstate aud Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4327) conferring 
upon tribes or bands of Indians the right of nomination of their 
agents or superintendents, to inspire them to interest themselves 
in their own affairs, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


ind 


Ry Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4328) to prevent common | 
| waukee, Wis., favoring an amendment to the income-tay 
| vision taxing mutual life insurance companies; to the Co: 


earriers from leasing, subletting, or permitting other persons, 
firms, companies, or corporations to carry for hire packages, 
parcels, or merchandise of any character, and requiring common 


carriers to furnish facilities and promulgate schedules of rates | 
the duty on perfumery, etc.; to the Committee on Way 


for carrying such parcels, packages, or merchandise on passen- 
ger, mail, or express trains, and providing for penalties; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of California, favoring legislation providing for a farm 
demonstrator under the direction of the colleges of agriculture 
of the several States of the United States; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


By Mr. MURRAY of Massachusetts: Memorial of the Legisla- | 
and 


ture of Massachusetts, favoring an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion prohibiting polygamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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| Passaic, 


APRIL 


gy Mr. MONDELL: A 
of pension to Emeline 


bill (H. R. 4343) 


Buldwin; Lue 


grant 


Cotmimittee 


ng 


an il 
on | 


| Pensions. 


By Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4344) ¢, 
honorable discharge to William Alexander ; the « 
mittee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (11. R. 4845) for the relief of 1 
representatives of James M. Weutherly, deceased: to t} 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4346) to ; 
the military record of Abrahum Collinsworth; to the Com 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (A. R. 4347) granting a pen 
Curtin Kresge; to the Committee on Pensions. 


to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the p 
Chamber of Commerce, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring aq) 
free of duty of wheat, oats, and live stock if flour, cere 
meats are admitted free; to the Committee on W 
Means 

Also (by request), petition of J. L. Sharp, of Wellsyil! 
Charles Schafer, of Martinsburg, Mo., favoring 
the income-tax provision taxing mutual life 
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of the Passaic Board of Tr: 
N. J., with briefs of sundry Passaic manufact 
relutive to the tariff rates in the proposed tariff bill: 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Ohio Butteri, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against any duty on pean: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petitions of sundry business firms of 


"1 neq} 
ainendl 


insurance 


on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of A. J. Hilbert & Co., Milwaukee, Wis., a: 


Means. 

Also, petition of A. J. Hilbert & Co., of Milwaukee, VW 
against the duty on raw materials; to the Committee on \W 
and Means. 

Also, petition of W. N. Katz, of Milwaukee, Wis., fa 
the clause prohibiting the importation of aigrettes, etc. ; 


| Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CLANCY: Petition of sundry citizens of On 
Cortland Counties, N. Y., protesting against inc 
mutual life insurance companies in the income tax bill; t 


| Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4829) granting a pension to 
John G. O'Neil; to the Committee on Invadid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48380) granting a pension to Joel S. Hop- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Henry C. P. 
Roebling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4382) 
Dale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


oe 


By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 4333) granting an increase of | 
Invalid Pen- | 
| other business firms of Benicia; A. C. 
| hess firms of Vacaville; J. Rummelsburg Co. and 8 other 
| ness firms of Winters; Buckley & Grove and 10 other bi 


pension to Julia A. to the Committee on 
Sions, 

By 
incre 


Smith; 


Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4334) granting an 
ise of pension to John H. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill CH. R. 4335) granting a pension to 
Claud Hawkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4837) granting an increase of pension to | 
Sarah A. Redfern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting an increase of pension to 
Adaline Norton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) granting an increase of pension to 
William Updegraff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) granting an increase of pension to 
Isanc Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4341) granting an increase of pension to 
William O. Buiger; to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 4886) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Peter Dennis; to the Committee on Invalid | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 4342) to correct the military record of 
Charles Creager; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CRAMPTON: Petition of Joseph W. Blair and « 


| citizens of St. Clair County, Mich., favoring the passage of 
| lation 


to make an investigation into the prosecution 
charge of conspiracy of the editors of the Appeal to Re 
Gerard, Kans.; to the Committee on Expenditures in th 
Office Department. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Yolo County Board of 


| by H. S. Maddox, secretary, and by W. F. Mixon, of Wo 
| Yolo County, and by 102 other citizens of the State of ‘ 
| nia, protesting against the proposed reduction of the tai 
granting a pension to George C. | 


sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of R. D. Robbins and 14 other business fi! 
of Suisun; A. B. Wilson and 9 other business firms of Mart 
Benicia Hardware & Plumbing Co., by Theodore Reuger, 2! 
3owles and 16 other ! 


firms of Dixon; J. M. Campbell and 7 other business firm 
Davis; and P. C. Cohn and 7 other business firms of | 
City, all in the State of California, favoring the passa 
legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct to the 
sumer by mail to contribute their portion of the funds for 
development of the local community, county, and State; | 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of Lizzie Odlum, of Brooklyn, 
against the placing of Bibles on the free list; to the Comm 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Bricklayers’ Benevolent & Prot 
Union No. 1, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring approval of an ame! 
ment to the Sherman law in relation to trade-unions; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, petition of Austin Nichols & Co. (Inc.), of New ): 
City. N. Y., against assessment of fee in relation to filing of [! 
tests against assessment of duties by the collector of customs, 10 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


rk 
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Also, petition of T. K. Thomson, Stephen Freifeld, John J. 
MI «hy, and Samuel B. Moore, of New York, favoring an 
’ dment to the income-tax provision taxing mutual life in- 
en e companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
io » Mr. GILMORE: Petition of sundry citizens of Rockland 

| Brockton and members of the Union Congregational Church, 
_¢ best Bridgewater, and F. E. Lane and other citizens of Milton, 
Mi ss. favoring the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal 
7 exempting American coastwise shipping from payment of 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


tolls, etc., 

hy Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of M. B. Shantz and the 
R hester Button Co., of Rochester, N. Y., against the reduction 
of the duty on vegetable ivory; to the Committee on Ways and 
M S. , 5 bi 

Also, petition of the A. B. Newman Co., of New York, rela- 
tive to hiding the caution label on packages of imported tebacco 
with the internal-revenue stamp; to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

"Also. petition of the New York State Association Opposed to 
Wom New York, N. Y., protesting against the pas- 
coce of legislation making an amendment to the Constitution 
ting suffrage to women; to the Committee on the Judiciary 


in Suffrage, 


so, petition of the National Consumers’ Home Industry 

Li e, New York, N. Y., favoring the pussage of legislation to 
( sh a permanent body of nonpolitical tariff experts to | 
end, in conjunction with the Ways and Means Commit- | 

tee, safe and scientific tariff laws; to the Committee on Ways 

Means. 

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of New 
¥ State, protesting against any reduction of the present tariff 


rates on printed matter; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
petition of the Stationery Association of New 
“ y. protesting against the passage of legislation prohibiting 
. fixing of prices by the manufacturers of patent goods; to 
the Committee on Patents. 
Also, petition of the Salt’s Textile Manufacturing Co., 
port, Conn., favoring the passage of legislation causing the new 


Also, 


York, | 


Bridge- 


tariff bill to take effect January 1, 1914; to the Committee on | 
Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of the Ladies’ Auxiliary, New York Zoological | 
Society, New York, favoring the passage of legislation prohibit- 
ing the importation of plnmes and feathers of wild birds for 
commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

30, petition of the Chase-Hibbard Milling Co., Elmira, N. Y.; 
the George-Urban Milling Co., Buffalo, N. Y.; Henry D. Waters, 


Buffalo, N. Y.; and A. P. Youngblood Flour Co., New York, N. Y., 
protesting against the proposed change in the tariff on flour, 
wheat, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Meuns. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of 50 citizens of the twenty- 





tariff revisions in the new tariff bill; to the Cor ttee on W 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Brickk B. & P. U1 No. 1, Brool 
lyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation e) g bo 
organizations from the Sh: lan law; to the Cr e@ 4 : 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Ster Expansi Bolt ¢ New Yor 
N. Y., protesting against the proposed reduect of the y on 
sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Mean 

Also, petition of Baer Bros., New York, N. Y.., e 
against the proposed change of duty on bro powder: 1 . 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Leumann, Boesch & Weingart, P ‘ 
Pierce, and 2 other firms of New York, protesting ag 
assessment of a fee for filing a protest ; inst illegal ex 
of duty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOTT: Memorial of the Oswego Chamber of ¢ 
merce, of Oswego, N. Y., favoring the repeal of the order 
reorganizing the customs districts and the placing of barley 
on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Me . 

Also, memorial of the Inland Daily Press Ass 
ing the adoption of the zone system for postage on second SS 
nutter; te the Committee on the Post Office and Ix kt is 

Also, memorial of the Passaic Board of Trade, of Pas 
N. J., against certain changes in the tariff: to the Com 
on Ways and Mezuns. 

Also, memorial of the Northern New York Library Club, 
favoring extension of the parcel-post rates to books; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of 2,000 cit nus of Buffalo, N. Y., against 
certain changes in the tariff schedules affecting wl: to 
the Committee on Ways and Means 


By Mr. PALMER: lace workers of Lehigh- 


Petition of sundry 


ton, Pa., protesting against any change in the present tariff on 
lace and lace curtains; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Bethlehem, Pa., favoring 
the passage of the McLean bill granting Federal protection to 
migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Beckkon Ch: | Co. 
| against the reduction of the duty on sulphide of zinc; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of snndry citizens of the State cf New Jersey, 
| favoring an amendment to the income-tax provision taxing 
| mutual life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Passaic Board of Trade, Passaic, N. J., 
against the reduction of the tariff affecting the woolen, cotton 


| Inittee on Ways an 


third congressional district of New York, protesting against in- | 


cluding mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; 
Ways and Means. 
By Mr. GRAY: Petition of C. L. Salter, 
eeker, W. A. Klein, N. C. Starr, and F, N. Woodward, 
mud, Ind., protesting against including mutuai life insurance 
mpanies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: 
Minn., protesting against 
p hies in the income-tax bill; 

By Mr. HOWELL: 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, favoring Government ownership of the 
telegraph and telephone; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 


Also, petition of W. 


to the Committee on 


Me 
ay 
ci 


citizens of Mankato, 
life insurance com- 
Ways and 


Petition of 19 
including mutual 
to the Committee on 


2. Moore, Fred C. Hathaway, W. 


Tracy, H. BE. Corless, and Louis W. Sloan, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
asking that the proceeds of mutua. life insurance companies be 
ag from the income tax; to the Committee on Ways and 
Cans, 

_By Mr. LEVY: Petition of Dr. Charles H. Mierow, E. N. 
Farber, Louis Halle, Pasquale Ferri, J. Hart, Dr. William F. 
Mittendorf, E. Jarbus, Gustavus Balser, George P. Cammann, 


Stanley H. Dexter, H. C. Tuxbury, and Dr. F. 
York City, protesting against an income tax on mutual life in- 
trance companies; to the Committee on Ways and ‘feans. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., protesting 
Against admitting wheat, oats, flour, cereals, etc., free of duty; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Miss Anna Baldwin, New York, N. Y., pro- 
testing against the placing of Bibles on the free list ; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Passaic Board of Trade, with briefs sub- 
mitted by Passaic manufacturers, Passaic, N. J., relative to 


E. | 


A. A. Reenhaid, H. F. | 
Rich- | 


bandkerchief, ‘al, metal, 


Means. 


chemi to the Com- 


a 


and paper industries; 


Also, petition of James B. Devitt, Chicago, Tll., regarding the 
methods and policy of the Department of Agriculture toward 
| the private development of the unsettled lands of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, petition of Cheney Bros., manufacturers, of South Man 
chester, Conn., relative to the silk schedule in the tariff bill; to 


Memorial of the board of commissioners | 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of sundry business 
firms of San Francisco, Los Angeles, and Oakland, Cal., against 
the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of the City Council of Los Angeles, Cal., 
favoring Government ownership of the telegraph and teleph 

| to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of the Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers’ Ass« 
ciation, against placing shingles on the free list; to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Swayne, Hoyt & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., 


S. Weisse, of New | 


| against the proposed duty on uncle 





aned rice; to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. THACHER: Petition of sundry citizens of Carver, 
Fairhaven, and Hanover, Mass., favoring the repeal of the 
clause in the Panama Canal act exempting from payment of 
tolls American coastwise shipping, etc.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Marshfield, Oak Bluff 
Onset, Wareham, West Tisbury, Woods Hole, and South Dart 
mouth, Mass., favoring the repeal of the clause in the Panunma 
Canal act exempting American coustwise shipping from the 
payment of tolls, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petitions of sundry residents of the 
thirtieth New York district, favoring an amendment to the 


income-tax provision taxing mutual life insurance companies; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, April 28, 1913. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
WittiaM ALDEN Situ, a Senator from the State of Michigan, 
and ISAAC STEPHENSON, a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday iast was read 
and approved. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL, 


Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I the 


suggest absence of a 
quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana sug- 


gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Gore Norris Smith, Mich. 
Bacon Gropnna O'Gorman Smoot 
Borah Hitcheock Oliver Stephenson 
Bradley Hughes Overman Sterling 
Brady James Owen Stone 
Brandegee Johnson, Me. Page Swanson 
Bristow Johnston, Ala. Perkins Thomas 
Burton Jones Pomerene Thompson 
Chamberlain Kenyon Robinson Thornton 
Chilton Kern Root Tillman 
Clapp La Follette Saulsbury Townsend 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Shafroth Vardaman 
Clarke, Ark, Lodge Shneppard Walsh 
Colt McCumber Sherman Warren 
Crawford Martin, Va. Shields Weeks 
Cummins Martine, N. J. Shively Williams 
Dillingham Myers Smith, Ariz. Works 
Gallinger Nelson Smith, Ga. 
Goff Newlands Smith, Md. 

Mr. KERN. I was requested to state that the junior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Bryan] is absent from the city on official 


business, 

I wish to make the same announcement as to the senior Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. FLercrer.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-four Senators have an- 
swered to the rol! call. A quorum is present. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I rise to speak to a question of 
personal privilege for a few minutes. 

Since the last sitting of the Senate it has come to my atten- 
tion that in the last few days there appeared in two newspapers 


about an alleged altercation between myself and a Senate eleva- 
tor employee, one Charles Lamb, alleged to have occurred in an 
elevator cage in the Senate Office Building last Wednesday. 

The articles put me in a most unmanly, ungentlemanly, un- 
dignified attitude. The articles are wholly, entirely, and abso- 
lutely false, untrue, and without a particle of fact or founda- 
tion. They are without a scintilla of truth in them. They are 
false in whole and in every part, every particular, and every 
particle. Not one statement in either one of them possesses one 
scintilla of fact or truth or foundation. 

Upon hearing of them I sought out the young man mentioned 
in them as an elevator employee, Charles Lamb, and at the first 
opportunity, in the office of Mr. Werner, Superintendent of the 
Senate Office Building, I asked him in the presence of Mr. 
Werner if there was any truth in those articles. He said not 
one particle. I asked him if he inspired or caused the publica- 
tion of them. He said he did not; that he regretted the pub- 
lication of them; and that he had no idea how it came about. 
I asked him if, in the interest of truth, he would sign a statement 
to that effect, and he said he would do so gladly, cheerfully, and 
willingly, and he did do so of his own free will and accord. I 
have it and read it: 

APRIL 26, 1913. 
_ The articles appearing in the Times and another newspaper of this 
city about an alleged altercation between me and Senator Myers are 


wholly false, untrue, and unfounded. At no place nor time did any- 


thing like it ever occur. I had nothing to do with the publication of 
either such article and did not inspire either, 


P. C. LAMB. 


At the time that was signed, Mr. Lamb had resigned his 
position in the employ of the Senate, a day or two before, and 
it was not signed under any fear of a discharge or of losing his 
position, because he held no position to lose; he had already 
resigned and was preparing to start to his home. 

On New Year’s Day of this year, the ist day of January, 
1913, in a public hallway, a corridor of the Senate Office Build- 
ing, I had a few words with that young man, in which I admit 


a comparatively small matter. 


remotely resembling anything referred to in these two articles; 
remotely 


not resembling even in the slightest degree. Mr. 
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| conduct and demeanor at that time = am glad to say that 
of this city a foolish, ridiculous, absurd, and untrue statement | 


| Resolutions relative to an amendment to the Constitution of the { 
that I was partly to blame, because I was overly vexed about | 


But the cause of it was nothing | 






APRIL 98 


Lamb made an explanation which was satisfactory to mie, and 
I went ny way. ; ee 

Four or five days after that—in fact, on the first Sy) 
January, which was the 5th day of January, 1913—] yy. 4, 
young man and we greeted each other as two ordi ’ 
quaintances and passed on our respective ways. 

From that day, the 5th day of January, 1913, unti! 
I never saw por heard of Charles Lamb. 
thought. I did not know that he was in existence or ; S 
city. I did not know whether he was in the employ 
Senate or not. As far as I was concerned he might jaye , 
mained in the employ of the Senate the balance of his }jfa;j), 
I had no cause to desire that he should not remain 
employ of the Senate. For four months, until last Sas), 
I had not seen him, and until last week for four y 
had not heard of him and had not given him a thought 

Nothing like anything stated in these articles, nothing peso, 
bling in the remotest degree, at any time or place, anyw) 
ever occurred; nothing that could be distorted by the y 
flight of the most disordered imagination into anythin: 
sembling anything there stated ever occurred. ; 

Somebody, I know not whom, for some cause, I know 
what, has started this foolish, absurd, preposterous report 
it got into a couple of the newspapers of this city—the 1; 
and the Herald—and at least one newspaper in New Yor! 
New York American. 

The whole thing is a miserable, petty fabrication, anq 7 
should think that reporters and correspondents, who enio 
courtesy of the Senate, in the way of press privileges, bef 
they publish any such false, absurd, and ridiculous sta: 
about a Senator, would at least ask him if there were a grajy of 
truth in it. In this particular instance, if they want to be fs 
they will be as quick to publish my denial and Mr. I, 
written refutation as they were to publish the false stateny 

This matter is trivial and frivolous, but, nevertheless, ap- 
noying and unjust. I could not afford the time to go to each 
and every Senator and tell him there was no truth in these 
ridiculous articles, and show him Mr. Lamb’s written refuta: 
Therefore I take this occasion to speak to the Senstors 
lectively, and to put in the Recorp Mr. Lamb’s written re‘ 
tion. 

I never knew much about this young man, Mr. Lamb, unti! 
talked to him in Mr. Werner’s office last Saturday, and from hi 


I never A Vy< 


ere 


est 


not 
and 
es 


I 
I 
believe him to be a gentieman and a man who wants to do what 
is right. 

I feel that if the statements in those articles were true I 
would be unworthy to occupy a seat in this body; I would not 
be entitled to the respect and association of the other Meniber 
of this body; if they were true, I would not have an) I 
respect; and a man who does not respect himself should not 
have the respect of others. 

Therefore, Mr. President, while this is a comparatively 
trivial matter, and while at first I thought I would not dignily 
it by giving it notice on the floor of this Chamber, and while I 
feel like apologizing to the Senators for taking up their | 
with so frivolous and ridiculous a matter, yet I felt it was so 
false and unjust a report that I wanted to take this opportunity 


to deny it and to submit written proof of its utter falsity 12 
toto and in every part. 


me 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. ©. 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed @ col 
current resolution providing for the printing of 20,000 addi! ional 
copies of the report of the Ways and Means Committee on te 
bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes, in which 1! 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented petitions of sundry citizens | 
Knoxville and Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi, P' oo 
for a reduction in the duty on sugar, which were referren ‘0 
the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted by the Les's'@ 
ture of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which I ask mé 
be read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read 4! 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


. } 
south, 


re- 


I re- 


1913 
ted 

States prohibiting the practice of polygamy. sae 
Whereas it appears from investigations recently made by the —_ 
of the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exis's © 
certain parts of the United States, notwithstanding the enactmen’ © 
prohibitory statutes by the several States thereof; and 


s 








‘Ss 


CONGRE 


1913. 


| 


- the practice of polygamy is generally condemned by the peo 


' . United States and there is a demand for its more effective | 
by an amendment to the Constitution of the United | 
be Therefore be it 
ed, That the General Court of Massachusetts hereby requests | 
neresa will enact nd submit to the Stat for ratification an | 
ent to the Ceustitation of the United States prohibiting po 
. d polygamous cohabitation and giving Congress power to | 
; » such prohibition by appropriate legislation 
. teed. That the seeretary of the Commonwealth is hereby directed | 
5 1a copy of these resolutions to the President of the Senate and 
: oaker of the Rouse of Representatives of the United States and 
‘ Senators apd Representatives in Congress frem Massachusetts. 
I suse of representatives, adopted Mareh 28, 1913, 
in conate, adopted, in concurrence, April 2, 1913. 
A true copy. 
Attest : Frank J. DoNAnup, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
wr. LODGH. I present a petition of sundry shoe workers, 
residents of Lynn, Mass., praying for the maintenance of a pro- 


tective tariff. I ask that the body of the petition be printed in 
the Recorp, omitting the signatures, and that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 


Committee on Finance, and the body of the petition, omitting 
the signatures, was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 

SHOE WORKERS. 

We, the undersigned citizens of Lynn, Mass., believing that the best 
interests of the wage earners of the United States are promoted by a | 
farif policy which reasonably restricts foreign importations and pro- 
tects the American standard of wages. respectfully petition Congress for 
af duties on imports as will safeguard our welfare and not injure or 
destroy legitimate industry, and we urge our representatives in Con | 


t 


ss to advecate such mensures as will afford adequate protection and 
maintain the present prosperity of the country. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a petition of sundry leather employees 

| tanners, residents of Peabody, Mass., praying for the main- 
tenance of a protective tariff. I ask that the body of the peti- 
tion be printed in the Recorp, omitting the signatures, and that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
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f the clause in the pending tariff bill providing for tf) I 
tion of wild birds, which were referred to the Co tee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cit ns of F 
N. Dak., remonstrating against the impos n of lute on cul 
rants, which was referred to the Committee on Fi ‘ 

Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of ry by 1 of 
Scranton, Pa., and a memorial of sundry bus men of F 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against any reduction n 
wheels for railway purposes, etc., which were refer the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WEEKS presented resolutions adopted by the Fed 1 
of Socialist Clubs of Bristol County, Mass., favoring an i 
gation into the prosecution of the publishers of the Appeal! to 
Renson, a Socialist newspaper, which were referred to the C 





mittee on Finance. and the body of the petition, omitting the sig- 
res, was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
LPATHER EMPLOYEES AND TANNERS. 

We, the undersigned citizens of Peabody, believing that the best inter- 
¢ of the wage earners of the United States are promoted by a tariff 
po which reasonably restricts foreign importations and protects the 
American standard of wages, respectfully petition Congress for such 
( on imports as will safeguard our lfare and not injure or 
d y legitimate tndustry, and we urge our representatives in Con 
gress to advocate such measures as will afford adequate protection and 
I iin the present prosperity of the country. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a petition of members of the faculty 
of Wellesley College, Massachusetts. favoring the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the importation of aigrettes and the plumes 
and feathers of wild birds. I ask that the body of the petition, 


omitting the signatures, be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 
rhere being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance. and the body of the petition, omitting the sig- 
natures, was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
WELLESLEY COLLEGE, 
DEPARTMENT OF ZOOLOGY, 
: Wellesley, Mass., April 8, 1913. 
ion. Henry Carnot Lovar, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
sin: We, the undersigned members of the faculty of Wellesley 
“ Be, Wish t© express to you our approval of the provision proposed 
gel ake York Zoological Society for incorporation into the new tariff 
0 ind our earnest hope that it may be passed by Congress. 
Ty hy . vs 
_ Mr. LODGE presented petitions of Rev. Jesse G. Nichols and 
- other citizens, of South Hadley; Rev. B. R. Bulkley and 5 
other 


citizens, of Beverly; Frederick Fosdick and 20 other citi- 


zeus, of Fitchburg and West Fitchburg; Myron W. Richardson | 


and 
‘ 


and 36 other citizens, of Boston; D. Emery Holman and 7 other 


c’tizens, of Attleboro; 147 citizen? of Rockland and Brockton; 
82 citizens of Marshfield, Oak Bluffs, Onset, Wareham, West 
Tisbury, and Woods Hole: Job C. Tripp and 33 other citizens, of 


; rhaven; W. R. Kimball and 26 other citizens, of Lancaster; 
wozer 
¥ right and 37 other citizens, of Worcester; of 40 members of 
the Prinitarian Congregational Church, of Taunton; and of 27 
members of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of Am- 
ae W oftaston, and Uxbridge, all in the State of Massachu- 
oct for the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal 
— mpting American coastwise shipping from the payment of 
tolls, which were referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 


Canals, 


Mr, GRONNA presented a petition of the faculty and students 
of Fargo College, Far 
the 


; go, N. Dak., and a petition of members of 
Audubon Society of North Dakota, praying for the adoption 


Pierce and 8 other citizens, of Boston: Mayor George M. 


of Marlboro, Mass., 
duty on boots and shoes, which was referred to the Committee 
on 


mittee on Edueation and Labor. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian T 
perance Union of West Newton, Mass... praying for the enact 
ment of legislation providing for the closing of the gates of the 


Panama Canal Exposition on Sundays, which was referred to 
the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
He also presented a memorial of 128 shoe workers 


remonstrating aguinst any 


resident 
tl 


3 
redue tion in > 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 25 members of the congr 


tion of the Union Congregational Church, of East Bridgewater; 
B. T. Martin and 70 other citizens of Chelsea, West Somerville 


Winthrop, and Everett; of 17 citizens of Gloucester, Marble- 





head, and Newburyport; of 15 members of the congregation of 
the Second Baptist Church of Palmer; of Carroll Lewis Maxey 
and 47 other citizens of Williamstown, Turners Falls. Adams, 
Granville Center, Pittsfield, and Shelburne Falls; Henry P. 
Woleott and 93 other citizens of Cambridge; Rey. Sa B. 
Capen and 20 members of the Central Congregational Church 
of Jamaica Plain: Maj. Char'es S. Ashley and 45 other ci 
gens of New Bedford; of 25 members of the Massachu 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union; of 60 citizens of 
Carver; of Rev. Joseph Dinzey and 37 other citizens of Han 
over: of Michael Baker and 25 other citizens of South Dart- 
mouth: Rev. John C. Breaker and 30 other citizens of Worces- 
ter: Rev. A. Morrill Osgood and 26 other citizens of Maynard, 
Burlington, Carlisle, and Stow; William H. Cobb and 53 other 
citizens of Newton; Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Archdeacon San 
nel G. Babcock, and sundry other citizens of Boston: E. C. 
Colman and sundry other citizens of Woburn; Mrs. J. Malcolm 
Forbes and 61 other citizens of Milton and Roston; C. L. Jud 
kins and 26 other citizens of Barre: of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Attleboro, Foxboro, and Millvi John 
D. Brooks and sundry other citizens of Natick; of 135 citizens 
of Greater Boston; R. L. Bridgman and 49 other « ns of 
Newton; Rev. Cortland Myers and sundry membe of the 
Tremont Temple and Eliot Congregational Church, of Boston; 
of 16 members of the State bonrd of trade: of 30 bers of 
the Chestnut Hill Branch of the National Alliance of Unitarian 
and other Christian Women of Massachusetts; of Rev. DeWit 
S. Clark and 86 members of the Tabernacle Chur fs 

of John C. MacInnes. Stephen Sawyer, Henry P. Murr l 
So! other citizens of Worcester; Rev. Emanuel C, Charlit dl 
18 other citizens of Brookfield: and of Hon. John LD. ! g | 
59 other citizens of Hingham, all in the State of Mas set 
praying for the repeal of the clause in the Pa 2 ! 
exempting American coastwise shipping from the pay! 

tolls, which were referred to the Committ on Inte! 
Canals. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented peti of sundi ( of 
Charlestown and Mariboro, in the State of N Ia e, 
praying for the adoption of the clause in the | ff 
bill providing for the protection of wild birds, \ ch 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WORKS presented resolutions adopted by the city ¢ 
cil of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring the enactment of legis! n 
providing for the Government ownership of telephone and te 
graph lines, which were referred to the Committ | 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Humboldt ¢ ‘ 
Commerce, of Eureka, Cal., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the continuance of the reconst { 
at the entrance to Humboldt Bay, Cal., which \ rred to 
the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. CUMMINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


Davenport, lowa, remonstrating against placing a duty on cur- 
rants, which was referred to the Committee on Finanee. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the National Business 


Consular 


League of America, praying for the retention in the 
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Service of all employees who faithfully discharge their official Mr. MYERS, from the Committee on Military Af 
duties, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. which was referred the bill (S. 662) for the relief 
He also presented a resolution adopted by the city council | Richard H. Wilson, Fourteenth Infantry, United Statoc 
of Peoria, IIL, favoring the enactment of legislation providing | reported it without amendment and submitted a re port 
for the Government ownership of all telephone and telegraph | thereon. 
lines, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am directed by the c. 
and Post Roads. on Appropriations, to which was referred the bil! (H. R 
Mr. GOFF presented a memorial of the H. S. Sands Electric | making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of ey 
& Manufacturing Co., of Wheeling, W. Va., remonstrating | ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, ana fi 
against any reduction in the duty on tungsten incandescent | purposes, to report it with an amendment, and I sy! 
lamps, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. report (No. 18) thereon. I give notice that I will 
He also presented a memorial of the Gulland-Clarke Co., of | Senate to take up the bill for consideration to-morrow | 
Elkins, W. Va., and a memorial of Ruffner Bios., of Charleston- The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on ’ 
Kanawha, W. Va., remonstrating against any reduction in the | endar. 
duty on manufactured oat products, which were referred to Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am directed by the (Co; 
the Committee on Finance. on Appropriations, to which was referred the bill (1. R. 297 
He also presented memorials of the Modern Window Glass | making appropriations for certain expenses incident to 4, 
Co., of Salem; of sundry employees of the Doddridge Window first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and for other Dp 
Glass Co.; and of the National Window Glass Workers, all in | to report it without amendment, and I submit a report (N 
the State of West Virginia, remonstrating against any reduction | thereon. 
in the duty on window glass, which were referred to the Com- The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed o1 
mittee on Finance. endar. 
He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 77, Ameri- 
can Federation of Glass Workers, of Morgantown, W. Va., re- . ‘ ‘ ss : 
monstrating against any reduction in the duty on glassware, |. Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, from the Committee o 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ins I return certain documents which =e transinitted 
He also presented a memorial of the Northcott-Tate-Hagy Senate by the E resident of the United States on July 13 
Co., of Huntington, W. Va., and a memorial of the West Vir- | ‘2 Compliance with a resolution dated June 7, 1911, w 
ginia Rail Co., of Huntington, W. Va., remonstrating against | ©™°° to the definition of whisky, and -. forth. rhe Da 
any reduction in the duty on steel rails, which were referred to finds that all of the definitions of whisky — = print 
the Committee on Finance, therefore they authorize me to submit the order which I s 
He also presented a memorial of Gwinn Bros. & Co., of | t? the desk and for which I ask immediate consideratio 
Huntington, W. Va., remonstrating against any reduction in The order was read, considered by unanimous conseu 
the duty on flour and its by-products, which ‘was referred to | 2#8teed to, as follows: 
the Committee on Finance. Ordered, That the documents and data submitted to the & 


> alex ‘esente wtitions afavoa Sale > = . | July 13, 1911, by the President of the United States in « 
Te also presented petitions of Lafayette Mick, of Burnsville ; with the resolution of the Senate of June 7. 1911, pertaini: 
Dr. E. N. McCue and John F. McCue, of Horner; A. C. Jackson, | definition of whisky be returned to the President, as requested 


of Sistersville; William C. Patterson, of Parkersburg; Z. M. | message transmitting the same. 
Reese, of Watson; Edward Tinley, of Ona; E. A. Whiting, of 
Parkersburg; S. J. Brobst, of Fairmont; Clyde M. Crist, of . : : ; 
Clarksburg; William B. Mathews, of Charleston; Hiram J. Mr. WILLIAMS. By direction of the Committee te 
Lynch, of Parkersburg; Anna M. Boydston, of Morgantown: and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sena ce I 

and C. Howard Long, of Mannington, all in the State of West | back favorably with an amendment Senate resolution » 
Virginia, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the | t© Pay Ellen D. Givens 12 months’ salary in lieu of 

so-called income-tax clause of the pending tariff bill ex--»nting for funeral expenses of her late husband, and I submit 

the proceeds of all life insurance policies and all life insurance | (No. 22) thereon. The resolution is amended so as to sir 

funds from taxation, which were referred to the Committee on — the word “months,” the word “twelve” and 
Finance. SIX. 

He also presented a memorial of Sampson Holland and sundry I ask unanimous consent for the present consider: 
other citizens of West Virginia, remonstrating against the en- | the resolution. s 
actment of legislation prohibiting any society, fraternal order, The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consi 
or organization from sending through the mails any written or | Tesolution. , 
printed matter representing such society, etc., which is already The amendment reported by the committee was to 6! 
being used asa part of its title or name by any other society or all after the word “ Resolved,” and to insert: 
fraternal organization, which was referred to the Committee That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, author 
on the Judiciary. directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate to 

Mr. O'GORMAN presented resolutions adopted by the common Given, Wihew oF FAGRS i. Sheets, eke & ears oe the a ay 

eae ; ne : . : tary of the Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the 
council of Lockport, N. Y., relative to the claims of the city of | receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to be « 

Lockport in the disposition of any and all power waters to be including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 
distributed at the head of the locks at that city, which were The amendment was agreed to 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAPP presented 4 memorial of sundry citizens of East- PAINT CREEK COAL FIELDS, WEST VIRGINIA. 
ern Chisago County, Minn., remonstrating against increasing : 
the height of the Nevers Dam on the St. Croix River, between | Mr. WILLIAMS. I am directed by the Committee to 
Wisconsin and Minnesota, which was referred to the Committee | and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to \ 
on Commerce, was referred Senate resolution 37, authorizing the ap)! 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of the Woman's Christian | of a committee to make an investigation of conditions 
Temperance Unions of Waverly, Ellinburgh, Schenectady, Berk- | Paint Creek district, West Virginia, submitted by Mr 
shire, and Phelps, all in the State of New York, praying for the | on the 12th instant, to report it with amendments, and Is 
enactment of legislation providing for the closing of the gates | a report (No. 24) thereon. 1 ask that the resolution t 
of the Panama Canal Exposition on Sundays, which were re- | regular course. I will not ask for its present considerat 
ferred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions. The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed 

Mr. PERKINS prese nted a resolution adopted by the Cham- | the calendar. 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against Mr. WILLIAMS. I see the junior Senator from [nc 
the imposition of a duty on wheat, oats, and barley if flour, oat- | [Mr. Kern] is in his place, and I ask his attention. The ¢ 
meal, pearl barley, ete., are admitted free, which was referred | mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses o! 
to the Committee on Finance. Senate has reported back favorably, with amendments, the ts 
lution offered by the Senator from Indiana in connection with 
an investigation of the troubles in the West Virginia ©o 

Mr. WALSH. from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which | mines. Not seeing the Senator in his seat, I asked that 
was referred the bill (S. 922) providing for an increase of | resolution take its regular course. Request can be made fo 
salary of the United States marshal for the district of Nevada, | present consideration of the resolution, but I think it wou' 

ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 26) | better for it to go over for a day. 
thereon. Mr. KERN. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow. 


| 


PURE-FOOD LAW—DEFINITION OF WHISKY. 


ELLEN D. GIVENS. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
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eee en sci ia ala 
\ry WILLIAMS. Very well; let the resolution take the regu- BILLS INTRODUCED. 
irse : J ; : Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
. VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on consent, the second time. and referred as fo , 
lendar. By Mr. SMITH of Georgi 
EARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON APPROFRIATIONS. A bill (S. 1557) to amend an act to est I vings 
. : . ‘ .,) | depositories, approved June 25, 1910, so as to increase the rate 
WILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Control of int : ; DI ; rs yu » 11 Dag-vinip etn i 7 ‘ 
shah . age ae ‘ iTeres oO be m1 on postal sn nes whnas Hy » | HKS Il 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably | which id fund hall be d 4 from 2} to 3 { 
LA = . s * 3 ‘ l salt mas shall be posite rom 2 Ooo ner er) per 
: , amendment Senate resolution 39, authorizing the Com- prac me , = pet 
‘ ‘ ‘ : : a a fatal annum: an 
e on Appropriations to conduct hearings, and so forth, and | A bill (S. 1558) to fix the it ah ta , 
? * . d l . eke) ( ne compensation ot ( er ¢ riore of 
r cybmit a report (No, 20) thereon. I ask unanimous consent ia Met Kiclireder Gn call ‘gellle 1 1918 
: ~~ . : : j ; Ure ive service on aime niter J \ — rn 
. present consideration of the resolution. sali = 101 sadideliiin $1.400 per annum: he Co! 
a me ANT : ba sal he present | S/ary_not exceeding $1,4 per annum; to th ‘ 
the VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the | i Post Offices and Post Road 
“ : ‘ . ethliaa St 6sOUUS, 
deration of the resolution? By Mr. OLIVER: 
: ‘ 2 > », “ . 4 aan. 
rhe Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the A bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Annie McColgan; to the Cor 
4 ». alee Crie OL ADLRIC ( ae i, LO Le ( l 
ion. ’ : mittee on Claims 
rhe amendment reported by the committee was to strike out A Bill (S. 1560) granting an inct aes n 1 John 
ieee 6 Bien — ” ~ Smaawt « 4 i ». JU pe bctiit = a cre sf Ol PCuUs eo Oth 
fter the word Re rn wos to Insert: - ; Stauffer (with uecompanying papers) ; 
the Committee on Appropriations, or any subcommittee thereof, j S. 1h eranting an increase of pensio ) isn) 
orized during the Sixty-third Congress to send for persons A bill (S. 1561) granting an incre: c yn to Wi mi TT, 
ners and to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer, Mason: 
st not exceeding $1 per printed page, to report such hearings A bill (S. 1562) granting a pension to William FE. Mom 
be had in connection with any subject which may be pending (with accompanying papers): and 
iid committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the con ’ na Company RS pir] ers), ane . 
fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any subcommittee A bill (S. 1563) granting a pension to Isaac Wise; to the ¢ 
may sit during the sessions of the Senate. mittee on Pensions. 
» amendment was agreed to. By Mr. GALLINGER: 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. A bill (S. 1564) granting an increase of pension to George O. 
we 
ADDITIONAL CLERKS TO SENATORS. ( wy! ' , 
: : ; ; A bill (S. 1565) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
WILLIAMS. I am directed by the Comniittee to Audit | Or utt: and et. 
7 ane 


re ‘ ince TT pDelses : » Senate hic a o 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the nate, to which | A bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Charles E. Stan 


is referred Senate res i N 9 al ‘ize the allow oo - . ; ; 
was ref rred enate resolution 0. 19, to vuthorize t 0 (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensior 
. of an additional clerk to Senators having jess than three, | Ry Mr. WEEKS: 
~ . . , s . 4h . . 
‘itted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 17th instant, to report it \ bill (S. 1567 . ee ntitled “A F a 
n amendment, to submit a report (No. 23) thereon and | OEE UG. Beet) CO AMONG GB ACT Entities nh act to provide 
: amendment, ps ‘. ne . a ae revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
1a rou ; » ‘ § > oo ] *) q 1e » - . ~ ; ca 
he recommendation that the resolution as amended do United States, and for other purposes,” approved August 
1909; to the Committee on Finance. 


I call the attention of the Senator from W ashington [Mr. A bill (S. 1568) relating to Navy retirements: to the Com 
Joxes!. the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLuincer], tee on Naval Affeira 
i other Sens “S j ‘ > The e¢ ittee f . : Pntage =) end di. 12 e 1: , 
| other Senators to this matter. rhe oe had = of A bill (S. 1569) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. Bailey. ad 
> "CA "S tell » eo ¥ » res i *. e¢ . . : . , : : 
> Coa to pursue either to — eo J nse ution wee | ministratrix of the estate of Davis W Diiley, deceased: to the 
after amending it 80 -_ = — = . P ee noe Fepert iC) Committee on the District of Columbia 
sely, or to pass a motion to let it lie on the table in the A bill (S. 1570) for the relief of Michael D. Swan. alias Ed 
ttee. We thought it fairer to the Senate that it be] \o.q swan: 
rted adversely, so that the Senate could consider it. I ask A bill (S. 1571) to refund to Mary Beecher Longyear duty 


mss 


1 


we ean hot fix a time at which we may consider it; let US | collected on certain rugs or wall hangings: 
immediately after the morning hour at the next session of A bill (S. 1572) for the relief of David Smith: and 


Senate. Would that be agreeable? A bill (S. 1573) for the relief of Patrick Rattigan; to th 


Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, if the Senator will permit | Eg mittee on Claims 
I think the committee acted wisely in making a report so | A bill (S. 1574) granting 30 working days’ leave of absence 
this matter might receive the consideration of the Senate. | jn each year. without forfeiture of pay during h leave. to 
‘st to the Senator that he allow the resolution to go to certain employees at United States arsenals, gun factories, pro 
endar, and it can be called up at some convenient time. ing srounda. sup] ly stations, and navy yards: 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; that suits me. I merely thought | 4 bill (S 1575) authorizin » the President to lame s oe 
Nenators might want to fix a time. If not, the resolution don a6 tanto’ of Cavalier in the name of John T. B satel 
bo to the calendar. | rank to date from March 3, 1911; 
GALLINGER. We shall doubtless have a hiatus in our . Mee S0ER' te Gnmreet the military record of ¢ 
dings before long, and we can call it up then for con- | oleae rast ; fe ee ~~ 
Lion, an . -——— 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on | _,4 Dill (S. 1577) to locate, map, and mark t 
t] alendar. | Fredericksburg, Chancellorsville, the Wilderness, d Sy 
vania Court House, and other minor engage ts thin or 
HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. | jacent thereto, included in what is commonly own as t 
Mr. WILLIAMS. From the Committee to Audit and Control Wilderness campaign; and 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorabl) | A bill (S. 1578) for the correction of the military re 
With an amendment Senate resolution 60, authorizing the Com- | Maj. Horace P. Williams; to the Committee on } 
mittee on the Judiciary to hold hearings and to send for persous| <A bill (S. 1579) granting a pension to John We 
re papers in connection with the same. I submit a report (No. A bill (S. 1580) granting a pension to T. Oliver Dowd, 


-l) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- | Terence O'Dowd; 


ition of the resolution. bill (S. 1581) granting a pension to Rebecea J. Manning; 


the VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present bill 1582) granting a pension to Sarah M. Stone; 
consideration of the resolution ? bill 1583) granting a pension to Sarah W. Loud; 
1584) granting a pension to Evalyn N. Conant; 


resoluti ° 
ition. bill 


The amendment reported by the committee was to strike out bill 1586) granting a persion to Arthur G. Tx 

all after the word “ Resolved.” and to insert: A bill 1587) granting a pension to Ethel K. Guerin: 
be Dat the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee thereof, A bill (S. 1588) granting an increase of pension to E 
ood eee during the Sixty-third Congress to send for persons Barnette: 

= papers, to administer oaths, to employ a stenographer, at a il e ’ * ' ; ; 
I “i i ae $1 bee printed page, to report such hearings as may A bill (S. 1589) granting a pension to David K. Arrand; 
e hac connection with any subject that may be pending before said i S. 1590) granting : increase of pension to Lewis G 
ommittee, and to have such hearings printed for ee une of the cam. A bill (Ss. 15st ) granting an in ase « pension Lewi t. 


A ( 
A ( 
A ( 
the Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the A bill ¢ 
A { 1585) granting a pension to Julia N. Jewett; 
A ( 
( 


RLRBRP 





teed poe ee of og) ap oy A gy paid out of the con- Whiting ; st saad 5 : ne : - , at 

committees thereof’ mae a ones a ee este cometh ao and all sub- A bill (8. 1501) granting a pension to George R. W . Battis; 

The seuuileanices aon A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Robert Richards ; 

The sessile was agreed to. A bill (S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Leucreci 
as amended was agreed.to. M. Hodge; 






L——39 








610 


A bill (S. 
Hewins; 

\ bill (S. 1595) granting an increase of pension to Handel P. 
Tisher; 
A bill (S. 1596) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Forknall; 
A bill (8. 1597) granting a pension to Margaret Fraher ; 

A bill (S. 1598) granting a pension to Honora Chandler ; 
A bill (S. 1599) granting an increase of pension to David 


1594) granting an increase of pension to Eben N. 


Casey , 
A bill (S. 1600) granting an increase of pension to Michael E. 
Breck ; 

A bill (S. 1601) granting an increase of pension to Mercie A. 
Brown; 

A bill 
Bouldry; 

A bill (S. 1603) granting a pension to Anna §S. Anderson ; 

A bill (S. 1604) granting a pension to Henry Hatch; 

A bill (S. 1605) granting a pension to Ann T. O’Hara; 

A bill (S. 1606) granting an increase of pension to Lloyd B. 
Joslin; 

A bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
N. Pomeroy; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Pratt; 

A bill (S. 1609) granting a pension to Mahala EF. Richardson ; 

A bill (S. 1610) granting a pension to Margaret B. Sheridan; 

A bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Matilda M. White; 

A bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to Barton E. Gardner; 

A bill 1613) granting an increase of pension to Hen- 
rietia F. Bartlett; 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Margery F. Daly; 

A bill (S. 1615) granting a pension to Daniel Driscoll; and 

A bill (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Daniels; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1617) to further regulate commerce among the 
States and with foreign nations; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1618) granting to the Inter-City Bridge Co., its suc- 
cessors and assigns, the right to construct, acquire, maintain, 
and operate a railway bridge across the Mississippi River; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 1619) to provide for the improvement of the per- 
sonnel of the civil service; to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1620) to provide for representation of the United 
States in the Fourteenth International Congress on Alcoholism, 
and for other purposes, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, all matters relating to inter- 
national conferences are referred, I think, to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1621) authorizing the appvintment of Maj. George 
A. Armes, United States Army, retired, to the rank and grade 
of brigadier general on the retired list of the Army, without 
increase of pay; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1622) providing for the erection of memorials to 
Thomas Jefferson and Alexander Hamilton in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 1623) to amend the Code of Law for the District 
of Columbia by adding a section thereto, to be known as section 
S75a: 

A bill (S. 1624) to regulate the construction of buildings 
along alleyways in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (S. 1625) to regulate the use of public-school buildings 
and grounds in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1626) to amend the Code of Law for the District 
of Columbia regarding the taking of testimony in equity and 
divorce causes and proceedings for the annulment of marriages 
in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1627) to amend section 797a of chapter 18 of sub- 
chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1628) for the creation of the police and firemen’s 
relief and retirement fund, to provide for the relief and retire- 
ment of members of the police and fire departments, to estab- 


(S. 1602) granting an increase of pension to John R. 


‘ 
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lish a method of procedure for such relief and retiremey 
for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1629) to create a board of accountancy f 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; : 
A bill (S. 1630) to protect public health by regulati 
production and sale of milk, cream, and ice cream in a 

the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1681) to amend an act entitled “An act to py 
for registration of all cases of tuberculosis in the Dist 
Columbia, for free examination of sputum in suspected ; 
and for preventing the spread of tuberculosis in said Dis 
approved May 13, 1908; 

A bill (S. 1632) to amend the act of Congress approved | 
22, 1904, authorizing the laying of water mains and 
sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of asse: 
therefor, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1633) to amend the laws for the protection of | 
game, and fish in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 1634) to provide an additional method for e 
ing and foreclosing tax sales and tax deeds in the Dis 
Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1635) providing for the regulation and sus; 
of traffic and processions on highways in the District 
lumbia ; 

A bill (S. 1636) to authorize the Commissioners of {} 
trict of Columbia to suspend and revoke certain licens 
permits ; 

A bill (S. 1637) making drunkenness fn the Dist 
lumbia a misdemeanor, and to provide a hospital for ineb: 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1638) to amend an act entitled “An act m 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the governn 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending Jun 
1903, and for other purposes”; 

A bill (S. 1639) to amend an act entitled “An act to rm 
the employment of child labor in the District of Columbi: 
and 

A bill (8S. 1640) to amend an act entitled “An act to dis 
tinctively designate parcels of land in the District of Colu 
for the purposes of assessment and taxation, and for other | 
poses,” approved March 8, 1899; to the Committee 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 1641) granting a pension to Addison C. Wal! 
and 

A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to | 
Dyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIS: 

A bill (S. 1643) granting an increase of pension to Cha: 
Esty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 1644) for the relief of May Stanley; 

A bill (S. 1645) for the relief of the estate of Thom: 
Hackett, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1646) for the relief of R. S. Thornton; and 

A bill (S. 1647) for the relief of the estate of Henry W 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1648) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Connolly ; : 

A bill (S. 1649) granting an increase of pension to Sig! 
J. Messing; 

A bill (S. 1650) granting a pension to Ida A. Mitchell; 

A bill (8. 1651) granting a pension to William V. Fellwe!,; 
and 

A bill (S. 1652) granting an increase of pension to James 
Garnett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: ; 

A bill (S. 1655) to create a pensionable status for Nata! iel 
Monroe; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1656) granting a pension to Martha E. Tracy; 

A bill (S. 1657) granting an increase of pension to Lyra ©. 
Garber; 

A bill (S. 1658) granting an increase of pension to Lurenna 
J. Terrell; : 

A bill (S. 1659) granting an Increase of pension to Adah B, 
Ray; and ; 

A bill (S. 1660) granting an increase of pension to Mary. 
Landers, now Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEB: eee 

A bill (S. 1661) relating to the maintenance of actions for 
death on the high seas and other navigable waters; we 

A bill (S. 1662) permitting suits against the United States | 
damages caused by vessels owned or operated by the Un! 
States; and 


4 
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. | (S. 1663) to authorize the maintenance of actions for 
7 we causing death in maritime cases; to the Committee 
e Judiciary. 
Ry Mr. THOMAS: 
\ bill (S. 1664) concerning railroad tickets, and to provide a 
y for violating the provisions of this act: to the Com- 
e on Interstate Commerce. 
“Thy Mr. OVERMAN: 
| (S. 1665) for the relief of the trustees of the Daven- 
remale College; to the Committee on Claims. 
Ry Mr. GOFF: 
(S. 1666) granting a pension to John <1. Caldwell; 
\ bill (S. 1667) granting an increase of pension to David B. 


" bill (S. 1668) granting an increase of pension to Effie M. 
Bing; and 

\ bill (S. 1669) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Baughman (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
ny Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

\ bill (S. 1670) for the relief of Anastasios Argyros (with 

panying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

, bill (S. 1671) for the relief of George Owens, John J. 
Bradley, William M. Godfrey, Rudolph G. Ebert, Herschel 

es, William H. Sage, Charles L. Tostevin, Alta B. Spaulding, 
Grace E. Lewis, and Dolly Neely; to the Committee on Public 
' ig 
By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 
\ bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Thomas F. Lancaster; 
, the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. JONES: 
\ bill (S. 1673) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
further extensions of time within which to make proof on 
sert-land entries in the county of Grant, State of Washington; 

the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

\ bill (S. 1674) for the reinstatement of Lieut. Col. Constan- 
ne Marrast Perkins to the active list of the Marine Corps; to 
he Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHDONSON : 

A bill (S. 1675) granting an increase of pension to James 
Jameson ; 

\ bill (S. 1676) granting an increase of pension to John 
Eagan; 

\ bill (S. 1677) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Vincent: 

\ bill (S. 1679) granting an increase of pension to Joshua | 
Oyster 


A bill (S. 1680) granting an increase of pension to Frank D. 
Murdock; 

A bill (8. 1681) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Dudley: and 

\ bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Horace L. 
Chadbourne: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLT: 

A bill (S. 1683) granting an increase of pension to Addie St. 
Clair Hubbell (with accompanying papers) ; 


UNIFORM BILLS OF LADING 


Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I introduce a bill relating 
to bills of lading in interstate and foreign commerce. I will 
State that this is substantially the same as Senate bill 387 
introduced by me several weeks ago, and us the bill which 
passed the Senate at the last scssion. There are several modi 
fications which have been made by friends of the measure. 
and-it is to satisfy their desires that the amended Dill is pre 
sented. 

The principal change is in sections 2 and 8 of the origina 
bill, which provided for the form of the bill of lad lt 


claimed that the Interstate Commerce Commission h 
power to provide the form of a bill of lading With 1 


‘ 


amendments contained in the modified form, that entire 1 
of the subject would be left to the jurisdiction of the Interst 
Commerce Commission. 


There are several other changes, but they simply tend to 


perfect the bill and in no way change the plan or purpose of 
the measure as it was passed at the last session of Congress 
I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Inters 
Commerce. 


The bill (S. 1654), relating to bills of lading in interst 


and foreign commerce, was rend twice by its title and refe | 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to 


appropriate $76,700 for the support and education of 200 Indian 
pupils at the Indian school at Wahpeton, N. Dak., and to pay 
the superintendent, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 


ndian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committ 


on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment authorizing the Secretary 


of the Treasury to pay to the administrator of the estate of 
John W. West, deceased, the sum of $5.000, out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States standing to the credit of 





A bill (S. 1684) granting an increase of pension to Martha A, 
Medbury (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1685) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Waldron (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1686) granting an increase of pension to Lucie A. 
oe (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
ensions, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

\ bill (S. 1687) granting a pension to George Wood; and 

A bill (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Babcock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 
_ A bill (S. 1689) authorizing the accounting officers of the 
rreasury to allow in the accounts of the United States marshal 
for the district of Connecticut amounts paid by him from cer- 
tain appropriations; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ABANDONMENT OF DESTITUTE PARENTS. 

‘ Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I introduce a bill provid- 
ing against the abandonment of destitute, infirm, or aged par- 
ents in the District of Columbia. I may say, in passing, that 
it is identical with the bill whch passed the Senate during 


the last Congress. I ask its reference to the Committee on the | 


Distriet of Columbia. 
the bill (S. 1658), providing against the abandonment of 





t 


( 


$40,000 for an investigation into the cases referred to 


he Cherokee Nation of Indians, etec., intended to be prop 


him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to tl 


Sommittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed 
He algo submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
1 the 


in 
report transmitted to Congress April 22, 1912, relative to the 


names of all persons found to be equitably entitled to enrollment 
as members of either of the Five Civilized Tribes, et« a 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CUMMINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $2,000 to print the proceedings of the annual convention 
of the National, Association of Railway Commi mer 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro } 
bill. which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed 

Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted an amendment authorizing tl 
rccounting officers of the Treasury to allow in the a unts 
the United States marshal for the district of Connecticut 
unounts paid by him from the appropriation “P f } 
etc.. United States courts, 1912,” to Selah G. Blaken S10° 
etc.. intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
priation bill, which was ordered to lie on the table 1 » be 
printed. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted two amendments intended to 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff d 
and provide revenue for the Government, and for othe 
poses, which were referred to the Committee .on Fina! 1d 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—THOMAS F. MANGAN. 

On motion of Mr. Works, it was 

Ordered, That Thomas F. Mangan be authorized to withdraw f 1 
the files of the Senate all papers accompanying Senate bill No. 650 
Sixty-second Congress, second session, entitled “A bill granting 
sion to Thomas F. Mangan,” no adverse report having LI 
thereon. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. OWEN. On Marck 17 the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 

WiLt1AMSs] reported back favorably from the Committee to 
t] wigey te 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
Senate resolution 13, special session of the Senate, authorizing 
the Committee on Banking and Currency to employ clerks, and 
it was considered, amended, and agreed to. On the 24th of 
April I moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to and that the resolution be recommitted to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 


destitute, infirm, or aged parents, was read twice by its title | the Senate, which was agreed to. I move that the vote be re- 


and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





considered by which the resolution was referred to the Com- 
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lit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


n was agreed to, 
OWEN I that the resolution be considered. 
resolution was considered by unanimous consent 
ed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and It is 
hereby, anthorized to employ a clerk at $2.500 per annum, an assistant 
clerk at $1.440 annum, and a m at $1,200 per annum, to 
be paid from ‘“ Miscell 3 i i contingent fund of the 
Senate until otherwise provided for by 


ask 


and 


‘ssenger 
the 
law. 


ner 


POLICEMEN’S AND FIREMEN’S PENSION ROLLS (8S, DOC. NO. 10). 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, some days since I introduced 
ution asking for information as to the pension roll of the 

ind fire departments of the District of Columbia. A re- 
port has been made by the commissioners. I have casually ex- 
amined it, and it seems to me it ought to be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, with a view of having 
the committee investigate the disbursing of the funds. The 
funds are collected from various fines and other systems of 
taxation here in the District. 

I notice, on page 66, that one G. J. Burton, who is an ex- 

policeman, has been retired with a pension of $40 a month on 
account of the disease of locomotor ataxia. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. For the benefit of the Senator 
m Kansas, the Chair will state that the report has already 
been referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
It was referred on the 17th of the present month. 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘That is what I rose to suggest in case it 
had not been done. 

As I was saying, the report shows that a Mr. Burton, who 
is pensioned at the rate of $40 a month, having been retired 
because of the disease of locomotor ataxia, is now a clerk in 
the War Department receiving a salary of $1,400 a year. It 
also shows that one Isaac Pearson, who is pensioned at the 
rate of $90 a month, having been retired because of old age, is 
now a messenger or watchman in one of the departments at 
$720 a year. 

While Mr. Pearson was retired at the rate of $90 per month 
on account of age, there appear to be other policemen who 
were retired at much lower rates on account of age. It seems 
that there is no rule and no law governing the amount which 
shall be paid. It is discretionary with the commissioners. 
They can give a policeman when he retires $90 or $20 or $50, 
or whatever they think he is entitled to, and if he recovers from 


ares 


police ¢ 


fr 
Li" 


to draw this pension. I think it is a matter that the District 
Committee ought to examine with some care, with a view of 
having some law regulating these payments, 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
next Monday, immediately after the routine morning business, 
I shall submit some remarks upon the subject of trusts and 
combinations. 

THE JEFFERSON 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I was appointed originally 
upon the committee assigned to visit St. Louis in connection 
with the Jefferson memorial. I hoped to be able to go, but I 
find this morning I can not. Therefore I ask the consent of 
the Senate to withdraw or resign from that committee. I hope 
the Chair may be able to appoint some one in my stead who 
will be able to go. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be excused from service upon the com- 
mittee. The Chair would be under obligation to the Senator 
from Iowa if he would suggest a successor who could go. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have made ho inquiry, Mr. President. I 
am not able to make the suggestion just now, but I will in- 
quire, and if I can find anyone who will go I will be glad to 
give the name to the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
made until later. 

PRINTING OF TARIFF REPORT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Tlouse concurrent resolution 7. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 20,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Ways and Means Committee on House bill 83321—15,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, to be sgpertiense as follows: Two 
thousand to the Committee on Ways and Means, 1,000 to the House 
document room, 12,000 to the House folding room; and 5,000 for the 
use of the Senate. 


MEMORIAL COMMITTEE. 


The announcement will not be 


APRIL 28, 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICR. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the « 
resoluiion coming from a preceding day, which wil] he 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 65, submitted 
JOHNSTON of Alabama on the 24th instant, 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreten Relations ts herehy 
to inquire into and report _to the Senate the number of n 
Diplomatic Service of the United States and in the Consyto- 
the States from which appointed, the aggregate salaries of 
pointees from the several States and the District of Co! imbla 
political party with which such appointees were affillated at t 
of their appointment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this resolution. I take 
intended to lay the foundation for a radical change in t] 
ent system of conducting the Consular Service. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. T will the 
Massachusetts if he will yield to me? 

Mr. LODGE. T will yield for a question. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. It is merely to permit 
make a suggestion. I am going to ask that the resolytio: 
lie over until the next sitting of the Senate, hecance } 
some additional matter that I wish to present, and | 
to change the character of the resolution a little. I am ; 
pared to go on with it now. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I have no objection to the reso 
going over, but what I desire to say about it ean be 
well at this time as any other. I wish, first, to call attent 
what has been done and what has been attempted in regira | 
the Consular Service, which I think has been somewhat 
looked. 

It is a very natural desire on the part of the victorious | 
when they secure control of the administration to fill the 
sular offices with new men. I quite understand the pri 
that exists. I quite understand the desire. I have been thr 
similar situations myself on more than one occasion. RP 
think, Mr. President, just what has been done in regard to | 
service not only by successive administrations but by suce 
Congresses should be considered. 

Appvintments to the Consular Service of the United Si 
until comparatively recent times have been simply through 
political favoritism. That system has been earried on by bot 
parties. At times the changes in the service have be 
complete that the whole service has been suddenly filled \ 
new men. That condition was so prejudicial to the work of t! 


a8 nod 


ask Sen 


his affliction he can go out and get employment and continue | S°TY!©e that the matter was taken up in Congress, and 


many years efforts have been made to improve the Consu 
Service and make it what it should be—a service for the 
motion of the export business of the United States and th 
tection of its trade and commerce. 

The first attempt in that direction I find tn a report, i 
sponse to a resolution of the House of Representatives, on t! 
Consular Service, transmitted by President Arthur in 1S‘! 
That was followed by a message from President Arthur in 154, 
transmitting a communication from the Secretary of Siste 
which discussed the whole service with great elaboration \ 

a view to its improvement. President Arthur again bh 
the subject before Congress in 1885. In the House the 4 
tion was also taken up and pressed from year to year. Thi 

effort was made in 1886, under President Cleveland’s 

term, when Mr. Belmont, reporting a bill from the Com 

on Foreign Affairs, said: 

The chief purpose of this bill is to put the Consular Service + 
United States on a salaried basis, to abolish the uncertsin ar 
moralizing system of compensation by fees, and to bring wit! 
eontrol of Congress a large number of tmportant consular | 
which are now practically buried from public scrutiny. 

In 1897 Mr. Adams, from the Committee on Foreign Aff 
took up the question of the reorganization of the service 
made another report in 1898, another in 1900, and anot! 
1902. Finally he reported a bill for that purpose in 190 
again in 1906, which was the year we passed the Dill 
which reorganization was undertaken. 

In 1911 an attempt was made in the House for the in 
ment of the foreign service by 2 report by Mr. Lowden 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a Republican, and lat: 
with that object was made by Mr. Sulzer, the present go 
of New York, covering the Diplomatic Service. 

In the Senate the first attempt to reorganize the Cons 
Service, place it upon a business basis, and remove it ! 
polities was made by one of the ablest and most patriot) 
ators I have ever been associated with in this body, Se! 
Morgan, of Alabama. He prepared a very elaborate bill 
the improvement of the service and submitted it, with a re 
in 1895, during Mr. Cleveland’s second administration. 


e 


¥ 


\ 
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1, the following year he asked me to take charge of the | great abuse we had to get rid of. Tt wos di sed of fir ir 
. re. he being employed with other matters, and I reported | tially by department regulation and thr ymle vy by th 
the | _embodying his report as my report for that year. ! , In making up a large table T @ ine th it 
“1 reported again legislation to improve the Consular Service | in some cases we did not | t] sul fairly. I nies era 
: 0. in 1902, and finally in 1906, the bill under which the | are many places where the fees are s it ! the 
. ization was affected. It will thus be seen that I re | same time very heavy, the place remote, dl ” eX 
= the bill and made elaborate reports during a succession | and that has caused some « sular officers to |} sid 
y ( vresses from the Committee on Foreign Relations without Those fees, however, we got rid « I 1 f | w « 
7 ing any action. Finally, in 1906, we passed the bill | gress for a moment in order to at . 
7 is the present law. that many years ago a distinguished genth lel the f 
Onring the last decade of the last century there was aj; consul in London. A friend to s . 
po vrowth in the export of manufactures from the United | and asked him to lunch w He } 
S ; and the business men of the country, all the boards of | him to get ready, and he watched } 1 
t and chambers of commerce everywhere, took up this mat- | taking a guinea every time ! ed it Lie t 
te the Consular Service. Our service at that time was ex- | they walked aff, rhis s t me a pretty = 
ti ly ineffective. A greut many inexperienced men were put | “ Why,” the consul replied, “it is as g las kee t 
and it was wholly inadequate for the proper care of the | on the Strand.” 
rests of the United States. These great business or The old system of fees ga‘ ) S t offi 
‘ ms brought the matter forward, pressed it on the] cers. That abuse, as I bave ad, t ! f | » 
- of Congress for years nd with ir active support | we shall not return to it In doing t weve! ‘ t 
we succeeded in getting through this bill. The bill did not go | that in making those adjustments whi we s 
they desired it to go. It did not go as far as I and | plicated a good many consuls now 1 ve too \\ 
er members of the committee wished it to go. We de- | 1 think, are fairly paid 
‘ to provide in the bill for promotions and examinations, Now, having done so much by the law. whic! aq v 
} were unable to obtain a majority of the committee or of | great step. the department pn en] to | h 
t nate for those provisions, We did, however, pass a bill | lations. and 1 want next to call attention to what t I 
( ik the first step toward putting the Consular Service on has done 
a proper footing, which was to grade the consulates and to give rhe first effort to cure the abuses and improve the efficiency of 
te nine grades proportionate salaries. Prior to this time the | the « sular service w made by President Cl ind. who 
salaries were entirely haphazard. From year to year Senators | issued an order for examination of consuls of the lower salaries 
i Representatives would get an increase here or there, and | in 1895. There had been under President Harrison and again 
e was no regularity and no proper proportion was observed }| under President Cle nd when he exnme in for th dt , 
in the salaries with relation to the business done at the various | 2n almost clean sweep of the consular offi 1 Mr. Cleve 
ollices. land came to see very clearly and feel very sti viy the injury 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— which that old spoils system did to the United States and | ; 
VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- | business. There is no part of the Government se! whet 
setts vield to the Senator from New Hampshire? experience is so necessary and so valuable as in the « sular 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. service It was with that end view, in o1 te | 
Mr. GALLINGER. My attention was attracted by the sug- | of wholesale changes, that Mr. Cleveland issued | ition 
¢ the Senator made that in that bill they succeeded in | order of 1895 It was the first step, not a very toward 
f ¢g adequate salaries for the consuls of the United States. | securing men of at least some initial fitness for the plac U1 
I it in all serieusness to ask the Senator if he does not | der that examination order of Mr. Cleveland there are now in 
think the compensation now paid to consuls, consuls general, | the service 2 consuls general at large, 11 cons y ral, 65 
1 even diplomatic officers of the Government is meager and | consuls, in all 7S, who came in under the examin mn order of 
totally inadequate to the service rendered? 1895. That was as far as it was possible to go wit t legisla 
LODGE. I think the Senator from New Hampshire mis- | tion by Congress. 
nderstood me. I did not say adequate salaries. I said, or I After Congress had legislated in 1906 a reorganization e 
meant to say, salaries better proportioned to the comparative | amination order was put into effect in the department by 
duties of the different positions. Many of the consular officers | President Roosevelt, and under that order there have been 
are underpaid, and our Diplomatic Service is shockingly under- | pointed 3 consuls general and 75 consuls, in all 78 
p id. : ee s : 7 . It is since the adoption of the reorganization order of 1906 
ir. GALLINGER. I quite ee that the bill did greatly | that the department has endeavored to give a proper dis i 
rove the matter of salaries by classifying the consuls and tion locally to the offices. Before that time there were no 
= ting the salaries equa! in various Classes. But it bas during grades, no classifications, and no attention was paid to the 
pad rovers ai ae deer ae — ne eee - distribution. _ The appointments were made on polit 8 
a ox tlt tea oo eicdameead . et eee oe ca oe and went chiefly to the States which happened to ve thell 
salaries that are scandalously low That applies ae the mevies — sare eee Seine et ere 
from top to bottom as I look at it. f = : Since that time the depart ent has end ed, I know, 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— to bring the — 02 the States to a greater equality. I have 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- | °°? Over the list with some care. and | want to read to the 
setts yleld to the Senator from Idaho? Senate those 77 appointments—there is one missing. made. I 
Mr. LODGR. I do. suppose, mance the report came in which have hee I de 
Mr. BORAH. Are the salaries paid for this service lower | Since the law of 1906 wae paesed and the reorganis — 
proportionately than the salaries of other officers of the United | °f President Roosevelt was followed by the department. Those 
States? 77 appointments are distributed as follows: 
Mr, LODGE. In the Consular Service? Alabama 1, California 2, Colorado 2, District f Columbia a: 
Mr. BORAH. Yes. Delaware 1, Georgia 4, Hawaii 1, Illinois 7, Iowa 1, Kansas 1, 
Mr. LODGE. I think they are in many cases; not in all. | Kentucky 2, Louisiana 2, Maryland 1, Michigan 2, Minnesota 1, 
Since the regrading of the salaries they are much more nearly | Mississippi 3, Missouri 7, Montana 1, Nebraska 2, New Jersey 
proportionate to the duties of the offices than ever before. 1, New York 5, New Mexico 1, North Carolina 1, Oregon 1 
But the Senator must remember that we had one great abuse | Oklahoma 1, Pennsylvania 8, South Carolina 4, Tennessee 6 
which I have not touched upon, and which I did not touch upon Texas 2, Utah 1, Virginia 3, Vermont 1, Washington 1, 1 
because it did not seem necessary to my argument to deal | Wisconsin 1. 
with it. I think nobody can read that list and t see tl ff that 
Originally, the consuls were paid by fees, and there were | was made for a fair distribution. I notice tl 
certain consular offices in the old days which were among the | one appointment from all New England in \ 
great prizes of politics. The London office, for example, was one | The Senator was reading the list of Massac! 
of the best. It paid as much as $40,000 a year. In seeking | ments. I know from my own personal expr e that e 
improvements there was at first a certain proportion of the | was only one consul appointed from M hy s und 
fees cut down, and then we cut off in the bill of 1906 all the | President Roosevelt's administration, and he was the s 
notarial fees, as they were called. But even after the first | before the reorganization. The iswer to reqnesis for ) 
cut down of fees some of the officers received immense salaries. pointments was always that our quota was idy so larg 
There were a very few, of course, but nevertheless that was one | and it has been steadily reduced since that time. 
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of Alabama. 
knows that 
Service, 


JOIINSTON 


I suppose the Senator from 
now has in the 


achuse Massachusetts oT 
li ati 


LODGE. 
d, 


Massachusetts has not 
h I I am quite sure, more than 18. 
now down to 12, a matter of fact. 
Mr, JOHNSTON of Alabama. That is my information taken 
from th« 
Mr. LODGE. 


and never 
I think the number is 


o- aeeeeiiin 
wi COnNSUIS 


ius 


reports, 

I am afraid the information may be incorrect. 
I am speaking, of course, only of consuls, not clerks, consular 
ugents, or vice consuls, 

Mr. JONNSTON of Alabama. 
which I have. 

Mr. LODGE. I have the reports here; but at all events since 
1906 only one has been appointed from all New England. That 
shows, I think, the efforts that have been made under the 
reorganization and under the system of examination to dis- 
tribute consulships fairly among the different States, as they 
ought to be. It was impossible to properly distribute them all 
at once according to the quota. The one thing that was im- 
portant was not to turn out of the service competent men. 

Now. Mr. President, to the examinations. The Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] spoke of mathematics, which is 
always brought up whenever anything is said about examina- 
tions. I have here the regulations governing examinations, 
from which it appears that 

The written examination will 
the Executive order, to wit, at least one modern language other than 
English—French, German, or Spanish; the natural, industrial, and 
commercial resources and the commerce of the United States, especially 
with reference to possibilities of increasing and extending the foreign 
trade of the United States; political economy, and the elements of 
international, commercial, and maritime law. 


, 


It is according to the reports 


as 


include those subjects mentioned in 


Those are all subjects which a consul ought to know some- 
thing about. 

It will likewise include American history, Government, and institu- 
tions; political and commercial geography; arithmetic (as used in com- 
mercial statistics, tariff calculations, exchange accounts, etc.)— 


v 


Which is part of every consul’s business— 
the modern history, since 1850, of Europe, Latin America, and the Far 
East. 

Those are all subjects on which consuls should be informed. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts think that the present consuls, or any considerable num- 
ber of them, have passed that examination so as to demonstrate 
their knowledge of those subjects? 

Mr. LODGE. Seventy-eight have passed the examination just 
described, and 78 passed an examination under the Cleveland 
order, which was an examination of much the same character. 

Mr. STONE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts mean to 
say that they passed the particular examination to which he has 
just referred? 

Mr. LODGE. All those 78 men who have come in since 1906 
have passed examinations on those precise subjects, and they 
have all been required to understand one language other than 
their own. It is a very severe examination, as I have reason to 
know. 

Mr. STONE. It is exceptionally severe, and in large part, 
to me, seemingly unnecessary for the proper discharge of a con- 
sul’s duties. 

Mr. LODGE. That is a difference of opinion. The examina- 
tions seem to me very well selected for those who are to per- 
form consular duties. I think the examinations are on subjects 
that consuls ought to know about. 

Mr. STONE. Well, take a consul in Germany, for example. 
The general duty of a consul is to look after the commercial 
interests of his country, to see, so far as he can, that discrimina- 
tions are not made, and. if they are, to report them; to report 
commercial and industrial conditions in the country to which he 
is accredited; and to do what he can in the way of exploiting 
and extending the commercial relations between his own country 
and the country where he is located. As to a consul in Ger- 
many speaking the German language, becoming more or_ less 
intimate with the conditions at the post where he is located, 
the commercial environment about him, of what particular im- 
portance is it to know something about the maritime geography 
of the Orient? 

Mr. LODGE. Well, Mr. President, I have not examined the 
posts to which the 78 men have been sent, but undoubtedly, as 
to these men, if one man speaks German and another speaks 
French, it is not likely that the Government will send the one 
who speaks German to France or the one who speaks French to 
Germany. All those subjects of examination are valuable in the 
Consular Service, for the main duty of a consul, of course, is 
everywhere the same, as stated by the Senator from Missourt. 
At all events, the result of this system has been that, in the first 
place, we have been able to secure the consular reports and bul- 
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letins as to business in the different countries, which 
receive and which have been of enormous value to the | 
of the country, as I know by the great demand for they) 
information has to be gathered by intelligent and active , 

Moreover, in a certain proportion of places consuls 
perform more or less diplomatic duties. Of course. j; 
they have extra territorial functions; they have consular «. 
but there are places, for instance like Munich and J», 
where the Kingdom of Saxony and the Kingdom of Bava, 
completely independent governments within the German | 
We have but one diplomatic representative in Germs 
that is the ambassador accredited to the German Empiry, 
is naturally placed at Berlin, and the consuls general a{ 
and Dresden bave to perform diplomatic duties. In th, 
way there are consuls in the colonies and in portions 
British dominions scattered all over the world where 
not in contact with our diplomatic representative and 
often serious diplomatie duties to perform. 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator from Mass: 
a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
setts yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Have not many of these consuls 
office so long in Germany, for example, that they beco 
German than American and those in France more Fr 
American? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, under the system of 
the offices which was adopted in the law to which 
referred, and under the provisions of the regulations 
who enter the Consular Service for the first time ente; 
two lowest grades. The result is that all vacancies 
occur are filled by transfers and promotions. There } 
more motion and movement in that way than before: there 
constant movement; and it is against the policy of the « 
ment to keep any man very long in one place unless 
some extremely exceptional position. 

Mr. OVERMAN. While these men have been moved 
place to place, they are more foreign than Americ: 
understand. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think so, Mr. President. 

Mr. OVERMAN. A great many of them know nothi 
our conditions. They have not grown with the count: 
have been abroad so long that they really have ceus 
Americans. 

Mr. LODGE. Why, Mr. President, there has been not! 
discreditable to this country and so harmful as sendii 
of green men abroad who know nothing about the bu 
There is no service in the world where experience is so \ 
as in the Consular Service. These consuls all come hon 
sionally; they all keep in touch with their Governme 
their country. Of course it is for their immediate int 
do so. If they do not, they lose their places. 

Mr. OVERMAN. A very remarkable statement was 1 
me, which I will give to the Senator for what it is wort 
a man who is a commercial traveler—a very good man, w 
made a great deal of money in traveling abroad and 
our goods. He said that be never now went for infor 
to an American consul, for when he had done so he d 
get the information he wanted, and that he actually in 
countries had to frequently pretend that he was a Britis! 
ject in order to get the information he wanted; that he 
found out by frequent travel abroad that our consular of! 
were not worth a cent; that they could give him no infu! 
tion; that they did not take that proper interest in him 
American citizen that they ought to have taken, and, the) 
as I have said, many times he was compelled to rely on « 
of other Governments. He has been traveling for years 
has sold goods by the millions abroad, but states that he : 
get more information from a British or a German consu! 
he could from one of our own consuls, 

Mr. LODGE. That evidence is entirely exceptional, 
President. The evidence of all the boards of trade and | 
bers of commerce throughout this country is totally different. 
We had formerly a very poor Consular Service; there was : 
dissatisfaction among our people engaged in the export t! 
and in commerce on account of the inefficiency of the servic 
and, as I have said, it was largely through their efforts U 
this legislation was brought about. 

To-day we have, as it is admitted abroad everywhere, ove of 
the best and most efficient consular services in the world. [' 
is desirable, too, that men should make a career in the Consuir 
Service, just as they do in anything else, and not have them 
changed every four years and get an entirely new set of leh 
who have to learn the business, 
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Mr. STONE. Mr. President——— 
. VICE PRESIDENT. 
re vleld to the Senator from Missouri? 


setts | . | 
‘Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
\ir. STONB. So far as I could, notwithstanding interrup- 
tions, 1 have been giving attention to what the Senator has 


evid, and I am impressed with the notion that he is making, 
a he always does, a very strong argument, although it seems 
4 me a somewhat labored one, to maintain the existing system. 


t eee . . 

Iam not in favor of the existing system. After the Senator had 
rend somewhat from a document indicating the scope of the 
civil-service examination which has to be taken for the Consular 


Service, including, among other things, a knowledge of commer- 
cial and maritime geography, I asked him whether he thought 
it was really important that a consul in the heart of Germany, 
engaged in the discharge of the important duties devolving 
upon him, should bave a knowledge of the maritime geography 
of the Orient. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, an applicant is 
not exumined for a consulate in Germany; he is examined for 
the Consular Service. He may be sent anywhere. I think a 
knowledge of commercial and maritime law and a knowledge of 
tien|L and Commercial geography must be useful to a consul. 


“ 


Mr. STONH. It is useful to any man; certainly. 
Mr. LODGB. Well, I think it is particularly useful to a 
ct nsul 


‘ir. STONE. I hope the Senator will not understand me as 
disparaging the importance to any man of having information 
on the subjects indicated in the document from which he has 
rend. I think it would be valuable te a consul, and I think it 
would be valuable te any man ip any branch of the public serv- 
ice, but I do not think it is essential or necessary. 

I agree with the Senator that experience in this service, as in 
anv other, is of very great importance, and I can well under- 
stund that a consul who has had experience in the service in 
country is better equipped to discharge the duties of the 





ny 
nince than a new man who has just entered it; but still we have 
no wish to exclude, or ought not to have any wish to exclude, 


other men from entering the public service. Now, I ask the 
Senator whether he believes that a man who is mature in years, 
who 
experience in that behalf is better qualified to go to any coun- 
try to look after the commercia! interests of our people, with a 
view to extending our commerce—and that is the main thing, 
for we want to increase our exports and our trade—— 

) LODGE. 


Mr We are doing that. 
Mr. STONH. There are hundreds of men like that—and I am 
not spenking now from the narrow standpoint of politics, but 





the broader standpoint of the public service—there are 
eds of such men in al! the parties who would be excluded 


il 
nal 


from this service if they were required to take that examina- 
t and yet you can find a youth of 2% or 23 years, out of 
school recently, familiar with the curriculum and the instruc- 
tion of the classroom, who would go through such an examina- 
tion and secure a.rating that would entitle him to be appointed, 
while an experienced business man of sound judgment and 
splendidly equipped, it may be, for actual, effective service, 
would not undertake that examination. I will say to the Sena- 
tor—and I have no doubt what I am about to say has come 


has come within 
erlence of other Senators—I have seen men who years ago 
were the graduates of colleges of high rank, but who have been 
engaged in important commercial and professional affairs for 
years, who have told me when they have looked over the ques- 
tions of this examination that they could not undertake it; that 
they could have taken that examination 20 or 25 years ago, but 
they could not do so now. Even if they undertook it I venture 
to say they would be at a disadvantage in the contest with a 
young man just out of school who had had no commercial 
experience, 


Within bis experience. as I am sure it 
CA 


So far as my judgment goes, I believe the experienced busi- 
hess man, the commercial traveler, such as my friend from 
North Carolina (Mr. OvermMan] bas referred to— 
: Mr. LODGE. I should think he must have been thoroughly 
infit. 

Mr. STONE. I mean that general class of men; but I do not 
see any reason why he should be thoroughly unfit, if he is tell- 
ing the truth. 

Mr. LODGR. 
own Consular Service. 

Mr. STONE. 








than youn 
Just ont of the 
experience, 
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Does the Senator from Massachu- | 


is in business and commercial life, and who has had large | 


the | 


Because he evidently did not know about his 


I think such men are better qualified to ad- 
vance the commercial interests of the American people abroad 
esters just sprouting their first mustaches, who are 
atmosphere and environment of college, without 


| I will say further to the Senator, if he will pardon me, th 
I have traveled to some extent both in Europe and in the 
Orient and in other sections. I did not mean to force the Sen 
ator to sit down; but I have seen consul and if it were proper 
to do it I could name two or three of them—young chaps who 
were appointed because of political considerations more than 
anything else. I have one in mind. I will not give the name, 
but I will give the circumstances. He passed his examination. 
He was quite a bright young man, fresh from college. <A cer- 
tain President was approached by the editor and ma er of 
one of the great newspapers of the Mississippi Valley this 
|} young gentleman was a relative of his. He said to the Presi 

dent: “I supported you for nomination and election 1d this 
is the one thing I ask.’ The President sent him to one of the 
more important posts to our country in a commercial way, to 
which any man could be assigned, and sent him as consul gen 
eral. Well, he was a bright young society fellow, of larg 
wealth - 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will low me 
at that point, that is just what can not be done under the 





present regulations. 


Mr. STONE. But I can go to the President to-day and ask 
him to designate such a man for the examination and if he 
passes it—— 

Mr. LODGE. He could not do it without rescinding the 
| regulations. 

| Mr. STONE. Why? 

Mr. LODGE. Because he would have to rescind the Executive 
| orders and regulations of the department to do it. 

Mr. STONE. How are these consuls appointed? 

Mr. LODGE. They are required to be appointed, under the 

| regulations, to the lowest grade. 

Mr. STONE. I know; but they are designated for examina- 
| tion—— 

Mr. LODGE. That may be. 

Mr. STONE. And they are examined by the departmental 
authorities. 

Mr. LODGE. The man to whom the Senator refers could 


not have had a place high up in the service. As a man enter- 
ing in that way, he would have to be put in one of the lower 
grades under the present regulations. It might have been done 
before 1906 perfectly well. 

Mr. STONE. I will say that 
Cleveland went out of office. 


this was done long after Mr. 


Mr. LODGE. Probably; but some time intervened between 
the time Mr. Cleveland went out of oftice and 1906. It was 
done before 1906. 

Mr. STONE. It was done after 1896. 

Mr. LODGE. Eighteen ninety-six—ah, yes; I hay o doubt 
of it. That is just what the present regulations undertake to 
| correct. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Massachusetts has been long 
identified with the Committee on Foreign Relations, and has 
taken a prominent part in matters relating to that committee, 
Sitting by him is the Senator from New York [Mr. Root], for- 
merly Secretary of State. I should like to know if I am wrong 
| when I say that if I desire to have a man appointed consul my 
first step is to secure his examination I went to President 
Taft and to President Roosevelt, and I asked to have young 
men designated for examination, and they ‘re designated, 


stood a creditable examination, and were appointed. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. That is the way it is done now. 

Mr. LODGE. They were appointed to the two 
That is the way it must be done. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to conclude what 
I have to say. I have taken much more time than I had in- 
tended to take. However, I yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. FALL. 





I should like to ask one question of the Senator 


| from Massachusetts. How long must a man who is appointed 
| to the lowest grade serve in that grade before he is promoted 
to the next grade? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no time at all fixed. 

Mr. FALL. Then he can pass an examination and be as- 
signed to the lowest grade and be promoted the next day, can 
he not? 

Mr. LODGE. I never knew of such a thing being done. 
I suppose it is possible. 

Mr. FALL. There is no regulation against it, and no law 
against it? 

Mr. LODGE. He can only be promoted to the next grade 
above. 

Mr. FALL. But he could be promoted to three different 
grades in one day? 
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Mr. LODGE. 


We are proceeding, of course, under regulations 
in this matter of examination and admission to the lower 
grades and promotion and transfer. 

In reply to what the Senator from Missouri has said, Mr 
President, I will say that I have in my time the service 
filled with these “ valuable men who can not pass examination,” 
and who, after a business career which may have been success- 


seel 


ful or may not, or after a professional career which may have | 


been suces 
and 


years. 


sful or may not, want a little change of climate and 
would like » pleasant official position abroad for 

I saw the ser largely filled in that 
of six months under the Republican administration 
of President Harrison. I saw it done again 


scene 
four ice 


the course 


That class of valuable 
examination, but who are so 


mouths, 
an 


three 


pass 


lil 
like 


not 


something 
who can 


then in 
citizens 


admirable for our purposes, and who can not speak any lan- | 


guage but 

Mr. STOWE. Ah! On that point - 

Mr. LODGE. Wait a minute. Mr. President. 
the Senator, but let me finish. I saw the service filled with those 
valuable citizens who can _ not examinations, and the 
service became wretched in both cases. It became so bad that 
Mr. Cleveland himself issued his examination order in 1895. 
I have taken a Republican and a Democratic instance alike. 

Mr. President, I have heard this complaint made again 
giin about these civil-service examinations. I am 
their imperfections. I am aware of technical mistakes 
that are made. I know the system is not perfect. We are not 
comparing it with an ideal system, but with the old, bad system, 
which was a thousand times worse, and which gave the United 
States a wretched service. 

Ihe American people put more faith in education, they spend 
more money on education, than any people in the world. The 


one 


I will yield to 


pass 


and 
aware of 


ihe 


belief in the value of education for the people is almost a super- | 


stition in the American mind. ‘The only places in this broad 


land where I have ever heard education sneered at are this body | 


and the House when Members have been talking about 
that they wanted to make the spoils of politics. Then come the 
sneers at the young man from college, and the statement that 


he must have his chance only at the bottom of the service with | 


no hope of promotion because he is a young man fresh from col- 
lege, or fresh from school. Where would you have him come 
from, Mr. President? Is not that the whole hope and ambition 
of American life? 
man, perhaps, who has failed. who has broken down in busi- 
ness, but who has polidical affiliations. Some of these political 
a, pointees, perhaps, are very bright and energetic men, but 
nost of them are simply those whose political services 
thought to deserve a Government reward, who can not pass the 
examination and have ‘ial or tested fitness for the Con- 
sular Service. 

Under the old political system we got some good 
course, but the service as a whole was a poor service. 
partial system—as it admitted to be all along— 
been put in force through departmental regulations has, 
despite its shortcomings, improved the Consular Service enor- 
mously. 

Mr. President, I 
publicans who 


no spe 


men, of 
The very 
has been 
has 


am not 
happen to 


speaking here to save a 
be in the Consular 


few 


Service. I 


Re- 
can 


not even tell you who the men from Massachusetts are whom the | 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. JOHNSTON] counts over so eagerly. 
I should be at a loss if I were asked, I know so little about it. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President——— 

Mr. LODGE. 
save. What I am trying to do is to preserve the consular sys- 
tem as it is now, in order to keep, if possibile, the great advan- 
tuge we have gained through the improvements that have been 
made in recent years. That is all I care about in this matter. 
They may fill every place they like with a Democrat in the 
next four years; they may fill every one with a Democrat if 
they will submit them to the rules and regulations for examina- 
tion that now prevail. 

I dislike excessively this demand to know the politics of these 
men. It is not the business of consuls to have polities. Their 
business is to represent their country in a foreign land and to 
build up the business of their country, no matter whether the 
men who have the business are Republicans or Democrats. I 
do not want to see this service, which we have saved to this 
extent, retrograde again. 

I now yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, of course I should never for a 
moment suspect that the Senator from Massachusetts would 
make any effort here to retain Republicans in the Consular Sery- 
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way in | 


under the Demo- | young man who has come out of college with honor. \W 


cratic administration of Mr. Cleveland, the change being made | 
| of his 


courage it. 
| humbers, thoroughly competent to represent the Govern; 





offices | 


And in his stead is to be put some elderly | 


are | 


that | 





It is net Republican offices that I am trying to | 
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ice or in any other service. 
sary assurance. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me at that yy 
Senator might know that I am perfectly aware that j 
be totally useless for me to attempt it, even if I wanted | 
I have no desire to attempt it. 

Mr. STONE. It is not useless. It is far from being , 
Under the present law, rules, and regulations the appoint) 
a Democrat, if you put it upon party lines, is very difl 
will not say impossible. 

The Senator speaks of sneering at education and the ; 
youth. Nobody is sneering at education. 


That is a useless and an y 


Nobody sneers 


gratulate him. We congratulate the country on the possi! 
future usefulness. Nobody would seek to exclud 
from the public service. Give him ample opportunity to « 
it. If he has that inspiration, which is an honorable o 
Sut I think there are other 


men, vastly 1 


any capacity, and able to discharge the duties of pub 


| with even greater capacity and efficiency than a young 
| just out of college. 
| lege is, or how great honors have been conferred upon 


I do not care what his grade in ¢} 


the degrees conferred upon him in college, I believe that 
wide world of human experience we find a school of ed 


| that fits men for effective public service that is at 


parable to that which we find in the college. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President——— 

Mr. STONE. Just a moment, if the Senator will pard 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not want to se 
sonable, but the Senator is not asking me a question: 
making a very able speech. At 2 o’clock the morning ho 
be at an end and the resolution will go over, and I should 

to conclude what I have to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from M: 
setts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. STONE. Let me ask the Senator a question. Thi 
ator spoke disparagingly, a moment ago, of the inabilit 


| man to pass the examination on languages, and referred 


fact that he could not speak more than one language. © 
few days ago, if I mistake not, the Senator himself, f: 
place here, declared that he did not approve of the | 


| requiring a man to speak more than one language. 


Mr. LODGE. No, no; I did not, Mr. President. On t) 
trary, I indulged in a little irony about it, and I am 
say Senators on the other side did not see it. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator indulges in irony often, | 
usually take him seriously. Perhaps it is a mistake to t 
Senator seriously. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to complet: 
I have to say. I decline to yield further. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will proceed. He has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I only wish to conclude what I have to s 

I have here, Mr. President, a list of the consuls at p 

Appointed under the reorganization examination © 
1906, 3 consuls general, 75 consuls; total, 78. 

Appointed under President Cleveland’s examination 
2 consuls general at large, 11 consuls general, 
total, 78. 

Appointed under President Roosevelt’s extension of | 
land’s examination order of 1905, 6 consuls general, 25 ¢ 
total, 31. 

Then there are three or four other items. 

All that there are now in the service appointed wi 
examination and that came in before the Cleveland ord 
1 consul general at large, 29 consuls general, and 56 ¢ 
in all, 86. 

I have only to say in conclusion, Mr. President, that we | 
obtained a great deal of benefit from the system as now 
aged. It has proved itself a great improvement over thi 
system. I have had visions of these valuable men who ¢ 
pass examinations and who have not the advantage of s 
ing some language other than their own danced before m) 
on every occasion when there has been a civil service del 

I know, and we all know, just what the valuable men 
and how they are picked out. Some of them are valuable ! 
They are men who are picked out by us and by Members o! 
House of Representatives instead of being picked out or tes! 
by examination. Even if we designate them they now hav 
be examined, and if they can not pass they do not get 
pointed. But the appointment of the valuable man who can! 
pass an examination, and knows no language but his ow! 


from Massa 


Bo ¢ 
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mply a political appointment through the recommenda- 
Senators and Representatives. 
1 think, to put the matter in a nutshell, that we get a better 


if men designated for the Consular Service are men of 
e. men who have started young in the service and 
through the grades and who have been examined by some 
rested board composed of persons who know the subjects 
ch consuls should be versed, than when we choose them 
cplyes, excellent and admirable as we all are. 
\ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it seems to me there is one 
in the present regulations. I have not so much quarrel 
with the regulations as I have with the manner in which they 
; I have never seen any reason why a man who was 
« for a consulate in an English-speaking country—Great 
n. Ireland, Australia, New Zealand, Cape Colony, Canada, 
i so forth—should be required to speak in a language other 
n Ee elish. 
Rut my quarrel is not so much with the regulations as with 
e1 in which they have been carried out, in my opinion; 
i | hope to have that matter investigated some of these days 
rhe regulations have not been obeyed. I may be wrong in it, 
int I believe the Senator from Massachusetts would hardly 
hazard the assertion that the regulations have been obeyed when 
several men go up to pass this examination, and they fix the 
tost bevond which the applicant goes upon the eligible list at 
rk of 80, men who have gotten 80 and more have failed of 
jintment, while men who upon the combined written and 
examination have gotten 79, 78, 75, and some as low as 65 
e been appointed. 
Mr. LODGE. I wish to say to the Senator that if the prin- 
ciple of competition has not been enforced under these regula- 
ns it ought to be, and I will join him in any legislation that 


Wi 


veved. 


will bring that about. I am not familiar with the appointment 
or the markings in the Consular Service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As I understand it, the principle of com- 
netition bas not been even alleged to exist in regard to this 
matter. 

Mr. LODGE. No; it is a pass examination. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It !s a pass examination of 80. What I am 


saying now is that unless I am mistaken, and I am rather in- 

clined to think that the Senator will not hazard the opinion 

t] I am, and that the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] 

not, men have been appointed who have fallen below S80; 

it when the marks by the report of the secretary of the ex- 

ning board show that they fell below it, in some way or 
other they have been raised and then appointed. 

I hope that matter will be looked into. do not make the 
ssertion of my own knowledge because, of course, I have none, 
but unless I am mistaken that sort of thing has happened. 

So my quarrel is not so much with the regulations as it 
with the fact that the State Department, or men in it, some- 
where, somehow manage to put their favorities in when they 
fail to come up to the mark and to keep other people out when 
they exceed the mark. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 

t the morning hour has closed, and, in accordance with the 
mous-consent agreement, the Senate will proceed to the 
eration of Senate bill 577. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


is 


regrets to announce 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. If the Senator from West Vir- 
citia [Mr. Camron] will yield to me for just one moment, I 
ted this morning that I would to-morrow ask the Senate to 
consider House bill 2441, the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
I find that there are a number of Senators who desire to be 


present when that bill is taken up but who wish to attend the 
dedication of the Jefferson memorial at St. Louis. 

therefore, in order to accommodate them, so that they may 

ittendance on both occasions, I give notice that I will not 
* the Senate to take up the bill for consideration until Mon- 
y next. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
With the consent of the Senator from West Vir- 
desire to submit a motion with reference to the com- 
luittee assignment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lewis]. 

[ move that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lewis] be as- 
Sint _ to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
' ‘and to the chairmanship of said committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, 
So ordered. The Chair hears none. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT 


Mr. KERN. 


ginia. 


it will be 


JUDGE, 
The 


sid 


, Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
\ ‘t the bill (S. 577) authorizing the President to appoint an 
additional cireuit judge for the fourth circuit. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretyry will read the 1 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President |} and he is 1 
ized, by and with the advice and consent of the S$ { to appoint an 
acetone il circuit judge for the fourth cir V 
Same salary as ot) circuit judges now 1 i and ¢ I j ithin 
the said fourth circuit. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, when this bill was taken up 
some days ago I objected to it because we \ ol of 
July have four circuit judges for ass ment, and t © is now 


a vacancy in the place formerly held by Mr. Archbald eing 
vacant since his removal by impeachmen I wa | 

to state why it is necessary to create another circuit 

when we have now a vacancy that is not filled and when ther 
will be four circuit judges at large within two months to be 
assigned. I should like to have the Senator from West \ 
ginia give us a reason why this additional place oug! to b 
created under those circumstances. 

Mr. CHILTON. Does the Senator wish me to answer him 
now? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. I am not going to make any 
extended speech. I simply want to get a little information 

Mr. CHILTON. When I come to discuss the bill I will ad- 
dress myself to that part of it. I do not want to break in on 
the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I would be very glad to hear the Senator 
now. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I do not know that the fourth 
circuit is any more interested in that subject than any other 
circuit in the United States. The statute provides that the cir- 
cuit judges shall reside in their circuits. The fourth circuit 
desires an additional judge who will reside in thar circuit. 

We have nine circuits in the United States, every one of which 
has three or more circuit judges. Some of them have as muny 
as four. Some have been created since the condition men- 
tioned by the Senator from Kansas has existed. On this bill 
proposing to do justice to the fourth circuit he reserved the occa 
sion to make an objection. He said nothing about it when the 
other circuits were provided with their full quota of circuit 
judges. 

I do not know that I am called upon to say what we shall do 
with the Commerce Court. I can only say what I will vote to 
do with it. I have voted with the Senator from Kansas to abol- 
ish the Commerce Court, and I am prepared to du it again. So 


far as I am concerned, I hope there will be no judge appointed 
to fill the vacancy which now exists in that court. I do not 
want to have such a judge assigned to us, because we want a 


judge in the fourth circuit who is familiar with the common-law 
practice that obtains in two of the States in the circuit, and 
because we want a judge who is peculiarly fitted, as we under- 
stand, to deal with the great land questions that come up in 
the States of Virginia and West Virginia. There is a system 
of practice prevailing there that is just as unique as the west- 
ern mining-land system. It is just as unique, if I may say so, 
as the Louisiana practice. Certainly no judge appointed from 


another State will be acceptable to the bar of any one of the 
five States that compose the fourth circuit. 

We have a circuit court of appeals in that, as in all other cir- 
cuits, composed of three judges We have been limping along, 
as I said the other day, with only two circuit judge No other 


circuit has been treated in this way. We have been going along 
with two, and the only way we can make up the circuit court of 


appeals is to call in from one of the States a district judge. 
That brings about this condition of affairs: When we call in a 
district judge he must leave his business, no mutter what con- 
dition it may be in. He must drop it just, it may be, at the 


time he is called upon to serve on the circuit court of appeals. 
It may be injunctions; it may be receiverships; it may be other 


important business; but he must leave it all and go to Rich- 
mond and sit on the circuit court of appeals. Then he must 
stay there until those cases are decided; he must prepare opin 
ions; and it mixes up that business with the business of the 
district courts in the different States. 

I know we have been put to great inconvenience in West 
Virginia for several years on that account. We have the testi- 
mony of both the judges of that circuit that this additional 
judge is needed. We have the testimony of the district bench, 
and we have that of the entire bar of every one of the States in 


that circuit. 


We do not propose to pause here and deal with a great public 


question like the abolishing of the Commerce Court. That is a 
matter for Congress to deal with at the proper time, and it ought 


to deal with it in a manly, courageous way. If it wants to abol- 
ish the Commerce Court, we ought to pass a bili to abolish it 


and deal with those judges when we come to that question. 
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We ought not to adopt the system of sending cirenult judges 
down to one of the cireuit courts who are not familiar with our 
practice and not acceptabie to the bar and not acceptable to the 
brother members of the bench. 

A bill similar to this has passed the Senate on two occasions. 
It passed, I think, in the Sixty-first Congress, and it passed in 
the last Congress, Not a single objection was made to it in the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and net a single objection was 
heard in this body. As I said, a similar bill has passed this 
bedy twice. The same condition existed at the last session. 
The Senator from Kansas said nothing about it then. He made 
no objection to the bill, and it was passed unanimously. 

I am not called upon here to answer the Senator’s question 
any further. We simply do not want those judges. We want 
the fourth circuit dealt with as other circuits have been dealt 
with, and we want the Senate to treat the fourth circuit fairly 
and justly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, the position of the Senator 
from West Virginia is this: Here are four circuit judges. 
There were five. One of them was removed, but the fifth place 
still remains. The law that created these five additional circuit 
judges provides that after a service of a certain time on the 
Commerce Court they shall be assigned to circuits. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia says we do not want them in the fourth 
circuit; we want another additional judge. Well, wity does 
he not want them? Are they not competent? 

Mr. CHILTON. I do not know. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The law requires them to be assigned. 
What are you going to do with them? Are you going to assign 
them or not? Are you going to appropriate their salary from 
year to year with nothing for them to do because a Senator 
does not want them to be assigned to a certain circuit where 
he happens to live? 

I do net think that anything was ever presented to an intelli- 
gent body of men more ridiculous than this proposition to create 
ap additional circuit judge when we have five with one vacancy, 
and there are feur judges now who will have nothing to do 
except to be assigned sumewhere. The Senator living in the 
fourth circuit says we do not want any of them there; we 
Want to have some one else appointed. It looks toe me like 
legislation to make a place to put a judge in the vacancy; that 
it is necessary to take care of somebody. 

Mr. CHILTON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senater from West Virginia? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Gladly. 

Mr. CHILTON. It is :mpossible to create a judgeship with- 
out fixing a place to put somebody in, because only somebody 
can be a judge. Of course, the Senator’s question answers 
itself. This is undoubtedly a bill to create a place to put some- 
body in, but I want to ask the Senator this question: Take the 
place of Judge Archbald. He was a circuit judge, was he not? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. CHILTON. That place is vacant, is it not? 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is. 

Mr. CHILTON. Somebody has to be assigned to that posi- 
tion, dees he not? It is a vacancy under existing law. 

Mr. BRISTOW, Yes, surely. 

Mr. CHILTON. Why should not that judge be assigned to 
that vacancy rather than to assign another judge to the vacancy 
in the fourth circuit? 

Mr. BRISTOW. What is the use to create another place 
when the place ts not filled now? 

Mr. CHILTON. Fill it with this judge. 
law you must have another circuit judge. 
signed from the circuit court bench. There is no such thing 
per se as a Commerce Court judge. You assign to the Commerce 
Court a cirewit court Judge when you have a vacancy on the 
Commerce Court? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. CHILTON. There is no circuit clamoring for the court 
to take one of their judges. If you appoint this judge, and 
the President wants to do it, and the regulation is a proper one, 
assign him to it, but give us our quota in our circuit. 

Mr. BRISTOW. There is a vacancy now in the judiciary 
and a place to fill. This is a proposition to create another place 
and leave the vacancy and not fil! it. 

Mr. CHILTON. No; the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. BRISTOW. He must be assigned somewhere. 

Mr. CHILTON. It is not an accurate statement that the Sena- 
tor makes. There is a vacancy on the Commerce Court, but that 
could be filled from the circuit Judges already in existence, 

Mr. BRISTOW. There is a vacant circuit judgeship. 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes; that may be true. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is true. 


Under the existing 
They must be as- 
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Mr. CHILTON. You do not have to appoint some on 
place. You can assign him from a circuit. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is an evidence that no additiona) 
judges are needed when the place has gone on fer mon 
has not been filled; and on the 1tst of July there wil! |, 
judges holding these places to be assigned. If an appropy 
has been made for the continuation of the Commerce ( 
some of them would be retained in the Commerce (ym 
others assigned, and seme other circuit court judge broy 
and assigned to the Commerce Court. ‘This is sin ply : 
create another judge when we have already a vacancy. } 
on the Ist of July we wil! have four circuit judges withoy 
thing to do ready for assignment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I was about to make a suggestion + 
Senator from Kansas. 

I investigated this matter as a member of the Commit{eo 
the Judiciary. Undoubtedly the fourth cireuit ought +. 
an additional circuit judge in order to transact the bys 
which must be done in that cireuit. It must be true. a 
in any orderly and well-arranged system the circuit j 
should be appointed from the circuit in which they are to 
their courts. 

I have great sympathy with the Senator from West Vire 
in his opposition to the assignment of the judges who ha 
the Commerce Court for permanent work in the fourth « 
and that is without disparaging in the least degree their ji 
qualifications. But, on the other hand, the position of 
Senator from Kansas is unassailable. We have more 
judges than we need if the Commerce Court is to be aly 
as I think most will agree that it ought to be and as 1m 
everyone concedes it wil! be. 

In view of these conflicting positions. all of which I 
are sound, although that may be paradoxical, 1 pro 
amendment to the bill. 


from K 


I ask the Senator from Kansxs if 
amendment would not meet the objection which he has : 
to the bill? I prepose to add to the bill the amendment w 
I have sent to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment. 

The SEcRETARY. 
proviso: 

Provided, That the office of cirenit judge to which Rol 
bald was originally appointed is hereby abolished, and no su 
be appointed to fill said office. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That would utilize the vacancy. I 
that improves the bill very much, because it simply 
a position that was created some years since. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It does provide for the fourth cir 
additional circuit judge to which it is entitled and it 
the accumulation of circuit judges which are unnecess 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Then we can take care of the other ! 
judges when we get to that matter later on. That wil! be s 
isfactory to me. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I hope the Senator means Ut 
will take care of them by abolishing the places. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I would be very giad to do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend 
of the Senator from Iowa to the bill. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I indulge the hope th:t 
Senate will favorably consider this bill. It is meritorious anc 
it will greatly facilitate the administration of justice in the 
fourth circuit. 

For quite a number of years past I have been the senior ‘ 
euit judge of that circuit, and I think the Senate wil! | 
me if I say that I am in a position at least to suggest to | 
Senate that which the Senate owes that great section « 
country. - 

The fourth circuit is composed of five States—North Caro!in4, 
South Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, and Maryland. It is 
the only circuit among the nine of the United States that 4's 
not at least three circuit judges, some of them having four 
and even more. ' 

What takes place in the circuit courts of appeal! or |" 
the district courts? How are they held and how constitute’: 
The circuit judges as well as the district judges my 
appellate court. We have had but two circuit judges. | 
has necessitated the summoning, the designation under 
law, of at least two district judges to attend every term ©! 
appellate court. Frequently three judges are called fre 


The Secretary will read the a: 


Add, at the end of the bill, the fo 












courts to sit on the bench of the circuit court of ap 
us necessarily closing their district courts. 


«kets of the courts are becoming congested. It is | 
ble when a district judge is sitting on the appellate 


t the business in his district can be properly carried 
may hurriedly make a trip into his district, leaving 
nellate court in order to do that the decrees 
, itial to the people of his district should be hastily 


i 


SO, abso 


_another thing, and I speak from experience, having been 
for 20 years past, the dockets have increased at a wonder- 
The 

That section of the country has passed through a 

ful development, and that development is of a character 

bas given to the circuit court of appeals as well as the 

t courts in the fourth circuit an unusual amount of busi- 

of a high grade. Railroads have been built all through 

nd in the last 8 or 10 years. Primeval forests have been 

ed, especially in the great State of North Carolina and 

States of Virginia and West Virginia. Mines have been 

: ped wonderfully. Oil and gas and coal have brought into 

co States an immense amount of capital, and that has neces- 

y brought a character of litigation that is worthy the 
on of the Senate. 

vy, you may say that with the district judges attending the 

ite court the cases on the appellate docket will have due 

deration. Grant it; but does it not necessarily follow that 


s . 
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| years of practice 


character of the business has assumed different | 


ses on the district dockets will not have due consideration ? | 


\ 


ww. a word with my friend the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Rerstow]. There seems to be a mistaken idea as to the method 
nursued in the courts of the United States. That which is 


pra ed in one district is utterly in conflict with the practice 
her. The only cases in the courts of the United States 


\ e 


, far as those cases are concerned the old English practice as 


existed when the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted is the practice to-day. But in all other character of 


vation, all actions at law, the practice in the courts of the 
United States, by virtue of the act of Congress of the United 
tes, is the same as the practice in the State courts where 
those Federal courts are located. 

I have practiced 20 years in the fourth circuit. 

rs I was the presiding judge of that circuit. 
hesitate to-day to go into other districts and 
either to practice or to hold a court. 

We have in the districts of this Nation courts that are held 
according to what we call code procedure. We have that in the 
fourth circuit as to two States. We have also in the practice in 
these courts what is known as the common-law procedure, the 
old procedure that Chitty wrote about many, many years ago, 
ud with which some of the members of the profession whom I 
see before me are well acquainted. In other States we have a 
xture of the two, while in one of the circuits of the Union the 
Tell me what a judge in one of 


Code Napoleon still prevails. 
these districts would do, or what a practitioner in one of these 
{ 


St 


Twenty other 
Yet I would 
other circuits 


ve 


listricts would do, if picked up and unceremoniously placed on 
le bench or at the bar of those courts where that practice is so 
absolutely and essentially different. 

[ say that condition has existed through all these years in the 

irth circuit. Congress recognized that situation of affairs. The 
Judiciary Committees of both the Senate and the House have re- 
ported favorably bills like unte this. There has been no legis- 
lation quoad that matter. It is a matter that it will not be 
profitable to investigate. It is not essential that we should. 
Let us permit the dead past to bury its own dead, and let us 
look at the requirements of the living present. In that fourth 
circuit another judge is required. Why should the fourth cir- 
cuit be selected as one of the places which the judges of the 
Commerce Court are to occupy? 
Uemen; I say naught against them; they are men learned in 
the law; they are men of vast experience; they are men who 
in the locality whence they came have been honored by their 
fellow citizens; and they are men who hereafter will honor the 
‘ocalities whence they came, There is room enough for them 


and room enough in the circuits and districts in which they 
reside, 


¢ 


_ That is a wise provision of our law which requires a district 
judge to live in and to be appointed from the district in which 
he lives; a wise provision of the law that requires a circuit 
Judge to live in and be appointed from the circuit. Why was 
that provision put there? For the very reason that I have in- 
dicated; because in one section of the country the practice and 
the procedure are entirely different from what they are in the 
others; because they have been familiar with both in their 







They are distinguished gen- | 


the practice is the same are admiralty and equity, and | 


the 


at bar and are capable of d ng pl 
erly of the litigation in their circuits 

Another reason is that district inudves nd reuit judge 
can not always be in perfect health and ready for the pert 
ance of duties in their circuits or dist1 We have had ) 
in the fourth district that we have had but e cireuit judge 
another being ineapacitated. That brings i thy dl ‘ 
judges; that closes three district courts three t ve or 
six months in the vear. Is that equ s tl j at 
fair to a great section of the country represent to 
day as the fourth cireuit? 

This is not, Mr. President, asking a favor. It is s 
ing justice. It is simply asking the Senate of the United s 
to do to that great circuit—to bar, to bench, to the « “A | 
of that cireuit—that which is essential to the due adn s 
tion of justice therein. I thank you, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, th 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I do not intend to offer V 
vigorous objection to the bill as amended, because I Wi ng 
to accept the opinions of the Senator from Iowa and t} 
ator from West Virginia as to the necessity of the third judge: 
but this bill abolishes one vacancy that we now have and 
creates a place within the circuit to be filled. 

I was interested in the remarks of the Senator from West 
Virginia in regard to the impracticability of Signing the 
judges of the Commerce Court He, in closing, seemed to 
think—at least I infer that he so thinks—it would be well to 
keep them as a kind of waiting list, somewhat like post-office 
clerks and the street car motormen, so that if anything hap- 
pens to a man who is on duty one of these judges can be as 
signed. I do not think we ought to begin that kind of a policy; 
and when the duties of the Commerce Court are completed on 


the Ist day of July, I hope that the same action will be take 


a 
in regard to the remaining four judges that this amendment 
takes in regard to one of them. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I was unfortunately al 
sent when the amendment was offered and adopted. It would 
| have made little difference, however, to the action of the Senute 
if I had been present. I simply rise at this time for the pur 


pose of voicing my protest against it, because I have never yet 
changed my mind from the time we organized this court until 


now about its necessity and its importance. I think it a 
serious mistake, and I shall be perfectly willing to trust the 


President of the United States in advising with his Department 


of Justice as to whether or not a man should be assigned to the 


Commerce Court. It appears that the majority of the Senate 
are not willing to trust him on that proposition, and, there- 
fore, say that he shall not assign, however necessitous the 
occasion may be, a circuit judge to serve even until the Ist of 
| July. I myself think it is queer Jegislation and strange action 
for the Senate to take; that, so long as this court is in ex 


istence and the vacancy is upon it, the President shall not be 


permitted to assign to that bench a circuit judge now e) 
istence to complete the work. I am opposed to abolishing tl 
court, as I have been heretofore, and shall on every o« on 
vote against abolishing it; but I submit there is absolut« no 


excuse for the action which has been taken this mornin 
Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mi y 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield. 

Mr. CHILTON. I think the Senator from Michigar 
apprehends the amendment. I do not understand tht the 
amendment abolishes any court. It simply says that we have 
enough circuit judges to be assigned to that court, and a circuit 
judge can still be assigned to that Commerce Court. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then I have been misinformed I unde 
stand that t bill as amended was to the effect that no circuit 
judge should be assigned to the Commerce Court. 

Mr. CHILTON. Ob, no; the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, my remarks are entirely out of 
place, then, because I had been informed after coming into 
the Chamber that that was what had been done. I beg | lon 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I should like to 
have the amendment again stated. There seems to be some mis 
understanding in regard to if. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment w be again 
| stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill add the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the office of circuit judge, to which Robert W. Arch 
bald was originally appointed, is hereby abolished, and no successor 





shall be appointed to fill said office. 
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to the Senate as amended, and the Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me a 
in there—and I wouid be the last Senator to object to 
» be engrossed for a third reading, read | the Senator from New Jersey might ask as a f 
seed. Senate, and I do not propose to object to his re 
WASHED PAPER MONEY. think it is a reasonable one—I venture to ask the 
whether he has any information from the Treasury 1p 
that counterfeiting bas been on the increase since 
rssed ? 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have no informat 
effect, but I have a statement to that effect in these let 
the signatures of the writers, bank presidents and b 
I have here two letters from gentiemen who w: 


Members of this body. One of these letters, from | 


POU) | 


Scott, formerly a Senator from West Virginia, stat 


of New Jersey. Mr. President, on Thursday 
ed correspondence which I bave had with various 
' cashiers of many banks in this country, repre- 
ery State in the Union, in protest against the prac- 


v ‘oO ‘ertain reasons 
t 


Lill 


pe 


known as washing money 
that correspondence was withdrawn at the ie, but I now 
again presen 1e yumunications, and ask that they be 
printed as ie < 

My pronipti ii iis matter is that I think it is of vital 
impor to the people of this country. The Senator from Referring to r inquiry, would say that it is 

. ; To ; ; that washed money ought not to be again put into cir 
tah [Mr. Smoor] on Thursday last, when I presented these Treasury of the United States. 
tion tated that I would get as much advertise- It is fad in appearance, has not the body of even an « 


out of it by publishing one as by publishing the mass. bill, and customers do not like to receive it; in fact, 


tiszement I feel I do not require. I do not ask it, neither a me é [oaieaen nee always creates a suspicion in t! 
are for it, but I do insist that a people can not have too | party receiving it, and the currency of the United Sta 

much good, clean money. Money is the life blood, the circula- | of such high character, fine workmanship, and pleasing to 

tion of a commercial n ion. The publication of one of these there should never be a single doubt abont it. 

prot ‘ wid not be sutisfactory. They treat of different sub- { have still another letter signed by a gentleman 

jects and different phases of the subjects. Cashiers claim | former Member of this body, Hon. W. M. Kavanang 

universally throughout the leng b and breadth of this country | Same tenor. 

that there is that which is known as the “cashier’s feel.” I have letters from bank presidents asserting that the |} 

They can feel, they say generally, a good or a counterfeit bit would be quite willing to furnish the cost of issuing 

of money; but with this laundrying process that has been es- | although they insist that this would be a most unr 

tablished through some agency, I bardly know what—certainly | exaction, inasmuch as the Government profits most 

not by the action of the Congress of the United States—the use | by the present arrangement. 

of caustic soda and sonapsuds washes out the character of the Mr. GALLINGER. It certainly would be unresson:} 

bills. The result is that these washed bills are commonly | President, I simply want to add one word, and that is 

known as being “the counterfeiter’s delight.” Senator were asking us to pass a bill dealing with the 

Mr. GALLINGER, Will the Senator permit me to interrupt | I should insist that we have information from the Ti 
him? Department and that we should see some specimens 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey | washed bills: but, as the Senator simply asks to have 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? ment printed giving the results of his inqniries, it see: 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Certainly. it is very proper that he shonld be granted that yi 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wos a member of the | will ask the Senator if he has any letters on this sub, 
committee that agreed to a provision of the law permitting our | that little neck of the woods called New England? 
currency to be washed, very strong representations having been Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have a number of 
made that it was feasible and would result in very great saving | from New England. 
to the Trensury of the Government. I had very grave doubts at Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator need not read then 
the time as to the advisability of the legislation, but I yielded Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I will give briefly a 
to what seemed to be an overwhelming opinion that it was well | the number of letters I have received from the differe 
to make the change in the law. I will ask the Senator from 
New Jersey if he has any bills in his possession which have been eins 
washed, so that we may see the effect of the process? Arizona___. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am so unfortunate that I | Arkansas 
come before the Senate with neither washed nor unwashed | €a!ifornia-----------------~----------------+----------- 

Ne eee . . 2 Colorado 
bills. [Laughter.] I have no bills in my possession. I have no | Gonnecticut 
doubt IT might appeal to the banker of the Senate, our friend, | Delaware 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], and he might be able to ; District of Columbi 
show one or two bills of both varieties; but I have none, Same ‘ 

Mr. SMOOT. I will lend the Senator one if he wants it, and | Idaho 
will take his word that he will pay it back. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have to say, however, 
that regardless of the fact as to whether the Senator from Utah | 
or the Senator from New Hampshire may or may not have a 
bill, the protest against the practice is almost universal. As 
I said the other day, I have 587 letters from bank presidents | Maryland 
and cashiers, representing every State in the Union, protesting | Massachusetts 
against this process. eee ar 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I understand that. Of | Mississippi 
course we know that the Senator has been engaged in this | Missouri 
laudable enterprise, and yet it seems rather singular to me| Montana 
that we have not a specimen of the currency which would show | Nevada 
the disastrous results of putting it through a laundry. I have | New Hampshire 
had several bills in my possession—mostly of small denomina- ee te gg 
tions—since we passed the law, and I do not know whether they | New York. 
were washed or unwashed. North Carolina 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That may be true, so far as a Dakota 
the Senator’s experience is concerned; but to a cashier taking | Oklahoma 
these bills over the counter it makes a very great deal of | Orezon 
difference. I have this to say with regard to that particular Bae fer ne ee ee eae ee ; 
phase: Recently tn Philadelphia seven Indian head counterfeit South Carolina___ Sahn — 
$5 bills were taken over the counters of banks in two days and | South Dakota__--------------------~--------------—------ ; 
accepted as genuine in the belief that they were what were oye ; a ra 
known as “washed bills.” Cashiers insist that the washing | Utah............................-....__.----- : 
makes it almost impossible to detect counterfeits; that the | Vermont_- 
fine lines, the engraver’s work, upon which we spend so much of enhetan 
time and money, have been washed out. As some of the] West Virginia 
eashiers have stated, it takes some time to scrutinize bills and | Wisconsin 
to ascertain whether they are genuine or otherwise. Hence | ¥5°™™ 


they are known as “ the counterfeiter’s delight.” Total 
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as yrominent-banks in Tennessee, in which he refers not 
this particular system, but to the coinage feature, and 
would like to tar and feather the man who pre 
| to put pantalettes and pamtaloons on the American eagle. 
GALLINGER. Perhaps the washing may remove those 
I s. [Langhter.] 
[ARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I offer these 
, all seriousness. I do believe their publication would 
benefit to the people of the United States and that the | 
of washed currency would largely prevent counter- 
I simply ask, Mr. President, that the letters to which 
referred may be printed as a public document. 

; sMOOT. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss at 
the feasibility or the desirability of preventing our 
from being washed. I had no idea of that when, on 

alav last, I objected to the printing of this mass of 587 
yn this one subject. I am perfectly willing that we 

d I think that we ought, at a very early date, ascer- 
from the Treasury Department whether the washing of | 
rency is a success or a failure; but I do believe, Mr. | 

] lent, that the printing as a public document of 587 letters 
; one subject for one purpose, without an examination | 

ind, is altogether improper. 
If we continue the printing of public documents as lavishly 


have been doing, it will net be long before every telegram | 


a public document; 
1 petition or protest 
ye no article written 


mes into the Senate will be made 
rv letter which comes in the shape of ¢ 
be made a public document; there will | 


magazine in this country that appeals to any particular | 


but that a request will be made that it be printed as a 

document. I had the figures on Thursday last to call to 

ion of Senators showing the extent to which this prac- 

tice is growing, what the cost amounts to in dollars and cents, 

how it has been abused in the past. 

THOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah 

if there is not danger of making so many things “ public docu- 

ts” that we shall have no longer any such things in the 
intry as private documents? 


Q r 


Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to pass an opinion on that, but 
Iw say to the Senator that the way we are going now it is 
fast reaching that stage. 


Mr. President, I have no objection at all to those letters being 

offered for the consideration of the Senate, and, if the Sen- 

so desires, allowing copies of as many as he wishes to be 

into the Recorp without the signatures, the 

attention of the public to this question. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. But if you drop the. signa- 
tures, many of the communications would lose character. 

SMOOT. I will say that I will take it for granted that 

the letters are signed by 5S7 of the very best bankers there are 


so as to call 


in the United States. I will admit that without a question. I 
do not know but that there is something in the contention that 
ought to be investigated. The Senator can not be more inter- 
ested in this subject than I am, because I believe the American 
people ought to be given a suflicient quantity of clean and per- 
Té 


currency 


and not be compelled 
s question is not new to me. 


to use dirty currency. 
In the revision of the printing 


1¢ whole subject was gone into thoroughly, and I agree 


now that much of the currency in the United States that is 
b used should not be handled by the people, because it is 
80 dirty. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. 
me for a question? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Would it not be a wise thing to let the 
Senator from New Jersey select one, two, or three of the best 

ers advocating this policy and publish the names only of the 


S ) 


sicners of the other letters? 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 


Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing that the suggestion of 
the Senator from Colerade shall be carried out and I should 
be willing to haye added a statement to the effect that the 
Senator from New Jersey has 584 additional letters on the same 
subject 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I think it would be all right to have a 
few of the letters printed and to have the names of the signers 


of the other letters inserted: but to have five hundred and some 
occ letters printed does seem to me unnecessary. 
Mr. SMOOT. The only question about putting the names of 


the signers to the petitions—and that is what we have got to 
construe these letters as being—is that we have always hereto- 
fore objected to putting in the Rrcorp a long list of names to 
petitions, 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. But, Mr. President, right 
here, if the Senator will permit me, these letters are varied. 





They treat of various thjiects, such as fl e of n 
making the ‘ he bi SI I ‘ th Senate 
fre » =a l Mii SH ARD] I } ( bill ‘ae | I 
ing that W ‘ t ! oO 

washed 1 ey. 

Mr. SMOO’ Mr. President, I d 
worry a minnte a . “a "4 
being issued by the | 
rency, as hi: been prol ed I do 1 th 
ef danger of tl ‘ lome Iw t 
wou eve join w i s ! 

t tl if I re felt wer 

f tiy wl ling to eip uch a b { | 
think it is ess b se 1 do} 

bills should be ch l HH ‘ vel l 0 y q 

at this part ir t hether or not ‘ 

washed Mr. Presi I be » ie wi ‘ 
will | brought to th { tio the An 

printing one or tv of these letters in the | 

ct rs thos who al rested W s he dis SS! 
taken place on the subject. It is upon that ground that | 
object to the letters being printed as a public docu 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey Mr. Pre lent, I 
further with refer to the si d by t 
or from Utah {M . rj, 1 eR a ‘ e cl ] ’ 
filthy currency, which is in use to-day, is almest a crime 
Government of Great Britai the Government of Ger | 
the Governments of 1 \ thre European nations, ] 

| formed, never send o1 bill to be used a cond tin 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator refers to the £5 note of the B : 

lof England. 

Mr. Pre sident, when the printing b ll was under consideration 
and we were.trying to have printed the back of onr currency 
on machines other than hand presses, one of the ob t had 
in the change was to enable the Government to engrave « ult 
currency so as to prevent the condition about which complaint 
is now being made—the dirty, filthy money circulating among 





the people. Therefore, I wish to say to the Senator that I am in 
sympathy with him so far as his main proposition is conce 


but let us stop this everlasting evil—and it is au evil-——of print 
ing every letter or petition presented to us as a public dom 

I ask the Senate now, and I shall ask them in the future, wl 
ever the question arises, to stand by the Committee on Print 
on this proposition, and to stop this growing evil. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have no desire, I beg to say, 
Mr. President, to multiply the burdens of my Govern it, 
neither have I any desire to publish a lot of matter that will 
simply be trash. As I have theught over and gathered in my 


mind the list of documents ordered printed, many of which were 






proposed by no less a distinguished Senator than the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoor], I have thought that we might 
curtailed a good part of them, but when it comes to 

and God knows none of us have too much of it, at least I never 
have had—I say that that which we have ought to be clean 
and good. Hence, with that view I bave presented these 

which were instigated by a little document sent out that was 
| called “ The Counterfeiter’s De ht,” which I had asked have 
published as a pub document. [It was thought to be C1] 
flueus, I think, by some of the Senators, but it has brought ab 
5S7—nearly 600—responses. As I have said, | want not ig 
that will multiply the burdens of government, but I do want 
that which will add to the general welfare of the country in 
which we live, and I believe that the publication of these ‘ 
would be an aid in t direction. 

Mr. GALLINGER Mr. President, as I have pre 
stated, I will not object to the Senator request, but does 
lovk like burdening t Recor, unnecessarily to print the texts 
of so many letters, and I will ask the Senator this que 
Would not the Senater be content to print, say, three or 
of the letters from presidents of large banks of the country and 
then give a list of the others, simply saying that similar 
have been received from the president of the First N 
Jank of Concord, N. H., for instance, and make a list o 
kind? I think the Senator from Utah would not object to 
and it seems to me it would answer the same purp 

Mr. SMOOT. I shall not object to that, if the S« 
to go even that far. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I should like to . 
the distiguished Senator; but this matter is close to 
apd J ask that the letters be printed. I wil oweve find ) 
fault with any Senator whose views may differ from I 
have the greatest respect for a man with opinions, and I w d 
give but little for him if he did not have the courage to 
stand by them. So you can not offend me. Do as you pl , 





gentlemen. 
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Mr. SMOOT. 
public document. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
AMENDMENT Of 


I shall object to the printing of the letters as a 


THE RULES. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I move that we take up the 
report of the Committee on Rules which was made on Thurs- 
day last. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary. Mr. OverMAN, from the Committee on Rules, 
reported the following resolution (S. Res, 64): 

Resolved, That Rule XII be amended as follows: 

Immediately after and before the result of 
ascertained and announced the clerk shall call 
absentees,” 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
resolution was reported favorably from the 

Mr. OVERMAN. ‘The committee itself unanimously in- 
structed me to report it. The committee thought it would 
probably save time. Instead of having Senators who are absent 
come in after the roll is called and ask to have 
called again, we think probably it will save a great deal of 
time to allow the Secretary to call the roll of absentees. It 
is done in the House of Representatives and in many other 
legislative bodies. 

Mr. SWANSON. 


eall is 
of the 


each roll 
the. names 


if that 
tules Committee? 


Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 
North Carolina if he does not think it will very frequently 
occasion a useless waste of time? There are occasions when 
it would be necessary, and we would save time by calling them. 
Why should it not be amended by saying “on the request of 
any Senator”? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Any Senator can request to have it done 
now. I think it is done quite often. 

Mr. SWANSON. Only by unanimous consent. 
mous consent to do it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is frequently done, and the Committee 
on Rules thought we had better make a rule to have it done 
all the time. It will take very little time. The House has 
400 Members. The roll of absentees is called there, and they 
seem to get along very well. We only have 96 Members. We 
can call the absentees at the present time. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, may the resolution 
be read again? 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, that would require 
on every roll call) whether a quorum had developed or not, a 
call of the absentees, 

Mr. OVERMAN. Of course, if we make it a rule of the Sen- 
ate it will have to be done on every roll call. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It will if we make it read that 
way, of course. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
be done on every roll call. 
without Senators coming in afterwards. We lose a great deal 
of time in coming over from the Senate Office Building. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think probably that is true; 


We ask unani- 


but my notion is that it is going to take a great deal of extra | 


time. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Committee on Rules thought that Sen- 
ators who are at work at their desks in the Senate Office Build- 
ing, upon hearing the bell ring, if we call the absentees, will 
get here in time. 
come in and seek recognition from the Chair and ask to have 
his name called. That takes up more time than simply calling 
the absentees. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the same thing would happen 
under this rule. If a Senator came in late he would still ask 
to be recognized and ask to be recorded. Under this amended 
rule it seems to me we will lose a great deal of time, because 
it is compulsory that the roll of absentees shall be called. I 
do not believe the absentees are called in the Senate one-tenth 
of the time at present. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The absentees are seldom called, but there 
is hardly a time when some individual Senator does not rise 
and ask to have his name called. Frequently Senators are 
just behind the time their names are reached in coming over 
here from the Senate Office Building, and they get up later 
and ask to have their names called; whereas if their names 
are called regularly it will save all the time required for eall- 
ing the President’s attention to the matter, the recognition of 
the Senator, and then calling his name. That takes time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course if the Senator really wants to have 
the resolution acted upon, I am not going to make any objection 
to it to-day, for this reason: I think when it has been in force 
for a month or two the rule will have to be changed back to the 
old form. Therefore I shall not make any objection. 


their names | 


. . . : ' 
I say, under this resolution it will have to | offer an amendment, because I doubt if any amendme 


Hardly a roll call is made here | essary; 


It frequently happens that a Senator will | 








Mr. OVERMAN. I do not care anything about it. 1; 
pet measure of mine. The Committee on Rules unan 
favored it. It is done in the House of Representatives 
is done in many legislative bodies. 

Mr. SMOOT. Before the resolution is passed, hoy 
want to call the Senator’s attention to one thing. ‘Ty 
“Clerk” should be stricken out, and the word “ See 
inserted, because we never say “Clerk” in the Senate 

Mr. OVERMAN. That is right. I accept that amend 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator fro, 
Carolina yield for a question? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. If this rule is adopted, will a Se 
foreclosed from gaining recognition after the call of 
sentees? 

Mr. OVERMAN. 

Mr. BURTON. 
now ? 

Mr. OVERMAN. The same as now; yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I move that the word “< 
be stricken out and the word “ Secretary ” inserted. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I accept that amendment, Mr. Pres 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the resolution be again read 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state th 
lution as it is proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XII be amended as follows: 

“3. Immediately after and before the result of each roll ca 
tained and announced the Secretary shall call the names 
absentees.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if there be no other bus 
be presented to the Senate, I move that the Senate proc 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to t 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 4s 
minutes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened 

EXPENSES OF EXTRA SESSION. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I ask m 
consent for the present consideration of House bill 2073, w! 
is a bill making a small appropriation to meet the press 
emergencies growing out of the present session. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 2978) making approp 


Not at all. 
The rule in that regard will be the « 


i tion for certain expenses incident to the first sessio: 


Sixty-third Congress, and for other purposes; and there being 
no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Wl 
ceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do 
but I desire to call attention to lines 5, 6, and 7 
page 2, which provide $55,000 “for stationery for Members 
Delegates and Resident Commissioners, at $125 each, 
first session of the Sixty-third Congress.” Of course 
a matter which the House itself, I suppose, should co 
itself. 

It occurs to me that if they desire to make this appro) 
for stationery, in addition to the annual appropriation, 
doubling it, it might be well to call attention to the fac! 
would be as well for them to make it out of the contingent 
instead of the Senate agreeing to a doubling up of the sta 


|} account and giving each Member of the House of Repres 
| tives $250 per annum instead of $125 per annum, as tlie Se! 


has, and as the law contemplates. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. This appropriation for sta! 
for the present special session of Congress does give to e 
Member of the House of Representatives $125 more for st 
ery than Senators receive. In the House, I understand. 


| appropriation for stationery is drawn by the Members in | 


they draw it all at once, and new Members who come in are 
without stationery. 
Mr. SMOOT. No; they are not without stationery when they 
come in. Of course they then get stationery undey the regular 
appropriation that is made. si 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. As I understand it, without (ls 
appropriation the new Members of the House would not eet 
any stationery before the 1st of July. 
Mr. SMOOT. They will get it just as soon as the appropria- 
tion bill passes. Be 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Exactly; but the appropriation 
is not available until the 1st of July. In the interim the new 
Members of the House could not get any money for stationery. — 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I was not speaking of the annua! 
appropriation of $125 for each Member for stationery. In that 
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t! ic not any difference; it is the same for the House as it Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is provided for fn the annual 
. Senate. Is not the :.ppropriation carried exactly the | appropriation bill. 
. for both bodies in the same bill? Mr. WILLIAMS. It could not have been provided for 
\RTIN of Virginia. It is; but in the Senate the ap- the extraordinary session, because it had not been called. My 
tion is divided up by the months. recollection is that the House has always had stationery pro- 
CLARK of Wyoming. That is simply a matter of detail vided for each session—for an extraordinary session as well 
keeping F as for a Statutory session. 
\RTIN of Virginia. That is true; but it is different in Mr. SMOOT. That is true. 
Hor A new Senator gets as much per month for sta- Mr. WILLIAMS. There is nothing new about it, at 
. an old Senator. Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there is no occasion te 
we JAMES. If the Senator from Virginia will permit me, | the point. It is true the House takes twice the amou 
House a Member bas a right to go to the stationery room | Senate does this ye ar, when we have an extra sessior I 
ond draw upon his account long before that money is due. He is true, however, that they h ive done so before. 
hee t the same opportunity to draw his stationery that a} It is also true, notwithstanding the debates upon the Flot 
‘ hae floor, which sometimes criticize the Senate very severely for tl 
: CLARK of Wyoming. Exactly. | amount of the clerk hire that it has, the House Members have 
sMOOT. A new Senator and a new Member of th2 | over $650,000 for their clerks that does not appear as appro 
‘ e in exactly the same position. | priated for committee clerks, as ours does. Those are ma 
ir. JAMES. They are in the same position. | which we understand very well. They are privileges which 
[ARTIN of Virginia. Asa matter of practice, I am told | the House enjoys; and sometimes, when the Senate gets « 
the Senate each Senator gets $125, and it is available | Sensitive, we forget the fact that the House pro 
m by the month; that a new Senator who came in on the | every Member and every Delegate a clerk at $1.500 outs 
March now gets each month just as much for stationery | of and in addition to committee clerks. Then they go on and 
1 Senator who has been here in previous years. provide liberally for clerks of committees, while tn the Senate 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Do I understand the Senator to | the Senator who has a committee is perhaps worse off than 

; c L < stationery account is provided for in the appro- if he had no Committec he has no more help generally tl nh 

pill at $125 a year he can draw from the stationery | t#¢ Senator who is not the chairman of a committee. 

m onty $12.50 the first month? So in this case, as the Senator says, it is not new. It has 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I understand that is the practice | Sone on for some time. But, nevertheless, there is twice the 
of the financial clerk's oflice. amount given exch Member of the House for stationery than we 
“Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; that can not be. have for Senators during extra sessions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The financial clerk told me so to- Now, as to the law, it is just the same for both Hows 
dav. That is all I know about it. I asked him about it and | The practice which has been inaugurated on the Senate side, 
that what he told me. He told me it was done under the |I think, has been largely because the financiat clerk con 

n of either the Committee on Rules or some other com- |} Sides the matter as a convenience to him, and Senators have 
ee. taken it for granted that it was all right. So onee in six 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Committee on Accounts. months, I think it is, Senators have their accounts settled. I 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. No; I am speaking of the Senate. | presume a Senator could draw all of his stationery allowance 

t 


Mr. SMOOT. The Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 

gent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate or some other com- 
has undertaken, perhaps arbitrarily, to control it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. No committee can control it. It is con- 
trolled in the appropriation bill. If the financial clerk has made 

hat rule, he had no right to do it; it is an arbitrary rule. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. He can certainly get $125 worth of 
stationery the Ist of July if he wants it. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The practice of the Senate, the 
financial clerk told me, is that every new Senator in this body 


is entitled to receive and is receiving just as much stationery 
as 1 am receiving. But whether that be true or not, this pro- 
vision for $125 for the special session has been put in the bill by 
the House of Representatives, and according to the comity 
between the two Houses each House has been permitted to fix 
its own expenses, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
to object to the provision. 


envi 


\Iy 
al, 


Mr. President, I was not seeking 

As I said in the start, I was not 
g that the Senate should have a greater allowance for 
stationery, because I think we have ample. I was simply call- 
Ing attention to the fact that the economic Democratic admin- 
istration is providing twice over the annual appropriation of 
pee for stationery for Members of the House of Representa- 
ives, 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am sorry to see the Senator 
from Wyoming trying to make a little political capital out of 
this matter. There is none in it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not a bit. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There can not be apy in it. The 
Republicans did exactly the same thing whenever there was an 
extraordinary session of Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Virginia will pardon 
an interruption, unless my recollection is very far astray, and 
I do not think it is, the House has at all times provided sta- 
tionery for each session. I 


. understand the Senate has pro- 
vided stationery for its Members for each Congress. As to 


how it was, whether the action of the House or the action of 
the Senate was based upon a statute, I confess I do not know, 
because I have not seen the statute, but it has been invoked 
once or twice, and it would be well enough to read it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want to cal! the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that it Is provided for both bodies in the 
legislative appropriation bill each year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is not provided, however, for the ex- 
traordinary session. 


the first month, perhaps, if he insisted upon it, the same as is 
done in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, one word more in justice or 
in vindication or whatever it may be of the House with regard to 
clerkships. 

Each Member of the has 


his chairmanship of a committee. 
| 


House me employee, regat 


Then each committee in tl 


fouse has a certain number of employees, depending upon what 
ever may be granted, in proportion to its weight of work. Bach 
Senator, no matter who he is, whether he is on a committee er 
not, has two employees, which is twice as many as a Mem! of 


the House. This is regardless of his committee miments 
At the present, at any rate, each chairman of a committee in 
Senate has three employees, while chairmen of committees in 
the House have only two. Each Member of the House by rig! 

of being a Member of the House solely, and without regard to 
chairmanships, has $1.500 a year for a clerk. Each Member of 
the Senate, regardless of his employment as a chairman, has 


aSSi 


the 


two employees. So it can not be said that a Member of the 
House has a larger clerical foree than a Member of the Senate 

Mr. WARREN. But the Member of the House represents in 
some cases but a thirtieth or a fortieth of his State, da 


A man in the House serves on 


A Senator may serve on § o1 


Senator represents half of it. 
one or two committees, possibly. 
10 committees. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am not arguing that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just one word. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I hope the Senator will not ex 
pect me to yield for a discussion of something which does not at 
all touch the question before the body. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, just one word and I am 
through. I am not arguing that. I was merely disputing the 
claim that a Member of the House has any greater clerica! as 
sistance than a Member of the Senate and demonstrating that he 
has only half as much; that is all. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not think tn this connection 
it is a matter of any importance to discuss which body bas 
more clerical assistance. I will not into that matter, but 
will very briefly repeat substantially what [ said before. ‘This 
provision in the bill does give to a Member of the House $125 
more for stationery than a Member of the Senate gets, and it 
has been the custom to give that additional $125 per annum fo: 
the extra session just as this bill provides. It is not an inno 
yation: it is a recognition of what has been the prevailing 
usage for a long time, and it has been acquieseed in by tle 


7 
go 
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Senate on the doctrine of comity which exists and which, I 
think. ought to exist between the two Houses. 

If the Members of the House think they ought to have this 

additional $125 to pay for stationery during the extraordinary 
do not feel like resisting their demand. 
sut I have not been willing to insert in the bill a like provision 
for $125 for the extra for each Senator. The Senate 
can do that if it sees fit. I find that $125 a year pays for my 
stationery. It pays for all the stationery that I need in my 
official work. In years when I have expended more than $125 
for stationery it was due to the fact that I was doing a great 
deal of correspondence on personal matters, but I believe $125 
is sufficient to buy all the stationery a Senator needs to conduct 
his correspondence in connection with his official work. 

For that reason I do not favor amending the bill by allowing 
a Sénator $125 more than is necessary for his official work. 
If the Senate desire to increase the compensation which they 
receive, let them do it by a direct enactment and add $125 to 
their salaries. I do not believe it is required for stationery. 
Therefore I do not favor amending the bill. 

Mr. STONE. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. No; but there is the discussion of 
an suggested amendment. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CLARK] raised the question. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I said that I had no intention of 
offering an amendment; that so far as I am concerned I think 
we are receiving enough allowance for our stationery. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senator does not propose to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
attention to the matter. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Then there is nothing to discuss, 
With this explanation I simply leave the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think it is well to put 
in the Recorp precisely the facts in this case. The legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, carrying appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, provides, first— 

For stationery for Senators and the President of the Senate, includ- 
ing $6,000 for stationery for committees and officers of the Senate, 
$18,125. 

* * a we te Ba * 


or stationery for Members of the House of Representatives, Dele- 
gates from Territories, and Resident Commissioners, including $5,000 
for stationery for the use of the committees and officers of the House, 
$60,000, 


session of Congress, I 


session 


Not at all; I was simply drawing 


That, Mr. President, is the law, and the law makes a provision 
covering stationery for both this body and the other body for 
the year ending June 30, 1914. 

I do not propose to offer any amendment or to make any spe- 
cial criticism, but I think if we are to double the stationery 
account for either branch of Congress when we have a special 
session, that ought to be included in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill, so that we may know precisely 
what Congress is doing in this regard. 

It is barely possible that each Member of the House of Rep- 
representatives needs just twice as much stationery as a Senator. 
It seems inconceivable to me that that can be so, but whether it 
is so or not, I am not going to make any factious opposition to 
this provision of the bill or offer any amendment. Yet it is 
rather an extraordinary mode of legislation. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I concede the force of the sugges- 
tion, but my judgment is that they are to determine whether 
they need the additional allowance of $125. _They have deter- 
mined that they do need it, and I do not feel that it would be 
wise for the Senate to intervene. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the chairman of the committee 
did right. : 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, there are some considerations 
bearing on this particular appropriation that apply to the 
House of Representatives or at least that have applied in the 
past, which do not apply here. It is true that at the last special 
session of Congress an appropriation of this kind was made 
for the purpose of purchasing stationery for the Members of 
the House of Representatives. In other words, while they did 
not perhaps technically appropriate it, the effect was to ap- 
propriate $125 for each Member for every session of Congress. 

A few years ago the Members of the House of Representa- 
tives did not have typewriters, for instance, supplied by the 
Government, and a great many supplies of that kind. Prior to 
the building at least of the House Office Building the Members 
had to buy typewriters, and they used them in their official 
work the same as they did their stationery. 

I know that in the 10 years of my membership in the other 
House I wore out on an average more than one typewriter a 
year that I had te buy myself. We bought those typewriters 
through the stationery department. They are for sale there to 
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Members at a reduced rate; that is. they have the hene: 
wholesale rate by getting them through the statio) 
It was just as important to have the typewriter 
have the paper to use in the typewriter. 

Typewriter supplies and various supplies of that kind 
stand the individual Members of the Senate were ; 
to buy, because for quite a number of years Senat 
supplied with typewriters by the Government. 

I believe I express the experience of nearly every Mi 
the House of Representatives when I Say that $125 
did not reimburse the actual money that almost eye; 
of the House expended for the purposes that I have Wie 
If you would confine it only to stationery, then $125 
wor'd be more than enough; but including those thj 
have mentioned and others that will occur to the mind ¢ 
man who will give it any thought, that sum came yer, 
paying the expenses. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from x, 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? . 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has illuminated the 
and he made a very strong point in favor of an addition: 
propriation when he stated that the Members of tie other 1) 
had to buy typewriters. I assume, however, that that ry), 
not now prevail, does it? 

Mr. NORRIS. I presume not, although it would be 1 
if a Member of the House should take his typewriter | 
forth; and I am inclined to think that it would not be ; 
under the rule that prevails there. I was a Member of 
House of Representatives when the House Office Building 
erected, and I bought typewriters just the same as I did | 
though not so many of them, because I had one to use | 
Washington and two at my office at home. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We all have to do that. I do not 
what is the rule or the custom of the present Co: 

Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Ser 

I served for a considerable time as acting chairman of (| 
committee and I always refused to let Senators take typew: 
back and forth to their homes. I think it a very bad pr 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know what the practice was 
whether or not that had been done. 

Mr. PENROSE. I never heard of it being done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no amendment be propose, t! 
bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, before the bill passes f 
the Committee of the Whole into the Senate I desire to 
question of the chairman of the committee. I have 
opportunity to read the bill carefully, but he undoubted 
explain something that I do not quite understand. | 
attention to section 2, under the head of “The Panama ‘| 
Omitting the parts of the section which are not mater 
inquiry, I read in this way: 

Sec. 2. That during the fiscal year 1914 all moneys received 
by the Panama Railroad Co. * * * = ghail be credited to t 


priation from which payments for the materials, 
other services were originally made. 


ors | 


suppli 


What appropriation is there for the Panama Ruilroad 
which the moneys received by the Panama Railroad ( 
be credited? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the exp! 
that clause in this bill, as I understand, is this: 
appropriations made for the Panama Canal, and those 
priations are used for a great many purposes, such, for i 
as the operation and maintenance of the supply depart 
the canal and the support and maintenance of the Panama I 
road. When those moneys, for instance, become moneys | 
are paid out for supplies and ships—and it is very muci 
nature of a business that the Government has been © 
to do down there because there are no private agencies | 
nish those supplies—— : 

Mr. CUMMINS. I understand that; but the Panama I 
road Co. is an independent corporation, in name at least: 
of its stock is owned by the United States, and is in the! 
of the Secretary of War as trustee. I do not remember (0 
we have ever made any appropriation for the Panama Kail! aud 
Co., and I am sure that the chairman of the commitice wou d 
not desire that all the moneys received by the Panama R 
road Co. should be credited to any appropriation made by 
Congress of the United States. : 

I remember a controversy a short while ago with regard to 
the transfer of the Panama Railroad Co. from the contro! of 
the corporation itself to the Government generally, and I re- 
member that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Baistow], who 
one time examined the whole situation there and reported upod 


the 
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ery strenuously objected to the transfer. It seems to on! the committee means money received by the Isthmian Canal 
: wi hout further legislation, if we were to transfer to any Commission or the governor of the Panama Canal from any 
woropriation or to any fund the moneys received by the | services rendered or any materials and supplies furnished em- 
Pa oma Railroad Co., the whole situation there would be | ployees by the Panama Railroad Co. 


tha 


ved. Mr. ROOT. “ Furnished to.” 
‘ir, MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President-—— Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Furnished by the Canal Commis 
‘(r, WARREN. If the Senator will permit me—— sion to the Panama Railroad Co. 
‘ty CUMMINS. I have necessarily read the language hastily. Mr. CUMMINS. That is not what it says. 
\lr. WARREN. If the Senator from Virginia will allow me, Mr. ROOT. It does not say either “to” or “by.” There isa 


1 wish to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. | preposition omitted. 

ins] to the law which was passed regarding the canal, | Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The context is amply sufficient 
i which is alluded to in the bill. If he will read section 6 | to make it clear that it is the money received by the Canal 
shat law. he will find that it provides exactly what this | Commission from the railroad company. 

aves to do after the completion of the canal; and this is Mr. CUMMINS. If that is what is meant 














' putting into action that law during the coming year. Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is absolutely what is 
Vr. CUMMINS. I understand that; but that is the very ques- | and that is the legal intendment of this bill. 
We have not legislated in any way for the disturbance Mr. CUMMINS. I do not believe that is what it says 
‘he relation which now exists for the year 1914, and noth- | Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator will notice what follows 
at we have done takes effect until the completion of the | the words “received by the Isthmian Canal Commission he 
‘ How would the railroad company be maintained, how | will see that it means moneys received from any ser sre 
would it be operated, where would it get its money, if all the | dered or materials and supplies furnished employees : 
evs taken in by the company are turned over into some fund | Panama Railroad Co., and so forth. 
- which we have appropriated ? | Mr. CUMMINS. ‘That is not what it savs. 
Mr. WARREN. The railroad is provided for with its own | Mr. OVERMAN. I say that is what it means 
ngs, and of course the net amount is all that is to be | Mr. CUMMINS. If that is what it means, I have no ob 
i over to the Treasury or anywhere else. | jection. 
CUMMINS. It may be that the suggestion made by the Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There is no doubt whatever nut 
S r from New York [Mr. Roor] is correct; I have not | that. I think if the Senator from Iowa will read it carefully 
‘ i the subject carefully enough to know; but as I read the | he will discover that there is no doubt whatever about the leg il 
1 hastily, it would require the crediting—I do not know | intendment and effect of this provision. It is designed 
would be done with the money physically—but it would | to prevent the money received by the Canal Commission fro 
r » the crediting of all the moneys received by the railroad | being turned into the Treasury of the United States in d of 
econpany to the appropriation named in the section. | being kept by it. When it furnishes these supplies or 1 
[ARTIN of Virginia. As I understand, a great many | these services it collects the money for them, and t} 
; are furnished out of the Panama Canal appropriation | so collected constitutes a part of the appropri \ 
Panama Railroad Co., and, unless the Isthmian Canal | the canal If that money were turned into the ‘I sury ¢ | 
( ssion is to collect that money back, it would soon be | United States it would amount to about $4,000,000 a year taken 
y out of funds, and without this provision in the law | out of the appropriations made for the canal. 
ney would be covered into the Treasury. | Mr. CUMMINS. I entirely approve of that . but un 
BRISTOW. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia is | fortunately the provision does not cover that. 
, about that. The railroad company is not an expense | Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It would take about $4,000,000 
on the canal commission; it is an independent corpora- | per annum from the amount appropriated for the canal 
nd, if it gets anything from the commission, it pays| Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, if the provision means what 
| the Senator from Virginia thinks it does, nobody obj 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. If the Senator will just let me | But, as I read it, it proposes ke whateve 
i, that is exactly what this provision is intended to Panama Railroad Co. as an indivi t corporat Y ! 
ly. The railroad company is an entirely separate organi- | 20d credit them to the appropri 3 for th wi 
If it pays the money on its purchases back to the | 2" entirely different thing. You might as well use the money 
P a Canal Commission and it is turned into the Treasury | that is appropriated for maintaining the Post Office Department 
of the United States, how would the canal commission carry | fer some other purpose. The Panama Railroad Co. is an ¢ 
on its operations? It would soon be bankrupted and would be | @™' ly separate corporation. It conducts its own business and 
ut the money to do its legitimate work if it were unable | de"!s with the Panama Canal Commission the same ny 
to collect for the things which it sells to the railroad company. | ther corporation would deal with the Panama Canal Comin 
Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator from Virginia will just give | Sion. and the profits which that company earns ought not to be 
few moments, I will explain to him exactly how it is done. | credited to any appropriation for any purpose. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think, if the Senate will take | Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I can not understand the 
the time to listen, it is explained in the utmost detail by the | in any other way than as the chairman of the committee says 
tters from the War Department. The same thing is done in | he interprets it. It seems to me very plain, The section reads 
respect to furnishing materials to the railroad company—and | ®S follows: 
tie actual sales by the canal commission to the railroad com- That during the fiscal year 1914 all mo 
pany amount to over $2,000,000 a year—but if the canal commis- By whom? 
sion is to have that turned into the Treasury of the United | py the Isthmian Canal Commission ¢ | 
States, it would be taking out of its appropriation that much | Canal 
pn - oa ae a a commission without the | feceived from what source? 
Mr. CUMMING : er sere ia ? wa | trom any services rendered or materials and supplies f em- 
; MMINS. would have no objection whatever to the | ployees 
wand 0s tiled ake Senator from Virginia. | That, however, | Not only employees, but who else?— 
} ed from the Panama Railroad Co. and | ipo panama Railroad Co., the Canal Zone government, the Panama 
hot money received by the Panama Railroad Co. This provision | Government. and other departments of the United States Government, 
covers all that is received by the Panama Railroad Co. | from hotel and hospital supplies and services; from rentals, wharfa 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. _ It covers money received by the | °¢ : a ge te A gee me ng De ng ste alpen wy 
( | Commission for its sales to the railroad company. and services elsewhere, shall be credited to the’ appropriation 
Mr. CUMMINS, That is not what the bill says. The bill | which payments for the materials, supplies, labor, or other services 
provides: . were originally made. 
( That during the fiscal year 1914, all moneys received by the Isthmian | Mr. BRISTOW. If it means that, I have not the slightest 
oe er or the governor of the Panama Canal, from any objection to it. ae : ; 
Panama Railroad ee and supplies furnished employees, the Mr. SMOOT. That is exactly what it says, and that is ex- 


And so forth. 


Mr ae : Mr. BRISTOW. If I can have the attention of the senior 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is it exactly—all moneys 


received by th : t ; Senator from New York [Mr. Root], I should like to have his 

furnished 1 : ¢ Canal Commission for any supplies or materials construction on that language, because I think he realizes the 
Mr CUM commission to the Panama Railroad Co. | absolute importance of maintaining the entity of the Panama 

would /MMINS. ‘Phat would not be the construction that I | Railroad corporation and of not mixing it up with the Canal 
ia put upon it; but, as I now understand, the chairman of | Commission. 


1L——40 


| 
| actly what it means. 
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dent 
‘RESIDENT. The Senator fro 
yield to the Senator from Nev 
of Virginia. If the Senator from Kansas will 

‘ et him straight before he into an 

em to which he alludes as profits is still 

any pre subsequent clause in 

are to be covered into the Tre: ury of the United 
bill not only keeps intact ie actual amount 
rl nal revents its being 


rovides that the 


Root Mir. Pres 
VICK I 


Don 


York? 
foes 


{5 , 7 
nts under a 


mtea tor can purposes, and f 


nto the Treasury, but it ically | 

all be turned into the Treasury. 

UMMINS. Would the chairman of the 

j op to inserting the word 
loyees”’ in line 9? 

MARTIN of Virginia. 

Mr. SMOOT. If we insert 

u ployees,” we rht 

words “ Railroad Co.” 

would read in this way: 


speci 


committee have 
“from” after the word 
I will say to the Senator 
the word “from” after the word 
ert after 

before and then 


ou to in the from 


other rds, it 


and 


S¢ materials 
ilroad Co., from 


From any services rendered or 
T ove i i 
nama Government 


J from the Pan R 
ment, Irom the i% 
And forth. 
There is no necessity for that. 
Mr. CUMMINS. The word “from” used immediately 
afterwards, where it reads “from hotel and hospital supplies 
and i 


and supplies 
the Canal 


furnished em- 
Zone govern- 


SO 
is 


services.” 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Why was it inserted there? 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the railroad company is a separate 
and distinct corporation from the Panama Government and the 
Canal Zone government. The Senator knows that the Govern- 
ment hotels there, and that in the past the money 
received from these sources has been accounted for in a differ- 
ent way. All this provides for is an entire change of the book- 
keeping system. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That is what the Senator from Utah says it 
means; but when I read it, and I have some familiarity with 
the English language, the impression I received was just the 
contrary. I may be wrong about that, but I do not see any 


has certalr 


reason for insisting upon the exact language used here, if there | 


is any doubt at all about it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am very sure, if the Senator 
from Iowa would take the time to go through this bill care 
fully and study it in its details as I have done, he would free 
his mind from any doubt about what it means. There is not, in 
my judgment, any ambiguity. It simply maintains intact the 
appropriations made, for canal purposes. When the canal au- 
thorities use some of that money in furnishing labor, materials, 
or supplies of any sort to other independent agencies like the 
Panama Railroad Co., it is by this provision permitted to collect 
that money and to keep it for proper and legitimate purposes, 
the purposes for which the appropriation was made, except as 
to profits which are required to be turned into the Treasury of 
the United States; so that no more is received by the canal 
commission than the amount intended for and appropriated to 
the canal commission by Congress. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Since there seems to be a wide difference of 
opinion as to the meaning of this provision, I should like the 
opinion of the senior Senator from New York on its construction. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, it seems to me that everyone is 
agreed upon the proposition of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Martin], which is, I understand, in accordance with the re- 
quest made of the War Department by Col. Goethals for the 
purpose of enabling the commission to make their bookkeeping 
on the canal conform with the necessities of the business in 
which they are engaged under the direction of law. 

I think the discussion arises from two different interpre- 
tations of this lamguage. It is agreed apparently that when 
the Panama Canal Commission—or, after the change takes 
place, the Government—out of money appropriated by Congress 
acquires supplies and furnishes those supplies to others, the 
money that comes in compensation for them is to be credited 
to the appropriation, so that it can be spent over again without 
having to come in here. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. ROOT. In that way, treating an appropriation that we 
make as if it were capital, Col. Goethals can turn the capital 
over two or three times a year without having to come back 
and put it into the Treasury and have it reappropriated. We 
mre all agreed to that. The question is whether or not this 
language gives effect to that. It seems to me there is a prepo- 


n Virginia has the | 


cia 


A 


PRIE 98 
5 


omitted; that the expression is elliptical: ¢] 


implied a preposition which, if included, would obyiat 


| culty and make it certain. 


of 


| put 


|} supplies and 





the | 





The language here specifies certain sources, 
which are be credited to appropriations inst 
into the Treasury. There are four separate 
each of them is introduced by the preposition “ fror, 

First. All received from any services re 
materials and supplies furnished employees, the P 
road Co., the Canal Zone government, the Panama G 
and other departments of the United States Gove; 

Second. Moneys received by the Isthmian Canal «, 
from hotel and hospital supplies and services, 

Third. Moneys received by them from rentals, wha; 
so forth. 


Fourth. 


the nr 
to i 


moneys 


Moneys received by them from labor, mate; 
other services furnished 
unable to obtain similar labor, materials, supplies, ; 
elsewhere. 

All the proceeds from those four sources are to be 
to the appropriation, because they come from the 
terial bought with the money appropriated. There 
ambiguity in the description of the first class of ¢} 
from which that money is to come: 

From any services rendered or materials and supplies f 

I think it means— 
to employees, to the Panama Railroad Co., to the Canal 7 
ment, to the Panama Government, and to other depart: 
United States Government. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, let me ask the § 
from New York if that is not the necessary interpreta 

Mr. ROOT. I think that is what it means, now. | 
when it speaks of money received by the commission fi 
ices rendered or supplies furnished employees, fun 
Panama Railroad Co., or furnished the Canal Zone go) 
it means furnished to those persons, and so forth. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, the Senator 
it so absolutely plain in his statement of the case as to e) 
the possibility of any necessity for inserting the prep 
“to.” He has demonstrated that that is what it means 

Mr. ROOT. I think that is what it means. I 
case of the indirect object. We mean furnishing sup 
the Panama Railroad Co., and so forth. I should bh 
doubt about the meaning; but the fact that Senator 
doubt and in difference about the meaning might ma! 
while to obviate that doubt by putting in the pre 
think it would be clearer if the preposition “to” wer 
before that class of sources of the moneys. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the object of the bil! is t 
just exactly as the Senator from New York has stated. If 
word “‘to” is inserted, I do not think it will change the | 
a particle. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It will remove any doubt. 

Mr. SMOOT. Other Senators may think otherwise. 
commissioners receive money for any services rendered or! 
rials or supplies “furnished employees,” of course it 
“furnished to employees.” There is no question about it i! 
mind. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Then why not insert the word “(o": 
will remove any doubt. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, of course t! 
sertion of that word would do no harm; but I hesitate t 
a word inserted that is so absolutely unnecessary, Ww! 
demonstrably unnecessary, and let the bill go back to the iH 
It is far preferable that it should go back without any a! 
ment whatever, because, as we know, the House is not ors: 
for the purpose of considering differences between t 
Houses; and I think unless there is some plain necess 
changing the bill it is much better not to change it. 

I have from the department almost the very words < 
Senator from New York, with these four sources divided 
in red ink, showing exactly whht sources these moneys 
expected to be received from, and what should be don 
them after they come back to the Panama Canal govern: 
There can be no doubt or difficulty about the interpreta 
this law. It is unnecessary to take the time to refer to U 
documents, which are long; but Col. Goethals and the 
retary of War, or the oflicers in charge of this work at 
places, have been through this bill, and they have even fur 
nished me with a detailed statement showing every dollar — 
by past usages would be received, and exactly what would & 
done with the money. Sa 

Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to say to the Senator from vir. 
ginia that there is no difference of opinion between us % to 


vessels, and 


thy 
ul 


Nar. 
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enght to be done, and I agree that the Canal Commission | of the construction placed upon the bill by the Senator from 


d have exactly the authority that the Senator says this Virginia. 
-es it. 1 think, however, the insertion of the word “to” Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. So the Senator argues that there 

. remove the doubt, and certainly the House would not |is a difference between “furnishing him” and “ furnishing to 
‘8 . to accept the amendment and pass the bili with that | him”? 
rd in it. Mr. BRISTOW. I think that makes it very plain 

\r. MARTIN of Virginia. But, Mr. President, I dislike very Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is all there is in it. If I 
meh to see a word inserted that is absolutely unnecessary, and | say I will “furnish the Senator from Utah, f that means 
I think the Senator will see this is if he will go through the pro- | something different from “furnishing to the Senator from 


sion carefully. I can not see why we should make an amend- 
ment unless there is some reason for it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, if the Senator from Kansas 
11 hear just one little statement on this subject, it seems to 
+ must remove the doubt from his mind. If I say I furnish 
h lothing, or say I furnish clothing to him, is there any dif- 
ference in the meaning or can anyone draw the conclusion that 
there is any doubt about the way I put it first? It is the most 
common way of expressing the furnishing of goods to say “I 
furnish him” or “I furnish to him.” I can not see the neces- 


Utah,” then his position is well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Such is the diversity of human 
that I do not think the word “to” ought to be used 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Well, I certainly do not 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think there ought to be inserted bef 
the words “ Panama Railroad Co.” the word “ from.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The word “from” is used before 
each item embraced in the provision. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think, however, the word “ from.” 


as used in line 7, reaches the Panama Railroad Co. I think the 


WwW 


sitv of delaying the matter and sending the bill to the House | construction to be given to it would be “ moneys received by the 
with that little word inserted as an amendment. Panama Railroad Co.,” as I said originally 
Mr. BRISTOW. It will have to go there anyhow. Mr. BRISTOW. ‘That would be entirely wrong, “ moneys 


a 


Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not intend to offer any | received by the Panama Railroad Co.” 
amendment. If the Senator from Virginia is willing to take Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It means “from.” I do not se 
the chances of that construction, the responsibility is his. If | how there can be a doubt about it. The language means “ re 
the proper construction be as just suggested by the Senator from | ceived by the Panama Railroad Co. 
New York, then it would mean that any moneys received by the Mr. CUMMINS. ‘That is what it ought to say, the 
Isthmian Canal Commission on account of any services ren- | Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. There can not be a doubt about it 
dered or materials and supplies furnished to the Canal Zone Mr. CUMMINS. It would not make any difference whether 
vernment should be disposed of as provided in the bill. Inas-| it was for services rendered or materials and supplies fur 





much as the Isthmian Canal Commission is the Canal Zone gov- | nished or not; if the Isthmian Canal Commission received from 
ernment, what supplies or services or materials does the Isth- | the Panama Railroad Co. a sum of money, that money would be 
mian Canal Commission furnish to the Canal Zone government, | credited to the proper appropriation. 
and what services or materials does the Isthmian Canal Com- Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am very sure there no tro 
mission, under the law, furnish to the Panama Government? | whatever in the language used. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Isthmian Canal Commission | Mr. ROOT. What about dividends? 
furnishes to the Panama Railroad Co. $2,292,000. | Mr. CUMMINS. It does not receive any dividends 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not asking that. Of course, if that | law. 
is true of the Panama Railroad Co., the same construction| jr WALSH. Following the inquiry made by the Senator 


es with regard to the Canal Zone government. Now, the | from Iowa, I should like to inquire of the chairman of the com 
I ! 


Isthmian Canal Commission is the Canal Zone government. | mittee if he can advise us just what the Isthmian Canal Com 

How could the Isthmian Canal Commission furnish any sup- | mission might supply to the Canal Zone government or to the 
es or render any service to the Canal Zone government, or | panama Government. and what authority of law there is for the 

how could it furnish any supplies or render any service to the | [sihmian Canal , 

Pinama Government? What authority of law is there for any | Government? 

such transaction as that? | Mr. MARTIN of 1 
I only instance that to show that the interpretation that has 

been put upon this language by the Senator from New York 

I 

I 


Commission to supply anything to the Panama 


rginia. It may be building materia [ 
have not an itemized statement of what is furnished, but only 
the amount. The department furnished me a statement for 
| the year 1912. The year 1913 is not yet completed, the financial 
year ending the 30th of June. Taking the year 1912, the 


y not be quite the interpretation that would be put upon it 
y the department. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The interpretation given by the 


: ; “ > ; 7 7 : ; Canal Zone government will furnish $137,000 and the Panama 
Senator from New York is the interpretation which is put upon | Government $55.000. When those things are furnished. and 


iy the department—by Col. Goethals. 


; : ; - | when they are paid for, this bill provides that the money 
Mr. CUMMINS, Yes; but Col. Goethals does not construe I - ' 


ceived for the things so furnished shall not be turned into the 
Treasury, but shall be retained by the Isthmian Canal C 


iw 


| 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. He has been consulted about it, | 
and he has asked that this arrangement be made. propriated. If they make any profit, they 

| 

| 

| 


missioners for the purposes for which it was originally ap 

must turn that nto 

Mr. CUMMINS. And if he did, while I have high regard for | the Treasury of the United States; but it simply enables the 
his great capacity as an engineer, I would hardly concede him | panama Canal Commissioners to maintain intact the amount 


same superiority in the construction of the law. I simply 
absolve myself from any responsibility in the matter by saying 
that I think it is ambiguous, and that it does not mean what 
the Senator from Virginia indicates that it should mean. 


which was appropriated for canal purposes 

Mr. WALSH. Has the chairman of the com ee any 
| formation as to the character of the material and set 
| rendered the Panama Government? 


_ Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am perfectly satisfied that the; Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. No; I have not an itemized state 
interpretation I have given to it, and the interpretation which | ment. I have simply the amounts in most instanc In some 
the War Department gives to it, is the correct one, and that there | instances they say “labor and material,” “sale of material,” 
will be no difficulty and no responsibility connected with it | ete., but there is not a complete itemized statement of the ar- 
Uat anybody need avoid or be disturbed about. | ticles furnished—simply the dollars and cents. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why not remove any doubt by inserting the| yr WALSH. I was simply curious to know what character 


word “to” in line 9, before “ employees,” as suggested by the of supplies was being furnished 
Senator fr a Peatie® ‘ ng 
. ; : from New York? ’ Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think it is material and sup 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think that would pervert the | plies and labor. Those items would substantially embrace 
ama of the whole bill. That is not where the Senator from | that they furnish and receive money for. _ 
: fl “= proposed to ansert the word “ to. Mr. SMOOT. In this connection, Mr. President, if the ch 
‘jin , oe That is where he proposed to insert the | man has no objection, I think it would be a very good 
ord “ to. : 
‘ Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Ob, no; the Senator from New 
ork proposed to insert it at the end instead of the beginning 
of the provision. 
e Mr. BRISTOW. No; the Senator from New York suggested 
he insertion of the word “to” in line 9, before the word “ em- 
ployees, as I understood the Senator's statement. That simply 
Hikes plain and removes any doubt as to the correctness 


put in the Recorp a letter addressed by the Secretary of War 
to Hon. Joun J. Firzcerarip, chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House of Representatives, explaining 
this provision. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am glad the Senator has made 
that suggestion. I intended to offer it to be put in the Recorp. 
I will add a memorandum, a letter addressed to me dated the 
22d of April, and an itemized statement of all the items that 
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make up these amounts, which aggregate about $4,000,000, and Col. Goethals further states in his letter that he hopes that 
which, without the provisions contained in this bill, would | ** formerly re sorted by your committee, will be enacted into 
Se “4 next sundry civil appropriation bill, in order to avoid any « 
diminish the canal appropriation by $4,080.000. relative to collections that might subsequently arise if the 
(he VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the papers | section 3 of the act of August 24, 1912 (sundry civil act). 
referred to may be printed in the Recorp. eo “ ’ legis! 
‘The matter referred to is as follows: t! - i oe ce ce - ae gen FE "a 7 
n le : i rit oO Suc rm sift ceints r e 
, War DEPARTMENT, materials and supplies furnished by the Isthmian onet a 
ne 5 Washington, April 2, 1913. will, under section 3618 of the Revised Statutes, have to } 
Hon. THomas 8, MARTIN, ae and covered into the Treasury as miscellaneo: 8 receipts r 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, be withdrawn except in consequence of a snhsequent’ ap 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. made by law; hence the total of these receipts will be lo«t 
My Dear Senator: I am inclosing for your information and con- | appropriations for the canal for the future. It is also unde 
sideration a copy of a letter I am addressing to the chairman of the | the estimates for the fiscal year 1914 were based on the 
Iilouse Committee on Appropriations relative to certain legislation in | that all moneys received by the Isthmian Canal Commission 
connection with appropriations for the Panama Cana! for the fiscal | services rendered or material and supplies furnished would 
year 1914 which it is desired shall be inserted in the sundry civil | able during that fiscal year, through being credited to the 
appropriation bill, which it Is presumed will be passed at the forth- | tions from which payments for the services, etc., were ori 
coming session of Congress and therefore, uniess this is authorized, these estimates  \ 
This letter is self-explanatory, and I hope that the recommendations | sufficient for the work contemplated. In this connection 
contained therein will receive the approval of your committee and the | that purchases are now made by the Canal Commission far ¢ 
Senate when the bill comes before you for action. Railroad €o., the Cana! Zone government, and for hotel ana 
Very truly, yours, supplies and services, additional efficiency end economy re< 
LINDLEY M. GABRISON, this consolidation Under the appropriation act for the < 
See tary of War. year, and under the proposed section 3, the collections on 
the sales to these departments return to the canal anpron 
APRIL 2, 1913. however, the proposed section 3 is not passed, these | 
J. FItzGeRALD, after June 30, 1913, under the general laws as construed } 
n Committee on Appropriations, troller, be turned into the Treasury as miscellaneous recej 
¢ of Representatives, Washington, D. C. would necessitate either a radical change In the met) 
Mr. FirzGeratp: I beg to invite your attention to the fol- | chasing, with an increased expense, or an additional appror 
n, which was reported by your committee in the sundry | $1,000,000 or more to reimburse the commissien for ths 
riation bill at the last session of Congress } turned into the Treasury. Moreover, if additional appropri 
3. That during the fiscal year 1914 all moneys received by the | necessitated In order to cover the amount taken tnto the 1 
mian Canal Commission or the governor of the Panama Canal, from | miscellaneous receipts, In the absence of the desired levis! 
any services rendered or materials and supplies furnished employees, the | total appropriatiens for the canal will not give a fair ficure 
Panama Railroad Co., the Canal Zone Government, the Panama Govern- | cost of the canal 
ment, and « ther departm< nts of the United States Government, from hotel | The last p: rraph of the above-quoted section 3. anth« 
and hospital supplies and services, from rentals, whart ige, ete., from labor, | sgle during the fiscal year 1914 of canal material whic! 
mi ati rials, and supplies and other services furnished ve ls, and to those | needed or which is no longer serviceable, In such manner 
unable to obtain similar labor, materials, sup; s, and services else- | gent may direct, is merely repeating the legislation which 
whi re, shall be eredited to the appropriation from which payments for | effect for the fiscal vear 1915, and henee it is not beliey 
the materials, supplies, labor, or other services were originally made, | gnonid be construed as new leetsiatton. 
except that moneys receivec rom he sale of materis d equi ent : . ; i oe 
’ and used for ived from ¢ Saaee - coal ey? po ee ee in oer = of ee fe oa ae Z a restly hoped that } ae 
enditures incurred in constructing waterworks, sewers, and | W!! do all that is practicable 0 secure the enactment of t 
n the cities of Paname and Colon, incieding interest oe euch | te abe » ind ated in the next sundry civil appropriation 
excluding payments on account of the expenses for main Very truly, yours, 
such waterworks, sewers, and pavements incurred under 
vith the Panama Government, and otherwise here in disposed 
be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts; and 
that fter the canal is opened for use and operation the net Empire, Ma 
ace rning from the operations herein authorized shall annually be | Col, Georcr W. GorrTHa.s. 
into the Treasury of the United States, as provided for the | Chairman and Chief Engineer, Culebra, Canal Zone. 
ruing from the business authorized in section 6 of the Panama Sin: I 


? 


“ll 


LINDLEY M. G 
Secretary 


return herewith the papers relative to legislation 
| collections stricken from the sundry civil bill on points « 

was ferwarded to this office with your memorandum of M 
the request to note and return with statement showing n:« 


ct 
until the close of the fiscal year 1914, when any material, 
and equipment heretofore or hereafter pure ised or acquired 
» construction of the Panama Canal is no longer needed, or is no | : : > , 
serviceable, it may be sold in such manner as the President may | (20t covered by previous acts and Panama Canal act) s 
direct, and without advertising im such classes of cases as may be | templated 
authorized by him.” G In order to enable a ready comparison between the existing 
{s you are aware, the above-quoted section was stricken out on the | Preposed legislation | have arranged in one column below 
floors ‘of both the House and the Senate on points of order, but as the | the act of March 4, 1907, section 3 of the act approved 
bill falled to become a law on account of its being vetoed by the Presi- 1912, and the part of section 6 of the Panama Canal act apr 


} 
dent, it is presumed that your committee will again report a similar bill 


in a column parallel thereto the proposed legislation as « 
early in the next session of Congress, and in this connection it is hoped the sundry civil bill as reported to both the House and the 
that your committee will see fit to reinsert the section above referred to 
¢ 
t 


the committees in charge 

sor - haereser vps abreemnnegs yelp . ec ACT OF AUGUST 24, 1912. SUNDRY CIVIL BILI 
Fe i eetnase, a of the Isthmien ; anal : — —— ms letter Sec. 3. All funds realized dur- Sec. 3. That during 
ad sed to Maj. Boggs, chief of the Washington office of the commis- > a ao re . a 9 ' it 
sion ubmits a statement prepared by the examiner of accoun ts dated ing the fiscal rs 191 ; by the year if 14 all aoe ee 
M ueh 17 1912 . copy of which is inclosed herewith Th i tatement Isthmian Canal Commission fromthe Isthmian Canal ( 
shows im parallel estu ae cel aati a nae (4 temo | the performance of services by the the governor of the Pan 
show parallel columns the acts of August 24, 1912 (sandry civil ah rentals > services rend: 
act), March 4, 1907, and the Panama Canal Act of August 24, 1912. | Commission, of from rentals, or from any services rel 
This statement shows ‘very clearly the necessity for the ceemeal lecis. | from the sale of materials and sup-_ terials and supplies f ut 
intion which (ol. Goethsia states that the bellewen oii ula or he pal plies under the custody or control pleyees, the Panama Ra 
amnesia Ww : ' al : ‘ Sn ‘ of the commission, are appropri- the Canal Zone Govern 
strued as new legislation, in view of prior legislation on this subject. | ateq for expenditure under any of Panama Government, and 
in this connection the following self-explanatory extracts are quoted, | the foregoing classified appropria- partments of the United 
for your information, from Col. Goethals’s letter : tions for the department of con- Government, from hote! 

: “ Section 8 of the act of March 4, 1907, was introduced in the sundry struction and engineering. pital supplies and servi 
civil bill by the Committee on Appropriations, and I assume did not a M W 1907 rentals, wharfage, etc. ;: fr« 
come under the jurisdiction of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce SEE GP ASE 6, 1008. materials, and supplies 
Committee, since it was enacted into law without opposition. You Sec. 8. All amounts due from copyices furnished vessels 
will note that this section tmposes certain restrictions on collections, | employees, whether to the com- those unable to obtain 
and section 3 of the act of August 24, 1912 (sundry civil), makes | Mission, * * * for transporta~ jonor material. supplies, 
the legislation more general than the previous act. The Panama Canal | tiom, board, supplies, or for any joes elsewhere, shall be cr 
Act of August 24, 1912, practically establishes a capital fund and re- | other service, are hereby author- th. appropriation from w! 
quires all profits to be turned Into the Treasury of the United States. ized to be deducted from the com- jonts for the materials, 

“When the estimates were submitted in November to the Committee pensation othe rwise payable to the labor, or other services wi 
on Appropriations it was understood that some time during the fiscal | Said employees to be inally made; except that ' 
year r which the appropriations were asked the canal would be in an | credited to the appropriation out received from the sale of |! 
operating condition, and it is still anticipated that ships will operate of which the transportation, board, and equipment purchased a 
through the Canal during the fiseal year referred to; that supplies will | Supplies, or other services Were for construction purposes. 
be sold to ships; collections will be made; and the terms of the Panama | °riginally paid. a reimbursement for the 
Canal Act will become operative. We have to reckon with accounting PANAMA CANAL ACT. tures incurred im cons 
officers of the Treasury, and, In order that there may be no mistake, the Sec.6.* * * The Presidentis waterworks, sewers, and pa 
act of 1907 and the two acts of 1912, relating to the subject of eollec- | also authorized to establish, main- in the cities of Panan 
tions, were consolidated and amplified in such a way as to leave no| tain, and operate, through the Colon, including interest 
doubt in the minds of the accounting officers as to the disposition that | Panama Railroad Co. or other- expenditures, excluding p* 
is to be made of collections from the various sourees. Instead of ap-| wise, dry docks, repair shops, on account of the expen 
plying certain collections to construction and engineering, they are to be yards, docks, wharves, warehouses, maintenance of such watery 
applied to the departments which bear the expense. Proceeds of sales | storehouses, and other necessary sewers, and pavements [n 
to vessels and others usjng the canal are to be turned in partly to the | facilities and appurtenances for under agreement with the | 
capital fund authorized by the Panama Canal Act and the profits as | the purpose of providing coal and Government, and otherwise 
miscellaneous receipts to the Treasury Department. There was no in- | other materials, labor, repairs, and disposed of. shall be cove! 
tent to introduce any new legislation, but an effort was made to so com- | supplies for vessels of the Govern- the Treasury as mis ellane< 
bine existing legislation, setting ft forth in such terms so that, ad- | ment of the United States and, in- ceints; and except that a! 
ministratively, no difficulties would be encountered with the accounting | cidentally, for supplying such at canal is opened fer use and ‘ 
officers of the Treasury.” sencenahle prices to passing ves- tion the net profits accruing 














ya rdance with appropr'‘a the operations herein authorized 
reby authorized to be made shall annually be covered into the 
to time by Congress as ‘Treasury of the United States, as 
on + of the maintenance and op provided for the profits accruing 
Siti ¢ the sald canal. Moneys frem the business authorized in 
. from the conduct of s iid section 6 of the Panama Canal act. 
- may be expended and re- 
invocted for such purposes without 
neing covered into the Treasury of 
“rnited States; and such 
> ' ire hereby appropriated 
4 - such purposes, . ° $ and 
‘ t profits accruing from such 
} s shall annually be covered 
freasury of the United 
< . . * 
s* * * That until the That until the close of the fiscal 
3 of the fiscal year 19153, when year 1914, when any material, sup 
material. supplies, and equip- plies, and equipment heretofore or 
‘ent beretofore or hereafter pur- hereafter purchased or acquired for 
chased or acquired for the con- the construction of the Panama 
etruction of the Isthmian Canal Canal is no longer needed, or is no 
is longer needed, or is no longer longer serviceable, it may be sold 
S ble, it may be sold in such in such manner as the President 
n r as the President may di- may direct. and without advertis- 
r nd without advertising in ing in such classes of cases as may 
classes of cases aS may be be authorized by him. 
rized by him. * * * 
Collections from employees for supplies and services are now credited 
t ypropriations, as provided in section 8 of the act of March 4, 
1907. The one word “employees “ in section 3 of the proposed legisia- 
vers the same subject matter, and the only change made by 
section 3 Is the disposition of profits on supplies and services furnished 
employees as miscellaneous receipts. Al! collections received by the 
commission, except from employees and except from other departments 
of the United States Government, are, under section 3 of the act of 
August 24, 1912, deposited, first, as miscellaneous receipts, and then 
credited by appropriation warrant to appropriations for the department 
} ion and engineering. Under this provision all but a very 
yf all collections could be credited in exact accord with the 
| section 3—that is, to the appropriation from which payment 
f he material or service was originally made. 
The items the disposition of which is changed are the collections 
from hospital services and supplies received from others than employees 
collections from the Panama Government. In the one case 
department of sanitation’s appropriations are affected and in the 
the appropriations for the department of civil administration. 
re is this difference at the present time: The department of con- 
tion and engineering gets the benefit of any profits over and 
: the actual cost of material or services furnished, whereas under 
t! roposed section 3 the departments of civil administration and 


litation appropriations would be credited with the actual disburse- 
only from their appropriations, while the net profits would be 
covered in as miscellaneous receipts. 


In the case of collections from the Panama Government also the 
payments now made on account of the construction of waterworks, 
sewers, and pavements in the cities of Panama and Colon are credited 


to appropriations fer the department of construction and engineering, 
although the cost ef this work was estimated for within the total cost 
of the canal, and any credits on this account afford the commission 
that much additiona] money with which to carry on the work. Section 
3 proposes that these collections from the Vanama Government shall 

vered into the Treasury, where they belong. The collections from 
the Government of Panama on account of maintaining the water- 





s and pavements are, however, credited to the appropria- 

in order to conform to the provisions contained in Items 7, 8, and 

9 of t ippropriations for the construction of the canal, authorizing 

the use of these collections for performing the work which is required 
to be done by treaty obligations. 

The items included in section 6 of the Panama Canal act are as 


1. Receipts from wireless operations, and from 
Operations of dry docks, repair shops, yards, docks, wharves, ware- 
houses, and other necessary facilities and appurtenances for providing 
coal and other materials, labor, repairs, and supplies to (a) vessels of 
the United States and (b) passenger vessels. 
hese receipts, with the exception of the net profits which are to be 
dey sited in the Treasury annually, are to be credited to the appro- 
priations, 

The items not incladed in section 6 of the Panama Canal act and not 
covered by permanent legislation and which are by the provisions of the 
proposed > to fellow the same course as the collections under 


section 3 
the Panama Canal act are collections from or on account of— 

1. Employees. 

-. Hotel and hospital supplies and services. 

3. Labor, material, supplies, and services furnished those unable to 
obtain same elsewhere. 

4. United States Government departments other than vessels. 
6 rhe collections which are not included within the provisions of section 
) and are not disposed of in accordance with the provisions of the 
regular fiscal year authority—that contained in section 3 of the act of 


A cust 24, 1912, but which are rightfully disposed of in accordance with 
general provisions of law, are: 

as Reimbursement by the Republic of Panama of the cost of construct- | 
ing 


penditures, 


ae teceipts from material and equipment purchased and used for con- 
‘clon purposes ; that is, from unserviceable equipment and material 
and equipment no longer needed. 
ane I give a table showing all the collections that would be in any 
het affected by the provisions of section 3 of the proposed legislation, 
caee ed in accordance with the three provisions at present in force. 
section > act of March 4, 1907: section 3, act of August 24, 1912; and 
ton 2 i, Panama Canal act. Opposite each item is shown the disposi 
4 . ee would be made of the collections: (1) By the act of March 
section "4 ‘or by general laws as construed by the comptroller; (3) by 
= of the act of August 24, 1912; (4) by section 6 of the 
“nama Canal act; amd (5) by section 3 of the proposed legislation, 









CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| 
| 
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| 
| 
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(a) Those included in sec 


waterworks, sewers, and pavements, including interest on such ex- | 








and whether credited to a] 
these various provisions: 


propriations or n laneous 
Table showing moneys received by the. ce nis 
services, ete 


Sources of revenues covered Act | General 
by sec. 3 prot legisla- of laws as ited as See 
tion, classified under the | Mar | construed | miscel- p 

plicable. 4, | by comp- ne ( 


] \ 10s U})} ’ 
, 1900. | troller. 


ysed 8 « 5 


mama 


anal act. 


M.R.| tion. | App.|M.R.} Ay 


1. Collections wnder sec. 8, act | 
of Mar. 4, 1907. 

From employoes...........-- 

Profits from above 


2. Collections under sec. 4, act 
of Aug. 24,1912, made during | 
fiscal year 1915. 


6, 
Panama Canal act 
Wireless operations 
specifi n 
in sec. 3, proposed legis- 
SE ee lia 


Operations of dry docks, | ner ohm ; | | 
: 

j | | 

pro- | 


not 
med 


repair shops, yards, 
docks, wharves, w 
houses, and other neces- 
facilities and 
purtenances, for 
viding coal and other | 
materials, labor, repairs, | 
sup s, ete., to: } 
Vessels of United 
States.... art 
Passing 
Net profits 
(b) Collections 
those inch 


1re- 








eary 


ap- 








els... 
other 
ded in sex | 
Panama (anal act: 

Panama R. R. Co.... 
Canal Zone government. | 
Panama Government, ex- 
| 





than 
Lion 


cept for expenditures on 
waterworks, sewers, 
and pavements in Pan- 
ama and Colon. 
Reimbursement of 


cost 

of constructing water 

works, sewers,and 
i 


pavements, im luuing 


waterworks, sewers, | | 
and pavements........ | 
United States Govern- | 
ment departments, | 
other than vessels......)......} 
Hotel and hospital sup- | 
plies and services. ....../ 
Labor, material, supplies, | 
and services furnished | | 
those unable to obtain | | | } 
same elsewhere Races | 
Material and equipment | j | | 
purchased and used for | 
ma 


Part.|.... Ps 








construction purposes 
(i. e., unserviceable 
equipment 
rial] and oe 
longer needec 
Profits on above 
Rentals, wharfage, e i 
Mainly covered by Pan- | 
ama Canal act. ... 


and 





ueM 








In some 
part another 
collections along 
to credit to 


cases will 
The intent 
the lines 
miscellaneous receipts 
which should not be ted t 


one way 


to dis} ill 


you see 


of 


of 


that a part is credited 
the entire provisi: 
section 6 of the sanama Ca t 1 
all profits and all 
) appropriations for the cana 

Three items of collections the disposition of which must ; 
along the lines of the proposed legislation—or radical « ng @ 
made in methods of purchasing, at an increased cost i 
propriations of a millon dollars or more must be 
1914—-are the collections from the Panama Rail: 
Zone government, and the couections from hotel an 
and services 

The relations of the Panama Railroad Co. and the C 
ernment with the Isthmian Canai Commission are ] i 
mate, and there is such necessity for the rendition of services for these 


hn is 


ther 
oO 


road tlre ear 


a ¢ t i il 
d ho 


ne« 
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two interests by the commission, that there is no reason why the collec- 
tions from them should not be treated in a manner similar to the treat 
ment of « ections from other departments of the United States Gov- 
ernment hey are agencics of the Government to the same extent as 
the Distri of Columbia, the Philippine Islands, and Porto Rico 
acencl from which collections are made and disposed of 
in section While a short paragraph could be drafted 
cover th absolute ly es 
important 


which would 


leave items open to construction and involve 
in connection with accounting for the funds, 
As will be seen from the comparison on 
second paragraph of the proposed section 3 
paragraph of section 3 of the act of August 24, 1912. One 
fiscal year 1914 and the other the fiscal year 1913, and provides for 
the sale of material, supplies, and equipment heretofore or hereafter 
purchased or 
is no longer 
Ihe p 


many difficulties 


page 2 of this letter, 
follows exactly the second 


needed or is no longer serviceable. 
etfully, H. A. A. SMITH, 
Examiner of Accounts. 
Wark DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 22, 1913. 
MARTIN, 
Committee on 
United Washington, D. C. 
Referring to previous correspondence relative to 
certain legislation in connection with appropriations for the 
Canal for the fiscal year 1914, which it was formerly desired should 
be inserted in the sundry civil appropriation bill, and particularly to 
my letter to you of the 15th instant, I beg to advise you 
April 18 I received 
incorporating section 3 


THion 


THoMas §S 
Chairman Appropriations, 
States Senate, 


DEAR MR. MARTIN: 


of the old sundry civil bill in the forthcoming 


deficiency bill, it would not be well to substitute the word “ hereafter” | 


in lieu of saying “ during the fiscal 
legislation permanent. 

A cable containing the substance of that letter was immediately sent 
to Col. Goethals, and a reply was received from him yesterday sug- 
gesting that instead of the use of the word “hereafter” it would 
be preferable to use the words “after June 30, 1913,” in order that 
the new method of accounting would begin July 1 next, instead of 
the date of the act. Col. Goethals pointed out that this also would 
make the legislation permanent. 

I addressed a letter to Mr. ADAMSON on this subject yesterday, a 
copy of which is inclosed herewith, but the letter could not have been 
received until to-day. In the meantime I find that the bill (H. R. 
2073) “making appropriations for certain expenses incident to 
first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and for other purposes,” con- 
taining in section 2 thereof the legislation relative to the Panama 
Canal which has been the subject of this correspondence, passed the 


year 1914,” so as to make the 


Ilouse yesterday, April 21, and therefore there was no opportunity to | 


make the suggested change on the floor of the House. 


In view ot the foregoing it would be appreciated if your committee | 


would change the language of section 
the first few words would read: 
“Sec, 2. That after June 30, 1913, 
mian Canal Commission,” ete. 
Very truly, yours, 


2 of the bill referred to so that 


LINDLEY M. GARRISON, 
Secretary of War. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 21, 1913. 
Hon. W. C. ADAMSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Drar Mr. ADAMSON: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 17th instant, in reference to incorporating section 3 
of the old sundry civil bill in the forthcoming deficiency bill, and in- 
quiring whether it would not be well to substitute the word “ hereafter” 
in lieu of saying “during the fiscal year 1914.” 

A cable containing the substance of your letter was sent to Col. 
Goethals, and a reply has been received from him suggesting that in- 
stead of the use of the word “hereafter” it would be preferable to use 
the words “after June 30, 1913,” in order that the new method of 
accounting would begin July 1 next instead of the date of the act. 
Col. Goethals states that this also will make the legislation permanent. 

In view of the foregoing, it is requested that steps be taken to change the 
language of the section referred to so that the first few words will read: 

“That after June 30, 1913, all moneys received by the Isthmian Canal 
Commission,” ete. 

Thanking you for taking the initiative in bringing up this suggestion, 
TI am 

Very truly, yours, LINDLEY M. GARRISON, 
Secretary of War. 


ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 
Washington Office, April 28, 1913. 

Memorandum for use in connection with statement showing disposition 

of collections by the Isthmian Canal Commission under the operation 

of section 2 of pending bill (H. R. 2973), and also disposition in 

event this legislation fails. 

The principal reasons for the passage of the desired legislation are as 
follows: 

1. An increase in the appropriations for the fiscal year 1914 of ap- 
yroximately $3,000,000 will be necessary to cover moneys which will 
1ave to be turned into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts if the 
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are | 
as proposed | 


sential items, any paragraph of that kind would | by most people that the cost of the canal will equal th 


the 


| connection with the purchase of supplies, which has been 
covers the | 


acquired for the construction of the Panama Canal which | 


| laws is 
Panama | 


the | 


all moneys received by the Isth- | 


Ap 


legislation asked for fails of passage, as the estimates fo 
year 1914 were based on the assumption that sto 
the commission from any services rendered or materia!; 
furnished would be available during that fiscal year { 
credited to the appropriations from which payments for 
etc., were originally made. 7 

2. The apparent cost of the canal will be increased, 


aii 


the 


as it 
appropriations made therefor, and credits will not be consid 

3. The consolidation of the work of certain depart 
Isthmian Canal Commission and the Panama Railroad. par 
for the past two years and which has resulted in increased ecc 
efficiency, may have to be changed and such work 
separate organizations at additional expense. 

4. The contemplated legislation was not intended to introd 
especially new features, but an effort has been made to go 
existing legislation that administratively no difficulties would 


carried 


| countered with the accounting officers of the Treasury, the 


change, however, being that collections due to sales or servie: 


| sanitary department will revert to the appropriations for that 


ment, and similarly with respect to the department of civi! ; 

tration, instead of all going to the department of constructio; 

gineering, as under former and present laws. A copy of 

attached hereto. 

CONGRESS RELATIVE TO DISPOSITION OF COLLECTION 
ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


ACTS OF 


oe oe It An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the G 


a letter from Mr. ADAMSON inquiring whether, in | 


ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908, and for other pur 
> ” ” * * 

Sec. §. All amounts due from employees, whether to the con 
Panama Railroad Co., or contractor, for transportation, board, « 
or for any other service, are hereby authorized to be deducted f; 
compensation otherwise payable to the said employees, and to be 
the authorized parties or to be credited to the appropriation out 


| the transportation, board, supplies, or other service was origin 


* * * * . . 
Approved, March 4, 1907. 
An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the G 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other | 
7. * = : - 7 
Sec. 3. All funds realized during the fiscal year 1913 by th 
mian Canal Commission from the performance of services by t! 
mission, or from reatais or from the sale of materials and supp! 
der the custody or control of the commission, are approp 
expenditure under any of the foregoing classified appropriation 
department of construction and engineering, and a full and s 
report in detail of all transactions under this section shall be ma 
Congress. 
That until the close of the fiscal year 1913, when any materi 
plies, and equipment heretofore or hereafter purchased or acquirs 
the construction of the Isthmian Canal is no longer needed or 


longer serviceable, it may be sold in such manner as the President ! 


direct, and without advertising in such classes of cases as may 
thorized by him; and the President is authorized, in his discret 
sell and convey to the Republic of Panama the building situated 
city of Pamama known as “the Administration Building,” toget! 
the ground on which the same is located, for a sum of not less 
$80,000, and the proceeds of such sale, if made, shall be covered int 
Treasury of the United States. 

* _* ’ ‘ * 6 
Approved August 24, 1912. 


An act to provide for the opening, maintenance, protection, and opera 


tion of the Panama Canal and the sanitation and government ot 
Canal Zone. 
a tt * tt * 7 
Sec. 6. * * * The President is also authorized, in his di: 
to enter into such operating agreements or leases with any privat 


less company or companies as may best insure freedom from interie! 


ence with the wireless telegraphic installations established by the U1 
States. The President is also authorized to establish, maintain 
operate, through the Panama Railroad Co. or otherwise, dry ¢ 
repair shops, yards, docks, wharves, warehouses, storehouses, and « 


necessary facilities and appurtenances for the purpose of providing « 


and other materials, labor, repairs, and supplies for vessels of tl 
ernment of the United States, and incidentally for supplying su 
reasonable prices to passing vessels, in accordance with approp! 

hereby authorized to be made from time to time by Congress as : 
of the maintenance end operation of the said canal. Moneys re 
from the conduct of said business may be expended and reinvested 
such purposes without being covered into the Treasury of the U1 
States; and such moneys are hereby appropriated for such pu! 
but all deposits of such funds shall be subject to the provisions of 
ing law relating to the deposit of other public funds of the 


States, and any net profits accruing from such business shail annua) 


be covered into the Treasury of the United States, * * * 
of +: + a. > > 


Approved August 24, 1912. 


Statement showing disposition of collections by the Isthmian Canal Commission under the operation of section 2 of pending bill, H. R. 2973, and also disposition in even! th 


lation fails. 





Disposition under forme: 
which indicates that 
gress has heretofore grante 
similar legislation. 


Disposition under section | Disposition if section 2, H. R. 


Nature of collections. 2, H. R. 2973. 2973, fails. 


Amount. 


1, From services rendered or materials and supplies furnished: 


&. Employees. 040.6 snsc..ssoccccecscsvcssccscscccccceccccclesccsccscssccs To basic appropriation .. . . 


To basic appropriation........| Basic appropriation. 
b. The Panama Railroad Co | $2, 292, 000 do 


To miscellaneous receipts......| Appropriation —_coms!ru 
and engineering. 
c. The Canal Zone Government ; Do. 
d. The Panama Government 
e. Other departments, United States Government 
2. From hotel and hospital supplies and services 


Do. 
Basic appropriation. _ 
Part basic appropriatio an 
part construction and engr 
neering. 


To basic appropriation. . 

Part to basic appropriation 
and amount shown to mis- 
cellaneous receipts. 











1913. 





Statement showing disposition of col yns by the Isthmian Canal Comm 
) ; 
Natu f col io Amount. | Dispe 
7 = - - 
« tubs, WRATIRZE, CLC... .. cc ccccccccccccccccce $50,000 | To basi 
| 
por, materials, and supplies, and other services fur- 325, 000 |.....do. 
essels and others urable to obtain same ' 
| 
ale of material and equipment purchased and used for |.............. fo mi 
‘ on purposes. 
eimbursement cost of constrncting waterworks, sew- |............. ' lo. 
i pavements in cities of Panama and Colon, including 
( ee rem 7). | 
neeced for mainienance o: walerw< , Sewers, and £6,000 | To basi 
| 
WO TROEED « ccedcscecccccccccececccccecesocccvecciscceeseceoecs To misc 
PE. cscs nbs edba eres dedbetbeseeeseeatedeorcacnsancees $3, 225, 000 | 
tes k I yp Tiations based l ) 1 ye 1912 
t me 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I wish to express a dissent 


he paragraph from line 9 to line 15, on page 6, providing 

for the sale of Panama Canal supplies no longer needed, because 

I believe that those supplies ought to be used for the construc- 

t of railroads in Alaska, or for necessary work to be done 

on the Mississippi River. The supplies that we have at Panama, 

if sold, will be sold as junk and will bri very little money. 

n use them, if they are properly preserved, in the opera- 
s of the Government, I think, very economically. 

We have now a bill before the Committee on Territories for 
the construction of railroads in Alaska, which the Government 
have to construct in order to get to our coal fields there. 

‘ve that instead of selling these supplies we ought to 
eep them and use them in that work. There might be supplies 
that would be useless for those purposes which could be dis- 
posed of. 

1 will not move to strike out the paragraph, but I simply 

ess these as my views, hoping that the administration will 
not sell supplies that conld be used either on the Mississippi 

River or in Alaska for the purposes suggested. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, may I make a suggestion to the 
tor from Kansas? If the committee reports the bill to 
h he has just referred, it will be quite simple to make pro- 

vision that any material, supplies, and equipment purchased or 
quired for the construction of the Panama Canal and no 
nger needed and serviceable for that purpose may be applied 

new purposes. This language is very general; it does 
not limit it to serviceability for the construction of the Panama 


io 
ix 


We 


ti 


Sy 


WW 
i 
) 


to the 


Canal, and it is very easy to bring in legislation authorizing 
the use in conformity with this law. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I agree to that suggestion. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and p ssed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 
Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn until Thursday 
at 12 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 3 minutes 
p. i.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, May 1, 1913, at 
12 o’clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
utive nominations received by the Senate April 28, 1913. 
COMPTROLLER OF THI 

George E. Downey, of Indiana, to be Comptroller of the 

Treasury, in place of Robert J. Tracewell, resigned. 
Unrtep STaTes MARSHAL. 

Lewis T. Erwin, of Alaska, to be United States marshal for 
the District of Alaska, Division No. 4, vice Henry K. Love, 
Wiose term has expired. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE Pustic HEattruH SERVICE. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Carroll Fox to be surgeon in the Public 

Health Service, to rank as such from December 1, 1912. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE PuBLiC HEALTH SERVICE. 

Francis Albion Carmelia to be assistant surgeon in the Public 

ealth Service, in place of Surg. H. D. Geddings, deceased. 

Lionel Eelan Hooper to be assistant surgeon in the Public 
Health Service. New office. 


‘TREASURY. 
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ler th s m ° of pending H. R. 29 1ed 
Dispos‘tion under former acts, 
tion u r ion Disp f section 2, H. R. | which indi that Con- 
H. R. 297 | ' t ed 
i 
ppropriation.. To mi ) r 1 Ay n | 
| til y <l en j 
| to basie appropr and 
part » mi re 
ceipts. 
inaseanaeaeien | P ) ) yr Part ba nd 
re part co } 5 " 
[2 can 
‘ receipts..; To la = Appropriation a 
} eT 
' 
Hee eee ee eee eee eee eee uv. 
ppropt n. 1 Do. 
ellaneous receiy Par to | t on | Do 
na | Liscei } LS TO 
celp 
| j 
} 
14 V | have to be estimated WV | 
Luther Walker Jenkins to be assistant surgeon in the Publie 
Health Service, in place of Surg. S. D. Brooks, promoted 
Liston Paine to be assistant surgeon in the Public Health 


Service, in place of Asst. 


Moses Vi 


Surg. R. H 


Lyon, resigned 


tor Safford to be assistant surgeon in the Publie 
Hlealth Service. New 

Ernest Winfield Scott to be stant surgeon in the Public 
Health Service. New ©. 

Itt ivi or Pusntic Moneys. 

John T. Hamilton, of Stacy, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Miles City, Mont., vice Joseph C. Auld, term expired. 
This nomination is in lieu of that sent to Senate Mar li, 
and confirmed sai day, in which Mr. Hamilton's first name 
was stated as James, according to erroneous recon endation. 

POSTMASTERS. 
NEW JERSEY. 

James P. McNair to be postmaster at Pat a oe 
lace of George W. Pollitt. 1 unbent’s commission red 
May 0, 1012. 

rl 
a> i 3 Is to | ter at Weatherford, Tex n 
place of Robs Bb. M en, cde ised. 
CONFIRMATIONS 
Ba five noi i } ry Ll by the nal { 1 ; 
ASSISTANT S! y oF WAR 
H. S. Breckenridge to be Assistant Secretary Wat 
AUDITOR FOR DEPART NT OF THE INT! ) 
R. W. Woolley to be Auditor for tl L) t of the 
Interior 
Ree R G An LAND OFF 
L. Q. C. Lamuar to be re ler of the General Land Office. 
GEN tr APPRAIS or M i 
da B. S | i LO b ie ‘ I f I e 
APPRAISER OF Mi i 

W. W. Roper to be appraiser of handise at FP! del 
phia, Pa. 

COLLECTOR OF IN AL Revi 

H. H. Manson to be colle or of internal rey l for i ‘ 
ond district of Wisconsin. 

Receiver or Purtic MONEYs. 
S. B. Berry to be receiver of public moneys at Montrose, ( 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFF! 
FF. O. Williams to be register of | l tT 
I’. Delgado to be register of | | office : 
UNITED STATES ATTO 
Clarence L. Reames to be United States attorn thie 3 
trict of Oregon. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY 
rO BE CHAPLAIN. 
W. R. Arnold to be chaplain, with rank of first lieutenant, 1 
] 


the Army. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

H. Arnold to be first lieutenant. 
MEDICAL CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. Charles M. Gandy to be colonel. 

Maj. Frederick R. Reynolds to be lieutenant colonel. 

Capt. James M. Phalen to be major. 


Second Li ut. H. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
TO BE REAR 
Capt. George S. Willits. 
Capt. Walter F. Worthington. 
Capt. William N. Little. 


POSTMASTERS. 


ADMIRALS., 


ALABAMA. 
S. J. 


R. D. 


Griffin, Cullman. 

Williams, Opelika. 
ARKANSAS, 

J. E. Pringle, 

John D. 

Mrs. L. 


Hoxie. 

Wilbourne, Pine Bluff. 

H. Hall, Pocahontas. 
FLORIDA, 

Fernandina. 

Fort Pierce. 


KE. J. Roux, 
A. B. Brown, 
GEORGIA, 
Cherry, Donaldsonville. 
Cornett, Lawrenceville. 


INDIANA, 


S. D. 
M. 8S. 


W. S. Pugh, Greenfield. 

W. IKostbade, Hobart. 

J. Davidson, Lyons. 

W. E. Aydelotte, Sullivan. 

LOUISIANA, 

W. G. Chapman, Lake Arthur. 

C. De Blieux, Natchitoches. 

H. H. Schindler, Sulphur. : 

MASSACHUSETTS, 

George T. McLaughlin, Sandwich. 
MICHIGAN, 

Maxwell, Carleton. 

Carr, Dundee. 


E. C. 
I. B. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
C. W. 
n=. 


Carr, Newton. 
Butler, McComb. 
MISSOURL 
R. H. Moran, Clarksville. 
M. W. Spurling, Higbee. 
W. G. Pike, Martinsburg. 
MONTANA, 
W. Crofft, Chouteau. 
NEBRASKA. 
I’. Cox, Sutherland. 
NEW JERSEY. 
KE. T. Lanterman, East Orange. 
James P. McNair, Paterson. 
OHTo. 
Albert Schnell, Morrow. 
OREGON. 
J. A. MeMorris, Condon. 
A. Longwell, Echo. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Cc. S. Lichleiter, Elk Lick. 
TEXAS. 
B. M. Burgher, Dallas. 
D. A. Paulus, Hallettsville. 
R. H. Newton. Midlothian. 
I. J. Wright, Mission. 
J. W. Shaw, San Diego, 
T, Durham, Wellington. 
. H. Hood, Wortham. 
VIRGINIA. 
P. W. Pugh, Broaglway. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Eeccutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 28, 1913. 
POSTMASTER. 
TEXAS, 
Norman H. Martin to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the 
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APRIL 28, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, A pril 28, 1913. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered 1) 
lowing prayer: ° 

We come to Thee, O God our Father, with glad and th» 
hearts that we are involved in a plan which ean not fai) ,; 
ultimate purpose because of Thine infinite wisdom, power 
goodness. Yet history, observation, and experience te; 
phatically that we may retard its progress as individus| 
Nation, as a race, by opposing the will of its projector. ‘7, 
us, O God our Father, how to work together with Thee fo) 
end which all true men long for, hope for, pray for, that ‘| 
will may be done in earth as it is done in heaven. Thy, 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, April 26. 
was read and approved. 


«W490 
} 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR EVENING SESSION, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. € 
preside at the session this evening. 


i 


THE TARIFF, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hi 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the s 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. BR. 3221 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further « 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3821) to reduce tariff dutie 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other pu: 
with Mr. Garretr of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee « 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further « 
eration of the bili H. R. 3321, of which the Clerk wil! 
the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide 
for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the ge 
from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson]. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the cor 
it is not my purpose this morning to talk about the tar 
to briefly discuss the alien ownership of land in this co 

I maintain as a principle of good Government that 
resident alien should not be permitted to own a foot of 
America. The situation in California is a very crit 
and I trust that I may not say anything that will in th 
tend to prevent a friendly settlement or embarrass our > 
Department in its effort to retain the friendship of Jap: 
before I would surrender the right to control a foot of A 
soil to Japan or any other nation on earth or to permit ai 
nation to dictate the land laws to one of these sovereigu > 
I would fight. I hope that this administration will take 
stand on this question and settle it for all time, by tel 
whole world that we will not tolerate any interference \ 
domestic concerns. 

I am not at all in sympathy with the view taken by : 
the courts that the treaty-making power is absolute and | 
ited. If this is the correct view, then the President 
United States Senate can by the exercise of the treaty 
power amend, alter, or repeal any of our State laws, and the 
will of the President and the United States Senate is su 
and not the will of the people of the States, as expres 
their statutes and constitutions. 

I maintain that it is the sacred duty of the Presiden! 
United States Senate not only not to make a treaty that 
infringe upon the constitution and law of the State, b 
their highest duty to sustain the States in their rights « 
prevent this very unwarranted interference on the part ot « 
nations with the State constitutions and with the Sixte 
This is one of the principal reasons for the very exist 
our Federal Government. If now our Federal Gove! 
shall in spite of the will of the people of these States 
them to submit to the dictates of foreign powers, the | 
regard which our people now have for the Federal Gove! 
will cease and in its place will be kindled a spirit of b 

It is just as much the duty of the Federal Governiicn| 
protect these State governments as it is the duty of the ! 
eral Government to protect itself. The destruction of the »! 
by the treaty-making power means the destruction of the ¢ 
Federal system, and we substitute a national central con 
for a local State control. The coercion of the people of ¢ 


State of Texas. fornia in this right is a precedent for any coercion, however 





1915. 


- = a ponemeanss 


\ erful Government. It will be a miserable piece of cringing 
rdice for us to yield now, and I am with the good people 
alifornia in their fight, and I am willing to vote the last 
r in the Treasury for the defense of her right to control 

red soil. 
is involved in this controversy? Is it not the right 
he people of the State to protect themselves and their 

s in the control of their soil? The land of a nation is 
. foundation upon which all her hopes and prosperity must 
Shall a Japanese subject demand the rights of a citizen 
he State of California? Shall he enjoy all of the benefits of 
r civilization and not be compelled to defend it? Shall he 
‘ow the use of all of our highways and other Government 
tutions and be permitted to drain the soil of all of its 
s, thus causing the burden to be in that proportion 
upon the citizen who will live and die in California 
ye an estate which he has drawn from California lands 
xed to maintain our high state of civilization? 


hot 
Litt 


Does 


, complain because her people want to leave her shores | 


swear allegiance to our Government and to take up arms, | of Representatives, with the Senate, and with the President all 


| giving solemn consideration to 
| of the right to make her own land laws 


essary, to defend California against Japan? No; she 
us because her people can not come and remain with 
d draw from our soil its riches and send them to Japan 
stain her people and her Government across the sea, sub- 
| the while to His Majesty the Emperor of Japan and 
ted by him, and who can in the event of war assemble all 
his loyal subjects already in this country, and with their 
substance which they have drawn from our soil wage war 
us. I say if we must have war or submit to this in 
‘ity, then I am for war. What would Washington 
such conditions—war or submission? What would 
Jackson say—war or submission? What would 
s<ay—war or submission? 
Chairman, I accord to Japan all the equal rights with 
es. I would as quickly resent a demand from our Goy 
it upon Japan to permit an American citizen to own land 
apan contrary to the laws of Japan as I do now resent 
u's effort to compel us to submit to her demands. 
» question as stated by Gov. Johnson is just this: If the 
sed anti-alien land laws give offense to the Government at 
the California executive absolves the State from al! 
e on the ground that Federal statutes have already drawn 
which the State now seeks to establish. The proposed 
w only bars from ownership of land an alien who can not or 
not become a citizen of the State, and if Japan is affected, 
that is due to the fact that a Japanese can not become 
\turalized. How, then, can the United States Government 
plain? She and not California is to blame. If Japanese 
denied citizenship because the United States will not permit 
t to become citizens—and the proposed legislation simply 
provides that no alien who can not become a citizen can own 
lund—there is no discrimination because of the California law 
because of the law of the United States, for if the United 
Stites shall remove this restriction, then the proposed law of 
lifornia will not prevent a Japanese owning land. I think it 
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(‘ss 
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C; 
their descendants. 

rhe power to make treaties is conferred upon the President 
of the United States, provided two-thirds of the Senators pres- 
ent coneur therein. The Constitution also provides that all 
treaties made, or which shall be made under the authority of 
the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land, and 
the judges in every State shail be bound thereby, anything in 
the constitution or laws of the States to the contrary notwith- 
standing. But every treaty, as provided in the Constitution, 
shall be made in pursuance of the Constitution of the United 
States. In other words, the right to make a treaty must be in 

ordance with the Constitution itself. The purpose of this 


the right to make treaties or to deal with foreign powers as a 
State, 


Right here I may say that at the time the Constitution of the 
Lited States took effect, and when the members of the Con- 
tutional Convention were assembled, many of the States, or 
SO-( alled Colonies, not only had made but were then engaged in 
liking treaties with foreign nations in respect to their own | 


xT 


affairs. Therefore the mere conferring on the Federal Govern- 
a of the right to make treaties was no inhibition upon the 
Stites, unless the Stutes were specifically deprived of that 
of the members of the Constitutional Convention at that time 
Vo 

Dba teds’ 5 . = 7 
Stites and the Federal Government, and the mere conferring 
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when in the future the demand shall be made by a | 
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upon the Federal Government of the right to make a treaty 
without depriving the State of that right would mean that there 
might be all sorts of complications arising in dealing with for- 
eign powers. So that it seems to afterthought 


have been an 


| during the discussion of the treaty-making power, and was not 


| President to make treaties by and with the advi 


included in the original draft of the article providing for the 


and consent 


,ice 


| of two-thirds of the Senate. 


‘duty of every loyal citizen of all of our States to stand for | 
ifornia and her rights in this fight for her own citizens and | 


ause in the Constitution was to take away from the States | 


power in baee verba, because if you will note the discussions | 


‘ Will find that they discussed the concurrent powers of the | 


| the Constitution that 
| the part of the Federal Government or any foreign power, to 


| alien to acquire title to land that 


| Federal Government through the 


| process whatever, secure to their citizens rights of property 
| the States? 





The States, by this clause of the Federal Constitution, have 
delegated all of their treaty-making powers to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. It is my contention that the treaty-making power is 
to be exercised by the Federal Government with foreign pow 
in reference to purely international matters which do not 
our internal domestic concerns. The States did not delegate 
any power to the Federal Government to control the land in the 
State. As soon as a Territory is admitted into the Union as a 
State all of the lands in that State immediately ~nder the 
control of the State government, except the public lard of the 
United States. 

Now mark you this 


ers 


iflect 


pass 


: The Federal Government, with the House 
a bill, can not deprive a 
; and I say it is absurd to 
contend that the President of the United States, with only two- 
thirds of the Senate concurring in making a contract with a 
foreign power, can do what both branches of Congress and the 
President combined can not do under the Constitution. And 
yet the courts have intimated that the treaty-making power is 
unlimited and absolute. This I emphatically deny. As soon 
as the land is entered and disposed of by the Federal Govern- 
ment the Federal Government never acquires any right or con- 
trol over such lands. It was never dreamed by the fathers of 
there would ever be a demand, either on 


State 


control the method, manner, 
State or to dictate her 
and distribution. 

It will be conceded that where the States have permitted an 
then the alien government, 
in order to enforce the rights of its citizen, must deal with the 


and right to acquire land in any 


method, manner, and right of descent 


’resident and the Secretary of 
Even then the President and Secretary of State should 
only assure the alien government that the alier be dealt 
with fairly and honestly and in accordance with the laws of the 
State. If this were not true, then we would be in this absurd 
and anomalous situation that the alien would have rights su 
perior to the rights of the people of the State who were cit 
thereof, because it will not be questioned that every citiz 
the State is absolutely under the control of the law 
State and so is all of the property which he ownsin the St 
the alien would enjoy rights superior to the citizen and 
appeal to the President and the Secretary of State to invo 
treaty and have the Federal courts enforce his 
the treaty irrespective of the laws of that State. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CLINe). 

Mr. SISSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the State can not make any treaty. 
Is there any way in which foreign Governments can, by any 


in 


State. 


hall 
SlLail 


us 


te 


rights un 


Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. SISSON. Absolutely none, except 

Mr. MANN. What is the exception? 

Mr. SISSON. My contention is except that 
shall make land laws which shall permit the 
lands. 

Mr. MANN. That is not a matter that a foreign Government 
ean secure—that is a matter purely for a State to determine? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. We claim that we have a right to make treaties 
with foreign Governments under which we shall secure to 
American citizens property rights in foreign countries? 

Mr. SISSON. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. And we exercise that 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman’ 
that that is a one-sided arrangement. We h 
the Constitution to make a treaty with a fore 
will secure to American citizens property rig 
lands, but conversely can not make a treaty which 
to foreigners in our own country? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; but the gentleman should not 
of this fact, and that is that the Government of 
States has no right, nor has the Government of 


the 


alien 


Stat 


itself 


to acd 


lire 
juire 


right? 


the 


anVv co 





bed 


where 
writt 
authority 
the 
sought 
where 
power. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will pardon me. I know the 
gentleman has given this subject considerable study heretofore, 
and Lam iuterested in his views, although I do not a 
considered as expressing my own views on the subject. But is 
it not a fact that somewhere there must be lodged in every 
Government complete sovereignty, and if we insist that a for- 
eign Government has complete sovereignty to grant certain 
rights in that country there must be lodged somewhere in 
United States complete sovereignty of equal character? 

Mr. SISSON. That is trve in so far 
power has obtained the right and the power from the Govern- 
ment or the people of the country to make the treaties, and it 
is a universal construction of international law that those 
parties making the treaty shall be cognizant of the power of 
the party making the treaty. 
down this rule—and I am glad the gentleman called my atten- 
tion to that. because I want the committee at this time to 
derstand the rather curious difference in the right of the United 
States Government to make treaties, and all other nations in 
the world, at the time that Marshall delivered that opinion. 
There have been some changes in some of the Governments 
since that time, owing to the fact that they, 
constitutions, but that is quite a long story. Chief Justice 
Marshall laid down this rule and said that all of the interna- 
tional lawyers and all the countries contended, and it was ad- 
mitted to be a fact, thot a treaty made between two 
prior to the time that the United States Government entered 
the treaty-making world was considered to be a contract be- 
tween the treaty-making powers of the two Governments, and 
had no operntion infra-territorially unless it was promulgated 
by the proper authority and the proper power in the Govern- 
ment to compel the citizens to observe the treaty. The re- 
sponsibility for the violation of the treaty rested entirely with 
the party that made treaty for the Government; but, said 
Chief Justice Marsheli, in the United States a peculiar thing 
happens. Immediately upon the treaty being ratified by two- 
thirds of the Senate it becomes the supreme law of the land, 
and every citizen, without promulgation of it except the mere 
publishing of our laws, becomes amenable to that treaty and 
can be punished criminally for violation of the treaty if its 
terms so provide. And yet, according to Chief Justice Mar- 
shall, that rule did not apply in any other country of the world 
at that time. 

This is one of the most interesting fields of investigation that 
I have gone into, and there are many more intricacies and diffi- 
culties than I dreamed could arise from the treaty-making 
power. But I will say here now that my opinion is that a 
stream can not rise higher than its source, and that the 
served powers of the State specified in the tenth amendment 
can not be exercised by the entire Congress of the United States 
with the President; and if that be true and the Constitution is 
the supreme law of the land it is utterly impossible for the 
President and the Senate to acquire a right or a power superior 
to the right of the entire Congress, because the entire Congress 
can repeal any treaty. I presume that is admitted by every 
Member of the House. If the contention of some of the State 
courts—not of the Supreme Court of the United States but of some 
of the State courts—is correct and true, the only supreme power 
and the only power in the Federal Government that can be unre- 
strainedly exercised is the treaty-making power. It is against 
that opinion and contention that I am to-day making protest. 
I think it is highly dangerous in a Republic like this for that 
sort of a power to be vested in the President and one branch 
only of the Legislature. I take the position that no patriotic 
court, no Congress, or President who loves an American citizen 
above that of every alien would entertain even for a moment 
the view that the alien could have, threugh the President and 
the United States Senate, rights and privileges under the Fed- 
eral Constitution superior to the rights and privileges of an 
American citizen under that same Constitution. In other words, 
that an alien would have the right to go into a forum and have 
his claims upon a piece of land adjudicated, not under the laws 
of the State, but under a treaty made by the President and 
United States Senate in conjunction with a foreign power. If 
that foreign power could thus dictate the land laws and policies 
of a State in reference to her lands through a treaty with an- 
other notion, then why could not the President and the Senate 
dictate the election laws of any State through the treaty and 


the treaty-making power is limited, either by an un- 
” constitution or by a written constitution, to exceed that 
ond no Government but a despotic government—and 
gentleman will find this to be the universal rule—has ever 
through the treaty-making power to brenk the 


nations 
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laws 
the laws are made in conjunction with the treaty-making | 


| power to overturn every State constitution and to abrog 
sire to be 


| power to do it, and if I am right in my content 
the | 


as the treaty-making | ’ 
follow that the Federal Government has no power of d 


Now, Chief Justice Marshall lays | 


un- | 


too, have adopted | 


re- | 
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compel the State to give the ballot under such tery 
treaty provides? Why could not the President and ¢) 
provide that an alien within a State committing the 
murder should not be subject to the laws of the State 
by the State courts but be tried by a tribunal provided 
treaty? It me that such contentions are ahen 
such contention is sound, then the President, with ty 
of the Senate present ratifying his action, would have j 


seems to 


State law. 
By the way, I will state that in discussing that matt 

not discussing the probability of the United States s; 

the President ever doing such a thing. I am discnssing 


tion the Py 
dent and Senate can exceed their powers, and when ft} 
such treaty is null and void. One of the reserved powers 
States is to control the lands within the State, ang i 


i 


‘ 


A 


that right. 

I therefore conclude that the people of California ha: 
absolute and unquestionable right to pass just such . 
reference to the acquisition, alienation, and devise of 
as in their judgment is proper and best for them, provid 
in the administration of these laws they are applied 
the citizens of California and of the United States alil: 


( ‘ 


| do not infringe upon the fourteenth amendment to the Fy 


Constitution. 

No alien has the right to invoke the protection of the 
of this country, except where he is traveling with the | 
passport or where he is permitted in the Government 


| Some permission granted him by law, and further, where | 


assaulted or imprisoned without provocation on his part. H 
simply safe in his person and property and is entitled to 
tection simply as a human being while he domiciles wi 
His presence here ipso facto does not give him the rig 


| acquire property, to devise property, or to transact bu 
The only way in which he can acquire all the rights of a « 


of the United States is by declaring his intention to b 
a citizen of the United States and renounce all allegiance 

foreign prince or potentate or Government, and more es} 
the prince, potentate, or Government from which he come 

The word “domicile” I use in its technical sense. T! 
that right which a human being has of remaining on G 
earth, and because he happens to be for the time being « 
portion of this earth which has been set apart by a 
people and controlled by them, and those people hi: 
priated that portion of the earth, they have no right 
modern and bumane international laws to lay viol 
upon him or his property. That is an inherent, ina 
right which is respected by all the civilized nations of 
world. It was not true a few generations ago. 

No greater curse could befall the people of California or t! 
people of any State in this Union than to have the lands f 
into alien hands and for such State to be reduced to the 
Inndlord domination which is the curse of Ireland to- 
Give me a country where the land is owned wholly by 
people that are citizens of that country. Every foot of An: 
‘an soil has been purchased with the blood of our fath« 
they have bequeathed it to us, their children, as a sacred lhe! 
and we should preserve every foot of it for our American ¢ 
zens and their posterity to the furtherest generation. |.\ 
plause.} I want the American flag to always float over Ame! 
can soil owned by Americans and not to float as a mockery 
soil owned and controlled by aliens. 

I might say, by way of parentheses, that if we shal! throv 
down the gates of immigration, if we shall by treaty or st 
law permit the yellow race to have equal rights in this © 
ernment with the people of the United States, then in a ! 
years the Government of China and the Governments 0! 
East could duplicate every citizen in America, and it w 
not in any way injure that country or those countries, but 
be a relief to them and would render less troublesome the con- 
gested condition of their population, and our population | 
America would be doubled by aliens. We should preserve | 
soil for America and Americans, and that through our %! 
laws. I am unwilling that we should begin now, upon the « 
mand of the Japanese Government, a friendly Government—i' 
I hope we will always remain friends—to recede from our po!" ; 
of permitting our States to contro] their own domestic concert s. 

I agree with the statement made by Senator 


lo 


’ 


tooT, who has 
gone carefully into this question and who is quoted in the press 
as saying, in substance, that there is nothing in any treaty Bow 
existing between Japan and the United States which will pre- 
vent the State governments passing any land laws in reference to 
the Japanese, or any other people so situated under treaties as 





1913. 





the Japanese people are, as the States may deem proper unless in 
eontlict with the Federal Constitution. We not only do not vio 
ie a treaty, but, he we violate no international 
| no principle of international government. What right has 
Government of Japan to complain when a citizen of any 

r country has ne right to own a single foot of land in the 
jire of Japan, because under the laws of Japan the only 
nis that another citizen has is the right of lease, the right 

se and pay rent for land; but the title to the land will never 


says, 
q 


cs from a Japanese subject to the subject of any alien, and | 
| becomes her now to complain because the good people of | 


LAp- | 


fornia are seeking to do practically the same thing. 
ise. 
The highest evidence of the wisdom of the people of California 
inking this early step—and the step is not taken too early; 
probably they have already waited too long—to prevent the 
lien ownership of her soil is the present attitude of Japan. 
What better evidence do we need that we should take a step 
early, as I shall show you in a moment if I have the time. 


ihe great lawyers of England. 
that 
ownership of land. Theirs is a beautiful but sad history of a 
patriotic struggle for liberty. At every doorstep there was 
stationed a so-called patriot who himself had acquired money 
from the Czarina to buy the land in Poland. Everyone who 


reads Chitty’s Blackstone will recollect in the footnote how | 
beautifully that great lawyer, Mr. Archbold, described the dan- | 


cers to a people who permitted alien ownership of land. 

Vhen vast numbers of aliens from any country own vast 
quantities of our land, that causes such nation to make an effort, 
through the Federal Government, to force the people of such 
State to surrender greater rights and privileges to such alien 
inndowners. Just in proportion as aliens own our land, just in 
that proportion will the alien governments control our lands 
nd the fruits thereof. Because if Japan raises the question 
seriously at this time and threatens us with war, what will she 
the future, when millions of her subjects shall be per- 
mitted to acquire land in this country? When an alien acquires 
personal property he can dispose of it or take it with him; but 
when he owns land and upon this land builds his home, owing 
allegiance all the while to the alien government, he is a constant 
and fixed menace. 

Every student of the law is first taught in book 1 of Black- 
stone’s Commentaries on the Laws of England that if an alien 
could acquire permanent property in lands, he must owe alle- 
giance equally permanent with the property to the King of 
England. In other words, if the alien was willing to defend the 


do in 


Government which was then the Government of the King, he | 
could be admitted to all the rights of any other subject of the | 


King, because upon “office found” his allegiance was true 


and sincere to the monarch from whom he sought to own land. 
If this were not true, the King might find himself surrounded 
at any time by men who were not true to him, but were true to 
some foreign prince or potentate. For this reason the common 
law has always been jealous of foreigners owning land. In 
Chitty’s edition of Blackstone’s Commentaries we find in a foot- 
note that Mr, Chitty himself says that— 


from the Conquest till upward of 200 years afterwards it does not 
appear that strangers were permitted to reside in England, even on 

ount of commerce, beyond a certain time, except by special warrant, 
for they were considered only as sojourners coming to a fair or a 
market, and were obliged to employ their landlords as brokers to buy 
and sell their commodities; and we find that one stranger was often 
rrested for the debt or punished for the misdemeanor of another, as 
i all strangers were to be looked upon as a people with whom the Eng- 
lish were in a state of perpetual war, and therefore might make re- 
prisals on the first that they could lay hands on. 


Every young attorney also, when he studies Chitty’s Black- 
stone, will find in book 1, chapter 10, “ Of the rights of persons,” 
on page 278, that among other reasons which might be given 
for not permitting aliens to own land it is intended to be— 


by way of punishment for the aliens’ presumption in attempting to 
acquire any landed property, for the vendor is not affected by it, he 
having resigned his right and recived an equivalent in exchange. 


But Mr. Archbold, in footnote 8, on the same page of this 
edition of Blackstone’s Commentaries, says: 


A political reason may be given for this which I think stronger than 
any here adduced, If aliens were admitted to purchase and hold lands 
in this country it might at any time be in the power of a foreign State 
to raise a powerful party amongst us, for power is ever the con- 
comitant of property. This may be moce easily illustrated by briefly 
Pog the measuies taken py Russia prior to the dismemberment of 
a. For a considerable time previous to this act—an act which 
om certainly cast an indelible stain upon the powers concerned in it— 
Pos zarina sent several of her subjects with large sums of money into 
~~ and to purchase all of the estates that offered for sale, at the same 
pen ores publicly the greatest attachment to the interests of that 
ce ate ingdom. This had a double effect, for it not only raised in 

at country a powerful party completely devoted to her interest, but it 


law | 


The | 
dangers of alien ownership of the soil are adm:tted by all of | 
I shall show, if I have the time, | 
the cause of the dismemberment of Poland was the alien 


debe) 
030 
at the same time and in the same ratio divested a large proportion of 
| power and influence from the nobles. This proved a solid fo ion 
| for her subsequent acts, for afterwards, when she laid aside the veil 
which covered her designs, the country was so enfeebled by the measures 
she had taken that notwithstanding the glorious and persevering strug 
gles of a Kosciusko it fell an easy prey to her rapacity. 


indat 


The English Government, up until a few years ago, consid 
ered every alien in England as a common enemy, and, as I have 
shown, students of the law will remember that an alien found 
in any portion of England coming from the same country as 
another came who had committed a crime was held responsible 
for the crime of his escaped brother alien, the law holding that 
all aliens were common enemies and that they had no rights. 

So you will find that the principle I am discussing is not a 
| new one but an old one. If the United States Government yieids 
| to the demand on the part of Japan, every other nation, includ 
| ing China, would bave the right to make the same demand, and 
our Nation would be humiliated and disgraced in the eyes of 
all the world. Our first and highest duty is to protect Ame 
ican citizens against this alien domination of our 

God knows there not an American here that would 
mit the horde of Chinese to leave their shores and invade 
country, depriving labor of its wage and the farmers of Am 
of their land, because no farmer in America can 
| with our standard of living and our standard 
competition with a Chinaman, who would live 
American farmer throws away. 

I know that Lincoln, when he made his argument in refer- 
ence to slavery in the United States, appealed to the people of 
| the North, not upon the abstract proposition of liberty and 
| freedom, not upon the abstract rights of colored men, but he 
|} made the appeal which found lodgment in the hearts of the 
| laborers of the North that was like this: “Do you laboring 

people want to work in competition with slaves, when the owner 
| brings them here and them nothing but and 

clothes? Do you bricklayers want to lay brick in competi- 
tion with slaves? Do you farmers in Illinois want to own land 
in competition with slave owners of the South?” And he won 
| the election on that very sensible and rational and high ground. 

I take the same ground with reference to the ownership of 
the soil by our own people, and in this way only can we main- 
tain our high standard of living and our high standard of 
manhood. I would not surrender this standard until we had 
spent the last life and the last drop of blood that could be 
spent in so righteous a cause and impoverished our country 
for a hundred generations. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. I will. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I 
man intended to, but I am afraid that he left the impression 
he does not want to leave. From my knowledge and informa- 
tion I do not think the Japanese are less objectionable to the 
American people than the Chinese. I think the standard of 
ing is similar. 

Mr. SISSON. It was not my intention to draw odious com- 
parisons. My own reason for calling especial attention to the Chi- 
nese is that they have from four to five hundred million people 
and Japan has only forty-odd million people. In other words, 
the danger of Chinese immigration is just in proportion greater 
than that of Japanese immigration owing to the vast dispropor 
tion of the population in the two countries. My contention is 
that a special duty rests upon the Federal Government, and 
that the highest duty and the highest obligation which it owes 
to the States is to protect them in their rights. [Applause.! 

Our first and highest duty is to protect American citizens 
against this alien domination of our soil. I want the United 
States Government to hold up the hands of these States so 
long as they are using every effort and every means to prevent 
the alien ownership of land by strong and drastic laws. This 
is the duty and obligation which the Federal Government owes 
to the States. It is a duty I am willing to perform. I do not 
shrink for one moment from the obligation, nor should any 
Member of Congress decline to fulfill this obligation to the very 
letter. The President of the United States and the entire Sen 
ate ought never attempt to make any treaty with any foreign 
power which would repeal one jot or one tittle of a State cousti 
tution nor one statute law which she bas passed. 

If the State has trespassed upon the rights of the Federal Goy- 
ernment, there is only one power on earth with which any of 
these States have to reckon, and that is the Federal Government 
itself. I maintain that every law, either in the State constitu 
tion or in her statutes, that does not conflict with the Federal 
Constitution, is sacred. No power on earth, not even the Federal 
Government itself, has the right to lay its hand in violence upon 
the State and deny her this sovereign right. Every Govern- 
ment dealing with the Federal Government through the Federal 
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authorities should understand now and for all time to come that 
the Federal Government is one of delegated and not of inherent 
and that all powers not specifically granted to the 
Federal Government in the Federal Constitution are reserved 
to the S and that the President of the United States and 
the Senate of the United States not only do not have the right 
to coerce these States but it is the most sacred obligation which 
they have assumed to preserve inviolate the rights of these 
States, and that every life in America and the last penny of 
ier vast resources are forever pledged to the maintenance of 
these rights under our glorious Federal system—an indissolubile 
union of States, possessing every sovereign power except that 
which is specifically granted in the Constitution to the Federal 
Government—and that all of the people and all of the States 
and all of the property of all of the people and of all of the 
States, as well as their sacred honor, is pledged to the main- 
tenance of this system, and that no power, prince, or potentate, 
and no combination of all of these, shall ever be permitted to 
in nny way interfere with these sacred and blood-bought rights. 

Mr. LEVY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. LEVY. The gentleman stated that Japan allows no own- 
ership of land. I have an article here which states that they 
allow ownership for 999 years. 

Mr. SISSON. The matter that the gentleman speaks of is a 


pow rs, 


rales, 


lease which is granted to a subject upon the very same doctrine | 


that used to prevail in England on the system of “ office 
found,” if the gentleman knows what that is. Now, you may 
acquire through special permission of the Emperor of Japan at 
certain ports, at certain landing places for goods, title for com- 
mercial purposes, and you can acquire land for doing a banking 
business by special permit, but no alien can acquire the fee 
simple title to land in Japan, and if the gentleman from New 
York has investigated the subject he knows it. I do not care 
what the gentleman’s newspaper clipping shows. 

Mr. TOWNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. I will. 

Mr. TOWNER. Is there anywhere in any treaty provision 
between Japan and the United States any statement that either 
party can ecquire and own real estate? 

Mr. SISSON. None at all, so far as I have been able to con- 
sult the treaties. I will be very frank with the gentleman. I 
have looked for all the treaties, but I do not know whether I 
have found every one or not, but I have not been able to find it 
in those that I have found, and if Senator Root is correctly 
quoted in the newspapers, he says identically the same thing. 

Mr. TOWNER. The gentleman is a first-class lawyer, and I 
wont to put in the language of this treaty and 

Mr. SISSON. I will be very glad if he will. 

Mr. TOWNER (continuing). What the then understanding 
WAS, 

And they may there own— 

That is, each party in the land of the other— 

And they may there own or hire and occupy houses, manufactories, 
warehouses, and premises which may be necessary for them, and lease 
lands for residential and commercial purposes. 

And so forth. 

In other words, they may buy houses and warehouses, but not 
the land on which they stand. They may, however, lease the 
land upon which they stand. 

Mr. SISSON. And that is the only treaty I have ever found 
where they even have that right. 

Mr. TOWNER. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. And that was a right which was granted after 
Japan became one of the commercial nations of the world, and 
it became to their commercial interest to permit men to have 
residences there in order that they might do business with those 
very men. They gave them that right for the establishment of 
business houses, the establishment of branch houses. They 
could lease the land for warehouses, for certain water frontage, 
for commercial purposes. 

Mr. LEVY. Will my colleague allow me? The second way 
for foreigners to hold land in Japan is by the forming of a 
“shadan.” This is a group of three or more foreigners, legally 
incorporated and constituted to hold land in fee simple any- 
where in Japan for the purposes mentioned in the articles of 
incorporation. 

Mr. SISSON. I do not understand exactly what the gentle- 
men means. The only right they have to own land at all is 
practically the ownership that is indicated in the treaty, except 
by a special permit from the Emporer of Japan you may lease 
land for a certain number of years, 

Mr. LEVY. Nine hundred and ninety-nine years. 

Mr. SISSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, to continue my argument 
where I was interrupted. 
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If Congress should pass a law abrogating the land law 
any State, such a law would be uncoustitutional and void 
the court would so hold. In other words, Congress « “2 
enact a law giving a citizen of Virginia a right to acquire 
in North Carolina in violation of the land laws of North « 
lina, and yet it is contended that the President and “ on 
thirds of the Senate present” concurring can make tt 
with a foreign power which will not only abrogate the | 
North Carolina but will annul any constitutional pro. 
that State notwithstanding that the State was within he: 
under the Federal Constitution prior to the trenty. 

Let us see where this contention will lead us. 
President and two-thirds of the Senate present should 
treaty with Japan that all of the subjects of Japan should 
the right to move to California and become citizens th 
and should have the right to vote the day they landed t} 
and an election was being held, will it be cenceded that t) 
could vote? They certainly could, unless it is admitted th 
President and Senate must be controlled by the specific poy 
conferred upon them and can not invade the reserved we 
of the State. If the power to make a treaty is an al te 
power and unlimited except as to the will of the President ! 
the Senate, then the Constitution is a farce and Article X js 
a mockery. Absolutely no power is reserved to the States 

Suppose the President and two-thirds of the Senate present 
should make a treaty with the King of England that he sh 
take over all of the New England States and that they s 
become a part of the British possessions and all of the pro; 
of the citizens of those States should be divided among 
English subjects as His Majesty might name. No one 
contend that the President and the Senate would have s 
It is absurd you say. Yes; but if the President and the 
Senate are to be the sole judges of what they may or n 
do under the treaty-making power of the Constitution, the: 
if they determined upon so radical and absurd a position, : 
do such a thing and enforce it if you concede that the power t 
make a treaty is absolute. 

My contention is that the President and Senate can do no 
such thing, because they have not the power under the Co: 
stitution, and not because they have the power and will not do 
such a thing. If the President and the Senate are not 
strained by the Constitution, then they are possessed of a 
despotic power. If they can make a treaty on any subject 
and bind the people of the States and abrogate one law w! 
the States have passed and had the right to pass, then tl 
could make a treaty abrogating the entire constitution of that 
State and all of her statute laws, and have the power to destroy 
by this method all of the States, whose creature the Fete 
Government is, and by this very lawful method make thenise 
supreme. I contend that no such power is conferred by the 
treaty-making clause to the President and to the Senate. Tl 
right to make a treaty under that clause, “anything in 
constitution or laws of any State to the contrary noftwithst 
ing,” meant only to take away from the States the right to 1 
treaties, because at that time the States had made treaties 
had passed laws to enforce them. The sole purpose of | 
clause was to place power to make treaties in the hands of | 
Federal Government and to divest the Statcs of that | 
It was never intended that through and by this clause 
President of the United States, with the consent of the Sen 
should invade the sacred reserved powers of the States and 
give to the President and two-thirds of the Senate more | 
over the people of the States and of the United States than t 
entire Congress could have—more power even than Cons! 
has to extend rights and privileges to our own citizens—bev:!! 
Congress as a whole is limited by powers granted in the © 
stitution in their activities and powers of contro! of the 
and the citizens thereof; but not so with the President and the 
Senate if the treaty-making power is an absolute one; be- 
cause under a treaty, rights superior to the rights which a citizen 
enjoys, might be conferred upon an alien, which to my mind 
is absurd. So I am impelled to the conclusion that the tre:ty- 
making power can never deprive the State of a reserved power, 
because I can not believe that the States ever conferred more 
power upon the President and Senate than they did upon the 
President, Senate, and House of Representatives combined. 
Nor do I believe that the power exists under the Constitution 
to permit the President and Senate to destroy our Feder! and 
State Governments through the treaty-making power. [| there- 
fore deny the right of the treaty-making power to invace Ca‘) 
fornia and compel her to permit aliens to own her own lands in 
spite of California’s desires and wishes. , 

If such power does exist under our Federal Constitution. we 
should at once amend that instrument and take away such 
power. If it exists with us, it is the only Government except 


e 
Suppos 















4} hsolute despotisms, because Chief Justice Marshall, in | 
Fos v. Neilson (2 Pet., 313), says: 

‘ is In its nature a contract between two nations, not a 
’ tive act It does not generally effect, of itseif, the object to be 

d, especially so far as its operation is infraterritorial, but 

{s d into execution by the sovereign power of the respective parties 
‘ nstrument. In the United States a different principle is estab- 
; Our Constitution declares a treaty to be a law of the land. 


Now. I submit that before it can be a law of the land it must 
not trespass upon the reserved power of the States. If it does 
is within the power of the President and Senate to 
it is the law of the land by virtue of the fact that the 
nt and the Senate have not exceeded their authority. 

have, then to that degree the treaty is null and void 


} 
i 


and ie court should so declare. It can not be contended that 
t President and Senate can not exceed their authority in 
a treaty; and if they do, then the people of the States 

and of the United States are not bound by it. 
rut. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the fact that the posi- 
tion which I have taken is one which has not always been 


accepted by the courts of the country I think it is the soundest 


a 7 : 
and the best policy. I am unwilling that the present generation 
should be bound by precedents of the past to such an extent 
t the people of this day must slavishly follow the precedents 


ist laid down by courts long since dead. I am unwillin; 


¢ 


t he fleshless fingers of dead judges shall reach up out o 
the grave to hold the present generation in their bony grasp 
to the extent that we can not do our own thinking and act in 
the light of the glorious present. 


This California question is far-reaching and important in its 
ts. Nearly all of the States of the Union have statutes 


I _ 

regulating the rights of aliens in reference to acquiring real 
estate Some of the States have removed all disabilities, but 
{ 


pajority of the States have some limitations of some sort 
alien to acquire an interest in land. It 
w | be impossible in a discussion like this to show the various 
of limitations expressed in the laws of the various 
Nearly every State has some limitation as to the right 
of an alien to own land. Some limitations are very, very mild, 
are graded, as it were, up to the most drastic limitations, 


upon the rights of an 


degrees 


which prevent an alien owning land at all, unless he becomes a 

n of the United States or declares his intention of so 
be ing a citizen. These State laws have been passed for the 
I ction of the respective States; and even though the 
( s of the country should slavishly follow the wicked prece- 
d ; of the past, and should sustain the President and the 
§ te in making a treaty with a foreign nation enabling the 
citizens of such Nation to own property just as a citizen of the 


United States could own property, the principle is so unsound 
that I am unwilling to submit to it without a protest. 


This Democratic administration should announce the doc- 
trine to the world, with no uncertain tone, that the Congress 
of the United States proposes to recognize the right of the 
J e of these States to determine who shall own the lands 
y n the State, and that the Government of the United States 
will not prevent the States from making such land laws as they 
see fit and proper, provided they do not discriminate against 


citizens of the United States; and we should further announce 


that the Government of the United States will not interfere 
with a sovereign State because it does not desire citizens of a 
certuin foreign nation to own lands in that State unless they 
can become citizens of the State and amenable to the laws 


thereof. 


If the President and Senate should commit themselves 


to any other proposition, we will have internal broils at home and 
endless international complications and intermeddling in our 


estic concerns occasioned by the constant complaint of the 
alien landowner to his home Government. 

It is the attribute of sovereignty of any nation to exclude 
in its borders any citizen or citizens of any other nation in 
> world. It has the right to admit the citizens of a friendly 
tion and to deny admission to the citizens of an unfriendly 
haition. It has the right to decide for itself whether it is for 
the best interests of its people to admit a certain race of people 


fi 
n 


or not. The Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
in humerous cases that it is the inherent sovereign right of 


any nation to exclude from its borders any race of people that 
can not be assimilated, and that the sovereign power of the 
Government has the right to make such discriminations as it 
Sees fit and proper, and that no immigrant from such foreign 
nation has any right to complain because the laws of the 
country require them to be transported whence they came. So 
even, if the Members of Congress do not agree with me in the 
opinion which I entertain in reference to the treaty-making 


power in the Federal Constitution, they certainly will not dis- | 
agree with me in the conclusion, that we should, in our soy- | 
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ereign capacity as a people, permit the people of the States to 
determine who their friends and ass tes shall be 
No Senator should vote for any treaty that would give to the 
citizen of a foreign nation the right to acquire land in a sov- 
ereign State contrary to the laws, interests, and wishes of the 
people of that State. I think every treaty entered into should 
provide in haec verba that it will not interfere with the consti 
tution or laws of any State which are 1 e in rdance with 
the Constitution and not in violation of any of its provisions 
An alien who has acquired rights to pr rty er ex , 
laws should not be deprived of these rights by any law « 1 
after such alien had acquired such t e, but I w ad st if 
the principle that the sovereign State shall be | ted oO 
far as the laws which she enacts affect the rig of ali i 
the future. 
My own opinion is that every State in the Union sheuld 
| bid the alien ownership of nds Ml that Congress should 
never pass any treaty that would annu lanve, or modily 
ia ws. I believe that the people of California know more al 
the conditions in California than the people in M ‘ 1 I do 
not believe that the Senators from Maine or Mississippi or any 
other State should ever cast their votes to tuke away from the 
people of California their sacred right to « rol their domestic 
concerns and to determine who their associates and the asso- 
ciates of their children shall be. 
Now, gentlemen of the committee, there were many other 


matters in reference to this treaty right that I would have liked 





to have analyzed, but my time will not allow. Since I can not 
conclude my remarks, I would like to call attention to the fact 
that the crowded conditions throughout the Asiatie countries 
may bring about the very conditions which the grent Ixmperor 
Napoleon looked forward to when those people should learn the 
arts of war and lay aside their old religion and doctrine of con- 
tentment and when they become restiess and ambitious. On 
one occasion he pointed to the map of the world and said, 
“There lies China, a sleeping ¢ if Let the world be re 
how she awaken him.” And right now is the time for this C 
gress and this administration to be fair with all the w d 
We have the inalienable right, every nation has the inalienabl 
right, to admit a friendly alien or ex le an ul lv alien 
Every nation has the right to say, We are w g to permit a 
certain class or a certain co rora ¢ tain race of people to 
come and live with us, because we have determined that w 
assimilate them, but if we should determine that a race diff 

in color to ours wi be inimical to us and our ha} CSS it I 
highest right to exclude them altogether Let us maint \ ; 
principle with our lives and sacred honot [Loud a] ! 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mi 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Chairman, I we 1 not 1 ‘ 
frank in this presence this afternoon if I did not at the « 
speak that which is uppermost in my mind lhe young of 
a family, a daughter of 6, city born and bred bu ) 
about the country, came at iast to a visit on a f ! d 
her first view of a cow and a cow's st valuab funet 

The daughter came home in the evening silent nd | 
sophical; but at last she spoke. She said, “ W | have found 
out where milk comes from; and I am not pleased.” 

I ask every Member here, Do you think we weuld be re ie 
the tariff as we do if all the people of the U ed S t 
stood the mx hod of our proce Lure If each of y« I { 
understood that tariff debate here was mer ta 
altered no opinions, changed » votes, corrected no ineqt 
in the measure, do you think your consti 
tirely gratified? If the man fr home could « ‘ ta 
presence, the adherent who sits on the fro s aut the cam 
paign meetings and blisters his palms in appl ling you, if he 
could understand that ufter the committee and the caucus have 
decided on the omnibus measure that all mendments will be 
voted down, without rhyme or reason, whether they are meri- 
torious or not, I do not think he would be exactly happy. If the 
constituents knew that the leader of the majority—the : , 
courteous gentleman from Alabama—is as supreme here a ! 
poleon after Austerlitz and that their Congressman is a he 
indorser, that and nothing more, I do not think the fol! 
home would joy in your presence here or enthusiastica { 
upon your vindication and triumphant return. If they Ww 


that should a man appear here and offer to mankind for t! at 


time the Ten Commandments as an amendment the ' ild be 
promptly voted down as not h ng o1 din the W id 
Means Committee or the Democratic cau 

Mr. MANN. They would not be adopted on their merits 


now on that side. 
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Mr. MI 


overt mi, 


(DOCK. T do not think they would be particularly 
And if this is your first experience with an omnibus 
bill, and you are finding out where a tariff bill comes from, I 
do not think that you are exactly hilarious. 

fear. It will never be known. It is spoken in confi- 
dence so beyond those doors. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], who occu- 
pied the floor on Wednesday last, has spoken with some doubt 
the future of the Republican Party. His utterance was 
significant in this: That he and those who think with 
not typical of the leadership of their party. For the leadership 
of the Republican Party has no doubt; it indulges in no self- 
analysis; it still has the attitude of dominion; still speaks 
with the voice of authority; still dallies with its pride in the 
past, and clings to life in the happy hope of a day of national 
misfortune, when, through Democratic error or ill luck, a chas- 
tened people will turn submissively again to them, and to them 
not only, but, with contrite heart, to their chief doctrine—a pro- 
hibitive tariff. Theirs is a condition of mind that reads nothing 
significant in the humiliating achievement in a national election 
of only 8 electoral votes, a condition of mind that sees no evi- 
dence of fatality in a loss in four years of 4,193,000 votes. It is 
the Bourbon mind that, long accustomed to power, can not learn 
and never will learn; for the Republican leaders, those who 
perverted the purpose of that great party, have no real com- 
promise with the embarrassments of their day, and this is 
best shown not by their attitude in the cocksure days of do- 
minion, when the Payne-Aldrich bill was framed; nor yet in 
this latter day, when they are waiting for an ungrateful people 
to apologize, but it had its best illustration in that time which 
followed the passage of the tariff law, when the Republican 
leadership, calm eyed and serene, faced a nation in revolt. 

Said the eminent gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
in that day, upon this floor on May 12, 1910, six months after 
the the Payne-Aldrich bill, when popular revolt 
against the broken platform pledge of a downward revision was 
ra . 


Never 


not to 


a to 


passage of 


ging: 
I am here to-day to 
letter, both 
candidate, 


say that we 
of the platform and of 


did keep our pledge to the very 
the speeches of the presidential 
In indorsement of that sentiment 
the Republican side. 

“Ah,” but some one may 
sinned; it was the Senate.” 
of his law Mr. PAYNE said: 

I want to say right here, having been through the third conference 
report on these tariff bills, that at no time under any circumstances 
about any bill has the House had as much its own way in settling the 
disputes in conference as it had in this very bill which is now the law 
of the land. 


there was applause upon 


Hfouse that 
In defense 


“it was not the 
Let us see about that. 


Say, 


And the REcorp 


shows 


again, in indorsement of this statement, 
“Applause on the Republican side.” 

And did the author of the bill expect defeat for his party? 
Not at all. With political disorder on every hand and popular 
protest crying aloud and revolution raging everywhere, the gen- 
tleman from New York, concluding his encomium on the Payne 
law, hurled this defiance at the Democrats: 

We will meet you next November. We will meet you with this law. 
We will meet your food prices. We will meet you with lower food prices, 
notwithstanding what you may say about this law. You exult now. You 
always do in May. We celebrate in November. 

There was applause again on the Republican 
violating no confidence to say that he did meet you in Novem- 
ber—but he did not celebrate. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

‘he Democrats celebrated. The northern Democrat, however, 
celebrated with considerable reserve. In many instances the 
Democratic candidate for Congress in the North had the feel- 
ing that he had been elected through a determined popular 
purpose not to elect him but to defeat his Republican opponent. 
He had a sense of weakening obligation to his Democratic 
brethren, a sense of broadening responsibility to the voters of 
all parties. He did not overuse the party name in his speeches 
or dwell too fondly on the superiority of his party’s faith. 

The party lines were down. Rings were collapsing and bosses 
of both parties were being sent into exile. The voter was becom- 
ing independent and the old methods of machine control were 
passing. ‘The Democratic Congressman conformed. In many 
instances he wanted to conform, but whether he wanted to or 
not, he conformed to public sentiment. And inasmuch as the 
Republican defeat had seemed in part, at least, a rebuke for a 
failure to revise the tariff downward, the Democrats in Congress 
set out on the revision of the tariff. How did they set out to 
revise the tariff? .\ schedule at a time. “here was no omnibus 
tariff bill then. There was no talk of rules to cut the right of 
amendment and debate and separate votes. There was little of 
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him are | 


side. It is | 3 
| not prove profitable now, for the greater part of the pe 


APRIL, 28. 


the haughty spirit of control. They did not offer many seher 
They offered a few. The schedules were not all good. By 
details were all visible. They could be examined. And 4 
sentative of the people could vote intelligently. 

A year, two years, have passed, and now comes the y 
nificant development of the hour—the Democratic sx; 
of partisan control of public sentiment. They ha the VW 
House and the Congress. They gained them through a , 
tion of old party lines and old party prejudices. And yn. 
have set out to restore them again. In the midst of a da: 
nearly every precinct, county, and State has turned ag: 


| boss, its ring, and its machine, the Democr: tic P: rty, th 


ficiary of the new order of things, has set out heart-f; 
sedulously to restore them again. The work begins here, 1) 
is the inauguration of the process which puts party 
above the public weal. Secrecy in caucus here, the ex 
omnibus bill, and unfair methods of legislation here preced 
point the way to the restoration of the machine in the State 
ring in the county, the boss in the precinct out over the eo 
[Applause on the Republican side.] In two years the Demo 
come into power timidly after long absence from plac 
grown quickly bold, and we have as the dominant, stri! 
significant note of our hour the air of absolute Democr 
surance of successful control, by machine methods, of the « 
torate. 

How soon will the assurance that has departed from « 
legislative methods to unjust ones, how soon will it tur 
arrogance? How soon will follow fast on the heels of 
gance the inevitable fall? Let some of the Democrats co 
The waters of the political passions and prejudices of the | 
have gone over the old partisan wheel in this land. Thi 
never turn that wheel again. A goodly proportion of the 1) 
crats in Congress were elected by the votes of men wi! 
been outraged by the performances of the Republican | 
and who in asking for relief from obviously excessiv: 
duties desired and still desire to retain what is best 
protective policy. And let the Democrats remember tl 
the revolt against a prohibitive tariff grew, there was s 
taneously a movement among Democratic voters away f 
the old free-trade view and toward the belief in a jx 
sufficient protection to put the American on equal terms \ 
his foreign competitor in the world’s markets. This mer; 
formerly antagonistic elements in the country has been 
tential factor in confusing old party lines. Surely many 1 
cratic Congressmen know the extent of that sentiment 
districts, and some of them must sympathize with this 
And yet, after two years of power granted conditional] 
their ability to respond to public demands, regardless of Pp 
these Democrats propose to vote for an omnibus tariff b 
which the author, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
woop], said last Wednesday, “The Democratic Party 
for a tariff for revenue only, with the emphasis on the 
only,” and that this bill was written with no idea of prot: 

The same Democrats, blindly responding to the same 
san machine methods, are indorsing the promise to t! 
sumer of lower cost of living. In May, 1910, the ge 
from New York said: “We will meet you with lower 
prices in November.” So to-day the Democrats are 
the same old promise in the same old way. It might have 
a profitable political promise 30 years ago, or 20 yeiurs 
But it was not a profitable promise three years ago, and i! 


the United States have come to know that other elemen 
sides the tariff enter into the higher costs, the operat\ 
middlemen, transportation charges, waste, overcapitaliz 
our credit system, storage, manipulation of markets, the u 
congestion, the gain in gold supply, the excesses of unregu 
trade, among them. 

The greater part of the people of the United States know 
fact, and they no longer consider the tariff as the one fu 
mental social problem, convenient as the party candidate 
regard it. On the contrary, the electorate is turning to 4 s 
of all the factors involved in the problem and with esjc 
eagerness to the great economic, humanitarian questions W! 
the Progressive Party has essayed to identify and solve 

Few men, if any, know this tariff bill. There are men \ 
have knowledge of single schedules or paragraphs in it, but 
a rule even that knowledge is not technical and therefore |s 
a degree uncertain. If the bill passes—and it will—before 1 
Christmas its sponsors will be preparing amendments to Il. - 
man can grasp an omnibus tariff bill. A single schedule is 
cult enough, heaven knows. And yet a measure of this ki 
needing always light, was drawn first in a committee sitting 
behind closed doors. The information the committee had \ as 
incomplete, unreliable, and chaotic, the typical jumble of data 
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teristic of unscientific tariff hearings. Finally adjusied Here is 
promise of the unknown differences among the majority | Paragranh 1% f the b r allawa 
3; of the Ways and Meins Committee, it was placed be I ( :' 
secret caucus for conventional consideration. It was not Paragraph 55° of the } ° ; 
d much there. It will not be changed much here. It} yy, aol . : . ' 
, measure, containing thousands of items, each of | bacon and hams: i kis pret ie ted. aot 
resenting its own peculiar problem, and hundreds of | provided for in 
uching intimately, vitally, and in many instances | Now, listen to a letter from John A. Edw 1 , ttle n of 
y the daily life of our 90,000,000 people. This | Fureka, Kar In his letter ca 
a giant switchboard connecting every home and store | of litt ‘onecern to the enttle 1 ; | ; ait 
ry in the land, is to be set up under the gag and | to the entrance of meat, because ' } o 
y s of caucus rule. There is to be no opportunity to cor- | happens to be the American pac ilso, he wi 
ect its inequalities, should they be discovered, by separate | yisions to the injury of the cattle raiser. Then | \ 
votes, and record votes here are the potential votes. This | Rut : ld there | t A 
ie haphazard way of an omnibus tariff bill. It is unfair | have meat they wish to ship to s and sell, they ! 

is unwise. No man would treat his own business thus, | bam ed be enor oO 7 * le bet 0 racks 

: would treat his own family thus, and no man ought to | refricerator vessels. N ; ee 

s Nation so. [Applause.] | very ft fact, ie t 

ll vote against this omnibus measure. I have voted for | o oe aoe : - nas been t1 " pat Pra 
| sgainst Democratic tariff bills in the past when they were | strong is he in his contro! that } 

“1 separately, so that discriminating and intelligent votes | man in Ar 1 f ; oad. It « N 

e cast. There is no man here who can say that I have | tat the American packer can prevent the foreign butcher en 
v | against any measure because it was of Democratic | °"* — ; 7 
origin | Is this cattleman right? It seems so to me. Do you 

the Democratic Party should break this omnibus bill up | Be is wrong? You do not. And if he should be right, what w 
parts and give time for intelligent consideration and sepa- | 7°UF Provision amount tof } 
record votes on each of the schedules and the incometax , a - it two views of the 2 , t CaRICA! Ce 
, a principle which I strongly favor, I would vote for thousands. Nearly every item in the bi : oa oo re 
se schedules which I thought to be right and just and | /2 each of them are controlling facts. But Congr . 
led on information and I would vote against others. In | *#0W them and can not know them under present method 
islative experience, where the good and the bad are here is a way to revise the tariff correctly, and that Is : 

1 in an omnibus measure, I have always tried to cast a om we ee nee Ween wee ere oes 
based on my best judgment and information. If the good | “UG Gebate, & schedule at a tiie, a A upon data scienuil 
predominated in a measure, in my opinion, I voted aye; if the | ##tered by men specially trained for the work 
j 7 voted no. In this bill I believe the bad predominat S, | Therefore the Progressive | rty stunas tol the cere a nota 
fApplause. } | Scientific hon] artisan tariff comn ion, to be advisory to ¢ 

the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. Srarncer) challenges the | ®7eSS, Wit) power and authority to elicit informetion and 
I rressives to carry out that part of the national platform sate one ee — - nem : Te qr ee : : 
The Democrats are agai such a commission; and 


V h pledges downward revision. Let me say to the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the Progressive Party stands for a 
downward revision of the tariff with wisdom, justice, and 
reason. It has pledged no one to stand for an omnibus bill that 


Republicans who dominate their party, are they for it? 
of the Republicans have spoken favorably of it. But what d 
the record show? 


| ‘ i} Srl tf tonec hot) f thar » thie floor Roth 
i ‘ or | lave in mi tv scene ith of them on t floor. |! 
\ necessarily and admittedly cause injury to thousands. I hi d ee mew eee ae eee 
) ita Wil . at am are ; iia are illuminating, for they show how futile it is for tl Ten 
he Progressive Party is for revision to a competitive protective ¢ o fecee : The { me 
. . ‘ . . . > . a expect tariil rele rom the o 1) tl¢ ec urst ‘ e W 
basis and industrial growth; it is not for free trade and injury er ae cas ; ; 
: : ; * | May 25, 1910. There was pending an appropriation in <« 
destruction. [Applause.] Pps ee f , rou ! ! 
. pen , i ‘ ‘ 384 tion with the a n of the President in carrying out a provision 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? in the act of August 5. 1909 he Payne law—for the a] 
Mr. MURDOCK. I regret I can not. I must go on. The|,..., of t rift hoard 2 ler the maximum and minimum clause 


Progressive Party stands for a true competitive tariff, a pro- of this a The ; man from New York [Mr. FrrzGeRaLp] 


‘ ti 
ett 


ive tariff which shall equalize the conditions of competi- 








r oT ; eo \I Ty)! } f ! f 
tion between the United States and foreign countries, for the the R publicans ex li c ng V ; ! ed confel 2 
manufacturer and for the farmer, and which shall maintain for | 4, Si te ad Eonar y : 
labor an adequate standard of living, and it believes in pro- |} » House conferees said to the Ser o ‘ You have 
ling scientifically, upon information, with the presumption in wake in here that ‘ks to tl reation 0 1 tariff ¢ n, and t 
r of the consuming public, and with fair legislative meth- | Ho se is opposed to a tariff con on and will neve to tl 
ods—a schedule at a time. | *m that snape 
What information has the House upon this bill? Mr. Dalzell also said: 
Let me give a single instance of the injustice of the methods | I am opposed to a tariff com ion. For practical purposes a . 
we are pursuing. } = : 2 would “ 2a r # ile ~ ‘ | 2 
Paragraph 202 of the bill reads as follows—under dutiable | than is to be found in the proposal to establish a permanent tar 


mission. 


Wheat, 10 cents per bushel. The point of order was sustained, with Mr. Mann, of Illinois, 
Paragraph 648—under free list—reads as follows: in the chair. 

Wheat flour and semolina, provided that wheat flour shall be subject | For while the board, now no longer in existence, had becn 
» a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem when Imported directly or indi- | estal lished with limited powers, there was still a wides] id 


public demand then that a permanent tariff commission be 


tly from a country, dependency, or other subdivision of Government ’ 
established. The agitation of the question by Senator Beveridge 


Which imposes a duty on wheat flour imported frcm the United States 


Note now that the duty on wheat is specific, a stationary | ana others had awakeved the Nation to the actual necessity of 
duty, and that the duty on wheat flour is an ad valorem, a | }jent upon the subject of the tariff. In our long tariff history, 


fluctuating duty. Canada levies a duty against flour from the 
United States. Now read a letter from a miller in Wellington, 
Kans., George H. Hunter, under date of Apri! 14, 1913: 


a history of recurring periodic fear, distrust, agitation, unr 
business disturbance, and disorder, every party which had of- 
fered and defended a random, guesswork tariff had finally paid 






: . Mr. Murpock: We have no objection to the duty being en-| the penalty to an indignant public. The people had wearied of 
tirely removed on wheat and flour. : ‘ made tl ' } -v the f 
¢ ca > Syren 4 w made le Isl ess ue ‘Ol j he root 
If there is a duty, it should be specific and on both wheat and flour the syst which the busin of the country the ft : 


_ita spose duty of 10 cents a bushel be placed on wheat, a specific For 30 vears there had been a demand for a scientifie r n 
ity of 50 cents pe arrel sho : ace 0 rf en ' " wet ‘ t ver 
valorem duty f= hrs should be placed on flour and not an ad upon data adduced by a nonpartisan commission rhere were 
If a specific duty of 10 cents a bushel be placed on wheat and a | those in the Republican Party who feared to resist that public 
10 per cent ad valorem duty on flour, it would work out just the same, demand longer, and under this pressure, In January, 1911, a 


| 
' 
! 
i 
| 
alike ty the politicians. 
provided wheat would be worth $1 in Canada, but in case wheat should 


be worth only 50 cents per bushel in Canada, then Canadian mills tariff commission bill passed the FLOUSE. Phis bill — ae 
would have an advantage over American mills of 25 cents per barrel | the unfinished business of the Senate February 28, 1911. 
— Finally Senator Beveridge was able to force action and the bill 

Is he right? It appears to me that he is. Do you know that | passed the Senate on the morning of March 4, 1911. There 
he is wrong? You do not. And if he is right, do you call that | followed in the House that morning one of the most curious 
a competitive rate? scenes in the history of the American Congress, The people 
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were about to come into possession of a law that would bring 
justice to producer and consumer and peace to business and 
equity to domestic commerce and expansion to our foreign 
trade. The bill for a tariff commission was at last about to 
pass and become a law. At high noon the Congress would die. 

Ilere and in many of the State legislatures it is not an in- 


frequent trick to turn back the hands of the clock just before | 
The clock was not turned back that | 


the hour of adjournment. 
morning. The House went from one scene of disorder into 
another. After great difficulty that morning, with the gentle- 


man from New York [Mr. Fitzceratp] and others making 


points of no quorum and demanding the ayes and nays, the | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dalzell, succeeded in placing 
before the House a resolution from the Committee on Rules 
providing that the tariff commission act should be acted 
upon at once, “the previous question being considered as or- 
dered on a motion to concur in the Senate amendments 
gross.’ ” 

The measure was about to become the law of the land. If 
it had become the law, history might have—would have—been 
different to-day. 


‘en 


Mr. FirzceraLp, opposed to the measure, in the midst of the | 


great confusion, made the point of order against the resolution. 
The Speaker, Mr. C to rule when Mr. 
GERALD moved to adjourn. Mr. Dalzell made the point that the 
motion was dilatory. This was argued in the midst of tumult. 
The precious moments passing. But after a time the 
Chair Mr. FirzGeraLcp appealed 
from the decision of the Chair. That was held to be dilatory. 
Mr. Dalzell explained the resolution and asked for the previous 
question. After the viva voce vote Mr. Frrzcrracp asked for a 
divi The ayes for the resolution were 127, the noes 
FirzGrRaALD demanded tellers. Then Mr. Dalzell de- 
led the yeas and nays. It took about 35 minutes in that 
to call the yeas and nays. Every minute now was doubly 
‘lous. There laughter in the House when Mr. 
GERALD exeln 


innon, was about 


were 
sustained the point of order. 


Sion 


Guy 


wis 


o filibuster, all right 
‘“d and ealled. The 
ition. And 


the re 
Mr. FtrzGEeRaLp 


question 
ord here 
demanded a 
the ayes and nays. And now 

» roll for the first time. At the end of that 
‘uwney subini 1 a conference report on the 
bill. Th ll call, which is not interrupted 
Upon Mr. motion, 
Points of 
The vote was 
vote had 
lution. 


The 


oll 
interesting. 


called for 


T whe "s 
order were made, 
taken on the 
cm mpleted 

Division was demanded, 
dry-as-dust Con 


in no descriptions, says on 


confusion. 
the 


noes. 


bee! 


never 


’ that 
The Speaker cried, “‘The Sergeant 
e and see that the gentlemen are 
says: 
Clerk proceeded with the calling of the roll 

rins, bearing the mace, appeared at the head of the center aisle. 

rhe and nays were called. So the ce rence report 
was agreed to. Then, in a storm of renewed confusion, the half- 
completed roll call on the resolution was taken up. The motion 
on the resolution carried, Then Mr. Firzegeratp moved to re- 
commit the Senate amendments to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. Mr. Daizell made the point of order. The point was 
argued. The Speaker overruled the point of order. Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD demanded the previous question on his motion. Mr. 
Tawney, of Minnesota, made the point of order that it was 
dilatory. After great confusion, the previous question was 
taken. Mr. Payne and Mr. Tawney demanded tellers. Mr. 
PAYNE demanded the ayes and noes. The ayes and noes were 
ordered, The vote was now on the motion to commit. That 
roil call was never finished. In the midst of it high noon was 
approaching, the resolution was withdrawn by Mr. Payne, and 
the bill for a permanent tariff commission died. 

There are some scenes in Congress that leave no adequate 
record behind them. On the day of this scene, on March 4, 1911, 
the Republican Party was passing out of the control of the 
House. The Democrats were opposed to a tariff commission 
openly. The Republican leaders were claiming to favor it. 
Here was the one chance to give the people of this country a 
great reform. 

The resolution, which was delayed by a filibuster and finally 
withdrawn, if brought forward 12 hours sooner, or 6 or 4, 
could have been adopted and the measure passed. But the 
Republican leaders did not bring it forward in time. The people 


The Sergeant at 


yeas mite 
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| Party stands for the earliest possible accomplishment o{ 
| reform. 


Fitz- | 


information. 
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Fitz- 
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of the United States and a majority of their Senate, 
Representatives were for it. The leaders were not for jt 
the tariff-commission bill died. There is sometimes yw, 
in a dreary page of obscure parliamentary wrangle {)¢ 


S 


of some great and worthy aspiration when the will of the 


seeking to write itself into concrete law has been defe 
by the machinations of a few. But there are times wi, 
not done without penalty, and the turn in fortune of 
party, proud, powerful, magnificent in its memories and : 
meuts, but grown deaf to the voice of the people, has 
swung upon as small a pivot as this. 

Eventually the Nation will have its way in the matic, 
justice to the producer and wage earner and consumer .; 
accomplished through a tariff passed intelligently and 
on data expertly gathered and understandably presented. , 
day under the old blind, haphazard, random method wi! 

consummation nearer realization. And the Prog» 


Olle 


It is not for any halfway, sham-eflicient, make-| 
measure. It is for a commission with power and autho: 
adduce all the facts. It ought to be scientific; it oug! 
nonpartisan; it ought to be authorized to report both 
President and to the Congress; it ought to have not mer 
right of statistical survey of a situation but the 
bring to its all the faculties which will develo» 
With such powers it will be of value not 
revisions of the tariff where they are undertaken a s 
a time and abreast the industrial changes of the day 
in the production of data in conjunction with the regi 
excesses of domestic trade, whiclt are not 
tariff. 

The political and economic view of the tariff by 
sive Party is grounded in a belief that a prohibitive 
tariff, as advocated by the Republicans, isolates 


task 


due al 


Am 
dustry and weakens it for contest in foreign neutral mat 
a Democratic for-revenue-only tariff exposes the An 


| ducer to injurious competition and robs American ind 
| the strength necessary for the conquest of foreign fi 


Progressive tariff, equalizing conditions of competitic 
United States and foreign countries, maintaining 
always an adequate standard of living, will, without ws 
industry by giving it too much help or too little, 
American where he belongs, by his efficiency, his en 
genius, and his deserts—out into the markets of t! 
equipped to win his rightful share in a fair contest 
world’s business. 

Necessary to that achievement are facts. And a no 
scientific tariff commission can produce the facts. <A 
the facts onee in hand and with the help of the other! 
for industrial growth and economic justice which the I 
sive Party advocates there will come, with the peri 
clusiveness past under a Progressive tariff, peace 


| and prosperity at home, not for a few but for all, a 


for America and Americaus world-wide commercial 
? 
dhe 


| [Applause. ] 


Gentlemen, I thank you. [Applause.] 

I append the minority report on the Underwood bi! 
me as a member of the Ways and Means Committee 

MINORITY VIEWS. 
(To accompany H. R. 3321.) 

If there had been wanting in the tariff experience of the pa 
the absolute necessity of a tariff commission, as proposed 
gressive Party, the present measure, H. R. 3321, alone would 
As a result of the methods used in the preparation of this | 
men who drafted it are not warranted in feeling certainty as 
fects and most of those who have indorsed it in caucus as a part 


|} ure can not have in the nature of things other than a superticia 


edge of its provisions. This view is addressed not to the in 
feature of the bill, a most commendable method of raising r 
the statute be equitably drawn, but to the determination of th 
import duties and the preparation of the free list. The rates of 
list embrace 4,000 and more items and touch dir 
indirectly every line of industry, husbandry, and trade in the 
All the provisions of the bill in the matter of the tariff, in gr 
less degree, enter into the delicately interrelated adjustm: 
Nation's industrial life. Yet this task of revision, admitted 
always, has been undertaken again with the old disregard of 
methods for the collation of accurate information and in defiance 
universal popular dezmand that the tariff shall be revised scien! 
a schedule at a time, upon data that is not ex parte, with full ! 
debate and amendment and without secrecy in caucus or commi(t: 
without cloture in Congress. i 

The error which characterized the earlier stages of preparation 0! 
Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act, framed by the Republicans in 1900 nd 1 
the law of the land, was repeated in the preparation of this measure. 
before, the information elicited by the Committee on Ways and \I 
at hearings was largely the ex parte evidence of the manufacture! 
importer, information which is unsystematic and which as a ru 
scures rather than illuminates. As a result the rates based upol 
information either in friendly credence of it or in antagonistic «is 
while they may approximate the estimated revenues they are expect 
produce, can not and do not make for a just tariff as between (1 
ducer, the wage earner, and the consumer. The rates in the bill w 
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secret and the adjustment of differences between the majority 
of the Ways and Means Committee, an adjustment which is 


is If my friend from ew had dreamed of that he would not 
| 
id vital in the construction of any tariff measure, took place 


then have joined in the : pplaus: e on the Republican side with 
which my prophecy was greeted. |[Laughter.| He voted for 
the “infamous” Payne measure when it me into the House, 
and, if I remember correctly, he voted for the conference report 
after that came to the House. If Ll am wi ’ t that, I 
will accept his correction. 


sed doors. The measure was then passed on to a secret party 
eve the fact that only a fey. changes were made in the com 
aft is not proof of the measure’s invulnerability but evidence 
functory consideration given the long technical bill. If the his. 
the bill to this point should be followed by caucus gag rule in its 
ation in the House, the measure will lack in its method of con 


in the House none of the indefensible features which have Mr. MURDOCK I did not vote for the confere ' rf 
i the course of previous tariff legislation and which have caused \ — NE ree he o ca a 9 : ae 
ole Nation to look upon tariff revisions as either selfish or inex- Mr. PAYNE. I accept the gentleman's statems iS to That, 
nd to view every tariff change with anxiety and distrust. Mr. MANN. He followed my lead at that time 
rhe Lemocratie Party has proposed a tariff which will be injurious to Mr. PAYNE. But he voted for the bill as it was f 


ndustries and may be destructive to some. Under the guise ot ace : 
; » the cost of living it may destroy the very basis of our indus- ported to the House. j ; 
‘ prosperity. Proposing and promising to cheapen the food and But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. M 
ng of the workingman, it may take from him the very means by | pocx] is mal ing prophecies himself to-day He ought to have 
he ean earn bis livelihood. Proclaiming in one statement that it : Bh = — _— ae i Te ie sy aed : 
ning the articles used by the farmer, in the next statement it | Profited by my example. [Laughter.]| He ought to have re 


s . t e American market to foreign agricultural and dairy products. | membered the recent election in Chicago, where while his 
\ Progressive, I agree with the principles of an income tax; I agree | nresent party had two to one over Taft last November, t 

x effort wherever it has been exercised wisely to reduce exces- i ae ‘ is eit nd 7 5 bv tl > hie ns: and 
cive duties, bat I dissent with all emphasis to the assertion that in the were beaten this spring by three to one by the Republicans; an 


of instances the rates of duty in this bill are based on data | in St. Louis, where Roosevelt made that famous effort to rally 

ficiently full, accurate, and reliable to make certain that justice will | the 25.000 people who voted for him last fall, but he only got 

‘ the consumer, the wage earner, and the producer. I believe that Oo . Ra aa : wel gah 7 

iff can be revised with justice to the consumer, the wage earner, | 4-00 of them to vote his ticket this spring. In Michigan, where 

producer if the plan proposed by the Progressive Party is fol- | he went this spring with his lieutenant, Mr. Beveridge, to an 

This plan contempiates a policy of trade expansion. It stands | nihilate the Republican Party, Michigan that gave him 60,000 
extension of our foreign commerce. It would have the Amer- | | . et Se Sa a eh ae ; 
oducer develop that measure of strength which will enable him and more plurality over Taft last fall, Michigan this spri 

ntain himself and to prosper in foreign neutral markets as in the | after his effort and his monopoly of effort in campaigning 
Orient and in other fields which are opening to him. The Progres- | turned to the Republican Partv and elected the very judg 
arty believes that that measure of strength can not come to him s a — F ieee 

i the one hand, he is the dependent of weakening prohibitive tariffs whom he had denounced personally upon the stump. [Applause 

n the other hand, he is exposed to unrestricted foreign competi- | on the Republican side.] 


the Progressive Party's pos!tion on the tariff is therefore distinct. It But, of course, the principal paren o the ee led FTO 
does not believe in the Democratic position as outlined in the Baltimore | gressive Party now in this House have simply a loose-jointed 
} of 1912, —— proposes to remove all protection. . a does -_ prophetic view which they are taking of the situation, and they 
oertans. ie Scuatin Peyandhacion, Gaal tony: peepee: te coep | seem unable to realize that like the bumblebee their party was 
d s prohibitive. The Progressive Party believes in a protective | the biggest in the borning and has been losing ground ever since 


which shall equalize conditions of competition between the United | [Laughter.] 
States and foreign countries, both for the farmer and the manufacturer, Mr. Chairm: ram the vevial 2008 « verison a ; 1 9 
and which shall maintain for labor an adequate standard of living. | Mr. airman, was the rev sion of 1! a revision downward ; 
| would be a true competitive tariff, and the Progressive Party main- | Does any man ask that question to-day? If he does, I take up 
ta that in the framing of such a tariff consideration of all factors | the majority report, signed by all the Democratic members of 
ting the competitive strength of an industry here and in foreign | ; a on ‘ Pp ay Th “i . 
ds is prerequisite. Therefore the Progressive Party would bring to | the committee, at page 481. These figures come from the 
task complete machinery for the development of data in regard to | official records of the Treasury Department, and from this ma 
se factors through the creation of a nonpartisan scientiiic tarlfl | jority report it appears that the average ad valorem duty on 
ssion. This commission should be empowered to report as to the | ° _ tax : ; sion’ leakage Rees : ’ 
of production, efficiency of labor, capitalization, industrial organi- all imports the last year of the Dingley law, and the lowest 
1 and efficiency, and the general competitive position in this coun- | year of the Dingley law or the next to the lowest, was 25.88 
per cent; and in 1912, under this much maligned, slandered, 
| 
' 


t nd abroad of industries seeking protection from Congress; and as 
t effect of the tariff on prices, on _opers itions of middlemen, and on | 7 Ses oan ‘ - 
irchasing power of the consumer; and as to the revenue-producing and lied-about existing tariff law, it was 18.58 per cent, a re- 
of the tariff and its relation to the resources of government; and | duction of 22.2 per cent on the Dingley ad valorem rates 
ld be given power also to prescribe a uniform system of account- And then, reading a little further from that report, I find 
ing for the protected industries. _ . ’ . ae ae _ : ; 2 . og ¥s - 
Upon ali facts collated by the tariff commission the Progressive Party that the present committee estimate the duties to be raised the 
d ya a tariff bill, one schedule at a time, in the open, not | next vear under their bill at $267,000.000 on the same imports 
haphazard information, but upon facts adduced by scientific re- | ; pale ae: @ 919 . s\ewienieleen m lneeen wan’ 418 KA 
search and free from the atatortion of designing interests and selfish | that came in in 1912, when the ave rage ad valorem wna 18.58 
Without such facts and such data as a basis for levying du- | per cent; and on the same calculation their average ad valorem 
tariff measure can be just. Without the assistance of such a | would be 16.27 per cent, an average ad valorem reduction of 
. any omnibus tariff measure must continue to be a | yor per cent from the last year of the present law After all 
» in the dar ~ coe es ; ; aa 5 


: Progressive Party proposes to let in the light. It stands for an | this holloing and shouting and lying for four years the com 





1 


continuation of the old method of tariff construction has become 
nal seandal, unjust alike to consumer and producer, unfair to 


ve tariff! commission with power to elicit information. The his- | mittee come in with that official report, which is « I t The 

f the recent Tariff Board and the manner of its destruction, the | , . sanied a te 4 . ' . 
: ; , : ; , y ave abou he ¢ ectness of it is ;: o the a 
history of a bill for a permanent tariff commission which passed the | only doubt T ha ’ tbo e the cori ee ae d 
House in the last session of the Sixty-tirst Congress, was held back in | Valorem under the present bill, because it is upon importations 
t Senate by the Republicans until March 3, and finally killed in the | which will be greatly changed in the first year that they barely 
Hlouse on March 4 by a Democratic filibuster, show plainly how vain it | " . ral 96 — : een oo © as S 
; ‘ ; =? ” 7. . ¢ t , 2. : as against 22.2 ( 

hope for relief along the lines of effective tariff commission reform eut down the ad valorem 1 » per cent a t pel 

from either the Republican or the Democratic Party. by the present law. 
| 


Why, the revision was downward, Mr. Chairman. No man 





and destructive of the peace to which legitimate business is en- that ever read the bill with sufficient intellig a to | ae 

titled. Therefore the Progressive Party offers its plan of an effective | into Congress ever doubted it in his heart after he had gone 

t _ commission. ; through the bill. Oh, the extravagance that was indulged in! 
Asked to choose between extortion on the one hand and injury to 


lnetry 


* y , , eons ; » NS ~_ker ’ ouse onest as 

on the other, I, as a member of the Progressive Party, believe Why, my sf nial friend, the Speak t of the H Ise, h n as 
1 the consideration of this bill, if opportunity be offered, support | he is, with an honest exuberance of imagination which some- 
be given to any proposition, whatever its origin, effecting a rea- | times leads him away from the straight and narrow path, 
reduction of a duty obviously excessive ; but that support should | , Rie te tmasinatt : siaetileniteatia dnd mpi ; ; 
be given to radical reductions offered wholesale and not founded in indulging his imagination In extray gant staten ent, said soon 
n or on adequate information and presented in an omnibus bill. after the bill was passed that our maximum duties, adding 25 
VicToR MURDOCK. per cent ad valorem in case we did not get fair trade relations, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish the Chair would notify | were put in there knowing that we would not get any fair con- 
me when I have consumed 50 minutes, cessions from the countries across the water, and were intended 


lhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Garretr of Tennessee), Fifty min-|as a joker to raise the duties 25 per cent ad valorem above 


} 





utes? | what they were in the minimum tariff. His thinking apparatus 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. | was not working at that time. I laughed at him abo mut it the 
_ The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] has entertained | other day, and he said, “Oh, well, you would h: cd it if 
the House with a prophecy which I put into the Recorp, it | you had dared to.” Did it ever occur to him that }) men 
Seems, in May, 1910. with some sort of sense we would not dare to add 25 per cent 
_ Well, when I said that, one Theodore Roosevelt was hunting | ad valorem to the rates in this bill as a joker to co 1 on all 
lions in Africa [laughter] and I did not dream, and the gen- | imports? We knew that Great Britain would give us fair trade 
1 from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] did not dream that he | relations and that she would get the minimum rate of duty. 

iid go back on his promise to the people of the United States, | Knowing that, we knew that her rivals—-Germany, France, and 
and come back and ask for a third term of the Presidency, and | Russia—would give us fair trade relations, and they did, and 
then attempt to break up his party which had honored him, by | now come in here with their imports at the lower rate of duty. 
running independently or on another ticket, with the sole pur- | They all took advantage of our concessions. Every unfair 


pose and effect of putting the Republican Party in the minority. ! trade discrimination has been removed under this maximum and 








—s 
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minimum provision, and our exports have increased by leaps 
and bounds. tut, Mr. Chairman, let us come down to a little 


later history of this subject, and this is in the history of the | 


last four years. My Democratic friends have been experimenting 
with the making of tariff bills. They came in here and said 
they did not need any information to write a revenue-tariff bill. 
My friend from Alabama, Mr. Unperwoop, has had a change 
of heart within two years. He made a speech in the House of 
Representatives on the Tariff Board bill, in which he said he 


was for it, and the Democrats should be for it. Why? Because | 
in writing a Democratic revenue bill it was more necessary, he | 
snid, than in writing a protective-tariff bill to have accurate | 


information that would come from a tariff board. 
When he got into power he went at it with blacksmith’s 


tools, as was correctly described by the Senator from Wiscon- | 


sin, in ferming a tariff bill. and with no more information than 
he could gather from what we left him two years before. 

He started out to make a revenue bill. but the committee 
failed, and they confess in their report that it will fall short 
$68,790,000, and this in addition to the present corporation tax 
of $30,000,000. They are compelled to provide for a deficit of 
$99,000,000, including the corporation tax. As a_ tariff-for- 
revenue measure it is a signal failure. If the threatened stag- 
nation in business should materialize there will be a material 
falling off in customs revenue and in income-tax receipts, creat- 
ing a large deficit 

He made a metal schedule, and they have criticized Mr. Taft 
because he vetoed that metal schedule. Why, one Woodrow 
Wilson made a speech in the campaign in New Jersey in which 
he solemnly told the farmers that Taft had vetoed the metal 
schedule, which gave all agricultural machinery free entrance 
into the United States without the payment of duty. 

Now, agricultural implements were not in the metal schedule 
et all. I do not blame Mr. Wilson so much for that, because 


|Laughter.] Agricultural implements were in the farmers’ free- 


in this country, and the same binder sells in England for $100. 
My farmer friend, why do you have to do it? It is beeause 
if you go there to get one of those binders and bring it into the 
United States you have to pay 15 per cent duty.” 

Ile did not kuow that there was no duty on any agricultural 


machinery coming from Great Britain into the United States | 


by a provision in what is ealled the Payne-Aldrich bill, four 
years ago written with my own hand. He did not know that; 
he was not to blame for it. Who could expect him to under- 
stand the tariff? [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Of course, be is making bills now. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama, who has had some experience in the matter, is brushed 
aside, and Mr. Wilson makes the bill and the caucus follows Mr. 
Wiison. He has learned an awful sight since the campaign, and 
has just now become a tariff expert. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer] criticizes Taft 
for vetoing the metal schedule. On what ground did he veto 
it? Why, because many of the rates would stop the wheels 
of American progress and close the factories. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania criticizes him, but he has consented to 
various changes in the metal schedule since the bill went up 
to Mr. Taft to be vetoed. The original Underwood bill that 
went to Mr. Taft provided for a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem 
on cutlery, including razors. Why? When we were making 
the tariff bill we put 35 per cent on razors that did not cost 
over a dollar a dozen—not a dollar apiece, but a dollar a 
dozen—a little sentiment in favor of the poor man’s razor. I 
do not know as that would do him any good, but the razor 
that cost 8 cents apiece was sold to him for $1.50. They got 
the price of a dozen and 50 cents besides for a single razor. 
On razors above that price we put a specific duty amounting 
to 70 per cent ad valorem. What was the result? These people 
who had been making cheap razors, under the high duty, under 
the Dingley law, lost their business. One concern told me that 
they had been selling 30,000 dozen of them, and after the change 
in the law they did not make any under it and had to buy 
cheap German razors because they had to supply some with 
every bill of goods they sold. 

Then Mr. Unperwoop and Mr. PALMER came along and saw 
it, and so they put 35 per cent duty on all cutlery, including 
razors. These cutlery people went before the Senate committee, 
which then had a hearing, and it appeared in these hearings 
that that would destroy the industry, but the Senate, if they 
heard, did not heed, and the bill passed and went to the Presi- 
dent at 35 per cent duty on all razors and cutlery. 

But it seems these gentlemen have been reading up on the 
subject of cutlery, and they come in here now with 35 per cent 
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on articles that do not cost exceeding $1 a dozen, and : 
cent on all that cost exceeding $1 a dozen. Did yon , 
Mr. Taft when you did that, and you applied it to all the 


schedules? Oh, how you have talked about him on the 


Will you ever go around and correct it and apologize { 


| you said? 


On grit shot you put a duty of 20 per cent in your } 
sent to Mr. Taft, and you raise it 50 per cent above that 
did you do it for? You got the information last spri: 
your campaign that Mr. Taft had over a year 
vetoed your bill and saved the American manufacturer. 

Let us take umbrellas. These people complain they 
not make any umbrellas at 30 per cent, because you h 
more than that on the raw material. You raised it and 1 
duty ad valorem equal to the duty on the raw materia! 
present bill, and so on. I can not take my time in showi 
all of the things. You know about it. Get up here in the 1 
and apologize to William Howard Taft for the injustice y: 
done him on the stump and let the American people kn 
you were not telling the truth then, although you though: 
were, because of your mperfect knowledge of the subjec 
plause on the Republican side.] 

For reasons to which I may allude later, you put pri 
presses on the free list in that bill that you sent to Mr 
They had carried a duty of 45 per cent. We lowered 1]! 
to 30 per cent, and you put them on the free list in the b 


| Taft vetoed. When you wrote this bill you put them 


15 per cent. Why did you do it? Was any industry jen) 
If you thought you were not injuring any business by 
them on the free list, why did you put on a duty of 15 pe 


| Of course you knew that the magazines and the ney 


would a little prefer to have them on the free list. W'! 
you not still insist upon doing what the magazines and 


| hewspapers wanted done? Why did you dare put 
he was busy with other matters and could not get down to that. | 


cent in the face of their antagonism. if it was not becaus 


be- | knew that Mr. Taft was right and that if you left the: 
list bill, where you put the farmers’ products on the free list | 


and agricultural machinery as a sop to the farmer. Then Mr. | 


Wilson went on to say that “ You have to pay $125 for a binder | to this bill; that it was published three weeks before 


free list it would simply stop the business in the United 
Gentlemen talk about the ample time we have had in 1 


introduced into the House. Oh, yes; the caucus print 
published three weeks before, but that was subject to th: 


| of the White House and the decree of the caneus, and 


were made in the bill. We did not get the bill that was 
duced into the House until late in the day the day be! 
was called up in the committee for the action of the co 

and the next day it was called up here, and we were e: 


| to engage im debate upon it. There were so many thing 
| bill to criticize, however, that he who runs may read. 


have had something of a lively debate from that time 


| this side of the House. For some reason or other gent 


the other side do not care or do not dare to discuss 


| They are afraid they will meet their speeches when 


into the next campaign, and they are exhibiting a good ¢ 
discretion in the matter, and I commend their 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] Why in the world 
change your views in regard to a tariff board or a tori! 
mission? My friend from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] co! 
and thinks, apparently, he is the whole thing at this |! 
moment in respect to a tariff commission—he and his | 
supposed that I had had some connection with tliat ! 
before. [Laughter.] I introduced a bill in the Hous 
passed both Houses. I suppose the gentleman voted fo! 
bill. I do not know that he did. but I presume he voted | 
then. His views were different then from what they 

on some subjects. I do not know whether he voted for 
bill at that time or not. 

That bill met with the commendation of nearly the 
House, the Democratic Party included. All but a baker's 
of Democrats voted for that bill. The gentleman from A 
{Mr. Unperwoop] indorsed it in a speech, as did the pr 
Speaker of the House. It was just the thing they want 


YR 
on 5 


azo when 


} 


had introduced the bill after consultation with half a «do 


gentlemen who had introduced similar bills, harmonizing 


he 


views and getting, with their aid, a better bill than any on 


them had introduced, in my judgment. That bil! faile 
passage because of a filibuster, and now. the gentleman 


Kansas [Mr. Murpock] comes in and seems to blame me “! 


the Republican Party for that failure. We promptly sent 
bill over to the Senate, and with their usual fast mover 
there they got it back on the very day we adjourned © 
half dozen amendments. I tried to get an agreement !! 
House upon those amendments, and then we introduced 2 
rule—the best gag rule we could get under the cireumsian 
to accomplish the business. If I had had my way. we \ 
have had a gag rule that would have compelled Membet 
vote for these five amendments en bloc, and then we wo! 


/ 


1d no 
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d any trouble; but the only trouble and friction aint 
h men as now represent the Progressive Party, because 
id they could not vete for such a gag rule. 

MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield—— 


Ml iis 
\ir. PAYNE. So we had to take the best we could—no; I | 
» not vield now. He says we had a yea-and-nay vote on every | 
sition. Well, the Constitution did that; we could rot | 
t that, and I made the best fight I could every minute 
i was beaten at the last moment by the Speaker recognizing 
oytleman to move to concur in the amendment, I think, on 
sundry civil bill. 
Vr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield for a correction 


s statement? 
rhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). Does the gentleman 
New York yield to the gentleman from Kansas? 
‘ir. PAYNE. I do not propose to answer questions. 
Mr. MURDOCK. ‘This is not a question; I want to correct 
ventleman’s statement. The rule did provide for an agree- | 
t to the Senate amendments in gross. The gentleman stated 


from 


did not. 

Mr. PAYNE. It did not; we had to vote on each separate | 
ment. 

Vr. MURDOCK. ‘The rule says in gross. 

Mr. PAYNE. The rule did not say “en bloc’’—that is the 


way it read when we did things in that sort of a way—and I 
ope the gentleman will learn his lesson from what happened 
tariff-board bill, and hereafter will not be so conscien- 
y scrupulous about doing business in the Heuse when it is | 

iry even to vote for half a.dozen trivial amendments en 

in order to get a bill through so as to accomplish a greater 
cood. So it failed. The filibuster came on the other side of 
Ifouse from a few Democratic Members, and they were re- 

sy ble for its defeat. Well, we did get a clause in an appro 
m bill, and under that clause the President was enabled 
point a tariff board; and it turned out, most fortunately, 
while that Tariff Board did not have the authority to sub- 
witnesses and compel the attendance of witnesses and 
look at their books, still they got gentlemen to come be- 

re them by request and submit their books to inspection, and 
board reported that this lack of authority was not any 
‘lar handicap. And then we fought for another appropri 
that should continue the Tariff Board in existence; and 
ind behold, a change! The Speaker of the House now and 
eader of the majority now had changed their views over- 
ght on the subject, and they were opposed to the Tariff Board 
d they were opposed to any appropriation. Oh, they did not 
nt the light let in; that is all. Now, I am in favor of a 
tariff board. Why? Because we spent all the time for nearly 
two years in getting information to make the law of 1909; and 
with this great subject, with the diversified interests that have 
iplied in this country, we were not able to get all the light 
subject we wanted. Oh, how I wish we had had a 
the Tariff Board on the wool schedule in 1909! 
had had that you would not be here now. 


¢) 
Lie 


the re- 


ol 


changed much now on the wool schedule since 1909, and they 
are reflected in the bill I have introduced in the House after 
hard preparation. It will stop the criticism some day, because 
i W 
s introduced, and when it is free wool will be gone. 
on the Republican side.] 

llow you have progressed on wool, upward and downward 

e a crawfish, backward and forward. I was in hopes you 
would leave a monopoly of that business to our Progressive 
friends. They make better progress when they are going baci- 
ward than when they are going forward. [Laughter and ap- 
piause on the Republican side.] Two years ago you had a woo! 
bill, which was brought in by Mr. Unperwoop, at 20 per cent 
cuty “to meet the depleted and depleting revenues.” 
member that kindergarten lesson which! was enabled to give 
the gentleman in regrrd to the daily reports of receipts and 
disbursements in the Treasury, showing him there was not a 
shadow of excuse for any revenue duty on wool to meet a “ de- 
pleted or depleting Treasury.” The revenues were abundant. 
That has been one of the good qualities of the present law— it 
'S 4 revenue producer. We do not have to borrow money to 
help out the revenues. Nay, nay. The revenues have been good 
ind so large that for the last two years we have been paying 
cash for building the 
can side] and have not issued bonds, although we have ample 
authority under the law. ‘Twenty per cent on wool for revenue! 


[Applause 


And it went over to the Senate, and Mr. LA FoLuetrte said 35 | 
In the conference committee the Senator said 29 per | 


per cent, 


i That was his ultimatum, and the gentleman from Ala- 
wen as mild and bland as ever he did anything in his life, 
‘th a smile on his countenance, said, “Twenty-nine per cent, 


If we } 
I could not convince | 
majority of the committee, although my ideas have not | 


| become a law and be on the statute books substantially | 


You re- | 


’anama Canal [applause on the Repub- | 


Mr. 
proper caper that should be the duty on woo! according to the 
gentleman's idea then. 


6.43 


be 


LA Fo.cetre.” Twenty-nine per cent seemed to the 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The rate of Senator La FoLLterre’s was 
35, the conference rate was’29 per cent 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; the conference rate was 29. They jumped 
the difference in some way between 20 per cent and 35 That 
was the gentleman's view of it then Then he starts in this 
year, and according to all the newsp:per reports from the 
secret meetings of the majority committee—and I am not 
plaining about the secrecy; that is the only way a majority 
of a committee can make a tariff bill, ond if the gentleman 
from Kansas ever should be in charge of one he would be con 
vineed of that before he was 15 minutes older. 

My good Lord, what a crowd he would bave around him 
the time; he would not even get a chance to eat: and all of 
them professing to be honest, and showing what the rates w a 
do to them, one claiming they were prohibitive and the other 

| ruinously low. 

And in the secret conference, I understand, they voted at one 
time for 15 per cent duty on wool. And then it was reported 
that the chairman had been outvoted and we had to bave free 
wool, and then it was reported it was left to the President as 
the only man in the United States who could fix the proper duty 
on wool, or lack of duty, and that he said we must have free 
wool. And they have been shouting free wool ever since. 
|Laughter.| Now, that is not all of it. The hair of the Angora 
goat bas always been rated with wool since the time when the 


memory of man runneth not to the contrary, and the same duty 


has been put on goat hair as on wool. If wool should be free, 
gout hair should be free, too. They raise some goats in the 
United State There are 5,000,000 of them. They say that 
2.909.999 of them are in Texas [laughter and applause on the 
Republican side}, and Texas must have a duty on goat l 
Texas is quite a State, and has a good many Democratic Ren 

sentatives. I do not know how it was done. The Speaker used 


to say that the tariff of 1909 was the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot bi 


nd I expect he will get up and shout some day from his place 
“All those in favor of the Underwood-Wilson-Garner b will 
siy ‘aye,’” just from the force of habit and from his ck tion 
to the truth of history. [Laughter on the Repu! Wn | 
And then al! the products made from goat hair were | on at 
a higher rate of duty, as compensatory duty to the go 
Texas. Oh, what a record you have on wool! A man whe | 
been traveling in Ohio stopped me on the reet rt | 
ng. He says the farmers there are all up in arn | 
Underwood free-wool bill? They relied on you f 
you said you would not injure any busines rl t} | 
really meant it. They do not think so now. Those farnux do 
not think so up in Ohio. They have it in for the Ol M 
if they vote for free wool. I suppose they will so vote, be 
the average new Member thinks that | position here ce 
on the number of jobs that he can get for h onstitne [ 
could tell them differently. They expect a man to be honest to 
his convictions and stand up to his duty, and when he does, and 
tells them so, and tells them why, they have confidence in hit 

I had the firs! serious fight in my campaign last fall that I 
ever had. I went out on the stump in my distri into e ’ 
village and every hamlet, and made speeches in the afternoon 
and in the evening, rode around to see my constituents nl 
told them I was ready to give an account of my steward 
And when the old soldiers gathered in the andience, | id 
them I voted against the Sulloway bill and as t the She 
wood bill, because I thought they were unjust: thet the Tre 
ury could not stand and the soldiers did not need such extray 
gant pensions. I got the soldier vote in my distric', too. They 
like a man who is square and honest in bis convictions and is 
not afraid to state them to his constituents Mos: of the 
votes I lost, which went to the Bull Moose Party, were lost 
on account of the reciprocity with Canada. I told them I in 
formed the President that I would stand by that agreeme! 
I did. I was kept out of the House by sickness, and could 
not even come here and explain my vote on that subject [ 
told them what my views were. I knew they did not correspond 
with theirs. Many of the farmers of my district live 1 lef 


along on Lake Ontario, near the Canadian market, and f! 


farmers there would be affected if they were affected 


e 


anywhere 


in the country. Well, they thought they were going to get 
enough Bull Moose votes to beat me. They got some, a little 
over 8,000, in the district for their candidate. But lL am here 
yet. 

Gentlemen, do not be so terribly afraid of your shadow. Do 
not think that patronage is going io help you out. Why. most 


of the postmasters in my district have been appointed and reap- 
pointed for the last 15 years, and until recently the fourth- 
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class postmnsters. They were a faithful lot, and wherever they 
were faithful, the sdministration wanted to appoint them. Now, 
honestly, have I gotten any patronage out of that? It does not 
come that way. I do not know how it is in your districts, but 
the people in mine have too much sense to be bought that way. 
I have been voting against your seed distribution ever since 
very soon after I came here. The seeds belonging to the 
people of my district have been distributed to them by me, 
but I have not failed to tell them on the stump that I voted 
against the appropriation. A Member of Congress came to me 
and wanted to know how I dared to do it when the majority 
of my constituents were farmers. I told them I did not 
believe the farmers of my district could be bought with 10 
cents’ worth of seeds, but, if there were any, I did not want 
them to vote for me. I never lost any votes on account of that. 

If you are against this bill, say so; if you want it, say so, and 
let your constituents know it. I am spending some time on 
the wool schedule, but it will go through the House as you 
have it. The rumor is that there will be trouble with it in 
the Senate. I do not know. 

The Senator from Nevada is a pretty vigorous sort of man, 
but he bas more sense than the average Democrat. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] And there are other people talking 
like him over there as to what they will do. I do not care 
what be will do or what they will do. It is their business. It 
is your funeral, not mine. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
I want you to have it according to your own program. I may 
offer some suggestions for the betterment of the bill, but I know 
you will not adopt them. If you would follow my advice on 
wool, I would offer more suggestions. 

Oh, no; the caucus has decreed! [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] By the way, I have had experience with a number 
of tariff bills, and this is the first time that any party met in 
caucus every time they had a tariff bill to get all the members 
to pledge themselves to vote. It is not a good way to legislate. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] Why, if you brought your 
woo! bill in here, instead of into the caucus, it would have given 
us some chance to tell you that the revenues under the present 
law ure neither depleted nor depleting, but that, on the con- 
trary, we have an abundance of revenues, as we have ever since 
the enactment of the present law. 

We should have over $50,000,000 surplus this year, and I 
think we shall have that much surplus at the end of the year, 
anyway, although we shall not have as much as we otherwise 
would on account of this bill that you have introduced, because 
people are now holding back importations in order to flood the 
country with importations at a lower rate of duty, and that may 
make some difference in the revenues from this time on to the 
30th day of June. 

Referring to the Tariff Board, I know that many of you are 
in favor of it, but you were led off by your party. Why should 
the establishment and maintenance of a tariff board be a party 
question? If the information to be obtained by such a board is 
needed by the Members on either side to make up a tariff bill, 
why should it be made a party question? 

Of course my friend from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] needs it 
for his vanishing party, in order to keep it on the surface of 
things. [Laughter.] But you on the Democratic side do not 
need it, because you have a majority of two to one here. You 
should vote your honest convictions on that subject and give us 
a tariff-commission bill. You have the power. Amend it to 
suit yourselves, but first give us one that will elicit information. 
Great heavens, you will need it before this bill has been on the 
statute books a year. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.} You will see the necessity for it. 

Oh, how you have tried to play to the farmer in this bill! 
You pledged yourselves to take off the duties from provisions 
and food and to cut them away down; yes, put them on the 
free list. Then you ran up against the farmer. You put a bill 
through here, taking the duties off farm products, over a year 
ago. They amended it in the Senate so that it should apply 
only to contiguous territory—Canada—but not to the whole 
world. You heard from the farmer then, and since then you 
have been trying to hedge. If not, why did you put a duty of 10 
cents a bushel on wheat, while you put flour on the free list? 
You heard from the millers, and so you put 10 per cent on flour 
from countries that put a duty upon our flour. 

Now, you knew that did not mean anything. There is not an 
intelligent member of that committee—and in that list I include 
all the 14 Democratic members, as well as the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock ]—who does not know that that duty of 10 
per cent does not-amount to anything. The Canadian Council 
can meet 15 minutes after President Wilson has signed this bill, 
and will meet, and take the duty off flour. The great milling 
industries of this country, some of whom are making 5 and 
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none of them over 10 cents a barrel on flour, will. have 
from 45 to 55 cents duty on the wheat they buy to make ; 
of flour. 

Do you suppose the farmers do not understand th 
joker? Do you suppose there is a farmer who can re 
write—and most of them can—that takes the papers, w) 
not know that a duty of 10 cents a bushel on wheat does | 
him any good if Canadian flour is to come in free of 
Why, the Canadians would rather export it into this conn: 
the shape of flour. I understand they have a milling ¢: 
there not two-thirds of which is now utilized, and they are , 
ing for you to make this blunder; and you seek to appe 
farmer by putting a duty on his wheat that will do him | 
as long as you have flour on the dutiable list at 10 per 
let it come in free. 

The committee adopted the same policy on buckwly 
rye and the flours made from them, but the pressure 
buckwheat flouring mills, nearly all located in the s 
Pennsylvania, was too great, and so buckwheat and bu 
flour are on the free list. Of course, the farmers \ 
buckwheat will be enthusiastic over this provision. 

You are playing the same trick with respect to me 
off the duty of 14 cents a pound on meats and keeping 
on cattle and animals that produce the meats. 

How much good does that do the farmer, the honest. | 
handed tiller of the soil? You ‘know it does not do hi 
good. You know that he knows it will not do him any 
Why try such a subterfuge as that? You try to appease | 
putting agricultural implements on the free list. Yet th 
facturer’s prices of agricultural implements in the United § 
are less than what they get for them abroad, and I 
it to the satisfaction of any one of you. If you will giv 
tariff board, I will prove it to you. The farmer of the 1 
States gets them just as cheaply as anyone else, unless | 
tailer charges more here for his services than he hap) 
charge in some foreign country. Why, I read Mr. W 
speech in New York, I think, just before the electio: 
he was not talking to the farmers, but talking to the 4 
in the city. He had seen, as I had seen, in the New 
Times the day before that American beef sold in ] 
at 13 cents a pound less than it did in New York City, a: 
gravely told them it was all on account of the tariff. 
not know that the tariff on beef was only a cent and : 
pound. Of course he never taught mathematics at P 
[laughter], but that was not necessary to enable him | 
that a cent and a half duty taken off the article would not 
13 cents difference in the price. 

And so it goes. How are you coming out on this thing? 
are putting sugar on the free list in the course of three | 
Sugar is a great farm product. There are 625.000 tons of 
sugar produced in this country and over 300,000 tons of 
sugar in Louisiana. Add to that the Hawaiian and the ! 
Rican and the Philippine Islands output, aggregating 1,0") 
tons, against the 1,800,000 tons we import from Cuba, wh 
stitutes our entire sugar supply. 

Who wanted the duty taken off of sugar? Was 
ultimate consumer? Why, if he is intelligent he knows th 
retail price of sugar in the last 20 years nearly all t! 
has been as cheap and as low in this country as in ( 
Britain—5 cents here and “ tuppence ha’penny ” there. 

Mr. HELGESEN. It is only 44 cents here. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am talking about the retail price. 

Mr. HELGESEN. That is the retail price. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am speaking of the period of 20 years 
know it is sold generally by the grocers without a pro 
it is the only thing I know of that they do sell without a 
The wholesale price here was a little more than it is in Gre 
Britain. They do not produce any sugar there. They do ! 
have this 1,000,000 tons of sugar coming in from tli 
producers every year as we do here in addition to that « 
from our island possessions. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). According to the gentlem 
request, the Chair advises him that he has used 50 minutes. 
Mr. PAYNE. I will take 10 minutes more than I gave ! 

in the first place. [Applause.] I want to say this: 7! 
mand for free sugar came from the refiners in this con 
and they came before the Hardwick committee. I want ¥ 
read just what they said. They told them why. They s 
this beet sugar comes in and destroys the market for | 
product once a year, lasting from three to six months. 
are experiencing it ngw. It has lasted longer this year, and t 
pesky beet sugar comes into the market at a lower [price 
they have to lower their price to the people to whom the 
They said they 


10 


i 


+} 


ranted the duty taken off, and some 0! 
said frankly that taking off the duty would destroy the 
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lustry. I quote from the hearings of the Hardwick I was told by the r *presentatin ¢ MY rican firm in Parts 
ee: in 1895 that they did not import any diamonds into the United 
. : ae ‘ states hwy? Fecnuse they said ro woe 9 - cont ante 
Claus Spreckels, president of the Federal Sugar Refining @.. | stat . Why? B au they ! \ 25 per cent duty 
5 the Hardwick committee ; ~ | which was not collected, and they we | e to pay that duty 
: lid have free trade—absolutely (pp. 2277 and 2278 of the | j¢ they imported them, and they could bt y them in the United 
“a s R. Heike, secretary American Sugar Refining Co.: . States for the for sn price with a trifle of about 10 per cent 
+ (free trade) would destroy the industry absolutely in this | added, and no questions asked 
“and I would approve of that” (p. 292). Now. we imported under the Dincler — pe 
“william G. Gilmore, of Arbuckle Bros., refiners: y all tae : e541 209 1 un aa a R, : J and Pa vs an 
hing to do is to take off the duty, and personally I would average of $21,598,000 worth of diamonds against your average 
2 (p. 1169). Refint ; | of $1,600,000 worth. We collected annually about five times the 
; H. Post, president National Sugar Refining Co.: © uty ; 0 ver ce! ~~ ante eae : se ed 
if sress did not need the revenue from sugar, I would like to duty - i per cent that you liected ier the W nf at 
¢ war” (p. 527). ~w per cent. 
vi ) A, J. Jamison, of Arbuckle Bros.: | la hl You play the demagogue, do you? Why do you not come out 
| re was no tax on the importation of sugar, we woulk ye able | _: , te aca > har . 5 — ila . : : eat 
' ore constantly and sell more sugar. I think a cent a pound | with honest statements : rhere is aos xcuse Tor you not know) iz 
] taken off at present, and later a little more, until the duty about this thing. I left you the dccuments showing it all 
is entirely remewes ™ (pp. re aenee i s Retaten Ca through, and you had them to refer to. [Laughter on the R 
Edw i. Atkins, vice president American Sugar heflining 0. : ; . Vv aie . - : : : ann - ae 
i think the independent refiners say truly that it is for the refiners publican side.] You ought to have brought them down to date. 
have a low rate of duty rather than.a high rate of duty, and | You had the exports and imports and the duties, and it was a 
the -basis of value upon a they can — (p. 174). a great object lesson to you. [Laughter.] 
aking away rade ¢ 1e refiners year by year” (p. : me . . Sas 
sugars taking away the trade of t ' Then you take the duty off from paper and pulp to the extent 
Now, I had rather take their opinion on that subject against | that it is used by newspapers and magazines. What do you do 
t selves than the opinion of the whole 247 Members sitting | it for? You cut off the revenue. This is a revenue bill. What 
he other side of the aisle, or anybody else who does not | do you do it for? Was there any demagogism about that? 
know a sugar mill from a stable. The sugar refiners know | You took it off from printing presses and restored it at 15 per 
what they are talking about. You did this under the supposi- | cent. What did you do that for? It ean not be possible that 





n that you were going to reduce the price of sugar. When 
your three years are up and you have passed through another 


you are expecting any honorable publisher of a newspaper or a 
magazine to indorse your bill or praise you because you have 


congressional election and you get within sight of a presidential | done that and look kindly upon it. Are you not old enough to 
election—it is very strange that you should fix this at three | know that gratitude is but a lively expectation of favors to 
years, is it not? Nobody can understand that. Nobody can see | come? [Laughter and applause. ] 

the reason why. You say it is in order to let the sugar pro-| Then your 5 per cent reduction on goods brought in foreien 
ducer “brace up” in this country. Brace up against what? | vessels, seeking by this bill to repeal the treaties which you 
Why. get a job somewhere at $2 a day, if there are any jobs | mention in another section and copy from former laws by this 
hanging around loose by that time, or crowd somebody else out | 5 per cent reduction. You who have hollered against subsidies 


ompeting with him at $1.50 a day. You want to let the | now waik right into it and vote a subsidy of 5 per cent duty 
ers brace up and accommodate themselves to the conditions | to the shipmaster who brings it in, instead of having it paid 
nd the circumstances. Now, sugar may go down for a while. | into the Treasury of the United States 


In this bracing-up process everybody will want to sell before And I see that while foreign nations complain of this, my 
the duty is taken off; but when you have ruined the sugar-beet | friend from Alabama [Mr. UNpErwoop] has the same answer 
industry you will have done what the refiners asked you to do— | to them that he has to those whose industries are facing im 
lestroyed that industry—and you will have given the refiners | pending ruin. He says that we are not going to hurt their 


{ 
the market, so that they can keep it “balanced” by getting | treaties and that we are not going to destroy any industries in 


he same price for sugar at the time when beet sugar should | the United States. 


be in the market that they do when it is not. [Applause on the The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The gentleman’s time bas 
Republican side. ] again expired, unless he desires to occupy more time, 

Do you remember what happened a few years ago? There | Mr. PAYNE. Have I used an hour, Mr. Chairman? 
was a scare, gind they said that the sugar crop had failed | The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
in foreign countries; that the crop would be short six or eight Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I will suggest to the gentle 
hundred thousand tons. There was a very serious condition of | man from New York that he take the five minutes that have been 
things, and they got sugar up to 74 cents a pound at retail. The | allotted to me. 
price went up all over the world. What will happen when you Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Kentucky very kindly 
have a real shortage of a million tons which is now produced | says that he will grant me the five minutes that have been 
in the United States? Ob, how it will rise; how it will rise! | allotted to him. 
The price will rise because there will not be enough to supply The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
the demand, and you had better think about the law of supply | from New York controls the time upon his side, but wa i 
and demand. | ply notifying him in accordance with his request as to the time 


Are you going to get any reduction in the price of sugar by | that he had used. 
reason of your tariff cut? I have made a good many of them,| Mr. PAYNE. Yes. Then I shall yield myself five minut 
and I did not succeed in getting any reduction in price. Why, | more. Mr. Chairman, I want to get down to that interest 
I remember things like lumber. We reduced the duty on it, | statement made by the distinguished gentleman from Peun 
| the price went right up. We put a little more duty on | vania [Mr. Parmer]. He says theory can put a statute 


shingles and laths and started up the shingle mills, and the | the statute books, but that it can not keep it there. Well, he 
price of shingles and laths went down. We put a little more | had better be worrying over that, [Laughter on the Republican 
duty on ladies’ stockings, a subject of which you are ignorant. | side.] It can not. He says this bill must have t! inited 
[Laughter.] It started up the American mills in competition, | support of the political party that is responsible for it, and it 


and women have been getting their stockings cheaper ever | must permit American industry to proceed toward the capture 
since that day. Why? Because it brought in competition. You | of a larger share of the world’s market without causing 
cut down the duty on stockings, knowing nothing about it, and | rassment or bringing distress to any large body of nle, 
ye will see the price of women’s stockings go up, too. [Ap-| Mr. Chairman, it has not won the approval of the party that 
piause.] Oh, you will have a sweet time reckoning with the | is enacting it, neitlier in Congress nor by a large majority out 
people on these foolish things that you have put in this bill. | of Congress, for they are complaining of this bill. [Applause 
[Laughter.] The price of hides went up after we put them on | on the Republican side.] It will embarrass industry from one 
the free list, end of the country to the other. Why are these people meeting 
Now, you put a duty of 20 per cent on diamonds, and you wil! | in organized meeting, why are they appealing to the 
make it free for every smuggler that wants to get them into the | for hearings, and why is the Senate committee wavering on 
United States. That has been the experience in the past. Prof. | giving them hearings? 


pec ] 


Wtlenn § , - A , 2 : : : a 
Wilson in 1894 put a duty of 25 per cent on diamonds, and what Why is it that this universal disapproval comes up from the 
Was the result? In 1895 $2,000,000 worth of diamonds was | body of the people who are in any way interested in business? 
‘ported ; in 1896 $2,700,000, and in 1897, when they had learned | Embarrass business! Oh, how easy it would have been to make 


the art, there was only $625,000 worth imported. Then it was |a tariff bill that would not have injured business if you had 
put back to 10 per cent, which is the highest duty that can be | only had a tariff board, if you had only given diligent attention 
collected. Some men would like to put 100 per cent duty on | to what facts you did have before your committee. In the last 
diamonds, and I would not object to it if we could collect it, | campaign you told the people that you would not injure busines 

but as a revenue producer it is only a revenue producer when | and many of them were foolish enough to believe you. It was a 


? 


you put the duty at 10 per cent. promise then. It must be fulfilled in this bill. They will not 
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take any more promises after that. What are they told? That 
they must go out and perfect their shops and perfect their 
methods of manufacturing, and put themselves in a position to 
pay the biggest wages in the world and meet the greatest com- 
petition from the cheapest labor in the world. Our President 
echoes this idea, Let him tell it in his own way: 

(Woodrow Wilson at Gloucester, N. J., Aug. 15, 1912, Associated Press 

report.) 

There is one label that I often see on goods sold in our shops that 
makes me blush a little bit. That label is “ made in Germany.” Why 
should that be a commendation? Why should you prefer to buy some- 
thing made in Germany rather than something made in the United 
States? The only conceivable reason is that you believe that the hands 
that made that in Germany were better trained than the hands that 
made the similar article in the United States. And what I don’t like 
to admit, but must admit, is that in some instances that is true. We 
don't give our lads a chance to learn how to do the work as well as 
it is done in Germany, because the German Government long ago saw 
the signs of the times, saw that they must live by science, by knowledge, 
by skill, by the infinite dexterity of their hands, and that if they were 
to be masters in the world of commerce they must also have supremacy 
in the world of knowledge. 

Mr. Chairman, he did not know that in 1890 the manufac- 
turers of the United States appeared before our committee and 
said that the foreigners were stealing our trade by falsely 
labeling their goods as having been made in the United States, 
aud that they, the manufacturers, wanted printed and stamped 
on every imported article the country of its origin. That was 
the reason that the mark “ made in Germany ” was put on those 
goods, which so shamed our good President. If he had only 
had the explanation, he would not have been shocked, and he 
would not have had to exhibit his shock to the people of the 
United States. They wanted it put there, and why? Because 
our people were making the best goods in the world, as they are 
to-day. They have gone forward in the front ranks and no 
nation can excel them. jut the labor costs more here and 
you can not hide behind your proposition that they accomplish 
more. We are paying double on the piece rate, for the unit 
produced, that they pay in the Old World, and there is no way 


to make that up unless we make up the difference in the tariff | 


rates, Go on, gentlemen, the time is soon coming for your 
reckoning. Go right on, and the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] will find that he has not a united 


Democratic Party behind this bill, and that the people of the | 


United States will not stand peaceably by and see their indus- 
tries and their factories injured and destroyed, or permit them 
to remain idle. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I take advantage of the leave to print to add the following 
vrief notes: 

The worst feature of the whole bill is the ad valorem feature, 
and although they have copied the new system of valuation 
verbatim from the present law—section 11—they will never be 
able to do away with the frauds that are so universally prac- 
ticed by dishonest importing firms the country over. 

The committee have very wisely retained the provisions for 
the issuance of bonds, copied from the present tariff law. In 
all human probability the administration will need to avail itself 
of this provision in the not distant future, if this bill becomes a 
law. 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania says, it is true that 
theory may write a tariff law, but it can not keep it upon the 
statute books. It is especially true of the present faulty and 
un-American measure, constructed on the lines of free trade, 
which does not even attempt to carry into effect the assurance, 
so often repeated in the late campaign, that no business would 
be injured. 

The committee are evidently fearful of the effects and results 
of their own bill, as is also the President. The President sug- 
gests that some manufacturers may stop business for effect. 
If he looks deeper he will see it is an effect wholly legitimate, 
the cause of which is written into every page of the present bill. 
The manufacturers are closing down their works, expecting that 
goods will be bought abroad cheaper than they can sell them 
under the provisions of this bill. They are going into liquida- 
tion in order to save what little they have, and the President 
may well be alarmed at the outlook. 

The insulting suggestion that our factory people must learn 
to do better work comes with ill grace. It is an insult to the 
American manufacturer, who to-day is leading the world. Our 
methods are everywhere better than those abroad; our tools 
are better, our factories better equipped, and run on better lines 
than those of any other country. It will be impossible for our 
people, with all their inventive ingenuity, to pay the high wages 
they have been paying, when this ruinous competition begins, 
which not only cuts off profits, but threatens most serious cuts 
in the price of labor and the frequent stoppage of machinery, 
putting factories on one-half or one-third time in many indus- 
tries 





It is a matter of extreme regret that the commiiieo 
stricken out the maximum and minimum provisions of | 


|; ent law, under which so much has been obtained in the . 


smoothing out difficulties and giving us equal trade 
with other. countries. We are getting the minimum pro 
of foreign tariffs wherever we sre entitled to them, and | 
strictions on the products of the United States } 
changed to a sensible basis, so that there is no cause for { 
it is regretted that no provision is made for the 1 
duty. Paragraph 4-A simply gives the President the I 
do what he already had the power to do. President Ta; 
this power in enacting the Canadian reciprocity agreenyer; 
which was not binding until submitted to and approved jy « 


gress. The President has always had the power to do ¢ 


u 


| without any such provision as in this bill. 


The dumping clause, copied from the Canadian ty; 
purely and simply a protective measure. It is somewhat 
lous that after all the condemnation of the protective }) 
committee should adopt it in this bill by a new provisi 
drastic as they have made it in their dumping clause, | fo; 
will not accomplish its purpose. The same difficulties sypr 
it that surround the question of the market yalue on «; 
imported which carry the ad valorem duty. 

The most commendable things in the bill are those 
verbatim from the present law. It is gratifying to » 
largely this committee has approved of the act which they 
so roundly condemned, but seldem criticized. Whole scl 
are adopted without change. The administrative features 
few amendments, and fewer still of any importance. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gent\, 
from Illinois [Mr. Raney]. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I always listen with ¢ 
terest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne}, espe / 
when the gentleman from New York discusses the turiff. [Ip 
has been longer a member of the tariff-making committ 
this House than any other Member, and he is better 
on tariff questions than any man I know on the Re 
side of the House. He speaks always for the ly 
theory of a protective tariff. I was surprised at the . 


Ll 


| 


| of this debate, however, to hear from the genilem 


Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer] that the gentleman f: 
York [Mr. Payne] for four years had submitted 

to the criticisms of his bill, and that certain obnoxious | 
of the Payne bill against which the people of this coi 
rebelled were inserted in the bill in opposition to the 
of the gentleman from New York whose name the | 
The country, therefore, for the first time is now told 
tariff measure which has been so overwhelmingly 1 
at the polls did not even meet with the approval of tl 
man who drew it; that he was even against his 
This admission takes away from the Payne law its |: 
and we are told that even the author of the bill is again 
always has been against it. Now the gentleman fr 
York [Mr. PAYNE] occupies considerable time upon 

in prophesying all sorts of disasters to the industries « 
country, the breaking down of our foreign trade, tl 
of wages, a less manufacturing output, if our bill be 
law; and then he closes by announcing that the day of 
ing is almost here. Why, the day of reckoning is here 
day of reckoning in this country commenced some 10 
ago, when it was evident that the Republican Party, d 
against itself, could no longer stand. 

In the month of July of last year, when the people oe! 
eountry knew and when the manufaciurers themse! 
that we would have a Democratic revision of the tam! 
tariff which would strike at the profits of the eastern 
facturers, a real revision downward, such a revision 
would require no experts to determine whether it wis « 
or up, just as soon as the people of this country found 
out, just as soon as the manufacturers found that out, 
commenced a period of increased output of the fac! 
this country, and for nine months the increase has been ¢ 
on. For the nine months ending with the month of Mar 
this year we exported $1,908,006,372 worth of gooils, | 
during the nine months ending with the month of March 
we only exported $1,711,408,267 worth of goods. In otlicr \ 
during the nine months ending with the month of Ma! 
this year, during that period when the country knew 
manufacturers knew that this awful blow described }) 
gentleman from New York was to be struck at our indust 
we increased our exports $200,000,000. The country has hi 
for a month, or more than that, the character of this bill. 
hearings were completed before the commencement 0! 


1 
j 


month of March, and the manufacturers knew what to ex! t. 


We have heard no voice of disapproval—the kind of disapprove 


the 


| 
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bed by the gentleman from New York—from any sec- | and compels great wealth to contribute its fair share toward 
this country. Why, during- the month of March of | paying the expenses of our National Government. 

r we only exported in crude materials for use in manu- Wherever a nation has adopted an income-tax system and 
ig a little over $36,000,000. given it a fair trial it has never been repealed. A tax upon 
During the month of March of last year, before it was evident | incomes becomes now an important part of the fiscal poll y of 
| this Government. We make it highest upon the great incomes 
| 


nocrats would win the election this last fall, we exported 


:73,000,000 of crude materials for use in manufacturing. | and lowest upon the small incomes. We tax 126.000 incomes 





words, during the month of March, 1912, when the | amounting to between four and five tho nd dollars per year, 
cturers had every reason to believe the Republicans and upon these incomes we collect only $630,000, an average of 
win, had every reason to believe that the same kind of | $5 per income. On the other hand. this tax will reach 100 
they had always been getting would continue, we ex- |comes amounting to over $1,000,000 each per year, and upon 
of crude materials for use in manufacturing from this | these 100 incomes we expect to collect nearly $6,000,000, $60,000 
over $73,000,000. During the month of March of this | per income. We tax 425.000 incomes in all. and we « x] 
there was only exported from this country about half that | collect upon all of them the sum of at least $70,000,000. II 


nt of crude materials to be used in manufacturing. That | exceed that amount, but we feel confident it will not |} 
. kind of blow we are striking at the manufacturers of this | than that. 


ry. When they knew exactly what was going to happen, | I know of no swollen fortune which has not been made 
| of transferring the manufacturing business of this coun- | sible by the favors of government. Swollen fortunes are based 
| te , } 
i 


ross the seas to the factories of England, Germany, and | nearly always upon franchises—national, State, or muniej 
, they go to work and buy up the crude materials we have | or upon tariff protection or upon patents. I undertake fo say 

n sending abroad, and they get ready to use them here in our | that very few, if any, great fortunes have beea accumulated 
factories. Does that look like hard times for the manu-| in any way except through the favor of government—national, 
rers of this country? For the nine months ending with the | State, or municipal. Under these circumstances there is a 

th of March of this year we imported $1,401,000,000 worth | peculiar justice in compelling the recipients of large incomes to 

of goods of various kinds. During the nine months ending | eontribute a small portion of their incomes to the support of th 
with the month of March, 1912, we imported only $1,203,000,000. | Government. The great nations of the world are doing this 





‘ther words, during the nine months which have passed since | and when we pass this bill we are simply placing ourselves in 
became apparent to the country and to the world that the | line with modern methods and modern policies, Duri g nearly 
Democrats proposed to contro! the various branches of this Gov- | all of the period of our existence as a Nation we have collected 
ernment we have imported $200,000,000 worth more goods than | taxes in the most expensive way, based upon consumption, Back 


we imported in the same nine months of the previous year. | of tariff walls manufacturing interests have flourished and in 
Trade conditions have improved; the balance of trade is now | creased the amount of their dividends at th expense of 
and will be on our side in the future. consumers of the country. 

We have imported more goods, we have exported more goods, The effect of our system of taxation has been to increase 
and we have done this in face of the fact that we are going to | price of goods to the consumer, whether he buys goods manu 
have this awful tariff revision downward—this disastrous blow | factured abroad or goods manufactured at home. Nearly every- 
to the industries of this country—described so vigorously by the | thing he buys is taxed, and the taxes he pays, if he buys Ame 
gentleman who has just taken his seat. In no uncertain terms | can goods, do not find their way into the Treasury of the Unite 
for years the people of this country have been demanding a re- | States. In other words, a protective-tariff tax confers upon the 
vision downward. They have demanded it always just before | protected interests the right not only to levy taxes but to collect 
an election, and it got to be a sort of habit on the part of | them and distribute them in dividends to the holders of watered 


Republicans to promise it always just before the election and to | stocks, 

break their promise just after the election, and to say we have This system during the period of the ascendency of the Repub 
been returned by such an overwhelming majority to power that | }jean Party became so firmly fixed that it seemed impossible to 
it indicates the people still have confidence in us and that they dislodge it or to modify it in any particular. Throughout the 
still want us to go on administering the affairs of this country | jand were heard murmurs of discontent so unmistakable and 
in the same old way. Finally the Republicans were compelled | so persistent that the Republican Party found it necessary re 


to promise more definitely than before, and they were compelled | peatedly to promise to revise the tariff downward, but, con- 
to pretend to keep their promises to revise the tariff down- | trolled always by the protected interests, immediatety after a 
ward. national election, when the party found itself again intrenched in 

The result of their pretended revision downward was the bill | power, it forgot its promises, and when finally compelled by a 
of the gentleman who just took his seat, which revised the | thoroughly aroused public sentiment to pretend at least to keep 
schedules, not downward, but upward. Against that sort of revi- | its promises, it placed, as I have stated, upon the statute books 
sion the people of this country rebelled, and on account of that | a tariff law which revised not downward but upward the sched 
kind of Republican failure to keep promises the Democratic | ules against which the Nation had protested; and as a result, 
Party was swept into power in all the branches of this Govern- | the Democratic Party, pledged to an unmistakable downward 
meut. Talk about the Democratic Party getting into power on | revision of the tariff, has been returned to power in all the 
account of a split in the Republican Party! ‘Talk about this | branches of this Government. And it has kept its promises by 
country being in favor of a protective tariff! The Progressive | presenting now this tariff bill for the consideration of Congress, 
Party would never have been able to get the number of votes they | which reduces the tariff average from 41 per cent to 24 per cent, 
did get in this country—and they seem to have obtained more | which puts an end forever to the war tariffs of long ago. The 
than the Republican Party—if they had not denounced the bill | bill we present furnishes to the people of this Nation the relief 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PayNe], who has just they have been demanding and the relief we have promised. 





taken his seat; if they had not promised reforms and revisions The people will understand for themselves in the near future 
downward, and if they had not promised to continue no longer | that this is a revision downward and will realize the fact that 
in the footsteps of the old Republican Party. under a Democratic administration the burdens of Federal taxa 


The people of this country want this tariff revised downward; | tion have been shifted and have been placed where they will 


they want competitive conditions reestablished in the relation | bear lightest upon the toiling masses of the people. 

this country bears to all the world. And we have tried to do The claim is made by many of our opponents that goods will 
that. They want the tariff made lowest upon the necessaries | be no cheaper to consumers than they have been heretofore, 
of life, and they want it made highest upon the luxuries, and in| and that the people of the country will find when they pu 

this bill we have honestly tried to do that. chase goods from retailers throughout the country that the 

The bill we are considering and which will soon become a | prices will be no lower than they now are. Even if this state 

law represents the dawn of a new era in the fiscal policy of this | ment is true, we still will have accomplished much if we merely 
Government, For over a quarter of a century a contest has| stop the upward tendency and prevent further increases in the 
been waged throughout the country for a national income tax. | cost of living. However, the major portion of our opponents 
The people have overturned, by a referendum vote of the States, | simply claim that the reductions we have made will not mate- 
4 decision of the Supreme Court of the United States by writ-| rially decrease the cost of goods to the consumer. The testi- 
ing into the Constitution an amendment making possible income- | mony of manufacturers recently taken before the Ways and 
tax legislation, and to-day we are able to place upon the stat- | Means Committee is to the effect that there has grown up in 
ute books a scientific revision of our taxes, carrying out the} the country an expensive system of distribution, 80 expensive 
Democratic theory that luxuries shall be more heavily taxed | that when goods reach the consumer in a finished form amd 
than the necessaries of life. The bill we are considering makes | ready for consumption the price to the consumer will be se 
lighter the burden of taxes upon the consumers of the country | little reduced that the consumer will not get much benelit from 
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| 
the reductions we have made. To illustrate what’ I mean, the | 


manufacturers of clothing insist that the cloth in an average | down to the present time has been controlled by Williay, \, 
suit of clothes will cost the tailor who makes it up into a suit | man, of the Arlington Mills. The Arlington Mil!s are 
only 75 cents or $1 less per suit than he now pays, and they insist | in Lawrence, Mass. Mr. Whitman said recently that 
that this slight reduction will not be appreciable and the consumer | “a little more interested, if anything, in cotton than i) 
will not particularly care for it. Makers of thread insist that the | And the cotton manufacturers, under the direction of {}) 
thread which goes into a suit of clothes made up by a tailor | wright Club, have controlled the cotton rates. In order ; 
will, under our reduction, cost but little less than it costs now. | certain to what extent the textile schedules of Republics 
The button manufacturers of the country insist that the but- | have maintained wages in Lawrence it is only necessary 
tons which go upon a suit of clothes will cost the man who | amine the report on the strike of the textile workers jy, 
makes up the suit but little less than they do now, not enough | rence, Mass., in 1912, prepared under the direction of « 
to speak of. Manufacturers of cotton and silks insist that the | P. Neill, Commissioner of Labor. On page 20 of this 
trimmings and the linings which go into the finishing of a suitof | Mr. Neill makes the following statement: 

clothes will cost the tailor who makes the suit only a little less It is obvious from the figures of earnings that the full-time 
than they cost now. But I undertake to say that when all of | of a large number of adult employees are entirely inadequate | 
these and similar reductions are added together we will find tain a family. ‘Thus the full-time earnings of 7,275 emplo 


1 : i : . | about one-third of the total covered in this investigation, are 
the present tariff bill will considerably reduce to the consumer | ¢7 q week. Of the 7,275 earning less than $7 a week ‘5.094 
the cost of a suit of clothes, and when the same rule is applied | years of age or over, and 36.5 per cent of the 5 


5,294 were mak 
to his linen, his underwear, his overcoat, and hat and other | Wass, that city ao = my ©, ie tok ator textile coun 
articles of apparel, including shoes, which we place upon the é 5 : + aera tai didn Dene =a 
free list, we will find a considerable reduction in the cost of | The same report mews aa ; ese employees are huddle At 
living has been made possible. The testimony taken before us | Sether in small apartments. _ n one case the commiss 
shows that a suit of cheap clothing made out of wool substi- | found 17 ae mri sms J a aparument. Another hi 
tutes, costing now $10, will cost under this bill with wool sub- hold of 16 re oor a — apartment, and anothe; 
stitutes on the free list and with the other items just a little | Teese apartment ee / a ents a of 15 ie rs 
cheaper than they now are $2 less than it now costs. The rent most ee re amp eons > ; - pet wi ek f 

Dress goods will be cheaper. The amount that goes into one | 4-room apartment and $3 to $3. per wee x or a 5-room a] 
dress will not be appreciably cheaper they say, and admitting | ment. After the head of a family paid $2 to 75.00 per v 
the claim that each of the materials: which go into the manu- | rental for his rooms it can oe be seen how much he ha 
facture of a dress will not be appreciably reduced in price, yet | left for food and clothing for his — ‘ 
I undertake to say the aggregate reduction will be appreciable. | . The testimony taken “my a pret > amyygnd at its re 

A miller said to me the other day free flour will not make | are a mag he Se ee a a oe fs 
much difference in the price to the consumer of one loaf of | ved without ever tasting —* Shey re beled ag 
bread. In fact, the difference in the cost of the flour that goes | such conditions as this and attempted to _— their chil ! 
into a loaf of bread would be so small as not to be noticed by other cities in order that the burden upon them might be 
the consumer, but they all agree that flour will be cheaper. In | While they maintained oe pec reli oo mpage, the y wel 
a year an average family will consume many loaves of bread, | denied this right 7 arn oa i ctean and long - 
and the aggregate saving in this item alone will amount to | Of police drawn up in soe 6 ne Ay ey re 
something that is appreciable. We have reduced the taxes on | mandate of the mill ow ares: When the wanes in the 
all foodstuffs, and while the price of no one unit will be ap- | mills protested that they were not at work, and asked at d 
preciably reduced, yet when the many food units necessary to | Sisted that they be permitted to send their children to homes 
maintain a family for a year are considered together we will | friends in other cities, where they could be taken care of, 
find that the reductions which are small applied to one food | 20Swer, in effect, was, Return to work at the wages we | 
unit will amount to something in the aggregate. | pose to pay, or see your children starve.” : 08 

It is agreed that the price of sugar will be cheaper, a cent ee iaias aan ad Oe ee nt { 
and a half cheaper per pound, at least. As a Nation we con- | @bDie, ¢ 10WSs > ads asity ; statement 
oar oor 5. paella of sugar per capita per year, and our tariffs in the textile schedules are maintaind at the req ee 
consumption of sugar per capita per annum is increasing. | manufacturers for the purpose of enabling manufacturers 
In its sugar bill alone an average family of five persons will, | Pay high wages to their employees. Bae 
when this bill goes into effect and when sugar becomes free,| Down in Boston the Arkwright Club meets. The gent) 
as it will three years from now, effect a saving on this article | Who belong to this organization have been able to avoi ls 
each year alone of a considerable amount. the penalties of our antitrust laws. According to the tes 

We put lumber on the free list. We intend to make it easier | Of Mr. 8S. B. ‘Chase, a mill owner of Fall River, Mass... lic 
for the people of the country to build homes. We can not re- | the Ways and Means Committee, the cotton mills of I ul R 
form all the evils for which high protective tariffs are respon- | had some sort of a mysterious sliding acale, under whic hw 
sible in a day. We do not promise at the outset to accomplish | were reduced in Fall River 173 per cent in 1908. This parti 
in a year all the reforms the people of the country are derfand- | reduction, however, he insists, was not brought about thr 
ing, but we do claim that in the bill we are presenting now we | ee on esident of the King Phillip mills in F 
are taking a long step in the right direction. | Mr. Chase is the president o < lip mills in | 

Originally the present high tariffs were levied for the pur- River, Mass., which paid in 1902 16 per cent on its ee . 
pose of meeting the tremendous obligations made necessary by | 2nd which paid 6 per cent on its capital stock until 10. | 
the war between the States. They have until recently been con- | 1907 there was a 50 per cent dividend, payable eithe1 am cam 0 
tinued in effect upon the theory that we were protecting infant | Stock, and all the stockholders preferred to take stock. In 
industries against the competition of Europe. These industries, | year and in each subsequent year down to the prese it 
however, have grown so strong that they are able to compete | including 1908, when the reduction in the wages of em! 
successfully across the seas, and the argument in favor of | occurred, this mill has continued to pay 6 per cent on wi 
infant industries is no longer advanced. The contention now is, | Stock and all. In 1908 the F lint mills, of Fall River, * ! 
and the argument used before the Ways and Means Committee | their stock 100 per cent and paid 8 per cent on their BLOCK, ' 
recently by representatives of the protected industries was, that | 2nd all, and at the same time reduced the wages of ‘ mp 
we must retain these schedules as they are, especially the textile | The Dav6l mills, of Fall River, in 1908, watered their * 
schedules, in order to enable our manufacturers to pay to work- | per cent and paid their usual 6 per cent dividend and Rave 
men the wages they are now receiving, and we have been se-| paying it ever since. According to the statement of oe 
riously told that in order to maintain the American standard | tary of the Arkwright Club, in 1907 the vote for curtal' 
of wages in the textile industries and the American standard of | the output of New England mills was almost unanimous. 
living we must maintain the tariff rates as they now are. according to the agreement they reached, 10,000,000 ou 

It has been the policy of the Republican Party to write into | 13,000,000 spindles in New York and New England curt: 
our tariff laws in order, first, to protect infant industries and | their products at least 10 per cent. 
later on to protect the wages of laborers, the rates demanded | In the present bill we are not trying to protect proti's 
by the protected industries. In other words, the manufacturers manufacturers. It might be advisable at this time to «1! 

j 


The woolen schedule of Republican tariff bills fro, 


ile 





have been permitted by the Republican Party to write these | attention to some of the profits New England mills are dix 
schedules themselves. We have refused to extend to them this | tributing under the present tariff laws. The Acushnet Mills * 
privilege. This bill has been written by the Democratic mem- | New Bedford, paid 16 per cent in dividends from 1902 to 1919, 
bers of 1 great committee of this House and has been amended | and in 1910, in order to cut down their appsrent profits, they 


and approved as amended by a caucus of all the Democratic | increased their capital stock 100 per cent, and in 1911 theit 
Members of the House of Representatives, and the result is a 


bill written in the interest of the consumers of the country. 


dividends amounted to 8 per cent. The Bristol Mills, of pod 
Bedford, pay from 4 to 6 per cent in dividends every year, “1 
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oved their stock 20 per cent in 1908, and in that year and 
eeding years they have continued to pay 5 to 6 per cent 
r stock, water and All. 
oay from 5 to 9 per cent each year in dividends. In 1910 
made a stock dividend of 20 per cent, and in 1911 they 
their stock, water and all. 


me 


they 
ae § per cent upon 
‘ tegen 8 per cent in 1902, 1903, and 1904. 
naid 20 per cent; in 1906, 26 per cent ; in 1907, 66 per cent; in 
1008. 66 per cent; and in 1909 they increased the amount of 
the » eommon stock 100 per cent and divided it among their 
ctovkholders in order to keep down dividends. The same year 
they paid 13 per cent upon their common stock, water and all; 
a : voll and in 1911 the same amount. 
de a stock increase of 50 per cent on their preferred stock, 
ond paid 5 per cent upon their preferred stock so watered in 
t vear, and have been paying 5 per cent ever since. 
rhe Gosnold Co., of New Bedford, watered their stock 50 
r cent in 1909, and have continued ever since paying 6 per 
sent dividends on their stock so watered. 
in 1906 and 1907, this company paid a dividend of 15 per cent. 


The Page Co., of New Bedford, made a stock increase in 1910 | which have followed. 


of 334 per cent. They pay 4 or 5 per cent in dividends each 
vear, and the fact that their stock is watered has made no 
difference at all in the amount of their dividends. The Soule 
Co. made in 1909 a stock dividend of 20 per cent. 
that time they had been paying 8 per cent in dividends, and 
they paid the same amount the next year. 


Dartmouth Mills, of New Bedford, paid on their com- | large herds to-day are found in the mountain Stutes 


In 1905 they | 


Prior to that time, | falling off in the number of sheep in the United States 


Prior to | Australia, our competitor in the wool markets at 


ought to have profited by it. 


| 


The Butler Mills, of the same | 





Over in Fall River, Mass., the same condition of exorbitant | 


profits prevails. In 1903 the Bourne Co. of that city watered 
its stock 40 per cent. In 1902 it paid 124 per cent. After it 
watered its stock it paid 34 per cent and pays 6 per cent now 
on watered stock and all. The Davol Co., of Fall River, made 

stock dividend of 25 per cent in 1907 and kept on paying 
(§ per cent as usual on its stock so watered. The Laurel Lake 
Co. made a stock dividend of 100 per cent in 1907 and in that 
year paid 14 per cent on its stock. It paid 18 per cent the next 
year on water and all and has paid from 6 to 8 per cent ever 
The Merchants’ Co., of Fall River, made a stock divi- 
dend in 1907 of 50 per cent and continues paying from 4 to 6 
per cent upon its stock so watered. The Pocasset Co., of Fall 
River, watered its stock 100 per cent in 1907 and kept on pay- 
ing 6 per cent. The Richard Borden Co., of Fall River, watered 
its stock 25 per cent in 1907, paid 20 per cent dividends in 
1907 and 13 per cent dividends in 1908 upon its stock so watered. 
The Sagamore Mills, of Fall River, made a stock increase of 
per cent in 1909. Prior to that time they had been paying 
from 7 to 30 per cent per annum in dividends. Since that time 
they have been paying from 7 to 8 per cent on the stock so 
watered. The Tecumseh Mills, of Fall River, made a _ stock 
dividend of 50 per cent in 1906 and the next year paid 144 
per cent on the stock so watered. It has been paying from 6 
to 94 per cent since then. The Troy Mills, of Fall River, made 
a 100 per cent bond dividend in 1909 and in spite of this in- 
creased burden these mills have continued to pay from 8} to 13 
per cent on the stock and in 1907 these mills paid dividends 
of 67 per cent, and prior to that time dividends of 20 per cent 
per year were frequent. 

I might continue this review of the profits of New England 
mills, but E have called attention sufficiently to their profits 
to indicate, I think, that if the rates we propose in this bill 
affect the earning capacity of these mills the employees who 
work in them ought not to bear the burden. I contend that the 


since 


woe 


Sto kholders in these mills can afford to get along with less | 
profits than they are now receiving, and we frankly admit that | 
We have not attempted in this revision to protect the profits | 


of mill owners. 


tecton woolen mills of the 
0 the 


now. 


fast and the wool-producing States 


All arguments in favor of maintaining the sheep in- 
(ustry by protective tariffs fail under the conditions confront- 
ing us to-day. Protection upon wool is maintained upon the 
theory that it keeps up in this country the price of wool; that 
‘t naintains the sheep industry. 


the Ways and Means Committee, Boston is at times the cheapest 

Wool market in al 

in Boston as it is in England. Therefore, under a high pro- 

te live tariff, the producer of wool is selling his wool in the 

i. ae of the world’s wool markets. We are the only Nation 
| the world, except Russia, maintaining a tariff upon raw wool. 
The sheep industry as conducted in this country depends for 


tol 
ae and importance upon how far the plow has en- 
roached upon sheep pastures. 


linportanee sheep disappear. To-day we have in the country 


As agriculture increases in| and at the present time there is hardly any appree 


| 79,000,000 and in 1899 only 


West, and there never was a better time to do this than | 


| drive the sheep toward the mountain States until t 


| find them on the mountain slopes of the West 
Under the evidence taken by | 


| Nevada shows a decrease in the number of sheep, 
| is not yet a great sheep-raising State, having to-day consideral 


| raw 
1910 they paid 16 per cent upon the common stock So | 


In 1909 this company | 


| the people more for their woolen clothing. 
1 the world, and to-day raw wool is as cheap | 
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12,000,000 less sheep and lambs than we had 10 
In Ohio we have 2,000,000 less sheep to-day than we 
1880. In Illinois we have to-day only half as many 
we had in 1870. Vermont was a State 
having at that time within her boundaries 
To-day there are less than. 100,000 sheep in 


years ago 
had in 
sh ep 
in S40, 
1.600.000 sheep, 
the te The 
and in 
and 
Ne\ vada 


aus 


sheep-raising 


SI! 


the last decade every mountain State Mont 


nel 


except 


mn 


iy 
less than 1,000,000 sheep. 
Under these circumstances who can claim that a tariff on 
wool to be carried into the finished product is of th 
slightest benefit to the sheep industry of the United States 
Under the leadership of William Whitman, of the Arlington 
Mills, many of the farmers of this country in the States pro 
ducing sheep have been persuaded that a protective tariff is 
a benefit to their industry and for that reason they have been 
following Republican leaders. 

It is contended that during the free-wool period there was a 

The 
years 
During the years the Wilson bill was in 
operation there was a falling off in the supply of sheep in 
Australia. If free wool here injured the sheep industry and 
brought about a decrease in the number of sheep in this country, 
that ti 
In Australia they had a hundred 
In 1897 the number of sheep in Australia 
82,000,000 and in 1898 there were only 
72,000,000. By 1900 the number of 
decreased until there were only 
70,000,000 in the country. In the face of such facts these 
every argument in favor of high-taxed woolen clothing in 
order to enable the sheep industry to thrive falls to the ground 
The sheep industry in this country will thrive when wool be 
comes a by-product, and when that happens in the system of 
animal husbandry, which is being forced upon us by changing 
agricultural conditions, we will have more mutton and we will 
have more wool. 

For years, ever since 1867, the wool schedule of the tariff bill 
has been the very keystone of the arch of protection and was 
so recognized by Republican tariff makers, and they have 
tained it through the machinations of William 
the Arlington Mills almost intact from 
time, upon the theory that they were 
growers of the country. 

They have carried the tax upon raw wool into the manufac 
tured product, and every man, woman, and child who wears 
woolen goods in this country has paid more for them on ae 
count of this alliance between the woolen manufacturers of the 
East and the woolgrowers of the West. 

If it was maintained for the purpose of hel; 
industry in this country, how does it happen at 
time that there are many million less sheep in the country than 
there were 10 years ago? How does it happen that in the old 
way, the way that has prevailed in the world from the 
shepherds watched their flocks by night, that the 
driven out the sheep? There was a time when New York was 
a great sheep-raising State. That time has passed. There was 
a time when Ohio was one of the greatest sheep-raising States 
That period has passed, too, because the decrease in the numbet 
of sheep in Ohio is just as great proportionately as it used to be 
in the older States where they tried to raise sheep 

The only States in this country where there has been an 
increase in the herds in the last year, or even in the last four 
or five years, have been Nevada and Montana and perhaps some 


falling off in those years was not greater than in the 


me, 


million sheep in 1894. 
had decreased to 


sheep in Australia had 


as 


main 
Whitman and 
to the present 
protecting the 
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sheep 


ing 


shee i?) 
the present 


the 


time 


plow has 


1”) aah | slight increase in Utah. 
he revision we propose ends the alliance between the pro- | 


Sheep are beiug raised now, as they always have been, as 
they always will be, in a highly cultivated country, upon tl 
lands that can not be cultivated. As we decrease area 
the sheep pastures by diversified farming, by resorting 
irrigation, by increasing the size and number of our farms, 


-day W 


le 
of 
to 


we 


the 


e 
Why continue in this country this unholy allia: es 
pe 
more for their woolen blankets, in order to 

dustry which decreases as the plow drives i 

will always disappear as agriculture appro 

tained for the purpose of enabling the woo 

their raw wool in a high market in : 
obtain more for raw wool than they otherw 
Why, Boston is often the cheapest wool market 


ore 


ence in the price of wool in Boston and 


abroad 
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They talk about the number of sheep decreasing in this 
country during the free-wool period of the Wilson bill; but they 
decreased no more rapidly then than they have since. If 
the number of sheep decreased on account of the Wilson 
bill, then Australia, our competitor in the world’s market, 
ought to have profited by it, but during these years, when the 
number of sheep were decreasing in the United States, the 
number of sheep were decreasing also in Australia. ‘Therefore 
ihere is no reason for a tariff on raw wool except the reason 
given by the prominent exponents of the protective-tariff 
policy—that it is the very keystone in the arch of protection. 
is, and with all the force of a mighty 


We recognize that it 
party, with all the impact made possible by 20 years or more 
of waiting, we have kicked the keystone from the arch, and 
the arch is already commencing to crumble. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] We are making the kind of revision we 
ought to make, the kind of revision the people of this country 
expect us to make. 

This is not a free trade bill, but it will fail of its purpose 
if it not bring about a freer and an easier exchange be- 
tween the products of this country and the products of other 
countries. 


does 


Great natural barriers, rivers and lakes, oceans and mountain 


ranges, will continue through the centuries to separate nations | 


as they do now. Within their own certain defined boundaries 
nations will continue to exist and develop each for itself its 
own ideas and ideals, its own theories of government, its own 
industries. But with the advent of new methods of trans- 
portation and communication over seas and under rivers and 
mountain ranges may we not express the opinion that these 


natural barriers still separating nations are not as formidable | “~ “reagy 
| will have been conferred upon us in vain if we oursely 
| to other climes and other races for the creation of a 


as they were even a decade ago? And the nations of the 
world get closer and ever closer together, as mountains and 
seas and rivers lose their importance as agencies which sepa- 
rate nations, may we not hope that the time is coming—is 
almost here—when the artificial tariff barriers nations build 
against each other will prove to be less formidable than they 
have been in the past? May we not hope that the time is near 
when sugar cane will be produced in the Tropics and when the 
dwellers in tropical lands will trade it to us for the products 
of our colder North? May we not hope that the time is coming 
when the finer laces and the finer cotton fabrics will be pro- 
duced in Ireland and England and France, where climatic con- 
ditions make possible their cheaper production, and may we 
not expect to trade for these goods the stronger, more durable 
fabrics which we can produce here cheaper and better than 
they can ever hope to do? 

We have developed here in a little over a century a great 
Nation, and the rapid development which has startled the world 
has been possible because of the fact that each section of our 
country has been producing what it was best adapted to pro- 
duce, and State lines, without any tariff obstructions, 
each section has been and is exchanging the products which it 
can best produce for the products which other sections of our 
common country can best produce. We have developed rapidly 
and quickly and well because trade routes have been free across 
rivers, lakes, and mountain ranges. 

Nations will continue to exist within their natural boundaries, 
separated also by traditions and religions and prejudices, but 
may we not hope that with the establishment of peace tribunals, 
with the improved and quicker methods of communication, there 
will come a time—perhaps not so far off now as many think— 
when the commercial nations of the world will build fewer great 
fortresses along their boundaries, will no longer exhaust the 
productive energies of their citizens in expensive preparations 
for war and carnage upon land and sea, but will prepare to con- 
tend, each against the other, in the great trade markets of the 
world unhindered by towering tariff walls? May we not hope 
that a time is coming when each section and nation, unaffected 
and unhampered by unnatural trade conditions and restrictions, 
may be permitted to produce what it is best adapted to produce 
and may be permitted to trade its products for the products of 
other sections and nations? Men and nations do not work and 
produce best when protected, restricted, or stimulated; they 
grow strong and self-reliant and accomplish great results when 
they are free. Is it not peculiarly appropriate that we, the 
greatest of the nations, should take the first long step in this 
direction? 

Oh, East is East and West is West, and never the two shall meet 
Till earth and sky stand presently at God’s great judgment seat ; 
But there is neither Hast nor West, border, nor breed, nor birth, 


When two strong men stand face to face, tho’ they come from the ends 
of the earth. 


as 


across 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Harpy], 
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(Mr. HARDY addressed the committee. See Appendiy 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from Mass:, 
{Mr. GARDNER] desire to use some of his time? 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Io, 
GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the resources 
country are so numerous and so varied as to surp; 
any other nation. The boundless expanse of our prai 
their marvelous fertility of soil; the vast deposits of 
coal so abundantly provided; the cascades and waterf;: 
furnish so cheap and abundant a power to supplement 
rived from coal; the noble rivers which constitute nati; 
ies of commerce; a varying climate, which is adapt 
production of the fruit and vegetation of nearly eve: 
in these and many other respects too numerous to me; 
ture has given facilities for the accumulation of natio 
and the advancement of individual prosperity which 
rivaled in the broad world and which no other people 
to acquire. 

But a nation can have and keep no more than it pri 
brings into form which is useful to man. Axiomati 
statement is in its truth, simple as it is in expression, , 
it is in thought, it has not always been regarded, 
attempts to ignore it have met with disaster. Unfo) 
for us to-day the experiences of the past do not pre 
teachers arising, with promises which never have 
never can be fulfilled, but which are so seductive and : 
as to beguile the restless and entrap the unwary. Vas! 
resources are, if undeveloped they remain but curiositi: 
attract the gaze of the idle. The blessings of the A 


innumerable things which supply our wants and for 
nature has furnished us with the material in such abu 
Great as is the loss which we would sustain by discar 
neglecting these inestimable benefits, the injury is sina 
pared to that which we would suffer if those priceless | 
sions, the brains and hands of the American people, wer 
inactive and idle. A freedom such as ours leaves untra: 
for the highest usefulness both thought and labor, and 
the want of opportunity for their use can prevent the dd 
ment of the keenest brain and most productive hand. 0 
tunity being wanting the qualifications become as nothing 
the wealth and comfort that might have been produced for « 
other are never created. But it is not suflicient to give the | 
an opportunity to work. This is much, for the day ha 
under policies similar to those brought forward by the 
before us when he was denied even that privilege. S 
will those days come again when this bill becomes a law. 1! 
opportunity to be offered him must be one that brings ! 
reasonable degree of comfort for himself and family, in s 
a living wage, which can only be obtained for him by cr 
and maintaining conditions which will permit its payment 

There are different theories as to how these great econo! 
questions should be determined. I do not here intend | 
analyze them. Systems avail but little as against results. 

The Republican Party presents to the Nation to justi! 
protective principles which it has advocated a balance + 
showing the profit which has resulted from their applic 
With each suceeeding decade in which our party has been 
power wage standards have advanced, the comforts of life ! 
been more widely distributed, the wealth of the Nation lis 
increased until we reached a condition of prosperity beyond tle 
hope or dreams of years not far away. 

Under its wise guidance we have developed our manufactures 
agriculture, and mines until the wants of 95,000,000 people 
nearly all supplied by an exchange of native commodi 
created from native resources. In 1910 our factories adde: 
$9,000,000,000 in value to the material which they used. 0! 
farmers created nearly as much. Our forests yielded lume! 
to the amount of $684,000,000, and our fisheries suj)))ict 
$54,000,000. From agriculture and manufacturing alone Livre 
was a grand total of $20,000,000,000, the product of America 
soil and American hands. This vast sum staggers calculavion 
and baffles the most acute mind in estimating the exten! 
which we have availed ourselves of the resources of our |" 
but as a result more than one-third of the wealth, daily 
cumulated by the whole world, is acquired by the United States 
and more farms and more homes are owned by our work's 
men than all the laborers of the rest of the world combined. 

Permit me here to digress a little. The gentleman '° an 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer], in his speech last week, told 
that American saws were sold all over the world as the best 
in their line that could be produced. This may be true, b a 7 
true, how has it been brought about? The answer is that th 














1915. 





jition could never have existed had not this industry been 
t up, sheltered, and fostered through years of trial by a 
ective tariff. The very statement that the gentleman 
s is in itself a tribute to one of the many and mag- 
ent triumphs of the protective policy and the economic 
is of the Republican Party. [Applause on the Republican 
‘ all these splendid achievements count for nothing with 
Democratic majority of this House; and by the pending 
they submit a proposition to close to a large extent our 
ries, to stop the development of our natural resources, and 
invite the world to share on favorable terms the profit and 
resulting wealth of the greatest and best market in the world— 
market of the United States. The distinguished gentle- 
from Alabama has said that this bill wi!l inaugurate a 
w fiseal policy. Its policy is widely different from that now 
iling, but it is not new. It is the same old plan in worse 
and earried to greater extent, and it will bring the same 
worse results than heretofore. It is not merely a tariff-for- 
nue measure, but such of its provisions as may properly 
illed protective are generally so imposed as to be injurious 
than beneficial. 
It is admittedly drawn for th»: purpose not of increasing the 
velopment of our native resources but of increasing the use | 
foreign products. The extent to which this would be car- 
ed and our manufactures thereby displaced, they undertake to 
us in the tables presented with the report on the bill. But 
r Democratic friends are singularly unfortunate in the selec- 
tion of their statisticians. Two years ago when they presented 
wool bill, with a 20 per cent duty on wool, they then esti- 
ed that under it the increase of importations of wool would 
be over $40,000,000 and of manufactured goods over $19,000,000. 
When it was expected that the rate in the present bill would be 
1h per cent on wool they got out a handbook estimating that the 
additional importations of wool would be $27,000,000. Now 
proposing to take the duty off of wool entirely, they estimate in 
these tables no increase whatever in its importation and only 
q slight increase in manufactured goods upon which they have 
ule reductions. Such statistics are worthless, and it 
uld be idle to total them, but it is safe to say that an enor- 
ous increase in importations will take place upon the enact- 
ent of the bill Under the Wilson bill of unhappy memory 
id Democratie rule, the balance of trade theretofore existing 
n our favor as against foreign countries was reversed and our 
d supply drained to pay the debts incurred by purchases of 
gn goods. 
ction has so developed them that we now have a balance in 
* favor of $500,000,000 annually. Large as our balance now 
I have no hesitation in saying that this bill is so drawn 
that when in full operation it will disappear, and foreign cred- 
itors to whom we owe millions in interest will 
in payment. These increased importations must displace 
American goods of equal value and every day’s work put into 
them deprives an American laborer of his daily wage. When 
the manufacturer sees his market slipping from him and the 
laborer loses his job; when, in order to retain any considerable 
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portion of our trade the wages of our workingmen must 
be decreased, their standards of living lowered, and their 
purchasing power reduced, the same blight that spread 


over our industries under the Wilson bill will again paralyze 
business. 

A discussion may fairly arise as to whether a tariff should 
be levied for revenue only, or for revenue when needed and also 
for protective purposes; both rules can not be right, and in this 
illogical bill neither is adhered to. There was a time when 
what is called the principle of free raw material was good 
Democratic doctrine. It may be now in spots, but it has been 
little regarded in making up this bill. It is said that if the 
manufacturer gets his raw material free, he can compete in the 
Iarkets of the world; but this is true only when his costs and 
wages ara reduced to the lowest world prices. 

Notwithstanding there is some protection in this bill, it is not 
hecessary to state that in making it up the question was not 
considered as to whether the duty imposed on imported goods 
would equal the difference in cost between that at home and 
abroad. No one pretends that any examination as to wages was 
made or that any duty was based on the difference in wages or 
any other costs which are higher here than in foreign countries. 
The Democratic report accompanying the bill itself states, in 
large type, that the “cost of production theory” is “ rejected.” 
In one sense this was a superfluous statement. But few of us 
expected our Democratic friends to be so candid. At last they 
confess to the owners of factories that in framing this bill they 
cared nothing about his manufacturing costs, and to the wage 
earner that they did not consider his compensation. 
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The stimulus since given manufacturing by pro- | 


-all for our gold | 


It is somewhat of a surprise to have the members of a party 
which has always prefessed to be so friendly to the working 
man now not merely admit, but boldly assert, that in fixing a 
tariff rate they were wholly indifferent to his wages, and that 
they would not take them into consideration. I know. of course. 
that some fine-spun theories are given as a reason for making 
this declaration; but the workingman will not be much 
ested in the reasons for the rule as in its application 
logic of its consequences in lowering his pay will so 


kk inter 


him, through resulting poverty, that theories wi t buy 
clothes or fill the dinner pail. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not long been a Member of this House. 
but I have been here long enough to see our Democratic friends 
continually shift their ground until I know not where to find 


them. Two years ago it was the tariff-for-revenue principle 
that was to be adopted, next the new competitive-duty theory 
was advanced, and now we are told that all figures as to the 
cost of production are to be cast to the winds in making up a 
tariff. As the last theory is the newest, I wish to briefly pay 
my respects to this astonishing declaration. 

Some critical gentlemen upon our side have complained of 


the lack of hearings or of their exceeding brevity. But why 
| have hearings at all when costs are immaterial? For what 
parpose were such hearings as did take place? They were not 
needed under this new theory. Is it possible that they were 
held simply for the purpose of attempting to satisfy the 
producer with mere form while denying him the substance? 


| Some other gentlemen, still more critical, have suggested 
at a previous session, by a large majority of this House, a 
statute was *nacted providing for a tariff board, and among 
those who ther. favored it were the distinguished gentleman from 
Alabama, leader of the majority, and our honored Speaker, who 
presides with so much urbanity, ability, and fairness. 


that 


But why 


have a tariff board? A tariff board is primarily established 
| for the purpose of ascertaining costs: and what have costs to 
| do with the question, anyway? The new gospel answers 
| “ Nothing.” 

| The Republican Party has committed itself irrevocably to 
| the principle that a commission should be appointed to ases 
tain the cost of manufacture at home and abroad, and that when 
these costs are so ascertained our platform declares that the 
| difference between them will measure the tariff rate which 
| should be applied. If there ever was a day when the mam 
| facturer was permitted to determine the rates for and by hin 


self, that day is past and gone. If there ever was a day when 





the only question to be determined in fixing a particular rate 
| was whether it was sure to be high enough to practically ex 
clude all importations and competition, that day is also nas 
|} and gone. I believe that I voice the sentiments of the Repul 
| lican Party to-day when I say that the rates should 1 e 
be so low as to abandon to the foreigner our own market—the 
finest market of the world—nor so high that the unsenm Ipulo 
may have an opportunity to take advantage of it to monopolize 
any branch of trade or unduly advance the price of ( 
modity. 
The Tariff Board already created, although not with powe1 
1 as full as we could desire, and, unfortunately, discarded by a 
Democratic House before its work had been carried to an 
like the extent we desired, rendered two reports of t valu 
one of which—that upon wool and manufactures from 
full and complete as to be a model in its way and to be acl \ 
edged as a world-wide authority. But this report | ted 
| facts conflicting with Democratic theories and Democra 
| lation. So, although our Democratie friends had joined in the 
| creation of this board, no sooner had this report been produced 
than they became vociferous for the abolishment of it. To avoid 
| the inevitable conclusions from the facts presented in it they 
were obliged to invent te new theory that the costs of produce 
tion should be rejected. We welcome the issue thus presented 





and invite the earnest consideration of the American people to 
be given to the bill providing for such a commission, which we 
have introduced, confident that their sober judgment will be 

its favor. 

But once reject all consideration of cost of production, ho 
easy it becomes to make a tariff. This explains some of the 
most singular provisions in this bill. Everyone knows that Con 
gress has been flooded with letters containing protests 
provisions in the bill whereby a raw material is made dutiable 
and the product manufactured therefrom left free of duty, or a 
partly finished product is given a higher duty than the com 
pleted article. “ Surely,” said the writers, “this is a mistake 
a clerical error; it never could have been intended; as soon 
| the: Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
have their attention called to it it will be corrected. It is absurd 


igainst 


as 


to put a tariff on our raw material and expect us to sell our 





692 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Apri 





Vain hope. The most damaging of these 
; were not and will not be corrected. Why? Because 
tific reason can be given therefor? No. Scientifically 
blunders, egregious and monumental. But they were 
and will not be eorrected, because they were put into this 
for political effect. 

rhere has been some talk about the classifications of this bill. 
The real classification of it depends upon the location in which 
the article was produced—upon the necessity of pacifying some 
particular class of voters by leaving to them some shadow of the 
provis nder which they have heretofore been so prosperous. 
in other words, its classifications are political and geographical. 


product free.” 
previs 
nny sciel 


they are 


duty 


‘ 
heat 


law 


sions u 


Witness the effort to retain the farmer’s vote by putting a duty | 


on wheat, while at the same time offering the consumer flour 
duty free 
kinds, fresh and cured, absolutely free. True, flour is not free 
from countries that impose a duty on it when exported, but the 
Canadian duty was simply imposed in retaliation for ours; and 
how long after the enactment of this bill will it take Canada, 
where a duty can be changec by executive orde 
on the free list? When this is done the American ae 
only pay the Canadian price for wheat, and the farmer’ 
tection will only exist in theory and not in fact. 

With reference to cattle the farmer’s situation will be evep 
worse. There is no possible way in which this duty on cattle 
can be of any benefit to the farmer, for in any event the finished 
product of his pastures must be offered for sale in a market 
free of duty. The price of bis cattle and hogs, when fattened 
and sold, will be determined by the price of meats, and meats 
are to be free. In many ways this duty on cattle is an actual 
damage to the farmer. Young cattle are relatively his raw 
material, 
or Mexico, he must pay a duty on his supplies, and sell his 
finished product in the open market of the world. Thus this 
bill, regards cattle, exposes the farmer to competition on 
meats of the cheap lands and cheap labor of Canada and 
Argentina, but handicaps him in addition by this duty. 

kivery product of the fields and forests of Canada is admitted 
free of duty or at a greatly reduced tariff. Mr. Chairman, I 
never had been able to understand why the Canadians re- 
jected the reciprocity treaty, when it was such a good bargain 
for them. I understand it now. They had the political fore- 
sight to see that the Democratic Party was coming into power 


can 
$ pro- 


as 


and would give them everything they wanted without asking | 


anything in return. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

What excuse can be given for some of the 
agricultural schedule? If wheat flour is to be free, why put a 
duty on rice flour? As the bill puts potatoes on the free list, 
why should a duty be put upon peanuts? Can anyone suggest 
a reason, except the latitude where these producis are, respec- 
lively, raised. Never was so much latitude taken in the prepa- 
ration of a bill as in the one under consideration, and it is not 
all geographical as in the instances mentioned. Seriously, Mr. 
Chairman, it appears to me that the Democratic pilots of the 
tariff ship have lost their 
or rudder, compass or light, are drifting aimlessly 
economic their motto: Any port in a political storm. 

It 
analyze 


sea— 
is impossible, 
fully even the more important schedules of this bill, 
but since gentlemen on the other side usually talk in generalities, 
I wish to call 
that I may further justify the position which I have taken. 

The metal schedule is treated largely upon the geographical 
and political lines. Band iron for cotton ties used in the South 
is to be free. All other band iron and steel is to have a 12 
per cent duty. Pig iron made in Alabama—and elsewhere, of 
course—bears a duty, but steel rails made from it in Pennsyl- 
vania and Illinois are free. Perhaps the most peculiar of the 
political classifications is that which puts smooth wire on the 
dutiable list, but when it is further developed by being twisted 
and barbed, to make barbed wire, it is made free, as another 
bid for the farmer's vote. Is it any wender that a bill contain- 
ing such provisions is framed in secret caucus and behind 
closed doors? 

The wool se bedele~-Bebsiuis K—ought to be revised, and the 
Republican Party is not only desirous of making this revision, 
but is ready promptly to perform it. Let it be conceded that 
the rates on raw wool in the present law do not work out 
equably. This is corrected in the bill which we will offer. 
may as well be admitted that the cloth rates of the present law 
cover duties which render them too high, especially on the cheap 
grades of cloth. But this, too, is corrected in the bill which we 
have offered and will again offer. We know that its presenta- 
tion at this time is a thankless and a fruitless task. If our 
votes had been sufficient it would have passed at the last ses- 


by putting a duty on cattle and leaving meats of all | 
| draft of the bill wool was made free, and the woolgrower { 
| that the doctrine of free raw materials was to be 
| plied to him. 





r, to get its flour | 
| analyzed by others, and I pass to the 


but if he wishes to replenish his herds from Canada | 


raies in the |} 


bearings entirely and without helm | 
on an | 
| at home and had to be exported. 
in the short time that is allotted to me, to | 


attention to some of its remarkable provisions | 
| has also increased. 


It | 


sion. If our votes were sufficient it would pass now. ww, 
it to the American people as an evidence of how ready and 
ing we are to place upon the statute books tariff rates j 
cordance with the facts found by an impartial board. |; 
give reasonable protection to the American manufact 
laborer, while obviating every objection to the presey; 
which could be made by any person who believes in pre 
principles. At the same time it has been so carefully draw 
to prevent any undue advantage being taken by means of 
rates. 

When we come ‘to consider how*this schedule was fram, 
the proposed bill, we find it was originally intended py 
Democratic friends to put a 15 per cent tariff on wool, ang 
first edition of their handbook so stated; but for some res 
possibly pressure originating at the White House, in the 


\ 


rig idly 
In the expressive slang of the day the 

were to become the tariff “ goat.” Time forbids ¢| 
but it has been 


raisers 
discuss this particular provision, com 
manufactured a: 
covered by this schedule. 

Fortunately for us now, but unfortunately for the coy 
at the time, we have an experience to guide us in the work 
of somewhat similar provisions under the Wilson pill. 
satisfied with the provisions of the Wilson bill, 


however, ay 


seemingly fearing that something connected with the woolen jy 


dustry might escape destruction, the framers of this pij| | 
reduced the rates far below the havoc-creating provisions 
that destructive statute. Scarcely anything has escaped f; 
the beginning to the end of the bill. But stay! I had al; 
forgotten. 


pasturing on gulch and brush land worth at least 25 cents 
acre. Here protection and protective theories were inyo 


Angora wool, tops, yarns and cloth made from goat wool or hair, 


bear a duty ranging from : 
“infant industry,” if I may use that term so much derided. 
most comfortably protected and preserved. 


There was the Angora goat to be taken care of: 4» 
animal which roams by the thousands in the Southern Sja; 

an 
ked, 


20 to 40 per cent ad valorem, and this 


Let us for a moment compare the duties on cloth in this bil] 


with those of the Wilson bill. 


Both this and the Wilson bill 


make wool of the sheep free of duty, but this bill puts a duty 
upon cloth in which the wool content is the chief value at only 


35 per cent. The Wilson bill gave a 40 per cent duty on ci 


not worth over 50 cents a pound and over that value fixed a 


duty of 50 per cent. Cloths worth not to exceed 50 cents 


| pound would not have their chief value of wool unless mad 


shoddy, which is cheaper even than cotton. Thus the low : 
of the Wilson bill were imposed upon a class of goods wh 


n 


] 


under the proposed bill would go mostly in the cotton sched 


ule, and for all practical purposes we can compare the 
per cent rate of the bill before us with the 50 per cent rate u| 
cloth of the Wilson bill. Notwithstanding the rates of 

Wilson bill were so much higher than this bill, 
of the woolen industry was such under its operation that in 


the stagnitio! 


0 


year 7,000,000 pounds of American-grown wool could not be used 


Is there any reason given \ 
the American manufacturer can better compete now than t! 


On the contrary he is suffering under additional disadvantages, 
| for since that time his wage scale has increased 35 per 


and the excess of the cost of his machinery above that abr 


will affect the cloth manufacturers. 

The Wilson bill sent our sheep to the slaughterhouse, 
wreck and ruin in the woolen industry, and deprived m 
employment in the mills by thousands. I can now but a: 
the daring with which the Democratic majority now 
through this schedule its defiance to both capital and labo 
I humbly yet firmly condemn their judgment. 

The cotton schedule is too important to pass without 
cial notice. The rates of the present law are unnecess 
high—so high that, in my judgment, they might be s 
reduced an average of one-third, if averages supplied the pro} 
method of making reductions, as they do not, ee ol 

used in framing this bill. The report of the Tariff Board s 
that so far the American people have not suffered by res: 
of these rates; but that, on the contrary, by reason of 
pressed condition of the trade, cotton manufactures have « 
been sold by the mills below cost. Competition has ever 
strong in cotton goods, and no trust or combine has ever 
the mill prices. This, of course, does not show that the 
ought not to be revised, and we are willing and ready to 
them if a reasonable time is given, and the rates should av 
with the report of the Tariff Board in respect to this sels 
as elsewhere. 


It takes no prophet to predict how ihis b 


We ask again that they consider the rep ort on 















s 








1915. 


oe 


eotton schedule, as we have asked heretofore. The action 

eir secret caucuses gives us little hope or expectation that 

- will be granted, but the refusal makes an issue between us 

i them upon which we are quite willing to go to the country 
rge. 

details of this schedule are so numerous as to prevent 
» limited time anything like a complete view. Here the 

note in this bill are, as elsewhere, upon an ad valorem basis, 


rhe 
Li 


with a new classification not heretofore attempted. Cotton is 
, eommodity which varies so much in price, having fluctuated 
$y 4 to 16 eents a pound, that any application of ad valorem 
otas to materials composed of it must result in extreme fluec- 
t1 ws in the duty, in many instances doubling the amount 
+ and in many cutting it in two. But it is unnecessary 
me to dwell upon the advantages of having a specific rate 

he cotton schedule, und I pass to the consideration of other 
When we examine the provisions of this schedule we find 
that it also is framed upon geographic lines. The report of the 
roriff Board shows that the low grades of cloth manufactured 


. South need no protection, or at least only a nominal one. 
- are well taken care of in this bill. The same is true with 
forence to yarns, The higher grades of cloth manufactured in 
. North in many lines now largely imported are inadequately 
protected. No attention is paid to costs in the varied and 
yous processes which are applied to the cloth in finishing 

in special processes of weaving. 
All of these processes, whether those in which the American 
eost is no larger than the European or whether the most com- 
ted and intricate weaves of the Dobby or Jacquard looms, 
the American cost of production is more than double 
that of the European, “ with one fell swoop” are thrown into 


otch, and whether one of the simplest is applied or 
many of the most intricate, all are covered by an advance 


9; per cent. Mr. Chairman, such a method of tariff rate mak- 
ing is not simply a blunder; it is an economic crime. In law 
eross negligence that results in the destruction of human life 
is called manslanghter. ‘The provisions to which I have re- 
ferred ought to be called trade slaughter. 

[t is said that this bill will make goods cheaper. I think it 
will: but when goods become cheap labor becomes cheap, and 
i » housekeeper buys cheaply the farmer must sell cheaply. 
Never can our opponents, by any method, make 
cheap and sales dear. They will bring about fewer sales and 
fewer purchases. There will be less work. Less work means 
not only more idle men but lower wages, and the more men 
that become idle, the poorer they will become individually, and 
the poorer the Nation will become. 
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the duty abeve the rate on the plain cloths in the gray of | 


purchases 


at country is there among the great nations,of the world | 


that uses the system, so far as there is a system, upon which |} 


this bill is prepared? England and England alone. 
One person in ten among the laboring classes in England is a 
pauper, and one out of five must at sometime in his life receive 
tance from the poor rates. 
its workingmen can never expect to lay up anything for their 
y 
forced upon its Parliament and enacted into a law. 
is England. The land of free raw material, where the mann- 
facturer gets everything that be uses duty free. I know that 
the sun never sets on its world-encircling territory. I 
it by the exercise of this system it has reached out and gath- 


+} 


ered unto itself the markets of the world, but I know, too, what | 
J know—and you know— | 


fearful price she has paid for it. 
that for the workingman in England the star of hope never 
rises; that the dark shadow of want never lifts from his habita- 
ton; and the gaunt wolf of hunger ever threatens at his door. 
_ We of the Republican Party seek for the farmer and the 
iborer some other prospect besides the benefit of a cheap coat 
ana a bare sabsistence. We want the farmers’ products to bring 
in < fair return for his teil and investment. We insist that the 
workingman’s wages must be governed by his work and his 
worth and not by that which will merely enable him to exist. 
We wish to put hope in his breast and ambition in his mind 
through a fair compensation for his work, which will open up 
to him a brighter and a better future, bring him comfort and 
independence, and, most important of all, shall give him the 
opportunity to exercise the highest and best citizenship. Vor 
the promotion of these much-desired objects we shall look to 
the proposed bill in vain. The workingman has asked for 
bread, and he will find that he has been given a stone. [Loud 
applause, ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 


from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. 





So clear and so plain is it that | 


advancing years, that the principle of old-age pensions has been | 
And this | 


know | 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Moon] is recognized. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Chairman, this measure was agreed on in a 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


Democratic caucus and will be passed in the House without 
aiteration. A discussion here is of no effect. but only a method 
by which the views of Members may reach the country through 
the medium of the Recorp, as the caucus consi:leration of the 
bill was not published. The real debate and legislation was in 
the caucus. I shall not discuss the schedules Their favorable 
consideration by the committee and the caucus is an assurance 


of the wisdom of the bill as a whole and that as a policy 
sponds in the main to the established principles of the Demo 
cratic Party. 

It is true that the measure is, and of 
crude in some respects. It may be that exact equality in the 
distribution of the burdens of taxation is not fully observed in 
some instances in the bill. It is possible that in 
conditions heretofore existing in our revenue 
tions in tariff duties are in 
briefly discuss some of the underlying principles of taxation 
upon which the measure rests. We can not hope to have aft 
half a century of protective tariff a measure enacted for the 
purpose of revenue only, perfect in its details, nor in stri 
accordance with the accepted principles of the party in power 
that formulates it. Governments have always used the taxing 
power to enforce the theory upon which they are established or 


necessity 


view of the 
system the reduce 
too great I shall 


some cases 


administered by its dominant political force. Imperial or to 
|} cratic governments use this power to strengthen their in- 
finence and control over the subjects of their dominion by 


accustoming them to the continued concentration of authority 
in a select or ruling class which is made subordinate in some 
measure to the dictator or imperial head. Taxation in such 
governments is directed to this end. The support of royalty 
is the chief purpose. In every modified or constitutional mon- 
archy the same power in a less definite method is exercised 
but with none the less effect—to uphold the ruling classes and 
confer on them benefits that do not come to the masses of the 
people who pay the taxes. Such views are. of course, obnoxious 
to self-respecting freemen. The right to assess and collect taxes 
is the vital power of all governments. They can not exi 
without it. Upon the proper exercise of this power depends, 
more than upon any other function of government, the liberty, 
the prosperity, and the happiness of the people. 

In a Republic the taxing power is presumed to be exercised 
in obedience to the Constitution for the promotion of the we 





fare, not of the few or ruling class but of the great masses of 
the whole people, upon the theory that governn is inaugu 
rated for the protection of the people and i powers 
| Should be exercised to that end. But there muy be such a 
serious perversion of the taxing power, even in a Republic like 
ours, as to endanger its perpetuity by the pursnit of theories 
that in their ultimate effect establish a ruling class based on 





wealth secured under the forms of law which give distinct ad 
vantage and power to the classes and enab 
dominion over the majority of the people. This results from 
the fact that the party dominant in the affairs of go nmen 
without violating the Constitution in the exercise of its legis 
tive discretion, of which discretion no other power has 

trol—may so lay the burdens of taxaton as to benefit the few 
and jeopardize the rights of the many. When our Constitu 


them to obt: n 


tion was formed the intense spirit of patriotism which bore 
to a successful conclusion the greatest of all political r 
tions was chilled in its ardor by internal strife and disse 1 


and disagreement among the Colonies in the formation of the 
American Republic. The spirit of 1776 was not breathed 
the Constitution, nor yet was the rule of monarchy tolerated 
by its expressed terms. The Constitution in its essential f 
tures was a compromise between the principles of free govern- 
ment and limited tmonarchy. Its federalism was too intense to 
secure the freedom, and the Republic 
have survived but for the amendments to the Constitution, in 
which all of the most sacred guaranties to the Americ 


blessings of could not 


are contained. There were two great parties contending f 
supremacy at the beginning. One, rapidly for gy fi 
remnant of toryism, wheeled into line for political action on 
the fall of monarchy, restoring as best if could u r the C 
stitution conditions, theories, and polici ft t 

try. It assumed the contro! of the new I 

tive force between modern monarchy overnmen cs 
and a progressive Republic. It proj; I f Fed | 


taxation for the protection of « 
exercise of that power in their 
favor of the balance of manki i} 
Party. It sought in restricted form the ¢ 


¢ 1 4) 








doctrine of monarchy. It was the old and not the new idea of 
things that it upheld, 

tut when the spirit of revolutionary freedom again asserted 
itself the Federal Party in the United States was shattered on 
the rock of the alien and sedition laws, and its great and power- 
ful antagonist, the Democratic Party—or as it was then called 
the Republican Party—resting its faith on the doctrine of 
equality and justice among men, succeeded to the control of 
the affairs of the Union. It was this party that made the 
amendments to the organic law that enabled the Union for the 
first time to be properly called a Republic among the nations 
of the earth. The successor to the Federal Party was the 
Whig Party, a great and in many respects a wise political 
organization, but, unfortunately, inheriting from the Federal 
Party its theory of taxation. Thus the struggle continued as 
to whether the powers of our Government should be used to 
promote the welfare of a select and powerful class seeking the 
domination of national affairs, or whether that power should 
rest with and secure blessings for the masses of the people. 
This great party, too, fell in the struggle against the rule of 
the people, and the latter-day Republican Party arose upon its 
ruins to press for the half of a century—by reasons of unfor- 
tunate conditions which held it in power—the rule of the classes 
against the people, exercising the powers of taxation to 
strengthen its political forces by a system that protected the 
American manufacturer against competition in trade and forc- 
ing the consumers—the people—to submit to the dictation of 
trusts, combinations, and monopolies which it created and fos- 
tered under its tariff laws. The Democratic Party, under every 
condition of adversity—which I need not now recount—has 
presented as the cardinal principle of its faith equality, uni- 
formity, and justice in taxation. It has advanced this theory 
as the corollary of its principles, and triumphing in the great 
national contest in 1912 in every branch of the Government, it 
now proposes to destroy the Republican policy of inequality and 
injustice to the masses and afford some protection to the com- 
mon people against the rapacity and greed of the enemies of 
popular government. How shall it be done? How can it be 
done? Examine the policies and the effect on the people of the 
enforcement of the systems of taxation of the respective parties 
and determine which is conducive to the popular good and 
which is destructive to the popular welfare. 

The Constitution vests in Congress the power to assess and 
collect taxes and duties upon imports, in the manner therein in- 
dicated, for the support of the Government. Thus the constitu- 
tional authority to deal with the great question of taxation 
rests with Congress. The Republican Party, following the pre- 
cepts of Federalism and Whiggery, have announced and enforced 
the principle that taxes are not to be imposed upon the people 
merely for the purpose of supporting government, but, as shown 
in the very title of their tax bills, to encourage manufacturers 
and American industries. The encouragement of manufacturers 
and American industries in all branches of trade in a legitimate 
way is altogether wise, but how did they propose to encourage? 
By the enactment of laws which gave protection to the Ameri- 
can manufacturer in trade and commerce against competition 
from abroad. In other words, they fixed the tax upon imports 
so high as to prohibit importation in certain particular lines of 
articles from foreign countries, and thereby gave directly to 
the people engaged in those lines of manufacture in the United 
States the exclusive market. It was said that this exclusive 
market was in the interest of the American people because it 
gave employment to labor and furnished a market for the prod- 
ucts of the farmer. But a long experience with this system has 
demonstrated the fact that while those engaged in the manu- 
facture have reaped vast wealth from the policy the laborer has 
not yet obtained any benefits other than the pittance of a liv- 
ing, and that the farmer has obtained no benefits because the 
system has given him no advantage which he would not other- 
wise have had. But this view of the system has been in a 
measure abandoned, as well as the theory that the foreigner 
paid the tax, as it is well known that only the consumer pays 
the tax; that the importer, if an article is brought into the 
United States, pays the cost of carriage, the tariff tax, and adds 
both to the cost of the article, together with his profits, and 
profits are sometimes added two or three times by reason of the 
fact that the article passes from the importer to the wholesaler, 
the jobber, and the retailer, each of whom takes a profit from 
the consumer, the people, and all of which is involved in the last 
price charged to the consumer. 

But the baleful effects of the system do not end there. Com- 
petition is destroyed in most articles by reason of the high tariff 
and the American people do not get the benefit of the foreign 
production, but they must take alone the American production 
under a system that enables the American producers to take 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 28. 





unto themselves such profits as they desire and choose ¢, 


In those instances where there is no importation. of «. 
there is no revenue and the Treasury of the Wederal ( 
ment gets no benefit, because of high duties prohibit 
ports. Thus it is that the power of the Governme; 
cised, in the instances where it is desired to give sr. cinl | 
to certain classes, to divert the revenue from the Gove 
by this indirect system into the coffers of the favored 
And how does this happen? It is because the protecti: 
afforded against competition enables the home producer to 
a successful monopolistic market and to charge for his p 
tions just such prices as he will. The people are at the jyn 
of the favored. But it may be said that competition »yyo) 
engaged in the same line of industry would reduce to a 
minimum the cost of the articles manufactured. The o 
tion between men engaged in the same line, the trusts 
particular articles, by which a large proportion of tho f. 
are shut down and a large portion of labor excluded fro) \ 
and profits divided among those in the trust wherher pi 
or not, has made this system of domestic competition 4 
impossibility in the commercial affairs of our country 
effect of this legislation, whether intentional or not on thy 

of the Republican Party, has brought about in the United s; 

as the natural result of its principles, an untoward coi 
that is destructive of the supremacy of the masses not ; 

its application, but in a result that has created untold wi 
carrying with it the power to control the affairs of Goyer 

You may ask me whether the Democratic position is more ene. 
nant with the principles of free institutions and more j, 
interest of the masses of the people than the policy of the hi. 
lican Party. 

The answer is that the Democratic doctrine can not be ayy 
is not in itself a perfect system, and none can be, beca 
the conditions in a country like this, diversified in its int 
and extensive area; but the principle upon which the do 
rests is sound, and the application of the doctrine will 
effect give more benefit to the vast majority of the people 
any other known system of Federal taxation. It rests u 
theory that the greatest good must come to the greatest 
ber, and that, if exact equality and uniformity and just 
not be secured in the assessment and collection and dish 
ment of taxes, the nearest approach possible shall be 
to it, and therefore it presents certain fundamental pris 
of taxation which we believe are conducive to the welfar 
the people. First, the Democracy says that the Goverm 
shall not exact from the people in any form more taxes, Wore 
of their substance for the support of the Government, thi. is 
necessary to administer the affairs of the Government 
nomically. Is not this a sound principle? Should the | 
be made to pay more to support their Government th 
needed to support it economically? Is not any other theory 
just to the people? Is not any other doctrine oppressive to 
people? Next in the application of this doctrine to raise | 
nue for the support of dhe Government it insists that the 
of taxation shall be laid with equality and justice. How 
this to be accomplished? Can there be such a thing as 
equality and exact justice in the application of a princi) 
taxation to a thousand varied articles produced under v: 
conditions over a vast area of a common country? It mus 
answered that exact equality and exact justice in all insta 
is an impossibility by reason of these conditions. Then. w! 
principle shall we adopt to obtain this recognized right of « 
distribution of burdens of taxation and equal benefits to arise 
from the system? 

It is evident that we must resort to a policy that will |) 
about this result as nearly as possible, and while it can nol Ine 
brought to mathematical certainty it can be obtained for 
great and overwhelming masses of the people by the enivorc 
ment of the doctrine that the least of the burdens of taxation 
the smallest tax, shall be imposed upon those articles that are 
the necessities of life to the end that the necessities of life !iy 
come to the great masses of the people as cheaply as piossibie 
and the cost of living reduced to. the minimum; again, that tle 
burdens of taxation shall rest most heavily on the luxuries 0! 
life. Why, it may be asked, should the burdens rest : 
heavily upon the luxuries of life? It is because the princi)¢ 0! 
equality can not be fully obtained under a tax system differen! 
from this policy. The few enjoy the luxuries of life not neces 
sary to their existence; they have the means of obtaining tle. 
They are possessed of wealth and immense power, and the (v\- 
ernment protects that wealth, and therefore they should ber 
the burden of taxation in proportion to the great benefits tle 
Government gives to them in the protection of their interests. lo 
me this seems a logical and sound conclusion. To me it seeils 
the necessary result of those principles of government which 
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Democracy professes, principles that recognize the supe- 
wority of no class and no distinction in American citizenship, 
but equality under the Constitution and equal rights and op- 
a ries for all affected by taxation resting on the means of 


a viduals and not on individuals themselves so far as possible. 
It se inconceivable that so many of our people should have ad- 


“i to the doctrine ef pretection. Of course the 200,000 men 
, have been the protected beneficiaries of the system are 
he expected from selfish motives to adhere to it. 
But how these of the vast laboring classes of this country 
od the farming interests of this country, which have not re- 
ved and can not receive ultimately any benefits from sueh a 
sjem, particularly under the industrial conditions which 
tain in the United States, support such a doctrine is be 
vond our conception. Ft is said that there are 15,000,000 of 
‘ymeriean citizens—ordinary lalorers—who are engaged by the 
oy000 men at the head of the great industrial and protected 
system of the Union.. It is said that some 3,000 articles fall 
under the dominion of this power. Let us assume as true that 
which is clearly false, that these 15,000,000 of American work- 
men have obtained special benefits in connection with their 
superiors under whom they are working under the protective 
or noncompetitive system of trade in the United States, under 
the monopolistie system of trade, under the trusts and com- 
binations, them put te them the question, Is it right that you 
should receive these benefits as against the 80,000,000 of people 
who are engaged in other pursuits and do not receive them? Is 
‘tnot safer for you; ts it not better for you that laws that main- 
tuin equality and justice should prevail rather than those that 
grant special favor to you? How can any logical mind reach 
the conclusion that im the establishment of justice 80,000,000 of 
people must pay tribute to 15,000,000? The American people 
have evidently reached the conelusion that the conditions under 
ch they are living were not the best for them; that it was 
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wi 
! cood thing to maintain a system of government that 
would make a few multimillienaires and secure no blessings to 


the balance of mankind. They have evidently reached the con- 
clusion that the world has very much wealth in it and that 
that wealth is the product of labor, and that if a system is 
d and administered under the forms of law which en- 
ables a few men te sequester that wealth, hoard i{t, handle it. 
and control it in their own names and for their own selfish 
purposes that the balance of the people must of necessity be 
njured to the extent of the sequestration. 

The Democratic Party is going to remedy these conditions. It 
can be and will be done, in part, by the pending bill. But let us 
not be mistaken. All the trusts in the United States and all the 

mbinations in restraint of trade and in opposition to the su- 

remacy of the people do not come on account of a protective- 


evised 


tariff system, although that system was the mother and for years 
the protecting hand that guided the great trusts. There are 


other combinations; there are other monopolies; there are other 
trusts than those that arise under the tariff system. They have | 
come by reason of the fact of private legislation in their own 
interest and of natural monopolies under which they are con- 


led. These can not be reached except through the process of 
the criminal law. The power of taxation can not be success- 
fally invoked for their suppression. It can be and ts invoked 
in the shape of an income tax in this bill to force them to a 
just contribution to the support of the Government. The mis- 
sion of the Democratic Perty is not accomplished with the pas- 
Sige of tariff bills according to its theories of government nor 
indeed would it by the passage of laws that would effectually 
destroy trusts and monopolies. The accomplishment of these 
ends would only tend to bring our country to the condition 
which it should have, and under a proper administration of law 
and obedience to the principles of our Constitution would have, 
had and enjeyed for the last half of a century. These enact- 
ments will operate to the expansion of our trade, to the reduc- 
tion of the cost of living at home, and the rehabilitation of the 
merchant marine which has been destroyed under the protective 
system and under the registry laws of the Government. But 
far beyond these economic questions the development of the 
Principles of free government under the Constitution is the mis- 
sion of the Democratic Party. There can be no inertia in gov- 
ernment—inaetivity means dissolution and death. The condi- 
Hons which we now seek to remedy perhaps would not have 
existed if the people had had full contro! of their Govern- 
ment. Why is it that a situation in the economic administration 
of our affairs could exist such as that we have described? How 
's It that the powers and functions of government can be taken 
and perverted from the public interest to private interest? 

Why is it that legitimate legislation in the fnterest of the 
people can he checked and legislation ever enacted in the inter- 
est of the classes seeking dominion and legislative, judicial, and 
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executive control of the Government under the power of wealth? 
It is largely because that under our Constitution the Govern 
ment is too far removed from the people. Under such a 
tem equal or better opportunity exists for a select class than 
the people to rule. The Federal Government must be brought 
closer to the people and the people to the Federal Government 
if liberty and justice are to be preserved. 


SVS- 


Our 


peopie look 


upon the Federal institutions in a measure as foreign, and. in 
many places, even inimical to their welfare. This would not 
be true if the people had full participation in the aff of 
government. So long as their duties toward the Governme! 


| apparently are so meager their slight participation in i 


does not produce a profound interest, and just so long the 
portunities of those who have designs to accomplish throug) 
the instrumentalities of government may be 
the States, where the people elect all of their offic: 
ballot box, the rights of the citizens are jealously guarded, but 
in the affairs of the United States that profound interest which 
the people take in their State affairs is not manifest. If you 
will give to the citizen the right to cast his directly for 
President, as has recently been done for Senators; if you will 
give him the right to vote for his district attorneys, for t 
Federal judges, who must determine questions of pro 
rights and often of life and liberty, in which he is concerned; 
if you will give him the right to vote for the marshals to exe- 
cute the Federal processes, for the collectors who gather the 
Federal revenues, and for the postmaster at the oflice of 
residence, you will give to him an interest in Federal affair 
that will make him the guardian of Federal liberty and rigbts. 
Who can call this a Republic save in name, when of all t 
vast thousands of offices that are necessary to administer 
affairs only the Representatives in Congress and now 
tors are elected by a direct vote of the people at the ballot 
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box? Let us trust that there is no way to impede the march of 
Democratic thought and sentiment. Let us trust that the day 
is not far distant when this Government shall be in fact as it 


is in theory under the direct contro) and dominion of the masses 
of the people; when conditions shall be such that the mere dis 
cretion of men in office shall dominate no longer but the 
shall be dictator. Let us maintain a government of law 
not of men. 

While we guard sacredly the rights of the States, let us not 
neglect the development of the constitutional powers of the 
Federal Government for the promotion of the welfare of the 
people. Our authority in actual exercise now rea far 
beyond the seas. Our influence is felt among all the na 
Our foreign relations are ever enlarging. Our national duties 
and obligations are increasing, and we may yet foreed to 
the conelusion that for the peaceful solution of at inter- 
national questions it may be wise for the States te grant 
the Union further constitutional sovereign power. The future 
may bring perplexing issues on account of the exercise of sov- 
ereignty by 48 different States over one and the same subject 
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| in an essentially different way, while the central Government 


is powerless on the same question to meet just domestic 
international demands. But these are questions for the future, 
and it is not now and it will not be safe for the States to con- 
eede any more of their sovereignty to the United States until 


or 


our Constitution is amended and revised so as to force the 
Government under all conditions to respond promptly and 
effectively to the demand of the will of the majority of the 
people. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. BarrHoLpr]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri 
THOLDT] is recognized. 


(Mr. Ban- 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, the average American 
eitizen requires no expert knowledge of the tariff question to 
perceive the fundamental errors which are misguiding the 
hands of the Democratie tariff tinkerers. I grant it is not 


malice which prompts the ruthless shaking of the legal founda- 
tion upon which American industries have been built; it is 
innocence, rather, the innocence of the child playing in close 
proximity of a red-hot stove. 


As a party our Democratic friends still permit the cotton 
grower’s hand to write their tariff bills and his mind to dictate 
their policies. The cotton grower—and he is but human, as we 
all are—wants to sell his product at the highest possible 
prices and to buy all his necessaries at the lowest possible 
prices. As he has to fear no outside competition with his own 
product, he is naturally for either free trade or a revenue tariff, 
which is free trade in principle. It is free trade because protec- 


tion #s a principle is eliminated, and where it occurs asa part in 
a revenue tariff it does so only as an incident—in the opinion 
the framers of the pending bill even as an unwelcome inci 
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And there you are. 
to speak 


When we had no manufacturing industries 
of in this country the interests of the cotton grower 
were the common interests of all, and at that time free trade 
was no doubt the right policy; but while a revolutionary 
of conditions has occurred, while nearly one-half of 
the American people now depend upon manufacturing as a live- 
lihood, Democratic policy has remained unchanged. It is bar- 
ren and unfruitful and does not consider the needs of either 
the manufacturer or the wageworker but only the interests of 
the cotton grower and of those who sell noncompetitive 
products. 

From the standpoint of the general welfare this is one of 
the fundamental errors underlying the Underwood biil. More- 
over, our friends have forgotten that under the last Democratic 
tariff even the cotton grower did not prosper, because the 
people had no money to buy his product, so that its price went 
down to 4 cents a pound. 

Another fundamental error is the assumption that all Amer- 
ican manufacturers have grown rich and fat under Republican 
tariffs. The fact is that the vast majority of them, owing to 
fierce competition, have to be content with but small profits, 
and, indeed, have to do very close figuring to make both ends 
meet. The great fortunes which have been built up in the 
United States are not due to the tariff; in fact, have no con- 
nection with it, but are the result either of enhanced land 
values, of valuable patents, or of the exploitation of natural 
resources. The American manufacturer, who often risks his 
all and usually has his all invested in his plant, deserves 
credit for his enterprise rather than the slurs heaped upon him 
by the free-trade party. 

It would be almost criminal, Mr. Chairman, to disturb the 
prosperous condition of the country by tariff tinkering were it 
not for the high cost of living. That is generally recognized as the 
excuse for the attempted legislation. And yet, have our friends 
on the other side ever investigated just what the articles are that 
have gone up in price? Permit me to say that, speaking gen- 
erally, they are not the tariff-protected goods, but the foodstufis, 
the products of the farm. It was for this reason that President 
Taft preposed reciprocity with Canada. In return for proper 
concessions he aimed to enlarge the supply of our breadstuffs, 
and so reduce the high cost of living. Dow furiously that plan 
was criticized! But what will those same critics say when they 
read the Underwood bill and find that it will open our gates 
to Canada without exacting a single concession in return. Right 
in this connection let me suggest that the country will watch 
with bated breath the redemption of the Democratic promises 
to the effect that farmers, under a Democratic tariff, would 
receive the same high prices for their products as before, while 
the laboring men of the cities would be enabled to buy the same 
products much cheaper than before. This will be solving the 
problem of making both ends of the seesaw go up at the 
same time. The Republicans pointed out the impossibility of 
such a feat, but in vain. Enough people followed the “ false 
prophets” to give them a plurality of the votes, because people 
had forgotten what followed the enactment of the last Demo- 
cratic tariff bill. My prediction now is that the main effect of 
this legislation will be to cripple the industries, reduce wages, 
and throw labor out of employment to such an extent as to 
seriously decrease the demand for farm products, owing to the 
inability of the masses of the people to buy them at any price. 
As a consequence I predict that the farmers will be the first to 
join the industrial classes in their demand for a restoration of 
the beneticent policy of protection. 

In the kindergarten in which this bill was framed the most 
important factor seems to have been entirely overlooked, 
namely, the American standard of wages and the desirability of 
maintaining it. The United States is a high-wage country; 
practically all others are low-wage countries. It is not true 
that we can make up for the advantage which our competitors 
enjoy on that account by the employment of better machinery 
and more efficient workmen. If this was true at one time, it is 
no longer true to-day, for the manufacturers of Europe have 
not only bought our machines, but improved on them, and as 
to the efficiency of labor, it is patent that when several genera- 
tions of the same family work at the same trade, as is the 
custom in Europe, they must become proficient, and at least 
the equals of those of us who are engaged in the same line of 
trade. As a general proposition, I believe it to be absolutely 
true that the American manufacturer, owing to his intelligence 
and enterprise, could easily compete with all the world on 
equal terms, provided he can get his labor as cheaply as his 
foreign rival, but if it costs him more than his competitor to 
manufacture his product all his ingenuity will avail him 
nothing, and he will be unable to compete. Then, the only ques- 
tion to determine is, Does it cost him more? Fortunately there 
is no lack of authentic information on that point. 
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It is admitted by all that American wages in ney), 
dustries are two and three times higher than wages j;, 
countries, and it is this difference which it was «, 
equalize by the Republican policy of protection, ‘\j 
policy placed the home manufacturer on an equal fou; 
his foreign competitor and at the same time prot, 
American laboring man in his high standard of iy; 
gainst the reduction of his wages to the Europe te 
There is no escape from the conclusion that to strike dv 
protection will have the effect of either putting both ti, 
ican manufacturer and all his employees out of busin, 
reducing wages to the foreign level. This is not a ¢}y 
a lesson which under the Wilson-Gorman bill we |e, 
bitter experience, and as the people had evidently f, 
that lesson, it seems they will have to learn it anew. 

It was generally expected that the Democratic Pp 
assuming power would reduce the tariff. It had pleds 
to that policy, and, besides, everybody knows that. «\ 
its free-trade heart, it bears a grudge against the 
tion of the customhouse. There was a_ disposition 
the people, even among the majority who voted ags 
dent Wilson, to give them a chance, in the belief th; 
16 years of exile they had learned the lessons of (J 
and would be careful and considerate in putting their | 
theories into practice. But how many votes, do you 
would they have received if the Underwood bill had be: 
the country previous to the election as a sample of what rad 
action they proposed to take? How many Members of ( 
gress would they have elected on the issue of grantiny 
foreign manufacturer a direct advantage over the home | 
facturer? It is safe to say we would have neither a |) 
cratic President nor a Democratic Congress, for the \ 
jority of the American people, I believe, are still of the « 
that legislation shall be so shaped as to give the adv: 
our home industry, or at least to place both the Ame 
the foreign manufacturer on an equal footing. 

Let me show you briefly the effect the Underwood } 
have on the great State of Missouri which I have the |. 
in part to represent. It seems almost as if my State had 
singled out for special punishment by that star chamber 
known as the Committee on Ways and Means, and |! 
more surprising because one of our Democratic colleagu: 
member of the committee. Taking the products of thie | 
find first that wool, lumber, corn, meat, hogs, and pot 
placed on the free list. Our free-trade friends are t 
farmer that Missouri, as an interior State, is too far 
from exporting countries, like Canada, to fear their « 
tion. In Other words, that prices in Missouri would 
affected by importations of these articles. The fact is, of « 
that such imports, even if they do not reach Missouri, 
have a general effect upon prices; but supposing it were not 
how then would free trade in these products reduce tli 
of living? On cattle the duty has been fixed at 10 ) 
ad valorem and on wheat it has been reduced from 2 | 
cents a bushel. As to wool, it is generally believed th 
industry will be wiped out by the bill, not only in Miss: 
everywhere. The sheep raisers of the country will! be to 
suppose, what Chairman UNpbERWoop told the sugar gro 
namely, to get ready and go into some other business. 

While the farmers will be sure to suffer, the mining 
manufacturing industries in Missouri are hit still h 
When we Republicans succeeded in securing a duty of 
a pound on zinc in the Payne bill a wave of prosperity : 
struck ine Joplin district. Now, this duty has been cut 
and as a result it is predicted that the mines will again 
to shut down, as it will be impossible for the operators | 
pete with the Mexican product, at least, as soon as 
restored in the neighboring Republic. This is a clear | 
tion of what I stated before—that in many cases the Ai 
producer has been placed at a clear disadvantage as « 
with the foreign producer. The reason is, of course, tlic ‘ 
ence in wages. The same is true in the case of lead and ; 
and barytes. The people of Jasper and St. Francis Co 
I predict, will long remember the Underwood bill as w: 
the party responsible for it. 

Coming to the manufacturing industries of St. Louis, | . 
from the protests which I have received that disaster wil! 
many of them as a result of the proposed legislation, « 
believe I have heard from al] of them. Those more se! 
affected are boots and shoes, milling, chemicals, cigars, S\' 
glass, bags and bagging, dry plates, and lithographing. 9} 
and shoes have been placed on the free list, and why? Be 
it has been stated that our shoe manufacturers have bee" 
cessfully selling abroad; hence, if they can compete wit) 
eigners in their own markets they can compete with them 


It is true that American shoes are bought abroad, because tha 
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hetter shaped and more elegant than the European arti- | importer who appeared at the same time, and instead of in 


: hut of late the foreigners have not only secured American | creasing the rate reduced it to 15 per cent; and so in nearly 
‘ nes but also imitated American lasts, and as a result | every instance have American interests been ruthlessly suboi 
, ‘competition in the American market has become formi- | dinated to foreign interests. Indeed, the title of the bill should 
. eyen under the Payne rates, and for the simple reason be changed to read “A bill to encourage foreign industries at 
} the wages paid in the shoe factories of Germany, Denmark, | the expense of American labor.” 
A I France, Norway, and Switzerland average less than | I realize that all protests against this free-trade bill will be 
afths of those paid in the United States. There is not the | lost, like the voice in the desert; but IL desire to go on record 
5 ost semblance of privilege or monopoly connected with the | with these statements to show the contrast between Repub 
va trade. and to deliberately place our manufacturers at a | lican and Democratic policies. No human being is infallible. and 
intage on account of the difference in wages is a grave | no party is, but it is worse than inexcusable and an offense 
tice. At present shoe manufacturing is one of the most | against public welfare for any set of men to put into effect 
« vrishing industries of St. Louis, employing thousands of | ideas which have proven erroneous and detrimental to the 
We nemen. What is to become of it? perity of the people. 
\illing. another of St. Louis's great industries, is affected Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield to the 
he provision which places flour on the free list and imposes | gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CLiNne}. 
j of 10 cents per bushel on wheat. Here we have a tax | Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman and geatlemen of the commit 
, the raw material and free trade for the finished product, in the closing hours of the general debate on this proposition 1 
\\ ; means a premium on the importation of flour from | venture we have all been interested in the discussion of the 
( li The same is true of oats. Raw oats carry a duty of | greatest subject that can affect the business of the country I 
1) cents a bushel while manufactured or rolled oats were | have been glad to have information from the old Members of 
i on the free list. This is too much even for the leading | this House, drawn from the deep-driven wells of their know! 
Democratic paper of St. Louis, and it thunders against this | edge, and also the views of the new men. We have been d 
onsistency ” editorially. | lighted with the hope of the good things to come, from 
Manufacturing of chemicals is one of our most sensitive, | side, and we have despaired at the prophecies of the gentlemen 
hy se youngest, industries, and was also one most diltficult | on the other side. We have declarations that this is to be 





. establish against the monopoly of the Old World, especially | the best tariff ever written, from our side, and we have heard 
Germany. The deep cuts in the schedules will therefore be | the statement that it is the most dangerous measure that Con 
ost keenly felt and probably result in quite a number of com- | gress has ever considered, from the other side. 
not being manufactured here in the future. But in all these observations I was particularly interested in 
fhe Payne law limits the free importation of cigars from the | the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from New York 
r ypine Islands to 150,000,000 annually. The Underwood | [Mr. Payne], who, out of the wind cave of his retirement, while 
removes this limit, so that the American cigar makers are } the black bats and hobgoblins were flying about him, as he saw 
into direct competition with the Filipinos, whose wages, | in the dim light of his surroundings—the retirement of a great 
« to the last statistics, are only $96.50 American money | party—what was going to happen to him. My friends, his cond 
v, or 39 cents per day. And, of course, there is nothing | tion demands the commiseration of every man on this floor Ile 





) stop the Tobacco Trust from going to the islands and manu- | knows what we are going to do to his only legislative baby 
facturing. with the use of the cheap labor there, all the cigars | We are going to escheat those rights that he sought to invest 
\merican market can carry. This is a most serious propo- | with under the Constitution to 90,000,000 of people by the ado 
for the hundreds of small manufacturers in St. Louis} tion of this bill. And we are going to restore those rights t! 
d elsewhere, as well as for the men they employ. | have so long been installed by class and partisan legislation 
\ staggering blow which it will not be able to survive is dealt | [ am surprised particularly at the gentleman who has j 
he new Democratic tariff to the stained-glass window in- | concluded his remarks, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Gi 
an infant industry in the true sense of the word, its | The wildness of his observations, the incorrectness of his state 
it establishment in this country being solely due to the | ments, are surprising, coming from a man who has oceupied a 
ective tariff. We have one such factory in St. Lowis whose | seat in Congress for four years—the statement that free raw 
lucts, from the standpoint of art, compare favorably with | material was a Democratic doctrine! The Democratic Party in 
best European importations. The duty on stained-glass | national convention has never expressed itself on the question 
windows is now 45 per cent, which barely equalizes the differ- | of free raw material unless it was on a single item, and that 
f of wages abroad and here, but enabled the establishment | one once. Why, the reason is clear, it was because we believe 
the new art in the United States. The Underwood bill pro- | in a tariff for revenue only. And when you reach that | tion 
des in one section for a reduction to 30 per cent and in an- | the detail of proposition as to where the levy purely for rey le 
other that such windows shall be admitted free if donated to | shall be laid is purely a matter of individual judgment, and the 
hurches, and so forth. As church windows are in nearly all | Democratic Party has never sought to dictate that pat War 
es actual donations, this provision will wipe out the industry, | feature. In other words, the detail of a principle in its applica 
the only alternative of the manufacturers will be to move | tion can never subordinate the principle itself. 
their plants to Europe and export their art products made by the | Why, the gentleman says, * We want to give the people relief 
heaper foreign labor to America. If the committee acted with | on the wool schedule.” That is the most amusing declaration I 


‘eyes open, I do not hesitate to say that their action is an} have heard in all this discussion—that any Republican wanted 

‘ which should be resented by the people. In this case | to give the 90,000,000 people in this Republic relief on the wool 
excuse of cost reduction will not count, because there was | proposition when they have insisted for 30 years upon enthra 
0} and free competition between the manufacturer and the | ing the people of this country with the most outrageous rat 


ter, and the latter still had the bulk of the business and, | under that proposition that ever existed in any tariff bill. They 
further, because after the industry is struck down the foreign- | are willing now to eat out of the hand that smote them for a 
ers Will raise the price at their own pleasure. | violation of a sacred promise to reduce the tariff, and thus to 
There is another case in which the duty on the raw material | bask in the good graces of the people. 
i the finished product has been made the same, to the detri- | There have been other Governments where commerce or law 
ment of American manufacturing. I refer to bags or sacks and | or art has been the predominant national characteristic rhe 
‘ material, “ plain woven fabrics of single jute yarns,” from | foreordained destiny of this Republic is to produce and to dis 
\ h they are made. The duty is 25 per cent ad valorem, and | tribute wealth. In our purpose sre centered all the forces 
s efect will be that a considerable portion of the manufac- | all those tremendous powers—law and art and commerce; paint 
< of burlap bags now done in this country will be done | ing and sculpture and music; the calm, dignified mantle of the 
road. St. Louis has several bag factories which will be | jaw; and the sanctity of a Christian force in morals. These 
lected by the change. | with our environment of nature’s resources, make up for us a 
the deep cuts of the rates on window glass, it is asserted | condition that awakens in every man a devoted adi ition for 


manufacturers, will make it doubtful whether they can con- | his citizenship and his country. 


Unue to operate their plants in this country, even, so they say,| In the feeding and the housing of people, in the proper 
7 W eee were cut in half and all idea of profit abandoned. ministry to their wants, lies the highest purp f hi 1 eu 
4S Change seriously affects Valley Park and southeast Mis- | deavor. Government is a great problem. ‘The diversity of our 
—e | Gaeves. the interdependence of our activities, the mysterious 
St. Louis has several] dry-plate facteries. Representatives of | and complex forces of a mixed civilizati thi infathomal 
these and other concerns appeared before the committee and possibilities that may be wrought out for our good or that 


rged on increase of duty from 25 to 40 per cent, as the present | might be visited upon us by the gr swarms of humanit 





I 
oe not sufficient protection against English plates made | about us, all clamoring for recognition of their assumed rigl 
y cheaper labor. But the committee heeded the advice of an | warn us of the fact that the labor we are engaged in is a seri 
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ous business, The solution of our problems does not lie alone in | 


writing the rates of duty a little higher or a little lower or in 
writing no rates at all, but in the coordination, control, and 
equitable distribution of all those commingling agencies of our 
production and distribution; in all of which every man must 
contribute, under law, an untiring service “to produce and 
distribute the material boons won by such study, such devotion, 
such patriotism to the myriads who have sprung from the 
earth’s bosom in this summer of political liberty.” This is 
essentially, the world over, the age of supply and demand. The 
contest we are waging in this Chamber is for trade, world-wide 
trade, and the legislation we are writing is the attempted equal 
balancing of all those complex industrial forces, both at home and 
abroad, that make for our supremacy. It is our duty to direct 
the trend of these forces so that in the volume of development 
there shall always result even-handed justice to all. 

I have no purpose to discuss the minute detail of this bill. I 
was not in harmony with a few of the details and so expressed 
myself in the consideration of the bill in caucus, as every Mem- 
ber had a right to do. You have so often been told that this 
character of legislation is always a compromise. The prepon- 
derance of wise provisions is so great over the provisions written 
in the bill on details on which we differ that it should receive 
the enthusiastic support of every Member of this body. I there- 
fore confine myself to those controlling general principles that 
mark the divergence of the two great parties in their respective 
fiscal systems and to which the disciples of each are committed. 

In an exhaustive discussion of the Payne bill by the present 
Speaker of the House in March, 1909, he said: “ Revolutions do 
not go backward.” Succeeding events have demonstrated the 
wisdom of that declaration. The economic history of the coun- 
try presents no parallel to the revolution we have witnessed. 
The people have pursued the heresy of high protection with a 
vigor that bespeaks a national conviction. The evolution of 
unstable theories and wild vagaries of government have never 
been surpassed by the growth that the protective theory has 
made in the last 40 years under the guise of being a wise and 
equitable fiscal policy. The system of the body politic for 
nearly half of the life of the Republic has been so thoroughly 
infiltrated by and saturated with the doctrine of governmental 
paternalism for selected classes of its citizenship—even to the 
extent of guaranteeing profits to favored lines of business— 
that the most difficult lesson at this late day to learn is that no 
citizen has a vested right in the taxing power of the Federal 
Government for his own personal benefit. Almost the entire 
public business of the country depends upon the method of col- 
lecting and disbursing revenue, and very largely in collecting 
duties on imports. The two parties have always differed as to 
the latitude of constitutional power of the Government to levy 
and collect taxes. It has been the theory of the Democratic 
Party for more than 100 years that the only just and equitable 
right the Government had to levy a tax was to collect money 
to discharge the economical expenses of the Government. For 
50 years the rival of our party has insisted that the Government 
itself has power under the Constitution to discriminate between 
its citizens and impose, levy, and collect taxes upon all the 
people for the benefit of a small class of the people. The contest 
between us for all that time has been for a fair and honest consti- 
tutional taxation as against a high and usually prohibitive tariff. 

I have heard the usual jabber about free trade by both the 
older and the younger Members of this body on the Republican 
side since this discussion began. Every Member knows that 
free trade is an absolute impossibility, and he likewise knows 
that the Democratic Party never, in its platform or elsewhere, 
advocated free trade. We appropriate a thousand millions a 
year to pay the expenses of the Government. Somebody must 
pay that sum. It can only be derived by taxation in some way. 
ivery man knows that free trade could not exist without a sys- 
tem of direct taxation. The customhouses are here to stay, be- 
cause it is the easiest indirect method of collecting taxes. But 
the customhouses are not to be converted into an agency for 
protected interests to destroy competition through excessive 
tariff rates. The times have changed when the word “ protec- 
tion,” associated with the Coal Trust, the Steel Trust, the 
Leather Trust, is coming to be as obnoxious as it was powerful 
in the earlier history of the protective theory, and this condi- 
tion is easily explained. The greed and avarice of men seized 
with political cunning were not content with a reasonable rate 
of taxation, but insisted on such rates that made the system 
odious io the people. 

Now, what is admitted with reference to the so-called pro- 
tective principle? It is this: Certain classes of citizens are 
special favorites of the policy through a protection that gives 
them advantage, not only over all competition but over the 
markets of this country in which every man must purchase, and 
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| competition out of the market and give the favored 








the amount collected above a rate that would shut out 
tion does not go into the Treasury but into the pocket 
protected interests. The purpose of raising a rate j 


S 


ali 


turer or dealer an exclusive opportunity. All this at 4) 
pense of the general public. There is not a protectionist « 
floor that is willing to reduce a rate on imports so as to 
a fair competitive market, both in which to sel] and in 
to buy. What has been the consideration for this special fa 
ism in taxation? It is a matter of common knowledge t) 
alliance between the Republican Party and the specia} i 
was made for their mutual benefit. It became a nation 
dal that the Republican Party maintained itself in pow 
contributions from special interests, and in return they worm 
protected by that party from suffering any reduction in t) 
joyment of practically prohibitive tariff rates. So notori: 
became that Congress enacted special legislation to preve! 
tributions exceeding a certain amount and compelled th: 
mittees receiving contributions to disclose the?r source | 
when and how the money was expended. Now. how has { lis 
protection theory been operated? Necessarily, when you \ 
tax on imports you raise the price of these imports } 
amount of the tax. Men, seeing how easiiy the system wor! 
found that if you raised the import duty high enough no i: 
could come in, because the home manufacturer could just und: 


‘ 


sell the importer, keep him out of the home market, and thst 
would permit the home manufacturer to fix the price of his 
product in the home market, where the purchaser was compelled 


to buy, and Congress has accommodated the tariff gr 


putting the rates so high that he could cut out all competi 
What does such destruction of competition mean? Presid 


McKinley said, in his last utterance, “ We can not always hope 
to sell to people from whom we buy nothing.” We are an ex- 


porting people, and if we permit the home manufacturer to , 
trol completely our ports against the foreigner we can not ex- 
pect him to take our meat products, agricultural products 

the products of our diversified industries unless we trade h 
him. Consequently, our commerce languishes. Prohibitive tariff 
duties prevent foreign trade from coming to us, and we are pr 
vented thereby from selling to them. The greed of the turiff 
beneficiaries closes all opportunity of trade and compels 
90,000,000 people to buy of them in a restricted market. W)} 
is left for the American farmer, for instance, but to carry his 


products abroad and sell them in the world’s markets and come 
back home with the proceeds and buy in a Government mat 
I say Government markets, because Congress, through special 


legisiation, makes it impossible for him to buy abroad and bri: 
his purchase in. If you inquire how Congress justifies itself in 
granting this benefit to a favored few and how tiie favored few 
justified themselves in taking this gratuity, I answer, in the 
McKinley bill, the Dingley bill, the Payne-Aldrich bill. th 
Republican majority was simply the agent of the spe 

lege classes, and the interested parties themselves were per- 
mitted to write the rates in the tariff measures. No oiie « 
that proposition. 

The tariff agents use the stock story that they want the 
high rates so that they can maintain the American wace s 
and the American plane of living. It is a matter of common 
knowledge that the protected interests go to the fields of 
unemployed and buy their labor in the cheapest market t! 
that product to sell without regard to the American 
earner or his plane of living. Not a Democrat in the Ho se 
would raise such serious objections if through the meshes 0! 
this conspiracy a part of the tariff taxes could filter into 
wage earner’s pockets and he receive a portion of these unwa! 
ranted exactions wrung from the American public. I hav 
often heard the “old, old story” of anxiety for the Ame! 
wage earner handed to the public as a blind for higher 
more exclusive rates of protection. These rates are pro for! 
retained because of the difference in labor cost of the ar! 
produced here and abroad. Our export history returns s 
that Americans are skillful enough and resourceful enous 
make all the world’s goods as cheaply as any foreigner mikes 
them. I have not so much concern about the difference 1) ')° 
cost of pfoduction as I have in our trade relations. I ha 
never lost an opportunity to say that no nation ever had 
permanent history that does not have a great export 
With our unlimited resources, our skill, our virile life, we oul 
rival the world in production. 

That the beneficiaries of special tariff legislation shad 
their privilege behind the stock arguments of profection 
American labor is completely revealed in the recent Lawrence 
Mass., woolen strike. This industry, the especial pet of ' 
Republican Party, has been favored with the most indefens 
tariff exactions ever given to any line of manufactures. No! * 
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Republican in this body has had the courage to face the | times the volume of our export trade. There is no American 
ff taxes on his side and in the name of American | but what looks with pride upon the marvelous industrial ad 
, civilization condemn the system under which the | vancement we have made. I would not cast a vote to the 
’ co. Mass., woolen mills flourish like a green bay tree. detriment of any legitimate ind istry. Those institutions and 
iid employ and pay the American laborer a fair living | combinations, however, that have enjoyed the beneficial sup 
nd still reap immense profits. What are the facts? I | port of legislation must observe that there is an equality of 


i 


from the report of the congressional committee that | Justice and equity that must be invoked. 
y investigated the outrageous conditions that exist there: The people know they have been discriminated against by the 
sre G0.000 operatives in the Lawrence mills, and of that vast | Republican Party. The intelligence and conscience of the 
46.3 per cent are foreign born or American born of foreign | American people is awakened, and they will enforce a square 
less than 14 per cent American born. deal. High protection and Republicanism are synonymous terms, 
rhe congressional investigation covered 21,000 persons em- | and neither can exist without the other. The Republi 1 Party 
| in the mills. Of this number 7,295 received less than has no permanent and equitable system of civil government lt 
cs per week of 56 hours. It is fair to assume the rates would | has existed upon a false basis, and the people have concluded 
fo | rood with the whole 60,000, and consequently more than | that its unnecessary exactions in the way of high protective 


1000 received less than $7 per week. It was definitely shown | rates ought to cease and have returned to power the only party 
a family of five the trust had forced the wages so low | that pretends to have any policy to correct the injustices under 

it was necessary for the father to take with him in this | which they have striven, 

e for existence two of his children over 14 years of age | This bill is drawn to accomplish two distinct purposes—t 


x on om i 
the absolute necessaries of life. Necessity forces a large | lower the rates of duty on imports to a reasonable competitive 
her of mothers with small children to enter these mills to | basis, to change in part our present fiscal policy. Congress 
help earn a living for the family. This is an illustration of | is advised by manufacturers that to lower the rate of duty to 


what the tariff grabber will do when he has an opportunity, | &@ competitive basis will force some invested capital to go out 
| this report states that Lawrence is not an exception from | of business. Capital that can not operate on a competitive 
nanufacturing textile mills in the North Atlantic States. | basis ought to seek other fields of investment, otherwise a 
1) the unsatisfied demands on the army of human serfs living | change in the rates under which are sheltered some of the most 
ey this protected wage scale, unsatisfied with the blood of | vicious combinations would be a senseless proceeding. Are we 
r victims, they have lately built up a new process of making | to assume that the Government is to continue to tax the Ameri- 
ey by doing what is termed “speeding up” the machines | can people to hotbed a business on a reasonable profit basis, 
| putting employees on piecework and compelling them to | for the express benefit of a few people who have their money 
e what is denominated a “ premium profit” or lose employ- | invested in lines of business that could not survive except by 
ent. The Payne bill that we by this measure seek to repeal | such Government aid? Such a proposition is at total variance 
ikes a hollow mockery of its pretended interest on behalf of | with that wholesome law of competition in trade. If the Demo- 
borer and consumer. The American people have been | cratic Party has ever stood more firmly for one doctrine than 
oed by the sophistry of protection to American labor. another, it was for an equal opportunity for every citizen of 
| do not have the opinion of the American laborer that his | the Republic. 
Republican friend has of him. I do not believe he is the The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Witson of Florida). The time of the 
pampered, incapable, and helpless individual he is pictured. I | gentleman from Indiana has expired. 
do not compare him to his disadvantage and humiliation, or Mr. CLINE. I should like to have five minutes more 
question his ability to maintain himself and the commerce of Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Chairman,I yield five minutes to the 
his country against all competition. Climate, the Anglo-Saxon | gentleman. 
blood that flows in his veins, the fostering care of a demo- Mr. CLINE. Our national life is our commerce, and running 
tic form of government, his intelligence, his ingenuity, his | parallel -with the law of supply and demand is that other 
nventions, his efficiency, have made the American laborer the | natural, necessary, and equitable law of fair competition that 
wonder of this commercial age. Into the world’s markets last | ought to ramify every commercial transaction. Every man who 
year he sent— sells his toil or expends his money for merchandise has a sacred 


Manufactures of fron and stecl._._______ _____ 289, 128, 000 | ANd inalienable right to competition for that toil and money, 
Copper and manufactures of......__.____ ii dedicat het 126,770, 000 | and no Government ought to legislate so as to abridge that 
af ‘ to Se eercsoreensgeres -~------------- - a o> cae | right. Every man who makes or offers for sale a dollar's worth 
Mineral oils, refined and crude_----------------------~ 124, 210, 000 of goods ought to have a free and unrestrained market for the 
Chemicals, ete i _......_.. 26,074,000 | Same. Competition is an impossibility under a high protective 
Leathers and manufactures of_------------------------ 64, 100, 000 | tariff. The rates of duty under the Payne bill are in all essen 
Pa cn, ee Bes ee eee oT pape | tial particulars a reproduction of the Dingley law that de 
cal machinery__._._____- _______-__---.-----. 23, 000, 000 | stroyed competition in American markets. Let me call a Repub 


lican witness of high authority. I quote from a speech by 


and sent those products of his skill into every market of the | © . ; y . . Me 
Senator CUMMINS on consideration of the Payne bill: 


world in direct competition with everybody. Even if in the ; ; 3 
very few highly protected industries the American laborer is} , Complete, substantial competition ot ne Sent Sele ee 
the beneficiary of the protective theory, a proposition I do} modity to competition is dearer and higher and more sacred than the 
hot concede, there are multiplied thousands in mines, on the | right of the producer to protection 

il, in construction work, behind the counters, and in every Whenever you eliminate competition by a preferential statute 
clerical calling in our diversified life who are not in any manner | like the Dingley law or the Payne law you invite monopoly of 
benefited. The Federal Government raises its strong arm to} production, conspiracy in restraint of trade, crushing of « 
isolite the American market from competition for the tariff | petitors by first lowering rates and then raising them, discrimi 
crabbers, permits them in certain lines of industry to divide up | nation of prices to different persons in different localities, and 
the consumers and territory among themselves, and makes the | political corruption. In preferential tariff legislation, on what 
American laborer the common property of them all. To tax | ever theory it is based, the dual right to profits of the business, 
out of competition the products of the privileged classes, the | both to the manufacturer and the laborer, is defeated. 
Wwoolens and other cloths, ready-made clothing, and put into | In the natural operation of the law the forces that enter into 
competitive markets the products of the unprotected classes is | production are complementary and competitive, but when legis 
in unjust and unfair discrimination. Those masters of pro-| lation deflects the natural law into favoritism the power to 
(duction, once intrenched, not only fix their own prices, that the | determine the amount of profit and to whom they shall go is 
ereat masses of citizenship are compelled to pay, but they like- | given to the investor of capital, and that always destroys com 
Wise fix the price of labor in their restricted market that labor | petition. I care not how complicated the civil state may be 











is compelled to take. and I mean by that society—the one controlling fact is that our 

Look at our unfettered domestic commerce, unrestrained, ex- | welfare depends upon giving to society the largest poss'ble out 
cept by freight rates. We have grown to be the greatest busi- | put of a given article at the lowest possible cost, and can only 
hess people on earth. Our diversified industries, the volume of | be maintained by prohibiting any interference with the natural 


production, the multiplied needs of a great cosmopolitan people 
extending over a vast amount of territory presents a con- The statement has been frequently made i! 
Clusive argument of what we could do abroad if this artificial | that if we increase importation to that extent we are trans- 


| law of competition. 
restriction of trade were withdrawn. Our increased commerce | ferring the American field of employment to cheap foreign labor 


this discussion 


With the Philippines, Porto Rico, and Hawaii are illustrative of | This is on the false premise that the volume of production is to 
What freer trade relations will do for us if you extend these | continue to remain the same. If we have increased so mar 
conditions to all the world’s markets. Our domestic commerce | velously our production in a limited market, why should we 
i$ greater than that of all Europe combined and nearly 50! not even more largely increase them for an unlimited market? 
































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





il make woolens and cottons cheaper, | National, State, or local, without large sums of money { 
| : ? ‘ 


more people wear woolen goods and all the people 
ud hetter qualities of both woolens and cottons? If 
true in the manufacture of textiles, why will it not be 
n every other line of manufactures? And the laborers 
onsequently have larger fields of employment, 
etition sought for in this bill will provide. 
The important feature of this bill is the income-tax provi- 
sion—distinctly a Democratic measure. During the long reign 
of the Republican Party it refused to countenance the income 
iax as a means of raising revenue. The leaders of that party 
knew that an income-tax law meant pulling down the rates of 
duty that the special interests vere enjoying and the contribu- 
tions by them made to the Federal Treasury. 
Democratic Party in the Sixty-first Congress to submit a con- 
atitutional amendment providing for an income tax. Simply, 
however, to postpone the day of the enactment of an income-tax 
law and believing that a sufficient number of States would not 
ratify the amendment authorizing Congress to perfect it by 
legislation. The assessment of incomes is the most 
and just system of taxation. It conduces to a fair and equitable 
distribution of burdens and is based upon the universally ac- 
cepted doctrine of tauxation—that in addition to a tax on articles 
of consumption there should be a tax upon incomes properly 
groduated. Always and everywhere, wheh the demands for 
greater justice in the distribution of the burdens of taxation 
have osrisen, the income tax has been resorted to. In this coun- 
try, with its greatest commerce, wealth, and opportunity for the 
development of natural resources, why should we not reach the 
colossal fortunes for some support to the Government in whose 
system of taxation their possessors heretofore have found so 
much favor? 
the rates of taxation provided in this bill to be paid on in- 
comes are as follows: 
(jn all net incomes of $4.000 to $20,000, 1 per cent. 
On all net incomes of $20,000 to $50,000, 2 per cent 
On all net incemes of $50,000 to $100,000, 3 per cent. 
On all net incomes of $100,000 and upward, 4 per cent. 
[ quote from the New York World to show how the tax will 
effect some of the great millionaires of the country : 


Capital. 


Income. | Tax. 
a 
| 


John D. Rockefeller 
Andrew Carnegie 
William Rockefeller. . 
Estate of Marshall Field 


George F 


$500, 000,000 | $50,000, 000 i $2, 000, 000 
300,000,000 | 15,000,000 | 600, 000 
200, 000,000 | 20,000,000 800, 000 
120, 000, 000 6, 000, 000 240, 000 
100, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 200, 000 

font hi ‘ , 000 5, 000, 000 200, 000 
I J y , 000 5,000, 000 200, 000 
illiam A. , 000 4, 000, 000 160, 000 
tate of J, P. Morgan , 000 7,500, 000 300, 000 
tate of KE. I, Harriman ,000 } 3,400,000 146, 000 
‘state of Russell Sage , 000 3, 200, 000 128, 000 

NV. K. Vanderbilt. ton 50, 000, 000 2, 500, 000 100, 000 
Estate of John 8. Kennedy 65,000,000 | 3,250,000 130, 000 
Estate of John J. Astor 70, 000, 000 3,500, 000 140, 000 
W. W. Astor 70, 000, 000 3, 600, 000 140, 000 
J. J. Hill... 70, 000, 000 3,500, 000 140, 000 
Isaac Stephenson 74, 000, 000 | 3, 700, 000 148, 000 
Jay Gould estate... 70,000,000 | 3,500,000 140, 000 
Mrs. Hetty Green... 60,000,000 | 3,000,000 120, 000 
Estate of Cornelius V 50,000,000 | 2,500,000 100, 000 
Estate of William Weightman 50,000,000 | 2,500,000 100, 000 
Estate of O¢den Goelct 60, 000, 000 3, 000, 000 120, 000 
W. H. Moore 50, 000, 000 2, 500, 000 100, 000 
Arthur C, James.... 50, 000, 000 2, 500, 000 100, 000 
Estate of Robert Goelet..... 60, 000, 000 3, 000, 000 120, 000 
Guggenheim estate. 50, 000, 000 , 500, 000 100, 000 

Thomas F. Rys 50, 000, 000 , 500, 000 100, 000 
Edward Morris 45, 000, 000 , 250, 000 90, 000 

J. O. Armou 45, 000, 000 » 250, 000 | 90, 000 


I 
I 
\ 
I 
I 
I 
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low can there be, in all fairness and equity, any objection to 
taxing these vast volumes of wealth to provide a part of their 
own protection? If necessary, the Government would be re- 
quired to spend every dollar in the Treasury, call out the stand- 
ing Army and Navy for their security. 

There is not a civilized Government on earth but that taxes 
incomes; but places the burdens of supporting the Government 
on those best able to bear it. Even in our possession of Hawaii 
they have an income tax. The wisdom of constructive states- 
manship of the Democratic Party was never more clearly proven 
than in this measure that seeks to relieve the masses of $100,- 
000,000 of taxation on what they eat and wear and place that 
amount upon the great fortunes of the wealthy. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp]. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, one of the most serious questions 
with which any government has to deal is the subject of taxa- 
tion. It is impossible to maintain any government, either 


which the conm- | 


equitable | revenue by reason of their purchasing the greater um! 


the necessary expenses of maintaining it 
Government and the State and local governments sre 
tained by some system of direct taxation levied jy, 
according to the value of the property which each -:ing 
OWLS. 

In the National Government a different system has pe 


The United 


| vised, one whici is not fully understood by the masses os 


people, because the taxes assessed are paid without thei; 
edge of the amount or the time of payment in most insta 
State and local governments taxes are assessed in amount 


| ing to the value of one’s estate, as in the National Gove 
| taxes are levied in amount according to the extent of co 
They joined the 


tion. 

National taxes are raised in three ways—by custonis « 
internal-revenue taxation, and stamp sales. The expenses of 
Post Office Department, which amount now to more than | 
000,000 annually, are paid almost wholly by those who u 
mails—those who use them most paying the greatest amo 


stamps; those who use them least paying the least any 
revenue on account of using a limited number of stamps 

Internal-revenue taxes are obtained by levying a 
liquors and tobacco. The sum raised by this tax amo 
about one-third of the total revenue received each year fo 
maintenance of the Government. 

The third method of taxation—customs dues—is a tax 
upon goods which are brought into the United States fo 
Under the tariff law rates are fixed, and each individual 
modity is expected to pay a certain amount of taxes. ‘I 
is paid at the port of entry by the importer of goods: 
amount of tax thus paid is added to the value of the goods 
the consumer who finally receives the goods must pay tl: 
imposed at the customhouse. Many individuals do not re 
that any burden is imposed upon them by reason of this t 
tion. For many years a political organization in this « 
undertook to mislead the people by proclaiming that the peo; 
would not be affected by this taxation, that the tax is paid by 
the importer and does not in any wise affect the purchaser 
this country. But this theory has long since been explode 
and the people now appreciate the fact that the tax thus 
posed is eventually paid by the consumer of the article on wh 
the tax is levied. 

There have always been two ideas of taxation with refere 
to customs duties in the United States—one that the tax should 
be levied for the purpose of raising revenue to meet the ex 
penses of the Government and that the only purpose which 
makes justifiable the levying of this tax is to meet governnx 
expenses. ‘The other is that this tax should be levied prima: 
for the purpose of protecting the manufacturer of Ameri 
goods against the competition of foreign-made goods. ‘Tlie 
former is the view which has been entertained by the Den 
cratic Party at all times; it contends there is no excuse for the 
levying of a tax solely for the purpose of protecting a sn 
class of American citizens. It is true, of course, that under 
a protective system revenue is raised which is used fol 
purpose of meeting the expenses of the Government. It is also 
true that under the revenue system which is advocated by tle 
Democratic Party the manufacturer in the United Stites 
of goods similar to those on which customs duties are levied 
will receive benefit from such taxation in the way of preie 
tion, because it will enable him to sell his goods at a higher 
price than he could if no such tax were levied. Such a tix 
levied in any instance enables the American manufacturer to 
sell his goods at a higher price than he could receive if ho 
such tax were imposed; in other words, the importer who buys 
the goods abroad and brings them to the United States must 
pay, in addition to the original cost and the transportation 
charges, the tax that may be levied on the goods, which adds 
to his cost price; while the manufacturer of such goods in tle 
United States can sell his goods at the price of the imported 
article, and thereby secure the benefit of the increased selling 
price to the extent of the tax imposed. , 

According to the protective theory the tax should be impos xd 
in order that the manufacturer of goods in the United States 
might receive from his customers the highest price. The Demo- 
cratic Party insists that the Government has no right to levy 
a tax primarily for that purpose. Yet it is true that under tle 
Democratic tariff the manufacturer of like products in tle 
United States is protected and benefited to the extent of the tis 
imposed on the foreign article, and receives from the purch:ser 
a price enhanced by the amount of the tariff duties paid upou 
like imported articles. In other words, the consumer of manu: 
factured goods in the United States, whether he buys 00s 
which are imported or goods which are manufactured in this 
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_ has to pay an increase in price for the article equivalent 
mount of the duty imposed on the imported product. 
ending tariff bill is not exactly as I would have written 
o tariff bill has ever met in all its details the views of 

man. There are several features in it that I would 
but the measure taken as a whole is, in my judgment, 


bill and responsive to the tariff plank in the Demo- 
form and to the wishes of the American people as 
d at the polls for downward revision. 
bill is framed in the interest of the consumer, and will 
» effect of reducing the cost of living. It may not 
h as some would hope, because many of the existing 


reduce 


s are prohibitive and the reduction of the tariff may not 
the price down to a point where the tariff would be com- 
e tut this legislation is in the interest of the people, 


| hope it may become a law without any material change 
t it may be given a fair test. 
fhe people have not had the opportunity to determine the 
: of a genuine Democratic tariff law since the Civil War, 
| am especially anxious that they shall be given the oppor- 
of giving this one a fair trial, for if they do I feel con- 
there will come to the American people what came fol- 
i¢ the Walker tariff—a di let well enough alone 
1 recognize the question of taxation as settled along Demo- 
in favor of a tariff revenue in the interest of 
nsumer and in the abandonment of the idea which has 
ailed for 40 years—that tariff should be levied for protec 
tion’s sake. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know 
he time stands at the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


sposition to 


vf ° - 
ines LOT 


Alabama [Mr. UNDER 


p] has consumed 17 hours and 58 minutes. The gentleman 
m New York [Mr. PayNe] has consumed 18 hours and 8 
nutes. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 


rom South Dakota [Mr. BurKE]. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the 
her iniquitous provisions of the pending tariff bill is the agri 
tural schedule, which schedule, in my opinion, is unjust and 
ir to the farmers of this country, aud will be disastrous to 
them, and it is an effort to try and gain political advantage to 
the Democratic Party by attracting the favorable attention of 
voters in the large cities of the country. 
I represent a district of intelligent, progressive, and success- 
ful farmers, who have prospered under the protective policy, 
nd when they realize the unfairness of this schedule, as they 


among 


W if it becomes a law, you can be assured they will repu 
diate it at the first opportunity. 

My purpose in rising at this time is to have read a letter, 
written by one of my constituents who has for many years 
been a large and suceessful grower of live stock in South 
Dak which expresses his views upon the proposition of 
putting meats on the free list. It is as follows: 

FAULKTON, 8. DAK., April 22, 1923, 
H CHARLES BURKE 
liouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

J : Mr. Burke: I want to write you in regard to the proposed 
tariff bill putting meats on the free list. I believe that this is the 
ve worst thing that could happen to the live-stock industry. I be 
lieve that it would ruin that industry throughout the United States. 


It is a well-known fact that the packers own over 50 per cent of the 


i and meat industry in Argentina and Brazil. They are the 
ones that could possibly handle those meats, and they would us 


a club over the producer of live stock without very much benefit 


to the consumer, 


[ can not see for the life of me why there should be a 10 per cent 
duty left on cattle and then have free meats. Your duty on cattle 
would have a tendency to raise the prices of cattle going into the feed 


1 
i0ts 


‘ 


in 
ler 


the corn-belt States, or make them higher for the corn-belt 
! , and then, when they go to market, after they are fat, he would 
have to compete with free meats. 

I certainly believe it would be better all around to have a duty on 
dressed meats and have cattle come in free, as then the feeders, after 
they got their cattle fat, might have some protection. If this bill goes 
through and puts meat on the free list, it is going to affect every farmer 
and every laboring man, and I honestly believe that it is going to affect 


the laboring man first, because it will put him on a basis with the 
Wages they pay in Mexico, Argentina, and Brazil. 
What the cattle industry needs most, and the cattlemen, is some 


encouragement, and there will 


in the United 
States in a very short time. 


go back to the 


be plenty of live stock 
If the cattlemen have to 


prices of four or five years ago, they’ will just simply get out of the 
live-stock business and quit running them just as fast as possible, as 
everybody knows that prices prior to, say, four years ago did not 


justify anybody in raising cattle, and thousands of people went broke 
in the live-stock business. The packers or consumers can not expect 
the people to go back to those prices and raise cattle at a and 
cattlemen throughout the country will simply quit. 
{ wish you would drop me a line and let me know what your views 
are along those lines. With kindest regards, I am, 
Yours, respectfully, P. 


Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time. 
pause on the Republican side.] 


loss, 


H. O'Nert. 
[Ap- 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. ¢ in, I yield to the ge } 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. Carr ; 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penns) Li i 
Carre] is recognized. 

ir. CARR Mr. Chairman, a ficient revenue is the in 
evitable problem of government Not to provide privileges, b 
to maintain the national life, is the purpose of this bill Not to 
succor an infirm industry but to support the Government of the 
| United States should be the object of taxation With the 
thought uppermost in our minds ie conseque upon our 
consciences that, first or last, whatever the te this 1 eV 
|} must be collected from the people, w impose t lightest 
burdens upon the weakest shoul And as it i D> 
cratic thought that each citizen ld receive from soci i 
reward commensurate with his service to society, so now it 


our Democratic purpose that each citizen shall contribute to t! 


j} administrative necessities of society in proportion as he ha 
been the recipient of its benefits. 

Opposed to the Democratic doctrine of taxation for revenu 
'only is the Republican theory of a tariff for protection I 
has been argued on the other side of t Cha r that if we 
so lay the tariff duties as to afford the ! recturer an 
exclusive home market, he will pa) cher w to labor, keep 

running to their fullest capacity the m and factories « 
country, and thus assure the prosperity of all the people. W 
are asked to protect the manufacturer that he turn m 
accord labor its just wage. This argument is premised upon 
the principle once enunciated by Alexander Hamilton, the 
founder of the old Federal, now the Republican Party, tha he 
Government should take care of the rich and the rt will 

care of the poor. Yet labor is compelled to organize against t 
protected capital in order to secure a living wage We have 
seen infant industries, for the development of which a tarif 
was first laid in the name of protection, grow to the stature 
trusts actually controlling the 1 kets of the world and «de 
fving the laws of the land. And ese infants are he still 
pleading for protection. Fer protection against whom do the 
plead? Surely not against the foreign manufacturer, fe i 


many instances he is undersold in his own mar! 
against the very labor whom the tariff was supposed to ben: 


eT 


Mr. Chairman, how have these infunts, which have been the 
| beneficiaries of the —‘ation’s bounty, taken eare of the yp. 

| Ask the textile workers of New England, who so long have | 

| fighting for a fair share of the fruits of their labor. Ask ti 
toilers of the great Pittsburgh district where the Steel Tl: 
has held lordly sway. Read the answer in the burned faces | 
blistered hands of men who have toiled their lives away fi 
scant wage that under this system grows ever scantier. Yet the 
doctrine of Hamilton remains the creed of the Republican 
Party: “ Let the Government take care of the rich and the rich 


will take eare of the poor.” 


Mr. Chairman, there never was a doctrine so untenab 
that a high tariff makes high wages. I assert that the occupa 
| tions that are not protected are generally better paid than the 
; protected ones. The bricklayers, the masons, the carp 
and the independent artisans receive higher wages than those 
that toil in the highly protected industries of the country 
If a protective tariff insures high wages, why are the labor 
unions necessary to keep up the standard of wages in pro- 
tected industries? 

Labor receives just what it is able to compel pital to | 
and no more. As a general rule capital secures labor at th 


possible cost, and American labor is compelled 


smallest 


compete in the open market. If labor were given a fair s 
of the joint earnings of capital and labor, the iniquit of 
the tariff would not be so flagrant There would at least be 
the justification that while bearing the burden of t: n 
labor is the recipient of a part of the exactions of special 
privilege. 

Mr. Chairman, for every dollar that goes into the Treasury 
of the United States through the custombouse by reason of the 


present tariff about $15 go into the pockets of the protected 
interests of the Nation. In order to raise $1 of revenue 
the support of the Government our people are taxed $15 
the support of the protected interests. What a burden to 
pose upon our people under the guise of protection lo 
such a doctrine the “ protective doctrine” is sim] 
to hide its deformity beneath an engaging garb of 1 

The advocates of the doctrine of protection | the in- 
| fants should still be protected, and justif id 
| cheaper than they sell at home on the gronnd it it , S 
ithem to dispose of their surplus stocl How doe this ck 
| trine appeal to the farmer when he finds that most, if not 


the implements of the farm which sre made in this country can 
be purchased more cheaply abroad than at home? And what 
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must be the surprise of the American artisan to know that prac- 
tically all the tools of bis trade made in this country in which 
there is an ounce of iron or steel are sold abroad more cheaply 
than at home? What must be the astonishment of the Amer- 
ican traveler to find American-made watches competing with 
English watches in English markets? 


The Underwood bill seeks to make equitable our system of | 
taxation. Heretofore the heaviest duties have been laid upon | 


the necessaries of the poor, rather than upon the luxuries of 
ithe rich. This measure has not only reduced the tariff upon 
these necessaries, but in some instances has placed them upon 
the free list. The duty on sugar has been reduced to 1 cent per 
pound, with the provision that at the expiration of three years 
this commodity will go upon the free list. It is not denied that 
sugar can not be produced in the United States in competition 
with sugar made in the Tropics, unless the whole people of the 
country be charged practically two prices for this household 
necessity. The total capital invested in the sugar industry in 
Louisiana is approximately $35,000,000, and the value of this 
industry in the other Southern States increases the amount to 
$50,000,000, And yet the people of the United States pay an- 
nually, by reason of a tariff on sugar, three times the total sum 
invested in this industry in the United States. 

A short time ago Senator Aldrich declared that the wool 
schedule was the keystone in the arch of protection. For years 
past, since 1867, we have attempted to justify the tariff on wool 
on the ground that we were protecting the sheep growers of the 
country. Yet during this period there has been a decrease of 
more than 10,000,000 sheep in this country; and raw wool was 
selling in Boston last week cheaper than it was selling in Lon- 
don. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that notwithstanding a tariff 
on wool, the sheep industry is declining. But a few years ago 
practically every State had its quota of sheep. As land be- 
came more valuable for agricultural and manufacturing pur- 


poses, the sheep industry was driven westward, until to-day the | 


only place sheep are raised primarily for wool is in -a few 
of the States of the extreme Northwest. East of the Mississippi 
River wool has become a by-product. The average farmer in 
the Kast does not have 25 sheep, and this notwithstanding the 
fact that the tariff on wool has been consistently maintained 
for more than 40 years. The demand for a tariff on wool comes 
alone from a few of the woolgrowers of the West who have 
systematically combined with the woolen manufacturers of the 
Kast to keep a tariff on both wool and woolens at the expense 
of the great mass of the people of the country. 

There is little, if any, difference in the price of wool at home 


and abroad, and, with the exception of Russia, no other country | 
maintains a tariff on this product. But even granting that the | 


placing of wool on the free list would make a difference of a 
few cents in the selling price of wool, think of the reduced 
price at which the farmers of the Nation will be permitted to 
purchase practically every article in use on the farm. The 
Underwood bill seeks to reduce the tariff to a revenue or com- 


petitive basis, mindful of all legitimate industries. More than | 


this no industry has a right to ask, and less than this the 
Underwood bill does not propose. This was the theory of tariff 
legislation before the era of trusts and monopolies. The tariff 
that was first laid with apology is now imposed with arrogance. 
The tariff that was necessary to meet the expenses of the 
Civil War is now collected in the name of protection. The man 
who toils for a daily wage is frequently in no better financial 
condition at the close of a long life than when he began the 
grind in the brutal treadmill. Year by year he sees the wealth 
of the Nation passing into fewer hands; daily he sees others 
waste while he must want; and he wonders what is wrong with 
an economic system that creates these conditions. 


] 
| continuation of prohibitive duties. The fight for tayin 
ariff 





In 1910 a Democratic Congress was commissioned to revise | 


the tariff downward as a result of the failure of the Republican 
Party to keep faith with the people as promised in its platform 
two years before. After the assurance given to the people prior 
io the election of 1908, the Republican Party proceeded to revise 
the tariff by increasing duties, by the enactment of the present 
Payne-Aldrich bill, the most infamous revenue measure ever 
evolved by duplicity and deceit in the history of this Nation. 
The answer to this betrayal of trust came, as I have said, in 
the election of 1910, when a Democratic House was chosen. The 
Sixty-second Congress framed a tariff measure embodying in 
its essential details the wishes of the people as expressed at the 
polls, but that bill was vetoed by President Taft. The election 
of 1912 was a solemn, emphatic, and determined protest against 
the Payne-Aldrich tariff, and the bill now under consideration 
is the answer of the Democratic Party to the insistent demand 
of the country for tariff revision. Notwithstanding the plain 
duty of this Congress, there are those on the other side who, un- 
mindful of the lessons of these elections, still insist upon a 


has been a long, hard battle. No interest intrencheg | 
privilege willingly surrenders. Supporting the I, 
Party in 1912, as in the past, was the untold wealth ¢| 
and avarice had filched from honest toil. There were , 
galore in the ranks, but there were few privates. 
standing its depleted lines, it fought with a determi, 
of despair. The gentleman from Missouri, now oir 
guished Speaker, in an address describing that conte: 
from Byron’s “ Destruction of Sennacherib ”: 
The Assyrian came down like the wolf on the fold. 
And his cohorts were gleaming in purple and gold: 
And the sheen of their spears was like stars on ¢ 
When the blue wave rolls nightly on deep Galil 
Like the leaves of the forest when summer is gi 
That host with their banners at sunset were seen 
Like the leaves of the forest when autumn hath blow; 
That host on the morrow lay wither’d and strown,. 

And, with a few slight changes, the last stanza of {| 

fitly describes the anguish of the Republican Party of 
And the widows of privilege are loud in their w; 
Their idols are shattered in the temple of Baal: 
And Democracy, triumphant, unscathed by the s\ 
Hath reclaimed for her own this land of the Lord. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that there is a better and }) 
day soon to dawn in our long struggle for economi d 
ence. I believe that men are coming more and more to 
evil tendency of present conditions. It can not be that 
is good and great in our Government is to be bartered a 
the golden dross that glitters only to deceive. In this frm 
Jand, marvelous in its resources, unlimited in its possili 
capable of sustaining a population of untold willio) 
should be equal opportunities for all. The struggle of lif 
not always be ours; it will pass some day to those we lov: 
than ourselves. It was said in olden time that your « 
shall see visions and your young men shall dream dre: 
vision of the old and the dream of the young among I» 
has long been of that good day when the black flag of | 
shall no longer rule the high seas of human exchang: 
young man, especially, equal opportunity is the very lh 
What will his talents, his learning, his industry avail hi 
door be closed? What will it profit him that Yorktoy 
privilege is still to make the law? What can it mean 
that Lincoln lived if slavery still abides and lashed 
bear the cross up our industrial Calvary? Why Valley |] 
the bruised feet of millions must forever crimson t! 
way of want; if the blazing fires of industry hold 
for those that kindle them? The future bears him ; 
upon its wings if a few are to be exalted upon the 
privilege, while artificial inequalities bear others down 
quagmire of poverty and despair. 

The magnitude of commercial thought and enterpris: 
calm, cold logic of events. The combination of brail 
money has formed the corporation that in its inhei 
bilities of service and stripped of its adherent 
quicken the blessings of distributed wealth and | 
The statesmen of this day must hold with even hand the 
of justice, permit no injury to the weak, and do no 
to the strong. Labor and capital are not independent 
prosper best only through united service. Whatever 
both must surrender, Neither ignorant prejudice nor 
lating rapacity must be suffered to hinder or obst: 


| progress. Yet that progress must be an honest progres: 


must be upon a business and not upon a political bas 
people will not exchange their liberties for any commer 
perity, however admirable. The complaint that comes to-li; 
that great aggregations of capital have been receiving spec! 
favors at the hands of the Government and that legalized « 
tortion is being practiced upon honest enterprise and toil. 

Mr. Chairman, we should all be interested in the gen 
prosperity of all the people. Whatever contributes to the col- 
mon good should be written into our laws. We are interested 
in the extension of our commerce. We can not live to ours 
alone. American products must find foreign markets, and 
true of nations as of individuals that we can not hope to sell | 
those from whom we will not buy. The highways of trace 
should have no barriers and.an extension of our markets W 
solye at least one of the problems that has given us so mu 
concern. Products congest in our markets; mills and factoric 
close; and we are told that the cause is overproduction. We 
should establish such foreign trade relations as will permit 0: 
an exchange of those commodities in which the nations of the 
world respectively excel, invoking such tariff duties as \ 
stimulate our industries to a healthy competition with thos 
abroad. By such means alone can we hope for that permanc 
prosperity that comes with the adoption of the true system v> 
political economy. 


} 
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the conditions such that your boy and my boy will ! and loud that in the teachings and | hings of your part 
, equal opportunity in the race of life. We may be able | the country’s salvation. Your chief and long-herakied remed 
i e them no silver or gold, but we can leave them that. | lies in the tariff bill before us. and if it fails, woe unto you, d 
1 e in mind the picture of a day.when the old order will | May the good Lord have mercy on your troubled souls and « 
ce to the new. It is not a picture of blood and tears, | eted jobs. And if your tariff bill succeeds in disturbing busines 
, est and carnage, of wrecked hopes and ruined homes. | to any large extent and lower he high cost of living not at ! 
et a vision of the privation that visits the huts that fill | it will be good-by Malindy to the Der ratie aseendane f' 
, ley, or the revelry that swells from the mansions on the years to come, unless the Progressive Party takes enough votes 
rhis picture has the painter given almost life itself, but | from the Republican Party to again encompass its nati 
; one that time will tarnish and the decades destroy. | defeat four years hence. It will never do it after that tim: I 


let us behold the inspiring vision of a contented people | am just a young and inexperienced doctor, and 

ve forgotten the arts of warfare in the nobler pursuits | a big patient, and I may be wrong in the diagnosis of 

eace, a country in which reason shall sit enthroned the | but I do not believe that free trade or tariff for revenue 
reme arbiter of international rights, a land in which capital | the panacea for this country’s aches and pains. The high 
bor shall have sealed in equity a covenant of everlasting | of living lies not so much with the tariff nor is it caused 

by which the fires of industry shall redden every sky, | great degree by reason thereof. The high cost of living lie 

th the music of the forge and the furnace, the mill and the | the profits of the middlemen, and not so much with the ma 
rkshop rendering a perpetual anthem to the pursuits of peace, | facturers, farmers, or other producers. Your bil! strikes at the 
! lea es Vy 


nation chastened by a century of trials, and bright with a | manufacturers, the producers, and the farmers and 


pirth of industrial freedom. [Loud applause. ] touched the operations and machinations of the dangers 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman | dlemen. The farmer is not getting too much for the prod 
from Kentucky [Mr. Powers]. of his farm, nor do I believe that the majority of manufact 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 4s such, are making any exorbitant profits on the product 
Powers] is recognized. ufactured by them, although some of them are 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, it is a needless waste of the It looks to me that the high cost of living and the higi 
vitality of any Republican as well as a useless consumption of | of everything else lies mainly in the unlawful combination 
the time of this House to attempt to convince the Democratic | agreements in restraint of trade. There is scarcely an art 


majority here that danger lurks and possible disaster lies in | that we eat or wear that is not trust controlled; and if not 
this more or less free trade tariff bill they are about to pass | trust controlled at least “agreement” controlled—many of 1] ! 
through this House and foist upon the country. The Demo-j| by the so-called “gentleman’s agreement.” Every few days 
cratic Party is committed to that policy. The Democratic | there comes to light some new trust to us hitherto unknown 
Members of Congress here are its chance agents to put that | which either regulates the price or controls the output of me 


policy into execution. I use the words “chance agents” ad- | article of general use and common convenience or consumption. 
lly. But for the unfortunate split in the Republican Party | You can scarcely name an article produced in factory, mine, 
her agents would be here occupying the places of many of you | workshop, or on the farm the price of which is not in se 
gentlemen and carrying different instructions from your con- | way regulated before it reaches the hands or homes of th 
stituents. consumers. Take the farm products of the United States for 
{am not unmindful of the fact that before the last election | example. In the year 1909 the farmers of this country pro 
the country generally had determined upon a substantial, if | duced more than $9,000,000,000 worth of products. Assuming 
not radical, revision of the tariff downward. And to illustrate | that they used one-third of these, they would sell the remainder 
that feeling on the part of the public I want to relate a con-| for $6,000,000,000. It was worth that much to the farmers; 
versation I had with one of my rural constituents in the heat | but when their $6,000,000,000 worth of stuff in 1909 reached 
of the last campaign. He said: i the tables of the consumers it cost them (the consumers) 
The Republican speakers of this Nation (you with the rest of them) | $13,000,000,000. In other words, the price of farm produ 
need not be going around over the country trying to convince the voters | was more than doubled from the time they left the farmers 
of the land that their salvation lies in the election of the Republican : : ied, Cae ‘ —s . oe 
t There is a great unrest throughout the country ; the people feel hands until they reached the hands and home 3 ol the con 
that there is something wrong; they do not know what the wrong is, | sumers. The farmer is not getting 
— they do know that they want a change. The farmer has for so products. He is not to blame for the high cost of living. We 
| 


vis 
on 





an exorbitant price for his 


any years been getting such g rices for his pr $ th: e feels ; : , : , 
f- siemet arices and. eae = on owe See > — are not paying to him too much for the products of his farm. 
\igh cost of living has pressed down with a heavy hand upon the great | In fact in many instances we are not paying him enough. The 
army of American laborers and the dwellers in cities and towns, and rice of his products is more than doubled from the time they 
it must be remembered that these dwellers constitute the big part of our oe “ - pr . sete Based oh = a is Meee dy ‘ el 
population. All these are dissatisfied with present conditions; they be leave his hands to the time they lie on our tables ready for 
lieve that the tariff is largely responsible for these conditions and that | use. The profits of the commission houses, the wholesale 
the Republican Party is responsibie for the tariff. It is true the people rehs aes rs. ¢ 4 wen and one other hands tly 
do not know just what is wrong, nor who ts to blame, and you can not | Wet hants, Jobber " and ee doz cee oe . cag d aa 
reason with them about it. They are like a child who begs for candy | farmers’ products go through before reaching the consume 
from an indulgent father, and when told that the candy will be in- | where the trouble lies. 
jurious to its health the child is not convinced. The only way that | nw , sat ¢P hil —_— i _eatenes 
the child can be convinced is by the painful and injurious effects of the | The Underwood tariff bill we are now discussing does not 
actual eating of the candy; and the only way the people of this country | reach that trouble. It offers no remedy. It proposes none. 
will be convinced that a free trade or tariff for revenue only policy | [¢ strikes a blow at the farmer; it tries to make him the pack 
will inure to their detriment and not their benefit is to actually have 5 ie ’ : : , toe 
a dose of it. They do not know that the Republican tariff ts re- horse and burden bearer in reducing the high cost of living as 
sponsible for the things of which they complain, but they think so and | did President Taft’s reciprocity pact with Canada, and we a 
are willing to strike blindly in the dark in the hope of finding a | know what happened to President Taft in the last election. 
remedy. The Democratic Party professes to have a panacea for all a , ae bil ; =“ a aint ., 
the country’s ills and ailments, and in her despair the country will turn The Underwood bill puts the farmers’ products on the fre« 
to the Democratic Party for relief. list, or greatly reduces them from what they are now, upon the 
My philosophical friend and constituent did not go so far | theory and in the hope that the farmers’ prices will be reduced, 
afield in his speculations and prognostications. While the | and that the consumers will profit thereby. That was the hope 
Democratic majority in this House is more or less the child of | ef President Taft in dealing with the “Lady of Snows.” The 
chance, and more or less the child of unfair gerrymandering, | distinguished author of this tariff bill now before the House 
and more or less the child of unrest, and more or less the child | complained in his speech the other day that the farmers’ prod 
of Republican divisions and dissensions, still the fact remains | ucts had increased in price 95 per cent since 1897. It is tru 
that it is here, and the further fact remains that it feels itself | they have increased some in price to him, but the great increas 
} 
| 
| 
| 






divinely chosen to administer to the wants and needs of an ex- | has been from the time they left the farmers’ hands to the t 
pectant public. The first cure-all they expect to administer to | of reaching the tables of the consumers. 

their patient, the public, is an overdose of the Underwood tariff | The Underwood tariff bill strikes at the farmer a body b 

bill. And I want to say for the leader of the majority, Mr. | but does not even raise a finger against the middlemen ri 
UNperwoop, the father of this bill, that he is an able and honor- Democratic tariff bill does not provide a remedy for the high 
able man, a polite and courteous gentleman. He believes he has, | cost of living. , It tries to rob Peter to pay Paul; it indicts and 
but fears he has not, found the remedy for the country’s ills in | will proceed to punish John Smith, the innocent, because John 
the bill that bears his name. He warned the country in his | Jones, the guilty, has committed the wrong. It punishes thrifi 
opening argument the other day that he did not expect any pre- | industry, and right living and rewards the slick manipulator. or 
cipitate reduction in the high cost of living. It would appear | combination of manipulators, in putting the price of bread 
that he is looking for a soft place for himself and party to fall; | beyond the reach of the pallid lips of the starving poor. I 
but let me warn them that there is no soft place. If your bill | have a faint and hazy recollection that some years ago a great 
fails to meet the expectations of the public, the public will turn | and distinguished Democrat electrified a national convention 
upon you and drive you from power. You have preached long ‘ of his party by saying, “ You shall not press down a crown of 
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thorns upon the brow of labor.’ There was something said | Taft would undo his party by overthrowing the Re) 
about not crucifying mankind upon a cross of gold, but, of | doctrine of protection. It did undo him. The country he 
course, he did not mean that, for we hear nothing about that | and not the Democratic Party responsible for the pre 
nowadays; but he did mean what he said about the crown of | reciprocity pact with Canada. I said this: “In my jud 
thorns. Let us see how that crown of thorns business is now | the high cost of living in this country gave birth to {| 
operating or will operate under the Underwood tariff bill. For | procity treaty with Canada.” It was in the hope of re 
eximple: The present tariff on a bushel of onions is 40 cents. | the cost of living and relieving the masses of that burd 
The Underwood bill provides that it be reduced to 20 cents a | the reciprocity measure had its origin. Stripped of all di 
bushel, and this is done in the hope of reducing the cost of liv- | that was and is both its aim and object. The Presid. 

ing to the consumer. No consideration is being shown the ] mated so much in his measure of January 26 last, when ly 
farmer, the one who, by his toil, produces a bushel of onions. Reciprocity with Canada must necessarily be chiefly confin 

The only solicitude is for the consumer. Let us see how it is | effect on the cost of living to food and forest products, 

going to work out and whether or not the consumer will be bene- 
fited. The State of Ohio is probably the greatest onion-produc- 
ing State in the Union. The raisers of onions in that State, out 
on their farms, get only 28 cents a bushel for them, while the 
market price in Philadelphia, New York, and Boston is $1 per 
bushel; so the farmer only gets 28 cents, while the other 72 cents 
goes to the railroads, or commission merchants, or jobbers, and so 
forth, Onions that reach the cities and that cost not more than 
i) or 50 cents a bushel are sold to the city trade for $1 per 
bushel and much more in some places. Who gets the 50 cents? 
It is the middlemen. These onions increase in value 50 cents 
per bushel from the time they reach the city until they reach 
the table of the consumer. In other words, the middlemen get 
50 cents profit for handling every bushel of onions. Does your 
tariff bill reach this evil? Does it make any arrangement to 
prevent the profits of the middlemen? If the middlemen raise 
the price of the farmer’s foodstuffs 50 cents on every dollar’s 
worth of onions from the time they reach their hands until they 
reach the table of the consumer, how do you expect the Under- 
wood tariff bill to reduce the cost of living when it fails to 
reach the machinations of the middlemen—the seat of the 


trouble? 


i 


The President was and is sincere in his belief that | 
of living in this country is too high and that the great 
the American people demand a reduction therein. 

The Democratic Party, with its ear to the ground : 
the hope of ingratiating itself with the American e! 
coupled with a desire, I grant, of being responsive to th 
will, came forward as the chief champion and defer 
measure emanating from a Republican President. I) 
that the cost of living is too high. I am also free to 
there is a just popular demand for a reduction in pric 
shall not agree that the farmer should be the pack | 
the burden bearer of these blessings to the rest of 
If corn is too high, so is clothing; if potatoes are too | 
are rice and sugar. If cattle are too high, so is beef. If, 
too high, so is flour. If hogs are too high, so is por! 
raw materials which the farmer produces and has to 
put upon the free list under this bill why are not the 
made out of the raw materials which the farmer prod 
wise put upon the free list? Why is the farmer fore 
his wheat in a free market and then buy back the {| 
from that wheat in a protected market? Why pr 
manufacturer of flour at the expense of the farmer 
farmer’s cattle and hogs are put upon the free list, 
not beef and pork likewise been put upon the free 
protect the great Beef and Pork Trusts at the ex) 
farmer? Why protect the trust products and leave the 
products unprotected? 

If the rye and oats which the farmer raises are too 
| is the hat which he wears upon his head and the shoe 

|; upon his feet likewise too high. Why have not they 


The proposed tariff bill fails to place a restraining hand upon 
the rapacious greed of the unbridled middlemen. Do you sup- 
pose the fact that the onion producers on the Bermuda Islands 
and elsewhere can, through your tariff bill, lay a bushel of 
onions down on our shores for 20 cents a bushel less than they 
could heretofore will make much difference in the price of 
onions When they reach the table of the consumer? It is true 
that it will seriously affect the American farmer. He raises his 
onions by the hands of well-paid American labor while the 


‘ é : H |} upon the free list in this bill? You have put upon 
Bermuda Island onion raiser produces his onions by or through | 


| tected list the things which the farmer buys; why do | 
off of the protected list the things which he sells? T! 
which the farmer buys no less than the things which 
go to make up the cost of living. 


Under this reciprocity agreement the tariff duty of 


the cheap labor of the islands; but if the price of the farmer's 
onions in this country can increase in price 50 cents a bushel | 
from the time they reach the city until they reach the table of 
the consumer through the machinations of the middlemen— 
do you not suppose that the untrammeled middlemen—and your per bushel has been removed from the wheat which t! 
tariff bill leaves them untrammeled—will soon see to it that the | gejis while a duty of 50 cents per barrel has been r 
profits shall go largely to themselves and not to the consumer by | the flour which the farmer buys. In other words, 
reason of the 20 cents per bushel tariff reduction proposed in | gqoyr mills of Canada are given the opportunity of bi 
ihe Underwood biil? If the middlemen can, through some | our farmers their wheat free and then selling to our 
manipulation of the market, increase the cost of the farmers’ | the flour made fri m their own free wheat with a prot: 
hard-earned products 50 cents on the dollar after they reach | 59 cents per barrel. 
their hands do you not suppose they can make arrangements to Under this Canadian pact a tariff duty of 10 cents per | 
keep the other 20 cents on a bushel, or at least the most of it? | pas peen removed from the oats which the farmer sells. ° 
I was reared on a farm. When I was down home some months | duty of 50 cents a hundred pounds has been retained 
ago the farmers thought they were doing mighty well to get 75 | oatmeal and rolled oats made out of the oats bought 
cents a bushel for their Irish potatoes, but when I got on the | farmer free. 
train to come to Washington and ordered dinner they charged Is it right for the Beef Trust and the great packing 
me 20 cents apiece for those same potatoes. That happens every | of the country to buy free live stock from the farmer and 
day in the year all over this great country, and yet there is | he protected by a duty of 1} cents on every pound 
no tariff tax between the States. There can be none. The } which the farmer buys? 
present law carries a tariff duty of only 25 cents per bushel on Is it fair and just and right to remove protection fro 
potatoes. The Underwood bill has put them on the free list. | farmer's barley and protect the brewer at the rate of 
Is there anybody who seriously believes that this will seriously | per hundred pounds? 
affect the price of potatoes to the ultimate consumer? Is it fair and just and right to remove protection f: 
I have called attention to these two items to illustrate the | farmer's rye and protect the distiller at the rate of $2 
character of the Underwood bill and its attitude toward the | gallon on the whisky made therefrom? 
American farmer. The truth is that Schedule G of the Under- Is it fair and just and right to remove protection fro: 
wood tariff bill either puts the whole of what the farmer raises | farmer’s corn and barley and wheat and rye and oats and | 
and has to sell on the free list or greatly reduces the present | toes and other vegetables and protect the manufacturers 
tariff rate. It is all done, so the framers of the bill claim, to | these products into articles prepared for the farmer’s cons 
fulfill the pledge of the Democratic Party in its platform that | tion? 
it would greatly reduce the cost of living if intrusted with power. Is it fair and just and right that the Beef Trust and pac! 
It has been intrusted with power, and this tariff bill is the | concerns, the millers, the bakers, the brewers, and all the 
fruits of its labor. ‘ shall be protected in what they make out of the products 
President Taft, wilh a zeal worthy of a better cause, called | buy from the farmer free? 
Congress together in extraordinary session two years ago with Under this reciprocity agreement things which the farme! 
the undisguised purpose of reducing the cost of living at the | produces and has to sell were put upon the free list, but 
expense of the American farmer. I want to quote somewhat | things which he can not produce but has to buy were placed 
at length from a speech I made on the floor of the House at | the protected list. In other words, the manufactured produ ~e 
that time. I pointed out then what I conceived to be the | in the main are protected; the farmer’g products in the main 
serious mistake of the President and how the position of Mr,! are unprotected. Both Canada and the United States unde! 
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jgreement propose to protect their factories, but mutually 


it the products of the farmer of both countries may 
the markets of the other free of quty. 
+ right that the American manufacturer should be per 


i to buy the things he consumes from the Canadian farmer 
nd go on selling his manufactured and protected products 
»protected farmer of our country? Grant that the price 
is too high, is not that which the farmer buys too high 
as thet which the farmer sells? And, matter of 
. farmer in the main is not getting an exorbitant price 
his farm. 
Agriculture in his report—1911—shows thit 
rmer does not get 50 per cent of the price the consumer is 
i to pay for agricultural products. He also 
he prices received by farmers in many 
han the cost of production, and that 
e farmer is the one mostly responsible for 


nd 


as a 
» products of 
e Secretary of 


points oul 
instances were even 
middleman and 
the high cost 


the 


ds The trouble lies with the middlemen. The profits 
de after the farmer’s products leave him and before they 
, the table of the consumer. Is there anything in the 
«ity pact designed to remedy this evil? Nothing. Should 
farmer be singled out as a victim and made the burden 
r for all other classes? In an effort to reduce the cost of 
should the farmer’s pocketbook be the only pocketbook 


\ 
: 
\ 
| 
‘ 
| 
: 
] 
I 
( 
its 
i 
‘ 
{ 
his 
hog 
cre 


list 


have shown great and exceedingly clear insight in the effect 
their bill will produce on the country, and to meet the demand 


for 
the 


con 


me yet 
ims to be the farmers’ 


inimity, 
ne so much, 
the farmers of this country. 

\nd this same Democratic Party, 
for the farmer, now proposes in the Underwood er to put 


end? But the argument has 


this floor that the reciprocity 


to contribute to that 
here by gentlemen on 


1 upon 


made 


vent with Canada will reduce the cost of living and at 
me time will not affect the price of farm sanheeti s. Since 
eded by the President, ‘a author of the reciprocity 
ent with Canada, that the agreement will chiefly aff 
ducts of the farm, and since the farmer's products ar 


beyond my cor 


ies put upon the free list in this bill, it is 


1 to understand how the cost of living is _ » to be re 
| without reducing the cost of farm produc ful . it is 
y incomprehensible to me how the farmer's p! roduc are 
to be reduced in price and the farmer profited erie 
it going to help the farmer to sell what he has to sell in 
arket and buy what he has to buy in a high market is a 
n the solution of which the champions of this measure 
ve to solve, for they solemnly tell us that the farmer 


to be blessed and benefited by the transaction and ths it he 

welcome the day when he sells cheap and buys hi; 

Dennen ratic orators in the ‘ampaign preached to wit 

that if they would only intrust them with power 

greatly reduce the price of living by 

of 1 any necessities of life, and before these 

rotten a mile out of town in the farming 

telling the en how they were going to protect then 
special guardians by taki f off the 

to buy. 


} 
last « 
vellers 
would reducing the 
same orator 
districts 
rt r the tal 


“ neir 


} 
had 





the speech I made in the Sixty-second Congress, and to 
[ have referred, I made this statement: 
reason why the Democratic Party embraced with h ut 
id ht the opportu nity to pass the Canadian t was that i 
blow to the time-honored doctrine of Republican protection 
t, it is in many respects a radical free-trade measu It does 
p with the “ tariff-ior-revenue-only ” doctrine of the Dem« the 
It does not look to revenue at all; its most earns ady 
that we will lose from two to ten million dollars in revenu 
by 1 on of the passage of this bill It would not surpri I 
lost yearly $50,000,000 in revenue 
central idea in the fertile brains of the Democratic Members 
House, and the motive which actuated their hearts in the pass 
Canadian reciprocity measure, were to strike a body blow to our 
tive ystem. 
y are not unmindful of the fact that the protective system a 
! whole that protection must ecither apply to all industric or 
to none. You can not protect the American manufacturers at 
the ee unprotected. Protection must protect everybody that 





ection or protect 


in the face of 


nobody. 
the fact that the 
undying friend, it 
Representatives on the floor of 


Democratic 
this House, with 
the reciprocity pact with Canada 
had it become effective, 
with the 
, wheat 
milk an 


broom corn, buckwheat, potatoes, corn and corn meal 
s, beef, veal, mutton, pork, lamb, bacon and hams, 
im, and so forth, on the free list. 


I want to give the Democratic Party credit for that. They 


rags that is soon to follow have generously placed them on 


free list. I believe in giving credit where credit is due. 
igratulate the Democratic Party on this wise provision. 


Party 
supported through 
surprising 
which would have 
to the serious detriment 


same pretended 
I 
But to compensate for all 


this and make amends to the farmer for the wrongs done him 
in the Underwood bill the Democrats have placed rags on the free 


but ! 


RECORD—ILIOUSE. 


the Democratic P 


arty says it i ol oO compensat 
for having reduced or placed on the “~% ston 
the farm by admitting free of du ricalts 
The Underwood tariff bill carries exact! thre 
regard to agricultural implements that ‘ 
free list bill curried in the ist C'ong 
ing that bill at that time is eq ‘ 


bill \t that time | had this to say 
Now, le i lool t i 

free-list bill. It provides tl 

headers, | el iy 

he rakes ultivat th iin 

farm . and | th i 

mean f whateve kind nd ad t 

tioned herein \ \ 

parts shall exe! ym 


United St 


rhe gentlemen on the « Pposite idle of 
that they propose to pass this bi 1 the nterest 
ican farmer th ¢ th I owed | ‘ 
well to look dispassionately at the situation and se 
not this portion of the bill, if passed, 1 red 
fit of the farmers of our cor try ‘ to 
If this part of the } 1 ly ‘ 
ers then 1 ough ‘ recs t 1 \ 
VMembe l ré 
To = ta ! \ ‘ ] t t 
to \ Wi bere ‘ farn 
eust three tl “ 
1. WI is tl] 
iTt of tl | ( | 
- | ire th t 
ov 1? a reo | 
\nd what ef 
n tl ‘ 1 th ul { 
\d ng | » tl 
(76 of | our present tarid iw, W 
‘plows, tooth and disk har 
tural drills and planters, mo 
thrashing machine ind cott ) 
ported into this country free of d 
duty” shall be imp aad 
the United States” into oth 
foreign col efuses to 
rine s tna so torti free of at ‘ 
1} ) bx er ad . 
o this d y 
wil ‘ 
‘ road 0 
our pres¢ I We « 
( ‘ tries n to tl \ 
( . 2 niihe | pie ‘ é | 
Anything unfair out that rig 
inh countries of the rid a fre f 
ruil inpiemel nm this cou nad f ) 
market for our agricultur eme | 
Should we discriminate a nest 1 
part of them 1 favor of ¢t ind eS 4 
uld the Ame nm mal 
manufacturer, who emplo ve 1 A ! 
criminated against in favor of 
ploys cheap foreign labor Is 
| facturers of agricultural im en who « 
labor, should be forced to | L ¢ y on the 
plements which the d to ¢ ! | . | 
facturers of agricultur: iy e] of oth 
en] Loy foreign labor, nd t I ¥] nit 
this country free of duty ~ ha course d 
both American capil idl i l Ss 
information that the Inter lO Liat I ( 
is sometimes referred to as the Ag | ral | 
has manufacturing plants not o Ameri 
| Sweden, Russia, -F1 wd Ge 1 | 
implements are as cheap, or about s cheap \ 
i are elsewhere. 
| If this be true nd if this tariff law wil i 
| enacted here is to remain long in fo 
idea for the International Harvester C« nel 
in the United States engaged in making 
| remove their plants to Canad d elsewhe 
| thousands of doliars annually which are 1 
| ernment in tariff duties for the privilege of 
ing agricultural implements into thi 
} In that event this Government would or o 
sands of dollars paid in tariff duti bu 
I} would lose $50,000,000 annually now paid An 
the manufacture of agricultur: mplements 











































































666 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


In 1905 the 1 States produced $111,544.975 worth of 
ericult I 


ul in} ent ‘There were in the year 1900, 46.582 


in the United States in the manufacture | 


In that year there was $157,707,951 
ested in the nannfacture of these imple 
Kentucky alone had $1,735,595 invested 


th enterprise, and paid Kentucky wage earners over | 


asthe lilinot . EHO OVD 29 investe iy > | ; b 
state of [illinois had O22 202.520 in ted in the | must come down to the foreign wage level On no other } 


(mM) OMG) 


nufacture of ag iral implements, and paid over 


SO.000 000 rs’ and clerks’ salaries to American 


icultural implements be shipped 

y wot ld be, indeed, an unjust and 

unfair discriminat again American capital and American 

labor, especially in view of the fact that tariff duties must be 

paid by us on a he agricultural implements which we send for 
ile to other countries. 


Since agricultural implements are already as cheap in this | 


country as elsewhere, and since we lose thousands of dollars in 


revenue for this Government and transfer millions of dollars | 


from American to foreign labor, it is evident, it seems to me, 
that this section of the farmers’ free “ fake” bill, if enacted into 
law, will hurt, not Ip, both the American farmer and the 
American people generally. 
forbids. While I have not had an opportunity to give the 
income-tax provision the thought and study such a great ques- 
tion deserves, ny present inclinations are to support it. The 
rich and ] 

of the Government under our present system of taxation. 
But the trouble with this sort of legislation is to know when 
7 


id where it is going to stop. If sufficient encouragement is 
to the movement, the time may come when the rights of 


in the future as well as at the present, and I will 

for the income-tax provision of the Underwood bill if I 
have an opportunity to cast a separate vote for that part of it; 
but the Underwood bill, taking it as a whole, I can not and will 
not support. It places coal and timber on the free list, and the 
district I have the honor to represent is rich in both of these. 
{ would discuss them at length if discussing them would do any 
good. Nothing that I can here say, nothing that any Republican 
can here say, will prevent the passage of this bill. The Demo- 
erats of this House have decided in caucus that this bill shall 
pass, and pass it will. I simply want to register my protest 
against it by my words and by my vote. The Democratic Party 
has promised the country that business shall not be disturbed 
and that the high cost of living shall be reduced, neither of 
which pledges it is going to keep through the passage of this 
bill. This bill will not reduce the cost of living. You are not 
going at it right. And if you would listen to me, I would say, 
“Call off your dogs, gentlemen; they are barking up the wrong 
tree.” Your bill does not strike at the heart of the trouble in 
the high cost of living. When you can frame and put into exe- 
cution such laws as will prevent a few men through “ gentle- 
men's agreements” and otherwise from controlling the output 
and price of almost every product and commodity of the farm, 
mine, workshop, and factory, not forgetting ladies’ hats, you will 


have gone a long way toward solving the problem of the high | 


cost of living. [Applause.] I want to insert as part of my 
remarks an editorial and an article appearing in the National 


Farmer and Stock Grower, published at St. Louis, Mo., and an | 


editorial appearing in the Philadelphia Press of April 24, 1913. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the Philadelphia Press, Thursday, Apr. 24, 1913.] 
A BILL TO REDUCE AMERICAN WAGES. 


The report on the Democratic tariff bill discloses nothing of impor- 
tance that the bill itself did not reveal, except its frank acknowledgment 
of the protection-destroying principle on which the bill is framed. 
American industries receive no favors, however slight. On the contrary, 
ingenuity is exerted to avoid giving them even incidental favors. 

The authors of the bill estimate that it will increase imports about 
one-third and that those imports will pay very much less customs revenue 
than under the present tariff, and altogether leave a deficit of 
$68,750,000 to be made good by the income tax. What will make good 
the $240,000,000 worth of American products that the increased im- 
portations will displace? Who will make good to American men and 
women the wages that are now paid to the producers of this $240,- 
000,000 worth of American goods that the new tariff will throw out 
of the market? A very radical change is here proposed, and the pur- 
pose is frankly expressed to invite and stimulate the importation of 
the products of foreign labor in order that those making the same 
«gods on this side of the ocean may feel the full strain and stress of 
foreign competition. 

his is expected to bring down the cost of living in this country. 
at avail will it be to the thousands who are thrown out of work 
t the cost of things is reduced when they have no money at all to 
for them? What joy does it give a man to find prices reduced if 
wages are reduced even more? The market can absorb only about 


‘I 
Wi 


| equivalent across the water. It will represent the pr 


| close American mills” should be the title of this " 
|} report behind it, this Democratic tariff bill comes befo 


I would like to discuss other provisions of this bill, but time | permitted to vote on the tariff question alone and not have 


rrosperous are not bearing their just share of the bur- | oe . — : 
goods admitted from foreign countries. 


; ne k | seaports and almost doubled the cost to the American 
no longer be safe. I have great faith in the ca- | 


American people to properly guard and protect | 





ee cesta 


so much, and if this is supplied by American industry, A 


facturers and American workmen will receive and cir 
home the money value of the commodities, If the $240 0 
goods now made here are brought in from abroad by the mn 
its framers predict, it will send that much Am 


ii 


erican 


Oo 


producers and the wages of foreign workmen, while a 
amount of our own mills and our own workmen are idle 
To stand the foreign competition, which this Democrat 
is framed to invite, the wages of American workers, men 
manufacturers compete, and even then only the strongest 
survive the competition A bill “to reduce American w; 
measure 


without disguise, naked and unashamed of its un-Ameri: 
discourage home industry and to encourage in its stead 


| increase the importation to this country of the prod 


labor. 


FARMERS AND THE TARII " rRE } IS LIKELY TOT 
CONGRESS WILL BE RESPONSIBLE Y THE PROTEY 
LEGISLATED OUT ¢ 


1” BUSINESS 

The National Farmer and Stock Grower is not a political 
we regret very much that protection of American farmin: 
ing, and commercial interests, through the collection of « 
is considered a political question when it really is an economi 
ness matter—one that can not be decided in connection with 
sentimental questions that so largely influence the alignment of I 
parties. 

We venture the assertion that if the people of the United Ss! 
it 
with all other subjects that divide people into parties th: 
tariff would be overwhelmingly in favor of the protection 
industries of all kinds through the imposition of customs @ 
would shut nothing out entirely, but would collect some wm 
support of the Government on all raw materials and m 


In lawmaking Congress exerts a wonderful power, and 
exercised unwisely and to the disadvantage of the American 
case in point is the removal of the tariff on coffee, which en 
foreign combinations to put up the price before the coffe: 


in 
trebled the profits of the Brazilian syndicates that contro! the « 
Another example of misdirected legislation ts taking t! 
hides, which has resulted to the benefit of the owners of fi 


| who simply added the duty to the price. They paid the 


United States Government when the duties were collectible by 


| put it in their own pockets when they found that the United § 


Government had made them a present of it by admitting th: d 


| of duty. 


We understand the general idea in Congress is that all t! 


| do is to remove the 14-cent-a-pound duty on dressed meats or 
| duty that is paid on imported beef cattle and then go aro 


butcher shops and buy beefsteaks 10 cents a pound cheaper 
entirely mistaken. They can make a present of the duties to th 
syndicates engaged in the meat trade, but they can not pre 


| accepting and keeping the present. They can admit cattle or 
| free of duty, but there the power of Congress ends. They can 


age the American farmer and induce him to get rid of hi 
they can not get him to start up again. The wheat grower, wl 
nice old time producing wheat that will pay a profit of $6 to 
acre under present circumstances, can easily be induced to q 
wheat, but when Argentine and Canadian wheats come in 
good crop here and the market becomes demoralized for the 
then look out for the farmer forgetting to sow the usual « 

in this country. 

Congress can do much damage, but can not heal the 
People in the United States are not going to prosper on the 
goes to Australia for wool, or on the money that goes to 
wheat, or on the money that goes to Argentina for beef. 
on the money that is paid to our own people. It goes 
comes back again. It gets into circulation. But the m« 
sent abroad remains there, and our exports are not any lai 
that source of revenue. 

The farm productions of this country are ample for all pi 
One-half of the time our grain productions sell at prices t! 
return the cost of production. There has never yet been a ti 
there was a bonanza in grain growing. Through years of low 
and sacrifice, cattle have for once reached what may be call 
prices, but only because of the changes that on the one hand 
destroyed cattle ranges, but the cattle ranges cut up into farm 
not yet produced the maximum of beef. Year in and year o 
productions bring moderate prices, and the burdens of the consu! 
not caused by the wholesale cost of anything the farmer raises. 

We have no hesitancy in saying as our editorial opinion t! 
admission of farm products free of duty from other countri 
gradually undermine the productive industries of this country 
change will not take place in a day, but we will soon be in th 
tion of a family when the head of it gambles his earning away i! 
of taking the money home to his wife. Industrial enterprises w 
in difficulties, for the reason that trade will be dull and wages 
Less people will be employed and many industries will be at a s 
still. The farmer will be able to feed himself, but he will find hi 
short of money; he will practice economy and produce crops that 
the least for seed and the least cost for labor. ‘ 

Farmers will remember that Canada saved us from the acts o! 
own Congress, so far as the bogus reciprocity bill was concerned, 
can not expect to have Canadians refuse free trade when they are 
able to conduct their own protective system. We can not expect ! 
assistance from manufacturers who are protectionists, because the 
usually protectionists for themselves alone; and we can not « 
much help from anyone unless we do the work ourselves. Congress 
finally have to accept responsibility for its acts, but that is away 
When great injury is done and can not be undone, it is poor satista 
to fix the blame, and that is all the recourse we will have. 

In another column will be found an article entitled “ Our indus 
policy.” If every farmer who tis interested in this subject we ec 
a Congressman and a Senator indorsing this policy it will be ie" i 
and harder to get a bill through Congress that will do away wit! | 
protective policy of the Government, so far as the farming interest 
concerned. 
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Where they stood then the Republican Party now stands. | 
advocate, their principles are ours, 
vote 
unhesitat- 


What they advocated we 


and 


Which placed Mr. Wilson 
ingiy assert, without fear of successful contradiction, that 
here the fathers stood in 1789 and where the Republican Party 
ata to-day, stand also this hour in an overwhelming ma- 
Jority the people of the United states. 
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HAL POLI WE ARE IN FAVOR OF ALL FOREIGN FARM PR 
PAYING A Il ry FOR THil SUPPORT Of LHE UNITED STATES | 
“T, AND TO PAY IT AT THE FRONT DOOR, 
tional Farmer and Stock Grower is in favor of the United 
stomhouse collecting a reasonable range of duties upon all 
farm products and all manufactured goods admitted into the 
tates from foreign countries, said duties to be applied to the | 


f the National Government. 


tarif policy that we advocate fully one-half of the money 
i for the support of the National Government should be collected 
stomhouses, besides furnishing the farmer and manufacturer 
moderate amount of protection to which they are entitled. 
opposed to the admission of foreign farm products free of 
iuse admission of such products duty free always leads to the 


» of the foreign merchant and speculator-and causing increased 
io be Imposed on our own people. 
e the duty off hides has been entirely in the interest of foreign 
and to the detriment of our own people; admitting coffee 
e enabled the formation of a South American combination that 
d the price three for one, and every time foreign goods are 
n the free list there is the same result. With moderate im 
received by the United States on various products as now 


| the total that is covered into the United States Treasury Is 
100,000,000 a year, and if not collected that way will have to 


ted by direct taxes upon our own productions. The admission 


en goods free of duty results in higher prices to the American 
and higher taxation also upon our own products to make 
» necessary revenues, 
farmer in the United States is taxed by his county and by 


te: he also pays a share of the taxes collected in various ways 


support of the Federal Government. We believe that in return 


s support in tax money and in time of necessity for his personal 


home 
he 


the American citizen is entitled to preference in his 
for his own productions from the laws of the Government 

We believe that the advantages of our own markets belong 
tizens of the United States, and that all forelgn farm produc 
should pay a duty at the front door as the goods are admitted. 


s of scarcity, caused by drought or other unavoidable influences, | 


‘eign farm productions can come in under light duties on a fair 
nd in times of abundance the country thrives better without 

believe the farmer as a producer outranks all other people; the 
turer is next; but without the farmer's products the manufac 

vould have to shut bis doors. 

lation against the farming interest is the height of folly, and 
discrimination against the farmer is a political crime. Legisla- 





inst the farmer will cause more poverty in the cities than most 
magine. The nonproducing, called, consumers in cities will be 
to find it out and be the greatest sufferers. 
GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
Vermont [Mr. PLUMLEyY]. ; 
The gentleman from Vermont 


s¢ 


[Mr. PLum- 
recognized. 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, on the 4th day of July, 1776, 
ple of America declared their political independence of 
ther country, and on the 4th day of July, 1789, they placed 
their statute books their first decisive declaration of com- 

| independence. 
| earlier declaration was an expression of freedom and 
( ty for all men, the latter a deliberate expression in law 
of means whereby the former might be obtained and main- 
tained. It is not a little singular that in 1915, 124 years later, 


is an effort by a great ‘party to enact into iaw the theory 


Congress was a constitutional mistake and blunder: 
the great minds who in convention framed our organic 
t know, as C 


‘ 


e assertion that the first statute of the new Nation by 


law 
ongressmen, its powers and limitations, and 


the Father of his Country, who approved the law, did not 


rehend its purport or its provisions. 


It met 


The First Congress was confronted with an imperious demand 
immediate money; it was also confronted with the urgent 
ssity to encourage and protect manufactures. 
ditions under the same act—a protective tariff yielding reve- 
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all protection to all Ams in viustries, to stay the un 
leled prosperity of all the eople ¢twhich is the unques 
and undeniable fact of to-day), to return to the no rs 
sloughs and quagmires and the va s of dark despa 
| approximate free trade, to feed on the « husks and the 
herbs of an exploded, delusi ( i ( theory l 
| great body of our citizens it not nec vy to re t t 

| lessons of the past. 

| The impossibility of prosperity under a tariff f ( 
| has been demonstrated too thoroughly, too oft 

| cently to call for repetition. With many millio 

| seus its utter failure is yet a tragic memory, w ‘ 

} recourse to history and can determine and denou \ 
} read. They know, who will, that such a tariff laid uy 

| petitive foreign products is both a delusion and a s 
builds for some while it destroys for others. When wi 
only to produce revenue a tariff should be placed so t! 


both 


clearly, certainly, definitely, without hesitancy, and with- 


great and 


question, demonstrating indubitably that, 


con- 


te as had been their ability in framing the Constitution, 


lly great was their ability to enact the requisite 


laws 


ted to and in conformity with it, so written as to produce 


nergy, skill, enterprise, and industry. 


equate revenue and to inspire, to foster, and to promote Amer- | 


neerning the principle and the policy, the right and the wis- 


of a protective tariff, there was then no party division, nor 
was there division then among the great leaders of either party. | 
Madison, of the school of Jefferson, was its advocate in Congress, | 


Hamilton, the Federalist, was in full accord. 


notwithstanding the tremendous popular electoral 


in the Executive chair, I 


publican side. | 


On the 4th of November last there was no mandate from the 
people to the Democratic Party to revise the policy of the 


Nation, to write a tariff for revenue only, to disclaim and deny 
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it is that it is the usual and should be the expected 
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nature and in its necessary application foredoomed 


that 


equal, 
always 
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per cent rate there has 
American marl 
the proposed rate of 15 
vachine-tool industry can | 
met by a lower cost of produ 
highly organized and highly alized ma- 
shops of America, can only be found in a lower wage 
kmen. But against means of reduction in the 
achine tool comes the hard fact that the incidental 
indu in many permits 
ored concerns employing the same class of labor and 
using the same m: 1intain the same wage scale as at 
which, indeed, American industry 
should be prey by any tariff rate in tariff law 
from maintaining Between this upper millstone foreign 
competitor producing the goods at 80 to 40 per cent less cost 
than the Amerte 
ated manufacturer, preventing all possible relief in a lower wage 
to its workmen, what is there left to the m tool in- 
dustry and its employees but bankruptcy to the one and loss of 
employment and wage to the other? Among those associated 
industries of which I speak, employing the same class of skilled 
machinists and using the same general class of materials, are 
automobiles and automobile rated in H. R. at 45 
per ad valorem; motor cycles and finished parts thereof, 
10 per cent; bicycles, 25 per cent; breech-loading shotguns and 
rifles, and the like, pistols of all kinds, 35 per cent; files, file 
and the 25 per cent; screws, 25 per cent; 


py 


ts foreign 
the 


the 
per ce nt 
nothing 
unless tion, which, 
ready S] 


this 


associated tries instances 
terials to m 
present, a wage scale no 
ented any 
of a 


‘an concern and his incidentally protected associ- 


scale ichine 


bodies, 


cent 


like, a 
umbrella and parasol ribs, 35 per cent; wheels for railway pur- 
poses, and the like, 25 per cent; nippers and pliers, 30 per cent; 
und all articles composed wholly or in chief value of iron, steel, 
and the like, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent. 

In making this comparison I am not suggesting that any of 
these rates has been laid on any other ground than for revenue 
only. On the contrary I assume, as I have a right to do, that 
they have been placed solely and carefully on that basis. With 
that assumption I invite attention to an analysis of these rates 
as affecting these different industries, and a clear appreciation 
of the injustice, inequality, and inequity which under the sys- 
tem invoked follows as regularly, as exactly, and as certainly 
as night follows the day. 

I would invite your attention to another schedule in which 
my constituents are most deeply interested. I would take you 
to Barre, Vt., the largest center of the granite industry of the 
world. Thirty years ago the granite industry in Barre 
practically no existence; under the fostering conditions of a 
Republican protective tariff since 1883 it has now no rival. 

In paragraphs 100 and 101, H. R. 332 
marble placed at a rate of 45 per cent, reduced from 50 per cent, 
and manufactured granite at 25 per cent, reduced from 50 per 
cent, 
product? Under the tariff for revenue of 1894 for three years the 
rate of duty on manufactured granite w 
from those three years, from 1883 to the present it has remained 
with marble at 50 per cent. 

Why the change? Aside from the most ordinary monumental 
purposes both may be classed as luxuries. As a revenue 
ducer it should be so placed and taxed. A man who is able to 
build a house of marble at a cost of $12 a cubic foot will 


blanks, rasps, 


will lose just that much revenue. 
cept in the rate of duty on granite and of 10 per cent only on 
marble? Largely they are competitors. Examination of the 


report of the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means | 


discloses no specific explanation, hence, if found, it must be 
in the general principles underlying the revision—table 4, 
page 9, classes marble a inuxury. If a luxury, why any 
reduction? Is not manufactured granite also a luxury? What 
man of moderate means buys either, except for ordinary monu- 
mental purposes at moderate expense? In what regard is 
granite, save for such monumental purposes, a necessity? Why 
is it excessively reduced? 

Table 5, page 11, deals in necessaries. Schedule B 
iously studied, but evidently granite is not classed as a neces- 
sity; but grindstones are, and the tariff burden on grindstones 
should be reduced in accordance with the declaration of pur- 
pose on page 9 “to the lowest possible point commensurate 
with revenue requirements”—and the “robber” protective 
tariff of 1909 rates them at $1.75 per ton and the “immaculate” 
competitive tariff of 1913 at $1.50 per ton, a reduction of 
25 cents on a ton, of eighty-nine one-hundredths of 1 per cent, 
or about 3 cents on a 300-pound grindstone. And similarly 
are luxuries, such as marble, lowered, instead of increased, 5 per 
cent, and the tariff burdens reduced on the necessary grind- 
stone eighty-nine one-hundredths of 1 per cent only. 


as 


is 


anx- 


been a | 
| 


less | 


had | 
, we find manufactured | 


Why the gross dissimilarity in the rates on the finished | 


s at 30 per cent, aside | 


pro- | 


not | 
notice a change of 5 per cent in his favor, but the Government | 
Why the reduction of 50 per | 
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Aeroplanes are classed as luxuries, and in accorda 
the manifesto on page 9 the committee has kept in yj 
“making the Inxuries of life bear their proper burden 
tariff res] Under the “ ill-conceived ” tarift of 
aeroplanes as luxuries were rated at 45 per cent: under H 
3321 only 25 per cent—not an increase but a reduction: 
reduction of 20 per cent! 

“Comfits and fruits of all kinds, preserved, contain; 
per cent of alcohol,” tariff of 1909, 99.98 per cent 

70 per cent: and “game, except birds,” the exc 
of 1809 places at 24 cents per pound and the pre 
tariff of 1913, which is to make the “luxuries of lif 

their proper burden of the tariff responsibilities ”—this 

reduces the duty on game to 14 cents per pound. “oO 

rugs and carpets, and woven whole for rooms.” 

the plutocrat tariff of 1909 bear a rate of 58.10 per cent 
the Democratic poor man’s tariff relief of 1913 are 

50 per cent. Evidently the Republican tariff of 1909 

a too heavy burden of responsibilities on luxuries wh 

the clear duty of the Democratic tariff of 1918 to ex) 

lessening them. 

There is no answer in the bill or the report to mv ane 
| Why is the tariff on manufactured marble reduced « : \ 
cent and the tariff on manufactured granite reduced 
cent? But there is a reason, and perhaps I find it. | 
of the hearings, relating to Schedule B, on page 565, | 
the statement of Mr. Frank J. Harnold, of Townsend, 'Iy 
& Co., 4553 West Twenty-first Street, New York City 
senting the National Association of Wholesale Granite D 
| comprising 18 firms engaged in the business of selling a 
and imported granite monuments at wholesale. Hr 
mends that the tariff on manufactured granite be reduce 
50 per cent to 20 per cent. He claimed that at 20 per 
valorem the cost of the imported article would be in « 
the cost of the domestic article, and to prove it he sub) 

brief in which he shows that certain granite, f. 0. b 

Aberdeen, Scotland, $22.87; that the duty, 

| cent, is $4.58; freight and delivery f. 0. b. cars New 
$7.11; making a total of $34.56. 

That certain domestic granite f. o. b. cars at quarry 
omitting all transportation charges to the same disi: 
point, which from Barre, Vt., is easily equal to the 
charges across the water, which, if added at $7.11, make: 
of $37.11, or an excess in cost of $2.55. 

That certain other granite f. o. b. Aberdeen costs $59.61 
at 20 per cent ad valorem, is $11.92 freight and delivery 
cars at New York, $18.72; total, $90.25. 

That certain domestie granite costs f. o. b. cars at quarry Ss 
omitting wholly transportation charges to the s»me disti 
| point, equal from Barre, Vt., I feel sure, to the shipping 
across the Atlantic, namely, $18.72; total, $105.72; against 
American producer, $15.47; and that also certain other 21 
f. o. b. Aberdeen costs $60.82; duty, at 20 per cent ad \ 
$12.17; freight and delivery f. o. b. cars at New York, $1.1 

total, $92.12. 

That also certain other domestic granite costs f. 0. b. ©: 

| quarry, $88; omitting wholly transportation charges to the 

| distributing point, which is probably equal to the 
charges on sea, $19.13; total, $107.13: less, $92.12; to th 
advantage of the American producer, $15.01. 

No manufacturers of granite were heard, and the rate ol « 
was cut to 25 per cent, substantially granting the request o! 
importer. Whether it was because the importer request: 
tariff that would invite competitive importation or becaus: 
| committee regarded this industry, whose finished product 

practically all labor, as one which should be stripped b 
| protection and left to combat its foreign rivals with a 
| scale that is high while theirs is low, I cannot say, but s1 
| the result of their action—and the consequences must b 

serious. 

Wages in Barre, Vt., and vicinity: Cutters, 40§ cents per 
minimum; polishers, 40% cents per hour, minimum. 

Foreign: Cutters, 15 cents per hour average; polisher 
cents per hour average. 

When the present bill of prices expires the new bill wil 
quire $4 a day for eight hours. 

The granite business of the United States is in no sense a 
trust; each manufacturer is in competition with every oUler. 
In Washington County, Vt., my home county, there are « 
140 manufacturing concerns in direct competition with 

| other, and I am advised that the same condition exists all over 
| the United States. Should the tariff be raised 100 per cent \ 
| the rate of to-day it would not at all affect the prices 0! 
product, owing to the sharp competition which prevails. 
would mean simply increased production within the Unit 
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cates without increase of price to the consumer. If the tariff | American producer because of the admiited higher w . ! 
4d so that foreign competitors ship their manufactured | he is compelled to pay. 
: io this country to any considerable extent, it will re- The true way, the Republican way, is to adin i { ) 
output of our manufacturers without lessening the cost | as to retain the American mor! 
onsumer. so long as he sells his products at a ry e ) \ ( j 
rhis is a case where that for every foreign monument sold in | Cohsumer and subject him to competit {1 iw 
» United States American labor manufactures one less. The | and only when, his prices to the « sul are u in. 
erican laborer gets just so much less opportunity to sell his | exorbitant. . 
wduyet, and the American manufacturer parts with his profits | W e contend that the fair price and the proj ta) 
iio benefit of the foreign producer and the home importer. tain it shall be ascertained by a scientific inve 
tose bill 3321 makes foreign manufactured granite an easy com- | 4 permanent nonpartisan bourd or « 
7 tor with American manufactured granite upon terms which economic feature, cong ition, or factor which \ 
‘oe the foreigner marked advantage in our own markets. This | tailing and definitely determining the true 
rap + the tariff revision promised the people by the Democrats | duction cost of every foreign product seeking entry 
+ their platform of 1912, nor is it in accord with the declara- | to compete with the similar products of America 
+ President Wilson in his anteelection speech at Pitts- This plan is derided by our friends on the other side of the 
burch, when he was quoted as saying that his party proposed— | aisle; it is declared by them to be impracticable and, in fact, 
M ir a reconsideration of the tariff schedules such as will adjust | impossible. We, on our side, admi* that it is no easy task; but 
» to the actual business conditions and interests of the country. in the presence of the thousands of millions of invested capita 
sir desire is not to check but to aid, not to embarrass but to quicken. | in thousands of thriving cities and villages all over our b da 
In this tariff the Democratic Party make a vigorous assault land, in the face of the millions of prosperous wage earners 
on nearly every industry in which my constituents are inter- | !iving under American conditions, with opening American op 
ested. Not alone granites und freestones, but all manufactures | Portunities to every child born Within their homes, 1 le n- 
¢ wood, all products of agriculture, of the farm and of the | Unuance and maintenance of which conditions are so dear to 
all woolens and cottons. they have either transferred the | every true American heart, so mportant and essential in « ry 
article to the free list outright or have so reduced the rate of | aspect of our national life, we are willing, nay, w are eagel 
duty as to admit and invite foreign competition on terms which | to essay the task, to make practical the hupracticable and to 
nut the American producer at a distinct disadvantage and com- accomplish the impossible. We have faith in the ab ity of the 
nels an immediate readjustment of cost in production or a final American people to ma ster ultimately an admittedly involved, 
surrender of the enterprise. Intricate, and difficult problem. * 
rhere is no considerable cost reduction possible, except by a sn cee ee ee, eee eae 
ered wage scake; and no condition should be invited or per- | rivers seas or lains. The end sought justific s and requires 
witted, if preventable, the effect of which is to reduce any wage the boat inoue. the greatest c ire. an imited it dautrs am the 
scale or lower the standard of living for any American work- | )ionest courage. We on this side of the aisle turn from vour 
. The true standard for all Americans in all particulars tomiiios effeminate Glcheartening “You con nx a ae 


is not cheapness but excellence. 

The reason given for this attack on the industries and enter- 
prises of my constituents is that it will reduce the cost of living; 
but it is not so to be accomplished. Recent experience in free 
hides and free rubber, free coffee and teas, is illustrative of my 
position. To lessen expense to the user of boards, planks, and 
other lumber is the explanation given for placing these articles 
on the free list, but it will not lessen the cost of a single board 
or plank to tke American consumer. A reduction of one-half of 
the rate in the tariff of 1909 lessened no price to the consumer. | 

The Canadian lumberman in no case got less than half of the | 


resolute, strong, and resourceful “ We will.” [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

In the tariff scheme of the Republicans we would save the 
ship, not scuttle it. We would conserve, not destroy; we would 
not endanger even. No untried theory, however attractive, 
should be balanced against the welfare of the Nation. It is 
still wiser to study markets rather than maxims. It is better to 
be sane and safe than spectacular and dangerous. We will play 
no game of hazard when the stakes are the happiness and pros 
perity of our people, the glory and grandeur of our beloved 
country. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 


—————— 


reduction; in many cases he had all; in no case did the reduction Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
reach the consumer. Already the alert Canadian lumberman | ¢rom Massachusetts [Mr. Witper]. a 

making his contracts for next year’s delivery is providing The CHAIRM AN The oentionan from Massachusetts [Mr 
that in event of a reduction of tariff on any article of wood in | wyrprr] is recognized. : , 


any process of manufacture he shall have the benefit by an in- Mr. WILDER. Mr. Chairman, I propose to devote a few 
creased price for his product, sometimes equal to the cut, and minutes only to lining up a few headings that I shall develop 
never less than a 50 per cent advance. The larger the deal the | more at length in the Recor, I do this for the re 1son that I 
larger the Canadian’s share in the tariff cut. It will not lower could not be expected to be aiven as much time as I wou dl ke 
in any part the cost to the consumer, but by the simple opera- | 4n order to say what I hae an one aatied T <i eho a Gon 
tion of the most ordinary law of economics it will transfer the observations and then perhaps a few onameationn a 
wood manufacturing industry from tie United States to Can- Mr. Chairman, [ went through the panic at 20 weave aen~o8 
ada; will compel American invested capital to suffer large loss; into it- and while I supposed at the esinnins of it I h ida 
and will throw out of employment a large force of skilled em competence, I lost every Asites 1 had and was $125.000 in debt 
ployees who know no other craft than this. when I got through with it. It took 10 of the best years of 
The people of the United States still favor a protective tariff; | my life to make my name good. I know something about the 
they prefer prosperity in America; they enjoy and would pro- | ¢onditions of 20 years ago, and I wish to speak largely from 


mote and maintain our standards of living; they favor in its | matters of history and self-evident conclusions drawn therefrom 
broadest and most beneficent sense the slogan of “America for | We were told of the robbery and iniquity fostered by the tariff 
Americans”; they love and would cherish the American home; | to protect the rich and destroy the poor; we were shown the 
they have faith in the free school, in the free church; they have glories of free trade of other nations, and if one will take the 
confidence in, respect, and regard for the manhood and the trouble to compare the sayings of the principal actors of 20 


womanhood which all these forces produce; they would maintain 
the open door from poverty to prosperity, the pathway from 
ignorance to knowledge. Under the economic system yet pre- 
vailing has been secured the unparalleled general and genuine 
happiness and prosperity of our people. 

It is not a change of system but a readjustment of plans and 
methods to suit changed conditions which is desired by the 
American citizen. The ultimate American consumer must be 


years ago with those of to-day the deadly parallel column 
would make a modern crematory look like 30 cents. True, the 
conditions are different to-day, but the principle is the same 
The balance of trade has been running largely in our favor for 
many years. and our financial strength and wealth by far ex 
ceeds that of 20 years ago, and we can bear more distress: yet 
the people on whom the burden will first fall must feel it just the 
same. I shall show later how closely allied the tariff is with 


assured of a fair price in the American market. Formerly | the question of wages. There are exceptions. of course, and 
this was obtained by competition within the United States | always will be so long as we are human. where the 1 does 
Among producers of the same class. Latterly this has been pre- | not apply; yet all principles are inexorable, and we can not 


vented to a considerable degree by monopolies which have | defy them without paying any more than we can defy the laws 
throttled internal competition. The Democratic antidote pre | of nature without suffering. 

Sented in House bil] 3321 is to adjust the tariff so as to permit Mr: Chairman, so far as I can observe from the address of 
= savas competition from abroad, without any regard to the | the President before the two Houses and from the remarks of 
relative production cost of the competing articles, and witn ao | other speakers, the speeches that have been made here, as I hav 
effort to provide any relief through tariff schedules to the! already said, are very similar to those that were made 20 years 
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ago. We hope the result may not be the same. I wish to point 
out in the President's address a few remarks that it seems to me 
had he been as well acquainted with the practical side of our 
industrial and economic system as he is with the theoretical side 
and the schoolroom and books he would not have made them. 
I wish to quote as a foundation for this remark something once 
said to me by the then leading chemist, Prof. Josiah P. Cooke, 


of Harvard University, when I was working with him to pro- | 


duce a device which he very much desired for the laboratory. 
He stated: “I know what I want to accomplish, and you know 
how to accomplish it.” He then gave me a little dissertation or 
homily of what education consists in. He said that he had 


observed many times that the dunces in the classics were at the | 


head of their classes in the laboratory, and vice versa. He 
said he had written a little pamphlet, and gave me one, wherein 


he maintained that “education was the acquisition of useful 


20 
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better paid. The way is perfectly clear. To compete 
foreign manufacturer, reduce wages to a par of th 
manufacturer; and, rightly analyzed, this is exactly 

sarily what the President’s words portend. The <A; 
wits needs no whetting. Again, he suggests that the 
are stupid. I resent the imputation for myself and 
Americans who may have been as studious and dilie 
resourceful in their field of Americanism as has been th 
dent in his. If the American must “ whet his wits” so ss 
pete with the foreigner, as I have said before, he red) 
wages of American workingmen to the level of the fo) 
The wits the President speaks of become apparent in {| 
and this way only. Correctly analyzed, his is a | 

American manufacturer to reduce his wages to thy. 
other countries. He states it would be unwise to mov 


\I 


il) f 
ya 


| this headlong. 


units of knowledge,” and although I am a member of the bar, | 
and know a factory from alfalfa to zinthum, I wish to add my | 


testimony to that of Prof. Cooke, that to know a factory is no 
less a science than to know the law; and, indeed, a man can 
make a far better bluff with the law, and in less time. than he 
can become a fine mechanic, say nothing about the intricacies 
of business and other kindred things. I am going to speak 
about these things from the knowledge of one who has had a 
wide and varied experience, Until I was 29 I spent my life in 
school, on the farm, in the mill, and as a merchant, and then 
manufacturing until I was 45, when I was admitted to the bar. 
[I have traveled this country all over many times, have been 
to Europe on somewhat extended tours three times, and have 


Will some one tell us, if this bill is not drastic 
long, how they would go to work to make one so with w 
11 cents per pound to free, and so forth? What does | 


| by a “chance to change ’—go into some other business 


been to Panama and other places with a view to educating | 


myself in matters of human welfare, and I hope to call atten- 
tion to the facts related to and involved in this tariff discussion 
so that they will be simple and manifest. 

The President in his address spoke of the “duty laid upon 
ihe party now in power at the recent elections.” President 
Wilson got less votes than William J. Bryan had at two times 
when he was a candidate and by far less votes than Taft had 
four years ago. He is President simply because of the dissen- 


sion in the Republican Party. The leaders of both minorities | 


in the House are objecting most vehemently and pleading for 
their country ineffectively that this tariff bill shall not be 
enacted. The responsible leaders of a majority of the American 
electorate are doing everything in their power to prevent the 
adoption of this bill. To talk about such “duty laid” is a 
mere travesty. The “ burden carried ” that Mr. President refers 
to must be the splendid prosperity of the past 16 years. The 


President is apparently a joker. He asks that the “ burden be | 


lightened.” Does he mean that if workingmen have less work 
it will “lighten their burdens”? Can it be the “ radical altera- 
tions in the conditions of our economic life which the country 
has witnessed within the last generation” when the same talk 
was given us 20 years ago? 

We are all anxious to “square them with the actual facts.’ 
Theories look very beautiful to one who has not given his life 


‘ 


that in a last analysis he must square himself with life as he 
finds it instead of with fine-spun theories. ‘‘ The law of nature” 
would demand that we put ourselves on a par with the 300,- 
000,000 Chinese and other countries generally. The law of pru- 
dence demands that we take care of this country and make it 
the grandest in all the earth—that we make it a country of 
all nations, who can by their character and their disposition 
affiliate with our civilization, and those whom we refuse to 


receive should be the criminals, the insane, and those who by | 


their heritage can not appreciate our institutions and the civil- 
ization of this country. The true test is whether the goods 
can or should be produced in this country, together with the 
facts, is there a substantial amount imported? The Presi- 
dent would be surprised if he knew what a large proportion of 
the business of this country is absolutely free from trusts or 
“artificial arrangements,’ yet substantially all of it is to be 
slaughtered alike. The test seems to be whether or not the 
strongest can stand it, which practice would slaughter all the 
weak, which the Democratic Party professes to love and pro- 
tect. The President discredits himself and offends every true 
American when he uses these words: “And put our business 
men and producers under the stimulation of a constant neces- 
sity to be efficient, economical, and enterprising, masters of 
competitive supremacy, better workers and merchants than any 
in the world.” They are all this to-day. The utter fallacy of 
this thought ought to be apparent to everyone who thinks, 
The American manufacturer to-day excels the world. Now, if 
he is to learn from his foreign brother how to compete, as the 
President suggests, the way is clear. He competes in every 
respect to-day, except in that the American workingman -is 


purposely going to destroy many lines of business? I}, 
that we need the outlet and the enlarged field of en: 

than we ever did before. Why? Because he proposes to 
flood of foreign-made goods? As a rule there is no 4) 
stimulation except to pay American wages. He says ly 


| the tariff should be adjusted as a matter of judgment e) 


item by item. Has this been done, does he think, in a 


| time? The American manufacturers and workmen of 


are superior in their methods, skill, and ability to dai 
to anything in the world; they can compete with anyt! 
the world with the same wages, and this is the issue. 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from A 
[Mr. UNDERWoopD] in his principal speech drew a great d 
applause from his followers when he drew attention 
amount that the tariff had been reduced on the various 
ules. Now, that reduction is supposed to reduce the 
living or to reduce something. Who is going to pay it 
who usually pay these things, who are summed up in tf! 
labor. The assumption is certainly made by this a 
that something is to be lowered or some advantage is 
gained by the reduction of these tariff schedules. Now 
as much in favor as anyone of reducing the rates on |! 
schedules to what I would call a competitive basis, name 
that under all schedules not made exclusively in this « 
where no tariff is needed, they shall be that low so that th: 
certain competition; indeed, I think I would make an a 
tariff, so that on such goods as can be made in this count 


; rate would be lowered gradually until there was a reis 


amount of importation, perhaps 10 to 25 per cent, so 
might be known and realized that our American manuf: 
were working as close as they could to a low schedule. 
when it reached a larger amount than 25 per cent—or if 
are not the right limits, fix the right limits—the tariff 


| be raised. American manufacturers are perfectly wi 
in an effort to get the theories and facts together and found | 





stand up to any reasonable competition and let the pub 
scribe the wage, but it is against all true Americanism tha 
wage market, which is the fundamental of everything 
shall go into competition. The Republican Party is 
favor of its going into competition except among thems 
The Republican Party is not in favor of supporting the | 
of other countries abroad. If they want to have our An 
wages, our American living, our American civilization, let 
come to America with a view of becoming American 
and I believe all men who come to this country and 1 
five years and make no move toward becoming American 
zens should be subject to deportation, and I believe the 
in this country should be limited in their privileges of ‘ 
ship wholly aside from the privilege of voting. I have 
reliably informed that less than 5 per cent of those taking 
in the recent disgraceful affairs in Lawrence, Mass.. 
American citizens. Such a thing should be impossible 


| aliens. 


Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from [ens 
vania [Mr. PALMER] spoke particularly of a few spec! 
like Disston saws and the Walk-Over shoes, and then under! 
to apply the tariff to these special trade-marked things. \ 
can not do it. He should have applied it to standard 1! 
like cotton and wool and low-priced articles. If he was |» 
acquainted perhaps with the details of manufacturing and k 
how these things operate, I do not think he would have !) 
that statement. Henry Disston & Son, in Philadelphia, I (! 
is the oldest and largest manufacturer of saws in this ( 
try, possibly in the world, and anyone experienced in these 
lines knows that it takes a long time to develop a go d SW. 
It has more tricks than a cat has lives. Furthermore, it Ww!) 















work perfectly unless it has perfect care. I began to file 
+ cof and handle saws when I was 13 years old, and I know 
“nat T am talking about, and it was tiresome to hear the gen- 
‘ n from Pennsylvania {[Mr. PatmMer] discuss and 
sive conclusions on a matter about which he 
knew so little. There are few manufacturers but what will 
wore for a Disston saw than any other saw made, for it 
mechanical and continuous activity that is important 
‘ery stage of its usefulness; if it is not right in the first 


11 \ 


t+ eo 
‘ é 


1 . it is never right. The Walk-Over shoe is a common 
marked, much-advertised specialty. A person buying 


this shoe pays substantially more for the same grade of shoe 
‘han they need to pay, but they obtain a certainty. It 
eoy not be applied to cotton cloth, nor worsted nor woolen; 
thev have certain fixed standards which must be mastered by 
t handling them successfully, whereas a sawyer can not 
be expected to be an e) pert on saws, and if he learns to take 
of them he does mighty well, and in all factories of any 
<ive the man who uses the saw does not keep it in order, but 
» specialist is appointed to do this work. Nails, structural 
ron. and thousands of other things come into this field of 
randards, whereas one has only to think to recall specialties. 


hose 


eare 
1 
( 
L 
ence to the tariff. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to make the particular statement, 
which I will develop later, that the question of tariff is a ques- 
tion of wages. I said a few years ago that it was largely 
woges, but directly and indirectly it is all wages. If you do 
not think it is, watch the development of it that I will give. 
Many speakers refer to the wage scale in any given product, 
then, after having set up their effigy, proceed to riddle it by 
showing that wages can only be affected to this extent, whereas, 
matter of fact, directly or indirectly, everything that comes 


into our hands is a question of wages. The so-called laboring 
man is wont to say that everything is produced by labor, hence 


everything belongs to labor This proposition is just near 
enough right to mislead as if it were wholly wrong. Let us 


use the term “‘ workingman,” for I think we have the assurance 
somewhere that a man who will not work neither shall he eat, 
and this country has no use for the idle poor or rich who are 
able to work. There are those who do not want to take the 
risk of business, for sometimes there are no earnings whatever ; 
other times they are large, but when there are no earnings 
but losses the laborer gets his pay just the same, and right 
here I want to say on the whole the American manufacturer 
( not get more than a fair return. Thousands of them 
ever succeed at all. Some get gain by adopting questionable 
ethods far beyond what is fair. This should be corrected 
far as possible, but in order to do it the wheat should not 
destroyed; but even so, we heard of this way back some 
years ago when a certain old gentleman by the name of Laban 
cheated his nephew, whose name, if I remember rightly, was 
Jacob, on the question of “who’s who” in wives. Later this 
said Jacob gentleman put up a scheme on the old man in ref- 
erence to what his, Jacob’s, wage should be, and all of you 
who are acquainted with the Book in which the history of 
these proceedings is given will remember how the young man 
tricked the old gentleman by an ingenious trade whereby the 
young man was to have all the “ ring-streaked and spotted” of 
the flocks and the old gentleman was to have the standard 
goods only, and it became necessary after awhile to send the 
young man away in order to prevent his becoming the possessor 
of all the flock. The story is well worth rereading in view 
of the terrific howl there is to-day as to some people getting 
more than their share, It is true, and always has been true, 
to some extent, but we should not harm the very ones we 
pretend we want to foster and save as the chief objective of 
our beneficence. Now I will make one illustration, I think 
any of the others can be followed through from it. 

rake an ordinary steel jackknife. The ore in the ground is 
worth little or nothing; this will be equally true whether with 
a jackknife or steel bridge. The miners are paid for mining it; 
the railroads, or steamship companies, or both, for transporting 
it (more than half of all our transporting charges are paid out 
by the transportation company at once in wages); let us assume 
a { it goes to the furnace where it is made into pig of some 
kind; next to the puddling furnace, and made into steel, and 
oo to a rolling mill and made into sheets or beams. Al- 
tiny there is much detail and intricacy to these processes 
thus far in the production of ordinary Bessemer steel, and the 
higher grade steel like Mashel’s, is produced by a much slower 

d ninch more expensive process, in both material and skill, 
ly event we arrive at the raw material, and some of the 
elib talkers then start to make the jackknife, eliminating the 


¢ course there is a field in between specialties and standards, 
t it is utterly confusing to use such illustrations in refer- | 
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draw | 
apparently | 





fact that up to this point it is more certainly all werk: 

than it is further on. We will then pass the jackknife factory 
without description and we have the comyeted ai ‘ ‘ 
ing from the factory There is probably not a man In this 


House who has a jackknife in his pocket that he did not pay 


more than twice as much for as the manufacturer received for it. 
[ will make some remarks as to~where this differenc s later 
Now, if this is made in this country more is paid it at every 
stage of the proceedings; that is, to the workm« wi ge I 
gardless of whether the tools are the mining too ti rt 
tion company’s tools, or in the furnace or factory: th 
machinery, and buildings all cost to make rd ‘ 
American standard; but you say some one gets a rake 


along the line. Well, the workman is worthy of his hi: 
the same whether he is traveling on the road with his ¢ 
or digging in the office to get his trial balance, or is worry 


about how to meet the note due the next day, or is realizing t 


responsibility more or less that rests on his shoulders to keep 
his business successful for the families dependent upon it. B 
you say: “ Yes, but these fellows build them a nice house ever 





once in a while.” True; who gets the money when they b l 
them a nice house; does not the workman? But you . 
“Yes, but he invests in railroad bonds and other thir * but 
who gets the money; are not more railroads built and 

more money distributed? We are driven to the final cor 


clusion that it is all work, save only the possible certainty, if 
you please, that it is not fairly distributed; but the question of 
distribution is not my chief objection now, because no one can 
buy anything with an empty pocketbook; they may be to 
buy on credit, but they can not buy anything for cash if they 
have no cash, regardless of the price ; and while you may hin 
der a man by reducing his wages you destroy him most by im- 


able 


porting what he has been making. The reduction of wages is 
a partial loss; importation is a total loss because it is all work 
Here are thoughts enough which if one will follow them ouf 
closely he will be surprised at the certainty of truth in my 
original statement. Much more might be said on this subject 
but those not acquainted with this exposition can think any 
thing else out that they want to, with this information before 
them. 
Mr. Chairman, I said I would say something more about 

difference between what the consumer pays and what the | 
ducer gets. It has been shown, and we have all seen the figure 


that we are paying more than twice as much for our farm jn 
duce as the farmer receives. If it has not been said before, I 
on the av- 


will say that we also pay more than twice as much 

erage for our manufactured goods as the original producer 
ceives, but the rule must be taken generally as an average, and 
where it is less in one case it is enough more in another to 
balance. Now, if our method of distribution could be reduced to 


a reasonable sum the consumer’s price would be fairly 
factory. It would seem as if 25 per cent of the consume 
price ought to pay for the distribution. This would make 


item costing 75 cents from the producer sell to the consumer for 


a dollar, whereas the average of items for which the producer 
receives 75 cents is sold to the consumer for $1.50, and often 
much more. If the producer could sell direct to the consumer 
this would be facilitated, but we must not forget, in order to do 
this, much of the high cost of living is fastidious taste And, 
besides, we are not satisfied with the living which our for 
fathers had. The poor people to-day have a living far beyond 


what I had when I was 10 years of age, and I was not 4 
tressed in the least. I saw a woman come into the House Off 
Building only a few days ago, and there was a slight indi ion 
that she was here for a purpose, and I queried to myself, What 
ean she be doing here? She had on a fine new s hat, good 


enough for anyone, dressed well, and to my surprise she went 


ral to 


into the cleaning room and after a while emer erub up 
the floors in the House Office Building. I have used these illus 
trations almost wholly for the purpose not of deprecating the 


e 
good living people have to-day, still less the plenty of work, b 
simply for the purpose of showing that the complaint would | 


largely removed if we could get the product from the factory to 


the consumer on reasonable terms, but the merchants and mid 
diemen are not wholly to blame. People all over are bu , 
goods far beyond even what is good for them A sl 
sician told me a short time ago that no person af hing 
age of 50 years should eat heavy meat. If we wi by 


some force put upon the diet that was best fi ‘ e high e 


of living would: be gone, but we have gott mn habit 
everybody kicking everybody else instead of « their own 
part. I know this is not the popular way to state it, but it 
the true way, and anyone who will honestly , hinl 
admit it. There are exceptions, of course, but t] he 1 
There was no time ever in this country when a person, by th 
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same prudence, thrift, and frugality, could lay aside so large a 
portion of his income as can be done to-day. 

Mr. man, there is another point in the bill about which 
there should be more explanation, namely, the 5 per cent allowed 
imported in American bottoms. <A 
not be paid, Mr. Chairman, on imports. 
imports. The premium 
is it for the poor 


is being allowed ? 


Chair 


on goods premium should 
We should discourage 
should be paid on exports. Further- 
man or the rich man that this 5 per 
The poor man sometimes owns a dory 
or something of that sort, but he never owns ships. The 5 per 
cent to rich men. ‘Ten times the blessing would coime 
to this country if we offered a bounty paid on exports, regard- 
less of whose ships they were carried in. 
stand this import-export 


more, 
cent 


is given 


business if he epplies it to his own 
transactions. Anyone knows if his income is a thousand dol- 
lars a year and his outgo or living expenses twelve hundred 
dollars he is running in debt at the rate of two hundred 
year. On the other hand, if his income is a thousand 
year and eight hundred, he gaining 
somewhere at the rate of two hundred dollars a year. In other 
words, the bal: of trade is in his favor. A merchant 
manufacturer knows if his pay roll, expenses, and living are 
$5,000 more than his sales, and the stock keeps about the same, 
he 
actly the same with this country. 
the first place, and take abroad, likely, well ap to 
$200,000,000 a year, perhaps more. Hence, to keep ourselves 
square with the world we must export by this amount more 
than we import, else we are running behind as a country; and 
the aim should be not to increase our imports, as previously 
stated, but to keep them as small as possible and increase our 
exports, that the balance of trade may be as largely in our 
favor as possible. In other words, that the country’s favorable 
balance of trade may be as large as possible. 


dollars a 


dollars a his outgo is 


nce 


Americans spend abroad, in 
aliens 


Mr. Chairman, again, if you want to reduce the tariff, why 


take the lowest class of wage earners, those employed in the 
woolen and cotton mills? The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
BUCHANAN] a year asked me to admit that the 
wage of the people in some of those mills was $5.25 a week. 
Well, if he thinks so, why attack them? They are the poorest 
class of laborers we have. I should think they might have been 
spared. 

Mr. Chairman, 
the 


ago 


few further remarks about 
By tariff I do not mean a pro- 


I want to make a 
various reasons for tariff. 


hibitive tariff; that is a misnomer; no tariff should be prohibi- | 


tive except it is something that, for sufficient reasons, we want 
to keep out of the country altogether; but there are five im- 
portant functions of the tariff—‘ free trade,” “ tariff for rey- 
enue” (American wages for American workmen, commonly 
called), “ protection,” “ trade balance,” and “ reciprocity.” We 
will assume, to bring it within the Constitution, that the prin- 
cipal element all the way through is for revenue, but it seems 
to me utter folly to hinge it altogether on this feature. Some 
men select a wife because she is beautiful, others because she 


is rich, again because she may be in fine society, others be- | 


cause she may have a graceful form, but as a matter of fact it 
is constitutional that she be a woman, and these other graces 
are all-important and should properly be considered, but no 
one of them prevailing. Free trade as talked more or less by 
ihe Democratic Party is merely imprudence, if not recklessness. 
In the first place, it is not free trade anyway; it is giving our 
markets to others regardless of whether or not they give their 
imarkets to us. It is our business to care for the great trust 


that Almighty God has put upon us in disclosing to us the mani- | 
fest destiny of this country, and He expects us to do it in a! 
businesslike way, and He does not expect us to throw away our 


heritage, but to use it with a fair, honorable, and high purpose. 
We may give our markets to those who give their markets to 
This is reciprocity, however; or our markets on certain 
things for markets on certain other things. The free list should 
be composed of articles that will facilitate our well-being. A 
tariff for revenue only is purely mercenary. 
raise as much money as possible commensurate with other be- 
neficent results. THE MUCH-MOOTED DOCTRINE OF PROTECTION, 
WHICH I PREFER TO CALL THE WORKMAN, IS NOT ONLY PROPER 
BUT THE ONLY METHOD WE HAVE OF CONTROLLING THE BALANCE 
OF TRADE AND THE WORKMAN’S SCALE OF WAGES, 
MEN SHOULD NOT OVERLOOK FOR A MOMENT THAT THE MAN WHO 
HAS THE MOST CAN LIVE THE LONGEST IN DULL OR DISASTROUS 
riMES; AND IT THE WORKMAN WHO OUGHT TO BE MOST ‘CON- 
SIDERED, AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
IT IS MERELY A QUESTION OF ADJUSTMENT SO THAT WE MAY PAY 
AMERICAN WAGES. IT 1S NOT A QUESTION AT ALL OF WITS. THE 
AMERICAN WORKMAN KNOWS HE IS THE EQUAL, IF NOT THE S8U- 
PERIOR, OF ANY WORKMAN ON EARTH, BUT HE DOES NOT WANT TO 
WORK FOR THE SAME WAGES, AND THIS IS WHAT THE TARIFF MEANS 


11s. 


iS 


Anyone can under- | 


| on this particular article or that particular article y 


or | 


|} at home may be unfairly made—and by wealth I nv 
is running behind at the rate of $5,000 a year, and it is ex- | 


average | 


|in the cost of living. 


| or improvidently destroy any legitimate business. 


The tariff should | 


AND THE WORK- | 


THEIR NEED OR INABILITY, AND | 
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APRIL, 


TO HIM, AND HE WILL FIND IT OUT SOONER OR LATER THA" 
TARIFF MEANS IT LOWERS THE PRICE OF 
COMES OUT OF HIM. 
The balance of trade should always be considered. 
country to prosper we must always sell more goods, y 
|; Americans and aliens take abroad, than we buy fro 
It is wondered many times how England gets along W 
a large free-trade or free-market system, but Eng 
thousands of millions of dollars invested abroad, whic} 
in hundreds of millions every year in interest or inc 
she draws a little from every corner of the earth. \ 
little from investments abroad. Reciprocity is a feat 
should always be considered to foster interchange 
| Even though we may make the tariff ourselves arbit) 
| Shonld be taken into consideration what tariff can be 


Lk GOODS AT AL] 


| 


wWitl 
to inducing the largest possible return of trade from 4 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, finally, I want to call attention to th 
mental principle: All enterprise, all business activity 
country, is a distribution of wealth at home. All impo) 
a distribution of substance abroad. The distribution o 
Which is current, our present activity and wages. | 
stance I mean that which we have accumulated, for 
first have before we can buy abroad. Our proposit 
to support the workmen across the water by importation 
value our civilization, they must come over here. Red 
tariff is going to do one of two things. If it reduces thy 
our purchases, it must come out of some one—that « 
mean sharpening our wits, but that the wage must be 1 
or if we are to reduce by importation, the whole wax: 
You must choose between these things. 

Mr. Chairman, the third Massachusetts district, wh 
the honor to represent, has as wide a range of mam 
any in the country. I have counseled with man; 
facturers in various lines and have weighed very caret 
I have said, and have used much of this expert int 
in addition to my own practical knowledge, and I am 
I can not quote at length from such valuable sources 


| mentioned such affairs which are largely elemental a1 


ble and which can not be changed on either side of 1 
{Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MORGAN of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I tru 
not be considered unduly officious if I undertake to uit 
commonplace observations in defense of the sugar ind 
before you expunge it from the roll of existin: 


| industries. 


With the eloquence of a Demosthenes we have bee: 
by Members of this House that the people demand a 
I sincerely hope that each 
Member of this House will bear in mind at the same 
duty he owes to the public, with whose prosperity he 
intrusted. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been also importuned by a \ 
stituency to exert my best efforts to reduce the cost 
However, that same constituency, in the same breath 


| sophically instructed me to contravene and oppose in iy 


way every and any attempt on the part of this House to 
vag 
make this prefatory statement that I am aware of the f 
it is declared to be a fundamental principle of the De 
Party that the Federal Government has no right or 
under the Constitution to levy tariff duties except for t 
pose of revenue. This is a Jeffersonian principle and 
cordance with the principles of true Democracy, bec:us 
| Democracy demands the greatest good to the greatest | 
| Mr. Chairman, under Republican rule the moneyed }p 
the great manufacturing industries of this Nation—have r 
|} enormous profits at the expense of the masses of the 
Much of these duties were paid by the poorer classes | 
necessaries of life, and by the farmer on tools and ma 
that are sold in a foreign market at a less cost than 
where they are manufactured, and this charge falls he: 
| the State of Louisiana, which is essentially an agricultura 
| I believe in the policies and the traditions of the Dem 
Party, and I unhesitatingly say that a duty on sugal 
accordance with the principles laid down in the Dem 
platform. Furthermore, I believe that as the farmer ts 
| heavily for tools and machinery, it is fitting and proper 
he should be in some slight manner safeguarded in the | 
| of his toil, especially when this can be done without vio 
any of the doctrines of Democracy. 
Protection for the sake of protection, of course, is unte 
but I do not ask for a protective tariff, but, on the con! 
for the imposition of a revenue duty. It is conceded tha! 








cratic Party believes in imposing tariff for revenue, and 
» free-trade theorist dare undertake to refute that | 

an ideal revenue producer. It is preeminently the 

<i bject upon which to lay a revenue duty. It directly con- 
avs to the coffers of the United States Treasury approximately 
o> (4),000 per annum, which sum is used to defray and meet 
nses of the General Government. One-sixth of the en- 
venue collected by the United States Government on im- 

; derived from sugar; and sugar to-day is the cheapest | 
city of life produced by the American people. Yet, under | 
imption that we are legislating for the good of mankind 
eoneral, we single out this great and unrivaled pet 


’ 


ig industry for the guillotine, unconsciously at the be- | 
f the Sugar Trust. The belief that pervades this country 
that is, that sugar should be placed on the free list— 
butable solely and alone to the activities of the Sugar 
It precipitated the fight. It has disseminated this be- 
Why? Surely not for philanthropic reasons; not for the 
of down-trodden humanity. No; this cold, calculating, 
sping combination would never do anything that even 
to safeguard the interests of the people. An assertion 
contrary would provoke a smile from the lips of an 
n mummy. When the storm of this battle subsides and 
ke disappears in the distance you will observe its fine 
hand. 
ve died from time to time and worms have eaten them, but | 
ve 
Sugar Trust is about to destroy the domestic sugar in- 
but not for love of the American people. The question, 
urally arises, Why? For the reason that the domestic 
sells in competition to the trust-produced article. It is 
estic sugar that has kept down the prices of sugar, and 
ty and correctness of this statement will come home to 
fore many more moons and strike conviction deep down 
he breast of the American people. The Sugar Trust will 
free raw sugar on American soil immediately after this 
s enacted into law and force down the prices of sugar until 
mplishes the destruction of the domestic sugar industry ; 
will arbitrarily fix the price of sugar for the American 
ers’ When this time comes you will be reluctantly 
to stand before the American people and say to them 
[ have again erred, and, distressing as it is to admit it, 








the side of the people.” It is inconceivable to me how any- | 


in seriously urge that the destruction of the domestic 
ndustry will cheapen sugar. In the summer of 1911, when 
me palpably obvious that there would be a shortage in 
world’s sugar crop, the American refiners were compelled 
a shade more for raw sugar. However, was there a 


esponding increase in the price of refined sugar? No; the | 


\ in Sugar Refining Co. advanced the price of refined | 
sugar from $4.90 in July to $6.50 in October. The Federal 


Sugar Refining Co. increased the price of its product to $7.25 
| the Arbuckle Bros. to $7.50. 
ln October, when the domestic beet sugar was put on the mar- 
ket at $6.50, if became imperatively necessary for the refiners to 
lower their prices or transitorily retire from the market. Con- 


Wallace P. Willett, the sugar expert of Willett & Gray, stated 


before the Hardwick committee that if it had not been for the | 
marketing of the sugar-beet product the price of sugar in | 


merica would have gone higher than ever before. Mr. Willett 
Said in part before the committee: 

1 ment our American beet-sugar product became available on the 
the rise stopped, and owing entirely and totally to this Ameri 
luction refined sugars were 14 cents lower than they were at 
iest point. But for that American production we to-day would 

b ing Sugar at the world’s prices. 

therefore 1t is evident to those whose comprehension has not 
been dulled and warped by prejudice that the refiners had a 
monopoly of the business and availed themselves thereof by 
arbitrarily augmenting the price of their product until the do- 
mestic crop invaded the market. If it had not been for the 
eae of the American production these humanitarians 

rhe domestic sugar therefore minimizes the profits of the 
tage refining companies of the United States. Hence its home 
rodneti ‘ : * * ny 
Production inures to the benefit of the consuming public. To 


anata a duty on raw sugar stimulates and encourages the | 
“evelopment thereof, and thereby prevents the refiners from | 


Securing a monopoly of the market. 

Pas are told that free sugar will cheapen that commodity, the 
. — of which can only be determined in a measure by a 
omparison of the prices that prevail in the United States with 


the prices which obtained in foreign countries. Now, in Ger- 
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plantations, 


agreement. 


uncertain 
its meaning or justify any 
We are told to-day that it does not 

We are politely and graciou 
laboring under a delusion. 
for us to go to equivocating, 
dealings with 
was incorporated 
indeed has it served its purpose 
one, assisted 
decades, a Democratic President and : 
now we are expected, 
and say to our constituents, ‘ You 
interpret that which 


undertaken 
hand of a stra egist.” 
doubtful districts, I 
last election said of that clause, “ Tho 
opher, and friend.” 

Chairman, 
“hothouse industry,” and are excori 
tempting to 
informed that cane is a 
nating remarks of the same teno 

It is charged that we are engaged 
However, those who 
our industry and brand it as illegitima 
the manufacturers of woolen goods a 
| out a little incidental proteciion. 
Those of you 
| glean from declamations of 
to justify your own judgment in 
ever, let me tarry you on your mad and reckles 
industry just 
people who are engaged in this a 
are directly responsible for the 
people consume to-day, and this you ca! 
skill, intelli 
producers of sugar have 
improved and modern machinery than ; 
this machinery 
ducers of sugar to cheapen it, and 
him that you must abandon your 
to the four winds of the 
lars therein invested; and throw ou 
of men, women, and children depending theres 
hood, and then you will go before the 
pear in the rdle of a philanthropist. 
sjarnum knew whereof he spoke when he said 
people wish to be fooled. 

Give the Louisiana sugar industry 
before many years it will have strei 
that time comes it will be able to co 
and we may not reproach ourselves with h 
principle that, 


mate industry. 


sequently, in December the same year, the prices had dropped | 


ingenuity, 
Louisiana 


vould have extorted untold millions from the American people. | 


application of 
application, 
en There is no iron-bound policy that can be applied to every con 
any the retail price of sugar is higher than it is in the United | dition with equal benefit. Of course, you who recoil from the 





States; Russia likewise; Brazil, the prices are higher: Br 
producer of cane 
price is simply a shade under the price in this country: 
tina doubles the price in the United States. 
of sugar in this country is lower than 
except England, Belgium, Sweden 
we are determined to place the ban 
Sweden, Japan, 
import duties are laid upon sugar primarily 
industry, incidentally for the purpose of 
Spain, Italy, Canada, and Denmark a prot 
on imported sugar to foster and stimulate 

Foreign competition will not affect 
the sugar trade, because of the proximity 
the refiners 
European competition, on account of the 
a negligible quantity, unless it is 
this is unlikely, nay, impossible, in 
words, we are 
tender mercies of the American Sugar 
Sugar Refining Co., 

We are clamoring 
will destroy that industry, yet we write 
convention 
injure or destroy any legitimate 
did you embody that declaration in the Democr 
That sentence is as clear and as luci 
is capable of making any sentence. 
equivocal, 


Brazil, and 


and the Arbuckle 


free sugar, 


“that we 





about if. 


It seems to me that it is 
quibbling, or i 
the American people. 
our platform 


presume, to 


Congressmen 


venture to say, bh 


reminded 


Sugar in a tem} 


tropical plant, 


believe in free 
this character 


long enoug 


earth a hundred and fifty 


prematurely 
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mere mentioning of sugar as you would from a leper will in a 
tragic manner vociferously declare that that “hothouse indus- 
try’ has been fostered by the American Government for a hun- 
dred years. That is very correct, and I desire to remind you 
that in 1870 the cost of production was from 12 to 13 cents per 
pound. Now it costs less than 3? cents. Suppose the Ways and 
Means Committee bad then placed sugar on the free list— 
placed it on a competitive basis—do you believe for one second 
that you would buy sugar to-day on Pennsylvania Avenue for 
5 cents per pound? A duty has been laid upon sugar since the 
organization of the Government under both Democratic and 
Republican administrations. It has always occupied a con- 
spicuous place on the dutiable list. Every Democratic President 
that has occupied the White House has recognized that an im- 
port duty on this product was equitable and fair, not alone to 
the producer, but also to the consumer. Now, if we are averse 
to traveling along beaten paths that experience and time have 
demonstrated to be necessary to industrial devélopment, we 
should at least diverge therefrom gradually and rationally. 

John C, Calhoun not only voted for a high duty on sugar, but 
furthermore stated that the Government should encourage its 
production in this country. 

John G. Carlisle, once Speaker of the House and Secretary of 
the Treasury in the Cabinet of President Cleveland, speaking of 
ihe duty on sugar, said, in part: 

The repeal of this duty, therefore, while it would undoubtedly reduce 
the revenue, would afford very little relief to the people in comparison 
with the relief that would be afforded by the repeal of duties upon any 
other articles in common use. 

A more pregnant truth has not been uttered since that day 
on this all-important question, The conditions which then ob- 
tained are still extant. 

Therefore, as you readily observe, that the friendly attitude 
of Congress after Congress has led our people to conclude that 
an import duty on sugar was an underlying and basic economic 
principle in the scheme of our Government. Hence our people 
year after year enlarged and extended the scope of this great 
industry. They have bought expensive mills and machinery 
requiring an enormous outlay of capital. 

Yet, in spite of these facts, in the twinkle of an eye, without 
rhyme or reason, you seek to destroy an industry and convert 
the machinery thereof into worthless junk after our people 
have engaged in this in@ustry for, lo, these many years under 
the hope and inducements held out to them by both of the great 
political parties. Now, I respectfully assert that no fair or 
unprejudiced mind can with justice to itself countenance or 
approve this attack within our own citadel. In my judgment 
it is coutrary to every principle of justice, reason, and fair 
dealing, repugnant to the true spirit of the Democratic plat- 
form, and in utter disregard of the policy enunciated to-day by 
our party. 

I wish to say that it is at least impolitic to foster and safe- 
guard an industry to-day under any pretext and improvidently 
forsake it to-morrow. Such an unsteady, unstable, and shifting 
policy may be productive of very calamitous results. Without 
madness, pique, or spleen I admonish you to calmly consider 
the danger that lurks in such methods. 

I may be injuring my standing with my party and induce a 
score or more of Democrats to question my party fealty. I 
will say, however, not in a spirit of egotism, that I may be 
espousing the principles of democracy long after some of my 
critics may be reluctantly forced to accept the ineffable sweet- 
ness of private life by reason of their political cowardice. But 
be that as it may, I intend to represent the best interests of my 
district. I am here to endeavor to foster and encourage the 
growth and development of its resources. Hence I will not 
remain silent as the grave when there is an obvious attempt to 
enact into a law a bill ‘that provides for the destruction and the 
wiping out of one of the chief industries of my State upon the 
continuation of which the welfare and prosperity of my people 
largely depend. The irresistible effects of this proposed bill 
would be worse than the ravages of the boll weevil and the 
devastation wrought by the flood waters of the mighty Missis- 
sippi. Therefore were I to give my vote to its passage I would 
be derelict to the highest duty of citizenship. 

Now, I presume that every Member advocates that which he 
conceives to be to the best interest of his country with a sin- 
cerity as deep as ever permeated the human breast. If there 
is anyone who does not he should be relegated to private life 
for the good of his country. 

I am averse to and deprecate any effort on the part of any 
Member of this House to impugn the motives of his colleague. 
I am going to vote the views of my constituency, and in doing 
s0 I will transgress no cardinal principle of democracy, violate 
no part or provision of the Democratic platform, nor deviate 


one jot from the policy under which we are presumably pro- 
ceeding. 


APRIL YR 


Mr. Chairman, legislation of 
is inspired by a misconception of the wishes and neo 
people. Instead of stimulating industria] development, 
that we are determined to do all we can to stifle it. 

We are writing into this bill the obituary notice of ; 
industry—placing the heavy hand of oppression th, 
our work will, beyond the peradventure of a doubt, i) 
benefit of one of the most unconscionable trusts unde 
canopy of heaven, the Wall Street refiners, 

We are proceeding on the assumption that when woe x. 
and relegate to the past a duty on sugar we, in co; 
thereof, strike at the very vitals of the Sugar Trusi 
belief that we are groping in the dark, and it will ; 
an oracle to bring our errors to light. The advoca, 
sugar by the Sugar Trust is per se sufficient to indica:, 
the path that I should follow. These effervescent pro; 
free sugar are sinking their knives deep into the vits|s 
industry, but after its sepulchral rest they will be e 
to explain to an inquiring and not altogether gullib), 
ency the cause of high sugar. 

The State of Louisiana has stood by the Democrat 
with a fidelity rarely ever surpassed or excelled, She 
ways given to the Democratic Party her electoral! 
one exception; sent throughout the country speakers 
presidential campaign to espouse and advocate the ; 
of Democracy, and has regularly contributed to the « 
sums of money to help defray the expenses incident 
dential campaigns. Now, its first official act is unquest 
calculated to temporarily impoverish the State wix 
it courted and enjoyed. 

For years yellow fever disastrously militated agai: 
velopment and growth of our State, yet we fought 
determination never equaled by the human race and, 
our efforts were crowned with success—yellow fever y 
signed to eternal oblivion. Then we enjoyed several y: 
prosperity ; that is, up until 1908, when the boll weevil! 
our State and the ravages wrought by that destructive 
deleterious insect resulted in destroying practically the « 
cotton crop, and in a measure pauperizing certain sec! 
the State. Now, while we were engaged in making li 
efforts to rehabilitate ourselves, the flood waters of the | 
Mississippi poured in and devastated and swept everythi: 
fore it. Individual fortunes were destroyed and our | 
left homeless, with famine staring them in the face. B 
met, fought, and controlled, with the assistance of an A 
God, this calamity, as we fought and subjugated other ; 
ently insurmountable obstacles that have been throw 
our path in life. 

And now, while my people are earnestly struggling | 
establish themselves, but still staggering and quivering 
this last catastrophe, the party which Louisiana has st 
and supported, as I have said, with unfaltering allegi 
again assumed the reins of government, and it at once, \ 
ceremony or qualms of conscience, proceeds to dea! the S 
a blow below the belt over which our party seemingly 
and we are expected to sit silently by while one of our gr 
industries is sacrificed on the altar of a misapplied policy 

Now, I gratuitously mention these facts; however, 
me not. I am not asking nor do I intend to appeal to j 
any consideration of sympathy or humanity. I put my 
for a revenue duty not upon sentimental grounds. I desire fo 
stand or fall by the Democratic platform and the policy t™ 
cently enunciated by our leaders. It seems to me tliat yo! 
refuse to impose a revenue duty on sugar, which will not | 
riously affect, but on the contrary will inure to the benefit of the 
consuming public, simply because in your judgment you th 
may incidentally benefit an American industry. In other 
we appeal for even-handed justice. 

Our party has announced to the world that it belie 
tariff for revenue and this revenue to be collected solely 
the imposition of tariff duties on luxuries. Away wit! § ch 
sophistry. A perfunctory analysis of this proposed bil! will 
compel anyone who is open to conviction to admit that we ae 
throwing the strong arms of protection around some colvss" 
combinations under the guise of collecting revenue, when ‘0 
truth and in fact they yield no revenue. “Consistency, (00 
art a jewel.” 

Why was crude rubber and raw silk placed on the free 
Both are ideal articles on which to lay a revenue duty. 
one would be so unfair to himself as to affirm that sheep 
cattle are not necessaries of life. Meat is the food that ! 
the red corpuscles in the veins and brings the biush of 8 
to the cheeks of our children; therefore should be found 0 doce 
table of the poor as well as the rich. However, we . noel 
that both sheep and cattle appear on the dutiable list. way 
Certainly not for the purpose of revenue, for the revenue ° 


this character, in my j, 


re 


na 
from 


list? 
No 
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. 1 from this source is too infinitesimally small to even | doors of the secret Democratie caucus. all is now silent. No 
mention. Now, they produce no revenue and are necessaries | argument is more potent than the steam roller, as we are soon 
of life, yet they both appear on the dutiable list. How in | to experience in the House on this bill. With doubtful parent 
Hoaven’s name can our party justify its position or its shifting | age and no birth record or pedigree to its credit, the bill comes 
1 es before the American people? Where is the Solomon | to us through the offices of its guardian ad litem, the dis 
who can rationally vindicate the actions of our party? We | tinguished chairman of the Democratic Ways and Means Com- 
ms find raw wool on fhe free list. This, we are informed, | mittee of the House. : 
. destroy the industry. But, on the other hand, we find Thousands of items have been placed before the Tlouse to be 
woolen goods om the dutiable list, presumably for the purpose | accepted in their entirety. Schedules prepared by unknown 
ef revenue. Of course, this will afford manufacturers, inad- | influences are to be sacredly preserved. Not one amendmet 
ve ly, incidental protection. This incidental protection will | will be permitted from Republic ans or other minority Members 
enable them to compel the “people” we hear so much about This is the ultimatum. In all its glory the old Repub n ear 
these days to pay more for their clothes. How are you going | of juggernaut was never equal to the modern invention that 


to reconcile your tariff-protected articles with your treatment | forces the Underwood Dill upon the American people, and the 

of the wool, sugar, and other necessaries of life, I am at a} duty of every Member who can not support the measure is to 

loss to conjecture. However, I do admit that these items have | register a protest against its method of preparation and pas- 

been defended with marvelous dexterity; but sometimes elo- | sage and then without delay to accept the rule of the majority. 
ce, ingenuity, and even persuasion fail. Further than this, I believe, every patriotic citizen hopes tl at 

Some of the Members of this body when they speak of the | the Underwood bill will meet the predictions of ils supporters, 

farmer exhibit strong signs of emotion. During these elo-| reduce the high cost of living, give continued prosperity to the 

uent and illuminating dissertations we are carried beyond the | country, and for years to come settle the troublesome tariff 

thoughts of the farmer into admiration for achievement in ora- | question. 

tory. But this buncombe serves no good purpose, as it brings | BILL DISCRIMINATES AGAI Wi 

the farmer nothing of a tangible or substantial nature. He 

I 

] 

{ 





( 
i 


In registering a brief protest against this measure I do so 
representing a constituency that is discriminated against by 
the bill. No privileged interests of Wisconsin are demanding a 
lease of life, although many substantial industries in our State 
are apprehensive of results. Doubtlessly weak business in- 
terests, here and there, in our State and throughout the country 
will go under, but responsibility for preparing a bill has been 
placed upon Democratic shoulders, and carping criticism from 
political opponents is ill timed. To point out defects showing 
the spirit of discrimination is sufficient for my purpose 


ieeds, and demands, results. We frankly admit that he is the | 
kbone and taproot of this Nation. The Nation’s prosperity 
jepends primarily on the prosperity of the agriculturist, and 
we assure him, before election, that we will be found in the front 
ks with those battling for the advancement and development 
of the agricultural interests of this country; in brief, that we | 
will favor any legislation that will inure to the benefit of the | 
rural population. Yet as soon as we become a Member of this 
great lawmaking body, in our great anxiety to evidence our grate- 
ful appreciation of his worth, we put on the free list the product is. ae ' ; ; : 
of his honest toil and industry, and the tools and machinery with- | , Wisconsin is an agricultural State, so Is Alab — the home 
out which he could do nothing are placed on the dutiable list. | of the distinguished gentlemen whose name the bill bears, and 
A sentence of condemnation is going to be placed on our duplicity, each State boasts of about the same population. What ver 
and there is no escape from it. _ eee pt ge - - _ ew - : 
> 2 Bh ie _¢ ‘ . eteiniel avors for itself, under the bill, that are not granted to the 
Mr. GARDNER, I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin country at large. With its $90,000,000 annual production of 


[Mr rear}. a . 4 . hira P tntal « : ’ 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I hail from the State of Wis- | 4iry products alone, almost two-thirds of the total amount of 
consin, and my one reason for speaking briefly is to make a | ™anufactured products of every character in Alabama for 1909, 
comparison of Wisconsin with Alabama in a certain respect. | Wisconsin will maintain its lead in this one industry because 
Both States have practically the same population. Wisconsin soil, climate and water are advantages sup rior t tariff wi: ? 
has four times a8 many manufactures, according to the census | bowever high. Its barley and other grains will also contiiue 
report, as Alabama; but I do not care to refer to that feature | t® Stand first In character and produ —— yee os o whether 
of it. I wish to ask a question that is asked by the people of | the Underwood bill succeeds or fails. Wisconsin sheep and 
my State with reference to the tariff bill, regarding the com- mutton will capture sweepstakes at every, annual Internatio al 
parative showing made by two States as to the effect of the bill, | Contest. as for oe aie-w hy _— wonee a ae a ane eae 

It does not require any profound knowledge of tariff making free list of dresset mutton con on ae _ ri _ ee 
to say with the voice of prophecy that if this bill gives relief In agricultural products + se dag eee ee om ot pt 
from present tariff injustice and meets the promises of its con- | Prosperity or depression following the passage - this bill, but 
fident supporters, then in this country we may throw away ne ee oe coat nce intetiionnt aaa srg — 
rules and methods sacredly accepted by lawmakers since our Gov- Sanaiiiedal upon tariff SD se % If the 1 ania 7 bill th ¢ dis 





ral 





ernment was founded; rules of conduct which to-day are guid- os a a : , . ea ‘ 
+ ° of . . “ . ad i criminates against the farmers of the country becomes a law 
ing other countries of the world; and henceforth we must de- ; ; — nag! oo ; 
; . aaatl . we must accept a situation which is the logical rest of 
pend upon the spirit of infallible personal genius to steer our lict, rendered by the country last Nov ber 
‘ . . . . ae ‘TT : “elit ‘Ted , > } Mul > { t i i 
craft over industrial seas that bristle with commercial derelicts, | YES: F“ E ee 1 f 
sunken icebergs, and hidden rocks Manufactures must also conform to that ry 
l TES, ¢ - 9 =o "ce exrners it he factories of Wis ! vho ro 
I speak briefly from the standpoint of a new Member. who con- een Oe os —- mm the factor! ae ao a a 
su: ‘ . . * a2 ‘@ H n> n2 liacture ) qaucts Ih iv} Li© | est 
fesses unfamiliarity with tariff schedules or with conditions that | duced opeuesevere se eee nt ya , a ) the a 
} : Th . iii : ‘ ‘ ‘ » CeNnSIIS Te *f wil e able to withstans the aby 
should be fully known before intelligent individual action can | ®V@ilable ne schedul at cae an etth tha 1 OTe 
be had on this tariff bill. No apology is offered for lack of Scene see tion -- = as \ ell as will the 81,972 « 
. ‘ . . . »g or " ’ Hh y hose tots mutiactuyre ré 
knowledge, because approximately one-third the membership of | POvees WNhOe Alabd a ee “sc + 
this House is composed of first-term Congressmen, none of whom, gating *i oe yp _ at tl age = eee * Sa a ' th rity 
it is safe to say, has any definite knowledge concerning the We} ee a ee ee tek ee 
justice or fairness of all proposed schedules contained in the ee en eee ae eee ete ae me erie 
bama and Wisconsin have people and interests in common to 


bill on which we are to vote. 


Older Members advise me that tariff legislation involves much Protect. 


detail and expert knowledge; that less than a score of Members a ae 
have any intelligent conception of all the schedules proposed in Inquiring as to specific items, why does the Underwood | 
this bill, of the reasons on which they are based, or of the ulti- | give to the farmers of the North the empty pretense of prote 
mate effect on the country of innumerable changes to be wrought tion while tobaccos of the South are protected by rates | 
in existing law. ing from 35 cents to $2.50 a pound? Why does the crop of 
If, then, more than 400 Members are unable to vote intelli- | 418,007 busheis of dried peas harvested by the Alabama fariner 
gently on all the schedties, how are we at this time to prede- | receive a protective duty of 9.55 per cent ad valorem \ : 
termine the effect of the bill upon the country? Are we to ac- | $31,667,000 of flour manufactured in Wisconsin is ex)» d to 
cept a revolutionary experiment in tariff legislation through a | pay 10 cents more per bushel for wheat to grind than do our 
bill reported by the committee to the House practically as in- | Canadian competitors who, under the bill, will cuter our markets 
troduced a few days ago—a bill of 218 pages, containing many | free of duty? What legerdemain of reasoning justifies throw 
thousands of items—without any testimony on which to justify | ing our doors open to woolgrowers of Australia and the world 


our votes? Who prepared the bill, and when or where were | at large, against whom the Wisconsin farmer must hereafter 
these schedules determined? What public or private hearings | compete, while 79,349 Angora goats in Mr. UNprrwoop’s 
have been had in support of a measure that arbitrarily slashes | are protected with tariff duties for the first time in the history 
tariff rates and places hundreds of commodities on the free list? | of the country? On what theory of “ revenue-only ” reasoning, 

Pride of authorship goes with this bill, for notwithstanding | aside from political power, is Alabama enabled to save its own 


loud-voiced protests have reached the outside world through goat while it gets ours? 
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t broad statesmanship has been employed in the con- 
tion of this bill which forces 31,968,195 bushels of Wiscon- 
itatoes on the free list to yearly compete in the home 
t with tubers from Canada and abroad while in the same 
le 1,573,796 bushels of Alabama peanuts, raised during 
» year, are to be protected by a rate of from 10.12 per 
valorem to 18.75 per cent in this tariff-for-revenue 
ment? 

thout disrespectful allusion to the Democratic tariff bill 
or the inspiration that possessed its unknown authors, it can 
truthfully be said that the bill embodies a peanut protection 
policy, with free-trade frills, while masquerading under 

illusive title of “a tariff for revenue only.” 

A sign posted in the window of a Pennsylvania Avenue 
grocery store, one block from the Capitol Grounds, for the past 
week rends “The best granulated sugar 4 cents per pound.” 
Market ations show that sugar has been cheaper during 
the past year than for over a decade, and that the price has 
remiined practically stationary during that period, notwith- 
stunding other necessities of life have advanced with the high 
cost of living. Independent sugar manufacturers insist that 
this is a practical exposition of the protection principle be- 
independent 
prevented the Sugar Trust from controlling the bome market. 
It is further insisted that sugar refiners, or the so-called Sugar 
Trust, are the only ones to benefit by the free-sugar provision in 
this bill, because beet-sugar and other factories will be unable 
to compete with foreign sugar growers. Through the destruc- 
tion of local sugar factories the markets of the world will be 
controlled by the trust octopus, eventually resulting in higher 
prices. In support of this claim: it appears, while sugar is 
quoted retail at from 4 to 5 cents in practically every city of 
the country, the wholesale April quotations in Canada are given 
at 4.44 cents; Austria, 4.20 cents; Germany, 4.35 cents; France, 
5.60 cents; and Russia, 7.44 cents per pound. Have the beet- 
growing farmers of the country become too rich, or have inde- 
pendent sugar factories rolled in wealth while securing lower 
priced sugar for the American consumer than is paid by the 
people of other countries? Thousands of beet growers in my 
own State are engaged in raising the 256,124 tons of sugar 
beets used by our own factories in 1911, and these farmers re- 
ceived $2,000,000 for their crop, which they spent at home. 

Last year 30,000 acres were devoted to the culture of sugar 
beets for factories that manufactured approximately 25 pounds 
of sugar for every man, woman, and child in the State. These 
factories were erected under an express promise by existing 
lnw and under the belief that sugar was as much entitled to 
protection as tobacco, dried peas, Angora goats, or peanuts. 

BRILL WILL DESTROY WISCONSIN INDUSTRIES. 

Members of the Ways and Means Committee advise me that 
if sugar is admitted free, as proposed by this bill, ft will wipe out 
every factory and give to the trust a clear field for future opera- 
tions. Wisconsin growers and manufacturers must abide hy the 
Democratic ultimatum, and if they would secure special privi- 
leges granted by the bill they must turn their attention to rais- 
ing peanuts, tobacco, dried peas, and Angora goats. When 
farmers get 380 cents a bushel for potatoes that retail for $1 
or sell cabbages at the farm for $5 a ton that retail for $25, 
when manufacturers receive 5 cents a yard for cloth that retails 
for 25 cents, something more than tariff laws is responsible for 
the high cost of living. The duty of exposing indefensible sched- 
ules that bristle throughout this bill is being performed by 
experienced Members, and I have pointed out these items only 
because, like many others that can be mentioned, they are glar- 
ingly unjust. 

The public weal is a first consideration, and it is unsafe, as 
well as illogical, to favor special interests in one locality at the 
expense of the rest of the country, which must pay the price 
exacted by such interests. While I do not charge that the 
framers of this bill have intentionally discriminated against one 
Commonwealth in favor of another, a brief examination of the 
proposed schedules emphasizes Gen. Hancock's historic utter- 
ance, when as a Democratic candidate for the Presidency he de- 
clared, “The tariff is a local issue.” The principle of protection 
which governs commercial transactions of nearly every Euro- 
pean country of comparative importance, has been too often de- 
fined to require any exposition, and from any logical standpoint 
it is unwise and absolutely unjust to wipe out protective duties 
because they have been allowed to grow prohibitive on certain 
items, however culpable the agencies may have been that framed 
unjust tariff schedules in the past. 

A SECRET CAUCUS TARIFF BILL. 

The Democratic majority can not halt or turn back if it de- 
sires to do so. It must go on and give to the country a new 
tariff bill according to its promise and its commission from the 


quot 


couse 


the | 





factories have maintained competition and | 


people. If it does not legislate wisely or, if drunk with , 
its present unwieldly majority swings the pendulum to an « 
site extreme, the judgment of a disappointed people 
visited upon those now in power as it has been visited on , 
other party that failed to measure up to its promises or 
tions. What shall be said of secret eaucus methods or {| 
liberative judgment of Congress when a Democratic M 
Mr. Apatr, of Indiana, informs the House (p. 417 , 
RECORD) : 


I shall vote for this bill as it was reported from a Dx 
caucus without dotting an “1” or crossing a “tt.” * * « 
were to read out of the Democratic Party all Members who t< 
with the Ways and Means Committee in our caucus on certain | 
the bill, then there would be none left to sustain the committe: 
senting the bill as finally agreed upon to the House. 

This is the caucus steam-roller bill that Congress is as} 
pass. Can any language characterize it and its suppori 
fittingly than this confession? 

It has been stated on this floor by Republican Members. 
than myself in service here, that the Republican Part 
reaped the whirlwind because of incompetent leadershi; 

a failure to keep its pledges. Our Democratic friend 

have cause to remember this verdict if the bill is passed 

present form. Promises to make a gradual revision downy 
to disturb no legitimate business interests, to act with « 

even if with determination, were pledges that gave to thy 
mocracy its present power. Will the Underwood bill 

public confidence or desired relief? There are Repub 
present who believe in the tenets of their party and 

rendered lifelong service to its principles, yet on whom thx 
of party rests so lightly that their vote would have be 

in favor of a bill not radically opposed to principles in 
they believe. Questions confront us, however, on which 
measure must stand or fall. 

WHO WILL BENEFIT FROM THE BILL? 

Will the Underwood bill cause capital to seek investmen| 
so, when or where? Will it give employment to one add 
laborer? Will it increase the wages of a single employee? 
it start the furnaces or add to the looms on this side, or acro 
water? Will it increase the price of farm products in a : 
instance? Will it persuade one boy or one girl to remain u) 
farm? Will it eliminate the jobber, wholesaler, and the | 
man who to-day receive more than one-half of the average . 
of articles which move from the farm and factory to m: 

Will it bring prosperity or disaster to the country? 

If goods from abroad are brought here in large quai 
and substituted in use for domestic manufactures, what 
become of the factories erected on this side of the water, 
what provision does the Underwood bill make for the 
sands, aye, millions, ef empleyees who to-day are de) 
upon these same factories for a livelihood? 

The income-tax provision contained in the Underwood Dil! 
is a faint attempt to collect taxes under the constitution 
power recently given to Congress. It is a step in the riz! 
direction, that has been successfully tried out in Wisc 
under a better law; but if well administered the pro 
measure will become an efficient revenue producer. \ 
Republican Members would support the income-tax feat 
the Underwood bill with slight amendment, but in order to do 
so they are compelled to vete for an entire tariff bill which 
contains too many objectionable features to justify its su)! 

If the Underwood bill works successfully, as its defe! 
predict, if it refutes all precedents and all economic laws 
bringing greater prosperity to our people, we of the min 
will unite in praise for a measure that must succeed, if a 
through fortuitous chance rather than from foresight or 
erate calculation. 

If, on the contrary, the party in power loses a golden 0} 
tunity to command the confidence of the country, if this | 
revision falls down because of dark-lanterned methods of | 
ration or unscientific schedules, then Republicans who do uot 
believe in Aldrichism nor in a stand-still policy must be reicy 
to accept their full share of responsibility for any failure here 
after of our own party to keep its pledges. 

A TARIFF COMMISSION IS DEMANDED. 

No bill, however carefully drawn, will fully meet public ex] 
tation, but any bill presented here for passage affectine 
whole economic and fiscal policy of the Government show 
prepared with deliberation and in the light of day. Our co! 
is growing so rapidly that tariff changes can not be safely 
except by schedules based upon a careful investigation of } 
This method is indorsed by the present Republican mun 
which has declared in favor of a strong tariff commission, 22 
as evidence of its faith has accepted the woolen schedule that 
was unanimously supported by the Republicans of the House 
at the last session. . That schedule invites confidence in its pro- 
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= because of its careful preparation based upon tariff com- | Colorado, will displace their present Representative and Sen- 

: : findings. while its substantial reductions from the Aldrich | ators by Democratic successors 

~ ,w in ferce give renewed weight to the argument that Wyoming, with a population of 146.000, has searcely any 

: . yevision is a job for the surgeon's knife and not for the | manufacturing industries. The latest manufacturing statisties 

n. for the State found in the report of the Thirteenth Census, 

” fates on woolen goods fixed by the Underwood bill are from | shows but 2,867 wage eurners. With all its high-tariff rep 

on a t to 50 per cent, on the average, lower than those fixed | representation in Congress and with high tariffs py iling it 

8 ; Wilson law of 1896, but for 16 years the Wilson law has | was unable to operate successfully its soda mills, g s works, 

: oa ghost walk before the country whenever Demo- | and other manufacturing industries Ilow can Wry , d 

j turiff tinkering is recalled. the entire Rocky Mountain section with such freight rates be 

oo a bold prediction to say that by cutting the Wilson law | anything but a one-lung hospital, a globe trotters’ station, da 

. , half, the Underwood bill will put the ghost to sleep. It repair shop? 

‘ reckless presumption that in the preparation of any | It is true that the Wyoming freight rates have been equa! 1 
w destined to meet with approval of the country, politi- | somewhat, both eastward and westward, by reflection of the 
ences and exigencies can be safely substituted for eco- | Kindel efforts in Colorado. This is certainly not to the credit 

' rinciples. Three weeks ago to-day a triumphant Democ- | of the gentleman from Wyoming, who poses as a grammarian, 

tered this House charged with the fulfillment of party | a parliamentarian, and a Missourian, whom we hope t W 

; s Secret caucus rules now hoid the party together. A | before the next congressional election just where to g 

‘rity composed of Republicans, third-party Progressives, {[ Laughter. } 
‘isans, and independents stands with solid front oppos- | I regret to say that under high tariff we have lost in m wn 
¢ the passage of this bill. Fresh from the people, unbound | city of Denver two woolen mills, a paper mill, cotton 1 

' ; rule, governed by individual conscience, not partisan- ing mill, tannery, cooper shop, match factory, white-lead works, 

‘ by justice, not expediency, the unanimous voice of the | cement works, stove works, boiler works, medicine plant, tin-enn 

: ty Members bespeaks a judgment that will be pronounced | factory, hardware factory, knitting factory, saddle factory, en- 


‘American people upon the Underwood bill, [Loud ap- 


velope factory, and several other factories, I 


do not pretend 


; to say that protective tariff was responsible for this loss, but 
UNDERWOOD. I now yield to the gentleman from Colo- they certainly were not able to exist under high tariff and dis- 
Mr. KUNDEL.]). criminative freight rates. 
<INDEL. Mr. Chairman, after all I have heard pro and A most fitting epitaph in this connection would be that of 
con on the Underwood tariff bill I am reminded of the words of | Kingsley : 
Scrinture: So fleet the works of man, back to the earth n; 
wre 25 Ancient and holy things fade like a dream 
rather speak five words with my understanding, that by my | To expand and develop our matchless western resources we 
I might teach others also, than ten thousand words in an unknown | must have commercial equality—the currency of transportation 
be es : las well as the currency of cash. It is not high tariff we . 
I would criticize the reckless handling of the truth | ynder which and in spite of which these enterprises wer to 
by the gentlemen on the minority side of the House when they | ys put a square deal—fair freight rates. 
make the wholesale charge that the new Members are intimi-| 4 certain old Roman made himself famous by declaring that 
dated and bribed into voting for the Underwood bill in order | « Carthage must be destroyed,” and sticking to it till Carthage 
get patronage or desirable committee assignments. I have | was destroyed. I petition the Democratic Party to emulate that 
been honored with appointment on ove committee, from which | 9]q Roman by declaring that discrimination must be destroyed, 
I was obliged to resign because I did not want to jeopardize | onq sticking to it until discrimination no longer exists either in 


y chances of getting on the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to continue the work I have been engaged in | 
for 21 years. I desire very much to be placed on this committee, 
but whether I am or not, I am for the Underwood bill, first, last, | 
| all the time, as the only fair and honest tariff bill that has 
resented to Congress by the majority party in 16 years. 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Second, I would take exception to the practice of the minority | 
in branding the majority as cowardly, vicious, hypocritical, and 
otherwise unworthy of public confidence. I am not one of those | 
ho believe that he or his party has a monopoly on virtue. It | 
will no doubt surprise even some of my Democratic friends to | 
learn that I discovered two Republican postmasters in my dis- 
trict with 100 per cent records for efficiency, whom I am urging 

for reappointment, in spite of much opposition from my cot | 
] {[Laughter.] I am a be- 

liever in civil service in practice as well as in theory, for that | 
is the doctrine of the Democratic platform, upon which I = 





elected. May the meal-ticket, mugwump Democrat take heed 
of the fate that befell my predecessor. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] 

lam a manufacturer and a granger and not a politician. I 
warned him four years ago that he would have to do certain 
things to see that we in Colorado got a square deal and fair 
Play. He defaulted in that particular, and two years later I de- 
cided to get some one else to run, but I bad to run myself on a 
Prohibition ticket. [Langhter.] I am a German and I drink 
beer. With a glass of beer in one hand and a Carrie Nation 
hatchet in the other I got 17.000 votes. [Laughter and applause. ] 
In like manner I now give warning to the gentleman from 
Wyoming—of many terms here—that, though he gallantly 
Praises the women of his State, who have voted there for 43 
years—since 1869—the women of Wyoming will prove his politi- | 
cal downfall. [Laughter.] All that is needed is to instruct the | 
women as to the real issues and they wil! vote right, as was 
Cemonstrated last fall in my district, when they retired my | 
predecessor, a protection Democrat, and elected a real Demo- 
Crat by from 38,000 to 5,000 votes more than the State and 
National ticket, and that, too, in a Republican stronghold. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


‘ Once it is incnicated into the minds of the women of Wyo- 


the gentleman from Wyoming 
nuffin”: 
Carpets : 





ing that it is equitable transportation rates and not high 
tariff that is needed to develop the illimitable resources of Wyo- 
ming and the trans-Mississippi West they, like the voters of 


tariff or transportation. 


Now, on the sugar question the gentleman from Wyoming 


said in part: 


It is certain no new factories would be built, and tn a few irs 
at most the beet-sugar industry would be but a memory of the con 
structive character of Republican and the destructive ! ter of 
Democratic policies. 

I want to read a telegram, showing that we are going to build 
| more factories: 

GREELEY, CoLo., April 24, 1 
Congressman GEORGE KINDEL, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Officers of the Weld County Beet Grower * Association ted 
| the New Freedom Beet Sugar Co. to-day to build beet sugar fa y in 
Weld County. I am confident of the continued prosperity of the s ir 
industry, even though the tariff be reduced as recommended 

Warp DARLEY 

To show you what has happened to our section, take the 


y 


freight rates westward; they are on the bcoks to-day, and you 
are paying $2,000,000 for an 
to regulate transportation tariffs. 


ission 


Interstate Commerce Comu 


rates, of which 
and sayin’ 


Here are a few examples of tariff (freight) 
“keeps on layin’ low 


New York to Pacific coast, per 100 pounds nonce “Gan Oe 

New York to Wyoming points___- - whee os 0 
Boots and shoe rubber 

New York to Pacific coast . eneuirtnenes —n = 1. 50 

New York to Wyoming points....... ~~ meee oa a wa 
Structural fron and steel 

Pittsburgh te Pacific coast... —— ‘Gutiiieened 80 

Pittsburgh to Wyoming points - 1. 204 


I helped celebrate the opening of the Woolworth Building in 
New York the other day, and I am getting at what it will cost 


to duplicate that building in Wyoming or San Francisco. I am 
satisfied it will cost 200 per cent more per ton mile to drop the 


material off in Wyoming. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield the Ln 
two minutes more. 

Mr. KINDEL. Mr. Chairman, let us take up the question of 
tue rate on wool. From California terminais to Bosto he rate 
on wool is $1 a hundred; that is, for woo! in the grease. From 
Wyoming to Boston, a thousand miles shorter distance, it is 
$1.76. Talk about manufacturing and pretection! The gentle- 
man from Wyoming could not have started a scouring mil! in 
his State, much less a woolen mill. The scoured-wool rate 
from California terminal points to Boston is $1.30; from 
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Wyoming it is $4.224. The rate from Cheyenne to Omaha on | 


scoured wool is $2.35. Manufactured woolen goods and cloth 
a 


from Omsha back to Cheyenne take the first-class rate—$1.25. 


matter with Wyoming. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I will say that the people of 
Wyoming are not full of prunes for electing a man like the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonvetL]. |[Laughter.] They 
could not afford to be. Here is the rate on prunes: California 
to New York, $1.10, while from San Francisco to Cody, which 
is about the center of the gentleman’s State, it is $1.63. It is 
too expensive to be full of prunes in Wyoming. Thus I could 
go on, Mr. Chairman, but I will not inflict myself any further 


of “Go on ' an 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. 


| 


Prior to the enactment of the Walker law gre; 


| battles had been waged upon the tariff question. T)js 
| So free from discriminations against producers and j), 

Talk about tariff! It is freight rates. That is what is the | 
| that the tariff question ceased to be an issue betwe 


upon our people and was such a satisfactory revenn 


great political parties. For a considerable period jn 


tory, while the country was operating under the W;: 
the tariff question was never mentioned in the platfo 


| great political party. Great prosperity reigned 


people; our foreign commerce grew to tremendous }) 
It was under this law that our flag was seen upon « 
und its presence at once bespoke the largest, the { 


| the finest ships engaged in foreign commerce. 
on the House at this time, as this is my first attempt. [Cries | 


Mr, UNDERWOOD, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman | 


from Illinois [Mr. FirzHenry]. 

Mr. FITZHENRY. Mr. Chairman, when the pending measure 
is signed by the President of the United States, as it undoubt- 
edly will be, it will mark the first great advancement in the 
battle which the common people of this country have been wag- 


At the beginning of the last century our flag cover, 
nage of 970,000 tons, but half of the British tom 
time, which was 1,850,000. Gradually our comme 
upon that of the mother country, until in 1860 om 
amounted to 5,550,000 tons, while that of Great } 


| cluding her colonies, was 5,713,000 tons. Even the 


ing for more than a quarter of a century to regain control of | 


their own Government. With the passage of this bill the people 
of this country are serving notice upon all men that no person, 
either natural or artificial, can acquire a vested private interest 
founded upon the taxing power of a free people. It marks the 
end of a fiscal policy which has very aptly been described as 
the great Ainerican delusion,” and means the adoption of a 
new policy in the manner of rafsing the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The policy of a high protective tariff as exemplified during 
the last half century in the United States was conceived during 
the exigencies of war and nurtured by a special privileged class, 
who, through the susceptibility of succeeding Congresses and 


“sé 


administrations, have come to believe that they can, as a matter | ; oie th a eal aa 
of right, use the taxing power of our Government for their own | were greatly increased by Congress, with the under 
aggrandizement. 

No country on the face of the earth has been so generously | 
blessed with the richest of resources necessary for the comfort 


of a people and the development of civilization as this one. 
Yet, after a trial of this unwise and fundamentally wrong high- 
tariff policy, our great natural resources have been plundered 
and dissipated, and by its application it has created and devel- 
oped classes in our midst by establishing tariff-baron and 
special privileged aristocracy and degrading the laboring classes. 
The beneficiaries of the special privileges doled out in former 
tariff laws have permitted the captains of industry to sell their 
products in protected markets and exacted millions of tribute 
from the people of the country, while these same captains of in- 
dustry have been permitted to buy their labor in the free-trade 
markets of the world. 

This high-protection policy has limited the markets of our 
commerce; it has destroyed the American merchant marine and 
hindered our development; it has fostered inefficiency and de- 
stroyed rigid economies in great industrial institutions; it has 
made goods scarce and unduly increased the cost of living; it 
has lowered wages and overworked and degraded labor; it has 
exploited the lives of children and been the incubator of trusts; 
it has corrupted our politics and encouraged reckless extrava- 
gance in governmental expenditures; it has placed a premium 
upon conspiracies in restraint of trade. 

In the infancy of the Republic patriotic statesmen found it 
expedient in raising revenues for the purpose of economically 
administering the affairs of the Government to so levy their 
customs taxes as to subsidize and encourage new industries in 
a land entirely detached from former bases of supplies. But 
this practice was not indulged in to any very considerable ex- 
tent until the statesmen of this country reached a consciousness 
of the fact that such practices were in violation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and that sooner or later, if the 
practice was continued, it would become a menace to the 
perpetuity of our Government. It became apparent to the 
fathers that if we would perpetuate our heritage we must 
keep constantly in view the polar star of the new Government, 
that doctrine so vividly elucidated by the author of the Dec- 
laration of Independence and the founder of the Democratic 
Party, “ Equal rights to all and special privileges to none.” This 
was the seed which was planted upon American soil to grow 
and develop into the sheltering tree of life of the Republic. 
This doctrine was kept constantly in view by the statesmen of 
the early epochs of our history until our customs-tax system 
became exemplified in what was known as the Walker tariff 
of 1846. 


do not convey all of the facts. A part of the tonnage y 
and as steamers can make quicker voyages than ot! 
they were rated at a higher carrying capacity. In 1\:% 
2 much greater steam tonnage than England, and 
fact is taken into consideration the total carrying 
the two countries in that year was, United States, 
tons; Great Britain, 7.219.000 tons. It will thus | 
in 1860 the young Republic was not only enjoying 
all the world and prosperity at home, but for once 


| tory she was the merchant-marine mistress of the ; 
| was the condition which existed during what mig 
| the last Democratic tariff in our history. [App!: 


Democratic side. ] 
Consider the next picture. Internal strife developed 


| were thrown into the dread arbitrament of war. | 


became apparent that there would be a heavy droft 


| Government Treasury, and as a war measure the cust: 


of course, that as soon as the war was over we would 
a revenue basis. 

Just prior to the Civil War 69 per cent of the to! 
and exports of this country were carried in Aincri: 
31 per cent in foreign ships. Ten years later the j) 


| were almost reversed, 35 per cent of our foreign ¢0) 


ing under the American flag and 65 per cent under fi 
In 1880 only 18 per cent of our foreign commerce \ 
in American ships, and it has continued to dwindle, } 
year, unt#l in 1912 it had shrunken in the neighbor! 
per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, two great causes have contributed to 
sult. When the war broke out it was but natural that 
ping should decline. Ships of the Confederacy took o 
registry to elude the Union Navy, while those of the Nor! 
under foreign flags to escape the southern privateer. I! 
such an unhappy hour in the history of this Republic 1 
nomic adventurers and those seeking to profit off of « 
sional bounty began their careers. Under the guise oi 
ing in the reconstruction of the country. the war taxes wi 
only maintained but increased. It was then that the wis 
under the guise of encouraging infant industries, saw 
virtue of a high protective tariff they would be permitted 
the taxing power of the Government for the attainment 0! | 
vate ends. Strange to say, Congresses and administrations | 
been susceptible to this cry, and whilejthe country was 1 
ing from the unfortunate condition ted by civil strif 
fortunes were amassed, and those who had been rei): 
harvest developed a school of statesmenship and furnisli 
sinews of political warfare so bountifully that for now w« 

a period of half a century the same influences have miii! 
an almost unbroken hold upon the Government of this « 
This policy has brought about the results I have hereto! ore 
timated by limiting the markets of our commerce, aided |) 
wise and unreasonable navigation laws, our foreign ©! 
has been absolutely destroyed, and the American sean} 
become a negligible quantity in over-seas transportation. 


t 


Under the Payne-Aldrich tariff law and its predecesso's t] 


high protective policy has so effectually prohibited compe! 
with great American industrial institutions that it — 
premium upon consolidation and conspiracies in restra!i' 


trade and monopoly. By the invention of the process of «: I 


talizing and financing special privileges, granted by law, 
cient funds have been raised to make it possible to compe! 
solidation or surrender of independent plants, or the auuih! 


ce 


tion thereof, to such an extent that trusts and monopolies have 


literally taken hold of the industrial life of this country. 


a. 

















The pending bill is not ideal even from a Democratic stand- 
wint, but it is such a decided step in the right direction and 
ne lines demanded by the people in the campaigns of 1908, 
4910, and 1912 that no Democratic Member can hesitate to sup- 
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sugar, and futher provides that on the 1st of May, 1916, it shall 
go absolutely on the free list 
the free 


The proposed law makes a radical reduction in the tariff on 





is del 
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is a special consideration 


in placing sugar upon 


to the people of 
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port it. The bill does not fully meet the ideas of the chairman | Louisiana and Texas in the light of their unfortunate experience 
of the Ways and Means Committee [ Mr. l NDERWOOD ], who pre-} in the last few years. In some sections their crops have been 
sented this bill to the House, but it is the beginning of a series | destroyed by pests, and last year great floods de havoe to 
of tariff revisioms which in years to come will bring about a/ their industry. The history of the developme: f the Suvar 
freer trade among our people and between this and other na-/| Trust is but the recital of the development of sin r trusts in 
tions, and is a full compliance with the demand for an imme-| protected lines. 
diate downward tariff revision. It will have a tendency to One of the cardinal principles of Democratic tariff making 
preak the power of the great trusts and monopolies of this | has been the placing of raw materials upon the free list One 
country upon our markets. k ie of the important reasons why raw material should be ad ! 
rhe baneful effect of the high protective policy is illustrated | into the country free of duty, if only a revenue duty is to be 
by the sugar trade. | levied upon manufactured products, is because practically 
For more than a century the ‘Government has been protect- | other manufacturing countries admit raw material free of duty 
ing and encouraging the sugar industry in the United States, | A duty upon raw material to the extent of a protective rate at 
either by a protective tariff or a bounty, at a tremendous cost to | once increases the cost of the manufzcturer’s products into 
th people. Under the ‘ayne-Aldrich law a duty of 1.95 cents which the raw material is made. and to that extent ounts to 
was levied upon refined sugar. For the convenience of calcula- | a discrimination against the home manufacturer and in favor 
tion let us consider that duty as 2 cents. The annual consump- | of the foreign manufacturer. The Republican policy of taxing 
tion of sugar in the United States is about seven and one-half | raw materials has really been a disadvantage to the home n l 
billion pounds. Whether this tariff tax of 2 cents a pound on | facturer, because it handicaps him in the competition which he 
sugar is levied upon sugar which finds it way from the cane | meets in the markets of the world. This has been one of th 
fields and beet-sugar factories of this country or from foreign | Causes which has assisted in the limitation of the foreign com 
markets to the tables of the consumers of this country, every | merce of this country. The doctrine of free raw materials is 
pound of it bears either the tariff or the bounty of 2 cents. | one that was believed in and applied by such great Democrats 
In round numbers this tariff amounts to a tax upon the Ameri- | as Mr. Walker, Mr. Morrison, Mr. Mills, President Cleveland, 
can people to the extent of $150,000,000. Upon that portion of | and the present Secretary of State, Mr. Bryan 
the sugar upon which a tariff tax is collected at the custom- President Cleveland, in his last annual message during his 
houses, the revenue goes into the United States Treasury, and first term, enunciated the Democratic doctrine upon raw mate 
during the year 1912 the Government received from that source | rial in the following language: 
about $52,000,000, leaving the stupendous sum of $98,000,000 The radical reduction of the duties imposed upon material used 
that was collected from the American people that went into the | in manufactures or its free importation is, of « n important 
coffers of somebody other than the Government. Where did it | f¢tor im any effort to reduce the price of these necessaries. It d 
- ea de 5 i m fac : he suc . try of not only relieve them from the increased cost caused by the tariff on 
go? It isa well-known act that the sugar industry or the such raw material, but the manufactured product being thus cheapened 
United States is controlled by the American Sugar Refining | that part of the tariff now laid upon s product as a « n to 
. i | s « > eres arke . » sh. | Our manufacturers for the present price of raw materia ould be 
Co the trust and that the sugar market of the country is ab eeccstindie exediie@, Gach vebactien of tree tepestation euld seve 
solutely dominated by that trust. besides to largely reduce the revenue. It is not apparent how such a 
This tremendous special privilege, in the hands of the sugar | Change can have any injurious effect upon our manufacturers On the 
i f this ¢ try. has enabled the to control the pri r contrary, it would appear to give them a better chan in foreien 
ae S this coun ry. 1as ¢ 1a eet em to Contro x price 0 markets with the manufacturers of other countries who cheapen their 
raw material produced in this country as well as their market, | wares by free material Thus our people might have the opportunity 
and being so generously favored they have been able by the nego- | of extending their sales beyond the limits of home consumpt 3 
Motinun ; f its “Ik ‘ 1 bonds . lv ¢c ] th Silesia them from the depression, interruption in isiness nd lo i 1 by 
tiations of its stocks and bonds to not only control the sugar- | q giutted domestic market, and affording their employees ecrtain 
refining business, which involves the market for sugar cane, but | and steady labor, with its resulting « t and content? 
also to control the sugar-beet factories of this country. With In 1892 he was reelected to the Presidency, together with a 
the tremendous protection on sugar and the long period of time | Democratic House, but without a Democratic Senate. A tariff 
which the sugar-cane industry in Louisiana and Texas has | for-revenue-only bill was passed by House. known ‘as the 
I . encouraged by this Government, the total cost of the “one | Wilson bill. When it went to the Senate its revenue features 
industry in those two States to the American people is almost | were destroyed by amendment, and protective features tel 
beyond human conception. Yet the lands of the cane planters | posed. Finally, after the passnge of the bill as amende 
will be worth just as much for other crops, their implements the Senate, it came back to the House for conference, and upon 
and stock will be just as valuable in the cultivation of other | this occasion President Cleveland wrote a communication to 
rops, while that portion of their possessions which will be- | Mr. Wilson, the then chairman of the Ways and Means Com 
come useless, if they are semgatien os go out of the cane- | mittee, in which he spoke as follows: 
growing business, would not exceed 950.000,000. After a cen- One topic will be submitted to the conference whict bodies Demo 
tury of encouragement to this institution we have reached a | cratic principle so directly that it can be comp . WwW : 
consciousness of the fact that sugar cane is a tropical plant | i@ our platforms and in every way possi declared 1 ro e 
aii an t -ofitably in : i aoe 7 » Messe free importation of raw materials. We have again and ol “il 
and can not be grown profitably in a temperate zone. More | that this should be accorded to our people and . . 
than this, this great tax that is levied upon the American peo- | soon as the Democratic Party was invested with the p » de 
ple to encourage that industry has not always found its way into | ™ine the tariff policy of the country 
b as an teh eames ; The party now has that powe! We are certain to-day as w ve 
the pockets of the planters of sugar cane, for upon repeated | been of the great benefit that would accrt country 1m the 
occasions the planters of Louisiana and Texas have been com- | inauguration of this policy, and nothin rt te ease us 
pelled to sell their raw sugar at prices much less than the | ffom our obligation 10 ee ature oon De the peimet 
wi rld’s price, with the sugar tariff added. Why? Because | ples and promises or wear a genuine Democratic badge that does not 
there was practically one buyer for their crop—the Sugar | provide for free raw materials In these circumstance may well 
Trust | excite our wonder that Democrats are willing to depart from this the 
in 4 r A | most Democratic of all tariff principles, and that the inconsistent 
It is said the placing of sugar on the free list will ruin the | absurdity of such a proposed departure should be emphasized by the 
beet-sugar industry in this country. This assertion, I believe, | a oo - a a be =f = free —— — 
“e | »ctio ar axatior e laced around the on ore an oa 
is absolutely untrue. Beet sugar can be manufactured for con- | PhPCCtions and capitalists. caitia cat 
3 ° | os hee — . . . 
siderably less money than cane sugar, and, so far as the growers How can we face the people after indulging in such outrageous dis 
of sugar beets are concerned, they have been compelled to sell eee eee = pneees haiti inaias ne 
. . 8s quite paren a &S question o e raw mater s «ds not 
their product in practically a free-trade market under the old | gamit or odjestanennl on any middie ground, since their subj 
law. The duty under the Payne-Aldrich tariff law on sugar | any rate of taxation, great or small, is alike violative of | 
beets amounts to only 10 per cent ad valorem, or about 55 cents | Principle and Democratic good faith 
per ton. In addition to this, American beet growers will con Hon. William J. Bryan, the present Secretary of St he 
tinne to have the legitimate natural protection which comes | Fifty-third Congress discussed the question of fre ng 
to them from the tariffs of water and railroad transportation. | this language: 
After a careful examination into the facts, I am firm in the They tell us that free coal can net benefit tl Take the 
belief that the modification and final repeal of the duty on sugar | nee ee ae = go fh a ss ae ie 
Will not interfere in the least with the growth of sugar beets down the tariff on the products of t! f ' mpe 
and the manufacture of beet sugar, but may squeeze the water | Se sell at a oe ee ee Bes Se et 
out of the s k tnoar Trnsc ane , he reason our folks are interested in tree « s W 
ana the stocks of the Sugar Trust. [Applause on the Demo dens upon what the manufacturers use t y can W 15 J 1 
atic side. ] ask a tariff on the product of their looms. 
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Mr. Chairman, in the first place I believe we can make no permanent 
pro the direction of tariff reform until we free from taxation 
the raw materials which lie at the foundation of our industries. 

In 1892, in another speech in Congress, Mr. Bryan reaffirmed 
the Democratic position upon this subject in the following lan- 
Luage: 

It also takes away entirely those specific or compensatory duties 
which were added to the ad valorem rates to enable the manufacturers 
to transfer to the back of the consumers the burden which a tariff on 
raw materials placed on the manufacturer. The reason why I believe 
in putting raw material on the free list is because any tax imposed on 
raw material must at last be taken from the consumer of the manufac- 
tured article. 

You can compose no tax for the benefit of the producer of the raw 
material which does not find its way through the various forms of 
manufactured product and at last press with accumulated weight upon 
the person who the finished product. Another reason why raw 
material should be upon the free list is because that is the only method 
by which one business can be favored without injury to another. We 
are not in that case imposing a tax for the benefit of the manufacturer, 
but we are simply saying to the manufacturer, “ We will not impose 
any burden upon you.” When we give to the manufacturer free raw 
material and free machinery we give to him, I think, all the encourage- 
ment which people acting under a free government like ours can legiti- 
uiately give to a free people. 

As great as was the disagreement between Mr. Cleveland and 
Mr. Bryan upon questions of finance, it will be seen by these 
quotations that their ideas upon the question of free raw ma- 
terial in tariff making was entirely harmonious. Indeed, their 
views as then expressed were in harmony with those of all of 
the great Democrats of history and the views of the distin- 
guished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. 
UnNperwoop], under whose direction this bill was drawn. This 
bill has been constructed upon that line. 

During these debates I have been greatly entertained by 
gentlemen upon the other side of the aisle who have attacked 
the measure. It has been alluded to as the “ Underwood pat- 
ented competitive tariff’; it has been stated that it was neither 
a protective measure nor a free-trade measure; it was neither 
fish nor fowl; and that is true. In so far as the duties levied 
by this proposed law may incidentally be advantageous, it is 
protective; in so far as the necessaries of life which the people 
are demanding are concerned, it is a free-trade measure. In 
addition, it furnishes the industries of this country with free 
raw material with which to work in their mills and factories. 

Sut the decisive change of policy in our fiscal system which is 

evidenced in this bill is the changing of our revenue system 
from one of protection to one of competition. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House do not seem to understand the 
difference, and that is not at all remarkable, because there are 
none so blind as those who will not see. 

Protective tariff either prohibits or limits competition or it is 
a failure. The competitive tariff encourages competition. The 
differences between these two systems is very much akin to 
the difference between a maximum and a minimum schedule of 
freight tariffs. 

My own State—Illinois—is a pioneer in the movement to 
regulate railroads. It has a railroad and warehouse act, which 
creates a commission composed of three citizens, and one of the 
duties of this commission is to prescribe a reasonable maximum 
schedule of freight rates. It was never designed that the com- 
mission should prescribe a freight tariff for current use, but it 
is provided for the fixing of a maximum schedule beyond which 
no railroad can go. In other words, in order to be a reasonable 
maximum schedule it must be liberal enough to permit the 
sinaller struggling lines of railroad, which operate wholly 
within the State and are not connected with any through lines 
to the extent that they could participate in through business, 
might live. A rate that would be a reasonable price for the trans- 
portation of freight upon such a railroad might be an exorbitant 
price for another railroad differently situated and which was 
so located that it participated in through business. The rail- 
roads of Illinois, like the captains of industry of the United 
States, readily saw this and encouraged the commission to 
prescribe a liberal maximum schedule. Neither the commis- 
sioners nor the legislature ever dreamed that such a schedule 
would become a current schedule for everyday use. Just as 
some of the members of this body, when adopting very highly 
protective tariffs, probably did not dream that the industries 
affected would use any more of the protection afforded than 
was necessary to protect themselves from the aggression of 
foreign competitors. But a few years ago the shippers of IIli- 
nois discovered that the rates charged them for shipments 
originated in and destined to points in Illinois were so much 
more than the interstate rate that they could not compete with 
shippers engaged in similar lines living just across the State 
line. The wholesale grocers of Cincinnati and Columbus could 
make shipments of their goods from those points into central 
Illinois at a lower freight rate than the local shippers could 
procure for short hauls to the same customers. In a hearing 


ress in 


uses 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A 


RIL 28. 


before the railroad and warehouse commission it wac 

mined upon the evidence of canceled freight bills that th), 
zens of Illinois were paying from 75 per cent to 300 pel 
more for local shipments in the State than the shippe; 
Indiana, Ohio, and Michigan were paying for local shj;); 
of the same kind of goods the same distance and in mi, 

upon the same railroads. An inquiry into this condi; 

affairs disclosed the fact that the railroads of Llinoic 
simply adopted the maximum schedule of the State as 

current schedule, while in Indiana, Ohio, and Michie: 

rates were the product of the Central Traffic Associatic; 

posed of representatives of the various railroads, and th: 
schedules instead of being a maximum schedule was a mi), 
schedule. 

In other words, the minimum schedule was establis}, 
the purpose of legitimatizing competition between the ra 
themselves, while in Illinois the harvest was so rich { 
railroads under the guise of State regulation simply « 
the maximum rate in lieu of a competitive rate. “ Ob.” {; 
be said, “yet the State of Illinois prospered and dey, 
wonderfully, and did so while this law has been yu: 
statute books.” This suggestion, however, is answered }), 
thought that Lllinois is so blessed by nature that she has 
pered and developed in spite of this handicap, just as the U; 
States has prospered and developed in spite of the Repub 
high protective policy. 

Tariffs in this schedule are constructed for the purpos 
raising revenues sufficient to administer economically the 
of this Government. While doing this they are so ¢ 
as to encourage competition, keeping down the cost of 
which is ever going higher and higher, while the Reju 
tariff prohibits competition on all commodities the pri 
which are not fixed in the free markets of the world. 
said before, this law may bear some inconsistencies, it mzy 
be perfect, but it is the product of an honest effort to 
faith with the people of this country by making an imme 
and rational downward revision of the tariff. It is the re 
of conservative patriotic deliberation. It is a full compii 
with the Democratic platform; it is a fair response to 
request of President Wilson in his recent message to Cou 
when he said: 

We must abolish everything that bears even the semblai 
privilege or of any kind of artificial advantage, and put cur | 
men and producers under the stimulation of a constant nece 
efficient, economical, and enterprising masters of competitive sup: 
better workers and merchants than any in the world. Aside { 
duties laid upon articles which we do not, and probably 
produce, therefore, and the duties laid upon luxuries and 
the sake of the revenues they yield, the object of the tariff dut 
forth laid must be effective competition, the whetting of Ameri 
by contest with the wits of the rest of the world. 

The pending measure not only liberated a vast number of 
commodities so as to stimulate trade, but the amount of revenue 
which will be raised from the customs taxes provided under it 
is many millions of dollars less than the amount raised under 
the present Payne-Aldrich law. ‘The deficit created by 
radical change is amply provided for by the levying of 1 very 
moderate income tax. It is estimated that the income-tax 
feature of the present law will raise substantially $80,000,000 
of revenue, thus placing a just portion of the burdens of gov- 
ernment upon a class of people who never have paid their pro- 
portionate amount of the taxes collected to defray the neces 
sary cost of administering our national affairs. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has 
expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute mor 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FITZHENRY. Mr. Chairman, when the arguments in- 
terposed by those who have resisted this measure are curetully 
considered the objections advanced may be reduced to a 
paratively few propositions. 

First, a strong appeal has been made for a retention of the 
rates of the present Payne-Aldrich law, which have been so 
overwhelmingly and so justly repudiated by the people at tie 
polls. The burden of the argument of the gentlemen on (ie 
other side of the aisle has been that the duties as laid down 
in that measure were just and proper. This position is taken 
now in the light of the arguments of many of the same geive 
men last fall, when it was admitted that the Payne rates were 
probably a little too high and should be reduced. If the peo)'es 
rights are to be considered in tariff making at all, it is plainly 
the duty of this House to pass this bill. In 1908 the Repub 
national convention declared for the revision of ihe | 
because the rates of the old Dingley law were excessive &! 
burdensome. President Taft, in a public speech following |! t 
convention, interpreted the platform to mean the “ downwere 
revision” of the tariff. 
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On the promises of a downward revision the Republican 
Party was returned to power, with full control of both branches 
of Congress, When the present Payne-Aldrich tariff law was 
eyacted. It did not take the people of the country, who in the 
end pay all of the tariff exactions, long to realize that instead 
of making “an immediate downward revision” of the tariff that 
the Republican Party had fooled those who had intrusted them 
with power and in special session had made a decidedly * up- 
ward revision” and increased the burdens of the people. Yet 
these are the rates that gentlemen would have the Democratic 
Party put in the pending measure. They would have the | 
nresent Congress and administration break faith with the | 
people in the hope that an outraged public opinion might re- | 
turn their party to power. How presumptious is their propo- 
sition! Should we break faith with the people as they have done 


‘++ would do the Republican Party no good, for if publie opinion 
ean be analyzed at all the American people have fully decided 
to relieve themselves of the onerous burdens of high and pro- 
hitive tariff taxes. The Democratic Party is the instrumen- 
lity chosen to perform this duty; it is now endeavoring to 
onestly execute a public trust committed to it. Should we do 
as vou did four years ago an outraged public opinion would at 
the next election relegate the Democratic Party to the “* valley 
f the shadow of death,” as it has your party, and the next 
ngress would be made up of members of the new Progressive 
‘arty, with as large a majority as we now enjoy. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], one of 
he Republican leaders of this House, in a speech the other day | 
rrectly described the predicament of his party. You will 
member he said: 
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We failed to move with the age. That was the head and front of 
offending. The Republican chieftains could not adjust their views 
modern schools of thought. They persisted in governing the country 


in their own way, not in the country’s way, and so we came to grief. 


* * * It makes very little difference now whether the Payne law | 
V fulfillment of my party's pledges, as I earnestly believe, or | 
v her it was a double-dealing, interest-controlled, diabolical perver- 
‘ f our promises, as the country believes, or wishes to believe. The 
Nation does not want the Payne law; the Nation will not have the 
Payne law. 

Yet in the light of the testimony of so distinguished a wit- | 
ness as the gentieman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], the | 
burden of the argument of gentlemen on the other side of this 
House is a plea that the old tariff rates of the Payne law be | 

: . . . ' 
reenacted into the pending measure. The Democratic Party | 


does “ move with the age.” The people have made their demands 
upon their Representatives in no unmistaken tones, and it is the 
purpose of the Democratic side of this House to give the people 
not only what we think they should have but what they want. 
Aside from the matter of principle, we would indeed be dull if 
we failed to profit by your experience. 

Second. The next objection urged is that the tariff rates as 
id in the pending measure are not “ protective,” but are com- 
In other words, the complaint is that the rates con- 
tained in this bill do not prevent or prohibit competition but 
encourage it. We at once plead guilty to this impeachment, 
and I might add that that is why many of us are here to-day. 
it was because the Republicans would not “move with the 
age” but, rather, insisted upon granting special privileges to 
vored manufacturers at the expense of the people that their 
for in this Chamber are a shattered and dismembered minor- 
ity to-day. 

Third. The one paramount objection to this bill that has been 
rged all through this debate is that the law does not provide | 
r a nonpartisan tariff commission to ascertain the difference 
n the cost of production of goods and commodities at home and 
abroad. Gentlemen say the Congress should have accurate in- 
formation of facts concerning tariffs procured by a tariff board 
before it enacts a tariff law. They did not need a tariff com- 
mission to advise them when théy passed the McKinley bill nor 
the Dingley bill. They needed no tariff commission to advise | 
them when they passed the Payne-Aldrich bill, increasing the | 
tariff rates each time. Do gentlemen believe that “ accurate 
intormation” ig mnnecessary to increase the taxes of the people 
but very necessary to reduce them? 

his is strange reasoning, but it is their position. They pro- 
vided for a commission in the Payne bill, but that was after 
they had fixed the rates, and their President deliberately 
vetoed measures passed by the last Congress for the relief of 
the people, because the Tariff Board had not yet reported the 
ea concerning the schedules affected. Finally, 

Arif Board did report upon those schedules and established 
the fact that reductions proposed by the Democratic measures 
were very conservative, and after the same bills were reenac ed, 
then their President vetoed the measures again for reasons that 
Were satisfactory to himself. 
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All these touching appeals in behalf of 9 tariff commission 


are idle and, in my judgment, made for “ home consumption.” 


I question their good faith, for nobody knows better than the 
gentlemen on the Republican side of this Chamber that the 
Democratic Party wants all the information it can get con 
cerning tariffs. Gentlemen know that in the Inst Congress the 
Democratic Party provided for the creation of a tariff commis- 
sion that is designed to be one of the permanent departments of 
this Government. Their Tariff Commission was found unsatis 
factory, and the information it furnished proved to be 

plete, fragmentary, and unreliable. It refused to f h 
sources of information to the chairman of the Ways and M: 
Committee of the House of Representatives An exp ‘ 
ployed by it gave up his position in disgust and printed several 
articles exposing the methods of the Tariff Board, and det 

facts tending to support the charge that their board was «dé 
liberately suppressing and emasculating facts in order to sus 
tain the rates of the Payne-Aldrich law, upon which both your 


party and your Tariff Board were repudiated by the country. 
The Democratic Party created the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce, with a tariff division, in connection with 





the Department of Commerce at the t session Chis board 
has even more power than the Tariff Commission of the Taft 
administration. The important duties of the bureau, as pro 
vided in the Democratic measure, which is now a law, are 
these: 

To ascertain, at as early a date as pr ble, and wher r fi istrial 
changes shall make it essential, the « f producin rticles at the 
time dutiable in the United States, in leadi countries where ch 
articles are produced. by fully specified units of production, and under a 
classification showing the different elem« of cost, or approximate 
cost, of such articles of production, in lin he wa paid in ¢ i 
industries per day, week, month, or year or by the piece; and hours 
employed per day; and the profits of manufacturers and produce of 
such articles; and the comparative cost of living and the kind lin 
ing: what articles are controlled by trusts or other combination if 
capital, business operations, or lal and what effect said t ts 
other combinations of capital, business operations, or labor have « 
production and prices. 

This bureau was not of service in the writing of the pending 
measure, as Members well know, because the late Republican 
administration refused to authorize an appropriation for th 
purpose. But I give notice now, upon the authority of th 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. 1 op, 
the matchless leader of the majority of this House, th his 
new bureau, whose duty it is to procure the information ap- 
parently so much desire now, will be vitalized by an appropria 
tion at the present session. Gentlemen well know that under 
the Constitution of the United States this Congress has abso 
lutely no power to delegate the making of a revenue 1 ure t 


a tariff commission, nonpartisan, bipartisan, or otherwise 
They know that the most any bureau or commission can do is 
to furnish Congress with information. Tariffs are y pro 
tided for the purpose of raising revenue, and can lawfully be 
provided for no other purpose. The Constitution expressly r 


quires that all bills relating to revenue must originate in the 
House of Representatives. 


It is idle to talk of taking the tariff out of politics, but you 
ean do what the people did last November—you can take de 
signing politicians away from the tariff. Tariff making is 
merely tax levying, and it has been said that the science of 
taxation is the science of government. This being true, how 
ean the tariff question ever be taken out of politics? You can 


> 


stop passing laws that will put $7 in the pockets of a favored 
few while you are putting $1 in the vaults of the United States 


Treasury, and that is exactly what the pending mezsure pro- 
poses to do. That is why the few who have so long been so 
greatly benefited by the enjoyment of the special privileges of 
high-tariff laws are so strenuously opposing this bill. 


The sincerity of the opposition of the bill upon the tariff 
commission grounds ean be ascertained by a brief inquiry. 
the Constitution requires that all revenue bills must 
originate in the House of Representatives—and it would require 
an amendment to the Constitution to permit them to be origi 
nated by a nonpartisan tariff commission—why have not eith 

Republican or the Progressive minorities in this I 
offered a bill to submit a constitutional amendment to the 
eral States for ratification authorizing a “tariff 
to perform that function? 

One of the crowning features of the 
it provides for a graduated in ti 
tariff system of taxation the reve! 
been raised by a tax upon t 
in providing food, clothing, : 
tax has been paid when the 
venience, or the means of 
other words, a tariff tax is 
family pays practically the 
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because the actual difference in the consumption between the 
rich man and the poor man is not great. In this way the poor 
man is required to pay more than his proportionate share of 
the expense of the National Government, and it is to remedy 
this great injustice that the Democratic Party has made a very 
substantial reduction in the teriff taxes, and to meet this defi- 
ciency caused by this reduction provision is made in the pend 
ing bill for a tax upon the incomes of the well to do and the 
rich, as well as the incomes of corporations. 

Under this new feature of taxation each will be taxed in pro- 
portion to the benefits of the Government which he enjoys, as 
evidenced by his annual income. Under the present system the 
richer a man grows the less he pays in relation to his prosperity 
or income toward the expense of running the National Govern- 
ment. The purpose of this law is to make it necessary for each 
person to pay in proportion to his individual prosperity. The 
income tax is not laid upon those whose incomes are less than 
$4,000 annually, while those persons whose incomes exceed that 
amount are required to pay a tax of 1 per cent upon the amount 
over $4.000. In addition to this tax the Underwood bil! pro- 
vides that an additional tax of 1 per cent shall be paid upon all 
net incomes in excess of $20.000 and not over $50,000; 2 per 
cent additional upon all incomes over $50,000 and not over $100, 
000, while an additional tax of 3 per cent is levied upon all net 
incomes of $100,000. The normal income tax levied upon indi- 
viduals is also levied upon the incomes of corporations, with the 
exception, however, that the corporation is not entitled to the 
$4,000 exemption. 

Since this bill has been introduced the Members of this House 
have been deluged by circular letters sent out by the great in- 
surance companies of this country to policyholders and signed 
by policyholders and mailed to the Members of the House. The 
law levies a tax upon all insurance companies except fraternal 
societies and associations not organized and conducted for 
financial profit. The law expressly exempts from the operation 
of the income-tax law the proceeds of a life insurance policy 
paid upon death, but this exemption does not seem to be satis- 
factory to the big insurance companies, They say that they are 
doing business upon the mutual plan and by a system of adver- 
tising have succeeded in making every policyholder believe that 
he is participating in all the profits of the insurance company. 
Yet a recent investigation established the fact that $100.000 
worth of stock of the Equitable Go., of New York, sold for 
$3,000,000, It has assets amounting to more than $400,000,000, 

One hundred dollar shares of stock in the Atna Life were re- 
ported to be worth more than $10,000 ; $100 shares of Metropolitan 
Life, $15,000; $100 shares of the Prudential, $17,000. The at- 
tempt of these great insurance companies to have this House 
amend this bill so that it will not apply to them was, in effect, 
asking the Congress of the United States to grant that com- 
puny an exemption in the nature of a special privilege that 
would make the stock in their company, which is owned by 
individuals, still increase in value by leaps and bounds. The 
corporation tax as now laid in this bill will not have the effect 
of embarrassing the rights of a single policyholder, but it may 
prevent the value of the shares of capital steck from increasing 
to more enormous values. This tax is one which does not 
interfere with the policyholder, but has to do with the income 
of the stockholder, and 1 believe that this feature of the in- 
come-tax section of the proposed law is one of the most note- 
worthy features of the entire act. 

The enactment of the pending measure into law will prove 
to be the greatest achievement in revenue lawmaking of the 
last 50 years. The farmer who has been compelled to sell all 
of the products of his farm in the free markets of the world 
in competition with the world and who has, on the other hand, 
been compelled te buy the things he uses and needs in a pro- 
tected special-privileged market, will find abundant relief in 
this measure. The laborer and mechanic who have been com- 
pelled to sell their labor in the free-trade labor markets of the 
world and yet been compelled to buy all of the necessaries of 
life and their tools of industry in a protected special-privileged 
market, will find great relief. This bill metes out justice to the 
poor as well as the rich. It is written in the interests of the 
vine-clad cottage as well as the stately mansion. It is written 
to encourage the thrift of our manhood and womanhood. It 
will rebuild and reestablish the American merchant marine, 
which will beer the products of our labor, our factories, and 
our fields to other climes. It is the first great Democratic step 
to equalize the burdens of Government among the people and 
tends to equalize the oppertunity of every citizen for liberty 
and the pursuit of happiness. It is the fruit of the great doc- 
trine “equel rights to all and special privileges to none.” {[Ap- 
plause on 1 retic side.] 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. 


Linv). 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that tho +... 
is so limited that I am not permitted to make some general , ; 
servations relating to some of the speeches that have heen . ne 
tended and feigned as arguments against this bill, [ps 
as my time is so limited, 1 will confine myself .o some ; 
that I have prepared. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not be expected in the brief timo 
ted to me to say anything that will change the vote of 
Representative on the other side of this House, becanse +) . 
came here wearing peculiarly goggied glasses, furnished 
fitted on them by the sleek, pampered, favored few ana 
cially designed so that their visions are always and eons! 
focused on the heaping hoards of accumulated riches the | 
been giving to them by iegislating to them a “ ress 
profit”’ on their business. No one on your side of the 
once fitted up in this splendidly fashioned visor, can geo ; 
other side of a proposition, and never wil! unless the courage 
leader of the second great political party in this country 
you another sparring match. In the event that he does 
will get your so-called goggles, and unless you can muste 
patriotism than you now have you surely will be knocked x 
blind. 

I was very much amused the other day when the astute 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetr], who almost lost his y, 
yelling “soup house,” prefaced bis remarks by saying: 

Viewing your legislation as we do, our profound recret wit! 
it arises from the fact that while you alone are responsible. 
effects we anticipate can not be confined to you or those who 
you, but will fall as a deadly blight upon the whole body of our | 

How easily and truthfully he might well have said: 

Viewing our legislation as we do, our profound regret y 
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it arises from the fact that while you alone will be resp: 
priving our specially favored industries from a further conti 
their illegalized “ reasonable profit,” which we wished agai: 
pate, and can now no longer be confined to our industries o1 
agree with us, but the benefits of the Underwood Dill will 
delightful godsend upon the whole body of our people, 


io 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Your “ reasonable-profit ” system of legislation has 1 
possible to-day that you view the horrible spectacle of ab 
individuals in this country owning almost 90 per cent of al 
wealth of the whole body of our American people. w! 
thought they were living under a free flag and in a free « 
Almost all of the speeches from the other side of the H 
declare to be in favor of a tariff that will be fair to | 
manufacturer and the consumer. And ye you say to « 
such a law you must tax one cluss to get a “ reasonable | 
for the other. The task of doing this is as difficult 
be to find water naturally flowing uphill. Oh, bu‘ you s 
consumer does not feel on indirect tax, and then we jy: 
employe Ss so much better wages under this system. N 
us see if this be true 

The cost of living under your system has in the last 10 ) 
increased about 50 per cent to every consumer, and the : 
increase in wages paid to the laboring man is about 20 | 
You would therefore have the wage earner believe that y 
take 50 cents from him and give him back 20 and by that | 
make him ultimately rich or well off financially. For | 
you got away with this kind of argument, but you now find 
your false and deceptive theory will no longer win. [A| 
on the Democratic side. ] 

If everybody was so prosperous and the entire country v 
going along so well with its equal and fair taxation, 
claim, why did you not re‘urn to power as formerly? You 1 
realize how faise the doctrines of your “ reasonable-profit i 
gods,” which you espouse and proclaim, have been. 

The protection theory of taxation with a “reasonable prot 
for the manufacturer will be successful when it gives 
legislates a like reasonable profit to the men and wonie! 
boys and girls who are creating the wealth. If it is fail 
you view it, to legislate a “ rensonable profit” to one 
class of men, it is equally as fair to legislate a reaso! 
profit to all other men, women, and children who crete 
wonderful profit. Then it would be that more than 6.000""" 
wage earners in this country would share in al! these fabu 
creations of wealth. ‘That theory of legislation woul’ be 
unconstitutional and you know it. Then, any theory 0! 
sonable profit” legislation to any class is unconstitu!ions 

On account of this theory of taxation you find yourse ves 
the miserable remnant of a once popular party. The few oc! 
you who are here to<lay do no! agree upon a plan of att 
against the great majority on this side of the House. Tic 0! 
proposition you can unite upon is to yell “soup bouses ; 
“panic.” Your tracks in the golden sands of this Repu)’ 
have overtaken you, because they were made by the ligh of a 
false theory. You are wiping them out by that part of yor 
anatomy where the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxprtt] 
said the Democratic badge is worn. [Applause on the Demo- 














ratic side.] You are now leaving only a blurred mark on this 
<ome sand. And you have left a very marked blur upon the 
pappiness and contentment of 6,000,000 wage earners. [Ap- | 


niause on the Democratic side. ] 

in the past you have promised relief and were relied upon to 

it and returned to power only to do what you had promised 

» would not do. On these promises for the four presidential 
tions, preceding the last one, your party came in by an 

vhelming vote of the people. Your promises were broken 
is fast as you could break them. In the campaign of 1908 you 

ii your leader, Mr. Taft, specifically promised to give relief | 

- revising the tariff downward. It was revised not downward, 
but upward, and then proclaimed as the best tariff law ever | 
enacted by Congress. It is the law made following the cam- 

en when your platform defined a protective tariff to be one | 
hat “equals the difference in the cost of production at home | 
nd abroad, together with a ‘ reasonable profit’ to the Ameri- 

| industries.” It was the finishing touch of fancy Republican 
egislation, in utter violation of their solemn pledge to the | 
people. Again in the last campaign, after a spectacular con- 
vention in Chicago last June, where many of your honest and 
rageous men told you what not to do, and in the face of this 
warning, intoxicated with the glory of former delusions, you | 
put your O. K. upon what you had done for the past four years 
and former administrations and put your clumsy leader on the 
pike for a second heat. Yes, your candidates and your “ 
ile-profit ” 
an overwhelming vote, but went out at the last election by 
nimous consent. 

If about 10,000 votes had been properly placed in the puny 
States of Utah and Vermont, you never would have been heard 
of at the roll call of electors when the vote for President was 
taken. 

In the infamy of your false doctrines birth was given to a 
new and not third party, but a second party. 
gressive Party, made up of men who do not fear to do what 
they think is right. And under the terms of their program or 
contract or platform with the people, as they may choose to 
call it, they are pledged to vote with us on the tariff until they 

n secure a scientific nonpartisan tariff commission. Some 
Republicans are inclined to dislike Progressives because Repub- 
lican downfall is attributed to them. They are not to be blamed. 


eit 


ove 





They nor no other intelligent person could tell what you would | 


do by what you said. It reminds me of the adage “ The truth 
itself is not believed from one who often has deceived.” They 


did not know where you would go nor what you would do. It 
reminds me of an Irish sculptor who came to this country. The | 


Irishman found work at his trade. 


work he was accustomed to pass a graveyard. One morning as 


he went to work he saw a newly erected monument in the grave- | 


yard and went over to see it. Upon viewing it he found it to 
fe the monument of Patrick O’Brien, of Kilkenny, Ireland, which 
was the home of the sculptor, and being a fellow countryman he 
took time to read the inscription, which was: 

As you are now, so once was I; 

As I am now, you, too, shall be; 

Prepare thyself and follow me. 

All day long the sculptor thought over this epitaph, and that 
night as he started home he took his chisel and underneath the 
inscription chiseled these words: 

To follow you is not my intent 
Until I know which way you 
[Laughter.] 


went. 


So it is; no one was warranted, except the officeholders and | 
| enthroned, and our 


favored few, in following the Republican Party. 

In the last campaign it was announced from one end of this 
country to the other by the Republicans and Progressives that 
this country would be ruined if the Democratic Party went into 
power. Misery, want, and starvation would be everywhere 
throughout our land and country. I hardly believe they actually 
thought so. No one believes that Republicans and Progressives 
are not patriotic. If they are patriotic, as all believe, and they 
actually thought that if the Democrats should come into power 
inisery, want, suffering, and starvation would go into every 
hook, corner, and recess of this fair land over which Old Glory 
proudly waves, ever and ever bespeaking “the land of the free 
and the home of the brave,” then they would have joined hands 
and gone to the ballot box on November 5 like true patriots 
ind good Samaritans to save this country and its people. 

Good patriotic people to-day everywhere throughout this land 
and country will lend their help and votes to pass the Under- 
wood tariff bill and all measures that the people of this country 
demanded by their votes, instead of singing swan songs of the 
dying and fatted, favored few. 

Much has been said to the effect that Thomas Jefferson was a 
high protectionist. None who know his history and his teachings 
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| have been enthroned, an era of corruption 


reason- | 


theories came in in these former four elections by | 


In going to and from his | 


683 





will ever become so blinded as to believe it. As hus been s 
here in this committee by my colleague from | 
StrRincer], Jefferson advocated nothing in all his cxreer that 
would tax all the people for the benefit of the fey 
lican in former years ever considered any of Jefierson’s 
ances as tending toward the protective or 
theory of the Republicans of to-day. It 
the latter-day saints of the shattered remnant 

No one will dispute the fact that under the tem of gov 
ernment handsomely rendered us by the Repul for the 
last 50 years, nine-tenths of all the wealth of thé ry 
aggregated into the hands of about 10 persons. Ni 
we take a glance at what was said by Lincoln, whose « 
heart throb was wholly and completely in 
masses. He is the idol of all Republicans. Ji 
before his assassination he wrote: 


“ reasoitble- profit 


is a new discovery 


sy tiy Ww 


publie, I 

unnerves me ! 

As a result of \ 

in high p 

end 
eople 1 til 


It has indeed been a trying hour for the R« 
near future a crisis arising which 
tremble for the future of my country. 


and the money power 
reign by working upon 
is aggregated in a few hands, and the Republic { 
at this time more anxiety for the safety of my country 
before—even in the midst of war. God grant that my fears n 
prove groundless. 


of the country will 
the prejudices of the 


Mr. Chairman, corporations were enthroned after the close 
of the Civil War by special tariff taxation. Ah, who would 
say that an era of corruption in high place had not followe 
when you have an abundance of undeniable that 
corporations and the money power of this country made 
public officials in the legislatures of this country molded 


testimony 

have 
and 
is 


to 


legislation in their favor in return for their liberal support 
there any doubt but that the money power is endenvoring 


| prolong its reign by working upon the prejudices of the people 
| when it tries to scare the wage earners and laborers by how! 
It is the Pro- | 


ing “soup houses,” “ panic,” starvation, and destruction when 
it finds its past favors now slipping from it. [Applause o1 
the Democratic side.] 

All know that by this system for the last 50 years the wealth 
of this country has been aggregated in the hands of a { 
Then the prophecy of the great Lincoln is being daily verified 

Again he wrote: 

I affirm, it as my conviction that class laws, placing capital a 
labor, are more dangerous to the Republic at this hour than chatt: 
slavery in the days of its haughtiest supremacy. Labor is prior to 
and above capital and deserves much higher consideration 

[Applause on the Democratie side.] 

This was a great prophecy. The day of this dreaded dream 
of the immortal Lincoln has dawned. Corporations and money 
lords beat and throttle the body politic, all because they are and 


have been receiving a legislated “ reasonable profit’ at the ex- 
pense of labor and the masses. 
“Is there no balm in Gilead?” Yes, Mr. Chairman; there is. 


The people spoke with no uncertainty at the last election at the 
rate of about eleven and one-half millions to three and a half 
millions against the past policy of the Republican Party. And | 
is our duty now to release the people from that unjust and 
righteous system of taxation. [Applause on Demuv¢ 
side. } 

Trusts and monopolies by the hundreds have entwined this 
fair land of ours under this system within the last 50 year 
Honest competition has been stifled and driven out. No 
dares to enter into business without first bowing down his head 
to kiss the toe of these hydra-headed monsters of greed and 
avarice to obtain their consent. Trusts, indeed, have been 
tepublican friends say they must be fur- 
ther protected and given a “reasonable profit.” So reasonable 
has that profit been under this protection that they all can and 
do make and manufacture American products here in our own 
country, pay the freight on these products of their factories 
from here to England, Germany, Russia, and many other for 
eign lands, and there sell them in competition with the prod 
ucts of those countries cheaper than they can sell them to the 
American people at the doors of their factories. Protect a: 
industry at home so much that it can not treat you with t! 


un 
the 


same respect that it does the foreigner. Even American sugat 
sells cheaper in London than at home. God forbid that I may 
ever give support or sanction to such a law. 

Let all such laws be outlawed. Let us have an end of 


all 
special legislation, except for patriotic service. 

If a manufacturer is paid $30 for a suit of clothes under the 
tariff, which without tariff could have been bought for $16. the 
wage worker who earned the $30 and bought the suit is robbed 
of $14. The law compels him to pa¥$30 for $16 worth of goods; 
compels him to work for half price and b@y for double price. 
The manufacturer gets a clear gift of $14. Such laws 


wealth to the industry. They are poverty and death to the 


ratie 


man 


are 


O84 


wage Truats and monopolies have the right idea and 
clever It’s their infernal rapacity for greed that pre- 
vents them from declaring a general increase in wages of from 
50 to 300 per cent and an almost equal reduction in selling price 
and still amass multiplied thousands annually. By them the 
people are plundered. Competition is killed, bought out, or 
starved out. They are conscienceless and unpatriotic. They 
less nbout conscience than Balaam’s ass knew about the 
principles of Hebreavy grammar. Never again let it be said that 
this has been a Government of the rich, by the rich, and for 
the benefit of the rich 

Mr. Chairman and Democratic colleagues, in the beginning of 
the nineteenth century it was Napoleon’s ambition, greed, and 
lust for power that not only prompted him to become conqueror 
of the French and Spanish empires, but also to try to become 
the sea. It was Lord Nelson who was in command 
sh Mediterranean fleet. With only 13 ships he sailed 
t Indies after the enemies’ fleet, which numbered 530. 

them there be sailed back in pursuit. Lord Nelson 

obeyed orders, and on the 21st day of October in 1805 came in 
conflict with the conqueror. Nelson said in plain and forceful 
words to his “ England expects every man to do his 
duty ’; and the battle of Trafalgar was won and England saved 
from invasion. 

In the campaign last year, which ended on November 5, the 
Democratic Party ¢ame into its own, and now has a plain duty 
to perform to save our people from further invasion, and the 
concordant cry everywhere is that the great Democratic Party 
expects every Demacrat to do his duty. You will do your duty 
by voting for the Underwood tariff bill. The country expects it 
and Democracy demands it, and then it is the favored few will 
receive the scriptural injunction: 


earner. 
methods. 


know 


conqueror of 
of the Brit 
to the Wes 
Not findings 


soldiers, 


Go to, now, ye rich men, weep and how! for your miseries that shall 
come upon you Your riches are corrupted and your garments are moth 
eaten Your gold and silver is cankered, and the rust of them shall bea 
witness against you, and shall eat your flesh as it were fire. Ye have 
heaped treasure together for the last days. 


And the people will be blessed. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
desire to proceed new? 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Murpock}., 

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CHANDLER]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Mr. Chairman, I know little 
about the tariff, but, strange to say, though a modest and 
retiring man, I have suffered from no embarrassment what- 
ever from any private conversations on the subject that I have 
had with any Member of this House. My excuse for speaking 
at all upon the tariff is the justification of Col. Ingersoll for 
discussing the immortality of the soul. He said that where 
nobody knew everybody had a right to guess. 

Now, after listening to the tariff discussions of a week I 
have some very pesitive convictions, with a few reservations. 
I know perfectly well that the Democrats are wrong. I also 
know perfectly well that the Republicans are wrong, and at 
times I have serious doubts about the Progressives. [Laughter.] 

I wish to deprecate, in the very beginning, the spirit of 
partisanship and sectionalism that pervades the tariff discus- 
sions in this House. I do not intend by this to read a lecture 
to anyone or to rebuke anybody. You know that the Progres- 
sives are nonpartisan. We have in our party all kinds of people 
of good qualities. I do not see why Democrats and Republicans 
should be eternally at each others throats. I do not see why 
sectionalism should forever embitter the debates in Congress. 
The historical Democratic Party is entitled to the gratitude, 
homage, and love of the world. The historical Republican 
Party is equally entitled to the love, homage, and gratitude of 
mankind. When we look backward across a century and a 
quarter of magnificent national history we see that the two 
great parties founded by Jefferson and by Lincoln have divided 
almost equally the glittering prizes and splendid triumphs of 
American public life. The first half century was a period of 
almost unbroken Democratic triumph. Federalists, Whigs, and 
Know-Nothings oceasionally dotted an “i” or crossed a “t,” 
but the great chapters of our early history were written by 
Democrats. The great founder of the Democratic Party is said 
to have written the Declaration of Independence, assisted by 
about four others. Louisiana, Florida, and Texas were added 
to the Union during the early Democratic régime. In other 
words, Democrats rounded out the early Republic from sea to 
sea. And any Republican who does not view with patriotic 
pride the Democratic achievements of all those years is an 
incomplete and unpatrtotie citizen. [Applause.] 


Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
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Then came the Republican Party, with a mission almost 
vine—to free the slave end maintain the Union and to 
upon the foundation laid by Democrats a finer form of a | 
political civilization. During these 50 years of almost unb 
rule this masterful party witnessed the emancipation of a 
carried to the benighted of distant lands our lang ; 
literature, and our laws, builded the most marvelous i 
civilization known to the children of men. and in every st) 
of its magnificent career carried above the embattled }; 
ofttimes through clouds of darkness and despair, in ons 
the torch of progress and in the other the starry banner 
free. And any Democrat who does not stand with ye 
head in the presence of the record of the Republican P 
likewise an incomplete and unpatriotic citizen, [Applaus 
other words, the great achievements of both the De:nor 
Republican Parties are the common heritage of all 
everywhere. These considerations should destroy al] 
otic desire to malign and misrepresent. 

But I have not eulogized these two political parties for ; 
purposes of amusement or pastime or from any desire 
or conciliate. I have done it simply as a protest 
attempt to substitute personality for argument and to 
shibboleth of sectionalism as a means of winning appla 

We Progressives sincerely hope that the adoption 
national program will destroy sectionalism and promote | 
cal fraternity in the Nation by offering to all the voters « 
land, men and women alike, from North, East. South, and V 
a program of principles and a medium of political es 
that will be acceptable to them. 

I wish at this time to pay my respects to the venerabl 
of one of the minorities on this floor. My disting: 
league from New York [Mr. Payne] quoted figures th 
to show that in a few months or years there wil! 
ieft of the Progressive Party. But, unfortunately for : 
haustive discussion of the subject, the gentleman did 
far enough. He told you what had happened in St. Ly 
Chicago, and in Nassau County, N. Y., but he did not te 
what happened in Massachusetts at the recent special « 
for a Member of Congress. He did not tell you tha 
first national election after last November, in the first e 
in which national issues were considered, the Progressive P 
substantially maintained its own, while the Republican |: 
lost 45 per cent of its vote. [Applause.] He failed to 
that with the personality of Roosevelt out of it, with t! 
of the Chicago convention out of it, and with the mo. 
siderations that entered into the last campaign entir 
moved, the Progressive Party in Massachusetts served 
upon the world that it bad come to stay. [Applause. } 

I also wish to pay my respects to my distinguished co 
from Alabama [Mr. Herrin]. On last Saturday aftern 
treated the House to a most extraordinary performan 
sought to discuss the tariff by ridiculing and defam 
Progressives and Roosevelt. He called attention to the 
few Progressive Members in this body and derisively soug 
locate them here and there. He showed, by doing this, | 
was ignorant of the true philosophy of history. He o 
know that quantity does not count, but that quality does 
ought to know that in the magnificent developments o! 
civilization of this earth numbers and masses have counted 
little. He ought to know that Emerson was right wit 
said, “All history resolves itself very easily into the biov 
of a few stern, stubborn characters,” and that when w 
France we do not mean France, we mean Charlies the ‘ 
Henry IV, Louis XIV, and Napoleon Bonaparte. 

He ought to know that his own party, the Democratic, is 
the lengthened shadow of a single man; that the Reforma! 
sprang from the brain of Luther, and that Christianity | 
from the teachings of a few unlettered fishermen casting ! 
for a livelihood in the waters of Gennesaret. 

Furthermore, a becoming spirit of gratitude and 
would have suggested to him that it was nothing but righ! 
just to say to you that behind the 19 Progressive Congres 
in this House stands a vast army of more than 4,000,000 v 
who love their country better than their party and are 
than willing to sacrifice all the traditions of party politics [0 
realize the highest good for the Commonwealth. And be! 
the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payn! 
sumes to make fun of the Progressive Party he should ren 
ber that in the electoral college our party cast eleven times 
many votes as his party. Our party registered S88 clec' 
votes, while his party received only 8 You should not |! 
these figures, and above all things you should not lose ® [I 
sense of humor nor a sense of the due proportions of histo ; 
A proper sense of humor would have kept the gentleman frol 
Alabama [Mr. Heriin] from referring derisively to the few 


r 
y. 
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progressives in this House. A proper sense of gratitude would | I shall read you first an editorial from the New York World, 

deterred him. Instead of delivering a bitter tirade | an able, brilliantly edited, independent Democratic journal. At 
the Progressives he should have made this kind of | the time this editorial was written the jundement of the World 
| was absolutely unbiased. There was no reason for conceal- 
| ment or misrepresent: tion \ full, free. and unbiased state 
ment of facts was intelligently and fearlessly uttered I read 
| this editorial all the more cheerfully and unhesitatineg be- 
| canse in politics, as in lnw, the most valuable testimony is that 
| drawn from a hostile witness. And this editorial of the Nx 
Ry World, a Democratic organ. and an 


fs ‘tlhe Progressive friends, you are welcome here. We 
see you, for if you had not been here there would 
“heen no Democratic majority. [Applause.] Stand pat. 
Do not be afraid; we will protect you if the Republicans get 
’ Do not feel bad in your present isolation. We 
tnow how you feel; we have felt that way ourselves. We were ardent advocate of 
fix for a half century, excepting a few short years. We | the election of Judge Parker in 1904, of Bryan in 1908, and of 
cad, small, hopeless, humiliated minority, and if it had | Wilson in 1912, is by far the bitterest denunciation of Demo 
1 for you Progressives we would still be wandering | crats and the completest vindication of Roosevelt, in the 1 
1d in the same desert in which the public had confined us 


\\ 


if trusts, to be found in the political literature of this generation 





early 50 years.” [Applause.] | This editorial was written the day following the decision of the 

Ir sex tfully suggest that this would have been the proper | United States Supreme Court in the Northern Securities case in 

eech, under the circumstances. Instead, like a big bully just 1904. Let me read it. The title of the editorial is siz ply 

t of jail, he jumped on the first small boy he met. | “ Facts,” and they are numbered in parentheses from 1 to 6. 
rhen he saw fit to take a fling at Roosevelt. He referred to | The World says: 

the suggestion once made by Roosevelt that the inscription, “ In (1) The antitrust law was framed by a Republican, was pa iby a 

Cod we trust.’ should be removed from our gold dolar. Now. Republican House and a Republican Senate, was signed by a Republican 

my esteemed colleague should net ha ve made a reference of (2) The law r mained a dead letter on the statute books during the 

d. Roosevelt suggested that this be done as an act Of | entire secong term of Grover Cleveland, a Democratic President 

verence, in order to separate the kingdom of God from the ae Saaee. So or id = 0 I oe atte administration all appeals and 

. 2 ae > ” : 0 } >» the rt enforce ere with eneer 

m of Mammon. [Applause.] Furthermore, [ respect: | jccr . and one ~y ntempt o hae a Dem aeaeaiieoen General. Ri hard 


eczest to Democratic Congressmen and to the Demo- Omey, who pretended th: it the law was unconstitutional, and who would 
arty that they should not refer to nor tamper with the | do nothing toward prosecuting violators of it. 
| dollar. [Applause.] Under the leadership of Dick Bland [ Applause. ] 
rly three decades and during the free-silver saturnatias (3) The first effort to enforce the law was made by Theodore Roose 
Brran they used every endeavor to degrade the gold dollar | velt. a Republican President. The first Attorney General to vigorously 
erv market of the world. I repeat that Democrats should | PTCscctte offenders and to test the law was a Republican Attorney Gen 


; f ’ ? : eral. Philander C Knox 
be careful in their behavior toward this coin. (4) The decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, given 
Acain, the same distinguished gentleman called Roosevelt “a | 25 a / lity from which the is no appeal, upholding the law as 


. o : erfectly constit tinnal «a abe . . . ” ' ae OPE = ° 
i man from Africa” and in the same breath invoked the |! tiv constitutional and absolutely impregnable in every respect, 





i. as the World for 12 years constantly insisted, was @ue to five judges 

rit of Andrew Jackson upon a Democratie Congress. When | every on of whom is a Republican. _ : ” ? 

Jackson went to Salisbury to study law they called him “the (S) ae dissenting minority of the court included every Democratic 

a let : ¢ “ nie wv indge of that tribunal, to wit: Chief Justice Fuller. of TMiinois. Mr 

st roal . rollicking, game coc king, hy rse-racing, c ird play Justice White, of Louisiana, and Mr. Jastice Peckham. of New York 
ng, 1 ischi jevous fellow ever seen in this tewn. but, mind you, | All those distinguished 1 oer 


' its not only voted against the con- 
sStitutionality of the law, but denounced it as a danger to the Ri ic 


[Applause. ] 


s was only the boy, the stripling, the sapling, if you please. 
was not “Old Hickory,” the grown-up tree, with gnarled 





br hes and ripened trunk. And here is the milk in the ececonut: 

Jackson once killed a man named Charles Dickinson in A (6) Under these _ circumstances it does not seem probable that t! 
duel; he threatened to hang Calhoun as high as Haman; tried | Democrats can m creat capital im secking to monopolize the anti 
to horsewhip Thomas Benton; chalice nzed Gen. Winfield Seott | ™'st issue and the arg ging the Republican l’arty with the crime of being 


7 s 7 owned body and seed by the trusts. 
to a duel; overran Florida without Executive orders and had | ~ 4 i ie 
"4s . . ) 1s 
two eminent British gentlemen hanged, thereby nearly bringing | !Applause.] 7 
us into a war with Great Britain and Spain; and, when Presi- | It is just as well to record some plain truths, however un- 
dent, broke up his Cabinet by his own headstrong violence pleasant or surprising. Such is the exact language of the New 
“s - “ 7 ™ 7 : ; = : é . = y 1 leading . ratio iv — : oe Bec nf 

This was the mild-mannered man whose spirit was invoked in | York World, the leading Democratic journal in the East, writ 
House by a Democratic Congressman in the same breath | ten in 1904, when there was no inducement to misrepresentation 
that he employed to call Roosevelt the wild man from Africa. ens : , 5 os in hai 

I have referred to Jackson and Roosevelt in this connection h, but you say, these are glittering generalities. You have 
culy to illustrate to you the ludicrous inconsistency of a Demo- | @S¢d fine rheotric, but you have failed to tell us what trusts 
cratic mind engaged in congressional debate. [Laughter.] But | 2¢ bas curbed ba anes Phen I will enumerate. d wil cite 

é . wie "NTN ¢ Troeraric ener hea y or Times 

a re serious matter now confronts us. My esteemed col- another editoria fr ma Pemocratic paper, the New York ‘I 
had of June 22, 1906. Remember that this paper is now also no 
never hurt or “ busted” a trust. Now, what connection Roose- | friend of Roosevelt, although it was friendly to him at the time 
velt’s record as a “ trust buster” has with the discussion of the the editorial was written. The Times said: 
t do not know. I am aware that there is a theory that Waiting with the crowd at Trondhjam to see King Haakon crowned, 
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1-2 oss . Mr. William J. Bryan being importuned for an expression of opinion 
the tariff is the mother of the trusts. Indeed, a distinguished | upen Democratic chances of success in 1908 made no direct answer 


from Alabama seriously asserted that Roosevelt 





gentleman only to-day asserted in this House that the tariff | but shaped his thoughts on another subject in this language: “I will 

was “an incubator of the trusts.” Maybe so and maybe not. | @Y this, the next election will decide whether America ts to swallow 

\ > = . 2 . the trusts or the trusts are to swallow America.” 

e know as a matter of fact that England is loaded down with a ; : rn ; at a 

trusts, and yet they have no tariff over there. But if the gen- That is the subject. That ts the text. Here is the discour 

tleman from Alabama thinks to identify Roosevelt and the Pro- | °F Sermon of the Times on that subject: 

gressive Party, if he seeks to find an inseparable connection Much has escaped the attention and knowledge of Mr. Bryan during 
ie ; : his travels. [Evidently he has not seen the American newspapers if 


between the tariff and the trusts, and if in the same breath he | he had, he would know that so far from trying to swallow America, or 
usures and ridicules the Progressives and Roosevelt by charg- | any other solid food, most of the trusts are now too seared to eat 
tooserelt never hurt or “busted” any of the trusts, | 2@ything. They are taking thought, not wherewithal they shali be fed, 

t the Progressives ar . . oe ' * | but how they shall be saved. One look Inte the bunting room of the 

i itt the Progressives are therefore not to be believed when | white House would convince Mr. Bryan that he is far, very far behind 
lhey say that if intrusted with power they will revise the tariff | the times—that he ts prophesying of past events, beating in door 
or curb the trusts, then let me say that we accept the chal- already wide open, and gravely concerning himself with superfluous 
lenge a1 rm eel works. There hang the heads of a larger number and wider variety of 
‘enge and join the issues offered. "eg 
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. ae | octopedean monsters than could be found in any other gentle: 
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world.” Iam going to quote you two editorials from two great fenders recently ch astened a stil under < mene eu t 
( i : There is he Tobacco rust, wpelled bs be ad on of e cour 
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; eatest trus yuster” oO re earth. | constituent compani » indictment. In a proceed in er t 
esident was the greatest trust “ bust f tl rtl Ap- | a | ! 
plause | I want to offer this proof at this time and make it a | Sherman Act the Paper Trust has been bidden to discontinue its 
matte | lawfi rice-fixing urrangements, 
matter of record, because the Progressives are going to introduce | @@@! ul price-fixus ange wb 
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ie 
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wage earner. Truats and monopolies have the right idea and 
clever methods. It's their infernal rapacity for greed that pre- 
vents them from declaring a general increase in wages of from 
50 to 300 per cent and an almost equal reduction in selling price 
and still amass multiplied thousands annually. By them the 
people are plundered. Competition is killed, bought out, or 
starved out. They are conscienceless and unpatriotic. They 
know less about conscience than Balaam’s ass knew about the 
principles of Hebrew grammar. Never again let it be said that 
this has been a Government of the rich, by the rich, and for 
the benefit of the rich 

Mr. Chairman and Democratic colleagues, in the beginning of 
the nineteenth century it was Napoleon’s ambition, greed, and 
lust for power that not only prompted him to become conqueror 
of the French and Spanish empires, but also to try to become 
conqueror of the sea. It was Lord Nelson who was in command 
of the British Mediterranean fleet. With only 13 ships he sailed 
to the West Indies after the enemies’ fleet, which numbered 30. 
Not finding them there he sailed back in pursuit. Lord Nelson 
obeyed orders, and on the 21st day of October in 1805 came in 
conflict with the conqueror. Nelson said in plain and forceful 
words to his soldiers, “ England expects every man to do his 
duty ’; and the battle of Trafalgar was won and England saved 
from invasion. 

In the campaign last year, which ended on November 5, the 
Democratic Party ¢ame into its own, and now has a plain duty 
to perform to save our people from further invasion, and the 
concordant cry everywhere is that the great Democratic Party 
expects every Demacrat to do his duty. You will do your duty 
by voting for the Underwood tariff bill, The country expects it 
and Democracy demands it, and then it is the favored few will 
receive the scriptural injunction: 

Go to, now, ye rich men, weep and howl for your miseries that shall 
come upon you. Your riches are corrupted and your garments are moth 
eaten. Your gold and silver is cankered, and the rust of them shall bea 
witness against you, and shall eat your flesh as it were fire. Ye have 
heaped treasure together for the last days. 

And the people will be blessed. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
desire to proceed new? 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Murpocx }. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CHANDLER]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Mr. Chairman, I know little 
about the tariff, but, strange to say, though a modest and 
retiring man, I have suffered from no embarrassment what- 
ever from any private conversations on the subject that I have 
had with any Member of this House. My excuse for speaking 
at all upon the tariff is the justification of Col. Ingersoll for 
discussing the immortality of the soul. He said that where 
nobody knew everybody had a right to guess. 

Now, after listening to the tariff discussions of a week I 
have some very positive convictions, with a few reservations. 
I know perfectly well that the Democrats are wrong. I also 
know perfectly well that the Republicans are wrong, and at 
times I have serious doubts about the Progressives. [Laughter.] 

I wish to deprecate, in the very beginning, the spirit of 
partisanship and sectionalism that pervades the tariff discus- 
sions in this House. I do not intend by this to read a lecture 
to anyone or to rebuke anybody. You know that the Progres- 
sives are nonpartisan. We have in our party all kinds of people 
of good qualities. I do not see why Democrats and Republicans 
should be eternally at each others throats. I do not see why 
sectionalism should forever embitter the debates in Congress. 
The historical Democratic Party is entitled to the gratitude, 
homage, and love of the world. The historical Republican 
Party ts equally entitled to the love, homage, and gratitude of 
mankind. When we look backward across a century and a 
quarter of magnificent national history we see that the two 
great parties founded by Jefferson and by Lincoln have divided 
almost equally the glittering prizes and splendid triumphs of 
American public life. The first half century was a period of 
almost unbroken Democratic triumph. Federalists, Whigs, and 
Know-Nothings oceasionally dotted an “i” or crossed a “t,” 
but the great chapters of our early history were written by 
Democrats. The great founder of the Democratic Party is said 
to have written the Declaration of Independence, assisted by 
about four others. Louisiana, Florida, and Texas were added 
to the Union during the early Democratic régime. In other 
words, Democrats rounded out the early Republic from sea to 
sea. And any Republican who does not view with patriotic 
pride the Democratic achievements of all those years is an 
incomplete and unpatriotic citizen. [Applause.] 
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Then came the Republican Party, with a mission almoc: 
vine—to free the slave end maintain the Union and to }, 
upon the foundation laid by Democrats a finer form of a |). 
political civilization. During these 50 years of almost uni». 
rule this masterful party witnessed the emancipation of at 
carried to the benighted of distant lands our languave a 
literature, and our laws, builded the most marvelous ind». 
civilization known to the children of men. and in every sti 
of its magnificent career carried above the embattl: 1 host 
ofttimes through clouds of darkness and despair, in ons 
the torch of progress and in the other the starry banner o} 
free. And any Democrat who does not stand with u 
head in the presence of the record of the Republican P 
likewise an incomplete and unpatriotic citizen. [Applaus 
other words, the great achievements of both the Demoecrs 
Republican Parties are the common heritage of all Ay 
everywhere. These considerations should destroy ali 1 
otic desire to malign and misrepresent. , 

But I have not eulogized these two political parties for ; 
purposes of amusement or pastime or from any desire to | 
or conciliate. I have done it simply as a protest again: 
attempt to substitute personality for argument and to 
shibboleth of sectionalism as a means of winning applause 

We Progressives sincerely hope that the adoption of 
national program will destroy sectionalism and promote ; 
cal fraternity in the Nation by offering to all the voters : 
land, men and women alike, from North, East. South, and We 
a program of principles and a medium of political expr: i 
that will be acceptable to them. 

I wish at this time to pay my respects to the venerable | 
of one of the minorities on this floor. My distinguished 
league from New York [Mr. Payne] quoted figures this n 
to show that in a few months or years there will be 1 
left of the Progressive Party. But, unfortunately for an . 
haustive discussion of the subject, the gentleman did 
far enough. He told you what had happened in St. Ly 
Chicago, and in Nassau County, N. Y., but he did not t l 
what happened in Massachusetts at the recent special « 
for a Member of Congress. He did not tell you that 
first national election after last November, in the first el: 
in which national issues were considered, the Progressive Party 
substantially maintained its own, while the Republican Par 
lost 45 per cent of its vote. [Applause.] He failed to 
that with the personality of Roosevelt out of it, with the t! 
of the Chicago convention out of it, and with the mo 
siderations that entered into the last campaign entirely 
moved, the Progressive Party in Massachusetts served 
upon the world that it had come to stay. [Applause.] 

I also wish to pay my respects to my distinguished collea 
from Alabama [Mr, Heriin]. On last Saturday afternoon he 
treated the House to a most extraordinary performance. lle 
sought to discuss the tariff by ridiculing and defaming 
Progressives and Roosevelt. He called attention to the ver) 
few Progressive Members in this body and derisively souglit to 
locate them here and there. He showed, by doing this, that 
was ignorant of the true philosophy of history. He oug 
know that quantity does not count, but that quality does. | 
ought to know that in the magnificent developments of 
civilization of this earth numbers and masses have counted 
little. He ought to know that Emerson was right when 
said, “All history resolves itself very easily into the biox 
of a few stern, stubborn characters,” and that when w: 
France we do not mean France, we mean Charles the Gr 
Henry IV, Louis XIV, and Napoleon Bonaparte. 

He ought to know that his own party, the Democratic, is but 
the lengthened shadow of a single man; that the Reformation 
sprang from the brain of Luther, and that Christianity ca 
from the teachings of a few unlettered fishermen casting ! 
for a livelihood in the waters of Gennesaret. 

Furthermore, a becoming spirit of gratitude and can 
would have suggested to him that it was nothing but right sud 
just to say to you that behind the 19 Progressive Congress!ie!! 
in this House stands a vast army of more than 4,000,000 voters, 
who love their country better than their party and are 1 
than willing to sacrifice all the traditions of party politics [0 
realize the highest good for the Commonwealth. And belvre 
the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne! &* 
sumes to make fun of the Progressive Party he should remem- 
ber that in the electoral college our party east eleven times 45 
many votes as his party. Our party registered 88 clector\ 
votes, while his party received only 8. You should not forse: 
these figures, and above all things you should not lose a projt 
sense of humor nor a sense of the due proportions of history. 
A proper sense of humor would have kept the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Heritrn] from referring derisively to the few 


J 











1915. 


TT 


A proper sense of gratitude would 


ressives in this House. 


oe deterred him. Instead of delivering a bitter tirade 
the Progressives he should have made this kind of 

~ # My tle Progressive friends, you are welcome here. We 
to see you, for if you had not been here there would 

en no Democratic majority. [Applause.] Stand pat. 

Do be afraid; we will protect you if the Republicans get 
Do not feel bad in your present isolation. We 


now how you feel; we have felt that way ourselves. We were 
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, - fix for a half century, excepting a few short years. We 
; ad, small, hopeless, humiliated minority, and if it had 
for you Progressives we would still be wandering 
i in the same desert in which the public had confined 
50 years.” [Applause.] 

[1 sper fully suggest that this would have been the proper 
h. under the circumstances. Instead, like a big bully just 

f jail, he jumped on the first small boy he met. 

[ he saw fit to take a fling at Roosevelt. He referred to 
the s stion once made by Roosevelt that the inscription, “ In 
God we trust,” should be removed from our gold dollar. Now, 
my esteemed colleague should not have made a reference of | 
that kind. Roosevelt suggested that this be done as an act of | 


e, in order to separate the kingdom of God from the 
m of Mammon. [Applause.] Furthermore, I respect- 
egest to Democratic Congressmen and to the Demo- 
Party that they should not refer to nor tamper with the 
ld r. [{Applause.] Under the leadership of Dick Bland 
rly three decades and during the free-silver 
they used every endeavor to degrade the gold dollar 
market of the world. I repeat that Democrats should 
eful in their behavior toward this coin. 
_ the same distinguished gentleman called Roosevelt “a 
i in from Africa” and in the same breath invoked the 
rit of Andrew Jackson upon a Democratic Congress. When 
m went to Salisbury to study law they called him “the 
rollicking, game-cocking, horse-racing, card-play 
ischievous fellow ever seen in this tewn.” But, mind you, 
is only the boy, the stripling, the sapling, if you please. 
This was not “Old Hickory,” the grown-up tree, with gnarled 
branches and ripened trunk. 
on once killed a man named Charles Dickinson in a 
he threatened to hang Calhoun as high as Haman; tried 


most roaring, 


o horsewhip Thomas Benton; challenged Gen. Winfield Scott 
to a duel: overran Florida without Executive orders and had 
two eminent British gentlemen hanged, thereby nearly bringing | 


us into a war with Great Britain and Spain; and, when Presi- 
broke up his Cabinet by his own headstrong violence. 
This was the mild-mannered man whose spirit was invoked in 
this House by a Democratic Congressman in the same breath 
that he employed to call Roosevelt the wild man from Africa. 


dent. 





I have referred to Jackson and Roosevelt In this connection 
culy to illustrate to you the ludicrous inconsistency of a Demo- 
cratic mind engaged in congressional debate. [Laughter.] But 
a more serious matter now confronts us. My esteemed col- 
league from Alabama seriously asserted that Roosevelt had 
never hurt or “busted” a trust. Now, what connection Roose- 


velt’s record as a “ trust buster” has with the discussion of the 
tariff I do not know. I am aware that there is a theory that 
the tariff is the mother of the trusts. Indeed, a distinguished 





gentleman only to-day asserted in this House that the tariff 
1 “an incubator of the trusts.” Maybe so and maybe not. 
\ was a matter of fact that England is loaded down with 
trusts, and yet they have no tariff over there. But if the gen- 
Ueman from Alabama thinks to identify Roosevelt and the Pro- 
gr ve Party, if he seeks to find an inseparable connection 
between the tariff and the trusts, and if in the same breath he 
censures and ridicules the Progressives and Roosevelt by charg- 
ing tl Roosevelt never hurt or “busted” any of the trusts, 
a l t the Progressives are therefore not to be believed when 
they say that if intrusted with power they will revise the tariff 


or curb the trusts, then let me say that we accept the chal- 


nge and join the issues offered. 

_ 1 shall now proceed to show that Roosevelt curbed, crippled, 
vest yed, and “busted” more trusts than all the Presid 
ot the Republic who went before him. [Applause.] 
lage of Thomas Jefferson, 





world.” I am going to quote you two editorials from two great 
D mocratiec papers to prove that Roosevelt during his term as 
Pri sident was the greatest trust “buster” of the earth. [Ap- | 
Pause] I want to offer this proof at this time and make it a 
a er of record, because the Progressives are going to introduce | 


antitrast legislation in this body a little later on, 


In the lan- 
“let facts be submitted to a candid | 


saturnatias | 
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I shall read you first an editorial from the New York World, 
an able, brilliantly edited, independent Democratic journal. At 
the time this editorial was written the judgment of the World 
wis absolutely unbiased. There was no reason for conceal- 
ment or misrepresents: tion \ full. free. and unbiased state 
ment of facts was intelligently and fearlessly uttered I read 
this editorin! all the more cheerfully nd unhesit ns be 
cause in politics, as in Inw, the most valuable testimony is that 
drawr from a hostile witness And this editorial of the New 
York World, a Democratic organ. and an ardent ad of 
the election of Judge Parker in 1904, of Bryan in 1908, and of 
Wilson in 1912, is by far the bitterest denunciation of Dem 
crats and the completest vindication of Roosevelt, in tl 
if trusts, to be found in the politieal literature of this ceneration 
Chis editorial was written the day following the decision of the 
United States Supreme Court in the Northern Securities case in 
1h04. Let me read it. The title of the eaites al is ly 
“ Facts,” and they are numbered in parentheses from 1 to 6. 
lhe World says: 

(1) The antitrust law was framed by a Republican, was passed by a 
Republican House and a Republican Senate, was signed by a Repu in 
President 

(2) The law remained a dead letter on the statute books during the 
entire secong@ term of Grover Cleveland, a Democratic President 
Throw ch those four years of Democratic administrotion all appeals and 

! on rts of the World to have > the law enforced were met with sn . 
jeer . and onen contempt from a Dem Attorney General. Richard 
Omey, who pretended that the law was unconstitutional, and who would 
do nothing toward prosecuting violators of it. 

fApplause. ] 

(3) The first effort to enforce the law was made hy Theodore Roose 
velt, a tepublican President The first Attorney General to vigorously 
presecute offenders and to test the law was a Republican Attorney Gen 
eral. Philander C Knox , 

(4) Ti : decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, civen 
as a f alits from which there is no appeal ipholding the law as 
perfecti constitutional and absolutely impr: ih in every respect, 
as the World for 12 years constantly imsisted, was due to five judges, 

very one of whom is a Republican 
_ (5) The dissenting minority of the court included every Democratic 
jndge of that tribunal, to wit Chief Justice Fuller. of Tlin« Mr. 
Justice White, of Louisiana, and Mr. Justice Peekham, of New York. 
All those distinguished 1! ocrats not only voted against t! con- 
stitutionality of the law, but denounced it as a danger to the Republic 

[Applause. ] 

And here is the milk in the coconut: 

(6) Under these circumstances it does not seem probable that t 
Democrats can make great capital in secking to monopolize th iti 
| trust issue and charging the Republican l’arty with the crime of being 
owned body and sou! by the trusts. 

[Applause. } 

It is just as well to record some plain truths, however un- 
pleasant or surprising. Such is the exact language of the New 
York World, the leading Democratic journal in the East, writ- 





ents | 


and we want 


Democrats and Republicans to know in advance what Roose- 


Velt’s record on the trust question is and where it may be found. 


ten in 1904, when there was no inducement to misrepresentation 
or concealment. 


Oh, but you say, these are glittering generalities. You have 
used fine rheotric, but you have failed to tell us what trusts 
he has curbed or destroyed. Then I will enumerate. I will cite 


another editorial from a Democratic paper, the New York Times 
of June 22, 1906. temember that this paper is now also no 
friend of Roosevelt, although it was friendly to him at the time 
the editorial was written. The Times said: 

Waiting with the crowd at Trondhjam to see King Haakon crowned, 
Mr. William J. Bryan being importuned for an expression of opinion 
upon Democratic chances of success in 1908 made no direct answer 
but shaped his thoughts on another subject in this language: “I! will 
say this, the next election wil! decide whether America is to swallow 
the trusts or the trusts are to swallow America.” 

That is the subject. That is the text. Here is the discourse 
or sermon of the Times on that subject: 

Much has escaped the attention and knowledge of Mr. Bryan during 
his travels. [Evidently he has not seen the American newspapers if 
he had, he would know that so far from trying to swallow America, o1 
any other solid food, most of the trusts are now too scared to eat 
anything. They are taking thought, not wherewithal they shall be fed, 
but how they shall be saved. One look Into the hunting room of the 
White House would convince Mr. Bryan that he is far, very far behind 
the times—that he ts prophesying of past events, beating In doors 
already wide open, and gravely concerning himself with superfluous 
works. There hang the heads of a larger number end wider variety of 
octopedean monsters than could be found in any ot gentieman's 
collection. Moreover, the Incomparable hunter is still at It, pantir 
may! with the exertion incident to past triumry but flushed with 
the joy of present pursuit and bigger bags yet to be made 

We invite Mr. Bryan's attention to the lengthening roll of trusts, 
trade restraineys, monopolizing corporations 1 other tsolated of- 
| fenders recently chastened or still under chastisem 

There is the Tobacco Trust, compelled by the « ion of the court 
to lay bare its guilty ‘rets and yield up the | of two of its 
constituent companies ndictment. Ina J run under the 
Sherman Act the Paper Trust has been idden to discontinue its 
| unlawful price-fixing arrangements. 


Mr. HARDWICK. Would it bother the gentleman if I should 


ask him one question? 
Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Not at all. 
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Mr. HARDWICK. Was this before the Tennessee 
Iron incident,-or afterwards? 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. 
tleman knows the dates. 

Mr. LAFFERTY, 
Iron report. 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Yes; before it. 
I will give you an enumeration, if you want them: 


The Drug Trust has been enjoined, both as an association-and as 
individuals, not to continue In effect retailers’ price lists fixed by the 
manufacturers. 

The Federal sleuths are on the trail of the Gunpowder Trust with 
explosive intent. 

Against the Fertilizer Trust 80 indictments have been found, and 
suits are under way to break up an unlawful combination between cot- 
tonseed oil mills and phosphate works. 

We need not dwell upon the awful drubbing administered to the Beef 
Trust, which is about to pass under the discipline of rigid Federal 
inspection of its products. Furthermore, in Kansas City, the other day, 
three great packing concerns, and the very ones that have been 80 
shown up in Chicago, were found guilty by a Federal jury of accepting 
unlawful rebates from the railroads. 

The Standard Oil Co., the biggest and most formidable of all the 
trusts, is writhing under Commissioner Garfield’s exposure of its 
monopolistic and forbidden practices, and shivers in daily expectation 
of a summon to court. 

The Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Co. was punished for departing from 
its published freight rates in transporting coal to New England under 
a contract with the New Haven Road. 

The New York Central. Road has been investigated for giving rebates 
to the wicked Sugar Trust. 

The great and proud Pennsylvania Railroad has been shamed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission’s disclosure of its promiscuous bribery 
of its subordinate officials by independent coal operators. 

Then there is the rate bill, which puts all the freight systems of the 
country under Federal regulation as to their freight charges; which 
makes pipe lines, sleeping cars, and express companies common carriers, 
thus bringing them under Government control, and which decrees the 
divorcement of product and traffic from transportation, making it neces- 
sary for the coal roads to part with their mine properties. 


Coal & 


This was in 1906. 
This was published June 22, 
That was before the Tennessee 


The gen- 
1906. 
Coal & 


Listen now. 


I want you to bear in mind that I am reading this in answer 
to the declaration that Roosevelt had never busted or hurt a 
single trust. 

Mr. Bryan knows, of course, what has happened to the great insur- 
ance companies. Their power of control over finance, business, and 
legislation has been broken. 

Bear in mind that this is a Democratic paper talking all the 
time. 

Now, here concludes the Times: 

This is a list of achievements with which the most ambitious Presi- 
dent might be content, upon which he might be well satisfied to rest 
his reputation. But it is not enough for Theodore Roosevelt. “ I should 
dearly love to roast a Quaker,” said Sidney Smith. Being asked by 
one of his listeners if he had considered that the Quaker would suffer 
acutely during the process, he replied: ‘“ I have considered everything.” 
Mr. Roosevelt is now, according to report, resolved not to roast but 
to imprison one great railroad president as an example to the others. 
All the great railroad presidents have been invited by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to come and tell their story and submit to 
cross-examination. They are summoned by. invitation or suggestion, 
rather than by subpcena, in order that the proceeding may give them 
no immunity from indictment and the jail. An invitation extended 
in this spirit is naturally most alluring. At the proffer of these hos- 
pitable attentions their bosoms glow with the grateful joy with which 
the condemned criminal regards the headman sharpening his ax or 
the pirate’s captive watches the crew projecting over the ship’s side the 
plank he is to walk. ; 

Could men in that frame of mind, men sweating in guilty terror and 
ready to scream with fright at their impending doom, be at the same 
time formulating plans for swallowing America? Mr. Bryan has chosen 
the wrong issue again. Long before he sees the tally sheet of the con- 
vention roll call which his Democratic friends expect will make him 
their candidate the trusts will sleep under the blossoming daisies. 
The acts of Congress and the decisions of the court have already tamed 
them and are in a way to make them as harmless as cooing doves. 
Mr. Roosevelt says that Secretary Taft is the only Republican who can 
beat Mr. Bryan in 1908, 

{ Laughter. ] 

I have to read this whole editorial. [Laughter.] 

Now, if Mr. Bryan comes to America to engage in a warfare upon the 
trusts anybody can beat him. He will be fighting not windmills, but 
ghosts of dead things. It is the conservatism of Mr. Bryan in com- 
parison with the radicalism of Mr. Roosevelt that has newly com- 
mended him to attention and dawning confidence. Possibly he might 
make headway as a friend and peeeectes of distressed corporations. 
The work of trust smashing has been swift and rude. Mistakes have 
been made of which time and experience will suggest the needed cor- 
rection. Inevitably there will be reaction against radicalism. It is in 
the field of conservative statesmanship that Mr. Bryan will find his 
opportunity. 

Mr. CLINE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. I can not yield; my time is 
so limited. 

Mr. CLINE. Just for a second. I wanted to isk whether in 
that list of prosecutions or investigations the Harvester Trust 
is mentioned? 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. This was in 1906, and Mr. 
Roosevelt had not yet gone out of office. There is no mention 
here of the successful conclusion of the suits against the Stand- 
ard Oil Trust and the Tobacco Trust. The suggestion has been 
made that nothing ever came out of it that amounted to any- 
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thing, but I wish to remind the gentleman that Roosey,. 
not the judiciary of the country. 

Mr. HARDY. Is there any mention there made of his } 
invited Paul Morton into his Cabinet? . 
Mr. CHANDLER of New York. You have heard {he 

editorial. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Is there any mention there—— 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Before I yield I will ; 
Chairman how much time I have remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute rey 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Gentlemen, I ay 1 
through my speech, and I have only one minute. I wi)! as ri 1 
may have an extension of five minutes. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is within the control of | 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER of New York. But I want it under: 
that I am not here to defend Mr. Roosevelt. He needs ) 
fense from me. His official record is his impregnable 4 
His public career is the pride of his countrymen, the oy) 
of history, and the wonder of the world. [Applause | His 
fluence for civic righteousness falls like a perpetual bene 
upon his countrymen everywhere. He is the grandest : 
tion of conscience, heart, and brain beneath our fj 
monuments will be dedicated to him long after the gs) 
calibered peanut politicians of the American Congress w} 
to deride and defame him have passed into merited obi 
into dust. [Applause.] 

Now, let me say in conclusion that there are many things 
the pending tariff bill that I favor. Many of its features apy 
to me strongly. My party platform calls for the immed 
downward revision of all those items in the schedules of 
present tariff law that may be shown to be exorbitant, and 
without waiting for the information furnished by a tariff 
mission. I stand squarely by my party platform. But 
are different ways of moving downward. You can g 
hill in a sleigh to the music of tinkling bells and joyous | 
This is happy, healthful, downward movement. Or 4 
pitch over a precipice and land at the bottom a mangled n 
This is destruction and suicide. I fear that our De: 
friends have revised the tariff downward in a way th 
destruction to many of our most important industries a: 
living wages for millions of our American working: 
these reasons I can not support the bill. 

The boast of the Democrats is that the proposed 
law will force competition between manufacturers in | 
States and those in foreign countries, and that in co: 
import commodities will be reduced in price and the | 
of living diminished. This is pure speculation. But it 
that under the operation of the new law, if this bill is | 
American laborers will be forced into competition with the 
labor of Europe. The result will be either starvat 
or enforced idleness, with a notable decrease in Ameri 
ings-bank deposits. 

The new tariff bill is to be commended in that its 
are good. It is designed to reduce the high cost of livi 
to this end most foodstuffs are put on the free lis 
includes meats, flour, bread, milk and cream products 
swine, corn, fish, :ud cornmeal. But it is to be doubted \ 
this benevolent design will be accomplished. The optimism 
expectations of Democracy are in danger of being thwarted 
defeated by many intervening causes that affect the lish 
of living. Chief among these causes is the law of supp); 
demand. 

Tor a number of years the price of all kinds of m 
been steadily rising. Our Democratic friends ascribe 
gradual increase in price to the high tariff and the Beef Tris: 
They seem to ignore the simple law of supply and dem 
During the last 20 years our population has been incr 
leaps and bounds, at the same time that our general m 
ply has been diminishing. ' 

In 1900 there were more than 69,000,000 meat catlic, Cows, 
bulls, and so forth, on thé farms and ranges, with 1.\%")\" 
not on farms or ranges. In 1910 there were only 61,(*))\" 

In 1900 there were 61,735,000 sheep and lambs, with 01." 
not on farms or ranges. In 1910 there were 51,800,000. 

In 1900 there were 64,680,000 swine, with 1,800,000 
farms or ranges. In 1910 there were 58,000,000. 

The rapid increase in population and the equally ri’ 
crease in the bulk of the meat supply are more potent fic 
in my judgment, than the tariff in affecting the high 
living. It remains to be seen whether the anticipated tcl 
in the importations, under the new law, of cattle, sheep, i 
swine from Canada, Mexico, and elsewhere, will serious'y ‘ 
the high cost of living in the matter of meat consumption. *s"" 
is good authority for the assertion that the law of supp!y * 


Ct wa 
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nd is operating as seriously in Mexico and Canada as in 
United States. 
trouble with the Underwood bill is that it is crudely 
based upon insufficient information, and goes into 
before American business interests, that are certainly 
ed to consideration and respect, have time to adjust them- 

s to the changed conditions that must inevitably follow. 
st German and French tariff laws did not become oper- 

. until a year after their passage. We should have shown 
consideration to American business men by allowing them 
st six months to adjust their affairs to the requirements 

ie new tariff. 

e fact is that we need a nonpartisan tariff commission to 
vith the subject of tariff legislation. The whole subject of 
reform should be taken out of the hands of politicians 

placed in the hands of nonpartisan business experts whose 
duty it would be to study the tariff question scientifically 

* than politically. The Progressive Party is the only po- 

al organization in the country that sincerely favors a non- 
an tariff commission. 

he incorporation of the income-tax bill into the tariff bill 


was a clever political move on the part of the Democrats. 
From a parliamentary point of view, it was both legal and 
legitimate, and it would be, therefore, wrong and ungenerous to 
stvie it a political trick. But the result, nevertheless, has been 


now 


I 


e many Congressmen in a serious dilemma. I am 
have always been in favor of a graduated income tax. 


its numerous defects, I should very much like to vote for 
income-tax feature of the general revenue bill. But I un- 
derstand that I shall be compelled to vote “aye” or “no” on 
entire bill; and I shall be compelled to vote “no,” for I 
lieve that present conditions are more tolerable than will be 
hose created by this new Democratic tariff measure. However, 
I do not want to be understood as expressing satisfaction with 
present conditions. I repeat that the tariff question will never 
be correctly settled until we have the aid of a nonpartisan tariff 
ommission to help us in the task. 


l¢ 


I am opposed to this bill because I believe that its effects | 


will be exceedingly injurious to the prosperity of the people of 
the great city that I have the honor, in part, to represent. 
New York is the metropolis of the Nation. Every commercial 
and industrial interest of consequence is represented there. 
What is helpful or hurtful to the Republic is helpful or hurtful 


to its greatest city; and if the new tariff law paralyzes Amer- | 


ican industry and degrades American labor, the people of the 


metropolis must inevitably suffer from the national paralysis | ' ; ‘ 
| in the right direction. 


and degradation. I shall vote against the passage of this bill 
because I believe that by so doing I am serving faithfully the 
highest interests of both the Nation at large and the great city 
that I am proud to call my home. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. McKetiar]. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, it is with a great deal of diffidence that I undertake 
either to discuss the tariff question or to follow so distinguished 
and eloquent a speaker as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CHANDLER] who has just preceded me. He said he was diffident 
and eloquent a speaker as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
calmer when he thought of the fact that nobody in the House 
knew much more about it than himself. 

I am unlike the gentleman from New York. I feel like the 
most of men who are here before me this evening are well 
versed on this question—a thousandfold better versed on it 
than I am—and it is for this reason that I feel diffident. 

I want to say that the distinguished and eloquent gentleman 
from New York, the gentleman who belongs to a new party and 
who says that he thinks a great question like this ought to 
be discussed calmly and dispassionately, that he makes a de- 
lightfully eloquent speech—not on the tariff but upon Col. 
Roosevelt. Did he discuss the tariff calmly ard dispassion- 
ately? Did he discuss the tariff at all? Who knows—those 
who have been sitting here for the last half hour anu have 
listened to him—what are the views of the gentleman, or 
the Progressive Party, on the subject of the tariff, judging from 
his calm (?) and dispassionate (?) speech? But I do not want 
to discuss Col. Roosevelt or the Progressive Party. 

I want to discuss the question of the tariff for a few moments, 
if you will bear with me. The Republican Party, if I under- 


Stand these gentlemen, believe in a tariff fixed on the basis of 
the difference of the cost of production at home and abroad, with 
an addition for a freight rate, and with a “ reasonable profit” 
to protect the manufacturer, or to protect the producer. What 
that reasonable profit is, gentlemen, is the limit of the Amer- 
ican people to stand for. 





eve firmly in this principle of taxation; and, notwithstand- | 
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Every succeeding Republican tariff has been higher than 
the one before. I ask this great expert sitting here before me, 
a member of the Ways and Means Committee, the gentleman 


from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], Is not that a facet faking the 


general average, is it not true that the McKinley bill was 
higher than the bill that preceded it, and the Dingley bill 
higher than the McKinley bill, and the Payne bill the highest 
of them all? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; I do not agree with the ; 

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand that to be correct 1d the 
gentleman to be wrong; but be that as it may, I have been in 
the House nearly two years, and I want to say that I hav 
not heard a single man—Republican, Progressive, or what 
who has stood here or elsewhere—undertake to defend th 
Payne tariff bill except Mr. Payne himself. And, remarkable 
to tell, in listening to the distinguished and eloquent gen 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner] the other day, I found that 


Mr. PAYNE did not believe in two schedules in his own bi 
Schedule I and Schedule K. There is nobody willing to stand 
for it, and the distinguished gentleman from Massachus¢ 


himself pleaded in confession and avoidance. 

But they say the Republican Party believes in something e! 
in tariff board 
been the uses to 


Of course, a nonpartis 
What has 


S 


composed of only protectionists! 


| which you have put that board? Why, it was simply provided 
to give an excuse to the American people for the high rates 
of taxation that you imposed upon them, and that was all 

But here comes our friends the Progressives. As I under- 
stand the science of government, it is really and truly the 
science of taxation. The attitude of a political party toward 
its government is its real attitude on the question of taxation, 
What is this party’s attitude on taxation? Why, in the plat 


form of the Progressives they said something about the rates 
of the Payne bill being too high, but what does the distinguished 
and splendid gentleman from Kansas say about it? He 
“Oh, we are very different from the Republicans with whom 
have an entirely new 
These Republicans believe in a tariff board. We 

that; we want to let things remain 
scientific commission’ passes on these 


S11 


scheme. have 
got a better scheme than 
where they are until a ‘ 
questions.” 

Therefore it seems the only difference between the old-time 
tepublicans and the new Progressives is the difference between 
a “tariff board” and a “scientific tariff commission.” All are 
Now, gentlemen, I need not 


S 


in favor of a protective tariff. 
discuss the Democratic view, because it is in this bill. I am 
thoroughly and heartily in favor of the bill. It is a long step 


As explained by our majority leader, we are opposed to 


commission. We are opposed to any tariff board, because ws 
believe that the Ways and Means Committee of this House ij 
more competent than any board or any commission to deal with 
this subject. 

The Constitution and laws of this country provide that this 
body shall fix its tariff laws, and we believe we have ail the 
information and ability to fix them. I want to say that in my 
judgment no abler body could be found in this country to do 
this work. The various members of this committee have all 
shown here on the floor of this House and in the caucus a 


remarkable intimacy with the facts in which they are dealing, 
and the distinguished author of this bill is the ablest statesman, 


I believe, in this or any other country on the question of tariff 
duties. He and his Democratic colleagues on the committee d 
serve the thanks of every American consumer. As he ex- 
plained, he is for a competitive tariff, meaning by that the basis 
on which the tariff duties shal! be fixed is the difference between 
the cost in this country and the cost abroad, together with the 
addition of reasonable rates. 

If we are to have a tariff at all, there can be no doubt ti 
this bill is the proper kind of a tariff. I am heartily in favor 


of this bill. The bill puts most foodstuffs on the free list. It 
puts many articles of necessity on the free list, it reduces the 
tariff upon all articles of necessity, and is certain, in my judg 
ment, to reduce the cost of living in this country. The bil! 


distinctly in favor of the consumers, and as the consumers form 
the great majority of the people in this country— indeed, as all 


the people are consumers, while only a few are protected pro 
ducers and manufacturers—the bil! is easily and manifestly to 
the great interest of the great majority of the people of the 
country. 
FRED LIST. 

The free list in this bill is the largest free list that has 
been given to the American people. 

The farmer gets his plows, harrows, headers, harvesters, 
reapers, drills, planters, mowers, thrashing machines, cultivators, 


ever 
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cotton gins, wagons and carts, and all other agricultural imple- 
ments free of duty. The southern farmer gets his cotton bag- 
ging, so long in the hands of the Bagging Trust, free of duty. 
Ile also gets his ties for baling up his cotton free of duty. 

The consumer gets his biscuit, bread, and buckwheat flour 
free of duty. Cash registers, linotypes, sewing machines, type- 
writers, tar and oil spreading machines used in the construction 
of roads are all brought in free. Coal is also made free. 
meal is made free of duty. Gloves of all kinds are made free of 
duty. Fertilizers are to be brought in free. Iron ore, lard, 
leathers of all kinds, lemons, fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, 
pork, bacon, hams, meats of all kinds come in free. Milk and 
cream come in free. Horseshoe nails and the like come in free; 


wool of all kinds; while on sugar the tax is reduced one-third 
and taken off entirely in three years. All of the foregoing arti- 
cles directly have to do with the present high cost of living, and 
putting them on the free list will certainly bring about a reduc- 
tion in the high cost of living. 

REDUCTIONS. 


While the tariff has been taken off altogether on the articles | 
above enumerated, the duties have been reduced on practically | 
These duties have not been indiscrimi- | 
nately cut down, but they have been reduced with two definite | 


every necessity of life. 


objects in view. One is relieving the people of an unjust burden 


> * a : . | 
of taxation inflicted upon them by the Republican Party, and | 
the other is a due regard for the industry affected with a view | 
of permitting every legitimate industry to continue its business | 


and prosper. 


PROTECTION IS WRONG, 


Mr. Chairman, my belief about the tariff is this: That the | 


whole scheme of a protective tariff is wrong in principle. 
deed, I may go further than that and say that while I believe 


that this bill ought to become a law, and while I am thoroughly | 
and heartily in favor of this bill at this time, I believe that | 
do not | 
believe that any government is justified in principle in fixing a | 


any system of tariff duties is wrong in principle. I 


tariff, the results of which gives a portion of the tax to a cer- 


tain favored class of people and a portion of the tax to the | 
All | 


government. Any tariff duty practically works this result. 
taxes ought to be imposed upon a basis of benefits received by 
the taxpayer. I do not believe in class legislation, and I hope 
the day will soon come when it will be possible, without any 


injury to business, to remove all tariff duties, for I believe that | 


the removal of all tariff duties will work to the greatest good 
of all the American people. 
BXCUSE FOR PROTECTION. 
A number of excuses are offered by the protectionists for a 
high tariff. They say that in the first place that because the 
tax is an indirect tax that the people do not feel it; that each 


one is taxed only a small amount, and that he does not realize | 


that he is being taxed when he buys his food and his clothing 
and other articles of consumption. 


Under the protective system it is estimated that for every | 


dollar that the Government gets out of the tariff duties four 


dollars is legislated into the pockets of the protected manu- | 


facturer or protected producer. 

Is this right in principle? Can it be defended in principle? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, it is no more to be defended than any 
other jobbery is to be defended. This combination between 
the protected producer and the protected manufacturer and 
the Government is not much better than for the Government 
to go into partnership with a band of highwaymen, with the 
understanding that the highwaymen are only to take a very 
small amount from each person and that the Government is to 
get one-fifth of the proceeds and the band the remainder. 

But the protectionists say that it is to encourage home in- 
dustries. Mr. Chairman, I notice that they are not laying so 
much stress on this phase of the question of late. Our home 
industries do not need to be thus encouraged by an improper 
alliance with the Government. A home industry which can not 
stand by itself ought not to stand. The American people ought 
not to be taxed to encourage industries that can not stand by 
themselves. Why should the great body of the people be taxed 
for a limited class of manufacturers and producers? Why 
should the merchants and artisans and farmers and miners, and 


all those that work and labor by the sweat of their brow and | 


eonsume, be taxed for the benefit of a small class of favored 
producers and protected manufacturers? 
for it? Can it be defended as a matter of right? And yet that 
is what our Government is doing under the Payne tariff law. 

It is estimated that we now get about $300,000,000 of revenue 
from tariff duties, and at the same time the American people are 
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| many manufacturers and practically no laboring men. 
| high tariff would be for the benefit of the laborer w: 
also oatmeal and rolled cats, oils of various kinds, potatoes, salt, | 
tanning materials, wheat flour, lumber and all kinds of wood, 

| They are the worst enemies of American labor instead 


In- | 


Is there any reason | 
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taxed twelve hundred million more—according to esti, 
which goes into the pockets of the protected manufacty), 
protected producer of certain protected articles, Tha; 


| tainly not right. 


But they say it is for the benefit of the laboring ma) 
Mr. Chairman, that has been the artful dodge of the< 
publican protectionists for a long time. How many },)| 
men did this committee have before them, urging that 


| tective tariff be upheld for their benefit, and on the other 


how many manufacturers did they have before it? Thepe 


It 


dition to that these very manufacturers who stated tha; 


pelled to admit that in all factories that three-fourths . 
fifths of the work was done by cheap imported foreigy 

of he 
their friends. But they say that it is such a small tax th; 
people do not feel it. 

The time was when we were obliged to have a tariff , 
| imports in order to obtain sufficient revenue for this Gove 
| ment. That time has passed. The income-tax amendm 
solved that- problem. We can now run this Government 
out tariff duties at all. We can run this Government wit) 
protective tariff, without a tariff for revenue only, without : 
a competitive tariff. We can run it with all ease, and I \ 
to show you just how simple a problem it is. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [\ 
UNDERWOOD] gave the figures the other day. He said that { 
the next fiscal year it would take about $995,000,000 to 1 
Government. He expected to get the revenue in the follo 
way: 

From post-office revenue, $280,000,000; from internal reven 
| $322,000,000; from sale of public lands, $5,000,000: fron 
dental sources, $52,000,000; from customs duties, $267,000,000 
from income tax, $69,000,000; total, $995,000,000, 


INCOME TAX FAIREST. 


Take these figures. Take the $522,000,000 that come { 
internal revenue and add 40 per cent on whisky, cigars 
tobacco, all articles of luxury, and increase the tax on a! 
articles, which would not be felt by this country at al! 
what do you have? You have $128,000,000 more. Then 
| your $5,000,000 from public lands; then the $52,000,000 1 
general sources. Add to this $280,000,000 from the post office, 
|} and then your $69,000,000 from the income tax, and add 200 
per cent on the income tax, and you get $138,000,000 1 
which furnishes you the $995,000,000 necessary to run the © 
ernment without any customs duties, In other words, you : 
the income tax on wealth 200 per cent and you get your mo 
Oh, you say, you can not do that, as that would raise the inco: 
tax too much. Have you seen Judge Huvtv’s figures? If you 
| have, you will find that even if this income tax is raised 200 
per cent more than it is in this bill it will then be only one} 
the income tax that England puts upon her incomes. ‘They « 
| also that if you put any greater tax on liquors you can ! 
more revenue, because it will increase the number of illicit s 
| This is not true. Whisky ought to be taxed high and stri 
| regulated, 

The income tax is the fairest tax in the world, and ther 
no better way of raising revenue to run the Government. !) 
upon imports is a tax upon the consuming public and falls 
| heavily upon the poorer class of our people. The ince 
| falls on those who are able to pay it and those who deri 
| benefit from the Government. 


PRESENT SYSTEM INDEFENSIBLE. 


But the protected interests, so powerful in the Repub! 
Party, say: ‘ What are you going to do about labor and our 
industries?” I say that the industry, whether it be a |) 
ing industry or a manufacturing industry, that can not + 
alone in this country ought to fall. It is a matter of prin 
it is « matter of right. Why should the whole American | 
be taxed for the benefit of a few favored classes, whether |" 
ducers or manufacturers? Suppose this Government shou 
undertake to levy a tax of 1 cent upon every man, woman, ain 
child for the benefit of the gentleman from New York 
Payne], who sits before me. Such a tax would pro’ 
$1,000,000 and would not hurt any one especially, and it wo 
be a great boon to the gentleman from New York. But co 
anyone defend that kind of an individual tax? Yet this pro 
_ tective tax is the same thing. We raise upward of $300,000,000 
from custom duties, and at the same time, according to the 
figures of the experts, twelve hundred millions of doilars are 
legislated into the pockets of the protected manufacturers | nd 
producers. It is not right, and it is not fair. It is ppaatensi>. 
As for the laboring people, I believe I can say for them tha 
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prefer an income tax to a tariff tax which does not protect 





THE IN THIS BILL. 
Carpner, of Massachusetts, said we ought not to be sec- 
in framing this bill, and by inference he declared our | 
« sectional. I want to say to him in all kindness, because | 


SECTIONALISM 


Vi 


T creat admirer of his, and he is one of the most cour- 
soos. able, and delightful men in this House, I want to admit 

« pill is seetional, But I say the section it favors is his 
6 and not the section we come from—in the South or 
We I want to call the attention of the gentleman and of 


‘her gentlemen who believe as he does, if you should build a 

around your portion of this country it would not be 60 
jay before you would need succor from the outside world. 
You do not produce your own wool. You do not produce your 
You do not 


iton. You do not produce your own coal. 
1 your own foodstuffs. You do not produce your own 
machinery. You do not produce any raw material. All 
' things you get from other parts of the Nation. You 
solutely dependent upon the rest of the country for your 
d sustenance. Under these circumstances ought you not 
treat the rest of the country in a spirit of fairness? Ought 


desire longer to place or keep these enormous tax duties 

the rest of the country for your particular benefit? This 
pill simply cuts down your unfair profits, and, if you will per- 
me to say it, it seems to me you ought to see the situation 
s and be in favor of this bill. The time has passed when 
his Nation is obliged to raise its revenue from custom duties, 
who are interested in manufacturing protected arti- 
id those who are interested in producing protected ma- 
should bear this in mind. 
WHAT OF THE 


ose 


FUTURE? 
y judgment, Mr. Chairman, the passage of the income-tax 
dment to the Constitution marks one of the greatest epochs 
s Government. It marks the end absolutely of a pro- 
» tariff, and the beginning of a system which will eventu- 
elop into free trade with all the nations on the earth. 
outrageously unjust system of taxing the whole body 
consuming public in the interest of a small class of pro- 
ed manufacturers and protected producers is obliged to go. 
There are not only internal reasons for this, but there are 
reasons for this. Protection might have been all right 
this country was composed of a mere strip along the 
and there was great difficulty in getting enough rev- 
) support the Government; but now that we have become 
t Nation and are branching out; now that we own Alaska, 
ilippine Islands, the Hawaiian Islands, Porto Rico, and 
1, it means trade expansion. We have arranged in this 
» have free trade with all these dependencies. The reasons 
Because of our increased trate abroad our ex- 
mount to the mighty sum of $4,000,000,000. It is abse- 
necessary that the tariff wall that we have built around 
d be leveled in order that our people get the full benefits 
r commercialism, 
are legislating in this bill in favor of the American ships. 
We want the trade and commerce of all nations. Our people are 
tious to sell and lead in the markets of all the world, but 
n not do it with an effete worn-out system of high-tariff 
in our country. If we want to trade with other nations, we 
let them trade with us without restriction. It is a propo- 
i very clear to my mind, and-I believe the American people 
ikewise waked up to the same situation, and if the last 
nh means anything at all it means that in the future, as 


\ 
] 
A 


ifest. 


oT 
hations of the earth, and they will trade just as freely with us, 
a8 we now trade in and among our own States. It is a condi- 
tion which we ought all to bend our energies to bring about. 

[If the States were permitted to fix import duties, no doubt 
certain individuals and classes in the several States would be 
greatly benefited, but every sane person who understands com- 
mercial conditions knows that such tariff duties would be ruin- 
us to interstate trade and the welfare of the people generally. 
No one for a moment would propose such a change. Now that 
science and invention have brought the nations of the earth in 
“oser contact and closer commercial communion than even our 
States were 100 years ago, it must necessarily follow that the 
old system of putting up a tariff wall to bar out trade and com- 
inerce with other nations must of necessity go by the board. 
i our Rew conditions and surroundings a tariff on imports can 
Olly be defended on the grounds that it is necessary to secure 
revenue for the maintenance of the Government, but now that 
we know that this scheme of taxation is so unfair and unjust 
‘nd so discriminating; now that we know it is so unnecessary ; 
how that we know that we can raise the revenue for the main- 
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iS we can adjust ourselves to the new conditions, that the | 
an people will trade just as freely with all the other 





689 


tenance of our Government by a scheme of taxation that every- 


one, regardless of politics, must admit is fair and just—taxes 
levied not upon the rich and poor in equal degree, but taxes 
levied in accordance with benefits received—we ought, and I 
believe we will, adopt that system of taxation as as we 
can adjust ourselves to it without serious injury to our Ameri- 


soon 


can commerce and to our American business and industries, 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Levy]. 

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill proves our sin- 
cerity to the pledges of the Democratic platform, and it will be 
a source of pride to me to have been a member of the majority, 
whose good fortune it is to pass this bill to relieve the burdens 
of the people of this country. It will be a help to all—to the 
laborer as well as to the business man, to the farmer as well 


as the mechanic—and I have no fear that our American manu- 


facturers will fail to meet competition from abroad. lL feel that 
American enterprise and American ingenuity, which has never 
failed to overcome obstacles in the past, will adjust itself to the 
changed conditions due to this bill, and that in a short time the 
country will be enjoying unbounded prosperity. 

But while I am proud of this bill as a whole, while I am 


proud of the party that will have the honor and credit of pass- 
ing it, while I congratulate our colleagues on this side of the 
House, and especially the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee on his matchless leadership, and while I am glad to 
stand squarely on the Democratic platform and raise my voice 
in support of Democratic doctrines, I feel that I ought to utter 
one word of warning. Why should the income tax be laid unless 
absolutely necessary? 

I disagree with my distinguished colleague from Tennessee 
[Mr. Hut] that the income tax has come to stay. When the 
question of the constitutional amendment was before the House 





and all the legislatures of the country, especially New York, il 
| was stated that the income tax would not be enforced except in 
| times of war and dire necessity. This is the most obnoxious 

kind of taxation, yet I am heartily in favor of levying an income 

tax if the necessities of the country warrant it. 
The income tax has been the cause of financial distress in 
nearly every country in which it has been enforced. Since the 
| enforcement of the high income tax in England “ soup houses” 
| have been more in demand than ever. The late Samuel J. 
| Tilden was elected President of the United States on this very 
issue—his opposition to the income tax—and after his election 
it was promptly repealed. The enforcement of the income-tax 
section of the pending bill will cause inquisitorial investigation 
throughout the country into every household and into every 

one’s private affairs whether he earns one dollar a day or a 

thousand. Why impose upon the people of the United States 
| by passing this income tax section so soon after its ratification 
| by the State legislatures and enforcing it so promptly? 

Our distinguished leader [Mr. UNpeRwoop] bas stated that 
after the pending bill is enacted into law the deficit will amor 

to about $69,000,000 from internal-revenue taxes, custom | $, 

and other incidental sources to be made up by the incon 

At the present time there is in the general fund of 

ury $140,301,272.14 cash, and balance expended ont : 

general fund reimbursable from proceeds of Panama Canal 

bonds not yet sold $171,755,804.11—which is equivalent to \ 
in the Treasury—making the enormous total of $312,057,076.25. 

At the end of the present fiscal year the surplus wil ) 
| about $40,000,000. The surplus for the Post Office Depart: 
will amount to some $5,000,000 for the present fiscal year, ‘l 

for the next fiscal year will amount to some $20,000,000 @ 

deficiency of $1,785,523 in the Post Office Department for the 
past fiscal year was made up by the first of the present year 
before the parcel-post law went into effect—and there is now 

a surplus in the department. Since the parcel-post law went 


into effect the receipts over expenditures have been so large 
that I can frankly say that there will be an increase in 
surplus for the department, and this will continue to rea 
to such an extent, which, together with the large customs re- 


} 


ceipts collected from the increased importations which will fol- 


low the enactment into law of this bill, that within the course 
of a few years there will be no need of levying a tariff to rais 
revenue for running of the Government. Why not allow the 
corporation tax to remain in force, and, if you do, the collection 
therefrom will amount to about $32,000,000 yearly. This, to- 


gether with the surplus for this year, will more than make up 
the deficiency of $69,000,000. 

If by any unforeseen circumstances there should be a defi- 
ciency after this bill is enacted into law it should be paid out 
of the general fund of the Treasury every year until the 
surplus therein decreases to $50,000,000, and in no case should 


) 
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it be allowed to exceed this amount. I am opposed to a full} perform that task cautiously and in such a way 
and overflowing Treasury; it excites the cupidity of everyone | injure or destroy legitimate industries. To 
whose business it is to promote enterprises requiring public | national Democratic platform: 

money. With a bare Treasury there would be no incentive for We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is int}; 
a raid upon it, and it would be the greatest safeguard that | Bected with the business of the country, and we favor th 
could surround the administration. oe meme Satcer Pegititnate a ae Mion 11 


When party platforms are ambiguous or require ex 
the chief candidate on the ticket has by custom . 
understood as the proper one to interpret to the 
meaning of the platform. 

Mr. Wilson, the candidate of the Democratie Party | 
dent, undertook to interpret the provision of the pp, 
The distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] {8 | platform just quoted. 
in error when he states that the income tax has proven popular WILSON INTERVIEWED. 
in most countries where it is enforced. The enforcement of 
taxation of this kind will reflect more upon the laboring classes 
than it will upon the rich, and will be the cause of spreading a 
feeling of socialism throughout the country. I have grave fears 


for the party that is the cause of levying this iniquitous taxa- | Gov. Wilson, with whom he had just talked: 
tion on the people without justification, and when the dove of He is not for free trade. He is not for drastic action of 
peace is hovering over us and not the slightest sign of a war | He is willing to work through a series of years to acco 
cloud in the sky. It would endanger our chances of success at | result of a tariff for revenue, at which he aims. He 1s not 
ie a = esidential campaig any way to inflict changes that would upset and destroy )} 
the polls at the next presidenUal campaign. views are clear and sound, and he has no rash or hasty id 
[ am one of those who believe that this tariff bill will not B outiines the situation to Gov wie, fe ne wag : If 
: a Slee aac a big manufacturer had all his capital tied up tn his plar 
Tre » Ff fie : ) { £ en { s 4 vie 
cre ate a deficit ; on the ce ntrary, I am convinced that for the the tariff was a large figure in the cost of his goods. I said } 
first six months of its existence the revenue receipts from cus- | facturer could not turn his stock over in a week, or a mont 
toms duties will be far in excess of the amount now collected | 2 som, oo +, wecheming qoulé. If the ee his geet W 
: r ame ie ai taal at 2 . | cent where it ought to be only 20 per cen ben there w 
and will make up any defic iency. At the end of 18 months | opportunity for the display of great wisdom. 
instead of a deficit it will create a surplus in the Treasury. In outlining this case I did not urge clemency upon thi 
This being the case, I am in favor and urge that the income- | ! = ~_ reviswon ought fo be 2 —— as tl 
: : 87 2 * a > yu a 1e@ revising igh >» De one gradual f 
tax section of the pending bill be so modified as to postpone its | fh"tudden jumps. I suggested stages of, say, 5 per cent 
enforcement until the balance in the general fund of the | the 20 per cent basis was reached. That would do justic: 
Treasury does not exceed $50,000,000. [Applause.] business interests at once. seeteitiaa aan . 
- . . eo nart af » mamenaiions compare¢ e tariff problem to the case of a man who 
I will print the following as a part of my remarks: $5,000. If the whole lump sum were demanded at onc 
Post Orrick DEPARTMENT, probably put him oe ss Saeeee, DES Zou sasecd te t 
TuHmp ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL, month until the sum was paid you eould get your money 
Washington, April 28, 1913. your debtor could save his business. I want to see the gov 
Tlon. Jerrerson M. Levy, ” . , son) give every business a chance, and yet I believe that eve: 
Hlouse of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. in the present tariff bill could be improved by a downward rev 
My Dear Concres ¢ Levy: > , We talked of the need of a general downward revision 
MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN Levy: In response to your request of to-day | .yorv schedule in the tariff. The revision should be t! 
over the telephone for a statement as to the revenues for the current | snould be made by degrees. We should make progress s! 
half of the fiscal year, I have to inform you that as postmasters’ ac- judgment, instead of trying to clear too much in one jump 
counts are rendered quarterly, and the following quarter is required to to ‘reform the tariff, but we do not want to do more harm 
audit and settle them, it will be readily seen that definite figures are | Rusiness men have money invested in their plants, mach!) 
not yet available for the March quarter for the purpose of showing the | stock, and this money can not be turned over like a depart: 
fiscal transactions in that quarter or as indicative of the probable trans- turns over its goods. A store gets rid of its stock quickly 
actions in the quarter ended June 30. However, revenue reports from | facturer slowly. The work need not be less thorough if don: 
the postmasters at New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Boston, and St. instead of by a single leap. 
Louis for the months of January, February, and March, 1912 and 1913, ‘The governor has his own views as to fairness and moder 
are at hand and show percentages of increase over the same months of dealing with the trusts. We talked considerably about th: 
the previous years, as given in the following table. The marked in- | my opinion that the governor believes that the Governme: 
creases in receipts for January, mage ae and ene 1913, is un- first establish its own policies so clearly that it could be read 
questionably due to the inauguration of the parcel-post system, which > hes being misinterpreted 5 
became effective January 1, 1913, and the percentages of increase in stood instead of s » : 


receipts for three months in 1913 over 1912 will give an idea of the After Congressman Redfield had gone, Gov. Wilson 


increased business due to the parcel-post system, when compared with | qgahout him to the reporters. 
the receipts for the same months in 1912 over 1911. 


— geen 


quote 


I have always followed in the footsteps of Thomas Jefferson, 
the father of Democracy, who was opposed to having the tax- 
giutherer at the doors of the people, and have no fear of suc- 
cess when we follow in his footsteps. Therefore, I deplore the 
enforcement of this obnoxious class of taxation when we are at 
peace with the world and have an overflowing Treasury. 


According to a special dispatch in the New York 
August 1, 1912, from Sea Girt, N. J., Congressman Red 
Secretary of Commerce in President Wilson’s Cabinet. was 
viewed by a special correspondent, to whom he suid « 


T 





“I enjoyed him and was greatly instructed by him,” said Mr. ‘| 
[ “Most people who talk about the tariff talk about genera) | 
Per cent | Percent Mr. Redfield talked facts almost exclusively.” so 
of in- of in- “And did Mr. Redfield speak to you in favor of a genera! € 
crease, | crease revision at a slow rate of speed?” ; 
| 1913 over | 1912 over ‘** Oh, as to that,” replied the governor, “‘ we are perfectly agreed 
} 1912. 1911. fellows sent to your paper some extracts of a speech on the t 
I made some time ago. I am not for free trade, but for grad 


——— | ward revision.” 
New York: SPEECH OF ACCEPTANCE. 
JANUALY ....+2+-eeeeeeeeeereeees ccceceeescceees eeeccereeess While in Mr. Wilson’s speech of acceptance there is : 
emans declaration in favor of downward revision of the tariff, 
Chicago: qualified by these words: 
January We do not ignore the fact that the business of a country ! 
_ FODEUREY 2 occ ccnccccccccccnceccocnccecesccceccocesssesee oe is exceedingly sensitive to changes in legislation of this kind 
eee. been built up, however ill-advisedly, upon tariff schedules s' 
Philadelphia: have indicated, and its foundations must not be too radical!s 
January ..----+-+000- suddenly disturbed. When we act, we should act with caut 
February prudence like men who know what they are about and not lik 
in love with a theory. 
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WILSON AT DETROIT. 


In a special dispatch to the New York Times under d 
September 19, 1912, from Detroit, Mich, Mr. Wilson 
quoted as follows: 

In all my speeches on the tariff I have made it clear that « 
in the tariff must be made slow enough not to disturb legitima 
sllialilisliteenesinn pnsiandeadiaaueedaiatiiiahs ness interests. . 
Respectfully, WILSON ON RECORD AGAIN. 


A. M. Dockery, J Yovember 1, 
Third Assistant Postmaster General. Again, in a speech delivered in New York, Novem 


reported in the New York Times, Mr. Wilson said : 


I get telegrams about every second hour now asking me to . ny 
I am a free trader, showing that there are some persons in the 


So 
Ses f£ks BS 


St. Louis: 
January 
February 
March 


—_—— 
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Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Young}. 
Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it is a very | States who believe that the Democrats do not understand the 


Sal ; : Den 
significant fact that while the platforms of the different political rosteee ce omnes De eee Sa, SE ene : 
parties declared in favor of downward revision of the tariff | simost half the voters in the United States were Democrats even ' 


that the Democratie Party was the only one which promised to | more than half of them are now, and unless these gentiemen ‘ 
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f ines ey are no going 0 yote ( estroy business morte ve > : 1 . o . 4 .  ¢ i 
r . Ce poy A raing ia ine United mentee hon | _Imported cattle, sheep, and hogs =" axe a ” I * nda d 
‘breath. Nobody believes for one moment that the Demo- | valorem to make it appear that the fariners and live-st < 
is going to upset honest business in the United States. growers are being protected, but when it is found that be 
NO MANDATE FROM THE PEOPLE pork, mutton, hides, and wool come in duty free the agricultura 
-e of these direct appeals to protectionist voters, Mr. ] Schedule is demonstrated to be a sham. - as 
( _and in spite of the fact that many of them voted for | | It is claimed that the fa rmers will be able to buy the ir farn 
Wilson received far from a majority of the votes. He | 28 machinery cheaper. This is not true. The special report 
million votes of receiving a majority, and of the votes | of the Department of Commerce upon the Harvester Tr 
| receive a portion were protectionists. There were many | shows that all farina machinery Is how sold che 1 the 
f protest. Some yoted for Roosevelt because they did United States than in any foreign COURSE) his Is rated 
raft; some for Wilson because they were afraid by the fact that there are no importations of fart ) 
of R -elt. The mandate of the people was obscure at best. and there iS no duty against angled manufactured nh 
His perty, ees nd a. mtr carat os ee ig agatcote soot pe maven gett ripe a an that 
the | le to enact a radical, drastic tariff measure. _— =a CAPR, FS ERO DS SCIMCIIUEILE SURE 
so I appeal to you gentlemen who have given your approval article of farm machinery 1S ae d tO Jast for several ye 
is to the introduction of this bill to consider well the | While what the farmer has to sell is sold each year. As tl 
le operation of it. You can not afford, after the pre- farmer has more to sell than to buy, he is damaged by a ho 
7 promises of your cendidate for President and other | zontal cut in tariff rates; but, so far as this bill is concerned 
to turn a deaf ear *o those who plead with you for horizontal eut in the tariff has not been made. On the ec 
. to the farmers and other producers. trary, the farmers have been discriminated against, and the 
t of all, it should be remembered that for many years the | Dave been made to suffer to carry out the appearance of red 
t duties upon farm products were absolutely valueless to ing the high en of living. . , . 
‘ho farmers. During that period, while the manufacturing in- Economy will decrease the farmer's expenditur but ‘ 
d ; were being built up the farmers were constantly be- amount of thought or foresight will add to the price of wh 

» advised to stand by the protective system, with the assur- | b¢ bas to sell, therefore the all-important thing is to presers 
ince that a home market would eventually be created which all the markets we have. Of these the home market by ! 
would be valuable to them. This home market did not come, the most valuable. aces 
- yuntil the last few years. In other words, the farmers peace nag 
were the last to receive actual benefits from the protective sys- Competition under fair conditions is the principle for which 
ti nd under this Underwood bill they are the first to be | We Should stand. Tor instance, if it should prove to be t1 

y to the block for slaughter. that the discriminating clauses of this bill against the f 
THS FARMERS CRUCIFIED. manufacturers should drive them out of business it would me 
\s other speakers have already called particular attention to | ®t the farmers’ market for wheat would depend only upon t! 
riminations and the rank injustices done the farmers in | COM@Petton of coreign buyers. Vee the mills can ee 
cultural schedule, I shall discuss only briefly the items | 4° Pusiness herent ene Sau to Duy wanes ie Geet ae 
schedule. The duty upon wheat is reduced from 25 |, 4,40zen years ago when a large Pee ee Snes are 
er bushel to 10 cents per bushel. Barley from 30 to 15 | im the United ee ee shipped “cces the SEERES Wes 
bushel. Oats from 15 to 10 cents per bushel. Sutter able, — a rule, ms se l thelr wheat “— ie a ( a“ Dp [ iD 
; to 3 cents per pound. Beans from 45 cents per bushel to to say, the ee Lc . lf ~ com hae hcg ge = , in 
‘ s per bushel Eggs from 5 cents per dozen to 2 cents per | St#t apd at apart ata! “i a4 Sie a ee ee 
Hay from $4 per ton to $2 per ton, and potatoes are put bushel penow a a Tae ; oa or re aie rs a tl : 
free list. Flour is also put upon the free list, and it is | both large and small, cert ae ee 
| by farmers in my district that free flour will ultimately | Which has created a constant local demand for wheat, with 
hat it will make the duty of 10 cents per bushel on | result that wheat has been for a te - ren sell 
of little value. They, the farmers of my district, be- | Premium over the export v: lue, in other words, abore he | 
il they are entitled to have reasonable duties imposed eens a Ene = a Ae gg Sr - oa ‘ 1 
tl reat ¢ our. , ee mame © S value ome comp , , 
I’ ae in a ‘Btate last year, f. 0. b. cars, for 25 | the principle holds Crue, OF will hold oe wae a 7 ' 
per bushel. It is true that in some of the States potatoes | regulation w ith other industrie in the c nited States f thie 
for from $1 to $1.25 per bushel, but if those who are | M#nutacturer of any article In ae Cony driven out 
ble for the introduction of this Underwood tariff bill | business, and we are thus made dependeut upon production 
reduce the cost to the consumer, attention should be of other pictecere-~ pte u Cae sane . oS a 3 
to the middlemen and retailers, rather than to the | lack of competition by hot - 9s ang sige ' - ; he a { 
s, whose profit upon potatoes at 25 cents per bushel is | #@ve competition from those living in other countries, but if 
I, as there is a large amount of labor involved in rais- | Should be fair competition, and the home manufacturer should 
terop. In that connection it might be well to remember | & Protected to the a of the differen ~ betv ee 
le labor in raising potatoes, as well as the item of labor production at nome and abroad. ( oan etilion Is the g1 pr 
f y upon the farms, costs more than the labor upon the | “!P!¢ which should at all times be kept in min , ee ees 
in farms. Canadian farmers are permitted to secure | framing of a tariff bill but in the framing of all laws passed 
:, healthy, industrious young Scotchmen, or strong young | Constess respecting the commerce and industries of the count 
f other nationalities by writing to the Allan Steam- | “%4 it should never be forgotten that the sweeping away of tal 
s Co., or some one of the other steamship companies, ad- duties is just as likely to prev ent competition by « stroyii 
g¢ the cost of transportation, and in that way secure such established industries at home as it is to secure compe ti 
ra year’s work at a very low price, and the amount of | king off all barriers to foreign importations. For example 
they do is exceptionally large as compared with the quan- American woolgrower can not compete ve . 
if work done by many of the men whom our farmers must | ‘!¢ Australians, because under eRe SRVOERDIC _ 
el y at higher wages. This can not be done by the American | country the Australians can afford to — sheep prontayly a 
f rs on account of the alien contract labor law. een oe the wool, _ Sut what will the inal result mes o 
iould also be remembered that the Anglo-Japanese treaty | free wool . Sheep Falsing will cease to ne an — ry = wo 
Went into effect the 1st day of this month and that the Japs | an hs aan bog a eae Sah amin ion i og 
have 4” practies . . % . ice, also ¢ Cc »> marke ea ry mason of the 
+ a ere oe Cane decreased supply of domestic mutton, and thus undoubted!) 
WORSB THAN CANADIAN RECIPROCITY. crease the price of other meats. 

In addition to flour and potatoes, the following products will And so it will be found that at all times competition t] 
be admitted to the United States absolutely free if this bill is | correct principle, and that the only way to secure competil 
passed : | is to place our farmers, manufacturers, and other prod 

beef, veal, mutton, lamb, pork, bacon, cured meats, milk and | upon equal terms with foreign producers. Any other p! 
‘reim, condensed milk, wool, rye and rye flour, swine, tallow, | either destroy our industries or lower the standards of A 

5 Corn and corn meal, bran and wheat screenings, broom corn, | ican living. 
‘ard, flax straw, buckwheat and buckwheat flour. It is the No one will deny that there are abuses existing and that 
belief of those who have given this subject the most careful | there are inequalities and injustices under the present tariff 


Study that the Underwood bill, if it becomes a law, is bound 
to be more injurious to our farmers than the Canadian reci- 


‘rocity treaty, so called, could possibly have been had it taken 


effec t. 





But a plan of relief should be found without 
at the farmers, destroying commerce, and 
The remedy should not be worse 


act to correct. 
striking a blow 
paralyzing honest business. 
than the disease. 
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THE DOG AND THE SHADOW. 

The fable of the dog and the shadow is in point. It hap- 
pened that a dog had gotten a piece of meat and was carrying 
it home in his mouth to eat it in peace. Now, on his way 
home he had to cross a plank lying across a running brook. 
As he crossed he looked down and saw his own shadow re- 
flected in the water beneath. Thinking it was another dog 
with another piece of meat, he made up his mind to have that 
also. So he made a snap at the shadow in the water, but as 
he opened his mouth the piece of meat fell out, dropped into 
the water, and was never seen more. Beware lest you lose 
the substance by grasping at the shadow. [Applause.] 

The country is in a highly prosperous condition to-day. 
quote from a disinterested source, Mr. F. D. Warren, 
the Socialist newspaper, the Appeal to Reason: 

l y standard of prosperity, the past four years have 

prosperous In the history of the United States. Bank 
» been greater: railroad earnings have been larger; divi- 
n more regularly paid and of more generous proportions; 
1 I women, and children have been more &teadily employed; 
have sen higher than in any four-year period tn the history of 
Nation. The demand for farm products has grown enormously and 
ices that have lined the purses of the fortunate land-owning 
ith gold and silver. 
ot be true conservationists? 
and other producers, 
There is not a tewn or city 
not go to expense to secure the location of 
and they are even given bonuses, and 
the States have immigration agents or development 
commissioners who seek to bring in farmers. Why should the 
Nation bave a different policy from a town, city, or State? 
Why not hold fast that which we have? It is much easier to 
destroy than to create. This does not mean that we should 
maintain the present tariff schedules. I speak as the repre- 
entative of a large farming district and with some knowledge 
of the subject, as I have personally devoted some time to farm- 
ing for several years, The farmers will not object to substantial 
reductions all along the line, but they naturally resent being 
converted into pack horses, and will vigerously denounce as 
time goes on the attempt to make them wholly responsible for 
the high cost of living. The farmers know, too, that the cost 
of living has been increasing all over the world. This bill 
practically puts grain and stock raisers’ products on the 
free list. The most superficial examination of the agricultural 
schedule will show that. 

In conclusion permit me to again quote President Wilson upon 
the subject of the tariff: 

When we act we should act with caution and with prudence, like 
men who know what they are about and not like those in love with a 
theory 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Cringe having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Garretr of Ten- 
nessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 3821 and had directed him 
to report that it had come to no resolution thereon. 

RECESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
take a recess until 7.30 o’clock to-night. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 36 
minutes p. m.) the House stood in recess until 7.30 o'clock 
to-night. 


To 
editor of 


Why say to the farmers, 
“ Here’s your hat. What's 
in the United States 


‘turers 
your hurry?” 
that will 
factories, 


most of 


some 


sometimes 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 


the House 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
7.30 o'clock p. m. by the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. CLINE]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
oo21. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Aceordingty the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 3321—the tariff bill—with Mr. Gar- 
reTT of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CaLpgEs}. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to repre- 
sent in this House a part of the city of New York, the great 
metropolis of the western world and the chief market place 
for the products of the United States. 
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I have listened with great interest to the disc ‘ussion ¢ 
the past week and have noted with keen regret that. 
of the speeches ae there seems to have been » 
tion to align the rest of the country against that 
tropolis. This has rove very strange to me, for I h ia 
felt that the people of the great agricultural comm 
the land depended upon us just as much as we do 1) 
It has been well said, “ That the riches of the cow 
out of the earth,” and while that is true to a lar: 
nevertheless, but for the market place where you }) 
change your commodities and receive eash or its « 
your prosperity would amount to little. And so, at the 
of the magnificent Hudson we have built up a great 
which every citizen of the United States should be d 
It has occurred to me that the prosperity of that cit 
barometer of the success of the entire country; that 
our gates from the rest of the world come the prov 
the other countries to be distributed throughout our | 
again, through our gates goes the produce of the farm 
mill into our great ships and across the ocean to be «: 
to all the rest of the civilized world. And so, when n 
risen in their places both at this session and at oth 
to criticize our method of doing business and our p 
success, it has seemed to me that they were attempting t 
in the eyes of the world that magnificent eity, whose 
is unequaled in the history of time, whose standing is { 
the greatest. manufacturing city of the world, and wh 
day, or soon will be, the greatest financial city of any 

Now, as I said a moment ago, what has been your pri 
has been ours, and I think it but fitting that I cal! the 
of the conntry to the development of that great city ' 
benign influence of a Republican tariff and the adn 
of that party here at the seat of government. I am 
give you just a few figures showing the great progres 
has been made in the wealth and business of th: 
I submit the following. First, as to the amount 
posited in our banks: 


of n 


Deposits in savings banks, New York City, Jan. 1, 1898. $54° 
Deposits in trust companies in New York City- os 
oon in State banks of deposit in New York City__ 

1 deposits in national banks Dee. 17, 1896 


Deposits in savings banks, New York City, Dec. 31, 
1 


Dec. 26, 


wibeaae in trust ee ompé nies, ‘New York City, 
1912_ Sie ance La 

Deposits in State banks, New York City, Dec. 26, 

Total deposits in national banks Apr. 4, 1913 


1912 


Total deposits in New York banks... ._._--~- ; 4,032 


You will observe that the savings banks deposits 4 
years have increased from $545,000,000 to $1,167,000,000 
than 100 per cent; and when I tell you that the saving 
are prohibited from receiving deposits from any one pers 
ceeding $3,000, you can readily appreciate the fact tl 
gigantic increase in the savings of the people of a com 
is, in the end, the great evidence of its prosperity. In ad 
to this the total deposits in all the banks of the city |! 
creased in the past 14 years from $1,620,809,679 to $4,0°2.7 
This shows that in addition to the prosperity of the 
people of our city the business men have prospere: 
anything to be dreamed of. Some one might say that the 
wealth of the country has come to us, This is not sv 
can demonstrate to you in a moment. 

In December, 1896, the total deposits in all of the | 
banks of the country amounted to $2,142,556.399, while 
ruary of this year the total deposits in the same banks amv 
to $8,361,165,397, an increase of $6,218,608.998, An exam 
of the records will show that the proportionate increase | 
posits in the national banks outside of New York ( 
greater than that in the great metropolis. 

Now, as a further evidence of the development of the nm 
lis of America under a Republican tariff and a Republi 
ministration at Washington, permit me to show the a> 
valuation of the real property in that city. You will « 
beginning in the year 1900— 


You will observe that under a Republican administrat: 
Washington the assessed valuation of the real estate in 
York City has increased in the shert space of 12 years ovyel 
per cent, or nearly $4,700,000,000. 
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per cent total valve of manufactured products for the United 
States in 1909 and 10.5 per cent in 1904 Of the 245 industry classif 
cations employed in compiling the 1909 statistics for manufactures of 
the State, 217 were represented in this city 151 of which covered 
industries with products valued at more than $1,000,000 
There were 21 industries in New York City in 1909 for which a 
value of products in excess of $20,000,000 was reported For two of 
these industries, the refining of cane sugar and the smelting and 
refining of copper, statistics can pot e presented se] thout 
disclosing the operations of individual establishments I 19 
industries, arranged in order of value of products, ar d d in the 
following tabular statement, which shows the ab te ey tive 
increase in this respect between 1904 and 1909, and also t tuge 
which the value of products for each industry represents of t re 
sponding total for the State: 
Va f produ 1909 
| | ! 
Ind i try i ! Per Al . 19 4 
} cent of - 
} Amount. total 
ion , 
| | Stat An t 
Clothing, women’s... ili ita $266, 477,000 | 7.8)§ 8.2 
Clothing, men’s, including shirts...... 218, 411,000 ee | us 4 1.1 
Printing and publishing. .. ane |} 183,500,000} 84.6 45, | 3.5 
Slaughtering and meat packing 05, 862,000 | 75.4 4,9 00 | 1.4 
Foundry and mae shop products....| 63,853 000 | 41.4 | 16,000 | 10.2 
Tobaceo manufactures. | 62. 488, 000 | 81.5 11 , 000 7 
Bread and other bakery products. . 61, 904, 000 | 71.8 | 17,904, 00 40.7 
RA SIR a oie dit mnde 53,469,000} 68.8 10, 301, 000 1.9 
Millinery and lace goods............ 51,2 00 | 8.3 18, 806, 000 8.4 
Fur goods... 2 Sea 389.874.0001 96.5] 14 00 | 7.7 
Gas, illuminating and heating...... | 34.117,.000} 80.6] 4,402,000 14.8 
Paint and varnish. aks | 26, 664, 000 | 93.4 | 4, 000 16.8 
Musical instruments, pianos and organs, | | 
and material lear 25,516,000 75.8 6,546,000 | 34.8 
Furnishing goods, men’s.. | 25,496,000! 0.4] 8,883,000] 53.5 
Patent medicines and compounds and | } | 
druggists’ preparations... ... 24,984,000 | 66.9] 6,868,000] 37.9 
Lumber and timber products. . | 24,122,000} 23.3 | ) 00 13.7 
Copper, tin, and sheet-iron products } 23,303,000] 60.6 | , 914, 000 4.0 
Artiticial flowers and feathers ind plumes 21, 098, 000 | 99.7) 17,1 On 132.0 
iis cits Genes weed : 20,062,000} 78.6 6,017,000 | 42.8 
| 
It will be noted that for five of the industries included in the pre- 
ceding tabular statement more than 90 per cent of the total value of 
products for the State was reported from New York City, the proportion 
rising as high as 99.7 per cent in the case of the manufacture of arti 
ficial flowers and feathers and plumes. In seven other industries the 
establishments located in New York City contributed more than three- 
fourths of the total value of products for the Stat For only two 
industries iInciuded in the table—the foundry and machine shop and 
the lumber industries—was less than one-half of the total value of 


' } f re relative to the number and cost of the new 
structed in New York City from 1900 to 1912, 
F ir 
Ye N ber | Cost. 

ae rice uc wade aneanaaeanes | $78, 416, 002 

Soot ikGekaNteescimabaslebed | 145, 892, 593 

SE EL a eek bli aati ctets aig 111,535, 299 
caqpinadinnahdibenienon siberian Cott ne vies »| 112) 326, 826 

a Sa ee «| 5} 150, 148, 816 

a a Aa a | 244 648, 193 

ee re ere ra | 459" 46 

7 se teed anda sa das intes 162, 912,548 

SP AE Rea s | 254,061,035 

a hel rd diana icataahiaaid | 194,059, 399 

ss 178, 698, 154 | 

dtetabiaeneteanbnand | 178,698, 154 | 

ca eacatedapinieiveiekeeeshaeuesabteduel 210, 505, 237 | 

bilan ates 1 2,244, 14 i | 
; ; | 
<e figures are startling when you stop to consider that we | 
structed during the past 12 years in New York City | 

62700 buildings, and that over 100,000 of these buildings 
dwelling houses for one and two families, and that of these | 

ww) over 05 per cent were purchased by the people who occupy 
(hese houses are being purchased at from $4,000 to $7,000 

. savings of the mechanic, the clerk, and the small store- 
ther evidence of the development of the city is the incresse | 
st-oflice receipts. I have the figures here, beginning in 1900, 
licate that the post-office receipts in the city under a 
Republican tariff and a Republican administration have in- | 
| during the space of 12 years over $16,982,579, about 150 

ent 

, 379 | 

7, O64 

7, 881 

~ ”~, 710 

563 

9,214 

G06 , S68 
i - . T69 

0 484 
$15 

, df 

l - 637 
l9lz 958 
A .n-<sincensivitnensiinciniiaipinnpeilinsined wtitispnitpitniminntnigeanineaaaimnaiaeatial 253, 031, 396 | 

I might go on with innumerable instances. Let me cite the 
growth of the manufacturing industries taken from the Census 
he s. In 1899 the number of people engaged in manufactur- | 
ing industries in the city of New York were 432,000, and the 
yalue of their product was $1,172,S77,000; the eapital invested 


-) oO 


in these industries was $853,338.000. In 1904 the amount in- 
vested in the manufacturing industries of New York City was 


$1.100.000,000, and the salaries and wages paid amounted to | 


* $220.600.000, the value of their product over $1,526,000,000, 





$2.029,000,000, the amount paid in salaries and wages was $445,- 
000,000, and the number of men employed over 650,000. I can 
tell tl 
Bulletin on Manufacturing, published in 1910, the following: 

N York City not only the leading city and the 


is 


umber of men employed exceeded 530,000, while in 1909 the | 
ital invested was $1.365,000,000, the value of the output was | 


. . ‘ | 
ie story in no better way than to print from the Census 


commercial | 


iter of the United States, but also the industrial metropolis, holding | 





rst place in the tetal value of manufactured products as well as in | 
many individual industries. In 1909 the population of New York City | 
was practically equal to that of the State of Obio, and exceeded only | 
by Pennsylvania, Hlinois, and New York itself, but the value of its 
manufactured preducts exceeded that reported by any State except 
Pennsylvania and New York. This predominance in manufactures is 
closely connected with the abundant supply of labor, its large itmmi- 
grant population being In particular an influential factor in causing 
mar 


facturing enterprises to locate there. New York City is the chief 
center of trade between the United States and Europe and also one 


of the principal distributing points for domestic trade. This com- 
mercial importance has also contributed greatly to the high rank of 
the city in manufacturing industries and to making New York the 
financial center of the United States, thereby rendering it easy to 
obtain capital for the establishment and extension of such industries. 


, Measured by the increase In value of manufactured products, the 
Industrial development of New York City from 1904 to 1909 was 
greater than from 1899 to 1904, the increase being $503.169,570, or 
oe» per cent, for the riod 1904-1909, and $353,652.745, or 30.2 per 
cent, for the period 1899-1904 During the more recent 5-year peeled 
the average number of wage earners in the manufacturing indus- 
tries of the city increased 89.286, or 19.2 per cent. as compared with 


an increase of 76,150, of 19.6 per cent, for the earlier period. Of 
190% 14,955 manufacturing establishments reported for the State in 
1909, 25,938, or 57.7 per cent. were located in this city; the propor- 


Hon for 1904 was 56 per cent. and for 1899, 53.5 per cent. 

The establishments in New York City reported 55.2 per cent of the 
_ earners and 60.2 per cent of the value of products for the State 
n 1909, as compared with 54.2 per cent and 61.3 per cent, respec- 
tively, in 1904. ‘The value of the city’s manufactures represented 9.8 


693 












of the 































































products for the State reported from New York City. 


The leading industries in New York City in 1909 were the making of 
women’s clothing and of men’s clothing. There were 5.521 tablish- 
ments in the two industries combined, which gave emplovi 





average of 161,400 wage earners and manufactured products v d at 
$484,.888,000. The printing and publishing industry was next 1 im- 
portance, with 2.883 establishments, 48,322 wage earners, and products 
valued at $183.509.000. The value of the products of the three indus- 
triea just mentioned represented 32.9 per cent of the total vy 1e of 
manufactured products for the city, and they employed 37.9 per cent 
of the average number of wage earners engaged in all manufacturing 


industries. 
In addition to the 118 industries presented separately for New York 





City in Table I, page 62, there were 99 others which for various reasons 
are included under the head of “All other industries.” Some of these 
industries were among the most important in the city, 36 reporting 
products in 1909 exceeding $1.000,000 in value These industries are: 
Awnings. tents, and sails: babbitt metal and solder: bags, other than 
paper; baking powders and yeast; billiard tables and materials; choco- 
late and cocoa products: cloth, sponging and refinishing; cordials and 
sirups; cork, cutting: dentists’ materials; dyestuffs and extracts; fla- 
voring extracts; flour-mill and gristmill products; glue; grease and 
tallow: hat and cap materials; hats, straw; iron and steel, steel works 
and rolling mills: tron and steel forgings; labels and tags; lapidary 
work: liquors, distilled; mineral and soda waters; moving pictures; 
mucilage and paste; oll, linseed; ofl, not elsewhere specified; oilcloth 
and linoleum: paper patterns; pencils, lead; petroleum, refining yng 
and advertising novelties; smelting and refining. copper; sugar refining, 


not including beet sugar; tin foil; wire. Of these, 
valued at $10,000.000 or over; 6, products 
$10,000,000 in value; and 26, products 
000,000 in value. 

Of the five boroughs which form New York City, the Borough of Man- 
hattan is the most = industrially, the value of the manufac- 
tured products reported by the establishments within Its limits in 1909 
constituting 68.4 per cent of the total for the entire city. The propor- 
tions of the total contributed by the other boroughs in that year were 
as follows: Brooklyn, 20.6 per cent; Queens, 7.5 per cent; the Bronx, 
2.1 per cent; and Richmond, 1.5 per cent Each borough made sub 
stantial gains from 1904 to 1909 in all items covered by the manufac- 


4 reported products 
between $5,000,000 and 
between $1,000,000 and $5,- 





tures statistics, with the single exception that the Borough of Rich- 
mond shows a decrease in the number of proprietors and firm members. 
The relative increase in value of products was much greater in the 
Boroughs of Richmond and Queens, however, than in the ity as a 
whele, while in the Borough of Brooklyn it was considerably less, the 
percentages of increase being as follows: New York City, 33: Borough 
of Richmond, 76.1; Borough of Queens, 63.2; Borough of Brooklyn, 
11.7: and the Boroughs of Manhattan and the Bronx ned, 27.2. 
The leading tndustries in the Borough of Manhattan were to a large 
extent the same as those previously enumerated for t ity as a whole, 


leading produet; 


in the Borough 


while in the Borough of Brooklyn refined sugar was th 
in the Borough of Queens, smelted and refined coppe: 
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of the Bronx, pianos and organs and materials; and in the Borough of 
Richmond, oup 

fie totels presented for New York City do not include the statistics 
for three establishments operated by the Federal Government, namely, 
the United States navy yard, with 3,622 wage earners and products 
valued at $7,052,416 in 1909; the United States naval clothing fac 
tory, with 96 wage earners and products valued at $670,198, located in 
Brooklyn; and the United States Lighthouse Establishment, with 60 
wage earners and products, such as illuminating and signal apparatus 
and machinery and other lighthouse supplies, valued at $995,745, 
located at Tompkinsville, in the Borough of Richmond. 


“No”; but he thought it would be a better grade « 
did not expect it would be sold any cheaper. [ ¢ 
other of the leading tailors in New York City. | 
if he was going to be able to sell his $85 suit of clot! 
overcoat cheaper. ‘“ No,” he said, “ but you will 
grade of wool.” And so, on every band there is the s 
showing the consumer will get nothing except the 
They tell you of better material, but never any sayin 
They reduced the duty on cheap gloves. Did the 1M 
benefit? No. The makers abroad raised the price 

I have made inquiry relative to the total valuation of 
and exports from the city of New York and from + 
States from the days of the Wilson-Gorman tariff ); 


I have often wondered if the gentlemen who have written this 
tariff bill—mostly lawyers, men who have had little to do with 
the business of the country, men who have not had to brush 
shoulders with the everyday workingmen, men who have not had 
to solve the problems of business—were competent to prepare 
legislation of this character which deals with the business of the 
everyday life. I am an employer of labor, and a man once said 
to me that I could not be a friend of the workingman because I 
employed him. Study the business problem of New York City, 
consult the workingmen themselves, the real workingmen, not 
some of the demagogues who claim to lead them, the man who 
labors himself, and in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred he will 
tell you that his employer is his best friend. Their interests 
are one. In our city in the past 15 years there has been an 
iuverage increase in compensation among the working people of 
aut least 40 per cent, and while it is true that prices have in- 
creased in proportion, nevertheless, the people of that city are 
moré prosperous than at any time in the history of the country, 
and to-day if a man will make the least effort it is easier to save 
inoney out of his wages than ever before. I might go into detail 
and discuss this bill, which I am fearful will bring disaster to 
our city and the country. 

Take, for instance, the lumber schedule. I am a builder. I 
construct from 50 to 100 houses every year in the city of New 
York. I am what you might call the ultimate consumer. I buy 
the lumber and cut up and put it in buildings. Now, when the 


last year, and propose inserting the same in the Rr 


Imports into and exports from New York and the total 1 
respectively, with duties collected on imports during the 
ending June 80, 1895, to 197?, inclusive. 


| Imports. Exy 


Fiscal| ar se amas 


years, | ’ » —_ . 
ss New York. Total United States. 


30. 





Value. | Duty. Value, Duty. Value, 


! 
Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. | 
1895 . .!477, 741,128 |101, 750, 165 731, 162,090 |147,901,218 325, 5 2 
1896 . .|499, 932, 792 |106, 666,185 | 759,694,084 |156, 104,598 35 
1897 . .|480, 603,580 (118,365,076 | 789,251,030 |171, 779, 194 
1898 . .|402, 281,050 |100, 424,617 | 587,153, 700 144, 258, 563 
1899 . .|465, 559,650 |134, 071,173 685, 441, 892 }200, 873, 429 2 
1900 . .|537, 237, 282 |150, 153,068 | 830,519,252 |228, 364,556 518, 834, 471 
1901 . 27, 259, 906 |150, 330, 669 807, 763, 301 232, 641, 499 529, 592, 978 
1902 . , 930, 849 |163, 606, 071 899, 793, 754 |250, 550,428 490, 361, ( 

1903 . .|618, 705, 662 |178, 852,021 |1, 007,960,110 |279, 779, 587 |505, $29, 694 
1904 . .|600, 171,033 |168,677,030 | 981,822,559 |257,392,055 1506, S08. ( 
1905 . .|679, 629,256 |170, 570,029 |1, 087,118, 133 |257, 898,130 |524,7 


1906 . .|734, 350, 823 |192, 985, 952 |1, 213, 417, 649 |293, 557,984 (607, 160,314 
1908 . .1688, 215,938 |184, 235,337 | 
1909 . .|779, 308, 944 |195, 008, 723 11 981; 641; 735 294,377,360 }607, 239, 481 
1910 . ./935, 990, 958 |214, 686, 318 |1,547, 109, 137 1326, 263,093 \€51, 986) 35° 
1911 . .|881, 592, 689 |200, 818, 397 |1, 527,945, 652 |309, 581,944 |772, 552 
1012 ..(075, 744, 320 104, 752, 639 640, 722, 902 [304, 897, 035 


was something to a reduction of the duty on lumber, and I 1, 183, 120, 66 logo’ 973" 432 701, 062, 913 
went home and talked to the lumber merchants in my city and 
asked them if the duty on lumber was reduced would any 
benefit come to me, and then to the people to whom I sold and 
rented my houses. The men to whom I talked said “Absolutely 
not,” that the very moment we reduced the duty on lumber that 
moment the Canadian would raise the price. And so he did. 
The very next day after the Payne bill became a law the 
Canadian raised his price. I tell you, frankly, my friends, that 
the people of New York City have not received a particle of ad- 
vantage from that reduction. Now, as to the further reduction 
under the Underwood bill. When I was home in New York last 
week I talked with several of these gentlemen and they advised 
had made contracts for the fall, and that their 
arrangements with the Canadians provided that they shall 
divide the duty. The Canadian puts his price up one-half and 
the lumber merchant gets the other half. I am making con- 
tracts myself for lumber to be delivered this fall, and I have 
asked the same question and have been informed that the price 
to me will be the very same as it was this spring. Now, this 
is a situation I know myself. We are going to reduce the duty 
on lumber and convey the impression to the people that they are 
going to get cheaper homes. Can anything be more silly? 

Take the sugar problem. The great sugar refiners of this 
country—and I know whereof I speak—are very much pleased 
at the prospect of reducing the duty on sugar. I know an officer 
of one of the great refineries. He is delighted at the prospect. 
I asked him whether he thought the consumer would get any 
benefit. He reminded me of the time previous to the Spanish 
War when the duty was placed on coffee. We bought it then 
at 28 cents a pound. The duty was taken off after the war, and 
we are now paying 35 cents for the same coffee. Sugar will be 
exactly the same. The duty will be divided between the foreign 
sugar planter and the refiner. The United States Treasury will 
lose the revenue, and the consumer will not get sugar cheaper 
but in some way will be compelled to make up the deficit in the 
Treasury caused by putting this commodity on the free list. 

Let me refer to the ready-made clothing. I talked to a gentle- 
man, who is the principal owner of one of the largest stores in 
New York, since this tariff bill was reported. I said to him: 
“Ts it a fact that you will be able to sell your $10 suit of all- 
wool clothing for about $8?” He said, “ No; it will sell for the 
same price, but we will give you better wool.” “Do you. not 
advertise at present that this $10 suit is of all wool?” “ Yes,” 
he replied, “* but the new wool suit will be better grade.” “ Will 
it wear much longer?” ‘“ Well, maybe not, but it would be 
better.” And so I talked to a prominent tailor in my city along 
the same lines. I asked him if the $25 suit of clothes he has 
been making a specialty of would be any cheaper. He said, 


It will be observed that in the year 1895 the total va! 
ports into the United States was $731,000,000, and the duty 
lected on these imports was nearly $148,901,000, while the \ 
of the exports was $807,538,000, in all over $76.000,000 
than the imports. Under the Payne tariff bill the import 
year were $1,614,722,000, and the duty paid there 
$304,597,000. As against this the exports last y 
$2,204,000,000. These figures show that the exports have 
during the past 17 years nearly 300 per cent, in amount 
$1,400,000.000; and in the same period the imports 
creased $900,000,000, and the duty on these imports und 
Payne bill has more than doubled the amount paid un 
Wilson-Gorman Act, proving conclusively that not only has | 
Payne Tariff Act been a revenue producer but it has in 
eign competition. To say that it is prohibitive and that 
restricted trade seems to me to be a statement that is n 
out by facts; and, furthermore, these figures show that (0 
cent of all these imports have come through the city of New 
York and that 40 per cent of the exports have passed thr 
the same port. 

I could discuss nearly every schedule submitted in al: 
same way, and I have come to the conclusion that «ft 
said and done this bill in question will work di: 
that great metropolis, which is the pulse beat of the Na'\ 
have tried to discuss this with my colleagues. We ar 
21 Members from Greater New York—my Bull Moose 
Mr. CHANDLER, who, I am informed, will vote against tli: 
ure, and the 19 Democrats, who have apparently banded 
selves together to vote for it despite the outcome. I bh 
waiting patiently to hear one of them get up in his ))! 
defend the great manufacturing industries of their city, 'l 
to this moment have failed to hear one of them say 
along these lines. I am enough of a patriot to express th 
that this measure will not work great disaster to our | 
but if I am to judge by the views of nearly every man 
when I return to my home they are viewing this whole |)! 
with apprehension. I have conscientiously sought advic: 
subject to get my bearings. 

In this connection I wish to insert in the Recorp a nul 
communications I have received, particularly one frei 
Julian D. Fairchild, president of the Kings County Trus'! 
of Brooklyn, one of our leading citizens and a great stucc 
business, and, besides, treasurer of the regular Democratic ¢ 
in Brooklyn. 


me that they 


Payne tariff bill was under discussion I thought perhaps 1907 . .|853, 696, 952 |217, 127,610 |1, 415, 402, 285 |329, 121,659 627, 9497 857 < 
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Kincs County Trust Co., ‘ . — 
Brooklyn, N. ¥., April 17, 1918. and come again to our marke 














éreat advantages and great mineral and agricultural wealth, ' and unions pay 45 per cent. 


*t place with your products. We 


Now. 


it 


surely 


must 


tl WhiLLIAM M. Catpur, M. C., | will dispose of them and give you back the products of the mills 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. and the skill and labor of the workingeman 
Your letter is received, inclosing copy of the new tariff I thank you, Mr. Cl man. nr le , } 
tax bill, regarding which you ask my views tention whi h . h Hairman, and thank the House for the at- 
favering a moderate reduction of import duties, I should be hic . ch it has given, and trust I have vid ! ng 
y to see this bill become a law in its present shape. The old | Which has given some information on this importa! 
} I ) l importa 
of 1893 was a radical one. Its effect on trade and com i 
‘s so disastrous that it was repealed. The proposed bill is — - ecb age Ab. Bh 
re drastic and destructive. MANUFAC?! ( AND 
itry is not now as well able to withstand unwise tariff legis Hon. WILuI ; B n. N. Y ‘ 
; ; , ? ens or ILLIAM M, ¢ DER 
lat s it was in 1893. In 1890 the total population of the United House of at ra i tiv . } ’ . 
§ was about 63,000,000. In 1910 it was nearly 92,000,000. In en, Ween, D. ¢ 
18 63 per cent of the population tilled the soil, worked the mines, | , HONORABLE Str: On the 15th instant we forwarded a 
h ianaged the ranches, and only 37 per cent lived in the cities as copy of which we give herewith : 
turers, traders, and laborers. In 1910 only 45 per cent of the It is impossible for the cocoa and chocolate industry in thi ry 
p tion were agriculturists, while 55 per cent were traders and con- to prosper or even hold its own under the proposed new tarlf An ex 
& ‘The consequence of this tremendous shift of population within | #™iuation of the facts will readily show this. Eight per cent d 
> ¢ : ; pol ontirely ’ per is 
th rt space of 20 years is not generally realized. entirely inadequate when comparing American wages with fo! n 
vn immigration is rapidly changing us from a community of wages, to say nothing of many other factors.” 
¢ miners, and ranchmen to a nation of traders, clerks, and | May we have some expression of opinion from you as to tl! kell 
Is not the high cost of living due to this shift of population | hood of the proposed tariff on chocolate and ¢ coa bet rried te 
e farm to the city rather than to the tariff, combinations of | effect on the basis proposed; that is, 8 per cent on al red 
or the increased production of gold? chocolate and cocoa? . 
s it wise finance or good business on the part of Congress to The industry in this country has been severely competitive for a 
. over fifty millions of certain revenue in order to give the pub- good many years, and particularly so for the past w yea There is 
uncertain benefit of free sugar? It does not follow that free not the slightest evidence of any excess of pt ity, and tl I ry 
vill result In cheaper sugar. The actual outlook seems to be | evidence that the public have been supplied with ¢ and q 
e inevitable closing down of many of our beet-sugar plants will | UPOR a basis of extremely close mar in. , , 
yt only the foreign producer but the remaining d ymestic pro- If there were duty on raw material—that i the « e d 
; to increase prices coincident with the decreased supply. Every- | that duty was taken off and, at the same time, the duty « t 
0 ws that control of a product means control of its price. | facture was also partly reduced, it would not be such a severe | 

i same objection, in principle, applies to free wool. With the | tion, and, besides that, it would very probably effect a red ] ) 
d f, the price of wool would promptly drop and gradually become | the consumer without injuring the industry in this country and 
] and lower, until there would be no profit in raising domesti out hurting the interests of the thousands of employees who e 
§ At the same time, because of the decreasing supply, the price of | their livelihood from work in this industry. z 
Ww nd mutton, too— would steadily advance with the curtailment of Almost everything that goes into the manufactured cl c 
t p ranche s. This being so, it would seem that the only ultimate | cepting the cocoa bean, is brought into the country under a ! r Y 
} 3 of free wool would be foreign sheep raisers and foreign and labor ts to be paid for at about twice’ the rates paid ix tl os oa 

manufacturers, with their cheap labor. | in Europe where chocolate is largely manufact red. | en I 1 = 
have already tried the kind of tariff proposed by this bill. The | practically free-trade country, has “a duty of 4 cents per f : : 
was harmful. Why try it again? Such radical changes all | manufactured cocoa, which is, on an average not f fr J ot orn 
the list would certainly cause me industries to shut down, | cent on the imported goods Germany Franc Hol ind nd SI os 
to work on reduced time, and the consequence will be commercial | well as Italy and Austria, all have higher rat of duty on cl . 
; business devression, and widespread suffering for labor. and cocoas. It may therefore be said that the propo ed reduct! j 

Che bill concedes that the reduced duties would so largely decrease | in no way help the industry in this country to export nadie te ; = 
t vernment’s income that some other source of revenue must be countries, but would lay it open to unequal comp tition | ‘tl 
f in order te make up the deficit. The framers of this bill—who | try. The foreign manufacturer gets a rebate from his Govert — t. 

i ndoubtedly honest in their opinions—evidently believe that by | with cheap labor and almost everything else cl ap he wi & . : 
t incomes of over $4,000 this deficiency burden would be cast | ship goods to this country at a less price than t! ‘ 7 can b 7 t : 
those well able to bear it. That remains to be seen. produced here. r er ar . ; 
_ From my. business experience I venture to predict that if this bill To our minds ft ts evident that such a tariff as is proposed w force 

is cted in its present form the Government will not only lose its | the manufacturers in this country to lower the w r tl 
s and wool revenues, but that. the public will not receive the ployees In no sense could this be inte nded as re t : Sense = 
f i ted benefit from the reduction rariff duties should be re } Means that in order to keep their factories ¢ ‘ing and t ‘ : 
d | only on such merchandise and material as can plainly stand the | any sense with the foreigner their pay roll would 1 ve be | ty 
mn, and without appreciably lessening Federal revenues or un- | lessened 7 F te ee —" 

general business. Aside f P itt , 
x : 3 le from the regular competition with the forelg I > 
hermore, it seems to me that the income tax may be resented as | we have to contend also with the manufa Smee 1 ae } =a 
egislation and found to be premature, expensive, and uncertain. in their own ce untry not sufficient to an aaele a . = — - i 
t not have been w iser not to have brought this tax forward at | resort to the shipment of goods to the I nited States at even hat 
but to have reserved it for future requirements when found | cost. We. in turn. could not resort t noone an »} 9 on 
t ’ solutely necessary? Any deficiency in revenue resulting from | the high duties on the i“ r le Pe See ae of 
t reduction of the tariff could be readily made up by a smal! stamp “We believe it is n ¢ vers - i ] that 
t in checks _ and nasola yet r ” _ > aon os 0 e e cnown tha ‘ompetitio 1m he 
. cm ks, legal and commercial documents, proprietary medi- | manufacturers in the United States on siapaaiates a ‘a oo _ 
nd ae, eee Such a tax, equally, widely, and justly dis- | so keen that only the very smalle margins of on at have ont “ a 
1, wouk wroduce the necessary deficiency reve 1ue, be inex i : that igi aie es a ces r baty 9 
7. c evenue, - n an industry that might expect a ressonable maregi } 
peusively collected, » generally acaniesc : : , a e : me Mares " t > 
: iy collected, aan generally acquiesced in. large investments necessary; in other words. the pu bu 
"ia " . Iu -DF ; ers of cocoas and chocolates at an abnormally low rate, cor ’ 
oan JULIAN D. FArRcHIcp. expense of manufacturing in this country. — 

This gentleman has always contributed largely to Democratic We do not believe that the administration would favor the carr: , 
support and he believed in the candidacy of President Wilson hee a reduction in tariff as is proposed if the fa were 
: b 7 . . | } wh. 
year and believed he was voting for a conservative tariff We ask such assistance as you can give us consistent with | ’ 
measure. His letter covers the ground fully and I would like oe eae facts before Congress and the President, so that ke 
every Member of the House to read it. I propose also to take coaae te a ‘hi . o- t 2 RESTS Se Cel Gane ae 

ad s a - J * € i isi lis country. 
{ intage of the leave to print by inserting in the Recorp a Very respectfully, Rockwoop & Co 
number of letters from business men, manufacturers, and work- WaLLace T. Jos 
ingmen of the city of New York. In relation to this measure President 
let me suggest to my colleagues from the metropolis, before BRooKkLyN, Ap i 
it is too late, not to take the chance of plunging the great rank | #02. Wittiam M. Catper, : 
; . - 7 S . -eonresentatire Sir '” 6 7 
and file of the people into distress and disaster. There are men | aan: ee naetee 
in thic . J : : : . ouse of Representati , Washingt C 
in this very room who will vote for this measure, but will do so Dear Sir: As the R cae . 

b make a : : : : SAR 3? 2 J » tepresentative (‘¢ f t ad y 
with great misgiving. I know of several Members of this House | which I reside, I wish to call your attention to | 
from New York City who have said to me that, while they feel | es the proposed redaction of the duty on man - 
bound by their party caucus to support this bill, they are fearful | — under the bill known as the Underwood bill now before the 
ol S ’ ine . . 

) outcome. ‘ i The manufacturers now find it difficult to compete with t} nei " 
Chairman, I have just laid before the committee a short | of the foreign low-priced labor; and If the duty on manufactured , 
me “ ; } olate al > ead fre 9 7 : 
ment of the effect of the legislation upon the city of New and chocolate should be reduced from 2} cents per pound and 10 per 
; 4 . + | cent ad valorem to 8 per cent ad valorem as provid in Sched o 
York I have tried t 3} r | y this Frei ity ] i uate tian -) 
K. i ed to show how that great city has developed | the proposed bill, many of them will have to close dow 





as a result of the prosperity of the country. I want to impress and discharge their employees. I am employed by one s 
upon the House, in concluding, just the idea that the city of New ts ten SS ee aneee tak you | 
York wants the whole country to know that it is exceedingly | loss of their positions which sonne senna yo aaa eaieranen + ie 
friendly, that our interests are common, that where you succeed Yours, respectfully, ie or 
x ; our success, and that when we are prosperous and doing as Donato B, W , 
= | ue es you to be likewise. Perchance at times you may meets ; 

eC 14t some men me ) » jj rests ave « o ate aie ee OLLMER, LOGG & Co 
more than they son a agpelrerere a ae pecaie eka oe Se n 7 _ WY 4s 

- - * € UTkh, : prii Jd 19713 

country. If there are any such men or interests, the good | Mr. Wittiam M. Carper, 
People of our city will jein you in condemning them. Weenmgeen, D.C. 

Let us go on together developing our great country with its | ant ,.Dman ME, Ciwes ‘com 36 per cont’ to 30 per cent, while the silk 


have 
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and handicap the American makers by having the completed article 15 
per cent lower than the cgmponent parts 
If this were passed, it would close up our factory. 


Yours, truly, 4. J. ARATA. 


sight to give a preference of 15 per cent to the foreign a 
v |} 
| 


C. J. TAGLIABUF 
INSTRUMENTS FOR INDICATING, 
CONTROLLING 


Mrc. Co., 
RECORDING, 
TEMPERATURE AND 

Brooklyn, N. 


AND 
PRESSURE, 


April 22, 1913. 


Ilion. W. M. CALpeER, 


Washington, D. C. 


Hionorep Str: Herewith we wish to express ourselves as opposed to 
any legislation that would be disastrous to the domestic beet and cane | 
sugar industries. 

Without doubt, free sugar will require your consideration shortly in 
the present tariff agitation, and we hope you will oppose the measure. 

The domestic sugar companies at present expend some $75,000,000 | 
annually, and free sugar would result, we believe, in at least materially 
cutting down such expenditure, if not wiping it out almost altogether. 
To offset this amount will only mean that more money originating with 
the American consumer will have to go to foreign countries for raw 
sugar. 

Also our merchant marine would be injured by not having the present 
return cargoes of raw sugar from United States insular poss 

Thanking you in advance for giving your consideration 
this protest, we are, 
Yours, very truly, 


essions 
earnest to 
J. 
J. 


Co 


ident. 


TAGLIABUB 
TAGLIABUE, 


. MFa. 
i Pre 
D. SAUNDERS’ Sons (INC.), 
Pirre THREADING AND CUTTING 
MACHINERY, ALSO HAND TOOLS, 
Yonkers, N. Y., April 10, 1913. 


MANUFACTURERS OF 


Ilion W. M. CALDER, 


Congressman from New York, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: We write to protest against the proposed lowering of the 
sugar tariff as affecting the beet-sugar industry of this country, which 
has grown from a small beginning to relatively large proportions, and 
if given proper protection would expand very much further. We accord- 
ingly urge that any action you may take in the matter of the tariff ques- 
tion as affecting this industry will be such as will be favorable to the 
continuance and development of the same. 

Also, as manufacturers of machinery, we object to any reduction of 
tariff’ on machine tools, as certainly it can not be expected that the | 
American workingman should be brought to the same standard of wages 
and living as the mechanics abroad, and this, we believe, would be the | 
inevitable result of any material reduction in the tariff on machinery 
and machine tools at this time. 

Feeling assured that you will find the sentiments as here expressed to 


be in keeping with the majority of those whom you may hear from on 
this subject, we remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 1). SAUNDERS’ Sons (INC.) 
W. L. SAUNDERS, 


Vice President. 


’ 


Per 


BrRooKtyN, N. Y., April 12, 1913. 


IIon. WILLIAM M. CALpgmr, 


Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: As a member of the Photo-Gelatine Workers’ Union of 
America, and as one of the constituents of the seventeenth assembly 
district, of which you are the Representative, I respectfully ask you to 
use all means at your command to prevent the lowering of the tariff on 
imported pictures or any other goods produced by the photogelatine 
process 

The reasons for asking you to do so are many, and all are of equal 
importance to the welfare and further development of the photogelatine 
process in this country, an industry which, at its best, can only be 
considered as being in a state of infancy. 

Furthermore, should the tariff be lowered on the goods as above 
mentioned, it would be impossible for our employers to compete with 
the foreign producers, and consequently they would be compelled either 
to abandon the industry or reduce our wages to such an extent as 
almost deprive us of a decent livelihood, to which we as American citi- 
zens are justly entitled. 

Any further information you may desire on this subject you will find 
in the printed testimony before the Ways and Means Committee under 
the title * Schedule M.” 

In conclusion, I respectfully urge you again to protect this infant 
American industry of ours, for by so doing you will not only protect 
our homes but assure us a prosperous and bright future. 

With the assurance of my gratitude and high esteem, I remain, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
FRANK GREENQUIST. 


THE MOEULE LITHOGRAPHIC Co., 


Brooklyn, April 18, 1913. 


Hon. WILLIAM M. CALDER, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: In submitting herewith, for your kind consideration, a 
petition of our employees, to whom a full work week with American 
standard of wages is most essential, we beg to state, in our own behalf, 
that the American industry of lithography has not become rich and 
opulent and indolent behind a high “ protective tariff wall.” 

For half a lifetime, to the writer's personal knowledge, it has been a 
struggle against an avalanche of importations from Europe, chiefly 
from Germany, and if anyone in the lithographic line has realized more 
than fair returns for his labor and other investments, he has been very 
fortunate. 

The present Payne-Aldrich bill does not equalize the difference be- 
tween the German and American standard of wages, cost of raw mate- 
rial, and overhead expenses, and in consequence German lithographed 
merchandise is being used in this country to a great extent, ke¢ ping 
many American presses idle. 

The proposed Underwood tariff on lithography will simply flood the 
country with European importations. It will mean reduced for 
our employees and possibly a decrease in wages. All in all, this feature 
of the Underwood bi!l apparently has not received careful and business- 
like consideration, and we appeal to you not to deprive us of the small 
legitimate returns we are entitled to for our labor and investment, 


time 
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| lithographic work comes in daily from Europe. 


to } 


| escaped y 


APRIL 28 
, 


There should not be the slightest reduction from the pre 
and the duty, whatever it may be, should be specific instead 
valorem duty as proposed by Mr. UNprErwoop, which duty 
in the past to be the means of a great many intentional 4 
tentional undervaluations. 

Respectfully, 


} 
t 


THE MOEHLE LITHOGRAPH! 
Cc. B. MOEHLE, President 
Protest signed by over 500 employees. 


BROOKLYN, April 
Hon. WILLIAM M. Caper, M. C. 


My Dear Sir: I am employed as a stipple artist in the Mo« 
graph Co., of Flatbush, and am aware of the danger that | 
graphic industry is put in by the proposed Underwood tari 
will mean the destruction of the lithographic industry of ow 
the bill is passed, and therefore ask of you to favor me by d 
utmost by protecting my trade, at which I have been workin: 
20 years, and could not very well go at something else « 
country to work in Germany, where the biggest part of the \ 
go. Even now, with the protection we have, almost $6,000 
As an Americ 
a Republican brother I appeal to you to use all your influenc 


| the lithographic industry protection, so that the many men ; 


cmployed therein will be able to make a living. 
: Thanking you for your favor in advance, and wishing y: 
am, 
Very respectfully, Conrad F, | 


BROOKLYN, April 19 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CaALper, 
United States Congress. 
Dear Str: As the tariff is to be taken up by Congress and 
beg to cail your attention to lithography, as I am making a | 
If the tariff is reduced on cigar labels, cigar bands, and 
graphs it will put us out of work, because in Europe they \ 
60 hours per week, while we work 48 hours, and the wag 
Europe is only one-half of what is paid in the United Stat 
see how easy it would be for Europe to sell their lithographs 
a lower tariff, while we have nothing to do. 
Trusting you will give this your careful consideration and 
utmost to protect us, I remain, 


Sincerely, yours, 


Avucust 8. B 


Henry F. Bircer, LirnoGerat 
New York, Api 
Hon. WILLIAM M, CALDER, 
Ilouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Deak Sir: The present tariff on the lithographed product: 
give sufficient protection against foreign competition. The ]i 
industry, even with an adequate tariff protection, is not a 
as other American industries. 

The Underwood tariff revision would mean idle machinery 
thrown out of jobs, wages cut to almost nothing, longer hour 
it would be so disastrous that the American lithographer could ! 

We therefore request that you exert your influence to prot 
an adequate tariff the American lithographer. 

Yours, respectfully, 
Henry F. Bri 
Trueopore H. b 
ALLIED PRINTING TraDES COUNCII 
OF New Yor«k §S 
New York, April 
Hon. W. M. CALprr, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Sir: The proposed tariff bill, after an extensive in 
by the Ways and Means Committee, is now under considerat 
Schedule M is the one affecting the printing industry and 

heading the following parts of the printing industry will 
Photo-engraving, electrotyping, stereotyping, composition, pr 
bookbinding. : 

The paragraphs of the bill which will affect us are $57 
paragraph 427 of the free list. As to paragraphs :‘ and 
opposed to any reduction. The rate at present is 25 per cen 
proposed to reduce it to 15 per cent. 

The competition with the improved American machinery 
being used on the other side, the longer hours, and lower wag 
a menace to-day to the printing interest of this State, and 
that you will be able to use your influence in every way to p 
reduction. 

The printing industry is the second largest in this State, 
can therefore appreciate what this means in the event that 
number of our people are thrown out of employment. Ther 
35 members of our unions in the State of New York, al! 


35,000 
will be affected in the event the proposed reduction goes int 
If a small percentage of these are thrown out of employment 
mean that they will be competing with the others, with the res 
we may not be able to continue to enjoy the conditions wi 
present and can not take advantage of the lower cost of livi: 
future, which, at the best, is a very doubtful question as to ! 
will really affect the consumer. = : 
Thanking you for your serious consideration to this 
remain, 
Yours, very truly, 


qu 


Davip A. WALst 
Secretary-Treas 


E. B. Moone & Co., 
DISTRIBUTORS OF TEXTILE 
New York, April i 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CALDER, 


House Office Buiiding, Washington, D. C. 


My Drar Mr. Catper: By way of introduction I would say ‘) 
live at 574 Fifth Street, Brooklyn, and have voted for you 
this residence. I am also a nephew of Mr. Frederick W. Sing‘ 
have had the pleasure of meeting you, though my name mie 

our memory. 

I have taken the liberty of writing you regarding 
tariff proposed in Schedule K 

I am a member of the above firm, who are largely 
making woolen cloths, which business will be great 
tariff changes. 


the chances 


interested in 


ly affected by 











1915. 





on 


bill as introduced calls for a duty of per cent on cloth, 
sincerely believe will not give us a fighting chance to compete 
low-priced labor of Europe, and I also believe that under a 
50 per cent the benefits to all of the people would be just &s 
ander the 35 per cent rate, and in addition to that it would 
fighting chance for ecver a million of our citizens who are 
interested in the textile business. 
another feature of the bill which as a business man you 
iate. In the operation of our plants it is necessary for us 
in raw material and goods in process of manufacture an 
equal to one-quarter of our yearly production. In addition to 
is necessary for us to arrange by contract for raw material 30 
iys ahead of its delivery. 


1 


i 


t 


is 


l these circumstances you can readily see that if the duties 
the new tariff law on our raw material, wool, and our finished 
cloth, are made effective at the same time there will be a 

kage in the value of goods in process equal to the reduction in 
It is impossible for us to avoid this without running out the 


stock at the mill and starting afresh at the time that the duty 
effective. 

remember, the provision of the bill passed by the last Congress 
ed by President Taft provided for a duty on the finished article 
» effective on January 1, 1913, or five months after the sign- 

bill, giving us time to work off our raw material purchased 

and to fill the machinery with material bought at a lower 


I 


\ 


th 


pri 
ri 
i 





ces 


; 
t 





hat this situation will appeal to your busicess judgment, and 


will use every effort to at least have the date of the duty 
put as becoming effective five months after the date of the 
f the bill. 


rstand that a movement is already on foot in Congress along 
and I sincerely hope that you will use your own efforts in 
is change. 

st wishes, 





urs, truly, Louis F. SINGLETON. 
BAER BROTHERS, 
MANUFACTURERS OF BRONZE POWDERS, } 
New York, April 22, 1913. 
i W. M. CALDER, 
United States Congressman, Washington, D. C. | 
I Sin: In our telegram of yesterday we pointed out to you that | 


nze-powder trade in this country is evenly divided up. Germany 
present time supplies this market with one-half of this article, 

other half is made by the American bronze-powder factories. 
proposed revision from cents per pound to 25 per cent ad 
m duty will positively give the entire bronze trade of this country 
ny and necessitate the closing up of the American factories. 
rdly believe that it is your desire to legislate us out of business. 
spectfully, yours, 








Re 


3AER Bros. 


J. Len Smitu & Co., 
IMPORTERS AND MANUFACTURERS, Dry PAINTS, 
New York, April 16, 1913. 
WILLIAM M. CALDER, 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Drak Mr. Catper: You have often written me that if at any 
uu could do anything for me in Washington you would be very 
do so. 

proposed new tariff bill makes no discrimination in the ad 
m duty on ocher, umber. and sienna between the crude and pow- 
state. We believe that this was an oversight when framing 


} 


y 
Ouse 


i 


r large plant in Brooklyn depends mostly ntpon the 
crude goods, which we import in large quantities. 
have written direct to-day to our esteemed President and to 
sman UNbDerRWoop, and we inciose you a copy of the letter. If 
an bring this matter directly to the attention of Mr. UNDERWOOD 

any influence to cause a change or partial change in the duty 
outlined in the inclosed letter, I shall appreciate it very much. 
With kindest regards, I remain, 

Very truly, yours, 


powdering 
e 
We 


hd 


us 


SINCLAIR SMITH. 


J. Les Situ & Co., 
IMPORTERS AND MANUFACTURERS, 
New York, April 16, 1913. 
ion. Oscar W. UNDERWOOD, 
Chairman of Ways and Means Committee, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.. 


In the proposed new tariff bill as reported in “ Schedule A, 
0 s, oils, and paints,’ the duty on ocher and ochery earths, sienna 
d sieuna earths, and umber and umber earths is 5 per cent ad 
orem in both the crude and powdered state. It costs abroad an 
erage of 52 cents to powder a hundred pounds of these materials 
d in this country $1.06. This results that it costs 54 cents more to 
work here, on account of the high cost of labor, etc., than it 
to do the work in Europe. 
Your proposed tariff bill allows less than 3 cents per hundred 
inds to compensate the manufacturer in this country for 54 cents 
ised cost. Unless the grinder here be protected by a greater ad 
rem duty on the powdered material it will result that all these 
will be powdered abroad, thus causing the closing of all fac- 
es now depending upon this industry, with consequent loss to the 
rer as well as the manufacturer. 
fo equalize the higher cost of manufacturing in this country there 
iid be at least an ad valorem duty of 25 per cent on the powdered 
if the erude goods are to pay an advalorem duty of 5 per cent. 
ithe present tariff bill gives a protection of 25 cents per hundred, 
hich Is inadequate and has resulted for years past in the powdered 
ds being freely sold in this market. Bearing this fact in mind, 
Low can the manufacturer here hope to compete with a protection of 
‘ess than 3 cents per hundred pounds? 
, AS one of the largest grinders of these goods in this country, we 
'Tust that you may see the justice of altering the proposed bill to a 
’ per cent ad valorem duty on ocher and ochery earths, sienna and 
stenna earths. and umber and umber earths when crude or not pow- 
l¢ red, washed, or pulverized, increasing the ad valorem duty to at 
feast 25 per cent when powdered, washed, or pulverized. 


IR: 
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As there are no umbers or siennas mined in this country that can 
favorably compete with those imported it is only reasonable that our 














painted, printed, or bleached, 25 per cent ad valorem 








Comparing the compound duty for paragraph 292 under the old rate 
(nine-sixteenths cent per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem) n 
the ad valorem duty as now proposed higher than it was 
Paragraph 294 cuts us bag manufacturers off without any protection 
We are sending you copies of briefs that were handed the Wa and 
Means Committee, giving you our position, with statistics and available 
information regarding this industry We call your attention parti 
larly to the supplement, referring to pomts A, RB, and € 
We most urgently ask you to recommend that the bill be amended by 
making paragraph 292 read 15 per cent ad valorem and leaving para 
| graph 294 as reported, 25 per cent ad valorem. That simply giv 
| 10 per cent duty protection against the pauper labor of India, rates for 
| whieh you will note on the fourth page of statement dated January 17 
As no burlap cloth is made in this country, the 15 per nt would be 
revenue and the extra 10 per cent for bags would be a living protection 
only to the industry represented by burlap-bag manufacturers in 28 
different States. 
We most heartily and earnestly ask you to use your efforts in secur 
ing for our industry the means of livelihood since the present measure 
| as proposed in paragraph 292 and 294 means almost certain death to 
| our industry in this country. If the bill is passed as proposed, th 
| manufacturing of burlap bags will be lransferred to Caleutta, Ind 
No trust or combination exists among bag manufacturers; freest and 
| fullest competition 
| Summary: We earnestly recommend paragraph 292 to read, 15 pe 
| cent ad valorem; paragraph 294 to read, 25 per cent ad valore 
Trusting you will see the simple justice of the above reg W 
remain, 
Yours, very truly, E. 8. Frost, Vice P lent 
JOHN Morcan & S« : 
STAINED GLASS WINDOW 
New York, April 10, 1913 
Hon. W. M. Caper, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
Dear Mr. Catper: I am in receipt of your valued favor of the Ot 
| instant, and also the copy of the Underwood bill 
To my greatest astonishment and regret I see that sta a 
| windows, when imported for churches, have been put on the fre 
|} under paragraph 659 As I already mentioned to you before, t 
| this becomes a law we shall be compelled to give up our busi 
| everv firm in the country in my line will have to do t! same 
| whole thing has been played into the hands of foreign firms ‘I ‘ 
| send their windows here duty free and we can « our shop thu 
| depriving some eight or ten thousand workingmen in the United Stat 
| of a livelihood. 
Mr. TxpERwoOpD, TI believe, frequently expressed himself that the ne 
tariff will not be enacted to cripple our industry here, but 1 see it 1 
| about to do worse; it will close us all up and permit the foreign maker 
| of stained-glass windows to monopolize all of the business in t! n 
try. They pay their workingmen about one-third in wages of what we 
| do here, and they have longer hours 
} You ask me if you can serve us any further Why. ve u n! 
| using all your power to wipe out the iniquitous paragraph (659 n tl 
| new tariff bill, or substitute the word “ except " In ' ; ‘ 
in the sixth line of this paragrap! If you do th I d Mr. ¢ ' 
| you will accomplish something that t) wi ‘ n t ‘ ty 
| will be grateful to you for This is not a question t § wl 
i not see the President and put it up to him It ' on of brea 
| for our workingmen, and you know what this me you employ 
| labor yourself, and I know you are happy when they are employed 
If you have anything to suggest and help us, please let me know. 


I am, 


Yours, sincerely, Louis Trugec, Mana 


er. 


manufacturing plants and workmen should receive the benefit of the 
powdering of the goods. We remain, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
J. Lee Smita & Co, 
JAMES Cuteves & Co 
IMPORTERS AND JOBRERS, 

New York, Api 8, 1913. 

Hon. WILLIAM M. Caper, M. C., 
Washington, D. C 

Drar Str: The writer, a former neighbor of yours in the old days 
of Thirteenth Street and who is still a resident of your dist t, takes 
the liberty to communicate with you in the matter pertaining to the 
tarif which is now before Congress 

We are importers of cereal products, and if the duty is red 1 
contemplated and the tariff becomes a law the day after passa 
would be heavy losers Business has been at a standstill for several 
months and many of we importers have stock on hand. We should be 
entitled to a few months’ time after the new tariff is ratified to 4d 
pose of our goods without severe loss. Consequently we ure writing y 
to lend your effort in having Congress to give a reasonable time afte 
the passage before the new duty goes Into effect This nothing but 
fair to the business man, and we shall hope that our request is not far 
from your views ’ 

With all best wishes for your success, we are, 

Yours, very truly, 

JAMES Cuieves & Co 
J. A. PHituips, Vice President 

Cc. H. Parsons Co., 

BAG MANUFACTURERS 
New York, April 19, 1913 
fon. WILLIAM M. CALpgr, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: As a manufacturer of bags, under Schedule J, would call 
your attention to the grave error that has probably n made by the 
Ways and Means Committee when reporting these items of the Dill, 
namely : 

Page 72, lines 20 and 21, paragraph 292: Plain woven fabrics of 
single jute yarns, by whatever name known, 25 per cent ad valorem 

Page 73, lines 3, 4, and 5, paragraph 204: Bags or sacks made from 

|} plain woven fabrics, of single jute yarns, not dyed, colored, stained 
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GLeason-TiemorTt Grass Co., 
rogers oF GLASS FoR GAS AND ELecTaric LIGHTING, 
Brooklyn, N. Y ipril 14, 1973. 


MANUFAC 


ITon. WiLtiam M. Caper, 

Jiouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Me. CaLopre: Your at ion is called to a y 
riff in Schedule B, reducing the rat 


ry 


1. member of the National A 

d Blown Glassware, we ask 

: 1 consistently can, to 
that a great many artk 
coun Will either cease 
of even with the 
lines of ware will continue 
Yours, respectfully, 


r 
ot 


f 


ssociation of Manufacturers sed 
you to use your influence in so far 
the present rates One v 
glassware which are now made in this 
to be made, or that the wages will be reduced. 
45 per cent duty proposed certain expensive 
to be manufactured. 


retain thing 
ot 
iry 


course, 


GLEASON-TIEBOUT 
C. H. Tirsour, Jr., 


GLAss Co. 
Secretary. 


Jostru Dixon Croecipie Co 

MINERS, IMPOR’ AND MANUFACTI 
GRAPHITE, PLU MBAGO, 

Buffalo, N. 


RERS OF 

BLack LeaD. 
Y., April 18, 1913. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CALpgrr, 


Hlouse of Representatives, 


Dean Str: When Schedule N, paragraph No of the Underwood 
tariff bill receives your consid ition, which I me nd earnestly 
treat it may, will you please also consider the followir n 

derived from my paint of view 
The alleged object of the revision of our pre 
dut is the relief in the cost of living of the whol i 
xht to accomplish to some extent by the removal! of a specific 
cents per gross on lead pencils, in 
personally Imterested; but as 45 cents is not divisible 
ever reach the gen 


no part of the reduction can 
buys a single pencil as needed and who must therefore « 
1, 2, or 5 cents for his pencil, as at present 

During the period of the lead-pencil industry in this country cedar 
lumber, which enters most largely into the manufacture of lead pencils, 
penholders has increased from 35 cents per foot to 55 cents 
per cubie foot, and despite the fact that it propagates itself cedar wood 
suitable for lead pencils is now very scarce lumber. Competition, on 
the contrary, is very keen among the American manufacturers and 
prices are very low. 

If the tariff is reduced, we are not only threatened by competition 
of the Germans, but the entire pencil industry of the world Is now 
threatened hy the invasion from Japan, where pencil factories are 
already tn ful operation. 

We have about 900 employees in our pencil factories, who are vitally 
interested in the eutcome of the present controversy, and in their behalf, 
as well as my own, I beg you to give this subject the consideration it 
most certainly deserves. 

Anything you can doe in our defense in this unwarranted attack 
very much appreciated. 
Very truly, yours, J. 


Washington, D. CO 
393, 
ass 


en isions 


port 
it 


of 


is 
45 
am 
144 (1 gross) 
consumer, who 
ontinue to pay 


the manufacture of which I 
by 
| 


etc., ibic 


succes 


will 
be 


A. CONDIT. 


HaANton & GoopMaAN Co., 
New York, April 22, 19138. 
Hon. W. M. CaLpre, 


licuse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: The brush industry of our country is seriously threatened 
by the proposed reduction ef the tariff on brushes to 35 per cent ad 
valorem 

Since the enactment of the McKinley 
brushes from Japan have incrense@ 3,856 per cent; the English, French, 
and German importations have also increased to an alarming extent 
These facts are indisputable and should convince you that our particular 
industry requires an increase and not a decrease of tariff 

The proposed duty is 35 per cent ad valorem. The present duty is 
40 per cent 

We ask your help In making the new rate rate 50 per cent for the 
following reasons 

First. The tremendous increase in importations. 

Second. The United States imports brushes to the value of $2 

round figures. The United States manufactures of the same 

‘ushes that are Imported not over $6,000,000. 

Third. Under the present tariff the Government received last year 
about $800,000 on the brushes imported, and in addition about $250,000 
from the American brush manufacturers as a duty on the bristles they 
used. Surely this is too much revenue from an industry as small as 
ours 

An inspection of your personal brushes and of brushes displayed on 
the counters of department and drug stores will convince you of the 
large quantities of foreign-made brushes offered for sale. 

Your efforts tn behalf of the brush manufacturers and 
ployees will be greatly appreciated. 

Respectfully, 

John VL... Whiting-J. J. Adams Co., Boston, Mass.: J. C. 
Pushee & Sons, Boston, Mass.; A. & E. Burton Co., Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Gerts Lumbard Co., Chicago, fll.: Hanlon & 
Goodman Co., New York, N. Y.; United Brush Manu 
facturers, New York, N. Y.; Jas. Lowe Erskine Co., New 
York, N. Y.; F. W. DeVoe & C. T. Raynolds Co., New 
York, N. ¥ Miles Bros. & Co., New York, N. Y.; Kip 
Brush Co., New York, N. Y.; Ox Fiber Brush Co., New 
York, N. Y.; Rennious, Kleinle Co Baltimore, Md.; 
Wm. A. Tottle & Co., Baltimore, Md.; Bigelow Brush 
Co., Baltimore, Md.; Owen Dennin Sons, Troy, N. Y.; 
A. L. Sonn Brush Co., Troy, N. Y.; Frederick M. Hoyt 
& Bro., Troy, N. Y.; The Bromwell Brush & Wire Co., 
Cincinnati, Ohio; The Wooster Brush Co., Wooster, 
Ohio; Rubberset Co., Newark, N. J.; Dixon & Ripple, 
Newark, N. J.; A. G. Jacobus Sons, Verona, N. J.: New 
Jersey Brush Co., Bloomfield, N. J.; Blder & Jenks, 
Piiladelphia, Pa.; Farle Brush Co., Columbia, Pa.; 
Ames Bonner Co., Teledo, Ohio; Standard Brush Co., 
New Hartford, Conn.; Florence Manufacturing Ca., 
Florence. Mass. 


tariff bill 


000,000 
kinds of 


their em- 


as | 
is certain, 


the importations of | 


MH. Firmscn & 
MAKERS OF PrRaAni 
New York, 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CALDER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dean Str: The iff on pearl buttons in the new 
made 40 per cent ad valorem instead of 14 cents per lin 
cent ad valorem. 

If the tariff bill as published goes into effect, milli 
invested in the pearl-button industry in the United Sta 
worthless and thousands of people engaged in this industry 
of work 


tnr 


It is absolutely impossible to make pearl buttons in 
under a 40 per cent ad valorem duty.At least 1 per « 
15 per cent ad valorem should be left as the minimum ta: 

Pearl buttons are to a very large extent a luxury, a 
be buttoned just as well with bone, metal, glass, 
buttons, 


t} 


COTM posit 
The largest item in cost of fresh-water Pp — butt 
If this tariff bill goes into effect with the 40 per cent 
duty, it will simply be handing the industry over to Japa 
people employed in the pearl-button trade in the United Stat 

out of employment. 
Trusting that you will give this matter your attention, we 
Yours, very truly, 
Lro 


H. Iltr 


APRIL 17 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CaLpmr, M. C 


Washington, D.C. 

Dear Str: On August 1, 1910, the property of the Sarato 
Manufacturing Co., located at Victory Mills, Saratoga Cow 
consisting of a cotton bill of 47,000 spindles and 1,180 | 
water power and tenements, was bought by people represent: 
undersigned, 

In the five months from August 1 to December 31, 1910. ¢ 
lost $21,014.47. In the calendar year 1911, $106,060.83: 
dar year 1912, $21,338.50. Total losses in 29 months, $148 

During the same period speculative profits on cotton ex« 
lative losses by $25,550, leaving net losses for mill operati 
ton trading During the same period $127.75 
spent for improvem: to the mills, tenements, and wat: 

Nothing was charged off included in above losses for « 
which should have been allowed for at the rate of about $3, 
month, or $87,000 in 29 months. 

The goods manufactured averaged 40’s yarns and were y 
aateens, twill cloths, and plain woven goods for conver 
labor cost exceeded 10 cents per pound, and the duties 
similar goods if imported were fully protective, so that the 
causing these losses came only from manufacturers in this 

I estimate the 123 per cent duty on these cloths provi 
Underwood bill at 24 cents per pound, or 25 per cent of o 
We are paying about 300 per cent of European wages, w! 
ten times European taxes. 

If the 123 per cent ad valorem rate becomes effective, thi 
all other mills manufacturing similar goods must 
soon as a sufficient amount of machinery is provided in 

In view of the losses steadily incurred for three years past, 
no encouragement to sink additional money while waiting for 
in the political situation. 

Yours, very truly, J. B. Uri 


in ¢ 


neck 


Brooxuyn, N., Y., April 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CALper, 


Tlouse of Representatives, Washinaton, D. C. 


Prar Sir: As one employed in the printing and binding of Bi 

I respectfully ask vou to come to our assistance at this critica! 
when our livelihood ts seriously threatened by the proposed p! 
Bibles on the free list in the new tariff schedule. The remo 

25 per cent duty can not be met except by a heavy cut in 

the closing of our plant, and such a contingency means disaster 

us, our work consists of the printing and binding of 
exclusively. 

We have no other publication, 

We lost 75 per cent of our foreign work by the 
placing Bibles in foreign languages on the free list 
tion 10 per cent in wages under the present ta 

You will see that as we are mostly union people 

| a free-list scale when all other books have a duty of 15 per 
The length of service of a majority of our male and fem 

varies from 20 to 50 years in one place, performing with lit 
tion the same thing, a condition you will appreciate which p 
unfits them for work in other places. We, therefore, ask y 
this matter your earnest consideration, feeling sure you will f 
by a sense of justice. If some concession must be made, the | 
of the Bible on the list of printed books bearing a 15 per cent 
will, in a large measure, avert the distress which would 
placing of the Bible on the free list. 

Very respectfully, L. 


of as 


actio 
and c 

riff 

we can no 


¢ 
ol 


to 


MILTON Mern! 


Perkins, VAN Bercen & Co., 
New York, April 24, 
Fion. WILLIAM M. Caupmr, M. C. 
Washington, D. C. 


Str: We desire to energetically protest against portions of 
ministrative clause of the proposed new tariff law known 
Underwood bill 

We have been importing dress goods for the last 40 years und 
and tow tariffs, but the resent proposed methods of collectir 
revenue will 80 annoy ent harass us, together with other im) 
generally, that the business will suffer more than from the old hi 
rates of duty. We protest particularly against paragraph J, page 
copy of April 7, 1913; paragraph L, page 175, copy of April 7, 
paragraphs U, V, and W, pages 185-187, copy of April 7, 1913. 

We maintain that duty should be assessed on the actual net cost 
goods without regard to market value at time of exportation A 
merchants of experience buy months ahead for later delivery, and value 
at exportation is seldom identical with contract price. : 

We maintain that neither the Secretary of the Treasury nor any 
other man should be given the power of keeping goods out of this 
| country “in his discretion” as a penalty for refusal of the importer 





7 








1915. 


eee 


. foreign manufacturer to submit “ any or all of his books, records, 


ounts to the inspection of an agent of the Government. 
rhe whole administrative clause seems to us to have been drawn 
the idea of restricting importations, and we respectfully request 


to have it corrected. 


are, 


influence 
we 


utmost 
in advance, 


nking 
Yours, 


your 
you 
respectfully, 

& Co 
Attorney. 


VAN BERGEN 
McGu IRE, 


PERKINS, 
Jno. W. 
BROOKLYN, N. Y., April 24, 
M. CALDER, 
Congress, Washington 


' 
| 

1913. 
Ifon. WILLIAM 
I inclose copy of circular just issued by the New York Produce 
Exchange, of which I am a member. 
Kindly use your full influence against the enactment of the proposed | 

and flour schedule. 

Yours, very respectfully, and your neighbor, 
RAMON G. 


W it ° 


Capiz. 
New YorkK Propuce EXCHANGER, 
New York, April 22, 1913. 
To the Members of the New York Produce Exchange: 
rhe proposed wheat and flour schedule in the Underwood tariff bill, if 
enacted into a law of the land, will result in the extinction of the flour- 
! og industry of the United States, and will transfer that industry 
to the mills of Canada and England. 


rhere are 5,600 flour mills in the United States and as many more 
gristmills. The Northwestern Miller states that these 12,000 mills 
employ 66,000 persons and have a capital of $350,000,000, an expendl- 
ture of $827,000,000, and products valued at $8835,000,000—the fifth 


great industry of our country. 
And yet it is proposed to enact a law which will ultimately entirely 
destroy this great nation-wide enterprise. 
resident Aspegren sent to Senator La Fouvertrr, of 
Finance Committee, the following telegram on the subject : 
“New York, April 1}, 1913. 
rhe millers, representatives of mills, and flour merchants, members 
of the New York Produce Exchange, deeply appreciate your opposition 
to the discrimination in the proposed tariff bill against American flour 


the Senate 


! ers Under the operation of this schedule Canada will, of course, 
| ptly remove the present tax on flour. It Is unfair and unscien- 
tifie to tax Canadian wheat grain 10 cents per bushel and admit Cana- 
dian wheat flour free. It will encourage the immediate expansion of | 
Canadian mills, which already are driving Americans out of the West 


Indian and other markets, and will discourage and destroy the immense 
ing business of this country. It will injure, also, the American 
farmer by restricting his market and reducing his price, while Canadian 
wheat growers are protected by our tariff. We believe the committee 
was not correctly informed on the subject or it would not have given 
its approval to the schedule, which will practically destroy the flour 
enterprise of this country while it builds up that of Canada and other 
nations. We count confidently on the success of your effectual influence 
and arguments against this result.” 
This telegram accurately states the matter at Issue. 
The flour business is in jeopardy. 

It behooves every member of the exchange to exert now, without a 
iy's delay, his influence to induce the Senate Finance Committee to 
inge the proposed schedule by removing the duty on wheat entirely, 
failing that, to place an equal duty on flour of, say, 50 cents per 
arrel. 
Write urgently your Congressmen and Senators on the subject. 
Ask also your clients, customers, and correspondents to do the same. 
It a matter of life or death for this great historic American 
industry 

Very respectfully, 


mil 


di 
= 


is 


Gro. A. ZABRISKIRB. 
H. Myers Bocerr. 
R. A, CLAYBROOK. 
EDWARD F. SINey. 
F. H. Price. 
Cc. W. MeCurcHen, 
Chairman. 
New YorK SuLpucr REFINERY, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., April 23, 1913. 


Hon. WILLIAM M. CALDER, 


1658 Eleventh Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 


DEAR CONGRESSMAN: The writer has been engaged in the manufac- 
‘ing of brimstone and sulphur at the above address for the past 20 
‘s, and to be brief in my statements to you will say that I will be 
obliged to abandon the business entirely if refined sulphur, as proposed 
a = —— and Means Committee, is to be admitted to this country 
ree of duty. 

_ The present tariff is $4 per ton, and even with this duty on it is 
imported into this country to quite a large extent. Last year the 
Government collected duties amounting to about $22,000 on the refined 
sulphur imported into this country, all of which will be lost to our 
Government if it Is admitted free, and the only ones who will benefit 
from it will be the foreign manufacturers. 

The foregoing are the principal reasons for getting refined sulphur 
on the dutiable list at $4 per ton, as at present, and I respectfully ask 
you to oppose the bill placing refined sulphur on the free list to the 
fullest extent. 

Assuring you that I join with all your supporters in giving thanks 
to you for the many benefits the people of your district, as well as 
many others, have enjoyed by your efforts, I am, 

Respectfully, yours, 





Joun A. STILL. 


ELLIson & ELLISON, 
New York, April 11, 1913, 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CaLpeEr, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

_ My Dear ConGRESSMAN: I am counsel for the Remington Typewriter 
Co., and I am just informed that it is the intention of the Government 
to place typewriters on the free list. 

The cost of production of a typewriter in this country involves 
approximately 75 per cent for labor, if not more. The material is al- 
most entirely of domestic manufacture, and the cost of which will not, 
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fact 


I think, be reduced by the pending tariff bill. Thus the remains 
that the present intention to place the article on the free list will 
affect only the labor cost of the article, and I do not believe that this 
is an item that should be made a subject of such action 
j May I not under these circumstances ask for your mature considera 
tion of the matter? 
1 remain, faithfully yours, WILLIAM B, ELLISON 
ELLISON & ELLISON, 
New York, April 17, 1913. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. CALDER, 
Hiouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: Supplementing my former letter to you 
relative to placing typewriters on the free list, I be eave to say that 
the Remington Typewriter Co., for which I am counsel, |} been in 
vited by the German Government to manufacture its produ in G 
many, where it can make a saving on the item of labor of appr 
mately 40 per cent. As I before stated, the labor cost in the ty 


writer is about 75 per cent of the cost of the machine. 
The Remington Co. employs about 5,000 people, and you can readily 
see what a very substantial reduction there would be in the cost of the 


production were we to accept the invitation referred to, and the loss 
that would be thereby occasioned to our American employees 

Under these circumstances are we not entitled to some considera 
tion? And is not the placing of our product on the free list not only 


unwise but unfair? 
I remain, faithfully yours, WILLIAM B. Eu 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Dupré]. 
Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, I am unalterably opposed to one 
of the schedules of the pending bill, and under the existing 
parliamentary status shall have no option but to vote against 


ISON, 


the bill in its entirety. I shall do so, however, without hesita 
tion or compunction, even though the bill and its—to me—ob- 
jectionable features have the sanction of the caucus of the 
party to which I belong and are reputed to have the ap 


proval of the President whose nomination I welcomed, in whose 
election I rejoiced, and for whose successful administration I 
earnestly pray. Neither the seal of my party’s caucus nor the 
imprimatur of my party’s President can make for me politically 


sacrosanct that which violates my preelection pledges to my 
constituency and destroys the main industry of my State. 
The Underwood free-sugar bill, against which I voted along 


with six of the seven Representatives from my State, passed 
the House March 15, 1912. In the ensuing June the democracy 


of Louisiana assembled at Baton Rouge to select delegates to 
the Baltimore convention. With the House action in favor of 
free sugar fresh in mind, that convention announced a plat 
form, from which I quote: 

We are in favor cf a revision of the tariff which will meet the re 
quirements of the National Treasury and will abate the protective 
system with the least possible unsettlement of our business fabri 

We hold that the tariff is a tax paid by the consumer, but in re 


ducing it to a purely revenue basis we would not sanction the injustice 


of crudely remodeling the tariff schedules in such a way as to force 
any ore industry previously dependent upon the tariff to sell in a free 
market and buy in a pretected one; nor would we contemplate the turn 
ing of the American market over to manipulation by foreign tariffs 
and export bounties where the results would be the wiping out of an 
American industry by a temporary lowering of prices and a subsequent 


raising of prices under foreign control and foreign enrichment 
We espouse these principles, not solely because they would forbid the 


heavy and cruel blow proposed against Louisiana but because they are 
applicable to any industry in any State, because they are the necessary 
guides to all just men striving for a tariff reform which will destroy 


evils for the consumer without creating them for the producer. 

Subsequently the Democracy of the Nation assembled at Balti 
more and enunciated its program of beliefs and demands. Its 
declaration for a tariff for revenue only, with pledges against 
“any legislation that would injure or destroy legitimate 
dustry,” and its recognition of the fact that our system of tariff 
taxation is so intimately connected with the business of the 
country as to prevent radical attempts to remove its inequalities 
is too familiar to dwell upon. Its declaration along these lines 
met with my entire approval. 

In announcing last August my candidacy for renomination in 
a Democratic primary, in which I had opposition, I used the fol- 


in 








| lowing language: 
I am in thorough accord with its—the Democratic platform—tarif€ 
plank, which demands a tariff for revénue only, with immediate reduc 
tion of existing high rates. I interpret the paragraph as a whol 4 
meaning that in this downward revision the interests of the State of 
Louisiana will receive fair and just treatment, and that no discrimina 
| tion or destruction thereof will be attempted. Reading it in that 
light, and in connection with the pronouncement of the recent 
tion of the Louisiana Democracy at Baton Rouge, I stand on and 
the tariff plank of the Baltimore platform. If an attempt db 
made in the future to depart from the course indicated above I shall, 
as in the past, resist same by vote and voice. 
I reiterated these views throughout the campaign. Along 
with thousands of other Louisianians I accepted the Baltimore 
platform and the nominee’s speech of acceptance at their face 


value. While I knew that the House had enacted a free-sugar 
bill, I also knew that the bill had never passed the Senate, and 
that the then Democratic minority was on record, by committee 
action and by individual utterances of distinguished Democratic 





widely from the House on the question 
pected, of course, that when our party came 
, ulong with other schedules in a tariff bill, 
ergo revision downward, but I had no reason to 
e that it would be put on the free list, 
not prepared to told that it 
it that a “hothouse plant,” 
net covered by the platform promise against d 
tion, hoy quick and cruel, 
ratic brethren can encompass 
s und Means Committee, with 
informs us that he realizes that 
» sounds sugar’s We in 


is in 


an exotic in 


be not a legitimate 
Louisiana, 
struction. 
vever, is be its fate, 
it. 
characteristic 
the bill which 
Louisiana knew 


chairman 


bears 


that 


al Ooi. 


too true. 

the free list, will be the last in history. Were I 
acquiesce in so brutal and unjustified a blow, 
in striking it, I would be faithless to 
es and untrue to my convictions of justice and fair 


My course is clear; I repeat, I shall vote against 


‘ 


ce to 


vote to assist 


inve no intention to discuss this measure in 


its general out 


Kiven though time permitted, inclination would be lacking 


ny part to expose such 


These, if they 


shortcomings 
exist, will come to light, 
responsible for will meet the fate which it 
a Democrat, I do not care to put weapons in the hands of the 

iies of that party, for future attack. As its free-s 
uuses me to vote ogainst the bill, I shall, 

* to that sehedule. 

as from beginning of our Government been re- 
as the ideal revenue producer, and until the days of the 
spensation under which we are living, been ¢on 
utilized to raise a heavy percentage of 
necessary to defray governmental expenses. The large amount 
revlized from its importation, the slight cost of customs col- 
lection, and the general diffusion ameng all the people of the 
resultant burden, have caused the tax on it 
one of the most equitable and least obnoxious that can be 
ted by the vereign. Small wonder is it, then, that so 
‘soned a statesman as the senior Senator from Mississippi 
saying last July—alas for human prophecies—that— 
Democratic President and a Democratic Senate 
should come into power, there is not the 


the mind of any intelligent man that sugar 
free list. 


as it may 
and the 


deserves. 


Sool 


party 
them 


the 


new has 


sistently the 


ena sO 


was 


even though a 
lemocratie Ho 
inticipation in 
placed on the 


and a 
slightest 
would be 


hasy is it to understand how leading Democratic newspapers 
all parts of the country, and notably in those parts of the 
intry where no loeal interests ean color or prejudice their 
ment or views, have been urging the Ways and Means 
nunittee go slow” with the sugar schedule, suggesting 
except in so far as the protection accorded to the refiners 
through the Dutch standard and the differential is concerned, 
it required but little reduction. No surprise is it that that 
pioneer of customs revision, “ Marse Henry,” of the Louisville 
Courier-Journal, whose devotion to the “ star-eyed goddess” of 
tariff reform dates back to a time when present-day tariff tink- 
erers were in their swaddling clothes, who, from Tilden t» 
Cleveland and from Cleveland to Wilson has never wavered, 
has recently denounced the free listing of sugar. 
tut it seems that the old order changeth; that such an- 
tiquated notions do net comport with present-day conditions, 
and that the experience of a century in our own country and 
the experience of all the other civilized countries are to be 
discarded in the interests of the unknown god whom we are 
worshiping to-day, the ultimate consumer. 

One might be inclined to think that the Governments of Great 
tritain, Germany, Russia, France, and the other powers, small 
and great, would evince some interest in this ultimate con- 
sumer, and yet we find all of them, whether they are sugar- 
producing countries or not, levying a duty on sugar and rais- 
ing largely from that source the money necessary to maintain 
their Governments. Furthermore, these countries, far from 
seeking to destroy their internal production of sugar, as this 
bill unquestionably will do in Leuisiana, and as the beet-sugar 
producers declare it will do in their section, are bending every 
effort, where it is possible to produce sugar, to foster in every 
way the home production, thereby rendering them and their 
people independent of outside supply. Yet, here we are in the 
United States, where, if not in cane sugar, unquestionably in 
beet-sugar produetion, has been witnessed in little more than a 
decade one of the most remarkable developments that the study 
of statistics discloses anywhere—here we are about to an- 
nihilnte the industry in Louisiana, and beyond all qnestien to 
restrict its present output and paralyze its extension in the 
beet-sugar States for another 10 or 20 years. 
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to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. 


if | 
of | 
candor, | 


The Louisiana sugar crop of 1915, if sugar | 
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Why, again I ask, is such economic folly abont to ) 
tempted; why, to change the metaphor, 
tragedy to be perpetrated? 


old 


is such an econ 
Again, the answer comes from 
that 

answer comes from one mn 
Mr. Frank C. Lowry, si 
rs’ Association, who has by 
free-sugar agitation. He 

he the guns behind being thy 
interests of this country—the Spreckels and Ar! 
and their rival, the American Sugar Refining 
It and they who are laughing in their sleeves whe: 
hear of the grent s portrayed to follow the free li 
sugar. It is he and they who are smiling out of the corr 
their mouths when they contemplate the pleasant days that 
follow the one or two or three years of reduced sugar 
they will permit as a preliminary to the time when, ha 
stifled all local competition, they will be able to fix the 
of sugar at their own sweet, untrammeled will and snap 
fingers at Mr. Ultimate Consumer. As sure as I stand 
Mr. Chairman, and to predict it requires no gift of proph 
these will to The only protect 
American people have in the past bad against the extortion 
the refiners has been in the fact that the cane and beet 
crops grown in this country have come upon our mark: 
Stated season and served to cheek the rapacity of the ret 

Can we learn nothing from our experience with other art 
from the Coffee Trust, which, with free coffee, serves it to 
breakfast table at whatever cost it pleases; fir 
Tobacco Trust, which up to this good time charges the cons 
with the cost of the increased duties levied on that art 
the time of the Spanish-American War, though these war d 
have long since been remitted. But gentlemen tell us that ¢ 
will grow enough cane and produce enough sugar to suy 
and that we need look no farther for the requirements ot 
United States. Do net gentlemen know that in anticipati 
this glad day the Sugar Trust has fastened its grip on ¢ 
and will be in a position to juggie its output at pleasure? 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

In what way, after all, has the ultimate consumer so seve! 
suffered at the hands of sugar? I heard on Wednesday last, in 
his keynote speech of this debate, the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means quote certain figures showing the sta 
increase in the of American produets that has |! 
brought about the added cost of living. These figures are : 
true, unfortunately, and the list might be amplified. 

Consider this statistical table of the relative percentices 
increases in the cost of products used every day: 

POGOSGOU: «ce w= 

Beans__ 

Prunes 

Codfish 

Onions 

Bread satan 

Sugar beets__ 

Fresh beets 

Rye flour. __- 

Milk 
Cattle and 
Evaporated apples 
Butter . 
Average of all 
Cheese _- epatiipiliens 
Wheat flour.__—- 
Herring 

Timothy bay- 


familiar friend, the ultimate consumer 
entity. But the real 
: from 
secretary of the Wholesale Groce 
lending 
man in 
refining 


ly ‘ 
Clusive 
mythical 


difficult to locate, comes 


propagandist of this 


front of tl! guns, 
osteusible 
is he 


boon st 


conditions come pass, 


ist 


our 


cost 


she ep 


Rye 
Mutton 
Corn meal 
Corn 
Wheat 
Cotton 


Salt pork 

And yet, how has the cost of sugar to the ultimate consumer 
varied in the last 12 years, since 1900, when every other ar icle 
and every other necessity of life has been soaring skyward: 

In 1900 the price of refined sugar was 5.32 cents per pound; 
last year it was 5.04 cents per pound, and in most of the 
intervening years it has been below 5 cents per pound. What 
does this show? Barring only one year, when there was 4 
comparatively negligible shortage in the world’s supply. 4 
shortage which the refiners used to “boost” unjustifiebly the 
price of sugar, and which “boost,” by the way, suddenly gave 
way toa “slump,” when the cane and beet sugar of the | nited 
States was put on the market, there has been only a fractional 
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n in the price of sugar in the country. Sugar alone | Louisiana will vote the Democratic ticket, anyway, 
ed a stable barometer. as the race issue exists, and so her people must sacrifice their 
is proposed to be saved the ultimate consumer by put- | one hundred millions invested in the production of sugar to 

ear on the free list? Conceding that he is to receive the | carry out the ideas of theorists and doectrinaires. 

efit of the removal of the existing duty, conceding that The Democratic Party has missed a great opportunity. Re- 
henevolent refiner, when he gets the situation in hand, is | ductions in the tariff schedules could have been made and 
us sugar at the same price that he now doles it out, | Should have been made which would not have destroyed our 
[ deny, then there will be a saving in the case of each | industries and brought disaster. The party could have ful- 
woman, and child in the country, assuming that the filled every pledge made by reasonable reduetions that would 
ntion per capita is absolutely equal, which is, of course, | 26t have ruined our industries and thrown our workmen out of 


surdity—there will be a saving to each man, woman, and | employment. In fact, a reasonable, a moderate policy was just 

( f one-eighth of a cent a day. Listen: | what was promised. In their campaign speeches the Demo- 
Suppose that the entire $115,000,000, now referred to as the | Crats said to the country, “ We expect to give you a tariff for 
* tay on the bellies of the American people,” divided $50,000,000 | revenue only, but the reductions will be moderate.” In thei 
ty he Government and $65,000,000 alleged gross profit to the | Platform they said, “ What we prepose to do is to reduce the 


rs and producers, went to the refiners and producers, waiv- | t#riff, but not to destroy any legitimate industry.” Are the 
for the moment the Government's fifty miilions, then, as farmers of Louisiana who are raising cane for sugar, and the 
95,000,000 people in the United States, the daily per farmers of Michigan, Colorado, and California, who are raisin 
| burden would be only one-third of a cent, or an annual | beets for sugar, engaged in a business which is not legitimate? 
nita burden of $1.30. Are the millers of the country engaged in a legitimate industry? 
" Suppose again that the entire $115,000,000 went to the re- | Are the hundreds of small industries which can not operate 
finers and producers, but take into consideration that only two- | U2der the present bill legitimate industries? 
thirds of the sugar annually consumed in this country is used The leader of the majority, Mr. UNDeRwoop, says that this 
for household purposes and on the table, the other one-third | Dill is a change in the fiscal policy of the Government, and so 
I r used for manufacturing purposes, then two-thirds of the | it is. It is a change which the country has been slow to under- 
burden—$77,000,000—as among 95,000,000 people, would be stand, a change which was not avowed by its present advocates 
one-fifth of a cent per capita per day, or 80 cents per capita | during the campaign which placed them in power. Whenever a 
per annum. declaration was made for a tariff for revenue only it was 
But the actual burden on housewives is only two-thirds the | 4ccompanied by elaborate qualifications to the effect that as no 
int that goes to refiners and producers, or $44.000,000, inas- | diminution of tariff revenue was possible, slight changes only 


‘ 
much as only two-thirds the sugar used in the United States | Were contemplated. Inequalities were to be corrected, “ jokers” 
is sumed on the table; and as among 95,000,000 people the | Were to be eliminated, extortion was to be prevented, and that 
{ | burden is one-eighth of a cent per capita per day, or 45 | Ws to be the limit of change. Nothing was said about a revo- 


lution of the fiscal policy of the Government. But now we have 
the open declaration of a complete, a revolutionary, change in 
our fiseal policy, accompanied by its concrete expression in this 
bill. Accordingly, we are to abandon the American protective 
policy which has been distinctively ours through most of the 
| years of our history, and to adopt the English free-trade sys 
tem, which, if it does not realize the ideal of absolute free trade, 
always endeavors to approximate it as nearly as existing con- 
ditions will permit. 

As there is but one great nation where this system now exists, 
it may be worth while to give at least brief consideration to 
| that instance. Especially interesting to us should be the condi- 
tions existing in England when the change was made, the rea- 
thit are asked as to why certain articles are placed on the | 8°28 which brought it about, and its effect on the country. 
dutiable list. He nonchalantly casts aside the fifty to fifty-five | Because of its importance I shall call especial attention to the 
millions that the sugar duty produces because sugar is a neces- | @ffect of the adoption and continuance of a free-trade policy in 
sity of life, and then consistently proceeds to place a duty on | Great Britain on her agricultural interests. 


cents per capita per annum. 

To save this pittance the Louisiana sugar grower is to be de- 
capitated, the beet-sugar producer is to be seriously if not mor- | 
tally wounded, and the people as a whole are to be put at the 
mercy of the sugar refiners of the country. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means has iter- 
ted and reiterated that this bill has been drawn with the idea 
of raising the necessary revenue of the Government with a 
minimum of burden on those who can least afford to bear it. 
Ile explains that as the present income-tax provision is not suf- 
[ 
{ 


icient to produce all of the revenue which such a bill must pro- 
luce it is, of course, necessary to raise a certain amount of reve- 
at the customhouses. And that is his answer to all questions 





cattle and sheep and on vegetables, beans, peas, cheese, eggs, “THE WEALTH OF NATIONS.” 
citrous fruits, on woolen goods, on rubber goods, and on many} when Adam Smith published his great work, The Wealih of 
other items that are as essential in the daily life of an ordinary | nations a real contribution was made to the world’s know! 
man as sugar. ae eh : aad al ad 
' ; . 5 . edge. The theory at that time generally accepted that wealth 
rhe ( HAIRMAN (Mr. Hetvertne). The time of the gentile | ;, money was completely overthrown and in its place the prin 
man has expiped. ciple was established that labor is the true basis and measure 


Mr. DUPRE. May I have a minute more? 
Mr. GARDNER, I yield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. DUPRE. But a hue and cry has been raised for free 
sugar and men whose familiarity with economic problems should 
ake them strong enough to resist the combination of the self- 
secker and the demagogue and the ignorant are yielding to it. | og tariffs. upon the free interchange of products between nat 
lhe sugar industry must go. According to some it needs no were wrongful and injurious. It might be presumed 

to flourish; according to others it Is a “ hothouse plant,” claimed, that each nation could preduce some particular thing 
exotic. We in Louisiana are told that in so far as its pro: | more cheaply than other nations. A wise economic policy, then, 
duction there is concerned one might as well attempt to grow | would demand the abandonment by any nation of the effort 
oranges in Maine. One may not ‘be able to grow oranges in | to produce that which another nation could produce more 
ine or coffee in New Jersey or truffles in Alabama, but I know cheaply. A nation, it was said, should encourage those indus- 
of one agricultural feat that has passed beyond the stage of tries only in which it excelled, and then, by free interchange, 
ey eriment. “Its possibilities are not problematical and its sell thy se products in the world’s dearest market and buy what 
¢ * lopment is not speculative. It has the sanction of Holy | ojse it needed in the world’s cheapest market. In this, as in 
Writ, and I commend it to the consideration of my Democratic many other cases, a true fundamental principle was made to 


of value. As a corollary of that principle it was attempted to 
prove that when a nation exchanged its gold for products of 
equal value it lost nothing, that in fact it profited by the trans 
action if it needed the products more than the gold It was 
then argued that it logically followed that all restraints, such 


—eaeees give credit to theories that are unsound and sustain policies 
For they have sown the wind, and they shall reap the whirlwind. that are unwise. 

_it hath no stalk: the bud shall yield no meal: if so be it yleld, REPEAL OF THE CORN LAWS 

SMA Ee ee Seew ot a Although the publication of Adam Smith’s great work made 
[Loud applause. ] a profound impression, it was many years before anything was 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman | done to embody its principles into legislation. [t was pub 

from Iowa [Mn Towner]. lished in 1776, and it was not until 1846, or 70 years lat that 


Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, we have just listened to a| the repeal of the corn laws, under Sir Robert Peel, began the 
fest that ought to have been heard and heeded by the |} free-trade era of England's history. 

ority in the formation of this bill. Now, when a Member This action was the result of causes which, while they do 
ro) a State whose delegation is solidly Democratic protests | not justify, at least explain the change of policy. There had 
“inst the destruction by his party associates of the chief in- | been a period of hard times in England. The terrible burden 


Gustry of his State, his plea is scarcely listened to with patience. * of the Napoleonic wars lessened but slowly. Strikes were fre- 


typ 
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the workingmen, There was much distress and 
a general feeling of discontent prevailed through- 
Then came the famine in Ireland. A vast major- 
working population of Ireland depended entirely on 
for subsistence. In 1845 the potato rot began and 
o years destroyed the crop. Thousands died from starva- 
tion. The distress and suffering were terrible. It is doubtful 
if in another instance in modern times a whole people have been 
so sorely afflicted. 

The demand which was then made to repeal the corn laws 
and give the starving people cheaper food was irresistible. As 
Mr. Bright, the most eloquent advocate of the repeal, said, 
“Famine itself, against which we had warred, joined us.” 

But the results did not fulfill the promises of the reformers. 


quent 
sufferin 
out 
ity 
the 
for tw 


Hmong 
gy, and 
the land. 
of the 
potato 


Bread was dearer for the 10 years following the repeal than It | 


had been at any time during the 23 years which preceded it. 
This was what happened. Whenever thereafter in any land 
there was an excessive wheat crop England’s grain dealers 
bought it cheap, stored and held it, and controlled the market 
with it and drove the English farmer out of business. The 
people did not profit by it, agriculture was destroyed in the 
United Kingdom, and the policy of free trade appropriately 
inaugurated. 

We have no hard times now in the United States. There is 
no general distress; there is no famine. But there is wide- 
spread discontent, most of which is artificially stimulated and 
most of which is groundless. Now, as then, the people are de- 
manding- cheaper food, and now, as then, it is proposed to 
satisfy that demand by sacrificing the agricultural interests of 
the country just as the agricultural interests of Great Britain 
were sacrificed something more than half a century ago. 

DESTRUCTION OF AGRICULTURE 


IN ENGLAND, 


During the corn laws agitation Cobden declared that not a 
single acre of land would go out of cultivation. Instead an area 
has gone out of cultivation larger than the entire area now 
under cultivation. There are 48,000,000 acres of land capable 
of cultivation in Great Britain. Twenty-eight of the forty-eight 
millions have gone out of cultivation into permanent pasture, 
much of it grown to rank grass and weeds. Less than 
20,000,000 acres are now in crops. Ten years ago there were 
23,000,000 acres and 25 years ago there were 26,000,000 acres. 
With the agricultural methods of the Belgians or Danes Eng- 
land could feed all her people, if the 6,000,000 acres which she 
lost in 25 years were added to her land actually in cultivation. 
In France 42 per cent of the land is in crops, in Germany 43 
per cent, while in England there is less than 20 per cent. In 
25 years the value of the land in Great Britain has decreased 
more than $500,000,000 and the farmers’ capital nearly 
$100,000,000, 

England’s agricultural population is now decreasing at 
rate of 13 per cent every decade. With a population 
16,000,000 in 1841 she had 2,300,000 engaged in agriculture. In 
1901 with a population of 32,000,000 she had but 988,000. In 
Austria 81 per cent of the population is engaged in agriculture, 
in France 21 per cent, in Germany and the United States 15 
per cent, while in England there is but 5 per cent. More men 
in England are now engaged in transportation alone than in 
agriculture, more in the metal industries, and almost as many in 
the building trades. There are more females in domestic serv- 
ice than all those engaged in agriculture, and the population 
of London alone is seven times all those engaged in agriculture 
in England. 

England’s policy of free trade has driven her agricultural 
population to the slums of the cities or to emigration. Her 
policy has made her dependent on foreign harvests for food. 
She has discarded protection because she believed it unduly 
taxed her people, yet she taxes her people to maintain the most 
expensive navy in the world to keep the seas clear so she can 
obtain from others the food and clothing her own people could 
provide on her own fertile lands. Besides she heavily sub- 
sidizes her merchant marine. Each year she imports foodstuffs 
in excess of §$500,000,000 and the amount is continually in- 
creasing. 

Kipling well pictures the situation in his Big Steamers: 

“Oh, where are you going to, all you Big Steamers, 
With England’s own coal up and down the salt seas?” 
“ We're going to fetch you your bread and your butter, 
Your beef, pork, and mutton, eggs, apples, and cheese.” 
“And where will you fetch it from all you Big Steamers? 
And where shall I write you when you are away?” 
“ We fetch it from Melbourne, Quebec, and Vancouver, 
Address us at Hobart, Hongkong, and Bombay.” 
tut if anything happened to all you Big Steamers, 
And suppose you were wrecked up and down the salt sea?” 
“ Why, you'd have no coffee or bacon for breakfast, 
And you'd have no muffins or toast for your tea.” 
. +. * we ae * 
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“Then what can I do for you, all you Big Steamers, 

Oh, what can I do for your comfort and good?” 
Send out your big warships to watch your. big waters 
That no one may stop us from bringing your food, 
For the bread that you eat and the biscuits you nibj) 
The sweets that you suck and the joints that you ca; 
They are brought to you daily by all the Big Steame, 

And if anyone hinders our coming—yow'll starve! 

There no fairer land in the world than rural | 
But it is fair only exteriorly. It is but the beautify) 
of a tragedy. A royal commission was appointed to iny 
agricultural conditions a few years ago. It reported th 
had fallen to an almost nominal value, that rents had 
more than one-half, and that the farmers were “ steadi 
into bankruptcy and ruin.” Commenting on these eo; 
the London Spectator says: “It means the constant pres 
blackest care in tens of thousands of households, the 
ruin and despair of thousands, the disintegration and 
of the whole social fabric.” 

FREE-TRADE FALLACIES. 

It is the boast of free traders that theirs is the true h 
tarian principle; that by removing barriers they ren 
dens, and that thereby all are benefited. But how fa 
this is the truth! In fact it builds up one class at the ex)\ 
of another. It destroys one industry to establish anoth 
is a narrow, a selfish, a class policy. It is not wise to « 
trate a nation’s energies or interests, but to diversify th: 
small country may thrive on a particular industry fo: 


“ 


is 


| it is peculiarly adapted, but a great nation can not. 


it is that all the great nations of the world, with the lany 
exception we have been considering, build up and protect 
diversified industries by aiding the weak to become sir 
protecting them from foreign rapacity, by equalizing 

tions so that growth and development will follow. 

There are certain interests so important, so essenti: 
nation’s growih and development, so requisite to its 
welfare that they must be considered or disaster is 
follow. If England’s commercial interests have pros; 
has been at the expense of her agricultural interests. | 
England would have been vastly greater and better if s| 
adopted a broader policy. No great nation can build a 
nent prosperity by the sacrifice of its farming interests 
rural life. 

It was the dream 
factory of the world. 


of the Cobdenites to make Engl: 
To her the nations were to 
pour out their raw material to be manufactured and s 
Englishmen. Thus English manufacturers would fix th 
of the world’s products and English merchants would 1 
profits of the world’s sales, and everybody would th 
tribute to England’s profit and work for England’s glor 
It was an ambitious project, and to secure it E 
rulers deliberately sacrificed her agricultural interests 
the plan did not work well. The other nations concluded 
would not adopt free trade. They believed it would be : 
able to control their own markets for their own 
rather than have England exploit them to her own upbu 
They concluded they would prefer to have work for th: 
workingmen rather than furnish work for England’s. <A) 
England very far from being the factory of the 
England’s manufacturing establishments no longer lead. 


ad 


is 


| of her industries are dropping out, others are falling 


and she is making a desperate struggle to maintain a p 

the markets of the world. France has displaced her i 

lines, the United States in others, Germany in still more 

all these are protected nations. England used to have 

place in industrial progress. She is now in third place. 
EFFECTS ON MANUFACTURES AND LABOR. 

The ruin of her agricultural interests has involved and 
dered her manufacturing interests. Labor conditions and 
condition of the poor in England are not only bad, the) 
alarming. Mr. Lloyd-George, the present leader of the Lil 
Party, in a recent statement says: 

There are hundreds of thousands if not millions of men, women 
children living under conditions with regard to wages, housing, and 
rest of labor conditions which ought to make this great Empire ! 
its head with shame. 

There are in England alone more than 833,000 official!) 
clared paupers. In one county alone—Yorkshire—there 
78,000. The whole number in the United States is only 64,000 
Our population is nearly three times England's, while her |) 
pers number more than 10 times ours. One county- alone has 
14,000 more than there are in this entire Republic. Accord g 
to the report of the royal commission indoor paupers Have | 
creased 75 per cent since 1872. The report says: 

The most disquicting index of urban pauperism is the increasing P 
portion of able-bodied men in health who are dependent on_ the — 
rates and the growing percentages of persons applying for relief uncct 
the unemployed workmen's act. 
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hundred and thirty-four thousand children receive out- 


relief in the United Kingdom, and the report says that 
ehildren are— 
eally underfed, insufficiently clothed, badly housed, and in lit 


inds of cases actually being brought up at public expense 
n homes. s 

rding to Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, one of the 
; of the Conservatives, there are now twelve or thirteen 
ns of her population, or nearly one-third of it, who live 
lly on the margin line of want. He says they must no 
- speak of a submerged tenth, but of a submerged third. 

sland boasts of her industrial exports, but she does not 


ous 


19 


n of her sons and daughters, who leave her free-trade 
s to better their condition in her protected colonies or in 
ted foreign countries. 3y the assistance of 
er municipal aid the unemployed are seeking lands where 
eht of free trade does not bar work from willing hands. 
a singular fact that while Great Britain is exporting 
is importing labor. Mr. Gompers, who investigated the 
tions of labor in England in 110, said that 
loyment, varying as to the individuals involved, is now 
spoken of as a settled national feature in industry. 


M 
the condition of the laboring man in Europe, and published 
. results in an interesting volume, The Man Farthest Down. 
He found him in England. Speaking of the London poor, he 
In the course of my journey across Europe I saw much poverty, 
do not think 1 saw anything quite so hopeless and wretched. 

He found them, he says, everywhere— 


Not only men, but women also * * * on rainy nights crouching 

rways or huddled away in dark corners where an arch or a wall 
d them from the cold * In the early morning hours 

* with their hands in the garbage boxes. 

i know of no class 


He concludes— 


ng the negroes in America with whom I could compare the man at 
bottom in England. 
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of the fact that every decade she exports more than a | 
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charitable | 


Ger- | 


so bad | 


- Booker T. Washington also made a personal investigation | 


harvests and good 


pri 


ices inspire larger industrial act 
The manufacturer increases his output. the railways « 
their facilities, the merchant buys heavily. In this way 
cess in agriculture touches all our 1 opte. It means in i d 
demands and greater activities in all departments of life 

It is because of these facts and by the means that we have 
built up the largest home market of the world. N ty-tw ‘ 
cent of our agricultural products are consumed at home. A st 
larger per cent of our manufactures are purchased by our own 
people. Our demands are greater and our mens f 
than anywhere else in the world. The American wor 

| lives better, receives better wages, and buys more than er 
of his class. Likewise the American farmer buys as w 
sells. He does not hoard his money; he spends it. Pr 
means to him better houses, larger barns, better stock, ir 
ments, clothing, education for his children, automobiles, | 
vacations, and amusements. The prosperity of the Ame 
farmer is essential to industrial activity. It is synor 
with national prosperity. 

GERMANY IN CONTRAST WITH ENGIA 

I shall now ask your attention to the experience of Ge 
as a further contrast to that of England. 

German unity followed the Franco-German war. The victor 
of Sedan gave Bismarck the opportunity of consolidating th 
German States, which had united in the overthrow of Franc¢ 
and thus the German Empire came into being. The formation 
of this great federal union gave Bismarck the further oppor 
tunity of formulating a fiscal policy. Without hesitation he 
adopted the policy of protection. Frankly he advocated it, be 
| Cause of the great success which had attended its institution in 


A colored man in London who went there from this country | 


te him for help to get back. He had been 14 months with- 


ut work and was nearly starved. In his letter he said: 

» winter is coming on, and I would like to get home to shuck 
1 * * *, It is a long time since I had watermelon, pigs’ feet, 
and corn. I can see the pork chops and the corn bread and the hot 
biscuits. calling me to come over and get some, and many times I have 
tried but failed. 
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THE AMERICAN FARMER. 

We have considered the decline and fall of agriculture in 
England under free trade. Let us now consider its history in 
the United States under protection. 

In America the farmer has been the Nation Builder. By him 
colonies were founded. For him States were framed. Through 
his efforts the Union came. The pioneer farmer conquered the 
mtinent. 
ress, he has transformed the wilderness into a garden. Trade 
has followed in his footsteps, cities have sprung up behind him, 
steel highways now mark the paths he blazed. 

l'rom colonial days to the present the interest and influence 


f 


America. In his speech to the Reichstag he said: 
_ The success of the United States in material development is the m 
illustrious of modern times. * * * Because it is my 
judgm nt that the prosperity of America is mainly due to its systen 
protective laws, I urge that Germany has now reached that point 
it is necessary to imitate the tariff system of the United States 
As shown by results, the wisdom of that 
questioned. 


delibe ate 
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action can not be 


The protective system which was then adopted has 


since been steadfastly maintained and strengthened. Under 

| Germany has made such progress as to rival even America. 
Under it she has passed all her continental rivals in trade and 
commerce. 

Germany’s foreign trade has grown faster than that of 
nation in all the world’s history. In 25 years her shipping ha 
increased more thar sevenfold. The “commercial! fleet” i 
creases each year as fast as vessels can be built or bought I 
is a most significant fact that there are now more German than 


Sweeping westward with slow but irresistible prog: | 


of the farmer has been in the forefront, shaping our policy and | 


controlling our destiny. The progress of the Nation could be 
determined by his progress, and in the measure his interests 
were regarded, so has the Nation prospered. There has never 
been a year of our history when the farmer has done well that 
the Nation has not done well. In these later years when our 
material progress and well-being have made this era the most 
wonderful of all our history, the progress of the farmer of 
America has likewise been unprecedented. 
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The number of farms increased from 4,564,000 in 1890 to | 
000,000 to 
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6,561,000 in 1910. The acreage increased from 623 
878,000,000. Farm values increased from $16,000,0(1,000 to 
$29,000,000,000. The value of their annual product increased 
from two to nine billions. Compare that record of progress 
and prosperity with England’s record of ruin and decay. With 
‘ soil as fertile, with better transportation facilities, and closer 
Inarkets, the continued decline and ultimate extinction of her 
agricultural interests seems certain. It would hardly appear 
that such a free-trade example would justify emulation. 
OUR PROTECTIVE POLICY. 

Under protection we have tried to build up all our industries 
together. We have endeavored to follow the advice of Thomas 
Jefferson, who said, “We must now place our manufacturers 
by the side of the agriculturist.” 
Should be reciprocal. 
and the manufacturer from the farmer. Neither prospers if 
the other does not. Success in agriculture is the initial factor. 
it is the fundamental fact. A prosperous condition of agri- 
culture is the center and the source of “ good times.” Bountiful 


English vessels going through the Suez Canal, while Germany’ 
each year increases and England’s each year decline The Ger 


mans have planted their trade outposts in Ceylon, India, and the 
Malay States, have established centers in China and Japa ! 
almost control the trade of South America. There is not a ‘f 
from pole to pole where the German flag is not seen and yw e 
German trade is not pressing for place. 

Germany’s population is now 65,000,000, and is inereasing at 
the rate of more than a million a year. 

Great Britain’s has increased but 11,000,000 in 30 years. 

When protection was adopted the emigration from Germany 


was more than 200,000 each year. It is now less than 


20.000, 


| while that from Great Britain exceeds 100,000 annually. 


We believe their relation | 
The farmer buys from the manufacturer | 


Germany has increased her exports nearly 100 per cent in 15 


years. 

During the same period Great Britain increased hers but 17 
per cent. 

Germany finds employment for all her people at continually 


increasing wages. 

In England there is a constantly increasing number of unem 
ployed and a nearly stationary wage scale. 

In order that workingmen may see the contrast between pro 
tection and free-trade countries the wage scales during recent 


years may be instructively studied. In the United States the 
increase from 1900 to 1907 was—for bricklayers, 25.1 per ce : 
for carpenters, 42.5 per cent; for plumbers, 46.5 per cent. 

In Germany the increases were almost as large—for brick- 
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layers, 23 per cent; for carpenters, 28.7 per cent; for plumbers, 
33.6 per cent. 

In England the increases were in marked contrast to thes« 
for bricklayers, four-tenths of 1 per cent; for carpenters, fi 
tenths of 1 per cent; for plumbers, eight-tenths of 1 per cent. 

AGRICULTURE UNDER PROTECTION IN GERMANY, 

Especially marked is the contrast between the destruction of 
agriculture in England by free trade and the upbuilding of ag- 
| rienlture in Germany under protection. 

Compared with Great Britain, Germany possesses a poor soil, 
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an unfavorable geographical position, and an inferior climate. 
| Her transportation facilities have been inferior, and her imple- 
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ments and methods greatly so. A century ago her peasants were 
serfs. and serfdom lingered until the middle of the nineteenth 
ceutury. Since protection was adopted the farmers’ interests 
have been most carefully guarded. In 1906 Germany made a 
new tariff. In preparation for it a tariff commission was 
appointed. For five years they worked. More than 2,000 ex- 
perts were employed. They worked with characteristic Ger- 
man deliberation and thoroughness. They studied carefully all 
the weak and strong points of their trade rivals. With scien- 
tific care they measured each of their own manifold interests. 
Carefully they guarded against disturbing the stability of ex- 
isting business conditions. Whenever a German industry could 
be developed they fostered it; whenever an interest seemed im- 
periled they protected it. Especially did they guard their 
agricultural interests. There was not an article in the schedule 
that could be produced at home on which the tariff was not 
increased. The duty on wheat was increased 114 per cent; on 
corn, 212 per cent; on flour, 156 per cent; potatoes, vegetables, 
and fruit were taken from the free list and put on the dutiable 
list. 

Under protection agriculture in Germany has greatly pros- 
pered. Her area under cultivation has increased until it is 
practically all in crops. Her stock and crops have more than 
doubled in amount and value. The German farmer has a con- 
tinually rising scale of prices for his products, with cheaper 
transportation rates and better marketing facilities. Under 
protection Germany has developed the beet-sugar industry until 
she not only supplies all her home demand, but exports thou- 
sands of tons annually. This has not only given a new indus- 
try to her farmers, but the indirect benefit of the enrichment 
of her soil has been great. Within a few years German farmers 
have doubled the yield per acre of their grain crops, a large 
proportion of the increase being attributable to raising beets 
as a rotation crop. 

Under this careful conservation of German resources, this 
intelligent and scientific development of German industries, 
this systematic and strenuous policy of German progress in 
every possible outlet for its exercise has developed a passion- 
ate patriotism, a love for and devotion to the Fatherland and 
its every interest that is nothing short of wonderful in this age 
of cynical indifference. It would seem that every German loves 
Germany supremely, devotedly; works for her, fights for her, 
and is ready to die for her. “ Deutschland iiber alles” is their 
motto—* Germany over all.” There is such a thing perhaps 
as an excess of patriotism, but it would seem as if an infusion 
of some of this spirit would be beneficial to those who are so 
ready to sacrifice every American interest on the altar of 
cheapness. 

CONSUMER VY. PRODUCER, 

It has been impossible for the majority to comprehend that 
in the establishment of a national policy they should take a 
national view—should consider the question in its larger aspects. 
The majority leader declares that this bill is formulated from 
the consumer’s standpoint. That means that everything is to 
be sacrificed for cheapness. It apparently means nothing to 
him and his associates that in the endeavor to secure cheapness 
by free trade we are adopting a discredited policy, one aban- 
doned by all the great nations save England alone; that in this 
instance free trade has been a bane and not a blessing; that 
while other nations are prospering and building up their in- 
dustries through protection, she is sacrificing hers and retrograd- 
ing under free trade. It is apparently not singular to them 
that having acquired unmeasured prosperity under protection 
we should abandon it in the height of our success. It does not 
seem at all strange to them that we should sacrifice our agri- 
cultural interests, as England did hers, in a fruitless endeavor 
to benefit the consumer at the expense of the producer. It does 
not appear unpatriotic to surrender our market, the richest 
prize ever possessed by a great nation, to our trade enemies 
without a struggle in its behalf. 

ATTACK ON FARMERS. 


A reckless disregard of the farmer's interest is repeatedly 
shown in the provisions of this bill. At every point, in every 
particular, on every item the farmer is stricken. 

The bill places on the free list bagging for cotton, but not 
for wheat; beeswax; bran and wheat screenings; broom corn; 
buckwheat and buckwheat flour; corn and corn meal; cotton; 
horsehair; hides and hoofs and horns of cattle; lard; leather; 
all meats, fresh or prepared; milk and cream; oatmeal; oil 
cake; oils; oleo stearin; potatoes; rye and rye flour; seeds; 
skins of sheep, goats, and so forth; swine; tallow; wheat flour; 
wood; logs, timbers, and so forth; wool and wool wastes; and 
sugar after three years. Reductions have been made on prac- 
tically everything else the farmer produces. 


| and most careful investigation of the prices for farm 


The small amount of protection left on some of these . 
is valueless or worse. Of what value is the 10 per cent 
cattle and sheep when meats are admitted free? [yp 
would have been better to have admitted cattle and she. 
for then the farmer could have purchased his stock for { 
a little cheaper. Of what benefit will it be to the fa 
retain 10 cents per bushel on wheat when flour, pr 
screenings are admitted free? It might have been ag , 
have admitted wheat free, for then our milling industry 
not have been destroyed. Butter carries a small duty. }) 
and cream are admitted free. Farm implements are fy 
that is no concession, for they are now on the free list fro) 
country granting us like privilege. We have free farm 
ments now from England, which is the largest fore 
ducer. But our farmers do not want foreign implement 
want the best, and the best are manufactured in Ame) 
at the cheapest prices. 

HIGH PRICES OF FOOD PRODUCTS. 

If this assault on the farmer was caused by resent) 
would have no foundation. The belief has been fostered 
the farmer is almost the sole cause of the high price o{ 
products. This is far from the truth. The increase | 
received has been but the world-wide increase whi 
marked the course of prices in recent years. Ini 
farmer has received but a small part of the increase | 
the consumer. The Secretary of Agriculture made an e| 
paid to the farmer and by the consumer a short time : 9 
result showed that the consumer was paying on an 
100 per cent more than the farmer received. In other y 
one-half of the price paid by the consumer went to the f 
and the balance went for transportation, distribu 
profits. For example, out of every dollar paid by t! 
sumer for poultry the farmer gets but 50 cents; for ever 
lar’s worth of eggs the farmer receives 69 cents: but 
cents; milk, 50 cents; apples, 56 cents; onions, 28 cents: 
toes, 59 cents, and so forth. Referring to these report 
retary Wilson said: 

From the details that have been presented with regard to 
crease of prices of farm products between farmer and cor 
conclusion is inevitable that the consumer has no well-g: 
plaint against the farmer for the prices that he pays. 

In view of these facts, which have not been and ca 
questioned, what is the justification for this attack 
farmer? It should be understood that it is an easy m 
destroy the farmer’s prosperity without benefiting the co: 
There is as large an opening for transportation charg 
of distribution, and middleman’s profits between the 
and the consumer as between the farmer and the consu: 

In the course of this debate it has been frankly stated 
it was proposed by this bill to call in the cheaper food pr 
from Canada, Mexico, Argentina, and Australia to dis} 
products of our own farms. Mr. James B. Burns, presid 
the Boston market, says: 

Free meat and free cattle is the only solution to the pr 
cost of meat. * * * Qur only hope is to import beef, chea 
fed beef and cattle, from the ranges of Australia and tl 
Argentine Republic. These countries are now the natura! 
sources of supply. 

But who will import and who will handle these supp\i: 
it likely that the Beef Trust which controls importatio 
be any easier to control than the Beef Trust in America: 
are now striving with a fair prospect of success to contro! 
domestic trusts, but no man has yet suggested a method to 
trol foreign and international trusts. A wiser statesm! 
would apply itself to reducing transportation rates and 
of distribution; to controlling domestic trusts and combinat! 
and thus with fair prospect of success endeavor to reduce | 
cost of food products to the consumer, But worse than fu 
will be the endeayor to aid the consumer by striking the far 

USELESSNESS OF PROTESTS. 


I suppose there is little use to voice these protests. Ars 
ment and appeal alike are in vain. This bill must be pass 


inal 


for such is the President’s wish and the caucus decree. No! 


ing but another trial and nothing but another disaster 
force upon the majority the lesson of their folly. Theirs 
serious responsibility. A Republican administration has t! 
ferred to them a Nation at the high tide of its prosperity. 
Bradstreet’s, in their January review of 1912, said: 
Nineteen hundred and twelve was a year of remarkable achieven 


in agriculture. in trade, and in industry. It saw set up many he 


records of crop yield, of commodity price movement, and of man 
ture. © © 


plenteous production. 
Dun’s said: 


The new year opens with all the gains and advantages achieved during 


A 


Briefly stated, it was a period of peaceful progress 20d 


the last half of 1912. The new year takes over from the old th 
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| agricultural wealth resulting creme big om. the on octivity price for their farm machinery, horn W s and carri s 
' <S i stries > aug ante . ndence wre ches o tn . . 
i. po ag a gy am BR wna the full | they have been forced to buy - t Helr suppl in pre 
it of labor at high wages, insuring large buying power. With | tected market while they have had to in the open markets 
y from 1912 the maintenance of a satisfactory volume of | of the world. 
ipparently is assured. I have heard some ceutlemen pro + thet the tae eae 
rhis is the fruitage of protection. Republicans believe that arrogant and prosperous, but I know that if you allow for t 
its maintenance can the continuance of such conditions | natural increase of the farm lands thet he has owned you will 
red. In the language of President McKinley: | find but very few who have tilled the soil h ra cle than 
nd for a protective tariff because it represents the American | an existence, and statistics tell us thit year by year of 
American fireside, the American family, the American girl | them are working rented and mortgaged farms and the ownet 
American boy, and the highest possibilities of American citizen ship is fast passing out of the hands of the men wh n 
| them and work them. The protectionists are not sparing with 
With this in view it will be our duty to oppose and to vote | their criticisamws and the prophecy that the present tarifi W 
nst this bill. | Will not work and will bring disaster to the country The 
‘Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-| apparently forget that their high schedules have almost 
, from Kansas [Mr. ConNeELLy]. variably failed to produce expected results and that every 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Con- | financial depression that has occurred for 50 years bas « 
Ly] is recognized. under high duties enacted by Republican Congresses 
‘Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it may be pre- If we have a criticism of the present law it is that the dutie 
sumptuous for one who has been here only since the beginning | on manufactured goods are still too high, although they have 
the present session of Congress to speak at this time after | peen reduced greatly from the schedules that have prevailed 
stening to men who have grown gray in the service here. | ynder Republican rule. We believe that as we reach or ap 
Were it a contest in eloquence and oratory I might well shrink | proach the ideal in government that tariffs will gradually <o 
the task. But I am here representing one of the great | to the scrap heap as a means of raising revenues and that 
aericultural districts of this country. Out in my State and dis-| these funds will be raised bv a direct tax the some as thi 
nature and a race of pioneers have combined to make 4 | taxes that are now raised for State and municipal expense 


ntry great in resource, rich in material wealth, splendid in 
vic pride, and righteous. I speak that they may have repre- | 
tion here; that they may have a voice in this new era 

honest and patriotic men are concerned that the burdens 
government may be placed upon the shoulders of those who 
best able to bear them. I speak that they may be allowed | 
give approval to the Democratic teachings of the Master of 
, when He taught that those should be held accountable for 
uch who possessed much. I voice their sentiments when I 
disapprove of the application to our governmental life of the 
idea that He never intended should be applied to the material 
things of this life when He said: 

He 


I 
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that hath shall be added unto, while he that hath not, that which 
th shall be taken away. 


lat 


Mr. Chairman, I am glad that we are not here to contend for 
personal or physical supremacy, as was the case in ages gone by, 
but that we are here trying to champion an ideal and fighting 
rr the supremacy of an idea. I am not surprised that men 
lo are here representing different communities and different | 
interests should honestly hold ideas widely divergent as to | 
what is the proper way to proceed to make tariff schedules. I | 
srant every man here on both sides of the House a right to bis | 
opinion, and it is no part of my purpose to indulge in crimina- 
tions or recriminations because gentlemen on the other side of 

House hold opinions that are widely different from my own. 
I find as I get more acquainted with them that they are 
clever and courteous gentlemen, who would much rather help 
n harm their neighbor, but who have been sent here by con- 
stituencies that believe that privilege long permitted becomes a 
vested right, and so long as they continue to believe in that 
doctrine I will find myself at variance with them; but I grant 
them the right to represent their people. From their speeches 
lelivered here I infer that they are amazed at the audacity of | 
a Democratic Congress which wants to wean some of the over- 
crown industries and place them on the same basis as that 

‘upied by the farmer, the laborer, and the artisan, who, when 
they come asking for special privileges, are invariably pointed | 
to the motto on the wall which reads, “ Paddle your own canoe.” | 
! The real difficulty with the revision of the tariff is that it | 
is usually revised with an eye to the welfare of selfish interests 
instead of in the interests of the whole people. In recent years 
it has been revised on the basis of a division of the spoils 
instead of with the idea of stopping the crime of taking the 
goods. I come from an agricultural district, and if there have 
ever been a people on the face of the earth that have been 
husled by the sophistries of a protective tariff it is the people 
Who live on the farm, They have heard the protectionist in- 
sist that the tariff on an article represents the difference iv 
the price at home and abroad, when it was selling for the same 
Price in London and New York, with a tariff on it equal to 
the selling price in either place. They have seen a tariff of 
-» cents a bushel on corn while they were selling it over the 
scales at 13 cents per bushel. They have seen a tariff of 25 
— a bushel on wheat, which had only the effect of increasing 
the price to them of the seed they were compelled to ship in 
from other countries in order that they might keep their yield 
to the maximum. They have been compelled to pay an artificiai | 
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money was wasted by those who administer the | 
be such an uprising and protest 
funds 


If every man was compelled to go to the taxgatherer and pay 


1is full tax at the end of the yeur it would put an end to the 
.travagance that is noticesble upon every hond in the National 
‘apital and wherever the Government now appropriates money. 
If taxes were paid direct and the people rea knew how 
w, there woul 
against the waste of Go 
that the “ pork barrel” would resemble r 
jar, and the Congressmun who now measures his usefulness by 
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the number of Government buildings that he gets for his dis 
trict would have a different standard by which he would 
measure his stewardship. 

Those who have taught the principles of Jefferson lenst in 
days gone by have had much to say about them during this «ke 
bate because he in the early history of the Nation’s life gave 
sanction to the laying of low tariff rates. They apparently 
forget that conditions to-ds»y and conditions then are vastly 
different. That Jefferson did approve of this menns of raising 
revenue, with its incidental protection, but he lived and spoke 
for an age when many of these industries were indeed in their 
infancy and at a time when there was no resl division ovet 
the tariff question. But while they are reveling in the tench 
ings of Jefferson they should reflect that he never approved a 
measure with rates as high as is now shown by this mensure 


proposed by the present majority, which is spoken of with con 
tempt as a free-trade mensure. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen contend that their party have 
been thrown from power without any just cause and insist that 
when the people get their bearings again they will return tli 
Republican Party to power in this great country. No one can 
do more than to prophesy what the future holds in store for 
us, but if the last part of their contention has not more of the 


essence of facts in it than the other part, which contends that 


there was no reason for their overthrow, then the future should 
hold dread for no one save those who hope for the coming of 
the evil hour. 

You who come with your lamentations, forebod } d 
prophecies, telling of the evil that will follow in the wake of 
this enactment. should remember that as doctrinarians you 
are not strangers to error or as prophets that you have not 
always been a success. You have come to us in other days 


and told us that no matter how high we placed the duty, that 
it was not our concern, for you were sure that the joke 
on the foreigner and that he was the fellow who paid the tariff. 
You came to us and said that you were interested in the weal 
of the workman and your hearts yearned that he be shielded 
from a competition with the pauper labor of other lands, while 
you have for 50 years watched with complacent eye 
ships laden with human cargo shipped from southern 


wis 


3 


to take their place beside the American laborer without or 
hindrance. 

In all your love for the laboring man he now awak: to the 
fact that after enjoying your protection for all of these years 
that there stands between him and the lowest-paid labor of all 
the earth only the price of the steerage fare on the cheapest 
steamship that rides the wave. The only real protection that 
he has, and he knows it, is the efficiency that lies in his own 
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brawn and brain, and he holds in contempt your expressed passed a greater range of humanity and humanity’ 
fears and forebodings that he can not compete with any people | any like committee that has sat in this country for 
in all the world who can make a full-dress suit out of 6 cents’ | I shall support this measure gladly, not becanse 
worth of calico. schedules are just what I would have made them. 
You stood on the political hustings for many years and denied | it is a perfect bill, but because it is an honest effo) 
that there was such a thing as a trust, and when your position | of its framers to fulfill the pledges made by the 1) 
was proven to be wrong, you said through the mouthpiece of | Party to the people of the country. 1 believe it wil 
your prophet and lender that if there was such a thing that | disappointment to the people as is so freely predi 
it was a good thing for the country and it should be encouraged | who to-day sit in the wailing places. I believe whe 
and fostered. | the country, along with the other laws that this © 
When the people again found that you were wrong you said | enact, that it will start anew the lifeblood of con): 
they should be reproved and reprimanded, but that the weapons | prosperity to the land in general, and meet the 
with whieh they wrung from the laborer and the consumer an | great people who deserve much at the 
unjust share of the wealth of the country should not be wrested | [Loud applause on the Democratic side. } 
from their hands for fear in so doing that some innocent by- | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
stander should suffer in the melee. from Illinois [Mr. Winuiams}. 


hands of 
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A trust consists of an aggregation of capital for the 
of trade, and as a result of the enormous wealth ac 
in the hands of tariff barens not only have the prices 
ucts been arbitrarily fixed and the markets controll 
during the Republican period of ascendency those who 
this accumulated wealth have controlled the policies 
Republican Party and shaped the legislation of the « 
We propose by this bill to limit taxation to a revenu 
We are opposed to any system that filches money f 
| pocket of one citizen and transfers it to that of anoth 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I shall not flatter myself that this or | are opposed to any system of taxation that has for its |" 
any bill that shall be written by the hands of men is perfect in | the robbery of one man for the enrichment of another. | 
all of its details or will be above criticism by those who honestly | agree with the theory of this bill. It may not be pert 
differ in opinions with the men responsible for it. I realize that | assessment ever was. There are under any system or s 
no bill can be written that is or can be free from criticism by | taxation inequalities, unfair valuations, and an unequal! 
those who want to see evil come. If you put cattle on the free | bution of the burdens of government—local, State. 
list, they will go to the farmer and tell him that the Democrats | tional—which can not be avoided. But I believe that t! 
have removed all protection from the cattle he raises. If you | approaches nearer to exact justice and to the equal distr 
put duty on them the same fellows will go to the farmer and | of the burdens of government than any tariff measure 
tell him that the Democrats make him pay a penalty for | since the Walker tariff. And I further believe that wi 
feeders that he wants to ship in to feed up his surplus crops. | months from the date of its enactment business wil! h 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the committee that framed this | justed itself to new conditions and to new rates, and U 
bill occupied higher grounds and their scope of vision encom- | versal prosperity will prevail. But whatever may be U 


And so, my Republican friends, if in the final analysis it The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tllinois | 
should appear that the present bill should not give all the relief | trams] is recognized. 
in it, you should be charitable in your criticisms, for it is not | 9 getajled discussi » tariff oe eee i 
bec ming in you to refuse to allow us to be wrong once when > detailed disc on of the tariff question _ a } 
ning i ‘ 5 ’ I do desire to invite attention to some conditions \ 
[ have been amused and entertained at the position of the | way some of the most important features of the b 
members of the Progressive Party on the tariff question. I | conceded that there is a necessity for tariff revisi 
Party, and I have never apologized for the things that they | except the pet industries which have enjoyed spe 
taught. I find in the Progressive Party a good many of the | gq Jong that they look upon protection as a divine 
. resent any interference with their assumed prerog 
gating a score of years ago, and I am not persuaded that they | violation of and an infringement upon what they se 
are any the Jess potent for what I believe is for the good of the 
c / issues of the last campaign, the tariff is to be revised 
very worthy gentlemen who were loud in condemning them in revision is to be downward. The Democratie Party 
the days past, but on the tariff question I find this new party a 
: ! 
: : and campaign promises is now engaged in a good-f; 
Ninety-five per cent of those who constitute the Progressive comply with the mandate of the American people ¢ 
Party are men who have only recently gone up and down the | the polls. The Democratic Party has always sto d f 
and if they are different now from what they were before this gythority to impose taxes upon the people for any ot 
great light of progress dawned upon them, that fact is not We are opposed to a protective tariff that is. to 
the floor by the gentlemen who have spoken for that party. tries. We are opposed to anything that smacks of s: 
They appear to take the middle ground that would revise the jege, A tax is burdensome at best, but when th 
and would harm no one. administered for no other purpose than to enrich a fi 
They appear to be in the same frame of mind as the old | expense of the taxpayer it becomes intolerable and ¢ 
lution. His spiritual adviser came to him and said, ** Pat, do | have not seriously contended that it does not provid 
you renounce the devil and all of his works?” Pat rolled his | ¢jent revenue, but it is urged that it will remove the p 
going to, and I don’t think it is a good idea to make any ehe- | of manufacturers. At the same time and almost in 
mies unnecessarily.” [Laughter.] breath it is urged that it will not reduce the cost of |! 
stand-pat element of the party from which they have so recently | these two arguments can be reconciled is bevond my 
seceded, and they apparently have some misgivings as to the! standing. I believe it to be a fact. as stated by an 
so that they can jump with the cat when it is released and be protected American industries in such excessive pr 
on the popular side in any event. | against foreign competition to such an extent that w 
nonpolitical and nonpartisan boards who are going to point out | protective system the colossal fortunes that are a mi 
the way on these various questions. I do not know exactly what | our institutions. 
be a board composed of men with no political beliefs or con- 
victions, and if that is the idea, I have some misgivings as to 
any man who has no political opinions and convictions that 
I would be ready to follow far in the matter of revising the 
the making of these laws to the most rabid standpatter in my 
district than to intrust them to any coterie of men that I know 


that is claimed for it by those who have framed it and believe | Mfr, WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman. I do not propose 
you have been wrong so many times. intruded themselves into this debate and discuss in 
was at one time in my State a member of the old-time Populist | the revision should be downward is admitted by 
ideas that we as Populists were abused and despised for promul- f 
' not only a sacred but a vested right. As the res 

country, because they have just attracted the attention of some 

with the responsibility, and in keeping with its platt 
little difficult to understand. goo) 
country as Republicans, pleading the cause of high protection; for reyenune only, and insists that there is no con 
noticeable from the discussions that I have listened to here on jeyjed for the purpose of fostering and enriching f 
schedules in such a way that the revision would help no one increased beyond the necessities of the Government e 
Irishman who supposed that he was reaching the time of disso- | justified, either legally or morally. The opposition to t! 
eyes and said, “Father, I am not sure which country I am | ynder the protective system and materially affect th 

The Progressives who have spoken do not agree with the | the price of necessaries in the homes of our people. Ju 
bill under consideration and want to keep themselves in shape | authority, that the tariff is the mother of trusts: that w 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard a good deal in recent years about | piled up in this country in the hands of the beneficiaries of t 
kind of a board a nonpolitical board would be, unless it would 
their work, for in my range of acquaintances I do not know of 
tariff or upon any other proposition. I would rather intrust 
of who have no polities at all. 
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there is no escaping a substantial and material re- | reliant have become de pendent upon the bounty of the Govern 
of tariff rates; the people have demanded it; that was | ment and the privileges extended to them. so that it is said we 
. which disrupted the Republican Party, and the Demo- | can not withdraw that support with safety. without endanget 
Party would be derelict in its duty, unmindful of its | ing the business interests of the country If that is true. if we 
is, and unfaithful to every trust if it did not enact | have become so entangled iv the meshes of protection, so help 
tariff measure limiting taxation to a revenue basis | less in the hands of these protected dustries that we can not 
uating the whole policy and system of protection, ex- | withdraw Government aid without endange ' ons th 
so far as incidental protection results from a revenue | terests of the country, the sooner we commence t ean this 
if I understand the will of the people, this bill is ex- | calf the better off we will be in the end and th fom oil 
what they want. It is the declared purpose of the people | become every legitimate industry in the land. {A} se on the 
oct out to the fullest measure the Democratic tariff policy, Democratic side. } 
with confidence in the Democratic Party, the people hail | We do not wish to destroy industries, especially a 
hope and confidence the efforts of this administration in mate industry, but we do sav that we have pledged he 
direction of tariff revision. | American people a substantial reduction in tariff rates, and 
rhat which bas amused me—and, I may say, surprised me— | come here proposing this bill, and intend to redeem our pledg 
st is that gentlemen upon that side of the House, whose | We say more. We have pledged the people an income tax, and 
policies have been repudiated and found to be a failure, the people, by three-fourths of the State legislatures, have rati 
ome here and assume to advise the Democratic Party, | fied the constitutional amendment providing for an income tax. 
holds a commission from the people to revise the tariff—| And yet our friends across the aisle stand here to a man 





» repudiated Republicans come here to advise us how to do | opposed to an income tax, and are proposing to yote against i 
Applause and laughter ou the Democratic side.] If a} when it comes to a vote on this bill. 

ty and its tariff policies ever have been repudiated, the| The Democratic Party has demanded for years that we hh 

Repnblican Party and the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill have been. | shall contribute its just share to the burdens of Government, 

Yet we witness the spectacle on this floor of the author of the | and to that end has favored an income tax The Supreme 


yne-Aldrich tariff bill telling us how to do it. After we have | Court held the last income-tax law unconstitutional. For years 
sed the tariff, if we make as complete and lamentable a | the Democratic Party has sought a constitutional amendment 
failure as did our Republican friends, then I am willing to} authorizing this method of taxation. Of course the men en 
surrender back into their hands, but not until then, the power joying great incomes have, through the instrumentality of the 
) deal with this great question. Republican Party, opposed such an amendment, and it was 
I believe I have heard here as many good and well-prepared | not until we secured a Democratic House and a Senate anti- 

eeches upon the tariff question as I have before heard in all | Republican that we were able to force to the submission of the 

y life; as many well-considered, well-thought-out discourses; | people a proposition for such an amendment to the Constitution. 

( what is unusual, I have witnessed many of them delivered | We expect that the reduction in tariff rates will materially re 

the shape of addresses prepared and read to this body. duce the revenue derived from tariff taxation, and we have 

[I do not come with a prepared speech of that character and | provided in this bill for an income tax to make up the differ 

ot care at this time to say more on the Democratic theory | ence. It is said in opposition to this provision in the bill that 

‘iff legislation, but I do want to invite the attention of our | those enjoying an income less than $4.000 will escape their fair 
Republican friends to some things in their platform, and inci- | share of taxation and that the burden will fall on those who 
lentally I want to say a word to our Progressive friends. I | enjoy a larger income. That is true, but who can better afford 
egret that the gentleman from New York [Mr. CHANDLER]. ! it? It must not be forgotten that under the tariff system those 


who made such a splendid effort this afternoon in defense of | enjoying a mere living income and who spend it in the support 
Mr. Roosevelt, is not here to-night, because I wanted to say | and education of their families contribute to the expenses of 

‘thing to him in answer to what he said in defense of that | the Government out of all proportion to those possessing great 
distinguished character. fortunes, because there is a limit to every man’s necessities and 


But first I want to call the attention of my Republican friends | a corresponding limit to legitimate expenditures, and the nece 

things in their platform. I say you made a failure | sities of a family in moderate circumstances are as great as 
hen you attempted to revise the tariff, and the people have | those who possess great wealth; and as a result the man with 
repudiated you, and I say you admitted your failure in your | an income of $2,000, $3,000, or $4,000 who expends it on his 
platform. Let me read it. Perhaps this will be familiar to | family contributes as much toward the support of the Goy 
some of you, and to some of you it may not. ernment as does the man of a much larger income who ex 





The Payne-Aldrich bill had only been in operation three years, | pends only a portion for the maintenance of his houschold. 
or less than three years, when your Chicago platform of last | Yet the man with large property interests and the great cor 
year was framed, and you say in that platform: | porate concerns throughout the country require expenditures 

Some of the existing import duties are too high and should be re- for the protection of their property and enforcement « t their 
duced. Readjustments should be made from time to time to conform | rights far beyond that which the man or concern of mod 
to changed conditions and to reduce excessive rates, but without injury | erate means requires for the same purpose. Vhy should { 


to any American industry. | the man of means or the corporation of extensive operations 

A confession that rates in a bill which had been enacted less | pay toward the support of the Government which protects them 
than three years before were too high; a confession that when |in their business and property rights in proportion to the 
you promised the American people in the campaign of 1908 that | benefits received? The only way by which these burdens can 
you would revise the tariff downward that you had failed to | be equalized and the large incomes and great property interests 
redeem your platform pledge to the American people. And yet | be compelled to contribute in proportion to the benefits received 
you went to the people in 1912, with this confession upon your | is by means of a well-adjusted income tax. 


lips again pledging a revision of the tariff downward and a | In this way, and only in this way, can burdens of taxation 
readjustment of its inequalities. You come here now when a | be at all equalized and approach exact and equal justice to all 
bill has been prepared and submitted to you for your con-| men. I favor the income-tax provisions of this bill I am not 


sideration and your votes and criticize and condemn it, and | surprised that the Republicans in this House intend to vote 

Siy to us that we are inexperienced in tariff legislation; that ‘against it. To be consistent they must do so. They have 

We are tinkering with this question; that we are not acting | opposed a constitutional amendment making such a tax possible, 

in good faith; that we resort to subterfuges, deception, and | and why should they not vote against an income-tax law? The 

fraud ; and you assume to tell us how to do that which you | fact that the people have demanded it, have ratified the con 

tailed to do, [Applause on the Democratic side.] stitutional amendment, and elected to power a party which 
I want to call your attention to another thing in your plat- 


; stands pledged to it, ought not to deter a party which h 
sorm., Here is the justification and excuse for the whole pro- | defied public sentiment and yielded to the demands of ¢! 
lective policy. Listen: 


selfish interests so long. I am surprised, however, that | 

i, rhe protective tariff is so woven into the fabric of our industrial bers of the Progressive Party = this floor intend sO vote again 
life that to substitute for it a tariff for revenue only would destroy | this bill. But I find that their consistency is not greater than 
many Industries, | that of their chieftain; and who will be heard to say that Roose 


velt knows the meaning of the term? 


Now, there is the keynote, there is the whole argument in a 

nutshell that our friends resort to in defense of the protective And I want to say 4 word to our Progressive friends as to 
tariff system; because they say by maintaining it so long, by | their defense of Roosevelt to-day. It was amusing to hear it 
giving artificial support for so many years to the various pro- | said that Roosevelt was a great trust buster, and an editorial 
tected industries, these industries instead of becoming self- | was read in which it was procliimed what he at one time 
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cratic side. | 
Mr. McKENZIPF. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. McKENZIPB. 
the panie of 1837? 
| publican Party. [I 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. SLOAN. Oh 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


or responsibility for it, but I will say that it is not tr 


the Democratic pol 
} a panie then, as the 
| of throttling the U 
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of the country. [Applause on 
Mr. Chairman, 
Yes. 
Will the gentleman teil us somet) 
He surely does not blame that . 
sughter. ] 
That was some time before my d 
, we do not blame you for it, 
The gentleman relieves me from 


will the gentlema 


icy of a tariff for revenue only. If 
» gentleman seems to imply, it was ¢] 
nited States Bank, and was prec 
part of the money power 


to re 


ference with their pet institution, and it was in no \ 


|} able to the tariff question. 


Mr. SAMUEL 
man yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. 


W 


’.. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, will 


Yes. 


SAMUEL W. 


SMITH. 


I would like, for 


have the gentleman’s explanation of President Bu 
ful indictment against his party in 1860 as the 1 


tariff act in 1857. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Well, while I was born that 


SMITH. 


the gentleman will attach no blame to me. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. 


The gentleman said he y 


not heard from any source these figures questioned, 

they were extensively used during campaign. | 

however, contended by the Republicans that many 
ssful suits against the trusts had been prosecuted. 

a lamentable fact that with Taft the President but few 

ago hardly a voice is heard on his side of the House in 

of him, or in defense of his administration, or in de- 

of his tariff policies. Bolder and more courageous are our | 

ressive friends; they do come to the of Roosevelt; 

| they do come here and defend his policies and show what | 

hreatet to do, although they fail to what he} 

mplished 

BRYAN, 

from? 

WILLIAMS. 
rid. 

RERYAN, 

(rover C] 


ing to go back into history. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘The history that the gent 
| Bryan] and I were discussing was the history : 
| Cleveland’s days. I do not recall that Mr. Bucha 
the Democratie Party or its tariff policies, but I do 
fact that he turned the power of his administration 4 
best Democrat of his day, and was one of the men 
for the disruption of the Democratic Party. I know 

Mr. FORDNEY. He did a good thing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman f: 
gan says that Mr. Buchanan did a good thing. I 1 
| by saying that Mr. Roosevelt did a good thing when 
| he disrupted the Republican Party. [Applause on t) 

cratie side.] sut I did not come here in the discus 
| bill to criticize our Progressive friends, I would rat 
the bridge that carried us safely over. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Sure you do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And I leave it with you centlem¢ 
your differences in your own party. My time is fast 
and in conclusion I reiterate that I challenge gentl 
the Republican side of the Chamber in any reply they 
to point to a panic tn all the history of this country, wh¢ 
he the the panic of 1837, the panic of 1857, or any othe 
| traceable to Democratic reform policies. I on th 

hand, as I said before, that every panic that has oc 
| this country since the advent of the Republican | 
power has been directly traceable to Republican rule 
publican policies. Will gentlemen challenge that pro] 

I wish to say in conclusion that the gentlemen 
other side of this House who come here and predict 
dis:ster, business depression, and panic as the result 0 
measure if it shall become a law do not come here 
citizers and make such predictions in good faith. [Ap 
the Democratic side.] You are so driven by ne 
some means by which to put new life in your party, ho; 
future disaster may follow from some cause—tariff | 
or other—that you are willing here to threaten busi 
| disturb business industry, by making declarations and 
upon the floor of this House which are more calculated to 
a panic than are all of the tariff bills that could be « 
Panics are the result of mental conditions—of a scare 
you gentlemen come here and you publish to the world | 
panie will follow the enactment of this bill into law; 
to you that when you do that, when you purposely and 
ately frighten business, you are not sincere; you are nol 
in good faith; but for party gain would frighten the « 
into a panic, and when you do that you are not acting 
| of patriotic American citizens. [Applause on the Del 
| side. ] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlen 

| Washington [Mr. JoHNnson]. 

| Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I 
| an opportunity to express my appreciation of the ren 

| the magnetic Member from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson }. 7) 
to indorse many of his statements in regard to the alien ow 
| Ship of land and to call the attention of the Democrat 


iast 


i 


rescue 


ed show 


Will What book is he 


the gentieman yield? 


VWrom Democratic authority—the best in 
Does it contain anything showing the trusts | 
‘veland broke up while he was in power for eight 
| Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
‘Ir. WILLIAMS. I assume that there is nothing in the cam- 
1 book of 1912 relating to Mr. Cleveland’s administration, | 
» assume that the trusts were then in their mere in- 
nd hardly recognized as a menace to the country. These 
have in the last 16 years, and during the 74 years 
evelt’s administration they climbed from 149 to 10,020. 
ny there were when Cleveland was President I can not 
y. but the number was less than 149. If you want to go into 
ient history we would glad to have you, but I want to | 
vou that it was the Republican Party, it was your ad- | 
tration of affairs under President Harrison that precipi- | 
country into the worst panic known for 50 years. 
se on the Democratic side.] I want to say more, that | 
panie we have had in this country for over 50 years has | 
under a Republican administration and under Republican | 
tariff laws. The panic of 1873 was when President | 
was in the chair and you had a high protective tariff. 
‘of 1888 came under a Republican administration and 
ubliean tariff law. Aye, gentlemen, the panic of 1891-1893 
nder the McKinley bill and while it was in full operation. 
Democratic Party has been accused of responsibility for | 
rd times during the Cleveland administration, but every 
igent man knows, and every fair-minded man will admit, 
ic then prevailing was the result of the policies of the 
s administration. The Homestead riots occurred prior 
ie election of 1892, and were an issue in that campaign. 
! , lockouts, riot, and bloodshed were the order of the day 
‘a period of 18 months before Cleveland’s inauguration. The | 
essity for the issuing of bonds to meet the deficiency in the 
enues which arose under the Harrison administration was 
arent many months before the election of 1892 and the 
prepared for the printing of bonds while Mr. Harrison 
ined in the presidential chair. 
let say to my Progessive friends that the panic of 
7, without apparent cause, when conditions were never more 
I came under a Republican tariff law and a Repub- 
administration while Theodore Roosevelt was adminis- 
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to the fact that all of his statements apply with great 
the situation that confronts us with the passage of the 
od free-trade bill. 


| 
ee 
| | 


[I wish that opportunities had been given for hearings with 
regard to a tariff on shingles. the people of the Northwest 
would have accepted a sliding seale downward stopping some 





where neur the 30-cent figure of the old Wilson bill 
jut we have had no hearings and must sit supinely by while 
to yield to China, and China will have the right to send | the majority throws our markets open to the very workmen in 
into this country. They will force the wage earner and the other countries whose coming to the United Stat in recent 
t | years amounts almost to a great immigrant inva: 
in can live on what a farmer throws away— 
: the gentleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. Chairman, I want Mr. Sisson and every Democrat 
House to know that Chinese immigrants are and have 
- some time pouring into British Columbia a thousand a 
Not many, you of the East think; but too many for our 
settled West. Until now a protective-tariff wall has 
( people of the great Pacific Northwest from too close 
tition with these oriental offscourings. The Underwood 
rade bill tears down the tariff wall. From now on we 
». West must compete with the Chinese and the Japanese. 
Not alone in the lumber and shingle industry—our mills versus 
is of British Columbia—but this country will receive its 
ch from Japan, made by women who earn 9 cents a day, and 
ware and notions will come in; yes, cotton goods, prints, | 
i all other articles that we have taught these people to make | 
| sold them the machinery with which to work. 
iow that the gentleman from Mississippi will agree with | 
the statement that with the 50-cent tariff stricken from 
ingles the Chinese now pouring into British Columbia might 
as well be located in the State of Washington. Do you 
ler that the people of California oppose the Japanese owner- 
ship of land in that State? Our western gardeners freely 
nowledge that they can not compete with the Japanese gar- | 


United States yields to Japan— 


cove Mr. Srisson— 


What difference does it make whether you let the Japanese 
the Chinese, the Hindu, the Greek, and the Turk make h “Mls 
for us at home and ship them here free, or whether you him 
and all of his relatives pour in 6,000 a day to cut the | 
with those now here for jobs in the cotton mills, the w 
mills? 


In my opinion, a thousand Chines@é a month pourin: 
sparsely settled British Columbia to cut timber and saw lumb 
to compete with the products of our sturdy men of the wood 


is fully as bad as the present inpouring of 6.000 im 
per day into thickly settled New York. 

I hope that the United States will soon return to a tarifi 
wall—a reasonable, rational, expert tariff wall—high enongch 
to guarantee protection, and then [I hope that we will reenforce 
that wall with another protective wall against undesirable i 
migration. 

With the first wall you protect the man who invests his capi 
tal, makes the goods, or grows the product, and provides the 
American standard of living. With the other wall, you protect 
the man who is on the job—you take care of the foreigners who 
are here, and you cut down the influx of undesirables from the 
south of Europe, against whom we have “conserved” all that 
we used to offer freely to the people from the north of Europe 


‘ : . ‘hy are we surprise f ey begi ite this ecountr 
eners, and I ask you in all fairness, What chance has a good ba - the a aon = that a ae an ; ‘" ht : ir 
' ’ : : fore they ¢: any reuso . s any onder 

paid Northwestern shingle weaver to compete against the . eee tee, Cae eee eres ee 


that these serf-born hordes quickly become the dupes and 
disciples of such vicious agitators as Bill Haywood and his 
platform of the Industrial Workers of the World—*“ no concern 
es to questions of right and wrong; no terms with employers; 
destruction and bloody revolution”? It will take not only om 
tariff wall and an immigration wall, but a penitentiary wall to 
| stop this kind of treason. 

Why are we surprised? How can we be surprised at the red 
flag movement when Vice President. Marshall, in an addre 
New York, undertakes to warn the rich, and only succeeds in 

| striking a note that gives the Socialists more sympathy than 
they have had since their prophet “ Old Hoss” Wayland, of the 
Appeal to Reason, ran afoul of the Mann law and committed 


ici é re g eer eC ‘ver enjoyed since their 
\fter a few weeks the red cedar shingles made by coolies in suic ide, and more rood cheet th n they ever ¢ Jo; 1 since heil 
disciple, Victor Berger, left Congress and expatriated himself in 


British Columbia will travel around the coast in the ships of | a eee ee a | te leditcieiaae: dated th 
foreign countries, manned by sailors at $10 a month. who are | ‘heir eyes by purchasing au upholstered mahogany finished 
fed by cooks who receive $15 a month, and sell in any market | ™otor boat. — 
against our American shingles, made by full-fledged. red-blooded | Roosevelt did not stand at Armageddon. He stood at Chicago 
men whose battle cry is “a fair day’s wage for a full day’s | and preached near-socialism, almost revolution, contempt for 
labor.” These handicapped shingles will be transported in our | !2W, and doctrines that lead to destruction. . 
fleet of American ships, paying sailors and cooks $50 and | Haywood waves the red flag at Paterson, N. J., and preach 
$60 a month, and no protective tariff to help either the manu- | ®2®rchy and sabotege, Ettor advises the striking waiters to 
facturer or the wage earner. | poison the food of the rich. Mr. Ket ¥ of Penn yl inia 
Already three gigantic companies are forming—two in Wash- | Pensions for everybody. All are preaching the universal broth 
ington State and one in Oregon—to extend the lumber industry | e€Thood of man. All have different motives. In trying to 
in British Columbia. One, with headquarters at Bellingham, is | the country they are doing much to destroy it. They are | 
actually in the field with a capital of three and a half million | ing employees to actually hate those who employ them. ‘1 
dollars. This company has leased British Columbia Crown | Seem to have forgotten that the universal brotherhood 
lands for 20 years at 50 cents a thousand feet stumpage, pay- | Include the 900,000,000 people of China, Japan, and Ind 
able when the timber is cut, and a light annual tax. This | this great progressive wave, will these seething hordes come up 
tract contains fifteen hundred million feet of timber, and that | to our level or will our 100,000,000 drop to theirs, and when 
timber will be cut and sold against our timber that has been My friend, Mr. Sisson, of Mississippi, sees the peril, as | 
paid for at an average price of $2.50 a thousand stumpage, and | Jress of this forenoon clearly shows. He speaks his convictions, 
which must pay heavy taxes and interest every year until cut. | but I dare, in my weak and humble way, to warn not only the 
Now, then. notice what we are already up against: gentleman from Mississippi, but the honorable the Vice P 
(1) Oriental labor. dent of the United States and the honorable the President of 
(2) Inability to use foreign-built ships for coastwise trade. the United States—who by coming on this floor has expre 
(3) American-owned timberland paying taxes, as against | 4 desire to take part in this debate—that every time an i 
Crown land leases of British Columbia. try of this country is slaughtered or an American citix 
And now, to cap the climax, you, willy-nilly, strike off the | made to compete with a %cent Japanese, that sad d 
ttle protection we have had and make. as a fourth obstacle, | hastened, for, my friends, the great international brotherhood 
absolute free trade in the lumber industry. Perhaps lumber with its international red flag, with its fatherless and eh 
Can stand it; but 30,000 shingle weavers and knee-bolters will less children, with its collectiveism and its 57 varieties of im 
be idle in the State of Washington within 90 days after the possible dreams. will drag us down ten thousand degrees he 
bassage of this bill. . it can lift us one tittle. For your attention, I thank you, gen 
Do you wonder that Democrats, Republicans, Progressives, | tlemen. [Loud applause. ] 
ud all the people of the Northwest are up in arms? What 


cheap coolie or the low-cast Hindu from India? Remember 
that there are 900,000,000 of them. We of the Pacific coast 
know what this means. 
I hope and pray that this free-trade bill now under considera- 
tion will not put the laborer of our Southern States in extensive 
tition with the peons of Mexico and the half-breeds of | 
Brazil. 
You strike off our protective tariff on lumber and shingles. | 


How long must we wait for you to lift the embargo against | 
foreign ships? 

rhat embargo is for the benfit of American shipbuilders and 

American sailors. Why protect them if you will not protect our 

ifacturers and workers? 

| 

' 

| 

| 

i 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentl 
applies to lumber applies to flour, except in that case you have | from Pennsylvania [Mr. Granam]. 

added insult to injury by letting flour in free and putting a 10- Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have |} 
cent tax on wheat. as a new Member very much interested in watching the course 
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of legislation with reference to this great subject of revenue and 
tariff. I have learned much since I came to Congress. Much 
about 


of so many people concerning this subject. To me, born and 
raised in the city of Philadelphia, with all its traditions of 
protection, its great manufacturing industries, it is indeed a 
revelation; but, believing as I do most firmly, as a matter of 
conviction and duty, based upon somewhat of a study of this 
question before coming here, that protection is a great national 
policy and not a local issue, but applied locally wherever needed 
to develop the industries of my country, I accept of the courtesy 
extended to me of making a few remarks on this occasion and 
voicing my protest against this bill, which I consider to be 
unequal and unjust, and, also, against the circumstances at- 
tending upon its conception and passage. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Arguments have been advanced here, in favor of and against 
this measure, by older men in the art of legislation and the 
science of goverfiment, to whom I have cheerfully given priority, 
because I am a new Member. From the surrounding cir- 
cumstances I do not believe, however, that these arguments 
will change a single vote in this House. Nevertheless, they will 
go into the legislative récord and be scattered, in many in- 
stances, among the people, where they will, I hope, have an 
elucidating and educative effect. This, however, may be only 
indulging a pleasing hope, but, after all, the citizens of the 
country will learn more from the object lessons of the tariff 
than in any other way. Experience is sometimes a costly 
teacher, but usually an effective one. I pray that the prophecy 
of the advocates of this measure may be found to be faith- 
ful prophecy, and born of wisdom, and not of a blind policy. 
As a patriot, burying my party zeal, I devoutly desire this 
result. I hope I may be disappointed in my own views as to its 
effects. For the good of my country and the welfare of the 
people I hope this may be true. But, alas! I can only see loss 
and suffering in the future as the logical result of the enactment 
of this tariff bill into a law of the land. 

Protection is too old to need to-day any demonstration of its 
value in speech or argument. This exists in the history of the 
country. Where no industries existed before, or feeble ones 
struggled for life, new ones have been developed and the weak 
ones have grown strong. The benefits have not been confined 
to the industry protected, but have been felt all about it. You 
can not create or foster one without incidentally benefiting 
every part of the business life of the Nation. Drop a stone into 
a lake, and philosophers tell us every atom of water in the lake 
will feel the effect of the plunge. You can not lay your hand 
upon a single industry, either to foster or destroy it, but what 
the whole commercial life will feel the effect. As an illustra- 
tion, What industry in steel rails had we in this country before 
the tariff of 1861 became a law? Through that and subsequent 
legislation the great furnaces, rolling mills, and plants grew up. 
With them came employment for tens of thousands of men, and 
the building of a multitude of homes, with large additions of 
families and citizens in many communities, all of which in turn 
gave work in collateral occupations to artisans and mechanics 
without number, besides creating a market for the products of 
the grocer, the tailor, the butcher, the baker, and a host of other 
persons engaged in commerce. It also gave a valuable home 
market to the farmer for his products. These benefits can 
not be denied. While protected from outside attack by the 
turiff, competition grew at home, until the price of steel rails 
fell to a marvelously low rate. The inventive genius of our 
people created new conditions, facilitating the making of steel 
and promoting the development of the industry to the highest 
degree of efficiency. The continent was girdled with rails of 
home manufacture. Every thoughtful American must recognize 
the wonderful development of our country under protection. 
The resources of the country have been utilized as they could 
not have been without it. 

It is true that with this mighty and phenonienal growth there 
has arisen great corporations in various lines, controlling vast 
aggregations of capital. The enemies of protection point to the 
so-called “trusts” or ‘“ monopolies”’ and ery out, “ These are 
the evil results of protection.” Now, great corporations are not 
the children solely of the tariff, they are the natural evolution 
of business which has gone through the various stages from 
the single individual in business to the firm, the limited part- 
nership, the corporation, and, finally, the consolidation of cor- 
porations or the trust. 

But this evolution is not in its results wholly an evil. With- 
out these great aggregations of capital some of the greatest 
achievements of the past century could not have been attained, 
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competition, then the remedy is not in destroying the 
legislation and its methods and very much more about | 
the great diversity of opinion that seems to exist in the minds | 


| that 
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If they created monopolies, destroying the wholeso 
tariff protection, but in controlling and regulating thes 
organizations. Germany has wisely set the world an 
in this respect. History in recent years has shown 
strongest of these outgrowths must bow in submissiy 
strong arm of the Government, which is the people 
Let us regulate and not destroy. Besides, there are » 
industries, healthy and legitimate, that do not fal) ; 
class and need no condemnation. Do not Wipe them 
take away the employment of a multitude of our citize 

Our work people are better fed, better clothed. id 
housed than the work people of any other nation in t}y 
That is why thousands of workmen annually seek our - 
enjoy a part of our prosperity. 

To continue this state of affairs we must have 4 | 
that will at least equalize the difference between wages 
and abroad. To create competitive conditions is the , 
in the minds of the authors of the present bill. Forei: 
facturers, with the decided advantage of cheap Euro). 
Asiatic labor, are to be permitted to compete for « 
market with our manufacturers and our higher wages, 
home competition is wholesome, but such an unequal co: 
conflict could only be destructive. The tax levied mu; 
cient. to,accomplish the purpose, being neither too high 
low, and when no longer needed should be repealed 

It is no argument to say that the workmen of 
through organization have secured the rate of wages {| 
enjoy, and that therefore they owe nothing to thy 
Organization has been an effective weapon in their } 
is a needed one to enable them to resist the selfishness 
who would grind them down to the last farthing. But ot 
avail would organization be if there were no em) 
The tariff has multiplied the opportunities for employ: 
thus made their efforts effective. Every reduction in 
curtails home manufacture takes so much of tly 
tunity of the workingman away from this country a1 
it to the men of other countries. He is worse than a 
who does not take care of his own household. 

This present tariff will curtail manufactures here: 
drive some of our people out of business and leaye ma 
without work, and, in my judgment, create distress 4 
ing. The responsibility for this will rest upon the De 
Party. I hope it may not be so, but I fear the worst. 
of letters giving instances have been received by me, o! 
if the half be true, the outlook is dark indeed. 

The tariff is not a trust creator, for trusts have gr 
products not protected, and exist in free-trade Englai 

In connection with this bill I deplore the transz 
the fundamental division of our Government into thi 
legislative, executive, and judicial. An Executive has « 
this tariff and is using his influence to make it a 
law itself was framed in secret and is being drive: 
this House under the lash of party caucus. 

No amendment is to be allowed, and the minority is 
Debate in the House has lost its usefulness; it 
longer needed. A great question which should be tre 
nonpartisan way is made the football of politics. The 
more vital question than this to engage our attention, 
uselessness of argument or appeal is so apparent that, ev 
divisien of time had permitted, I would have refri 
attempting it on the floor of this House. In addition, th: 
tions of statistics and the marshaling of facts to a 1 
ber is attended with so much uncertainty and doubt t 
sits perplexed in the presence of older Members whose 
tions and statements, though made by experienced ge! 
contain the most startling contradictions. These consi« 
have led me to regard the policy so often declared by 
President, Mr. Taft, as the only wise and practical one, 
establish a nonpartisan tariff commission, whose duty — 
be to gather—and keep gathering—information and mal 
ings of facts-which would be regarded as authoritative, a 
enable legislation to be formulated upon a reliable basi- 
commission is the crying-out need of the hour. 

No sane man can doubt the benefits flowing from pro 
as established in our history. No one can doubt that ' 
treatment of any evils which have grown up incidenta!)) 
eradicate those evils, and not deliver over our magnifice! 
unequaled home market to others. If a garden ot be 
flowers has been produced by protecting care, and some 
appear among the flowers, do not enter with a scythe and | 
the whole garden, but carefully eradicate the we “ls and 
the flowers. 
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policy of protection is fully capable of vindication. In 
it of history and the irrefutable logic of facts it needs 
nse. The one great need is to have the protective policy 
stered wisely and scientifically and as soon as possible 
indings of fact found by a tariff commission. A pro- 
duty should be laid that will preserve the great Amer- 
rket for our own use, and in so doing multiply the op- 
ties for work for all our people by preserving and retain- 
r manufactures within our own borders. To try and | 
cheaper products for our people will avail but little if | 
avenues of employment are lessened, the ability to earn | 
oney to buy is removed, and the closed factory and open 
house become the substitutes for the hum of prosperous 
stries and the well-filled dinner pail. 


‘iv own State, I fear, will suffer greatly by the passage of | 

. law. with its unscientific, unequal, and unjust provisions. | 
rhe great manufacturing industries of my native city will be 
reatly harmed, and therefore I shall vote against this bill. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 


New York [Mr. Morr]. 
Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, if business in general is adversely 
need by this tariff measure, then every legitimate industry 
suffer. A receiver in bankruptcy may have a great deal 
e to do, and possibly accumulate much more in fees with- | 
really improving his condition. But if anyone profits it 
be such a person, and perhaps pawnbrokers and others | 
financial success depends on the losses suffered by the | 
ajority. The farmers in my district wil! be greatly in- 
Manafacturers will suffer in like manner. Merchants 
prosper when their customers are losing, and that the 
n will endure great hardship is self-evident. Profes 
ial men can not evade their share of the general ioss. 

We know from sad experience what followed the last Demo- 
attempt to enforce free-trade theories, when 
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What reason is there now to look for any differ- 
This is a much worse measure than was the Wilson 
under the Cleveland administration. It makes greater re- 
ductions in duties and places many finished products on the 
free list, while imposing duties on the raw materials necessary 


on ali sides. 
ent result? 
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to produce them, thus discriminating against American workmen 
and manufacturers. ‘The highest value of imports for a fiscal 
year under the Wilson law was $86,000,000 less than those 
under a Republican law in force six years earlier. In no year 


of the Wilson law were the imports nearly as great as under 
McKinley law, and yet rates were greatly reduced. The 
reirson for that decline in imports was the distress brought 
upon the Nation by throwing millions of workmen out of em- 
ployment and making it impossible to produce many articles 
in competition with those imported. While they could be 
brought into the country at less cost than they could be pro- 
duced here, they could not be sold to the same extent as under 
the McKinley law, because the people did not have the money to 
pay for them. The revenue from imports was so small that the 
Government had to issue bonds to pay current expenses. 
PROSPERITY CHANGED TO ADVERSITY. 

\lthongh the McKinley law was not long in force, great pros- 
perity prevailed. In the same way great advancement has fol- 
owed under the existing law. The Nation never before made 
such There are defects in the law, and there always 
will be defects in any tariff law, because they are necessarily 
compromises. But the prosperity that prevails under a tariff 
law is the test of its efficiency, and the Payne law well stands 
that test. It is to be superseded by this monstrous free-trade 
conception, and already business begins to suffer. The prices of 
securities have been declining since the Democratic Party, by 
division in the Republican ranks, managed to get control of the 
Government. 
But it is in control and will carry out its free-trade policy. 
Business is halting in fear of the results. Manufacturers 
should, at least, be allowed time to prepare for such a change. 
Many of them must produce goods far in advance for future 
delivery. Take the woolen mills as an illustration. They must 
purchase raw material at present rates, and manufacture it for 
Sale next autumn and winter. There is no escape from that 


the 


progress, 


unless they close their mills and throw their workmen out of | 


employment. But it is proposed by this bill to abolish the 


duties on the raw material and reduce the rates on fine goods | 


two-thirds. What, then, is to become of the manufacturer with 
bis goods on hand, on which he had to pay duties for his raw 
inaterial? Embarrassment and undeserved must neces- 
sarily follow. These producers were assured by the President 


loss 


and the Democratic Party that no injury would be done to any | 
And yet this vast loss will be | 


legitimate American business. 
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excuse They ace refused any tin 
to use up their material on hand and get ready for the slaughter 
of rates. 
DIFFERENT TREATMENT OF rropre 

The Louisiana sugar producers, however. at rive iree 
years to prepare for free sugar. Germany and Fran eir 
last tariff revisions, gave their manufacturers a year to ! lv 
for the change. The Republicans ha neve n ‘ ‘ 
astrous alteration in rates that required long notice to prod 
to save them from calamitous results. But the free { 
refuse to listen to the just request of these men fo ) 
prepare for this sweeping change. Necessarily they 
tail their output as much as possible. At a meet 
nianufacturers in Philadelphia on Thursday night it wa 
that many industrial establishments were producing k 
50 per cent of their normal output, which will give so den 
of what this legislation means. It would be only a matte: 
ordinary justice to allow time for manufacturers to d 
goods now on hand and in process of manufacture befor 
pelling them to meet the competition of similar produ \ 
have the advantage of cheaper raw material and wa ‘ 
than one-half those paid in this country. It is a de 
justice not to do so and a direct violation of the cam 
promises made by the President and other Democratic 

| in the last canvass. 

The sacrifice of the interests of the farmers in this tariff 
measure is not matched anywhere outside of free-trade Eng 
land, in which country, notwithstanding the necessity im- 
porting the largest percentage of its food supplies, several 
million acres of land have ceased to be cultivated in recent 
years, and the number of persons employed in agriculture is 


3,000,000 | 
persons were thrown out of employment and distress prevailed | 


That party lacked 2,000.000 votes of a majority. | 


inflicted on them without 






















much less than was the case over half a century ago under pro- 
tection. The Democrats are preparing the same kind of a 1 
for the American farmers to lie on. The Hon. William R 
Hearst, an eminent Democrat, though he has cattle ranches in 
Mexico, is opposed to admitting beef free from countries that 
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impose taxes on American beef and other products; and in th 
same way, though a large purchaser of white paper, he is op- 
|} posed to admitting such paper free from Canada and else 
where while those countries impose duties on American paper. 





Mr. Hearst believes in honest reciprocity and not in the hum- 
bug variety contained in the Underwood tariff bill 
TO DECEIVE 






SEEKING 


This bill admits flour free of duty and bran and wheat 


THE FARMERS, 












ings, but it puts a duty of 10 cents a bushel on wheat, though 
it allows a drawback of the duty if used to make flour for 
export. This is a pretense of protecting wheat to the extent of 
10 cents a bushel, but it is a transparent humbug. If flour can 
come in free, there will be no need to send wheat here. Mr. 
Fisher, the former secretary of agriculture in Canada, estimates 





that if a market is found for its wheat that country will soon 
produce 1,000,000,000 bushels. It has been developed rapidly with 
immigrants from the United States and elsewhere. The market 
that it needs is given to it by the Underwood tariff bill without 
any return. The average normal price of wheat in Winnipeg 
is 10 cents a bushel less than in Minneapolis, and the wheat is 
of the best variety. Transportation rates are as low th 
side. The greater part of the wheat produced in the United 
States is less acceptable to the millers than the hard wheat | 
duced in Canada, and anyone can see the detrimental effect on 
the farmers of this provision to admit Canadian flour without 
any return. Canada can remove her duty on American flour 
without fear that any will be exported to that country Ar 
crentina and other countries will be helped by this sion. 
Canadian land in the northwest yields an average of 4 | 
more an acre than is harvested in Minnesota and the Dakotas. 
No country in the world now admits flour free and imposes a 
duty on wheat. The United States produces some 621,000,000 
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| bushels of wheat which will suffer as a result of this unfair 

| legislation. 

KILLING BEET SUGAR TO HELP THE TRUS! 

If protection were not removed from beet sugar this co 
would soon enormously increase its production of whent and of! 

farm products. The cultivation of sugar beets a } 

| so added to the productivity of the soil as to i ise ft d 
of five other crops to the value of $900,000,000 o year if 
increasing the acreage. A similar increase here ould add 
$1,400,000,000 a year to the value of those cro or four times 
| the total value of our entire sugar consumption at 5 cents 

| pound. When they began to produce beet sugar in Germany the 
soil was not as productive as that of the United States is to-day 





rie 


3ut under the influence of the sugar-beet culture Germany 
produces 30 bushels of wheat to the » to our 15, 59 bu 
of oats to our 30, 208 bushels of potatoes to our 106, 39 bushe! 
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of barley to our 24, and 29 bushels of rye to our 16 bushels. 


Throughout the beet-sugar countries of Europe, Germany's ex- | 


perience has been duplicated. 


to produce the same results. A farm at Chaska, Minn., alter- 
nated with beet culture, produced an average of 32 bushels of 
wheat to the acre, svhile The average wheat yield in that State 
in that year was 13.4 bushels. There is abundant 
the great value of the beet-sugar industry, aside from its sav- 
ing of over $100.000,000 a year sent abroad to pay for sugar. 
Its production has increased 1,800 per cent in 13 years despite 
the Cuban reciprocity, and the increase in the production of 
cane sugar in Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands. 
Sugar is lower now than at any time in many years. Why, then, 


abolish the duty so as to admit free the product of the half- | 


civilized labor of Java and other countries which buy nothing 
of us in return? The answer is found in the requirements of 
the Sugar Trust and the refiners found guilty of defrauding the 
Government of millions of dollars. 


the trust and its associate refiners have been expending large 
sums in conducting an agitation for the removal of the duty 
on raw sugar, so as to kill the beet industry. The Democratic 
Party succumbs to trust influences. We have more soil suitable 
to the production of beets than any other nation, and yet our 
farmers are not to be permitted to carry on the industry at a 
profit, because the cane-sugar refiners object. 

FARM PRODUCTS ADMITTED FREE. 

Not only is the farmer discriminated against by the admis- 
sion of flour free of duty, but many of his products are put 
on the free list for the benefit of Canada, Mexico, and other 
countries. Among such products are broom corn, buckwheat 


and buckwheat flour, corn, corn meal, flax straw, berries, lard, | 


meats of all kinds, including fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, 
pork, bacon, and hams; milk and cream, including preserved or 
condensed milk; potatoes, rye, and rye flour; skins of goats and 
sheep; swine, tallow, flour, and semolina. A duty of 10 cents 
a bushel is imposed on oats, which are produced to a large ex- 
tent in this country, but oatmeal, rolled oats, and oat hulls are 
ndmitted free. The largest manufacturer of rolled oats and 
oatmeal in the United States, and said to be the largest in the 
world, has two mills in Canada and will be greatly benefited 
hy this provision for the free admission of his products. 


mills, which will also have the advantage of our market. 
are produced to a large extent in Canada 
there than in the United States. It takes 10 bushels to make a 
barrel of rolled oats or oatmeal, and with those articles on the 
free list, with a duty on oats, the American manufacturers are 
discriminated against. 

Hay is made dutiable at $2 a ton, a reduction of 50 per cent, 
though nearly 700,000 tons of it were imported last year. It 
certainly looks as though that was competition enough, but the 
estimate is that 1,200,000 tons will be imported next year. 
Canada imposes a duty of 124 cents a bushel on apples, but 
ihe Democrats are to admit Canadian apples at 10 cents a 
bushel. Canada has been exporting, in one form or another, 
some 8,000,000 bushels of apples. 
send their apples to the United States, as they will have 
easy transportation facilities and are less troubled with fungus 
and insect pests than are the growers farther south. 

Rye is dutiable, but rye flour is free. There appears to have 
been a great lack of regard for the interests of producers, even 
from a free-trade point of view, in drafting the bill. 
duty on burlap bags and cloth is the same. 
in this country, and imposing the same duty 
material as on the finished article necessarily 
manufacture in this country. 
wheat sacks to farmers will be increased greatly in price, as 
the result of the change in this bill, but covering for cotton is 
free. surlap is used to make floor cloth, and putting a duty 
on the raw material and reducing the duty on the floor cloth 
over one-half will necessarily prevent its production in this 
country. 


Oats 


on the raw 
prevents its 


HOW A TEXAS PRODUCT IS PROTECTED. 


Weol is put on the free list, but the hair of the Angora goat 
is made dutiable at 20 per cent. They have always heretofore 
been included in the same paragraph. There are 600,000 wool- 
growers in the United States and perhaps half a dozen persons 
rearing Angora goats for the hair on them, but the 600,000 
woolgrowers are robbed of all protection, while the few men in 
Texas owning Angora goais are protected. In the same way 
yarns of wool are made dutiable at 20 per cent, while yarns of 
goats’ hair are made dutiable at 30 per cent. Chairman Under- 
wood has stated that mohair made from the hair of Angora 
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| free list. 
The same thing is taking place here, and only time is required 


evidence of | 


| so forth, are admitted free. 
| free while levying a duty on live stock places a trenv 
Then | 
there is an oatmeal trust in Canada, controlling about a dozen | 2 : 
| facturers generally, is 
and are cheaper | ¢ E 
| industries, 


With a 10-cent rate, they will | 


The | 
No burlap is made | 


| duced in the United States free. 
Burlap bran bags to millers and | 
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goats is fast becoming a necessity, and yet his « 
imposes this duty on that product, while putting wou 
Peanuts are made dutiable wih only a red 
one-eighth of a cent a pound, and on shelled peanuts 
tion of one-fourth of a cent a pound. But peanuts a, 
in the South, while corn, buckwheat, potatoes, and o 
articles put on the free list are products of the Noyi) 
char, an article used by the Sugar Trust, is put on the 
and ferromanganese, an article produced solely by 
Trust in the United States, is made dutiable. The ex) 
of this duty is that it is imposed for revenue purposs 
many articles are put on the free list which would pr 
times the revenue that will be derived from ferron 
at the expense of the steel manufacturers of the United s 
HITTING AMERICAN WORKMEN, 
Shingles are put on the free list. There are 
gaged in that industry in the State 


al 


t 


Tin 


of Washingt«: 


. | Across the border, in British Columbia, 75 per cent of the Jat 
The beet sugar, while on the | 
market, forces down the price of the refined cane sugar, hence | Hindus, and Japanese. 


engaged in manufacturing shingles is composed of | 

While we exclude Chinese labo; 
are going to admit free products of that labor made 
petition with American labor. A small duty 


‘ 


n ‘ 
retained or 


| Shingles would produce far greater revenue than will come f; 


ferromanganese, the duty on which article wil! bene‘ 
Steel Trust. About every article purchased by the n 
turers of shingles and required in their production is du 
Still, they must forego proteciion and compete with the As 
labor employed in British Columbia. 

Cigars and tobacco from the Philippines are to be ad 
free without limit. There is a vast army of men employ 


| the production of these articles in the United States, w! 


in the nature of luxuries, and it is unfair and unjust to co) 
those workers to submit to the unlimited competii 
Malays in the Philippine Islands. Rice, which is produced 
the South, and which is the food of the workmen, is ret 
on the dutiable list, but flour and various products 
North are put on the free list. Fish are put on the free 
for the benefit of our Canadian friends, who give nothing 
return. The duty on live stock, such as cows and sl 
farcial, for the reason that beef, mutton, wool, 
The admission of dressed 


hides, 


handicap on the packing industry of the United States. | 
not produced in the United States and used by textile ! 
taken from the free list and 
It is one of many things done to hamper the text 

The reduction of the duty on olive oil to 
protective point is another blow at agriculturalists. It 
secure cheap olive oil, but it will stop the growth of the 
dustry in California for the benefit of the Italian and 
producers in Europe, who impose heavy duties on cot! 
oil. There are 375,000 acres available for olive-oil product 
in California, and 6,000 acres have been planted in olives s 
1908. If the protective duty were left alone it would not be 
long until this country produced all the olive oil it consumed 
Clean methods are used in California for the production o! 
oil, but in Italy and elsewhere feet and hands are use 
large extent, while the average pay is three times as much 
California as it is in Europe. 

TRYING TO DECEIVE THE FARMERS. 

It may well be asked what advantage is offered to the fa 
for the slaughter of rates on their products. The ofily t 
promised that appears to be for their exclusive benetit 
agricultural machinery. No agricultural machinery of 
value is now imported, and it is now admitted free when co! 
from any country that admits agricultural machinery 
That is what might be « 
true reciprocity. But the admission of agricultural ma 
of other countries free of duty without any return on thei! 
is not just. However, it will not amount to anything. The bes 
agricultural machinery in the world is manufactured in 
United States, and the capitalists engaged in that industry 
largely responsible for the legislation which the Demo! 
Party is now putting on the statute books. These men 
been agitating for lower tariff or free trade for years, ‘| 
remains to be seen whether or not they will derive any be! 
from this slaughter of rates. I have no doubt that they W 
appreciate their mistake before long. There are about 7,000.0" 
farmers in the United States, and to sacrifice their interests 
under the pretense of reducing the cost of living is a et t 
wrong. 


dutiable. 


PRICES NOT TO BE REDUCED. 
It is worthy of mention that the Democratic leaders” , 
practically abandoned the talk about reducing prices as a re : 
of this free-trade measure. President Wilson made the re: 


ave 
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| 
4 , the cost of living a prominent feature of his campaign | product has only half as much duty as some of the raw mats 
a <es. Other Democratic leaders took the same ground. | rials. That is another illustration of how the bill has be 
. at they are to face the test, the President, as well as | made up. We gave Canada, last year, over $600,000 int] 
-  DERWOOD and others, say that they do not expect any | way of remission of duties on print paper, but we did not ee 
 wtienlar fall in prices soon after the passage of this bill. In | the paper one cent less on that account. ‘Twenty-two new mills 
ase they are wise, but when depression has settled on the | are under way in Canada as a result of this admission of paper 
ry and workmen are out of employment without money to | free of duty, and several have been closed iu the United States. 
ith prices may decline, as they did under the last Demo- | DUTIES AND PRICES. 
weatie administration, without any increase in imports because The Payne law increased the duty on hosiery, but prices d 
of e disustrous business situation in the country. It is recog- | clined owing to the home competition. Hides 1 other 
nigel by every one who has looked carefully into the matter | things that were put on the free list increased rathe 
; the inerease in prices is not due to the tariff. If it were, | than decreased in price, all of which goes to show the fo 
prices would not have increased in Great Britain and in every | of contending that higher prices-are due to the tariff. Thi 
other country at the same time as in the United States. | world knows how the tin-plate industry has been built up in the 
Much has been said about cheaper clothing asa result of putting | United States altogether as a result of the tariff There was 
W on the free list. But there is not over $2.10 in value of | none produced in the United States at the time a protective 
woo] in a suit of clothes made for almost anyone. The largest | duty was imposed by the McKinley law; now we produce all 
s made by the removal of the duties could not exceed 80 | that we consume and export a considerable quantity. The 


ents on the suit, and the consumer will never get any benefit 
oem that small saving. It will go to the wholesaler and retailer 
and other persons handling the goods. There no pretense 
of furnishing new employments by this free-trade measure, and 
if we import one-third more in value of goods we must heces- 
sarily throw that many persons out of employment who are now 
engaged in the production of such goods in the United States, 
aud if there is not a large increase in imports there must neces- 
ur be a large decrease in the revenues of the Government 
which will have to be made up by an increase in the income 
tax. A vast sum is now derived from the tax on the incomes 
if corporations. To tax life-insurance policies, as is proposed by 
his Democratic measure, is a great shame, as it will take money | 

An income tax imposed on 


is 


\ 


x 


eeded by the widow and orphan. 
ich persons meets with general approval, though no sensible 
in would defend reducing the wages of workmen by imports 
rought about by free trade, in order to produce a deficit to be 
ide up by an income tax, 
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STRIKING AT THE PAPER MANUFACTURERS. 


The farmers are not the only ones who will suffer from this 
tariff law. There are large paper manufacturers in my 
ct, and every one of them will have to meet competition 
Canada and other countries in a manner that alto- 
gether unjust. Duties are maintained on raw materials used 
by these paper manufacturers, in some cases as high as 35 per 
cent, while they will be compelled to meet the competition of 
paper produced in countries having not only free raw materials 
but wages much less than half those paid in the United States. 
« it imposes duties on all papers coming from the United 


NI 


distr 


ijust 
l 


from is 


aunaat 
States. That country even prohibits the export of wood pulp 
from Crewn lands, but paper manufacturers in Canada use in- 


discriminately wood cut on both free and Crown lands and ex- 
their paper to the United States. ‘There is no way our 
( ils can tell whether that paper is made from wood cut on 
Crown lands or free lands. It would take a corps of surveyors 
and practical woodsmen to every mill to find out. 
lian manufacturer alone has access to the wood on Crown lands. 
He has no competition from us on that wood, but the price of 
the wood on free land is increased by such competition. Spruce 
wood that can be purchased at the Canadian mill at $6 a cord 
costs about $11 at the American mill; then the Canadian manu- 
facturer has alum, china clay, and other things free, while his 
American competitor pays duties, and the Canadians have 
lower rates on wire screens, wood felts, and so forth. The 
Canadian mills are in many cases nearer to consuming centers 
than many mills in the United States. But we are not only to 
have this Canadian competition, but that of Scandinavia and 
all other countries in which labor is paid less than one-half as 
uch as is paid at the mills in the United States, and all these 
countries impose duties on our paper products. 

Then, to make matters worse, the Democrats impose ad 
Valorem instead of specific duties. That system of duties has 
been followed all through this bill. It contributes to under- 
valuation frauds and imposes the lowest rates when prices are 


thei 


the lowest and protection the most needed and the highest rates | 


when prices are the highest and protection is least needed. 
Every nation on earth imposes specific duties that has a pro- 
tective tariff, and the United Kingdom is the only nation that 
does not have one. These ad valorem rates are indefensible, 
and their purpose, apparently, is to help break down the pro- 
tective tariff. The increase in the imports of wall papers has 


been 380 per cent in 10 years. 

rhe rates were reduced under the existing tariff law, and 
The 
the wall-paper mills in the United States runs from 
27 a week for labor that costs $7.80 to $9.20 in Europe, 
are reduced under this bill so that the finished 


four mills have been closed, with no new ones started. 
pay in 
$24 to $ 
but the rates 


The Cana- | 


duties were lowered by the existing law, but the manufacturers 
have kept on increasing their business. Now it is proposed to 
reduce the rates below the protective point, and a dispatch 
from Swansea, Wales, the other day, announced that an order 
had been received there for 75,000 boxes of tin plate for an 
American house, dependent on the passage of this bill. That 
shows what will follow to the tin-plate industry from the re 
duction of the duties below the protective point. Iron and 
steel duties were cut about 50 per cent by the Payne law, 
and now it is proposed to cut them another 50 per cent, while 
putting steel rails and many other highly finished products on 
the free list. Some $250,000,000 are invested in iron mines and 


transporting materials in the United States. There should be 
some protection for that large investment, but there is none 
under this bill. Foreigners will have the advantage of lower 


freight rates on the coast, and wages in Cuba, Spain, and else 
where average only one-third as much as is paid in the mines 
in the United States. Some 800,000 tons of tin plate are now 
produced in a year as a result of the tariff, but either wages 
must be cut one-half, or the industry will be paralyzed under 
this act. 

SACRIFICING THI 


GLOVE WORKERS 


The glove industry, which is of considerable importance in 
New York State, is one that will suffer severely under the pro 


posed law. There are 50,000 persous in one county dependent 


on that industry for a living. They recognize what is in store 
for them and have protested in a great mass meeting and at the 
same time sent two clergymen from Gloversville. N. Y., to try 


and induce the President to prevent or mitigate the disaster that 


will come upon them as the result of this legislation; but they 
got no satisfaction. They, like many others, think that the 
Democratic platform utterance that no legitimate industry would 
be injured should be a protection to them. But such platform 
utterances were not intended to be carried into effect There 
are over 200 separate and independent concerns in that one 
county engaged in the production of gloves. No leather gloves 
of domestic manufacture are exported. Competition is fierce 
Over SO per cent of the workers in that industry in Fulton 
County own a substantial equity in their homes, which proves 


that they are paid good wages. Both men and women’s leathe 
gloves are manufactured in the same establishments by the same 
operators at practically the same cost. There is no for 
| different tariff rates, but the rates on women’s g how 
considerably lower than those imposed on men’s gloves. le 
it has not been possible to develop any substantial business in 
women’s gloves under existing rates. A rate of 30 
lowest rate that the manufacturerS can do any business under; 
but the Underwood bill proposes $2 for both men’s and women’s 
gloves per dozen pairs, which means a destruction of the indus 
try. These facts refer to fine leather and not to the 
cheaper gloves. The cheaper grades of men’s gloves, known to 
the trade ‘Schmaschen,” have been made dutiable at 
per dozen pairs, while the heavy work gloves for men have 
been placed on the free list. Only one-twentieth of the fine 
leather gloves now used are made in the United 
| under this great reduction in duty there will have to be 
of at least 50 per cent in wages if any are made here 

WILL MAKE MEN IDLE 

Mr. J. E. Wood, of Gloversville, N. Y., tells of traveling over 
100,000 miles through different countries in behalf of the glove 
industry, and he found in England over 1,500,000 people out of 
work, with wages 60 per cent lower than in the United States 

In Germany the wages were 50 per cent lower and in Austria 


reason 
moves are 
ee 


$3 the 





is 


’ 
at 


gloves 


as $1 


States, and 


a cul 





75 per cent lower. He wanted to know how it was possible for 
an American manufacturer to compete with such wages. His 
leather company has not been able to pay a dividend for five 


years, because they had to pay more than twice as much in 
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as were paid for similar work in Europe. But under this 
protective duty is cut one-half. As a result, he says, 

ive cabled their foreign agencies to stop buying raw 

al, and if this bill becomes a law they will ship their 
machinery to Austria, where they can get all the men they want 
for $4 a week. Mr. Wood says that the passage of this bill will 


turow 2,500,000 men out of employment inside of two years. | this industry must, he says, cease in the United Stat 


Phat is probably a low estimate, if we are to judge from what 


took place under the last Democratic tariff bill, when the rates | European manufacturer with an American branch. 


were much higher than those in this measure. 
PROVIDING FOR FURTHER REDUCTIONS 
There is a provision in the bill which authorizes the President 
to negotiate reciprocity conventions, and which clause he has 


stated he will proceed te put into effect as early as possible. | 


That provision is meaningless, excepting to show the intent of 


our Democratic friends. The President has all the authority | 


now that that provision gives him. The opportunities for reci- 
procity, as Goy. Foss, of Massachusetts, Mr. Hearst, and other 
eminent Democrats have pointed out, are thrown away by put- 


the President and Secretary Bryan promise to bring about fur- 
ther reductions in dut¥ by alleged reciprocity treaties. Hence, 


where there is a duty provided for now, under which a factory | 


can continue to exist, it will be in danger of annihilation by 
further reductions, to which there is no limit under this free- 
trade administration. 


Another provision of the bill admits imports brought in j 


American ships at a cut of 5 per cent from the rates provided 
by this bill. We have 32 treaties now, comprising all of the 


that mentioned. But if these treaties were nullified and the 
5 per cent reduction carried into effect, it would only mean that 
much nearer progress toward free trade. It is not for the pur- 
pose of helping American ships that that provision is inserted 
in the bill, but for the purpose of promoting free trade. As we 
have few ships in the foreign trade, should other nations retali- 
ate by imposing higher rates on goods brought to them by 
American ships, we might not suffer a great deal, but it is 
a useless provision, 
CONDEMNED BY SOUTHERN COTTON MANUFACTURERS. 

Mr. Stuart W. Cramer, president of the American Cotton 
Manufacturers’ Association, which is made up almost altogether 
of southern cotton men, says that the Underwood tariff 
bill will cripple the whole cotton industry of the United 
States. This is the view that is held not only by the persons 
interested in the cotton-manufacturing industry but by those in 
every other industry. The bill imposes the same rates on 
single yarns in the gray as on the most highly processed and fin- 
ished yarns advanced in manufacture. The same criticism may 
be made of the cloth rates. Only 23 per cent extra is allowed 
over rates on the simplest and plainest weaves for the most 
elaborate and complex constructions of the highly finished 
yarns. But these highly finished goods are made almost alto- 
gether in the northern mills, while the cheaper grades are made 
in the South. That will explain why no additional protection is 
given to these highly finished goods, the production of which 
has greatly increased under the existing law. It is to the credit 
of the Southern Cotton Manufacturers’ Association that they 
unanimously condemned this proposed law, which they say 
would not only cripple the northern mills but also those in the 
South. 

HELPING THE BEEF TRUST-——MANUPACTURING COST IN GERMANY AND THE 
UNITED STATES, 

The Texas cattlemen have protested that free meats would 
simply aid the Beef Trust, because it controls the refrigerating 
lines to Argentina, and can force cattlemen to take lower prices. 
A great deal of misrepresentation has been made in regard to 
the increase in price of beef. There were 9,000,000 less catile 
in the United States last year than there were 10 years pre- 
viously, although the population of the country had increased 
about 15,000,000 in that time. With this enormous increase in 
population and the largely decreased supply of cattle, it can 
easily be appreciated why beef is higher, and it is higher not 
only in this country but in every other country. Corn per 
capita decreased in supply in the 10 years over 20 per cent, 
which means that much less for feeding live stock. Wheat, oats, 
rye, and so forth, also declined per capita, and that prices 
should advance under such circumstances in this country and 
elsewhere is not an excuse for tariff misrepresentation. 

Julius Forstmann, president of a large manufactory in Passaic, 
N. J., who also has a factory in Germany and who was a mem- 
ber of the German tariff commission which prepared the tariff 
vow in force in that courtry, says that the productive cost for 





cheap woolen goods in his mill in Passaic. which 


is a 


| and one of the best equipped in the United States, is 49 , 
| greater for cheap goods to 76 per cent greater in {j 
| than the cost in Germany. Fine yarns and fabrics 


aur 
paratively new industry here, the imports of which now 
to 30 per cent of domestic consumption. The devel«o; 


this proposed measure. That is the testimony of an ex 


ENDING TITE CUBAN RECIPROCITY fREATY—PORTO RICO AND IA 
The abolition of the duty on sugar means an end of {] 


| reciprocity treaty. The reduction of the duty to 1 cen 


for the next three years, with a 20 per cent reductio 
rate to Cuba, leaves practically Little or no protection | 
ean producers. Then free sugar will come into effect 
treaty will end. Under that convention we are now ex 
Cuba some $60,000,000 of products, and that counti 
fairly prosperous condition, which will end with the a! 


| of the treaty. We will then he compelled, at great eo 
ting various things on the free list and reducing duties below | 
the protective point on other articles. But to add to the trouble | 
of American producers, two such conspicuous free traders as | 


exercise a protettorate over Cuba, or else we may loo 
lutions there, such as have been almost constant 
American countries. Porto Rico and Hawaii wil! 
in the same way as Cubs, because they can not comnete 
half-civilized labor of Java and other oriental countri 
FALSE ASSERTIONS ABOUT THE FARMERS 
Democrats assert that the farmers get no benefit fron 
tion and that the prices of their products are fixed in th 
markets, yet they assert that farm products increased in | 
1897 to 1910, 93 per cent, the highest percentage of any 


‘ 


| products, or double the average of all commodities as ; 
|} them. Clearly, if the farmers’ prices were fixed in the 
nations of any importance, which forbid any such reduction as 


markets,as the Democrats assert, the tariff is not respo 


| that increase; and if it is responsible, then the Democ: 


tention that the farmer is not benefited is ridiculous. W)v 
products from Canada, Mexico, and elsewhere come po g 
the country under the Democratic tariff law there wil! s 
less heard about the farmers receiving no benefit from the 

If they were given some advantage or new markeis t 
up for this tremendous loss to which they will be subject: 
might view the outlook with less alarm. But they are 1 
a solitary compensation for the losses inflicted upon 
Not a single country will offer anything in return for oj. 
our markets to their products. Canadian producers along 4.) 
miles of our northern frontier will in many cases have 
tages in transportation rates, which will give them con! 
our markets. Canadian producers will be protected in 
own markets, but they can send their surplus products ov 
border, <A similar condition will be true of other nations, 

HELPING THB SUGAR TRUST. 

Sugar, for instance, produced in Java by half-civilized la! 
living on rice and dressed in cheap cotton cloths, will tak: 
place of the sugar produced in this country by well-fed, \ 
dressed, and educated Americans, receiving $1 in pay to « 

10 cents paid in Java. The workman of the latter country \ 
not consume a dollar’s worth of American products in : 
The American workman spends all of his wages in the | 
States for home products. Under this bill his employmen' 
be taken from him and there will not even be cheap sug: 
result. The colossal Sugar Trust, with its associates, wil! 
ate to control the market in the future, the same as tliey ! 
done in the past, except for a few months in recent years w! 
the price of sugar has been forced down by the beet-sugar p! 
ducers. What is true of sugar is true of other products. 1!) 
bill jeopardizes the paper industry, with an investment of ! 
$450,000,000 and giving employment to 81,000 persons. bu 
paper has not been a particle cheaper because of the free im) 
tation of the Canadian product. We admitted Canadian 
for a year free of duty without the price being reduced i: 
least degree. Now we propose to remove the duty altoge!) 
while that country retains its 53-cent duty on American }'! 
minous coal. We will gain nothing and will lose the rey 
and subject our producers to unfair competition. 

A Treasury computation shows that the existing law h 
duced the average rate of duty on all products to 18.58 per | 
as compared with 23.88 per cent in 1908 and 29.48 per ce 
1899. The average of rates now is on all imports 2.09 per ce"! 
lower than the average in 1896, under the last Democratic (% 
law, when this country was under such a disastrous condi 
that bonds had to be issued to pay current expenses, That \ 
give some idea of what is in store for us now. 

DEVELOPMENT UNDER THE TARIPFYF. 

Under a protective tariff this country has developed so i 
idly that it now has one-half the railroad mileage of the wi 
and produces one-half of the mineral -vealth, one-third ©! 
the agricultural wealth, and one-third of the manufacture 








ets. in value. Thirteen revisions of the tariff since France | 
shed the beet-sugar industry have retarded development 
i'nited States, for the reason that when the Democrats get 
nee they reduce as far as possible to a free-trade basis, | 
1e damage is only retrieved by the Republicans coming 
nower and reestablishing the protective tariff. But these 
auctyations are a great detriment to the development of the 
, They should be avoided, and might be avoided by the | 
nm of a nonpartisan tariff commission to pass on such 
ns. We had such a commission under the last adminis- 
tion, With two conspicuous free traders as members of it. 
Rut the findings of that commission have been ruthlessly set 
‘cide by the Democratic Party, the mistakes of which will sooner 
or later appear to the voters, who, I feel certain, wilf return the 
te} ican Party to power at the first opportunity. | 
Phere was an increase of $250,000,000 in the net earnings of 
subject to tax in 1912 over 1911, which to | 


rations goes 
w what prosperity has existed under the present tariff and 
defensible is this proposed law to reduce it. American 
ers earned so much money from 1908S to 1912 that they 
were able to save and put away in the savings banks, above all | 
ost of living, nearly $800,000,000, but under the last Demo- | 
administration the savings banks deposits decreased 
$40.000,000 in a single year, and that with a population very 
h less than at the present time. That is another illustration 
difference between protection and free trade. 
THE BDFFBCT FRESH TRADE IN ENGLAND. 
rhe Hon. William R. Hearst, an eminent Democrat, says that 
Wilson is a believer in English free trade; that is, 
stem as enforced in Great Britain. That is what the 
Democratic Party is leading us to in preparing the bill now 
before the House; hence, it may be well to look at the condition 
ffairs in the United Kingdom in order that we may appre- 
ite what this policy will bring upon the United States. The 
sh Government in 1906 appointed a royal commission on 
aws and relief of distress, which commission was com- 
| of eminent persons and made a very thorough investiga- 
of the entire question, submitting a report in 1909 which 
d many thousand pages. The following is an abstract of a 
of that report: 
insane and casual paupers, 1 out of 
1907, and 1 out of 


of u 


OFr 


1? ent 


ng 
iper on July 1, 
er of persons 
paupers under the 
nding September 50, 
ring the year the 
to that of the 
and Birmingham. 
give the number of 
» days six months apart 
i 1907 was twice as great 


{7 persons in England 
44 on January 1, 1908. 
relieved, excluding lunatics in asylums and 
care of the guardians of the poor, in the 
1907, was 1,709,436. At one time or 
guardians have under their care a popu 
three largest provincia! cities, Liverpool, 
The official reports that are made of 
persons relieved on a certain day, tak 
in the year. But the rate of pauper- 
as shown by these day counts. Of 
1,709.4: persons relieved in England and Wales 526,449 were 
47 per cent of the total. The number of persons reticved 
10 years, despite legislation calculated to diminished pauper- 
largely increased, Between 1901 and 1906 every age group 

n increase which is proportionately greatest at the ages from 
t ; Over per cent of unmarried women between the ages 
) und 25 years are engaged in occupations to earn their living. 
y thousand persons over 85 years old over 555 receive pauper 
highest rate of male pauperism in regular employments 
in the fishing industry, in which over 40 men out of every 
ere relieved, and over 39 persons out of every 1,000 in the 
ral industry. Sut of general and undefined workers and 
S4.9 per cent every 1,000 were Boot and shoe 


\ | 
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Che 


of relieved. 
owing to allen importation, the introduction of machinery, 
tury conditions of employment, are a fruitful source of pauperism. 
BOOT AND SHOE WORKMEN AS PAUPERS, 
it be well to bear in mind that this Democratic tariff 
boots and shoes on the free list, thus compelling 
\merican workmen to compete with this British industry, 
Which, as this Royal commission says, is “a fruitful source of 
in England. 

Metals, machines, implements, and conveyances ” a Brit- 
sh industry that has a rate of 14 per 1,000 of paupers; and of 
workers and dealers in wood, furniture, and decorations, 19 out 
of 1,000 are paupers. The British Government not long ago 
passed a law providing for old-age pensions, under which every 
person over 70 years old who is unable to maintain himself gets 
pension of 5 shillings a week ($1.25 
i Sinall sum for all concerned; and yet, notwithstanding the 
ehormous expenditure under this law for pensions the number 
of jaupers has greatly increased. The greatest increase in 
expenditures for paupers has been since 1890, when the McKin- 
ley tariff law was passed in the United States, Indoor paupers 
have increased in England and Wales nearly 75 per cent since 
1872 They have what they call “unions” in England for the 
relief of the poor. The union embraces a certain territory. 
Or er 73 persons out of every 1,000 are paupers in the Strand 
1 nion in London, and two other unions in London have a rate 
of 56 per 1,000, The number of persons with no settled homes 
and no visible means of support in England is as high as 80,000, 
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), and from that rate down | 


as stated by that 
side of poorhouses and other such places 


is, the number out 


this royal commission: 


This royal commis 
sion says in its report: 

We still have a vast army of persons quartered upon us unable to 
support themselves; an army which in numbet ha recentl wh 
signs of increase. To what is the retrogression due It i eI 
attributed to lack of expenditure 

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FRI rRAD AND I 

The explanation can easily be found in the two words “ fr 
trade.” There is no such a situation in Germany and Frances 
which have protective tariffs 

England formerly had a large sugar-refining industry, but 
under the free-trade policy that has nearly all vanished. S| 
had at one time a large silk industry when there was pra 
eally no silk manufactured in the United States. The industry 
in England has declined to a very large extent, while in this 
country we now practically manufacture all the silk we con 
sume. That is the difference between protection and free trade, 
and the same thing could be said of many other industries. The 
assessment of land in Great Britain was $95,000,000 less in 
1908, according to this royal commission, than in the “ early 
seventies.” Four million acres of laud have ceased to be cul 


tivated since 1871. 

There has been a decline of, 20 per cent in the agricultural 
laborers employed in Great Britain in 10 years. That is the 
kind of a feast the Democrats are preparing for the agricultura 
interests in the United States by this free-trade measure. These 
statistics do not include Seotland and Ireland. Dr. Downes, 
a member of this royal commission, in his report says: 


The most disquieting index of urban pauperism ts the increasing pro 
portion of able-bodied men in health who are dependent on tl yy 
rates, and the growing percentages of persons applying for re unde! 
the unemployed workmen act. 

In Germany and France the opposite of these facts is the 


ease. 


INCREASING PAUPERISM IN ENGLAND 


This commission says that in England and Wales there has 
been an increase of 50 per cent in the number of able-bodied 
men in health in receipt of outdoor relief in 10 years, and the 
increase of the number receiving indoor relief wa per cent. 
Over 234,000 children receive outdoor relief in the United King 
dom, and this royal commission says that tliere are many 
as 600,000 children “ chronically underfed, insufficiently clothed, 
badly housed, and in literally thousands of ca actually being 
brought up at public expense in drunken homes.” 


s 21 


us 


Ses 


The commission, in speaking of the unemployed in Great 
Britain, the number of which is given in an official publication 
every month, says as follows: 

The percentage of trade-unionist nemployed regularly published by 
the board of trade relates only to a it GOO.000 men H00.000 
trade-unionists and 12,000,000 adult wage earners, being t] entitled 
to ordinary “ out-of-work pay,” and there is reason to assume that 
this small class entitled to “ out-of-work pay” includes an alts r 
exaggerated proportion, especially among the shipbuilding and en 
ing trades, liable to great fluctuations of employment Of th rela 
tively small group of highly organized trade-unionists, in good ! 
about 4 men out of 5 get almost constant employment and in 1 
years about 3 out of 5, while the majority who a inemployed 
severely, even to being out of work for months at a time: Tl 
cient data tell us nothing, really, as to the condition tl I ‘ 
wage earners. here are no statistics availa » which et ! 
compute even within hundreds of thousands how many person ' a 
one time simultaneously in distress from unemployment rhe m 
gamated Society of Carpenters and Joiner an old and highly organized 
trade-union, paying unemployed benetit funds, finds it 
heavy burden, amounting to 4s. Gd. ($1.08) a week for a 
ber in 1908, irrespective of sicknes superannuation, i 
| pay. 

That tells a story as to the effects of free trade hieh the 
people of the United States should heed. [Loud applause. | 
| Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, [ yield to the gentleman 
| from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

i 

[Mr. CAMPBELL addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 

| 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, how does the time stand 

| now between the affirmative and negative sides? 

| The CHAIRMAN. In just a moment. The gentleman fi 
Massachusetts has used 18 hours and 3S minutes and the gen 

| tleman from Alabama has used 19 hours and 54 minutes 

| Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma 

| [Mr. Morcan]. 

[Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma addressed the committ Sor 
Appendix. | 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Republican 


side of the House, I wish to thank the young ladies of Holyoke, 


h ive 
but 


sent 


in 


which they 
and attractive, 


flowers 
fresh 


beautiful 
are indeed 


Mass., 
These 


for the 
flowers 


respects they can not compare with the young ladies themselves, 


| [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


us, 


those 


CONGRE} 


SSION AL 


n, I from 
EENERSON ]. 
CHAIRMAN. 


RSON | 


STEE 


tirma yield to the gentleman Minnesota | 
The 
recognized. 
NERSON, Mr. Chairman, 
by a secret Democratic caucus that this tariff 

enacted without any material change I feel it my 
i Representative to briefly register my objections to it. 
bill in many respects violates the very cardinal princi- 
ples of the Democratic Party which we had the right to ex- 
pect they would carry out in legislation. We did not expect 
an Republican tariff, but we had a right to expect a consistent 
Democratic bill, and in this I think we have good reason to be 
disappointed 

i desire to be perfectly 
m is deserve. 


gentleman from Minnesota 
is 
been 
hill is 


duty 


although it has 


] 
i 


itis 


fair and to criticize where I think 
I have done the same thing with my own 

I was disappointed with my own party’s performance in 
and I did what I could to secure a different bill than the 

nding bill and voted against the conference report upon that 
sure. Whatever may have been fairly said against the re- 
vision of 1909 it now demonstrated by official figures that 
that revision was an actual revision downward, a 
producer, 
Treasury. 
perity. I 
further and 
nvestigation by a 


CTitiel 
party 
1909, 
then pe 
me 


Is 


Under it 
believed 


that it 


we have enjoyed a high degree of 
then that the revision should have 
should have been based upon a 
tariff commission. As early as 
1907, I introduced a tariff-commission bill and urg 
tiou before any revision was undertaken, but mine was a voice 
crying out in the wilderness at that time, while now the Repub- 
as well as the Progressive Party are committed to that 
view. But my disappointment at the revision of 1909 was mild 
compared with the utter disappointment at the action of 
own party, fortified and aided by the Democrats, in inflicting upon 
us the Canadian reciprocity pact of 1911. That was a base 
betrayal of the farmers who had trusted them by the Repub- 
licans, and it was only defended by the Democrats 
that 
the farmer had to buy. 
and vigorously as I eould, and I have lived to see the Re- 
publicans in both Houses retrace their steps and vote for its 
repeal. The Democrats, however, refused to repeal reciprocity, 
and in their campaign textbook, referring to that measure, 
state that 


pros- 


January, 


licans 


as 


rhis mea 
with the 


ure was supported by the Democrats becaus 
Democratic principle of 
and made a breach in the 
Party it was 
Democratic c 


» it was in accord 
reducing the duty on food products 
from 


therefore an advance 


unpetitive policy. 


a protective policy 

The vice and injustice of the proposed reciprocity was in the 
fact that it was trading off the advantages of the farmer under 
the tariff for the benefit of the manufacturing and commercial 
without any prospect whatever of the change reducing 
the cost of living to the masses of the people. It would have in- 
creased the profits of the middleman, but not reduced the price to 
the ultimate consumer. The present tariff bill is based largely 
upon the same principle. Professedly it is an attempt to reduce 
the of living by free listing everything that the farmer 
produces, while the things that he has to buy are still 
or less protected by a so-called “ revenue duty,” which in many 
instances amounts to more than 50 per cent ad valorem. The 
duty of 10 cents a bushel on wheat, while flour is free, or the 
duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on cattle, while meat is free, 
is a transparent fraud upon the farmer, for certainly the duty 
the raw material can not afford him any advantage if the 
finished product comes in free. 

This bill not a fulfillment 
the Democratic Party ever espouse the doctrine of taxation 
of raw materials and putting the finished produce on the 
free list? Did you ever see that in a Democratic platform? Or 
hear from any Democratic stump? No; certainly not. On 
the contrary, they have long advocated the extension of our 
foreign trade by adinitting raw materials free, and they have 
carried out this doctrine even further than the Republicans. 
Yet here is one of the largest manufacturing industries in the 
country—the flour industry—producing hundreds of millions of 
dollars worth of products which are to be placed under this 
handicap. The same thing is true of oats, which are dutiable at 
10 cents per bushel, and rolled oats and oatmeal are free. Cattle 
and sheep are dutiable, but mutton and meats of all kinds and 
wool are admitted free. Swine, however, are on the free list, 
are the finished products thereof, such as ham and 
bacon, ete. My colleague [Mr. HAMMOND], member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, sought to show that under this 
proposed arrangement of a duty on wheat, with free flour, the 
Americau miller would still be able to compete in the export 
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is of Democratic Did 
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flour business, because, as he contended, he could import 


|} and by exporting the flour he could get the drawback o 


| sold 


| cent 


of the whole duty, and could dispose of the sere, 
bran, and shorts, without payment of duty; whereas, ny 
present law a drawback is only allowed on 70 per cent 
by-product is retained. This, no doubt, is a great adya; 
the miller who grinds for export, but where does the A; 
farmer come in on this deal? This arrangement simply | 
to offer a market for imported wheat, and to take { 
products, such as screenings, bran, and shorts, and s 
here in competition with the farmer who produces feed 
oats, and corn. 
These feedstuffs, 
at a lower 


the by-products of the millers, all 
price than the farmer can produce the 


| it will naturally tend to depress the price of the farmer 


good revenue | 
so as to leave us with a substantial surplus in the | 


gone | 
scientific | 





high protective tariff wall of the Republican i 
to the | 


ucts; so that we have here a proposition to aid the 
milling business wholly and entirely at the expense of 
farmer. It thus appears that the farmer is to be the 
horse that is to carry the whole load in the reduction 0! 
cost of living proposed by the Democratic Party. 

But this is not all. He is also the subject of a new f. 
revenue duty upon his fur coat, fur cap, fur mittens, and 
robes, necessary to keep him warm. The Democratic pn 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, hailing as they do f{ 
the South, where it is warm, and where furs are chie(l) 


by the rich for display, have conceived the idea that f 


| luxuries and must all be taxed for revenue purposes 
red its adop- | 


existing law fur skins of all kinds, not dressed, 
but under the proposed bill they are taxed at the rate « 
per cent ad valorem, and correspondingly increases are 
in manufactures of furs, so that the farmer who lives 
Northern States will be taxed an additional 10 per cent at 
upon every fur garment or fur robe that he wears. In tly 
on the free list, but fo 
reason it has been omitted in the last draft of the bill. | 


come j 


| report on the bill the Committee on Ways and Means sa\ 
on the theory | 
it should be followed up by free listing everything that | 
denounced that proposition as often | 


In its tariff-revision work the committee has kept in mind 
tinction between the necessities and the luxuries of life, red 
tariff burdens on the necessities to the lowest possible poi: 
mensurate with revenue requirements and making luxuries of 
their proper portion of the tariff responsibilities. 

Upon this theory that fur is a luxury the fur clothii 
robes of the farmers in my district are taxed up to 50 jx 
ad valorem. Fur clothing is absolutely necessary iu 
climate, and is worn from the early fall, when the tean 
market begins, until late in the spring. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yie' 
a question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will you state what of the furs that 
constituents and my constituents, the farmers of Min 


| wear are imported? 


more | 


Mr. STEENERSON. Muskrat, eoon skin, wolfskin, and 
skin are imported from Canada into my district, and tlie } 
will increase under your bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman state—— 

Mr. STEENERSON. If the gentleman will give me fiv: 
utes I shall be delighted to expatiate upon that point. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You know, of course, that sheepskins 
are imported are on the free list in this bill. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes; I know that. I do not sec 
you could put a duty on sheepskins as long as you lh 
mitted the woo! free. [Applause on the Republican side. | 
I can not yield any further. I wili say, however, that 
Committee on Ways and Means, hailing most of them 0 
side from the South, have put palm-leaf fans upon the fre 
They are a necessity in Alabama, I presume, but they ! 
fur coats as a luxury. [Applause on the Republican side.| _ 

Sut there is another article of popular use in the Nor' 
States that is put upon the free list—curling stones, or 4 
and curling-stone handles. Curling is a very popular 
upon the ice both in Canada and in the northern part o! 
country, and curling stones and curling-stone handles ar 
in the most finished and expensive manner. Under the | 
cratic view these expensive articles used in sport by th 
come in free, but the poor farmer who needs a fur coi! 
‘ap, and fur robe has to pay an exorbitant tariff tax upoll 

One would have supposed that this expressed idea of | 
the duty on luxuries would have been carried out in the \ 
bill, but, on the contrary, it will be found in many ins’ 
that the duty on luxuries has been lowered instead of ©: 
as, for instance, perfumed toilet soap is reduced from 
cent in the present law to 40 per cent; manufactures of 1 
onyx, and alabaster frum 50 per cent to 45 per cent, 
factures of ornamental glass from 60 per cent to 45 per 
shotguns valued at over $10 each are reduced from 43 pel 
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‘ er cent: aereplones from 45 per cent to 25 per cent; brier | corresponding benefit to the ultimate consumer of food. Tt will 
1 brierwood from 15 per cent to 10 per cent: bamboo | cripple the farmers’ purebas power and help to ear 
or window blinds, dyed or polished, reduced from 40 per | general depression and hard times ; i\roknd [Ay 
®5 per cent; faney cakes from 50 per cent to 25 per cent; I insert an extract from an editorial in the Northwestern 
1 fruit preserves containing over 10 per cent alcohol | Agriculturist, a leading farm paper in my S ag 121 
uced from 91 per cent to TO per cent; hemstitched | eral of the many letters I have received from m son the 
hiefs and mufflers are reduced from 60 per cent to 50 | subject of flour: 
: ent: firecrackers from 125 per cent to 98 per cent; laces | [Editorial from the Northwestern Agricult MI . 
pbroideries from 62 per cent to 60 per cent. | Apr. 26. 1 ’ 
] | thus be seen that the rule of raising the duty on MORTGAGING } ' 
has not been followed out very consistently. It is difficult to speak with patier 
s revision of the tariff downward for the manufacturer ee ene oie oeeenoe ae te tan a 
trade for the farmer. Why is it that the farmer has | grain raising even more seriously than did the ‘I 
ngled out above all as the one upon whom the experi- | and President Wilson’ itemer in connection w 
of free trade is to be tried? It must be because he fur- Fer a = ~— went gt it of actual 
shes the food, or the material out of which the food of the “The farmers in the United States have 1 
is prepared, and therefore by reducing his prices by | the very reason that they never needed to be | 


Is that so? 


en competition it is believed that the cost of living can be 


Wn a 4 | There bas ! nf vera) + ‘ 
rially reduced. The theory looks all right at first glance, | grains—wheat flax. oats. barler a nd 
when put to the test it will be found to utterly fail. It | protection of our home mark r ¢ 

S t a ; 


fail because the farmer is not responsible, except in an spe Reel ag United States at a very much hi I t { 


simal degree, for the prices paid by the ultim ite consumer, In the reciprocity discussion of 1911-12 it ’ 
It has been demonstrated over and over again by official and | strated that the price on wheat, for exar ! ‘ 
mott | inquiries that the prices that the farmer receives for a P — z a " a Duluth t . 
. i ol \ ir, anac 1 port or Superi 
s products upon the farm are not EXCESSIVE, and that they con- Duluth for the United States ehtop oo por Does t ine te t 
te on the average less than half and in some instances less | President Wilson knew facts when he d tred 
-tenth the prices paid by the consumer. As has been ' “The fart ers in the United Stat have never been ¢ 
: * > o- . ; vel cood reason that the lever dec 
y pointed out, a reduction of 10 or even 20 cents pel This 12 cents 9 bushel avera 7 excess eet ‘ f 
bushel in wheat on the farm will not reduce the price of bread | was the exact measure of the result secured to 
» nite fact that they were protected in their h market ( 
t ty. 4 , ‘ ; competition On the ordinary crop of hard wl n ! M 
fit, as in most cases, is all absorbed by the middle- | nesota and the Dakotas alone—say. 220.000.0000 bus : 
It is a very superficial view that attributes the high | protection on wheat alone brought to the farm of the 
‘ twing 7 io i?irac for A ‘te "Theat >-4,000,000 average per year in excess of ‘ wort 1 
cost of living to the high prices of farm produ ts Phere There were in the three States in 1910. accordina te the G 
has been a generai rise in prices of the products of the farm | census, a total of 308,131 fa it a € $97. GUE 
‘years, but it has been a general movement all over the | t a at gave an average of $89.57 per farm every | ‘ 
rid. and is » rapid increase 1 2 urh: would pay 6 per cent interest on a mort bers 
world, and is no doubt due to the rapid increase in the urban | theory No. 1 of the New Jersey theorist. measured only by it 
mpared with rural population. This general rise in | wheat raisers, is equivalent to putting a 1 $1.4 
prices of farm products has been gradual and a natural result | every farm in Minnesota and the Dakotas 
e laws of supply and demand. While this rise has been | 4 d it t1 b 1 t! ‘eile te tien : : 
ming oT , as been ¢ ‘Y cause ¢ ror at | And it must be remembered that tl is the m« re only t] 
going on, however, there has been another cause at work tha of free wheat competition with Canada. In addition, 
has gradually increased the spread between the farm prices | free barley, free oats, free flax, and various other i 3 ul : 
nd the prices to the consumer, until in some instances the | with American farmers 
r is but an insignificant fracti f the latter. This Yet President Wilson sneers at tl nent 
er is but an insignifican raction © i atter. his | trom direct protection on thei mn | 
change has taken place because of the constantly increasing | that the New Jersey col! professor 
power and influence of the middleman. The farmer does not | one rae tn _ power of | 4 ind 
7 . . ® ngress rreat¢ o tnke LWAay | re ti< l ' f 
supply the consumer directly, but sells in the market, where | ‘o oo .5 


. ; 5 a petition with American f . 
he deals with the elevator, which supplies the miller, who The chief point of attack by the free trad 


supplies the jobber, who supplies the baker or possibly the | products 


‘ essler ¢ -onaditi ns ell a . d . “Ou i} yrs ‘ 
housewife, if she bakes her own bread, which few of them —— SS ee , 
do in the cities, or he sells his cattle to the buyer, who sells to | Mr. Farmer—you—did you vote last Nov f $1 2 
the packers, who sell to the grocers or retail butchers, who sell a saze to be rc on your farm, or for t Govert 

the betel qa: geben at g ‘alls of the value out of your profits of a q f ye \ 
to the hotel or restaurant or householder, who sells to the | ono of that class that thinks all that is n sary fot ' Ae 
consumer. is to keep on working hard on bi ‘ f 1 let t 

. -- . . ¢ 119" — » os ~4 | the Government? It is up t yu t ! 

Now, we have so many manufactured foods, such as canned | c.nator in Washington hear fro 1 You can n 

meats, vegetables, fruit, and cereals, cookies, gingersnaps and | theories of President Wilson by writing d tly to | i 


register your protest through your Rep tives in ¢ 


ers, and bread of all kinds, that we are en irely dependent 
Do it now! 


upon these products, and could not for a day do without them. 
There are only a few things, like eggs, poultry, and potatoes, teri Wennenabinds Wihine'd 
t ome directly from the farm, and even these generally | 
pass through middlemen, who very largely determine the price Mir 
to the consumer. Now, all of these middlemen, whether mere | Representative HALVOR STEENERSON, ‘ 
dealers, like grocers, or partly manufacturers also, like the , Washington, D. ¢ 
meat packers, are all organized so as to secure a concert of | _.D®4® Str: Every thinking person 
- ae S - astounded at the proposition to retai dut 
ion amongst them entirely unknown a few years ago. Add | face of actual practice and of all the theories of « : a 


















to these the organizations of the jobbers or wholesale dealers | manufactured article to come in fi 

in every line, and you have a power that the single unorganized | ,_ There are no posit incine We wish ba. : 
consumer can not resist. Prices have by these means been chis an yi He ed against the fifth largest ; 
fixed, not according to the natural laws of supply and demand, | and one that has steadily ref la 

but arbitrarily and to some extent in defiance of those laws. | Ments. and which ts the one siete bacle ft deseew, 

This is the real cause of the high cost of living. The farmer's | from its sathe friends than the anuitilati: 

price has but litle to do with it. Take breakfast foods selling | _ It is milling. industry whicl 

for 15 cents per pound; the farmer’s grain from which it was | fve-sixths of the cone ae ae ey that 

made was sold for 1} cents or 14 cents. Supposing the manu- | He far sm. on ae S Bear pine o aad 

facturer actually got it for nothing, do you suppose he would | peasant of Russia. O id 

sell the pound package for 133 cents? Not at all. It would | Value of the cheaper Canadian land. the baking | 

be 15 cents just the same. Certainly, the difference in the | suien ot brent te always t a me, & cents per lo * 

price of grain of 10 or 20 cents per bushel is never reflected | at $4 per barrel or $7, both prices | I 


years with the price of bread unchanged 
evident when it is proy 1 to a ' 
ing in the East and Middle West int 
have 


h the price of cereal prepared foods, crackers, or even bread. | 
The steer sold to the packer for 7 cents per pound live | 

Weight is retailed at from 15 to 35 cents dressed, and assuming | 

the price to the farmer could be lowered seven-tenths of a cent | ue a = _ ady a ling under tl 

to 6ro cents, it would not be reflected in the price to the con- | Sandan. ete fou | 








pen hundredweight from Minneap »B 
Allow the Canadian, En 1A tir 
our great market and tie us nd and t 
and our ruin is swift and certain It id 1 d ) 


The result of the proposed revision will be to reduce the 
farm prices of many of the products of the farm without any 
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the influence 
but it 

tariff 
be 


than ourselves, 
cooperage, etc., 
nest conviction that if this 
orm the milling business will 
non flour if we can have access to the same raw 
tors have We want simply a square deal, justice, 
Place a duty on both flour and wheat or allow both 


witb 
vageing, 


upon 
is our duty 
clause goes 


r competi 


lake the fight against this 


of your life 
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DIAMOND MILLS COMPANY, 
SHEFFIELD, Vice President. 
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ASHINGTON BUREAU, 
April 26, 1913. 


FrA! 

Hon. HaLvor STEENERSON, 

HTouse of Representatives, City 
Drar St The city 

tariff bill now unde: 

and wheat At a nonpa 

by the ¢ f 


of Buffalo is up in arms over the provisions in the 
consideration relating to meats and flour, 
rtisan mi meeting Wednesday night, called 
hamber of Commerce, attended by 2,500 men, and addressed 
by some of the leading men of Buffalo, regardless of 
the following resolutions were adopted: 

“ Whereas we, the citizens of Buffalo, in a mass meeting assembled this 
23d day of April, 1913, upon consideration of the proposed changes 
in tariff schedule now pending in Congress affecting wheat, 
oat wheat flour, cereals, live stock, and dressed meats, by which 
all raw materials in each case would be left subject to a sub- 
stantial tax, while the finished products of such materials would be 
admitted to this country free of duty; and 

“ Wher we are advised and believe that the 
legislation would be to destroy live-stock, milling, and 
industries in this city and elsewhere now engaging vast amounts 
of capital and employing thousands of workmen; and 

*“ Whereas we believe that the Congress of the United States would not 
wittingly enact such disastrous legislation, if the situation 
thoroughly understood: Therefore be it 

‘ Resolved, That if flour, cereals, and meats are admitted free, then 
the raw materials—wheat, cats, and live stock—should also be ad- 
mitted free; and be it further 

‘Resolved, That we do earnestly protest against legislation that im- 
pose ; 
to this 


seech 


SS 


as 


certain effect 


eas 


be- 
far- 
con- 


flour, cereals, and dressed meat, and we 
Congress to give further serious consideration to the 

reaching effects of such legislation and not to pass a tariff bill 

taining such unjustifiable and disastrous measures.” 

I am directed by Mr. 
invite your attention to these resolutions and to say that the News 
will be pleased to present to the people of Buffalo through its columns 
any reply you may care to make to the resolutions. 

If you favor the News with your views please send them to this 
bureau, suite 617 Southern Building, in brief form for telegraphing. 


Very truly, yours, 
Wa. Wotrr SMITH, 
Correspondent in Charge 
Washington Bureau of the Buffalo News. 


country of wheat 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
[Mr. BuRNETT]. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, nearly all the gentlemen 
whom I have heard speak on the other side have prated about 
the woes of the laboring man and the great desire they have tu 
prevent the passage of this tariff iniquity, as they call it, be- 
cause of the troubles it will bring upon him. Two gentlemen 
to-night—the gentleman from the Pacific coast [Mr. JOHNSON 
of Washington] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAmp- 
BELL]—have dwelt specially upon that phase of the questiun. 
I have heard a number of others. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Moore] can never make a speech without having 
something to say about the poor workingman. Yet no man and 
no party have ever driven the knife deeper into the vitals of 
labor than the man who has just gone out of the President’s 
chair and the man who was his immediate predecessor. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] In 1906 Mr. Roosevelt with 
one word could have secured the passage of the Gardner bill, 
which would have protected the laborers of America, not from 
imported goods made on the other side, but from the men them- 
selves imported to this side for the purpose of beating down the 
price of labor. [Applause on the Democratic side.}] Yet Mr. 
Roosevelt never raised his voice in favor of that bill, although 
he had previously sent a message to Congress in favor of re- 
striction by the illiteracy test. 

At the last session of Congress, gentlemen of the Republican 
Party, your President was the man who again drove the 
dagger into the heart of labor by vetoing a bill that a Re- 
publican Senate and a Democratic House had passed over- 
whelmingly. 

In order to show what great friends the Republicans are to 
labor I want to call attention to a brief telegraphic report of 
the proceedings of the vice commission of Illinois, which shows 
that your party is not only in partnership with the trusts, but 


I yield to my colleague from Alabama 


that it is in partnership with the white-slave traders and with 


vice itself. Here is what they say: 


SPRINGFIELD, ILL., April 25. 
After to-day’s session of the senate “‘ white-slave " commission, Lieut. 
Gov. O'Hara sent a telegram to President Wilson and another to 
Lieut. Gov. Paynter, of Missouri, calling their attention to the dis- 
closures made here. The telegram to President Wilson follows: 


cattle | 


party affiliations, | 


were | 
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annihilated. | 


great 


of such | 
packing | 


a duty on wheat, oats, and live stock, while permitting free entry | 


sutier, editor and proprietor of the News, to | 
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“At a hearing of the Illinois Senate 
appeared that the conditicns surroundi 
Springfield factory of the International Shoe Co. 2pp 
most open to criticism of any so far discovered by 
The revelations were so astounding that Senator N¢é 
lican, and the dean of our State senate, openly 
this corporation. F 

“As I have been informed that this corporation is supportir 
at Washington in opposition to your proposed tarif law on th: 
that if certain duties are removed the girl workers in the 
will be brought into competition the cheap labor of | 
believe your attention should be to the testimony 
to-day.” ; 


vice commission 
ig the eu p 


here 
OyMent of ¢g 
rently 
this ( 
ils Juu 
and bitterly ¢ 


with 

called ‘ 
t 
SENDS TELEGRAM, 


Lieut. Goy. O’Hara’s the 
souri was as follows: 

“At a meeting of the Illinois Senate vice 

veloped that the girls employed in ft 
national Shoe Co. are the victims of the worst industria} 
that have yet come before this commission. Mr. Derby, thy 
tendent of the Springfield factory, stated under oath that 
national Shoe Co. is a $25,000,000 corporation and that its 
ollicers are residents of Missouri, 
“On behalf of Senators Juul, Tossey, Woodard, and Bea}) 
of myself, constituting the full membership of our com; 
respectfully invite the cooperation of your Missouri Senate 
mission in a thorough and complete 
corporation.” 


telegram to lieutenant governo; 


commission to-d 
a Springfield factory of 
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as 
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investigation of the. method 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] told us 
moments ago of the woes that would be brought upon 
this tariff bill, and yet he was one of those who added 
to prevent the passage of the immigration bill over the | 


| dent’s veto. 


He must not pose here as the friend of labor when | 
votes to permit the cheap labor of Europe to come 
stricted numbers to compete with men and women of 
race. 

He must not proclaim himself the champion of the y 
man when in his own State the railroads are importing 
sands from Mexico to beat down the wages of the 
American, and he votes against a bill which the A 
Federation of Labor has prayed in vain for the Ameri 
gress to pass. That organization of millions of to 
never memorialized Congress to defeat tariff legislation 
its annual meetings it has asked us to pass the illiteracy 
for checking the alien influx of cheap labor. How can y: 
styled friends of labor square the windy speeches that 
making now with the votes you cast against the | 
Dillingham immigration bill that would have given }:1 
genuine protection? I hope every laboring man in your (i 
will compare your loud-mouthed protestations now \ 
votes you cast last February on that bill. If they w 
record and will call on me, I will see that they get it. 

Hear what Mr. Frank Morrison, the distinguished s: 
of the American Federation of Labor, says about it, and 
you false friends of labor hide your heads in shame: 


Argument of Mr. Frank Morrison, secretary of the American I< 
of Labor, before President Taft, February 6, 1913, in favor 
presidential approval of the immigration bill, S. 3175: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I realize that the proposition to prohibit 
gration to the United States of able-bodied men and wom 
they can not read is, from a sympathetic viewpoint, subject to 
yet, notwithstanding such a viewpoint the American Fed 
Abor, which represents organized labor in its entirety and 
organization which can with any show of reason represent 
ganized workers, has declared by resolution in two convent 
“ the illiteracy test is the most practical means of restricting 
ent immigration of cheap labor whose competition is so ruinou 
workers already here, whether native or foreign,” and inst: 
officers of the federation to earnestly petition Congress to enact 
eracy test into law. 

There has been a great deal said and published in favor of the 
sity of inciting immigration for the purpose of securing ug! 
workers. There is no question in my mind but that such agfta! 
for its purpose the enticing of immigrants to our country to be | 
the great manufacturing concerns, coal companies, and rail! 
their repair shops at a much less wage than those who are born |! 

The argument that the opponents of this test make is that 
labor, or coarse labor as some call it, would be the class that co 
pass the illiteracy test, and this country is very much in need 
particular kind of coarse labor. 

So that there will be no misunderstanding on your on in reca 
what the farmers think about using immigrants for farm hands 
representative in his statement to you to-day has clearly p 
farmers’ organization on record as opposed to the apome ‘ 
ing immigrants into this country to do agricultural work. ' 

The fact is that the immigrants who come here have been exp! 
such an extent that the American born can not compete with them 

The wage earners believe in an effective reguiation of immi- 
because they desire to retain a high standard of living. The st 
of wages for both skilled and unskilled labor of this countrs 
result of many years effort. When an immigrant accepts work 
than the standard, he not only takes the place of a man working 
higher rate but he assists in destroying the prevailing rate 0! wa: 
that industry, and that carries with it a corresponding reduction | 
physical as well as moral and intellectual well being. : 

Mr. President, it is now an undisputed fact that in many indus 
the immigrants who come here are working for such low wages ¢! 
American born can not compete with them. They can not live on 
wages paid, and support a family. ; 

In support of the position that the American born can not 
with foreigners and live on the wages paid to them and wee 
family I refer you to the investigation of the Bethlehem Stee! \ 
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- ! 
hy a committee of the Federal Council of the Churches of Christ, 230,832 came, whereas now. with the tide rising higher. over a 
investigation made by Commissioner Neill, of the Bureau of | million come ev wwwenr (Can; , : ae 
i : to wages and conditions in the steel industry. le every year. am anyone say that such an ‘ 
“a for this legislation for the purpose of giving the wage work- does not affect wages and conditions of employment adversely 
s country an opportunity for self-improvement, an opportunity Gentlemen speak about the od conditions of bor all over 
—_— en. so they can secure improved conditions both a8 | {he country, and vet almost ev. — we hear of another labor 
an rages. ca . s ‘ ; d = l I ! if 
sing I will call your attention to the fact that industry Its strike because wages received will not « ble those who to 
. d by a tariff, but labor is not. The products of labor are pro to feed and clothe their families on account of the } h cost of 
7 it we have a free flow of labor coming to these shores all the | jjving ,; ss canienl fie titin . a at 
rhe manufacturers have protection against products manufac- | |'V'2S and the ruinous competition of the low ed worke 
+»rod by cheap laber in foreign countries, but labor has no protection that come from Europe in such large numbers to 
° the importation of cheap a oe :' o1 gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] s t we 
bie nonents of this measure will say that if the products of labor atinba tin < al ali oe De iia 
ted. then labor itself must be benefited, because the manufac maintain a higher standard of itving In the cotton l 
+ an sell the product at a much higher rate than can be obtained | Pay considerable higher wages than the wages | Lh e 
n er countries, and will thus be in a position to pay higher wages | tors abroad. He said the English rate of wages is | 
to his employees. The first contention is well founded. The manufac- | gg por cant of those paid in Massachusetts it EI 
turer does receive a higher rate than the products can be purchased in on : : tnose paid mM | SACBUSCUTB, ANG LOE : 
; ountries, and the second contention, “that they can pay higher | and Germany 50 per cent, and those of Italy 33 | | 
wages to their employees,”’ is also true ; but the fact is they do not pay | on. I do not vouch for his figures. He is arguing pro 
big wages. They pay lower wages. We find that in the highest tive tariff it rder vet he Americat . hy 
- 4d industries, particularly in the industries that are now con- ‘ in order to ¢ the American Work n 
trolled by trusts, such as the Steel Trust, Rubber Trust, Sugar Trust, | Wages, he says. 
pa g-house employees, and textile industry, the lowest wage in the He tells us that in free-trade England wages © t 1 
eo is paid to their employees, and in some of them less than a], Rages i . 4 a 
wage for a family. in this country, and yet the declaration made by 1 i 
ison G F from Massachusetts is that in free-trade England re r 

r ‘ . . D ora a > oO £6 Y is > . . . : 

Hear what President rompers said before the House Com-} 60 per cent of those in Massachusetts, and in | 1 ( 
mittoa ori s » 2 . » . a on 
mittee on Immigration in support of the Burnett bill: many they are 50 per cent, and in protected Italy only 33 | 

We are going to live here. All that we have is here. Our families | cent. How is it, please explain, that wages are so n r 
are here, our children and our grandchildren; and we expect to end| in free-trade England than in protected Italy? If he 
our lives here, and we expect that our children will end their lives here: es ; Oe *” a 8 - “hae 
ind with all this great complexity of peoples, with this constantly in- | Wants to “protect” the American workingman, let hi 
er ng immigration, there can not be an improvement of the Republie | a duty on aliens—on the foreign pauper labor itself 
cf the United States. If we are going to maintain the Republic, based M Chairm: gentlemen do nc “1 fairl with f] 4 | 
upon » sovereignty of the manhood and the womanhood and the child- ca? r. hairman, gentiemen ad D re deal fait 1y —_— , % 
hocd of the United States, we have got to see to it that such a condi- ingman of the country when with one vote they try to raise 
tion of affairs as now exists, and now particularly threatens, is re- | the price of everything he buys and with another vote th 
m i—very materially removed. bring it 1ose W . nete wi is bor he onlv thin he 

| xpr s the views of the men of labor of America, without regard = 5 = tl e A ho ne V th hi lk; - a _ ; niv t i 
to nationality and without regard to nativity. The men of labor want has to sell. Phey are willing to have the prod ol 
m nd better regulations and a much stronger limitation of immigra- | protected in the interest of the employers and the ger 
t n now exists. I know that I am, perhaps, an altruist; I do | trial plants of the country, thus making labor buy in 
I nk I am bereft of humanitarianism; but you can not be neglect : me ; aN el ; 

t interests of the people now in America. Indeed, I believe tected market, and yet have free trade in Ol ‘ : 
t! of the great causes of backwardness in the improvement of | labor sell its product—labor na free-trade \ 
n ial conditions of the people of Europe is the outlet to America. not a duty on aliens, my Republican friends. if vou really w 
If people of Europe, and particularly of southern Europe, were by ; ms » eamnestietenae: ol : ; ; ta wi fe ral 
‘ our legislation required to stay at home, they would compel to protect our wor <1ng people by means of a tariff—a at 
tl ybsolete monarchies, except in so far as their titular existence is | the pauper labor itself? 

ed, to institute social reform and a la ger degree of liberty Lest the Progressives mav sav that they are not in favor ¢ 

e people in their own countries. Emigration is the avenue of of . . = ; : ; 
escape from dangerous conditions in their countries, which affords q | that kind of a deal I want to read from their platforn M1 
‘ intly new lease of life to many of these monarchies abroad. Roosevelt declines to make a declaration, as he did few ye 
In the interests of these people, as well as the interests of our own | . ; n@ © of birt tf 
* ‘ - Tot ‘ 2 . 1} ag { 3 SSsuLve s , ‘ Vl It, vu I > it 
I think the Congress of the United States should give its early | ,; = me - ee oe ; 
ion to providing the relief which is so necessary. | 1912 says: 
rhe gentleman from Kansas has resented the insinuation by |, a ~ ene _ policy of indifi 

- ‘ . . 7 - left our enormous immigrant tior 
his colleague that there is foreign labor employed in his dis- | and cupidity. 
tr brought in in violation of the contract-labor law, and | Now here comes the iniquitous part of it 
yet orly last year I saw the statement in one of the Topeka Wa times aantiantel notion | *s sd ae 
papers that more than a thousand Mexicans were brought in| grants away from the congested cities, to rigidly su 
at one time to work on one of the railroads of that State, | agencles dealing with them, and to promote their a 
Can anyone doubt that this motley horde came in violation | “®"- 984 advancement, 
of the contract-labor law? | Who is to pay for distribution? If the cities want th 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Campsett] and every other | Most of the Democrats and Republicans from the | 
member of the Kansas congressional delegation received, when | Severally stand here for wide-open gates, let them stay 
the immigration bill was under consideration in this body last | Congested cities so long as they come; but the po ‘ 

J iry, the following letter, which alone ought to have moved | Progressive Party is that they should be distributed the « 
hit vote for that bill in the interest of “ protecting” the | Pemse of the Government and sent to compete with labore! 
American workingman : sections whose people do not want them It want i 
Tur AtcHison, Toprxa & Santa Fr Rariway Co., ployment bureau to find op] lities, worl d ¢ 
LAW DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF SOLICITOR FoR KANSAS, for aliens, while our own are left to shift for thems« ee 

: Topeka, Kans., January 3, 1913. | is the declaration of the Progressive policy that you sent to 

L) Str: There is a bill pending before Congress known as the! napnie a} ar ntry plau Was 

i] ; — 5 : ae _— oo “ople all over the country. Applause Was it bt 
Dill gham-Burnett bill which restricts immigration through the im . P - E ‘ 7 a oe a oS 
position of an educational test. | do you really propose to bring in rike breakers 
I + not read the provisions of the bill, but am Informed that its Now, in regard to the class of people broug! A few y¢ 

i e will prevent the immigration of Mexican laborers, now relied | ¢} , names , ‘ 

: gre mSEICan ta S. ¥ ae 10se who came were your ancestors and ming I ‘ 

0 most entirely b e ilway companies in Kansas and the South > : - , ; 

West 7 by the railway companies t — = om from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]| refers to the ! 
ec Withont this Mexican labor it will be impossible for the railway | of those who work in the mills of his State l tive 
fo ectie e men enough to keep their tracks in proper condition | mittee. of which the present chairman was an ored 1 ‘ 
} Ninety-nine per cent of these Mexican laborers can not read or write, | that investigated the Lawrence strike found such a dep | 
; ifter they have been in this country for a few years they adapt | condition of wages there that workmen from northern a 
aa to our ways, and those with families send their children to | western Europe would not compete with them. Ninety-two | 

_ All the railways in the territory mentioned would be greatly crippled | cent of the employees were foreign born. The wag Ml 

ould a em labor be excluded. | ditions were such that the foreigners even 

‘ Shall thank you to give attention to this feature of the Dillingham- . , catane 7 ative hs 1 

Surne ‘ ages ; ‘tter c ] h *» native had | ‘ ‘ 
Burnett bill, and anything you can do in the matter will be greatly | W°S®S ind better conditions. The native had a Saad 
appreciated, He did not desire that his family, his wife, and his child 

Respectfully, Wa. R. SMITH. should be brought up in the midst of the awful! cond 

Many good Republicans voted to pass the bill over the| Why is it that so many thousands of them are le 


President's veto, but it was a Republican President who struc 


the fatal blow. Gentlemen, your President and the President 


who preceded him are responsible for the conditions. Gentle 


men tell you that Mr. Cleveland in 1897 vetoed a bill of 


4 Similar character to that we passed through the House an 
Senate at the last session. 
that at that time there were fewer people coming from a 
Europe than come to-day from Italy alone. In 1897 onl 


But they forget to tell you also 
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k | industries all over the country and seeking o 


Why did over 125.000 good American cross ito ¢ da 
| year? Men say that the American w not do the worl 

| these people do. They did it until subjected to t nin 
d competition from abroad comp'ained of annu | 

| labor. Why do they not now? Be ss t 
li | centers, Mr. Chairman, they can not stand ¢) 

| Go with me to 


y | the people that do that work. 





















































120 


the South and the Middle West and you will find hundreds and 
thous of honest, earnest white men, Americans and north- 
western Iuropeans, doing the same work that these people are 
doing, and it is not thought belittling to them or their children 
to perform this work 

Go with me, Mr. Chairman, to the cotton factories of my own 
State, and you will find the mountain girls there in their calico 
dresses doing this work, and they are just as respectable as are 
the girls that are stenographers or cashiers in the banks. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

This ery that Americans will not do the work is untrue. They 
did do it everywhere until driven out by the swarms of those 
who come from the dirty haunts of poverty and vice along the 
borders of the Mediterranean. 

The veto of President Taft was heard with sorrow by the 
real friends of labor everywhere. It was a sad disappointment 
to almost everyone who the 
and of 
to maintsin. Permit me to insert a 
press of the country along this line. 

{| Editorial Boston 


loves 


few extracts from 


from (Mass.) Evening Transcript, Feb. 


UNWISE VETO, 

hour President Taft has vetoed the 
immigration bill, founding his disapproval upon the provision 
which imposes a literacy test upon immigrants 16 years of age and 
over. The President gave extended hearings upon the bill and availed 
himself of practicatly the full period allowed him for consideration 
before reaching a decision. He does not attempt in his message of trans- 
mittal te elaborate upon the objections to the legislation raised by the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, who has consistently opposed the 
introduction of any literacy test into our immigration laws. 

A determined effort will be made in both Houses of Congress to pass 
the bill over the President's veto, and with this effort we confess our 
unqualified sympathy. The President's broad sympathies for the un- 
fortunate in other lands appear to have for the moment blinded him 
to the burdens already placed upon this country by an excess of unde- 
sirable immigration The literacy test may not be ideal, but it was 
the workable safeguard Congress found it possible to devise, and 
in view of his declared approval of the purpose of those who advocate 
a restriction of immigration it would seem that Mr. Taft should have 
at least endeavored to offer a substitute and not merely contented 
himself with vetoing a bill which, while it might in occasional cases 
deprive this country of a few desirable immigrants, would unquestion- 
ably have operated to keep out thousands of undesirables. The veto 
sacrifices, it seems to us, the interests of the country at large to serve 
a very small number in other lands who might desire to seek the 
opportunities of education in this country which had been denied them 
at home. 


15, «vd13. 
AN 
At the 


ham 


eleventh 3urnett-Dilling- 


most 


{Editorial from the Journal (Progressive-Republican), Boston, Mass., 


Feo. 15, 1913.] 
A NAGEL VETO. 

Mr. Taft has allowed Secretary Nagel to veto the most thorough and 
comprehensive immigration restriction bill which has ever been drafted. 
ltecause of the literacy test which it contains, which is drawn so as to 
deny admission only to adults unable to read or write in their own 
language, the President has permitted the active antagonism of the 
Secretary of Commerce to set aside a bill which had 246 votes in the 
House and which passed the Senate by a vote of 58 to 9. 

Instead of a comprehensive view of the regulation of immigration he 
he bas adopted a narrow one. He has disapproved a measure which 
represents the most thorough and complete study of the alien influx, 
and which was most ably framed to purify the stream of 1,000,000 
a yar foreigners that come to our gates. It established the most 
thorough system of immigrant inspection which has been devised. It 


the unfit, the stowaway, and the tuberculous. It took into account 
the enormous load of alien insane, the burden of whose care the Federal 
Government is forcing upon the States. It paid heed to the millions 
now spent in the fight on tuberculosis. It recognized the saturation of 
cheap labor which the country faces to-day. All these things it dealt 
with wisely and with the fruits of bitter experience. 

The effect of the literacy test fixed in the bill has been immensely 
exaggerated in the Nagel veto. It is most important to the United 
States to-day that, !n admitting aliens, it gets those who can enter 
with a reasonable certainty of keeping up the level of citizenship. The 
nation which finds the problem of the immigrant, what it is to the 
United States to-day, will fail in its duty if it does not minimize its 
work at the beginning. The immigration question should be dealt with 
from the standpoint of this country and its inhabitants, not from that 
of the Europeans who wish to come. 

1 
hot 
yotes 


Taft 


Ilouses, which may well be passed over the veto. 


and Taft's judgment will stand. 


[Editorial in the Camp News (independent), Philadelphia, Pa., Mar. 1, 
1913.) 
INGLORIOUS RETIREMENT. 

Ex-President William Howard Taft is in some ways a large man, in 
other ways he is quite as small as he is large in others. 

Mhe fact that he was 
use of stronger terms in his behalf, and behooves us to use such cour- 
tesy as is due the office he once occupied. 

Mr. Taft has suffered with effasia in vision for 
little reminder he received last November, it seems, 
cure or even a slight improvement in his malady. 

Ile has failed to perceive the handwriting on the wall, and he has 
continued on in his arbitrary eonduct until he, even in his last months 
of administration, conducts himself more as a 
great man above the little petty retaliations of personalities. 

dre st great act to his diseredit is the veto of a bill that has been 
bets the American people for a quarter of a century or over; not an 
ugitated question, but one that has been treated from a scientific stand- 


HIS 


sometime, and the 
failed to effect a 
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higher standards of living | 
morals which American workingmen everywhere wish | 
the | ; 

| failed to muster up enough hardy Americans to pass the bil] 


| of victory; but 





| tion. : ' 
| continued influx of such dangerous and undesirable immigratio! 


| to be ashamed—and if he is not already 


‘hat was the principle of the bill passed by so great a majority in | 
ich. " If the previous | 
are any criterion this will be done, and the want of confidence in | 





a President of the United States precludes the | 


| besiege you with their telegrams, with their appeoa's, 
their threats; but the man who by the sweat of his face 


spoiled boy than as a| his daily bread is behind you and looks to you to right 


Apri 


point, and which has cost the Government millions of mot 
And after a long discussion in order that everybody miclt 
telligence, and a long fight against the corrupt ‘interest 
reaped a harvest of dollars from these poor people, whi! 
has reaped its harvest of ignorance, vice and anarchy, 
fair competition to the laboring man, full prisons 
After Congress had complied with the voice of the peopk 
sage of a bill so long sought to relieve these condition 
man, sitting in an easy chair, who never did see or fee! a» { 
heart of the Nation that has honored him above all that 
served, says that the people, and incidentally the 72 United s 
tors who voted for the passage of a sensible bill that p 
restrict immigration, in his veto, “that they either lack 
intelligence.” 
Why this arbitrary stand against this bill that the peop! 
manded so long anyway? ‘The public press reports that Mr. ‘J 
one or two gentlemen in private conference before he acted 
he expressed his feelings toward labor organizations in no ve 
language for a gentleman in his position. We infer from , 
been reported that he said some things about patriotic orders | 


cheap 


and 


| no more favorable than what he is reported to have said of t 


However, Mr. Taft is one of those large bodies that mov 
and we hope that his movements will never again concern 
relating to this Government, so we dispose of him and tak: 
tant things that concern us as a people. The lower House. it 


Executive veto. So the great struggle seems lost at the very 
not so, brothers. That struggle shall only » 
with greater energy than ever before, and if we have und 

the strength of the foe, we have learned a lesson that will in 
eae and power, and call forth all that is in us for th: 

ict. 

Fortunately another Executive is now at the helm, and we 
that Mr. Wilson is a man of sincere intelligence, who is no} 
influenced by any corporation or foreign power, and a man 
felt the pulse of the Nation, and knows the burden of the t 
hope much from this comparatively poor man in the President 
and when that bill is again passed by both Houses may ey, 


} America and patriotic citizen write a personal letter to the P 


urging him to sign the bill; flood the White House so tt! 
create such a look that an additional clerk will be necessary to « 
the mail, and in that way some of it at least may reach the P 


[Extract from the Knights of Labor Journal, 
March, 1913.] 
A VETO TO BE ASITIAMED OF. 

The most important measure attempted to be made into 
the Sixty-second Congress in all its career has failed at 
moment—that is the attempt to restrict immigration has 
naught. For years the evils of undesirable immigration | 
apparent everywhere in this country and have been voiced by 
of the wageworkers, agriculturists, and vast masses of thi 
organized and unorganized. * * 

Opposed to this demand has been the desire and effort of 
steamship corporations and of great industrial monopolies 
desiring to make profits by the bringing of immigrants here, 
to make profits off from the cheap labor which would thu 
nished for their exploitation here. * * * 

Withholding any expression of approval or disapprov: 
while, President Taft on the tenth day after the passage of 
sent to Congress his veto. The President presented no force! 
ment whatever, but grounded the veto very largely upon the ! 
Secretary Nagel. Secretary Nagel did what everybody exy 
would do if he had a chance—stabbed the bill to death wit! 
ous and un-American hand. Over two years ago, in a specc! 
New York City, he declared himself opposed to any such | 
restriction. His official course, in his rulings and decisions 
tary, has shown that he really favors unrestricted immigrat 
he very generally has stood for the interests of the great 
companies rather than for the wage workers and masses of th 
can people. The objections by Secretary Nagel are wort 
slight consideration. It was a special plea drawn to lhe 


Washingto 


5 , ; : : . | i rests of the masters whom he delights to serve. 
afforded means for detecting and excluding the imbecile, the defective, | interest f the g 


Why. President Taft should rely upon Secretary Nagel 
plainable—except upon the supposition that he was una 


| of or to give any other reason for his disapproval of the 
| tainly 


President Taft himself advanced no suflicient cause 
should by executive act declare null and void this long-consid 
well-indorsed bill. 


In the exercise of this veto power President Taft delibc: 
at naught the entire body and purpose of the bill, shaped 
and denied by none so as to conserve the safety of the Rep 
the interests of the people from dangerous and undesirable 
By this veto the President leaves the American pco} 
President Taft himself 
in that frame of 
will come to it some day in the future no doubt. * * * 

Another Congress and another President will have this 
question before them. Our contention is right, and “r 
right, as God is God.” It must and will prevail. 

Truth crush’d to earth will rise again: 
The eternal years of God are hers; | 
While Error, wounded, writhes with pain, 

And dies among his worshipers. 

Many new faces are here, and a large majority of then 
glad to know, are with us on this the most important q\ 
that confronts the American people. The | 
steamship companies and of those who in their greed 
weigh down the backs of labor with this foreign burden 
sing their siren notes in your ears, my new friends. ‘The 


nitely. The veto is a thing of which 


wrongs. The absentees defeated this bill before. Let 


emissaries 0! 


ta 


shirk his duty or sulk in his tent or be away from his | 


when the fight comes on. Let American standards of 














») 
1915. 
i | 

of morals be preserved by those whom the people have | 





a] on the watehtowers of our Nation. The following facts 
he of interest to all who will study them: | 
‘he 218 Members of the House that voted in favor of pass- 
immigration bill over the veto, February 19, 1913, almost 
ris—that is, 1236—were Democrats. Of those 136 Demo- 
“195 are Members of the present House. Of the 76 Re- 
us voting “ aye "—that in favor of the bill—45 are 

ve of this House; that is, of the 213 voting ‘‘aye” 170 
\iembers of this House, and of those 170 almost three- 
s sre Democrats. 
of the 114 that voted “nay ”—that is, against the bill—less 
- onelalf—that is, 53—were Democrats, 60 being Repub- | 


is, 


s ynd 1 Socialist. Of that 114, 81 are Members of this 
House, 45, or approximately one-half, being Democrats. 
Of the 157 new Members 71 declared for the literacy test and | 


vill during the last campaign, and only 15 are known by the | 
us of the measure to have declared against it. Forty-two | 
‘she other 71 new Members are reported as in favor of it. 


It is interesting to note from these figures that a much larger | 
tion of Republicans than of Democrats voted against | 
the bill over the President’s veto, thus showing that | 

«| friends of labor are those who follow the standard of | 
pemocracy. An analysis of the vote will show further that | 
se who in this debate most loudly vaunt themselves the | 


ds of labor are the ones who gave the workingman the 


J ab thrust when he most needed their aid. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
lowa [Mr. PEPPER]. | 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, it had not been my original | 


ien to discuss the tariff bill now before the House. It has 
seeed to me that much of the discussion indulged in was of 
avail. My observation has been that very few votes are 
changed in this House by the discussion in general debate. 
fost of us have had our minds pretty thoroughly made up as to 
we are going to vote, and I presume, at this moment, 
ractically every man in this House bas determined in his own 
d whether he will vote for or against this bill. That being 
it seems to me that the time indulged in in this par- 
ticular form of discussion is of little practical value. To my 
mind it is unfortunate for the country that a tariff discussion 
seems necessarily to follow partisan lines. The tariff is a big, 
implicated, economic proposition. It is so broad and big and 
uches the life and the energy of the people of the Nation in 


ttle 


bow 


the case, 


any places that it seems to me it ought to be considered in its | 


B 
economical aspect, aside from partisan bias or prejudice. 
However, it seems impossible to divorce the tariff from politics. 


The political parties of to-day have arranged themselves, as 
they have for a hundred years in the past, largely upon the 
tariff proposition, and political alignments are largely based | 
upon the views which the individual holds with respect to the | 
tariff. That being the case, it is perhaps not so surprising that | 
we find in this House to-day men who heretofore have ex- 
pressed decided opinions upon various phases of the revision 
of the tariff, saying now that they will vote against this bill, 
hecause perchance there are some things about it which they do 
hot approve, 

I desire to say to those who have heretofore expressed them- 

ves in favor of a reduction of the tariff that the issue which 
they must meet when the roll is called upon the provisions of 
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| that the 


} nue, 


produce the necessary amount of revenue for the Government 


|} and is framed along honest and sensible lines 


Each of us may differ as to the individual or particular 
schedule, but take it all in all, I think that we can say that 
itis a good bill. It is a fulfillment of the promises of the Demo 
cratic Party to revise the tariff and reduce the tariff. It bears 
no evidence of the influence of special interests or the favoring 


of one class above another. It is caleulated to relieve the 
American people from the heavy burden of the tariff taxation 
that has been placed upon them for these many years. 

Four years ago, the Republican Party faced the same 
tion which the Democratic Party faces to-day. They had , 
before the people in the fall of 1908 with the promise to 1 ’ 
the tariff burdens then resting upon the American people. Mr 


Taft, the candidate for President on the Republican ticket, in 


numerous speeches, pledged nimself to give the people this re 
lief. There can be no question but that the people relied 
largely upon his promise, in returning the Republican Party 
| to power that year. Following Mr. Tuft’s inauguration, with 
| a Republican majority in the House, and the Sennte having a 
Republican majority, the President called Congress together in 
extra session to reduce the tariff. It is unnecessary for me to 
go into the details of the failure of the Republican Party to 
keep that promise. It is a matter of history that their re 


ral 

in this particular was condemned by the American pe a 

breach of faith and as a broken pledge to the voters who | 
given them their support. 

The election of 1910 demonstrated that the American people 


( ple ns 


iid 


were dissatisfied with the result of that work. They re 
pudiated the action of the Republican Party in enacting the 
Payne-Aldrich law, and the Democratic House was sent here 


as a stern rebuke to a party that had failed to keep faith with 
the people. 


The Democratic House elected in 1910 endeavored to carry 
out their promise to the American people. They passed a num 
ber of tariff bills containing real and substantial reduction of 
tariff taxation. These bills were so good, so equitable that 
many on the Republican side of the aisle joined in helping pass 
them through the House. ‘They were so good that a suflicient 
number of Republicans in the Senate joined with the Democrats 
and passed them there. And yet, notwithstanding this, the 
President of the United States, in defiance of public opinion 
and the judgment of Congress, vetoed these bills. 

In the election of 1912 President Taft went before the Amer 
ican people upon his record. The Democratic Party went be- 

| fore the people upon their record in the House of Representa- 
tives; the result is such as to leave no doubt in anyone’s mind. 

The Democratic Party is here to-day in control of every 


branch of the Government, largely because of the failure of the 
Republican Party to keep their promise to the American peo 
in reducing the tariff taxation. And, fy) 
to keep our promise to the American people; 
do so honestly and fearlessly. 

In the campaign of 1912 the Democratic 
the following statement: 


gentiemen, 


we 


we ure 


are goi 


atform in 


Pp! 


We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratie IP 
Federal Government under the Constitution | no right 
power to impose or collect tariff duties exce) 
and we demand that the collection of 
to the necessities of government honestly 
| istered. 





the Underwood tariff bill amounts in substance to this: 
“aye” means a vote in favor of the Underwood bill; a vote 

0” means a vote in favor of the Payne-Aldrich bill. There 
cau be no other issue, it seems to me, because everyone knows 

at if the Underwood bill does not become a law, it means 
that we shall be forced to continue under the exactions of the 
present Payne-Aldrich law. 

Those of you who have condemned the Payne-Aldrich law as a 
burden upon the American people, as a bill that has been framed 


\ 


rgely in the interest of the enormous trusts and protected 
erests, as a bill that disregards the interests of the great 


suming public of the land, as a bill that extorts millions 
millions from the laboring people of this land every year 
just and extortionate taxation. If you vote “no” upon 
the roll call, you are taking back all that you have said about 
a bill and are willing that it shall remain as it is for the 
iture, 

Everyone realizes how difficult it is to write a tariff bill. I 
Sul ose there is nothing that is more difficult in the way of 
“sisiation. It involyes such a mass of detail and requires such 
‘ Wonderful amount of investigation that it is, indeed, a tre- 
lnendous task for a body of men to undertake. And yet I ven- 
ture to say that those who have examined this bill with care 
> ‘Say, in candor, that the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House have brought forth a bill that is well calculated to 


—"" 


A vote | 


Republican tarif® is 
of wealth; it is a sy 
rich richer and the poor poorer; 
farmer and laboring man are the ! 
necessaries of life to them, but not protect their product 
The farmer sells largely in free markets and buys alr t entirely the 
protected markets. In the most highly prote« 
cotton and wool, steel and iron, the wa of 
est paid in any of our industries Ve d 
tense on that subject and assert that American wages are « 
by competitive conditions and not by the tariff 

We favor the immediate downward re‘ n of 
in many cases, prohibitive tariff duties, ting that material red 
tions be speedily made upon the necessaries of Article 
into competition with trust-controlled products and articles of 
manufacture which are sold abroad more cheaply than at 
be put upon the free list 

We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is in 
nected with the business of the country, and we fav 
attainment of the principles we advocate by gislation that 
injure or destroy legitimate industry 

We denounce the action of President Taft in 
reduce the tariff in the cotton, woolen, metals, and 
and the farmers’ free-list bills, all of which w 
immediate relief to the masses from the exacti 

The Republican Party, while promising tariff 1 
its tariff legislation that such revision is not to be in t 
interest; and having been faithless to its pled { 10 
longer enjoy the confidence of the Nation. We appeal the A n 
people to support us in our demand for a tariff for 1 ! 


The high cause of 


the principal 
| distribution 


tem of taxation 
under its peration the 
chief sufferers; it 
does 


es 
T 


the existing hich ; 






insi 


iife 


le 


vetoing ft 


ns 


This pledge contained two essential ideas: 
lishment of duty designed primarily to produce 




































CON 5 


4s 


the attainment 
jure or destroy any 

ort of the Ways 
this bill, we find this 


second, of this 


legitimaie industry. 
ind Means Committee, accom- 
signi fic + 


int state 


dividing line 
question is very 
rif’ rates balance the differ 
‘wance the differen 
ive, and from that 
levied it will continue to 
competition is not ints 

ihe ympetitive point 


between th ositions of the » great parti 
ascertained in thes Where 
at home : 1 abroad, in 
in freight ra tl iriff must com 
downward to tariff that can 
ipetitive or less extent 
with by ‘ tax above the 
ie) profits ol e |! nuf turer are not 
protected On the othe when the duti levied at the custom 
house are high enough to he American manufacturer to make a 
profit before competitor can enter the field, we bave invaded the 
domain of the protection of proilit In our judgment the protection of 
any profit must of necessity have a tendency to destroy 
and create monopoly, whether the profit prot 
unreasonable. 


on 
clear uu iSily 
‘~ in cost 


foi be 


point 


be co 


rfered 


eo 
his 


ected is reasonable or 

I want to say to those progressive Republicans who sit in 
this Chamber, and in the body 
that the issue which they will have to meet is clear and unmis- 
takable. 

or years they have been joining with us in the condemnation 
of the Payne-Aldrich law. They have won favor with the people 
largely because they have promised to favor a real and sub- 
stantial reduction of the tariff rate. 

The opm 
faith. It will not do for them to hide behind captious objec- 
tions to particular schedules. Such tacties will play into the 
hands of the standpat Republicans, who, above all things, want 
the rate to remain unchanged. 

I want to say to you low-tariff Republicans it is up to you 
now to demonstrate to the country whether or not you were 
sincere in your protestations or not 

Some you who are to vote against this bill will 
try to justify your vote by saying “I am in favor of lower 
duties, but this particular bill is not just to my liking.” Such 
an exeuse is worse than absurd; it is dishonest. 

Is there a Progressive or a progressive Republican in the 
United States who honestly believes that if his party were in 
power a tariff bill would be framed which would meet the 
individual views of any one of their number? 

Every man who knows anything knows that if he were to live 
to be as old as Methuseleh, and were to become as wise as Solo- 
mon, and should attain the statesmanship of Daniel Webster, and 
were to remain in Congress as long as Joe Cannon he would 
never have an opportunity to vote for a tariff bill which suited 
him in every particular. 

\ tariff bill of necessity can not represent the individual 
views of any one man. It is bound to be so framed as to meet 
the composite views of a large number of men. 

So what ts the use of trying to fool the people about this 

You are either for the people or against them in this 
Every high protectionist, every standpatter will vote 
a this bill, and he will do so because he favors the Payne- 
Aldrich law and wants it to remain on the statute books. If 
you Progressives and progressive Republicans want to join 
with them and desert your previous colors you are of course 
at liberty to do so, but the issue thus formed must be met and 
no one will be permitted to evade it. 

No Democrat is at all underestimating the responsi’ ility now 
resting upon his party. 
brings on protests and criticisms. We realize fully the chur- 
acter of attacks that will be made upon us and upon this bill. 

But we are strengthened by the consciousness that the people 


of going 


matter 
ficht. 


ainst 


are alive to the real situation, and are fully capable of analyzing | 


the motives which will inspire them. 

We have been commissioned to perform an arduous and diffi- 
cult task. 

We propose to carry out our pledges to the American people 
faithfully and honestly, and we will do so in full confidence 
that upon our work the American people will place the seal of 
their approval. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I will ask how the time 
stands? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Payne] has used 19 hours and 5543 minutes. 
from Alabama [Mr. UNbrerwoop] has used 
minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER, 
to even up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER. Do I understand it is satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Alabama to continue in session after we have 
evened up and then divide the remaining time—an hour and a 
half—equally between the majority and the minority, which 
would bring us until a quarter past 11? 


New York [Mr. 
The gentleman 
20 hours and 14 


That would take 18} minutes on our side 


| 
and by legislation 


the | 


cluding | for producers and subsidies for importers. 


competition | 
accompanying the bill. 


at the other end of the Capitol, | 
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| point of view. 


} awed, 





wrtunity is now presented to them to show their good | 





A reduction in tariff exactions always | 


| propose and state the remedy. 


| sets out its first tuble of fieures. 





See 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. That would be satisfactory 
journ at a quarter past 11. 

Mr. GARDNER. I yield to the gentleman froy 
[Mr. Stoan}. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, this tariff bill, ebay 
its two most important features, is an act to provid 


Fairness to the majority demands a plain state; 

“ The revision is in the interest of 
said Chairman UNpberwoop in his opening spece) , 
1913. The interest of the consumer is our fj 
said President Wilson April 21, 1913. “The tariff 
laid for revenue only, all elements of protection ) 
nated,” says the report of the Ways and Means 


ers,” 


“The future growth of our great industries wi)! 
beyond the seas,” says the report on page 18. In 
every speech supporting the bill the eonsumers’ in 
held paramount. In one noteworthy exception, when « 
man Donovan, of Connecticut, a Democrat, asked « 
UNpERWoop why, in the laying of duties, wages in | 
and those abroad had not been ascertained or eons 
was told by the chairman that that kind of reasoni 
on the Republican side of the House. 

So that wage earner and farmer, constituting th 


| producers of this country, were directed to waive th 


steady employment and good wages by the one and 


| to fair prices for their farm products by the other 


to be held secondary to the importer, who should | 
portunity to minister unto the consumers at prices 
regard to wages or crop prices in this country. Of ; 
men are consumers, but the clamor for reduction of \ 
prices do net come from those constituting the cons 
ducers. The express demand for reduction of pric 
necessarily implied demand for reduction of wages c 

First. The idle rich. 

Second. Those who have their means invested in int: 
ing securities. 

Third. Salaried class, who, from their official posit 
relations to various avenves of public information, h: 
a mighty clamor against what is called the “hig 
living.” 

Of these it should be said, while they are not so 1 
the wege earner or the farmer, they have been most 
emphatic. This activity and emphasis constitute the 
this present tariff bill. 

With this viewpoint it is not diffienit to underst: 
of the Ways and Means Committee’s statement. on | 
its report, that “it is our deliberate judgment that 
suceess of our great industries will be found beyond 
For more than a century and a quarter we have b: 
that it is better for America to see that her ind 
pered within her borders than to see them prosper 
countries, whether they were there run by American 
eapital. American production in America 
keeps Americans here, production here. and the money 
that production here. This view is distinctly and fra 
lenged and repudiated in the new bill. 

As Chairman Unperwoop well said, “This bill 
beginning of a new era in this country.” He wi 
pardon us if the public sees newness as the only 
recommend the novel tariff system. 

In harmony with the beginning of important new 
the Ways and Means Committee call attention to 
alleged to be undesirable, point out principal offenders. 
“High prices” 
evil sought to be overcome. To direct the public mi 
principal offenders the Ways and Means Committee in i 
This table shows valu 

The 


sold 


is the d 


1897, the year when the Dingley law was passed. 
ing is a copy of that table: 
Relative wholesale prices and per cent of éncrease over 


In- 
crease 

over 

| 1897. 


Pric 


1 
LYh 


Price, 
1900. 


Price, 


Commodity, 1897. 








Metals and implements.................-- 
Drugs and chemitals... ....cccccccccescces 


Miscellaneous... ............-..-. ésctebeed 
All commodities 


NS De Drs 


5. 

87 

91 

86. 
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on page 23, in the same report, speaking of agricul- | greatest coast line, perhaps, of nearly all the noninsular 
| 


\x : : : ; 
{ural products, the report says: tries compared with its area, Note its unusual and undeveloped 
; SS "CAS > wialle » norion . : - \ “— 
effort to relieve the consumer and to mitigate the high and resources, espec iaily in the 3 gricultural and pastoral land 
st of living Schedule G, which deals with agricultural products, | Australasia lying largely in similar latitude to ours, washed by 
n thoroughly revised, and important reductions have been made. | the waves and fanned by the breezes of the South Sea, las 
\ further emphasis to offending Schedule G, which is the | almost immeasurable opportunity for cereal and meat produ 
‘tural schedule, Chairman Unperwoop, on the 23d of | Von. It has but recently found ocean paths to our ports, bring 
Al 1913, in the opening paragraphs of his first speech in sup- Ing = millions of meat and cereal products to compete with 
ort of the tariff bill, emphasized the assault on Schedule G in our own, this notwithstanding our strong tariff discrimination. 
following language: South America, with its mighty stretches of pastoral and arable 
the fon -™ a titel _ ; a lands in its great river valleys and moderately elevated table 
& r as the people were concerned, the main reason why a revision | ;, ; ia . . ik ian alae ane ari eneti Eevee taste 
 o eustoms laws was both demanded and expected was because of | lands, presents opportunity for cereal ind meat produ A 
9 reased cost of living since the enactment of the Dingley bill in| the world. Principal among South American rie of 
is During that period | find from statistics that a of farm | course, as a competitor is Argentina. It is about two-fitth 
ts had increased 93 per cent; food, 47 per cent; clothing, 36 per | greg of » United States. i » South Temperate Zone, \ 
metals and implements, 48 per cent; drugs and chemicals, 24 area of the i nited 3 tates, 1 the South Te mpes te 4 me, With it 
; nt: house-furnishing goods, 24 per cent long Atlantic coast line and a general slope from the A 
' nt; nous s j 8S, « ( s 


region to the ocean. It is traversed by rivers along whos 


My discussion will relate largely to the agricultural schedule leys and intervening elevations are linds which favorably « 
for the following reasons: ; eer 3 pare with the most productive of our own country and w 
First. It is the primary and greatest of all industries, involv- | proquce everything upon which we rely in the great North 
ing the direct interests of 35,000,000 people and an annual pro- west. This land raises corn, wheat oats, rve. alfalf Lihern 


inction of more than $9,000,000,000 of value. : laws invite citizenship, and easy homesteading is provided. 1 
Second. It is the principal industry of the great Northwest— | jands, which surpass ours for grazing and rival them for cere! 
lominant in my State and overshadowing in my district. production, sell from one-fourth to a third of what ours do. It 
rhird. It is the industry whose products are most drastically | pjains are covered with herds looked after for less than ove-lult 
assailed in the Underwood bill. | of our labor cost. More than this, so much of her territory so 
Fourth. It is the industry with whose “growth beyond the | neighbors the sea she can carry her products to New You 
seus” I am much less concerned than its growth and develop- | pocton Philadelphia, and Baltimore cheaper than can we traus 
ment within our own borders. It is the industry where the port our grains and meats from the great West to those sea 
best opportunities, physically, socially, and morally, for our own | : 


“ 


. 7 5 ports, 
people are, and which should be made attractive for those now This can be readily seen from the following coast-line table of 
tnere te ee and xe which those now living in con-| the United States compared with the other countries considered, 
vested cities should be effectively invited. the rule being that distance to port varies inversely with the 


In the discussion of this question I assume that the drastic | jencth of the const line. 
reduction of duties on farm products will reduce prices of 


. o {rea and coaat line 
farm products. In the first place, that is the expressed pur- 


se of the supporters of the bill. ; 
Second, reduction of duties is an invitation for importation. am 
Increased importations of farm products at the great consum- mil 


¢ centers of our country can not fail to hammer down prices. 
Moreover, it is claimed by those engaged in indoor manufactur- 





ng and admitted by the sponsors of this bill that the even | United States. ............................ ; wee} 2,974, 159 i 
oderate reductions of duties on their products will reduce their Brazil 1 416 : 
ng prices. So that having arrived at a period in our agri- | Argentina. 2.22.2 1, 139, 19 

cultural history and development when, even with the present | Chile... .. ede ctevccvcccsecscccceccces ee ececcccececs 292, 743 

duties, we have competition between our farm products and | ey. SB ieusctssieraanynasweinns <axsecen eee ie 

similar imported products, it is apparent to all that to radically | Australias 01.21 : 2.974, 580 7.800) 

reduce or remove duties will multiply that importation and com- | New Zealand................ teeeeceeeceeees . 104, 750 “i 

petition, with a resultant of decreased prices for farm products. — paPeneshedannerossinns prerensseeenshoeet was 9 20 ons Bs 
Schedule G, speaking historically, appeared in the McKinley | 7 ee emer , ; 2 

bill. It was first drafted by Mr. LA Fortertr, of Wisconsin, Total outside of United States. ....... aa ae 12, 469, 567 \ 

now Senator, but then, in 1890, a member of the Ways and 

Means Committee of the House of Representatives. It was This gives to the United States 692 square miles of area to 

repealed when the Wilson bill was enacted, but was reenacted | each nautical mile of coast line, while the average of the other 
n the Dingley law, and has been substantially retained in the | countries is 489 square miles to each nautical mile of coast line 


present tariff law. At the time of its first enactment and until | Considering the above and the varying form of coast lines, the 
recent years its value to the farmer was not regarded as impor- | distance to port in the United States would be approximately 
tant. It is a wise statesmanship which plans legislation not for | one and one-half times what it averages in these other countries. 
the day or perhaps the year, but for that condition which a| It is this competition which the new tariff bill asks the 
clear foresight sees coming. It was believed that the time was | farmers of the Northwest to battle with for the markets of the 
ipproaching when production of farm products and consump- | East—these markets they have done so much in the last 50 years 
tion by the people of this country would approximate each | to upbuild. ‘They were led to believe that these markets were se 
other. That time has arrived. This our diminishing exports of 


cured to them, at least to such an extent that the tariff barric 

firm products and expanding imports for the last few years | wouid represent the difference between our cost of production 
early demonstrate, and the cost of production abroad. It is against this competi 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman—— tion which President Wilson in his speech to Congress invited 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- | the American farmers to “ sharpen their wits,” as he was about 


man from Illinois? to remove their shield. 
Mr. SLOAN. I would yield half my kingdom to him, but I To drive the Northwest into this unfair competition and 
can not yield my time. [Laughter.] make it the special sufferer under this bill a few significant 
This bill would @id the importer by causing agriculture’s | facts should be stated. 
“great growth beyond the seas.” Let us look to those lands| First. A recent change in the rules of the House of Repre 
Where agriculture may prosper upon its opportunity to freely | sentatives gaye the Ways and Means Committee power to a) 
import into this country. The reduction or removal of duties, point all standing committees and, therefore, control a!! thie 
Wwe must understand, is an invitation for this foreign agricul- | Jegislation of the House in its every department, divisi: and 


ture to intensify everywhere possible on the giobe. because | ramification. This appointment is carried out by the 14 1 
America’s pockets have been for years the fullest of the world, jority members of the Ways and Means Committee to the ex- 
America’s palate the most exacting, and its hand most lavish. | ¢lusion of the 7 minority members. 


Let me cail attention to the leading locations for this growth of | Second. Up to the time of the passage of this act no standing 

T + oorioe “ ” ; ‘ : . 

™ osricultural industry “beyond the seas. | committee appointments have been made save and except the 
First. Canada, beyond the “unsalted seas,” has boundless | Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Rules 


creage of new and virgin soil made accessible by liberal home- | So that every member of the majority awaits his effectiveness 
Stead laws and easy terms of purchase to her citizens, and to a | in legislation until he delivers his support and vote on this 
cuzenship invited from the world. | measure. This explains in part why no member of the majority 

Her products, with few exceptions, compete with all the! side, save members of the Ways and Means Committee, dared 
products of the Northwest. Our neighbor, Mexico, bas the | Suggest an amendment or vote for one proposed by anyone else. 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


this bill the seven minority mem- 
ited and excluded. 
Of the 14 majority members the Ohio member, Mr. 


through illness, has been practically unable to ap- 
drafting or otherwise being coneerned in the bill. Of 


er 13, 7 are distinctly southern in residence and political | 
and prejudice. The eighth member, Mr. Harrison of about 15 per cent of the Payne tariff-law protecti« 
York. is professedly a free trader and, by more than ordi- | : 


affiliation through ancestral conditions, southern in preju- 
dice. The ninth, Mr. Perers, of Boston, comes from that city 
! recently elected a Democratic Congressman on the issue 
of cheap feed products and free weol. The tenth member, Mr. 
PauMeR, of Peunsylvania, comes from the Schwab iron district 
of Pennsy!vania, and his interest in the welfare of the farmers 
and wage esrners of the country has not been apparent to the 
unaided buman perception. It will be further noted that all 
the members drafting this bill reside in the eastern two-fifths 
of the United States. If you draw a line from Canada to St. 
James, Minn., from there to Jefferson City, Mo., and from 
there to Uvalde, Tex., thence to the Mexican line, you will 
leave to the West 60 per cent of the area of the United States 
entirely unrepresented by any member who participated in 
drafting this bill. 
ifth. In this 60 per cent of the area of the United States 


there reside 18,000,000 people. There is there produced 64 per | 


cent of the wheat raised in the United States, 40 per cent of 
the oats, 30 per cent of the corn, 70 per cent of the barley, 
46 per cent of the hay, 45 per cent of the horses, 31 per cent of 
the swine. 68 per cent of the sheep, 67 per cent of the wool. 

I mention these facts because it is difficult for a party un- 
represented at eourt to obtain his fall due, and this 60 per 
cent of the United States, so far as this bill is concerned, is 
ireated like an alien producing province, and given most severe 

dd undeserved punishment. 

It should be, perhaps, mentioned that a large number of the 
J iocratic Members from the Northwest made a futile effort 
to have a representative on the Ways and Means Committee in 
the person of Hon. Epwarp Taytor, of Colorado, but he re- 
ceived less than 10 per cent of the caucus vote. 

Perhaps no single fact would more pointedly illustrate the 


1 


heart of the great lumber and forest section of the West. 
This is entertaining to those of us who live on the plains of 
the Dakotas, Nebraska, Wyoming, Kansas, Texas, Oklahoma, 
and New Mexoco, which more than one-half surrounds Denver. 

The foregoing figures, indicating the noncongested popula- 
tion and the very large farm production, will readily show 
that this section is the one which furnishes the surplus not 


consumed in the vicinity of its production, but which is sold | 


to the consuming centers. 

With these facts in view, however unjust it may have been, 
it was not wholly unnatural, perhaps, that the following severe 
and merciless discrimination should have been made against 
this section. 

The following table shows the change from the present law 
as affecting the important northwestern agricultural products: 

Per cent 
reduction. 
Meats, free list sium . 100 


Flour, free list ms et — aoeee 100 | 
Swine, free list —_- i = a utili ‘ 100 | 


Cattle mie — i ii 66 
liorses 

Raw wool, free list 
Hay ha 
Wheat ‘ 
Dairy products and eggs 


the relative amounts of value affected thereby in the north- 
western section, it can be fairly estimated that the average 
reduction amounts to from 80 per cent to 85 per cent of the 
former duties, while the reductions of the former duties on the 
products coming from the East and South amounts to only from 
oo per cent to 40 per cent. In other words, the cuts in farms 
product duties are more than double what they are collectively 
on the manufactures in the several schedules, including : 

A. Chemicals, oils, and paints. 
Earths, earthen ware, and glassware. 
Metals and manufactures, 
» Wood. 


>. Sugar, molasses, etc. 
*. Tobaccos 


i 


Cotton. 


I 

I 

I 

Oo 

. Spirits, wines, etc. 
z Flax, hemp, and jute. 


Inck of sympathy and knowledge of the great Northwest pos- | 
sessed by the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
than the statement made by one of its members, Mr. PALMER, | 
of Pennsylvania, when he spoke of Denver as being in the | 


K. Manufactured woolen. 

L.. Silks. 

M. Pulp, papers, and books. 
N. Sundries. 


Or, to state it in another way, the discriminating 


articles largely produced in the 


kust 


ae 


1 South 


than one-half as much as on agricultural products, 


Schedule G, and including raw wool, while on the ot}, 
60 per cent of the Payne protection is retained. 
At this time it would be proper to state that du 


‘ 


| few years the importations and duties collected o1 
| ucts have been increasing more rapidly than in the ot 
| ules, so that if this bill was really for revenue ouly. 


should remain as a source of expanding revenue. 


Of this, however, more hereaft 


er. 


To estimate the effect upon competition at our port 
reduced or removed duties, we first note the cours« 
old law; second 


tion in recent years under the 


. the 


| record of our rivals in the same class of articles. fo) 
duction or removal of the duty is either the in-re 


~“e@ ( 


tion of our rivals’ opportunity: Under the proposed 


duties are reduced about 66 per 


cent. 


The fo! 


low 


shows our inereasing imports and our decreasing e: 
will further show the increasing exports of our three ri 
line—Argentina, Australia, and Mexico. 


toward our ports. 


It requi 


| commercial wisdom to see that increasing ex 


Exports and imports of United States in cattle for ceri 


exports of cattle for same year 
Australia. 


8 from 


United States. 


| Exports. Imports. 


Number. 
567, 806 
584, 239 

3,051 
849,210 
207 , 542 

439 
, 100 
, 506 


Argentina, 


Argen- 


tina. 4 


E xports 


Number. 
27, 855 
29,019 
32, 402 
92,356 

129, 184 
195, 938 
182, 923 
318, 372 


N 


umber. 


261, 416 


res 


por 


* Number of cattle not given, but value of export for 1912 of cattle over 


of 1911. 


Applying the same rule for packing-house products w 


rivals’ exports, 


| decreasing- export, increasing imports, and expansion of 


Exports and imports of the United States in packing-house p 


certain yeare and exports of packing-house 


Jrom Argentina, Australia, and New Zealand. 


United States. 


| 


| 





Exports. Imports. 


$179, 898,782 | $1,214, 585 | 


170, 308, 231 75, 798, 841 


113, 128, 937 | 127,975, 068 | 
131, 056,795 | 86,078,293 | 


137,554,077 | 117,270,572 


| Expor 


| 
| Exports. 


13, 148, 


products for 


| Argentina. Australia 


ts 


$11, 702,000 | $16, 496, 000 
| 30,621, 000 
33,308,753 | 20,101, 
40, 211, 439 28, O12, 
45,210, 933 | (i 


000 
416 


Son 


No de 


United States exports from 1900 


Argentina exports from 1900 to 1912 
| tralian exports from 1900 to 1911 imereased 76 per cent. 


ita. 


to 1912 decreased 24 


increased 286 per ce! 


Perhaps its effect can be most forcibly stated in the 


ing table: 


dom for certain years. 


i 


| United States.| Arger 


| j 
Hundredweight. 


3, 180, 291 
2, 290, 465 
2, 693, 920 
2 295, 836 
2, 232, 206 
2, 426, 344 
2, 417,604 
1, 432, 142 
856, 805 
477, 147 
174, 350 
6, 111 


Hundred: 


om Co Poh he 


on —— 





7 } 


| Baports of beef from United States and Argentina to the United 


1915. 








| table shows what became of our export beef trade placed 
etition with Argentina’s beef trade in the markets of 
ryited Kingdom. These ports are free and open to the | 
inst as the Underwood bill would make the markets 
Francisco, Seattle, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
re. The pathways of the sea require no right of way | 
rebased, no track to be laid. Sea freight is notoriously 
Its cheapness is not subject to the control of any com- 
enabled to prevent discriminations. So all the advan- 
e with the great shipper against the small. We 
stralia can ship her meat products to our ports cheaper 
e of the West can send them over the iron tracks. How 
\merienn, with his high-priced land, high-priced labor, and 
transportation can so “sharpen his wits” to meet 


note 


‘ 


dverse conditions might constitute a good basis for a 
pter on political revelations. 
Cottle on the dutiable list and meat on the free list, is a 


| of the rule announced by Chairman UNpberwoop of a 
luty on the so-called raw materials, a higher duty on the 
d product. It a distinetive blow against the farmer 
wld desire to feed cattle, as to some extent under this | 
just buy his feeders in a market slightly protected, | 
e must sell the finished product of his industry in a free- 
ie market. They say an ingenious Canadian is watching this | 
great deal of interest. He has constructed an ele 
tform just across the line in Canada, where he will 
» cattle in Canada, and they will fall from the trap into 
United States as beef, avoiding the duty. This is but a 
statement of what the large and powerful packing inter- 
ild, in effect, do; their abattoirs would be close to the 
\ ean line in Canada or Mexico; their live stock would be- 
t in the foreign country; it being shipped free would 
the duty. 
Many have wondered why cattle are to receive the slight pro- 
and beef be denied it altogether. My own construction 
that when the Mexican longhorns were being politi- 
tarted across the Rio Grande, they found “ GARNER at the 
rhat he did the best he could to slug the marauders 
f his own industrial household is apparent. I only regret that 
his protective vision was not broader and more general. Still, 
I almire his Americanism in insisting that a Texas ranger is 
{ 10 per cent better than a Mexican greaser. 
ts generally, as will be seen from the table, our im- 
ow an increase, while our exports show a decrease 
ther hand, our rivals show un increase of exports of 





is 


th 
1 | 


On the « 


ther important reason why we should not have free meats 

| the world is that none of our rivals require the severe 

of inspection with right and power of condemnation that 

juired under our pure-food law of our own meut producers 

he Ways and Means Committee in charge of this bill rejected 

amendment submitted from this side of the House ta 

ast not further grant a premium to the advantage of the 

‘ign producer, enabling him to flood our shores with meats 
d or, at least, doubtful quality. 

passing strange threughout this whole bill what an aris- 

the importer becomes. He pays no taxes to America, is 

' no obligation to its Government or subdivisions. He may be 

ost inveterate enemy, but is given the advantage in numer- 


Ss W 


» of commerce and is welcomed at eur ports, while handi- 


fter handicap, legal and otherwise, is imposed and en- | 


forced upon the home producer. What manner of men are these 
of the Ways and Means Committee, who rail at special privilege 
to American citizens and make speed to grant them to the for- 
é producer, who lives on a foreigu shore, employs labor of 
his own kind, drains America of its money, deprives the laborer 
f his job, and the American producer of his opportunity? They 
then threaten the American producer with special governmental 
investigation, to be followed with severe punishment should he 
perchance see fit to slacken his business, close up his doors, or 
eek perchance to reestablish his industry on a foreign shore, 
t to obtain equal opportunity. Is that threat because they 
“o hot want our American producer under the new régime to be 
eu equal terms “ beyond the seas” with the foreign producer? 

It might be interesting for our cattle raisers to know the 
important piece of evidence which seemed to influence the 

and Means Committee in its reduction of cattle duties 
removal of duties on meat. Able and clear evidence was 
| in opposition to free meats and the reduction of duties on 
‘ by Judge Cowan, the attorney for the National Live Stoek 

tion, and others, which would seem convineing to any- 
Y who either resided in the Northwest or was conversant 
‘a 1t$ conditions. But the testimony which seemed to have 
swayed the committee was that of one Daniel J. Haley, of the 


Ww 
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ays over the home producer in the preparation of his | 





United Master Butchers’ Association of America. Quoting from 





his testimony, on page 2598 of the hearings will be very inter- 
esting to cattle raisers and meat producers. He said: 
The present tariff rate on food animals is practically prohibitive : 
| the teeming hordes of cattle fr Mexico, at our very door, and the v 
plains of northern South America are barred from entering Those 
cattle—reports to the contrary—compare favorably with the home 
supply rhe removal of t tariff on meats and food animals would not 
materially affect the American farmers, for as a class they are not in 


the cattle-raising business. 
Of course, Mr. Haley should have known the incorrectness of 
that statement. Most of the farmers of the United States are 


engaged in the cattle business, and it is further known by every 


intelligent farmer that if he does not to some extent enga n 
the cattle business he can not long continue in the farm busi 
ness, because its fertility will have vanished. Although our 
prices for cattle are quite satisfactory, the margin of profit h 

not been large; in faci, very close, if we did not consider the 


keeping of cattle on the farm as the principal means of retain 
ing its fertility. Yet this man’s word was given great weight 


by the Ways and Means Committee 


Wheat duty is reduced by the bill from 25 cents per bushel to 
10 cents, while flour, assuming that Canada will take off her 
| duty, will be admitted free. This is on a par with dutiab! 
cattle and free-trade beef, another reversal of the raw-material 
theory announced by the chairman of the Ways and Means 


Committee, a reversal made in the Northwest, not, however 


made in any important particular in the industries of the East 
and South. 

During recent years wheat in Canada has uniformly ranged 
lower in price than similar wheat within the United States, 
other conditions being approximately equal. This being true, 
we must say of this bill as applied to wheat and flour “ it 
passeth all human understanding.” Under this arrangement 
wheat of course would not come in from Canada, nor would 
very much flour fail to come in. This must be obvious to . 
one whose brain is not in pawn to a caucus. It looks like a 
specious concession to the member of the Ways and Means 
Committee from Minnesota to apparently save his farmers’ 


wheat. It looks like old Bill Jones's dam, which 
to build across a small stream in my State. 
that the water would not run over the dam. 
posts and fastened longitudinal 
water mark 


Smith agreed 
Smith guaranteed 

He set the bank 
planks from top down to low- 
He then claimed he had completed his contract 


Jones could not see that the water lowered above or below, but 
Smith showed him that the water would not run over it “a 
did not agree to keep the stream from running under it.” I 
fear the farmers of the North will be dissatisfied with Ham 
MOND’s dam. It will check the wheat, but will not interfere 
with the flow of flour. It will amount to a mere device to 
remove the milling activities over into our rival’s territory vl 


will be a distinct case in point where the growth of our indu 
tries will lie “beyond the unsalted That this will 
true can be readily seen when we note the growth of flour 
exports from Canada and the practical lack of growth of its 
wheat exports. 

United States and Canada erports of wheat and 


eens. be 


wheat flour 


1909 1919 } 


ivi 


Wheat... . bushel 


United States: 








| Canada: Wheat... O 49 14 », 431 19, 896.924 r | 

| United State Flour barrel if "1, 161 9, O40, 987 10, 129,435 | I, 

| Canada: Flour........:.. i) 1,73 064, 161 | 13,854, 8690 

| —-——— 

| United States export of wheat for years 1911-12 (average) 2 

| per cent less than for 1909-10 (‘average) 

| Canada export of wheat for years 1911-12 (average) was 6 | t 
| more than for 1909-10 (average) 

| United States export of flour for years 1911-12 (average) was § | 

|} cent more than for 1909-10 (averag 

| Canada export of flour for years 1911-12 (average) was 266 pet nt 
more than for 1909-10 (average). 

The admission of free flour from Canada will, perhaps, as 
seriously affect the milling interest of my State as the border 
States, because we wil! have to meet not only the competiti of 


the border States within r competitive territory, but that 
| swollen competition resulting from the Canadian imports. ‘The 
products of our mills, not being up to the standard of exc: 

of the northern preduct, must necessarily suffer from that 
petition. 


ou 


It will probably canse a repeal of the old rule which we 
learned in youth, that 10 mills made a cent. Under this new 
tariff arrangement 10 mills can not make a cent [Applause. } 
In many of our towns the most effective competition in the 
purchase of grain arises out of the local miller’s demand. If 
his mill is closed the grain farmer must of necessity suffer 


The following table shows the course of cereal exports of the 
United States, Argentina, Australia, and Canada. 
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Quantity of cereals exported, in bushels, from certain countries. 


1200 1905 1910 1912 


03, 196 , 010, 673 


‘, 125 Le 3.7 2 57 
3.376, 000 6, O87, 624 
2, 266, 000 3,681,774 
», 500 $8, 392, 730 
2,093, 000 1, 7&2, 780 

141,000 7,705 
24, 052.500 | 55, 298, 


421,795 
2,796, 410 
2 4, 000, 000 


2,460,623 (203, 4 4 
( 
( 
63, ®65, 255 ( 
( 
( 


640. 500 
2 402, 000 
», 843, 500 
7, 929. 000 

20, 000 


$86, 000 


50, 899 
) 


) 


130 36, 


48 
id, 45 
New 3 
194 


£37 


1, 435, 2¢ 
91 


118, 132 


Me AICU 
Canada 


103, 


) 
} 
a , 
564, 924 


Total outside of | 


United States ./150, 681, 623 


268, 856 
| 


i No data. ‘Est 


of 1910 


imate. 


United 
per cent 
United 

cent. 
l'nited 
per cent 

Argentina 
cent 

Arg of 
cent, 

Argentina exports of cereals from 1900 to 
cent, and in 1912 Argentina exported two and 
cereals as did the United States. 

Australia exports of cereals from 
cent 

Australia 
cent, 

Canada exports 

Canada exports 

Canada exports 

Exports from all countries discussed—Argentina, Chile, 
Australia, New Zealand, Mexico, and Canada—from 1900 to 1910 
creased 95 per cent; from 1900 to 1911 increased 112 per cent. 


States exports cereals from 1900 to decreased 69 


States exports of cereals from 1900 to 1911 decreased 67 


States exports of cereals from 1900 to 1912 decreased 72 


exports of cereals from 1900 to 1910 increased 104 per 


ntina exports cereals from 1900 to 1911 increased 41 per 


1912 increased 285 per 


1¥00 to 1910 increased 127 per 


exports of cereals from 1900 to 1911 increased 284 per 


1900 to 1911 
1900 to 1912 


of cereals from 


increased 305 per cent. 
of cereals from 


increased 252 per cent. 


It will be noted that the United States export of cereals from 
1900 to 1912 decreased 72 per cent. Argentina increased 285 
per cent, that country exporting 2§ times as much cereals as 
the United States. Australian exports increased 284 per cent 
between 1900 and 1911, 1912 figures not being available. Can- 
nda’s export of cereals in 1912 increased 252 per cent. 

Rice grain is retained on the dutiable list. 
mains on the dutiable list. Having noted 


Rice flour also re- 


the free list, one naturally wonders at the system of logic fol- 
lowed by the committee on rice. There is but one answer. It 
was the question which interested Commander Peary in 
north and Capt. Amundsen in the south— 
latitude. [Applause.] 

If we turn to sheep we find that the wool is on the free list, 
but the woolens manufactured in the East bear a heavy duty. 
That question can only be explained as a matter of longitude 
between east and west. If we examine the sugar question we 
find that the committee wanted it free; another authority de- 
creed that the duty should remain for three years. So this 
seems to have been determined on the question of time. We 
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! 


Uruguay, | 
in- 


| mentioned 





dutiable cattle and | 
wheat and free flour and meats their more finished products on | 


| the decrees of Holy Writ 
the | 
purely ‘a question of | 


find the great committee disposing of these northwestern prod- | 


ucts on the old 
time. Well did Hancock, in his political extremity, say the tariff 
was a local issue. sut we find on the plains of Texas the 
Angora goat, upon the hair of which there is retained a protec- 
tive duty. This does not seem to be explained from any of the 
standpoints. It is said that when the matter was presented to 
the eminent tariff censor he said, “It can not be allowed on 
lntitude, longitude, or time, but let us see if it will pass the 
literary test. I find it has alliteration in ‘GARNER’s goats,’ let 
it {Laughter and applause.] 

in poultry, dead poultry carries twice the duty that does live 
poultry, reversing the meat and cattle rule. More alive the 
material the less the duty. In cattle the deader the material 
the less the duty. The difference between flesh and fowl, of 
which we have read so often, seems to have been solved in the 
Underwood bill. I thought of saying something about peanuts, 
where the present high duties have been but slightly reduced. 
But that seems to be a shell game any way; their production 
is confined largely to Virginia and North Carolina. [Laughter.] 

Corn is placed on the free list. Under the present law it bore 
a duty of 15 cents per bushel. Notwithstanding that duty our 
import of corn increased from 1905 to 1910 from 15,436 bushels 
to 117,950 bushels. The duty paid the Government the latter 
year was $17,692.10. Our export of corn for the year 1912 was 
only 40,000,000 bushels, while Argentina exported 390,000,000 
bushels, being nearly five times that of ours, our own export 
having decreased in the last 10 years 80 per cent. Our im- 
ports of meats and cereals generally are expanding rapidly. 
Imports, 1911, value $2,552,776, duties $580,071; 1912, value 
$19,579,450, duties $5,258,763; 1913, value $40,601,290, duties 


pass.” 


maritime conditions of latitude, longitude, and | 


Apri 


a 


YQ 


$9,268,750—1913 is arrived at by doubling the actus) 
tained importations of the first half of the 1913 fisca) , 

If we import, under the new law, sufficient meats 4)! 
to collect as much revenue as we did on those articles 
it will require the importation of over $200,000,000 
meats and cereals. That in itself will do away with . 
part of our national balance of trade. This bill y 
described by a Democrat as “the harmony of 4,000 ¢ 
and I note that it was way down in “G.” Schedule G 
up of a combination of exceptions and apparently 
barred. It seems that the committee would reverse o, 
any rule in order to give the Northwest the worst of i; 
rule of equity in the adjustment of tariff duties observe 
fore by either of the political parties have been brusty 
In fact, the leading rules claimed to have been followed 
make-up of this bill as fundamental have been yiolated 
justing the tariffs affecting the Northwest. 

First. Raw material is, in certain cases, slightly pr 
while finished products are free; thus, cattle slightly jy 
beef free; wheat slightly protected, flour free. ©¢| 
UNpbERWoop claimed for his bill to give free or low « 
material and higher duty on finished product. 

Second. There is a pledge not to injure any legitimat: 
try. Mr. UNpDERWooD, in his estimate of the effect of fre 


five-sixth times as much | 4nd cereals, has submitted figures showing that meats 


9 


must 
a 


a 


reduced in price 11 per cent and cereals 1 
will injure the agricultural industry 
committee seems to question its being 


per cent. Tl 
be pat 
legitimate 


| When I first came to Congress I heard numerous gent|; 
of cereals from 1900 to 1910 increased 88 per cent. | 


that side of the House excoriate the robber tariff and 
skin the tariff barons. I thought they were dire 
anathemas at Pittsburgh and Wall Street, but after ¢ 
ing and presentation of this bill it seems that they 
the time the farmers of the Northwest. 


Third. They said that radical reductions and 1 


| duties were to be made when articles were of trust 


yet the greatest reduction and removals are on far 
where there are no trusts. In the tariff-bill report 
235 so-called trusts, but none of them are 

the “producing province.” In the bill slight redu 
made on the articles alleged to be made by the trust 
reductions or removals are made on those articles the f 
have to sell. The force of this is further seen when we re 
the farmers sell more than they buy. They would ev 
to accomplish their pu! 
inspired Matthew in describing the great day when r 
punishments are to be meted out declared that upon 
hand should be placed the goats, the type of pervers 
to receive their punishment, while the sheep, long 
emblem of innocence and purity, should be gathered 
right hand for reward and protection. The Ways 
Committee reversed the final judgment, placed the 
the right hand. saying, be ye blessed and protected, 
sheep, relegated to the left, are told, depart ye cursed 
lasting free trade, prepared by the majority and it: 
[Laughter and applause. | 

This bill will aid the expansion of commerce of every 
on the globe except our own, because it throws open 6 
uncovering the greatest markets of the world to t 
tradesmen, but does not open a single market in any 
the world to us. More than this, it will violate m 
agreements we already have and place new barrie! 
foreign trade we now have. 

Every civilized nation on earth, save the insular U1 


| dom alone, have discriminating duties in favor of 


producers, as the following table will show: 
Import duties on meats and cercals. 


meat per 
pound 
(about). | 


Country. 
wt 
pound 
| (about 


$0. 03 
.024 
. 035 
019 | 
Free.| —- 21 | 
.020 O14 | 
.010 022 
012 O44 | 

. 064 | 
. 020 
. 033 | 
.109 


Austria-Hungary . . 0 on 


. 089 | 


Germany : 
Free 


Pelgium 
Russia 
Crreece 


A rgent ina 
PUNE, 25. este Se eta ceee lh ees idceteue ced 
Australia, ........ gic onenbbaa p< 
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ther show that reduction of duties on farm products | courts, not only prohibit the organization of these bodies, bi 


we prices, the Ways and Means Committee submits | punish severely those engaged in their organization ealeulited 
nrices on different articles in 1896 under the Wilson | to monopolize, control, and restrain trade 
| average prices in 1912 under the present law. It shows| That the English system bas not succeeded is shown in the 
oe yalues of the several article units at the two periods: | following commanding facts: British wages are, on an average. 
; aan | not more than one-half that of ours. The average postal and 
1896 1912 


savings bank deposit per inhabitant of the United Kingdom is 
$24.27, while that of the United States is $46.96. In the United 
$16.44 | $90.49 | Kingdom the average amount of each savings benk deposit 

9. 45 46. 0 $159.58, while in the savings banks of the United States it is 


cianseeneencennaceenseeteneneenectesessnaneeneesenesees | &85 | 14.20 | $444.72. While England has 245 paupers out of every 10,000 
et ee ee ee | © ae | a population, the Unit-d States has only 7 out of every 10.000 
NT atte. so ctecdcatcceesaneccen ae? we But the most forceful reason is the United Kingdom’s own 
veeee cececeeenenseeecsetsececssecaeeerserseeeessceeeees] +16] +25 | condemnation of its own system as applied to producing in 
iil; edi nhl 2h meme RAES oad .—: tries. She will hot permit any of her produc ng colo ' t; 
LIZ, (352] 80. | adopt her system, but causes them to follow the lead of ti 
-weeedidpiewbaleinns Giaupataaines tdisit dd case cseeeencetend | 341 | | United States. This is proven in the high protective tariffs of 
cxoniasidiatilatiiatieadabianeinainenmamuanielniiqnianineraepiiie | - | -171 | Canada and Australia. 


oe _ . hi. wa ; ; a - : The bill is reactionary. In a general tariff bill one schedule 

[ hope no one will discredit the Ways and Means Committee | i. pjayed, traded, and log-rolled against each of the others until 
ng that they are not convinced of the probable workings principle is abandoned, fairness lost sight of, and justice denied. 

of its bill. A pertinent inquiry based upon the above table This is exhibited in the present bill. The pledge made by the 
elt be made ag to whether this is the “ restoration” referred majority at the great Baltimore banquet in 1911, and followed 
to in the recent inaugural. ; ? a 4 in the Sixty-second Congress, was an earnest to the people 
In the readjustment of the tariff the farmer finds himself in | ¢nat revision schedule by schedule should be followed. ‘This is 
the position of Smith, who, in 1895, gave a $50 mortgage on = abandoned and repudiated in the present bill. Again, the best 
eso horse. It was a good horse, too. At maturity, Smith could thought of fair men of all political parties ‘is that a tariff com- 
ay the money and wanted to sell the horse to Jones, the mission should be organized to investigate and find pertinent 
tgagee. They agreed on the value of the horse, and of | gant, relative to the laying of duties and kindred subjects, such 





e knew > § » a ~s said he would buy | .. . : : aaa 

: vine . - qm of a — = . _ ae S1 ‘ith as wages and cost of material here : nd elsewhere Chis will be 
4 haraa > , "e "oO Se ‘ » ‘e. sim - odie S : ~ 
; ? ill disc ae a oe a - 1 pl ; I dis cent on th valuable, whether tariff should be for revenue only or for reve- 
said, “ , scol r give > { ‘oper disc “ ‘' . : . : ; : 

: I, [ will discou = ye 5! nae na ~i - ; nue and protection. The time is coming when such an organi 
note Jones arranged the discounts. The sorse was to be | potion will be effected 

PL ss de . > 290 per cent. making the new | m non ee ae ‘ ' 
d inted 50 per cent, the note per cent, making t ii rhe bill is sectional. The great producing Northwest is the 


sis of value—horse $40, note $40. Said Smith, “I see your | 
system. Under the circumstances you have the majority vote.” 
The exchange is made. “ But do me the honor to acknowledge 


special object of attack, and its lack of adequate representa- 
tion in the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
} ’ a largely responsible for the iniquities of this bill. Permit me to 
2ae . o , * svete éht : . 
he a a — 7 favored a reasonable downward Say at this time that what I have said about the members of the 
I should not pay ae [ ene 5 ar yee actin committee from the great cities of the East, and especially of 
revision of the tariff with no favorites playet m the revision | the South, is not designed to impugn their honesty or sincerity 
gorous pruning would not have been objected te, but no felling | pe woe of the Weat were to be adjudeed be their courtesy or 
+ ha "Ao "Ac | » ‘ y Tore Oy Te reser) » o . oe ; . - ® , , “ 
of the tree was contemplated. You were expected to carve ne informed judgment, we would be content. We do object most 
hoealine fr sf Muro or ‘ > ‘ i ‘ter : ° . : 
jeadl ¢ potion to the alleged tariff patient, not to administer | emphatically to have our industries adjudged and sentenced 
a deadly poison. by their uninformed prejudice. Of cours ‘ogni: 
. ‘ h ourse, I recognize their 
A year ago is a speech on the floor of this House I asked the point of view. The large part of the farm work, of which they 
following question : are cognizant no doubt, is performed by black men who do not 
Since when in American history has the man who rises —— = vote. while the actual farm and live-stock work in our s 
dawn, subdues the forest and the sod, risks all against the chance o aie id ee ateiiads ae eh — ; ; ie 
ht. flood, frost, or pestilence; who, through the long day, under | “ion is performed by intelligent white men, constituting the best 
in, in drenching rain, and blinding storm, becomes entitled to | citizenship under the flag. 
s consideration than the man whose hours are short, shelter is sure, The bill is class legislation. It attempts to establish an aris 


nd the periodical payment certain in mill or factory? tocracy of consumers, while it makes plebeians of producers. It 

I have my answer from the Ways and Means Committee in | seeks to return to the system of earlier days when men who 
the report and debate on this till. “As soon a> tne Underwood | tilled the soil and herded the cattle were regarded as inferio: 
tariff bill passes.” those who lived at ease. That was a time when taste was hx 

rhis bill onder a fair analysis is un-American, reactionary, | ored above toil, and the sensitive palate more considered than 
sectional, and class legislation. the horny hand. It unduly exalts the alimentary canal over 

it is un-American. It distinctly repudiates the doctrine of | the brain which conceives and the hand that toils. It is a dis 
protection which was proposed by the great Hamilton, defended | tinction that favors the gadfly rather than the laboring horse. 
in and out of the Constitutional! Convention by Madison, the | To make you on that side better understand, it prefers the 
Democratic father of the Constitution; approved by Washing- | southern cattle tick to the Texas steer. It is a doctrine which 
ton; favored by Adams; advocated by Jackson; followed by | would favor the habitues of Newport, Saratoga, and Atlant 
Van Buren; emphasized by Lincoln; supported by Garfield; and | City to the miner, herdsman, and farmer. [Applause on the 
perfected by McKinley, while the doctrines as exemplified in | Republican side.] 
this bill were never favored even by Jefferson or Cleveland. Out in my State a short time ago two typical consume: 

No argument is submitted for the prosperity of our industries | traveling on an east-bound train. They were coming from Los 
or the maintenance of American high wages. Nearly every | Angeles to their home, there to stay a short time, and then on 
argument favorable to the bill is based upon the United King- | to Atlantie City. They had just finished a dinner on the diner 
dom’s industrial conditions. It seems so intensely English | and had come back to the Pullman. They had smuggled another 
that our Celtie reading clerk had difficulty in refraining from | one past the tipped or sleeping porter. It had a silken coat and 
dropping his h’s while reading the bill. [Laughter.] was otherwise faultlessly groomed. They looked through the 

We can not follow Great Britain, because Great Britain is a | window on a typical pastoral scene. They saw a man coming 
honproducing country and may be classified as a consuming | from the field as the sum was setting. A stalwart youth of 19 
ountry, with fixed incomes very largely in the hands of those | years was with him. They wore the conventional overalls, blue 
who control its polities. Besides, England is practically one | shirt, and straw hat. Perspiration and dust of the day’s toi 
creat city with numerous suburban settlements. England as a | were upon them yet. Their teams were large, well bred, and 
wit is mere thickly settled than any of the counties containing | well kept. In the pasture was a herd of young cattle and 
State capitals In the United States, except those of Massachu- | horses. A small band of sheep was in an inclosure back of a 
setts, Rhode Island, Georgia, Louisiana, Indiana, Minnesota, and | well-pruned, fruitful orchard. In the yard surrounding the 
Colorade, and is more thickly settled than any of the counties | great red barn, the younger children, home from school, had 
in any of the States, save and except those having cities con- | brought up the cows and were exercising an art deemed honor- 
taining 200,000 or more inhabitants. | able among producers, however vulgar it may seem te the sensi- 

Further, Great Britain is the home and birthplace of the | tive consumer. Upon the porch of the commedious home ap 
sreat trust and combination systems, both in capital and labor, | peared a Nebraska matron. She wiih her daughter's aid bad 
and which are used as defensive means in her industrial and | just prepared a meal more wholesome than the ehef of the 
commercial systems. Here in America our statutes, National | Raleigh, Shoreham, or Willard could produce. She waved in 
and State, buttressed by numerous decisions of our highest | our western way a salute to the passing train and awaited the 
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coming of the hungry toilers. This man had come from north- 
ern Europe a quarter of a century ago. He had found no 
charms within the metropolis that fronts on Castle Garden and 
so went west, to work on railroad and farm until his savings 


enibled him to establish a home and send for the girl he had | young ladies of Holyoke, Mass., who were so thone}: 


left behind. She came and is now the mother of a large, bright, 
healthy family, a type of the most important factor in the 
American home, our Nation, and modern civilization. All this 


its interest and charm. One, however, grasped the third, and 
holding it up to the window said: “ Here, Fido, are those horrid 
producers who raise our ‘cost of living,’ but be reassured, both 
John and you, it will not always be thus. The new tariff law’s 
first concern is for us, the consumers.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. GARDNER. 
tional. 

Mr. SLOAN. Yield me five minutes, and I will forgive all 
Massachusetts has done from Bunker Hill until now. 

The scene I have feebly depicted is not an unusual one in my 
State and district, filled with the best blood from the Eastern 
States, United Kingdom, Scandinavia, Bohemia, and Germany. 
They came, they subdued the soil, withstood drought, famine, 
and pestilence, established homes, supported the Government in 
peace and war, glad to purchase the products of the Hast and 
South, preferring them to those of the fatherland. They have 
only in the last few years been having their innings long de- 
ferred. Think not that they do not see and understand the 
purpose of this committee. 

Gentlemen, pass this bill and the American people will hold 
you responsible for results. Remember that prosperity, like a 
great structure, is easier to injure than to adorn, easier to 
destroy than to build. Forty-eight States have industrial peace 
and satisfactory commercial conditions, save the hesitancy of 
the last six months. The banks are strongly buttressed with 
the obligations of solvent men and institutions, both as investors 
and borrowers. The mines yield their profitable increase. Great 
transportation systems are straining under their burdens. Farm 
and ranch are profitable. Cities and towns grow and improve. 
Labor, the basis of all this, is continuously employed, well and 
promptly paid. The people, weli fed, well clad, and regularly 
schooled, are enjoying the comforts and luxuries a few decades 
ago not had by royalty. The future, based upon 16 years of the 
American fiscal and commercial system, is promising in the 
extreme. There are no internal difficulties, no foreign complica- 
tions. This proposed revolutionary change carries with it terror 
to the investor, doubt to the present producer, fear to the pur- 
chaser, concern to the toiler, and complications in the world of 
trade. There should be no great change unless it be clear that 
it must be for the better. 
of employment or reduction of wages mean? Have’ you con- 
sidered what the dissipation of a large portion of that four and 
one-half billions of savings deposits may mean? Have you 
counted upon the real effect of a fall in crop prices? If you 
have, do not lean too strongly upon the broken reed of a Com- 
merce Department investigation to keep our industries going. 
You must remember your solemn statement made in your report, 
“In our judgment 
lies beyond the seas.” 

Gentlemen, one minute more, for which I thank you, and I 
am done. The other day, in this House, I heard a cruel speech. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] charged the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee with being the 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I yield the gentleman one minute addi- 


author of this bill and then nominated him for the Presidency. | 


Think of a man throwing a bag of sand upon his friend’s shoul- 
ders and, so handicapped, telling him to go out and beat a 
trained sprinter on the cinder path. I desire to nominate that 
gentleman for an office to which he can be elected. Assuming 
that Hon. Cuamp Crark, “ the noblest Roman of them all,” will 
not desire it, I nominate the princely UNpERWoop, from the soy- 
ereign State of Alabama, minority leader of the next House of 
Representatives. {Laughter on the Republican side.] Let him 
then direct his battered galleons and lead his shattered legions 
against a scheduled series of tariff bills,-drawn by this side of 
the House, based upon the findings of fact by an expert non- 
partisan tariff commission. When these bills, containing mod- 
erate protection to all American labor and American industry, 
are passed, American ideal tariff legislation will have been 
accomplished. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr]. 


[Mr. FARR addressed the committee. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, 
from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. 


See Appendix.] 
I yield to the gentleman 





| whatsoever. 


j 
Have you considered well what lack | 


the future growth of our great industries | 





people. 


APRIL 28, 


The CHAIRMAN. 
WICK] is recognized. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, permit me ty 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GAkDNER] in felici(, 


The gentleman from Georgia {\) 


to send, 


at this critical moment, flowers to the Re) 
Party. : 


{Applause and laughter on the Democratie sic 


' | rare appropriateness of their gift at this juncture cay 
passed before the visions of our passengers, wholly oblivious to | 


be denied. Flowers are always in order at weddings 

funerals, and certainly this is no wedding celebration) 

Republican Party. [Renewed laughter on the Demoers{j, 
It seems to me that the Democratic Party in this ¢ 


} and throughout the country is to be congratulated on 6 


fact that stands out in this entire debate. What 
political opponents and our critics may say about this |) 
ever much they may inveigh against some of its provisicy, 
ever critical they may be as to particular items, they hy 
and all, accorded to us the supreme accolade of politica 
hood in that they all concede that this bill is really » 
tial revision of the tariff downward and is in accord 
our plighted faith to the American people. [Applause 
Democratic side.] Let me suggest that if four years 
Republican friends had kept their plighted faith 
American people and revised the tariff substantially do 
as they promised in the election of 1908 it is my jude 
the Democratic Party would not be presenting this bi 
and that in all probability the Republican Party would 
in power in this Chamber and in every branch of the ( 
ment. It is especially gratifying, then, for us to res 
our political opponents have conceded to the Democr 
in presenting this bill the courage of its convictions ; 
admitted that in presenting it we are carrying out ou 
faith to the American people, and in doing so they | 
us the highest compliment that one political party 
another. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Whether this bill shall work weal or woe for the 
people, whether it shall mean a long and uninterm 
of power for our party or a speedy return to power of 1 
party are matters about which it is idle and futile to 


| The question is to be determined by what actually 

|} not by what any gentleman may think or may \v 
| prophesy about it. 
| of profound gratification to me to see that the part 


So far as I am concerned, it is 


I belong is dealing fairly with the American people, is . 


| out its pledges, is determined to try the fiscal system 
| it stands committed, and to do its best, however.fa) 


best may be, to work out equal and exact justice to 
American people without favor or special privilege of 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

For many long years tariff bills in this country | 
framed with an eye single to the interests of the A 
manufacturer and to the American producer, and wit! 
absolute indifference to the interest of the America: 


| At last our party presents a bill which, although not 1 


the work of man never is—is, after all, the fairest 
just bill on the tariff that has been presented to the \ 
people in a hundred years, and on that bill we stand 
authoritative and definite expression of our party on t 
question of taxation. Of course, this bill does not 
political party that believes that special advantage ous 
given to some of our people at the expense of the res 
Of course, it does not accord with the views 0! 
who insist that the sovereign powers of taxation s! 
used to enrich some of the people at the expense of tl 
For that matter, many of its details are not in accordan 
the judgment of many gentlemen on this side of the ¢ 
for no tariff bill that has ever yet been written, or that 
written, would express the exact views and preferences ©! | 
Member who supports it. But on the whole, when the : 
is fully and accurately cast up, what do we find? \W 
tariff law in force that levies an ad valorem rate, when 
hibitive duties are considered, of about 47 per cent, 
replace that law with a bill that carries an average ad \ 
rate of 24.1 per cent, justifying that statement on both s 
the Chamber that we have undoubtedly redeemed our |)! 
the recent election to reduce the tariff downward, subst 
and without delay, in the interests of the American col> 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

My friend from .Michigan {Mr. Hamriiton] ventured | 
mark during this debate that certain words of President \\ 
in his opening address to Congress at the present sessioli ‘ 
unwittingly prophetic. The gentleman from Michigan 
attention to the fact that the President of the United > 
stated that the American people would have to whet "| 
wits, and thereupon the gentieman from Michigan vent\!! 
remark that the American people would whet up their wits: 
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whet them up on this tariff bill. It amused me to hear | 7,000,000 men working in the manufactvrii 
id from Michigan make that remark, because he has | this country increased 70 per cent? 
out of a great political cataclysm in which the Ameri- | Mr. HARDWICK. No: I am not aware of any such thing 
eople Lave whetted up their wits on the Payne tariff bill, I challenge the accuracy of the gentleman's statement. On thi 


ig establishments olf 
would 


petted them up to such good effect and purpose that the | contrary, let me read to the gentlemen some statistics on this 
atic Party has the greatest majority in this House that | question. I read from Volume I, page 275, of the report of the 
rty has had here for many decades. [Applause on the | British Board of Trade, from which report I hav already 


l itic side.] So when it comes to the propensity of the quoted at some length. On the particular question raised by 
ee in people to whet up their wits on tariff bills, my friend | the gentleman from Oklahoma it appears that in e decade 


\ichigan and his party associates know full well whereof | between 1881 and 1900 the following has been | 


eak and can qualify as expert witnesses. erease in wages in each of the countries named | du 


> 
<t wish to invite your attention to another argument | that period: 
eod during this debate, and advanced by a gentleman who l 
s had enough experience in public affairs, and who ought to | Great Britain 
had enough acquaintance with public questions, to have tg 
ed from presenting such an utterly discredited and shep- | [tals 1 
wor argument. I refer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | United States | 
iy arr}. The gentleman insisted that protection was neces From this table—-and I do not apprehend that e \ 
‘ md had been maintained by the Republican Party in the | ness or its accuracy can be questioned, for it is bot! ' 
est of American labor. He seems to forget that the Ameri- | and oflicial—it would seem that in the matter of m v 
rer is not only a producer but a consumer. He seems | our American wage earner. even with the alleged 1 < { 
et that, according to the bulletin issued by the Bureau McKinley and Dinglev bills, has not advanced 1 \ | 
Labor, No. 79, March,1907, the wages of the American laborer | crease of wage as rapidly as his brother laborer in ¢ 
i risen in the 10 years immediately following the passage of | Great Britain, France, or even ip poverty-stricken | j \p 
Dingley bill only 19.2 per cent, while according to Bulletin plause. ] 
Xo. 69 of the same bureau, issued the same month and year, In the next place, Mr. Chairman, we reply that the riff ] 
ording to the figures given by that eminent American | heen a positive disadvantage to the American w » ¢ 
in, Mr. Byron W. Holt, American prices on everything | jt has increased the cost of living to him at a muel re 1 1 
American laborer had to buy rose, on the whole, 55 | rate than his wages have risen. The figures. tl I have 
t, so that with one Land your artificial protection gave already given on the rise of prices show an inct » of 55 | 
ight increase in his wage; on the other hand it took | cent since 1897. During that same period wage have 
n almost three times as much as the deceptive larges risen but 19.2 per cent, even according to th high es 
bestowed. Gentlemen on the other side of the aisle! given by the Bureau of Labor in Bulletin No. 79, ve 7 (M . 
of comparing the wages paid to laborers in this 1907). What folly for the workingman to believe that t Rte 
and abroad. They seem especially fond of comparison publican Party or any other party that unde 
is country on the one hand, and Great Britain, Ge industries and fix values by law will not take more from | 
france on the other. In the first place, my friends. | with the left hand in the shape of iner ed | 
igzest to you such a comparison is manifestly unsound | he must buy than it will or ean gi o him wit) : 
unfair. Why? Because these great countries of | in the shape of tariff protection and increased 
E Germany, France, Great Britain, and others, are old | labor. 
s rhey represent the finished product of many cen In the next place, we reply that the Ame } d 
t f civilizytion. Their great natural resources have been | not get the high wages because of tariff favoritism, b 
ext sted, or have to be most carefully conserved in order he earns it and is entitled to it by reason of his re er eff 
exhaustion. Prices as a rule are low, and labor, like | ciency and larger productive power Although 
mmodities, is also low. Countries of this character paid, when its productiveness and the labor co thy 
comparable only to each other. When you come to | ployer is considered, American labor is the cheapest ( 
( ea great, undeveloped, growing country like the United | [Applanse.] 
Ss ‘s, with its great natural resources almost untouched, with In this connection let me eall your attentic to t of 
's bounteous gifts scattered in profusion everywhere, with | report of the British Board of Trade on this subj LiWOd 
ud for labor that the development of a new country | Vol. [, p. 280): 
you can only compare it with countries of a similar At the outset it should be understood that 
er, like Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and South | the average level of wages of the differs 
A and if you will compare the wage of the American eae e at ae ee eee of ¢ : 
with the wage of the laborer in Canada, New Zealand, 1. We may approach the question « marat 
of these new countries, you will never again boast of | tirely different points of view, leading to d 
tection has done for the wages ef the American laborer. | $)")) rial mt ok , t wage | : "t 
in all of these new countries, maintaining tariff duties | amount of work. — 
ely lower than our tariff duties, labor is as well paid and, | From the former point of view © 
n Ininy instances, better paid than it is here. In addition to | ee eee eee eect ae That > i a ad ab ea 
that, suppose you next take these great European countries that | the efficiency of la or. If a bricl er in I 
yi re so fond of comparing with the United States and com- | of 4 bricklayer in America, we shoul: 
pare them with each other, and the latter comparison is abso- Fe greens, Semana com wie ote ee oe aaa 
fair and just because conditions in these great European From the second point of view “we are inte ted, 
iF are practically the same and they are fairly com- | income of the laborer, but in his wages regarded ul 
! 7 . - ” of p luction, L. ¢ the wages « t of hewl l n f 
parable to each other, Make the comparison and what do you | pound of yarn, or laying a bundred 
fi! You find, if we may believe the reports of the British | conditions 
Board of Trade of 1904 (Vol. I, p. 289), that if 100 shillings | How entir seer O60. Eee Shove Sue met 
be taken as the average wage paid to the English workingman | }y is cotniien that tn ie. Settee Giaten the averes ’ 
in London, for the same work the French workingman in Paris | given volume of production is at least a t 
only gets 86 shillings and the German workingman in Berlin | While the average income of the working 7 
ouly gets 57 shillings. We find also that if 100 shillings be taken | pee eee eg eee eee ehce tach less trot 
iS the average wage received by the British laborer outside of | country than the level of weekly wages or of yea innings 
London, then the French laborer outside of Paris only gets 63 | 2 high labor cost is compatible with low wages, and 
shillings and the German laborer outside of Berlin only gets | ° te variations in the eiliciency of labor. ie 
63 shillings. So it seems from this great authority, probably I invite your attention also to the following st: te Y 
the most accurate on earth, that the protective tax imposed by the relative productive capacity of the British and <A) 


feriuany and by France, does not give the German nor the | #borer, from our census report on manufactures (1% 
French laborer any great advantage over the British laborer |)» page !xi: 
Who has no tariff. On the other hand, the British laborer gets He (Muthall) estimated £107, or about $500, for Great Britain in 


hearly twiee ¢ *h terman ; Trench 1: “ar _ | 1894 and £270, or about $1,300, for the United Stat t 
strane ice as much as the German and French laborer. [Ap nearly three times the English average. In 1900 1 ate 
© on the Democratic side. } average product per wage earner of $2,450, nea { tir M M 
a MORGAN of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? hall's estimate for Great Britain. 
lr. HARDWICK. With pleasure, for a question. Mr. Chairman, whatever proportion of the wealth created by 


- Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Is the gentleman aware that the | capital and labor falls to the American wage earner comes to 
Fatisties show that in 1909 the amount of wages paid to | him by reason of no tariff favoritism, of no Republican bounty. 
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in unfair pro] of 
i the reward of his 
braw! lie never gets more 
less, and to teach him that for what he does get be ought to be 
largely thank the Republican Party and to the Dingley 
and Payne tariff laws is so monstrous a heresy that I have of'en 
wondered if sensible, thoughtful American workingman 

deceived by it. It is a heresy, unfounded in 
to manhood, and destructive to his self- 


fair oi ortion the wealth he has helped to 
sweat and of his brain 


than his fair share, oftener 


crente toil, 


ful to 
any 
could be 
truth, insulting 
spect, 
the A 
as he 
ductive 


realiy 
his 
i 
leads the world, sir, 
100 years, 


workingn 
for me 


‘an an 
than 


is in no sense 


to-day, 
ney and 
He an object of charity 
ires a governmental subsidy to enable 
living ‘In the sweat of his brow” doth he “ 
and for that bread he is beholden to no tariff, 
party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield 
Mr. HARDWICK. With pleasure 
Mr. FORDNEY. Is the gentleman 
S3,000 paupers in the United States, 
England with 40 per cent of the 
States? 
Mr. 


just 
pro- 
and in 


has « in efficic 
Ch pric 


req! 


pric re 
‘ity. 
ho witty 
his eat bread, 
to no political 
for a 
aware that 
and 885.000 


there 
paupers 
nlone, population of the United 
HARDWICK. However that may be, I do 
that it came from any difference in our tariff 
do believe that if we had kept up the destructive 
ation advocated by the Republican Party, 
upon us through all these recent years, it would not be very 
long before we would have a few very rich men and about 
$5,000,000 paupers in this country. [Laughter and applause on 
Democratic side. | 

FORDNEY. We had 3,000,000 unemployed laboring men 
the Wilson-Gorman bill in 1892. 

HARDWICK. I suppose that was in anticipation of the 
of 1897. |Laughter and applause.) 

Mr. Chairman, all this talk about panics has amused me a 
great deal. It seems to me that our Republican friends argue 
in a circle whenever they touch this question of panics. When 
the ques ion carefully considered, it will be recalled that 
three of the great panics of this country, the last experienced, 
occurred in 1873, in 1893, and 1907, and it can not be disosuted 
that during all of these years we had Republican tariff 
in force when the panic in question came. Of course we 
know full well that in many cases panics have occurred in 
this country for reasons entirely and utterly disconnected with 
the tariff; indeed, I think it would be more accurate to say 
that such has been the case in most instances. Our Republican 
friends do not coneede the correctness of that contention, and 
put themselves in the remarkable position of asserting that 
the panic of 1893 was caused by a Democratic tariff law which 
did not go into effect until August, 1894, and in the next breath 
assert that the panie of 1873 should not be charged to the 
tariff law, although we had then and had had for many years 
a Republican tariff. This may be sound logic; but if so, I fail 
to it. I can not refrain from asking them whether the 
Dingley law caused the panie of 19077 

Mr. FORDNEY. Ask Teddy. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Since my friend from Michig 
it, I will say something about the panic of 1907 and Roosevelt's 
connection therewith. I recall that when I first came to this 
House as a young, enthusiastic, and somewhat verdant Member 
from the State of Georgia Mr. Roosevelt was beginning that 
spectacular career that soon attracted the attention of the world. 
In common with the body of American youth—indeed, I might 
say the American people generally—I was much attracted by 
him. He captivated the imagination and attracted enthusiastic 
support from the pepulace. He was undoubtedly a most re- 
markable man, and it looked to me like at that time that he 
was about the biggest man the Lord ever did make, if the Lord 
did make him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. He did not 
altar. 

Mr. HARDWICK. No; and I will tell you a secret: I be- 
lieve that ever since President Wilson did that Roosevelt has 
been powerful sorry that he did not think of it first. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Undoubtedly, at the time my service in this body began Mr. 
Roosevelt was the popular idol of the country, and I must ad- 
mit that for quite a while I shared in the general feeling of 
zdmiration that was felt for him; but at last the scales dropped 
from my eyes, and I will tell you how and why. From the time 
he succeeded Mr. McKinley as President up to the winter of 1907 
he certainly accomplished many important reforms, and he cer- 
tainly achieved many substantial triumphs for popniar rights. 


not 
systems, but I 
system of tax- 


as it bas been levied 


the 
Mr. 

under 
Mr. 

tariff 


is 


sce 


an suggests 


deliver his message from the 


and | 


he gets | I felt a strong sympathy for his administration as wel] ; 


| tricked 


him to make | 


suggestion? | 
to come to the White House via the back door, and } 
are 
in | 
| the Republican victory 


believe ! 





| rule the great trust magnates of the country 
| wished to discredit him. 
| the prosecutions he had inaugurated against 


| nates to jail he had put Paul Morton in his Cabin, ot, 


| Wall Street. 
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ate 


Applause.] It comes to him, whether it be great or small, a l He curbed many of the great trusts and seemed inclined 
| strongly for the rights of the people. 


It seemed to me thy 
right on every question that came up, or earnestly tried t 


admiration for the man. I could not overlook the fa, 

had been guilty of some gross inconsistencies aud 
to measure up more than once to the mark he had se 
self. I could not forget that instead of sending the a 


ne 


al 
the latter was fresh from the commission of admitted yj 


of the antitrust law at the time he was so honored 
whilom trust buster. I could not forget the fact tha; 
the railroad interests of this country, prete: 
them before the election of 1904 that he was friend) 
interests and would consult with them as to the poli 
administration, and that after the election, in utter d 
of his implied promises, he advocated the strongest 
for their just and proper regulation. 
I could not forget that he had sent for “ My Dear Hs 


( 


1 
iL 


satisfactory conference with him that Harriman retry 
New York and raised the money which materially as; 
in New York in the election o} 
Sut while I remembered all of these things, it seemed 
that upon the whole if the account between this man 
public was accurately cast up and impartially balanced 
result would show that the American people were vas 
debt up to the fall of 1907. What happened in the fa}! 
A panic came. A panic with the highest protective ta; 
this country ever had in uninterrupted force for more | 
years, with wheat $1 a bushel and cotton 10 cents a m 
panic that sprang from stockjobbing and money j: 
A panie that rendered it impossible for 
ple in the West and in the South to get the money ba 
had deposited in New York, because the banks in New 
had lent that money to the stock gamblers who specu!a: 
Wall Street. This marvelous prosperity panic 
pletely upset the nerve of Mr. Roosevelt. 


seemed to 
He knew th 
hated | 
Hie knew that they were infu: 
them ar 


| deeply alarmed at other prosecutions that were threater 


laws | 





| against them. 
| remember the many disingenuous but fearfully effective 
|} arguments he had himself in the past hurled upon the « 


first when the artificially induced panie came his hi 


filled with indignation, and he denounced the men whom bh 


lieved were responsible for it in a message to Congress | 
one of the most remarkable public documents in the hist 
our Government. He exhausted the vocabulary of i: 
and vituperation in the scathing indictment that he f: 
Ou sober second thought, however, he « 


and undeserving heads of the Democrats, and his coura: 

out of him as rapidly as did that of Bob Acres, and from « 
ciation and vituperation he rapidly shifted to terms 
ciliation and compromise, hoisting the white flag of sum 

to the great trusts of this country, as he said to them. forget! 
of the high obligation of his office and assuming a respon: 
that even a czar would have hesitated to assume, “ Yes; take | 
Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., law or no law, right or no ! 
If it be in violation of the law, you shall not be prosecute’ 
From that day his surrender to the trusts was abject, com) ¢! 
and continuous, and the American people sadly realized « 
that another one of its idols had feet of clay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to deal in 
criticism of either Mr. Roosevelt or Mr. Taft. So far 
concerned, I believe the Democratic Party is greatly indebi 
each of them and that the country is likewise so indebte!, be 
cause when they did fall out with each other and began to | 
the truth about each other the people were so badly dis: 
with both of them that the triumph of the Democratic !’ 
was not only certain but easy. 

Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been said during this de!te 
on the subject of the minority and the minority parties. It )0s 
been asserted that because the Democratic Party, althouc! 
receiving an overwhelming majority of the electoral votes 0! (1c 
States, did not receive a majority of the total popular votes “'s 
in the recent election, it is therefore a minority party. [ deoy 
it. I wish to say that, in my judgment, if President Wiis” 
had been confronted by either one of the two candidates inst« d 
of both. I firmly believe that his popular majority over either 
of them would have been greater than the plurality of por’ a 
votes that he did receive over the highest of them. The coun(') 
has accepted this election as placing full power and also '' 
responsibility upon the Democratic Party. We necess\' 
assume one with the other. We could not avoid the respons! 


as i: 





f we would, and we would not if we could, if I know my 
associates on this floor, [Applause on the 
opponents sometimes speak of Representatives in this 
1 elected here by a minority of the total popular vote 
their districts. Let us see exactly what we find on this 

I take the facts that I now give you from the records 
Clerk of the House. There are 185 Democratic Members 
Iiouse who hold their seats in this Chamber by virtue 
psolute majority of all the votes cast in their respective 
ts. On the other side of the Chamber what do we find? 
id that the total number of both Republicans and Pro- 
es who hold seats on this floor by a majority of the total 
ast in their respective districts is but 47. The record 

; for itself. Figure out for yourself the proper number 
“majority ’ Representatives on the two sides of the 
nber. It seems to me that if there ever was a party in the 
y of American politics charged not only with the full 
' but also with the solemn responsibility and imperative 
of enacting the legislation carried in this bill, it is the 
eratie Party, and, Mr. Chairman, I wish to repeat the 


ent that if I know my party associates on this floor, we | 


the courage to face the issue 
ause on the Democratic side. ] 
THE 


and to meet it like men. 
SUGAR SCHEDULE, 

It is not my intention, Mr. Chairman, to make to-night any- 
hing like a general political speech, and I have already indulged 
more general observations than I had intended. It is my pur- 


» to enter into a somewhat extended discussion of the sugar 


are in reference to this schedule, and I hope to demonstrate 
matter of simple justice to the American people as a whole 
we ought to allow the 25 per cent reduction on sugar 
ties that will be carried in this bill for the next three years, 
: free sugar at the end of that period. I hope to be able to 
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| 


Democratic | 





lemonstrate that as a business proposition it would be utterly | 


mreasonable and unsound and commit us to a policy that no 
private person would adopt in his own business affairs, te con- 
Tinue 
000,000 per year, only $50,000,000 of which goes into the Treas- 


| ings, 


to tax the American people from $125,000,000 to $140,- | 


ury of the United States, in order to maintain an industry at | 


the expense of ail the people, the total investment in which is 
as much as the annual burden that its existence imposes upon 
people continuously, year after year. [Applause on the 
wratie side.] 
consumption of sugar in the United States during the 
nmdar year 1912 was 3,504,182 tons (long). It must be 
mbered that practically all of the refined sugar used in this 
ntry was manufactured or refined in this country, less than 
tons of refined sugar having been imported. The sugar 
ve consume came from the following sources: 
Tons. 
160, 000 
10, 000 
604, 045 
15, 155 


CPO iia mninnes 
aw) eel ata 
beet (refined) _...-- 
id molasses sugar (raw) 


Total 


TT ay 


789, 200 
943, 
664, 863 
106, 350 


United States 


continental United States cali ae 

wall, Porto Rico, and the Philippines (raw) - 

Cuba (raw)-- ad dane 1, 
other foreign sugar paying full duties (mostly raw) -- 
So that it will be seen that continental 


nsular 


possessions a little more than one-quarter of the con- 
ption, and Cuba almost one-half of our consumption. 

The greatest sugar statistician in the United States, Mr. 
Wallace P. Willet, of Willet & Gray, has recently estimated 
from actual invoices that during the past seven years the im 


_ 


porters of raw sugar have paid an average of 1.6 cents per | $i per day in harvesting time; 


pound in the way of duty on each pound of sugar imported 
into this country and that this amount has in every case been 
(ded to the cost of refined sugar before it reached the con- 
sumer. On this basis it appears that the duty on the sugar we 


| Strictly tropical country, and Le 


| kettle mills might be n 


769 | 


| that 
pro- | 
a little less than one-quarter of our consumption, our | 
| ana is practically 


consumed during the calendar year 1912 had the effect of en- | 


Hancing the cost of sugar to the American consumer to the ex- 
tent of $125,598.88. 


d | industry can not and will not long survive 
edule, and I hope to show the committee exactly what the | 


} nature. 


idl 


I give the com 
argument that we 
burden im on the 


and in Hawaii, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. 
mittee these facts at the beginning of my 
may realize the exact amount of the 
American consumer by the sugar duty. 


so 


sed 


CANE »L- GAR, 


Mr. Chairman, I now wish 
mittee to the consideration of this question f1 
of the cahe producer. I wish the committee 
scales of justice this claim that we ought to con 
the American consumer by making him pay 
sugar in order to keep the cane-sugar people in 

The of producing a pound of cane suga 
Louisiana is 3.75 cents per pound. The of 
pound of raw cane sugar in Java is 1.5 cents per p 
the Philippines it is 1.75 cents per pound, and in Porto Riv 
Cuba, and Hawaii about 2 cents per pound. There is no disput: 
whatever about these facts, as will be seen on examination 
the evidence submitted to the special commitfee on sug 
from the report of that committee (p. 23) and from the 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee of t! 
Representatives. (Hearings, Schedule FE, p. 
above figures it is perfectly apparent that so far 
tion of cane sugar in Louisiana is concerned it 
or less than a hot-house proposition. The cost 
being gradually but surely lowered in Cuba, the Philippines, 
Porto Rico, Java, and, I think, in Hawaii. In Louisiana I do 
not believe that it is being lowered at all, but, if anything, is 
increasing. It is my judgment that the Louisiana sugar-cane 
free sugar. Indeed, 
I do not believe, as I have stated more than ence, that the 
industry can continue and prosper in Louisiana even under our 
present rate of duty, and that it is practically certain that its 
doom is already decreed by the fixed and unalterable laws of 

Let me state some of the reasons for this opinion In 

Louisiana in the cane from 6 per 7 pe 
cent. In Hawaii it is from 14 per cent to 15 per cent; in Cuba 
from 10 per cent to 11 per cent, occasionally 14 per cent (Heat 
Schedule E, pp. 2268-2269.) In Cuba the cane only 
planted once in every 10 years, and ing Louisiana it must be 
replanted, or practically replanted, every year. In Cuba fr 
never interferes with the maturing of the crop, whereas in 
Louisiana the cane has to be early in October; hence its 
sucrose contents are low, as I have already shown. It 
to me that for these reasons it is perfectly apparent why Loi 
ana can not profitably i 
petition with tropical countries: and if 
sugar business, it will not be the unkin 
Party that accomplishes this result, but 
God of nature, for i 


to invite the atte 


cost 


prod 


cost 
pound. 1 


aS. ) 


rodu 
nothing moi 
oft produc 


as the | 
is 


LION iS 


the sucrose is cent to 


is 
st 


eut 
See 
continue to produce cane sugar in e 

is driven out of 

ss of the Democr: 
decree of 
natural product of a 
> located too far 
north for its successful cultivation in com 
countries. Great and insuperable as are natural disad 
vantages, Louisiana labors under certain other disadvantage 
growing out of inefficiency, which contributes to the high « 
production in that 


she 
Ine 
the stern 
sugar cal 


ne is the 


uisiana i to the 
tition with tropical 


4} ' 
til 


State. Antiquated machinery 
ioned in this catego for a 
Louisiane it 
This will be readily seen when 
Louisiana 210 mills produce a 
whereas in Cuba 174 mills 

The 'tabor cost in factories 
the same, and for field 
hardly as much as is paid in Cuba. It appear 
testimony before the special c ttee that 
sugar planters pay the followin ates for fiel 
five to SO cents to men per day, ts per 


ent 
the industry in 
well equipped. 

in 
330,600 


is ineflicier 


tons, 
2,328,000 tons 


in 


labor 


iit 
rT 
75 cen 
whereas in 

aying from $1 
work in fie 
is not 


class of labor the planters are ] to $1.25 per 
and in Cuba the women do not 
to me that the equalization of labor cost 
proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard a 


the ds. So it 


involved in 


great deal of talk de 


about 


| stroying the many millions of dollars invested in the produc- 


| tion 


But it must be remembered that the duty on refined sugar is | 


1.9) cents per pound, and that if the refiners take the same bene- 
fit of this duty that our manufacturers take in every other line 
of industry, then the full duty on refined sugar, or 1.9 cents 
per pound, is the real measure of burden resting on American 
Consumption because of the sugar tariff. 
the real burden, the cost of the sugar tariff in 1912 is $142,- 
000,000, in round numbers. It must also be recalled that of 
this amount only about $52,000,000 found its way into the 


bonus to our domestic producers in continental United States 


lreasury of tlie United States, the balance of it being a clear | 


| that 


Measured by this test, | 
i that 


! 


of cane sugar in Louisiana. Let what 
facts are about the amount of this investment. On November 
12, 1912, a mass meeting of Lovisiana sugar planters was held 
in the city of New Orleans, and in the resolutions adopted by 

mass meeting there was a statement of the « | 
vested in the industry in that State, and to xtent an 
attempt was made to itemize this capital. The statement was 
$70,000,000 was in land, $10,000,000 in mules, 
$35.000.000 in sugar S$? OOOOHM) 
and $2,000,000 in plantation railroads us ¢ 
that statement for just a moment Of not 
pose to confiscate either their lands or mules, and this |! 


legislu- 


us see the exact 


pital in- 


some e 


invested 
factories, in far 
Now, 


course, 


m implements, 


ider 


pro 


11S 


we do 
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the valne of either. On the contrary, it 
is our bounden duty to save our Louisiana 
‘ally and industrially from the serious and 
have made, and let us hope that they 
s to other industries better adapted 
and ther more profitable to them- 
that if they were to plant cotton on this 
would high that they would have to 
They admit that they could 
egetables, grain, almost anything, and it is my 
judgment they ought to raise something better adapted to the 
Climate instead of attempting to raise a tropical prod- 
uct which they can not pro on even terms with other coun- 
tries better adapter y nature to its cultivation. So, then, 
from this bill of particulars which they give us we can sub- 
tract the items of lands and mules—a total of $80,000,000. 
What, then, does this leave of their investment? Thirty-five 
milli fer factories, $2,000,000 for farm imple- 
ments for sugar cultivation, and $2,000,000 for plantation rail- 
I have no doubt that the plantation railroads could be 
utilized in moving whatever crops they cultivate, and it is un- 
doubtedly true that, so far as their sugar-factory machinery 
and farm implements are efficient and modern, they will readily 
demand a fair value for use in other countries. So that it 
seems to me that the total amount of loss of actual capital in- 
vested that would result from the suspension of this 
industry in Louisiana is certainly not over $30,000,000, and 
probably far under that amount, and that for this amount, and 
in order to produce a crop of the annual gross value of $235,- 
000,000, our Louisiana friends insist that we ought to con- 
tinue a system of taxation that costs the American people prac- 
tically $140,000,000 in the increased price they are forced to pay 
for their sugar. It is undemocratic; it is unfair; it is un- 
righteous; and, so far as I am concerned, I will never stand for 
a continuance of this policy to keep a duty on this great neces- 
sity of life, which can not possibly be preduced in Louisiana 
one-half as cheaply as it can in the balance of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, before I have passed the discussion of this 
question to beet-sugar production I wish to submit a few ob- 
servations concerning The situation in Hawaii and Porto Rico 
and the effect of this legislation upon 
have heard : 
this subject. 


fore 
lves hey tell us 
id e stalks grow so 
use sle] ladders to pi k the cotton. 
raise cotton, or 
and soil 


iuce 


lion dollars sugar 


roads. 


probably 


In the first place, Iet me submit that, according 


to my conception of Democratic principles and policies, it has | 


never been our plan to tax the American consumer in order that 


the inhabitants of these insular possessions might obtain a | 


higher price from us for their products, nor do I believe that in 


the case of sugar that it is at all necessary that we should do | 


so. 


lor a good many years under the Republican policy we 


have suffered frem that very thing, and the sacrifice has been | 
us take the case | 


entirely unnecessary, in my judgment. Let 
of Hawaii first. It is to be remembered that we import most 
of our sugar from Cuba and that the protection that Hawaii 
now enjoys is really against Cuban sugar. Let us see whether 
that protection is necessary to the Hawaiian producer, even 
if the interest of the consumer be ignored. In the first place, 
the eost of production is not materially different in Cuba and 
Hawaii. According to the testimony of the representatives of 


the sugar interest of Hawaii, in the past Hawaii has been able | 


to produce raw sugar at around 2 cents per pound, which is 
about the Cuban figure, and there is no doubt that they can 
do so again, 
try is most highly organized in Hawaii, controlling through 


its cooperative associations the large bulk of the sugar plan- | 


tations, great lines, warehousing facilities, and 


steamship 


so forth, and having strong connections with the refiners in San | 


Francisco and New York. Indeed, it is perfectly apparent that 


the Hawaiian planters maintain the most amicable relations | 


’ 


with the trust, for the Hawaiian Planters’ Association sells 
all of its product that is not handled through its San Fran- 
cisco refinery to the trust in New York, making three-year con- 
tracts with the trust for the trust to handle all of their product 
except the comparatively small amount that is sent to their 
own refinery in San Francisco. So profitable is this ar- 
rangement and so admirable, from the standpoint of the Ha- 
waiian planter, is this adjustment that in the year 1911 it is 
currently reported and not denied that they sold their crop for 
$52,000,000, with a net profit of $20,000,000, and under date of 
November 21, 1912. the Kekahala mill declared a dividend of 
S74 per cent. Besides, there are no reasons why Hawaii needs 
any protection whatever against Cuba, which, of course, would 
be its real competitor under free sugar. On the contrary, 
the natural advantages seem to be with Hawaii and against 
Cuba. According to the Crop Reporter of the United States, 
February, 1913, the average yield of cane per acre in Hawaii 


these islands, for we | 
great many cries of distress, mostly inspired, on | 


Indeed, it is admitted and boasted that the indus- 





Apri 


for the year 1910-11 was 41.3 tons: in 1911 i2, 42 
The average yield of cane per acre in Cuba is 25 to <1 
The average sugar contents of a ton of cane in Hawaii 
per cent; in Cuba, 11 per cent. The average extraction 
of a cane in Hawaii is 238 pounds, for 1910-11. ang 
pounds for 1911-12, against an average in Cuba of 230 ;. 
So that it appears that an acre produces more cane in | 
than it does in Cuba, and that a ton of Hawaiian sues 
contains more sugar than a ton of Cuban sugar cane. a 
the yield of the mills in Hawaii is more than the yield 
mills in Cuba. The natural conditions in Porto Rico ary 
similar to those in Cuba, the islands being located y 
about 150 miles of each other. In the past Porto Ri, 
produced sugar successfully without tariff protection a, 
questionably can do so again if the cultivation of sygs, 
is confined to the lands that are suitable. The high tariff , 
which the island has been working has encouraged to 
extent the cultivation of sugar on unsuitable lands, 
tendency recently has been to climb the mountains to eo, 
the cultivation of cane. Such a condition is, of course. » 
natural one and does not serve as a proper excuse for | 
taxing the American people. 

In the case of both Hawaii and Porto Rico all of the 
able lands are now under cultivation of sugar cane. so 
if any protection of the industry was ever needed it has 
given, and the American people have done so much fv; 
insular possessions that it is now time that these islands gj 
something for the American people in the way of sup] 
them with sugar at a low price, based on legitimate co. 
production, and still leaving them a large profit. 

BEET SUGAR, 

Mr. Chairman, I next propose to discuss this subject from ih 
standpoint of the beet-sugar industry of this country, and ( 
ing so I wish to discuss it, first, from the standpoint of the beet- 
sugar factories and, secondly, from the standpoint of the f 


dj 


| ers engaged in the cultivation of sugar beets, for I am sat 


Mr. Chairman, that these two interests are not so necess:r 


| connected as the proponents of continued protection would lave 


us believe. 
BEET-SUGAR FACTORIES. 

According to the last statement issued by Mr. Trum: 
Palmer, representing the beet-sugar factories, it appears 
there are now located in the United States 76 factories eng 
in the production of beet sugar. These factories are locate: 
the following States: Colorado, 17; Michigan, 16; Cali! 
13; Utah, 6; Idaho, 5; Wisconsin, 4; Nebraska, 2; Mont: 
Minnesota, 1; Kansas, 1; Iowa, 1; Illinois, 1; Indiana, 1; : 
Arizona, 1. From the reports of Bradstreet’s Comm 
Agency it appears that the total capitalization of these 7 f: 
tories is $141,410,000, and according to their own stat: 
their combined capacity for slicing beets in toms per d 
63,550 tons. 

These figures demonstrate beyond all question the ext 
of overcapitalization of the companies that operate these ! 
tories. 

Why? Let us see what the beet-sugar men have the 
sworn before the several of the House committees. In the 
ings on the Payne tariff bill before the House committee (| 
ings, p. 3292) Mr. F. R. Hathaway, secretary and treasu! 
the Michigan Sugar Co., estimated the cost of a beet-suga! 
tory to be $1,000 per ton of daily beet-slicing capacity. \' 
hearings before the special committee on sugar during th 
Congress, Mr. Henry T. Oxnard, of the American Beet 
Co., made exactly the same estimate (hearings, p. 376), : 
Mr. Charles W. Nibley, of the Amalgamated Sugar Co. o! 
(hearings, p. 1090). While Mr. Oxnard at a subsequen'! 
did seek to raise his figures and while some others fest 
a slightly higher figure than $1,000 per ton, yet other witne 
swore to even lower figures, notably Mr. E. N. Combs, of ' 
rado, fixing the figure at $600 (hearings, p. 3285). a 

On the whole, therefore, I believe we may safely take >1.(00 
per ton of daily slicing capacity as the true basis of cos dd 
the real value of a beet-sugar factory. On that basis the true 
value of all the beet-sugar factories in the United States Coes 
net exceed $63,550,000. Indeed, according to the un. 
report o* the special committee of the Ho™se on sugar | 
the last Congress, we estimated the amount of this inves! 
at a somewhat smaller figure, $60,712.500 (Rept. p. = 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney| esreed 
figure, along with his other Republican colleagues on tic | 
mittee. So that it appears the beet-sugar factories of this Some. 
try as a whole are capitalized at frem two to two and one-! alf 
times their actual value. While we are considering this ques 
tion of the overcapitalization of the beet-sugar factories, °¢ 
might be as well to call the attention of the committee to the 
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the three largest of the beet-sugar companies and | was selling at S50 per s ! \ ed 


for overcapitalization | guaranteed d i , of ( : sealant «dnl ' : = 


us take the Great Western Sugar Co., a Colorado 


t 


t chartered “under the laws of New Jersey”; but | its common stock—pure water—or $7,500,000, This a total 
Mr. Chairman, wes granted before the days of New | of $9,600,000 on the invest it of 
eneration. [Laughter and applause. |] i littie over 190 per cent r 23.5 ent per ; m on 
capitalized at $30,000,000, one-half preferred and the | actual investme It must be 1 bered 
ommon stock, but of this stock only about $24,000,000 ot been able to learn the wl truth meu it this 
Its nine factories, all located in Colorado. h > company in any such way as we d ( re 1 Mr. M 
to its last statement, a total duily beet-slicing capacity se VPersonuliy I do not doubt that t . } n 
tons. which ought to represent a real ue of approxi- | fully as great as those of the Great Western, if we d 
0.600,000—on the bas's of $1,000 per ton. So that its | out just how they have kept their books, as we did in 
more than one-half water. except so far as it may, per- | case, but it seems to me that the showing is strong 


represent accumulated and undistributed earnings. | it is. 








th the company returned its property for taxation in In reference to the earnings of this company, I next iwi 
sate of Colorado at $2.500.000 as late a: 1910 or 1911. | your attention to an artichk the Beet Sugar Journal of Apr 
n its stock, under its New Jersey charter, was originally | 1911, as follows: 
‘ in half water, yet it manages to pay 7 per cent intere.t | “American Beet Sugar Co s new | I rd I 
im on its preferred stock, or $1,050,000, and 5 per cent | ;\ aa ae ans as ‘ Mare t ! 
s — om i 0 PS .ereb ey o ul I i ‘ ti 
ner annum on its common steck, or $750,000. This | year and a surp after preferred-stock d nds, of $1.643.659. equal 
a total annual dividend of $1.800,000 on a real invest- | to 10.95 per cent earned on the $15,000,000 of common k. « red 
$10,600,000, as already explained, or about 17 per cent | With S1.0%%."o2, or «ol per cen yaee im the previo 
P 5 " ‘ oe i} common st ot yet paid any « lend rhe pref red 1 6 
| on the actual investment. Nor do these dividends rep- | jer cent 1 ults for the past three years follow 
nvthing like the total net earnings of this largest and Then are given the figures for 1911, 1910, and 190 ! ) 
f the beet-sug2r factories, as I will now proceed to show sross receipts were $7,185,526; total income, $7, 156,8° 
} : : > interest, tax, ete. $5,865,715; balance $1,293,143 We 
pmittee. It must be recalled that the American Sugar Re- | wii! take 1910: Gross’ receipts. $6,983,772; total income. $7.000 644 
« Co. commonly Kknowr as the Sugar Trust, owns 26 per xpenses, tax, interest, etc., $5,612,391 lar $1297 I 
of the common stock and 38 per cent of the »referred stock | © ad : ea ai8 2; total in t “3 On 4 " 
. * " , tax, ete., S0,4la.c0.; balance S1LY45.650 4 rred divid 
Great Western (report of special committee, p. 13), ae- 160.000 In each of the years 1911 and 1910 and $245.400 7 
to the admissions of both the Great Western and the 900 1 1 F { ir 

















During the recent investigation of the Sugar Trust in the | “The reserve for working capital is $1,825.637, against $832,151 a 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New | rear ago, and there Is a reserve for bette ents and improvements of 
York. among the letters of the Sugar Trust was discovered a eae at alee a he sas — et ot — ae . $1 ‘a ry 

7 . eI ‘ en ippeares t previous alance shee have een pai 

uteresting -letter from Mr. Chester S. Morey, of Denver, | FP tMuvat president. s ie aa : panies aonited : 
president of the Great Western Sugar Co., to Mr. Wash- | capital, which is now adequate for ordinary operations | any 

! . . i r free of : eb There was ¢ increased prod 196.74 
ngton B. Thomas, then president of the American Sugar Refin- | |§ RoW = ain = : of an ae oe I pl tion of (4) 
Ps - 3 ans, > "ee ~ li > t iV or er ver ine inerease wa Db ! l LIV 

r Co. This letter was dated March 19, 1910, and read as | due to California, though Grand Island increased 31.704 bags. In | 

follows * | rado the decrease was 88.324 bags Due largely to increased eflic 
7 | of the plants, the cost of making sugar. as compared with p io 
My Ds = ery be = ad puseeses ee ; ——. you ee < = cones, was somewhat diminished. Taxes increased §& 0.989 
xhibit and income statement iis Is the form in_ whic! © | which $25,560 was the Federal corporation income tax Dep iation 
publish these statements, and they will also be used when we | and maintenace cost $344 842——was $12.119 less than last vear rhe 
plication to list our stock on the New York Exchange. design of this expenditure (included in the above stat t in ex 
You will notice that this year, in addition to the regular 24 per cent | penses) is to keep the plants up t } th ir or inal con litior 
ition which we have been deducting for the last three years, we | ’ / 
set up $1,000,000 in depreciation reserve 1 do not want this | It appears from the above that during the year 1911 the 


rnings to appear as large as they would if we had not ee this | American Beet Sugar Co.. after paying its prefe rential dividend 
Ot course * ‘hanged i > £ irectors does not — 7 ae : = ; 
t course this can be changed if the board of directors does of 6 per cent on its preferred stock (real value) earned 10.91 


of it te : aig 
You will note that our total surplus is shown by these statements as | per cent on $15,000,000 of common stock—water. ‘This repre 
a lit over $5 000,000. This does not include any surplus from the | sents in all an earning of $300,000 (interest on preferred stock) 
I ngs Co., the Great Western Railway Co., and other corporations, lus $1.643.659 (surplu - $1 942.659 : : = 1} 
. eally add nearly $2,000,000. p 1S $1,645,609 (surp us), or § 43,659, which, in turn, is a most 
Our sugar is invoiced at 4 cents, and judging from present market | 59 per cent profit during the year ending March 31, 1911, on the 
: ns there is at least $1,000,000 profit that will show up in next | pea) jnvestment. 
business. The value of our real estate and railroads over and I te ; . ‘ 1 a 
ove the amount at which they are carried is at least $5,000,000, so| + heXt Invite your attention to a statement In the American 
that the actual surplus is nearer $9,000,000 than $5,000,000 Sugar Industry of March, 1912, in reference to the profits of 


ll 

Am pleased to say that at some of our factories the farmers are sign- is -Oomm , . “ean Re Snear (* or the veal 

ing up acreage and feel more encouraged than I did a week ago : pa Agi aan ‘ “7 a a 
The details of these statements I will bring with me when I come to | ChdIng Mar bh 80, 1912: 


the stockholders’ meeting The net earnings of the American Beet Sugar Co. for the fis year 

“ mene . ; se ending March 31, 1912, will probably not exceed 12 per cent, instead of 

_ When it is recalled this company was chartered in 1905 and | the 15 per cent estimated last December. The r ‘son assigned for this 

it is seen by the above letter than in five years, by 1910, it had | is that the company began to sell its 1911 crop too eariy. Sales were 
. ‘ St | ade ir . ‘ ce . oO rwtior i rder oO ake intag of vh 

accumulated a surplus of $9,000,000, besides paying dividends | oe names Bf - ae ; se na os a - a ow 4 ; - 
> s seemed ; ry attering profit. Sugar prices as ced an it is es 

for fully that amount, as I have already shown, and also allow- mated the difference to the company amounted to between $300,000 and 

ing the regular 2} per cent for depreciation, it will be seen that | $500,000. The company then went to the other extreme and held back 


this company’s annual net profit on its real investment during | the remainder of the 1911 crop on a declining market 


these five years was 364 per cent—17 per cent for dividends, 17| As the dividends on the preferred stock are fixed at 6 per 
per cent for surplus, and 24 per cent for regular depreciation. | cent and are paid before any other dividend and before any 
It thus appears that in the short space of five years it made a | surplus is laid aside it is quite evident that the 12 per ceut 
total of 1824 per cent on the actual capital invested. No wonder | “net earnings” refers to the »mount of surplus set aside, which 
that its president, Mr. Morey, juggled the entries, according to | is figured from the basis of the amount of the common stock, 
his own letter; no wonder that he said, never expecting his letter | so that it appears that for the year ending March 31, 1912, the 
to become public, “* I do not want this year’s earnings to appear | American Beet Sugar Co. earned $300,000, interest at 6 per 
as large as they would if we had made this entry.” cent on its preferred stock, plus $1,800,000, surplus, the equiva 
Let us next look into the American Beet Sugar Co., a concern | lent of 12 per cent on $15,000,000 worth of common stock, or 
operating six factories, two in California, three in Colorado, and | $2.100,000, which is a little more than 40 per cent on its real 
one in Nebraska, with a total beet-slicing capacity of 5,300 tons | investment. 
per day. According to the standard of $1,000 per ton of| One more illustration of this mania for overcapitalization 


daily beet-slicing capacity, the factories of this corporation | among the beet-sugar factories and of the excessive profits they 
represent a real value of $5,300,000, and yet we find this com- | hope to conceal by this operation, and I shall pass on We will 
pany, with the water injected into it somewhat more freely than | next take the Michigan Sugar Co., from the State of my friend 
usual, capitalized at $20,000,000—$5,000,000 preferred stock and Mr. ForpDNry. 

| 


$15,000,000 common stock. And it appears that in seven years The present capitalization of the Michigan Sugar Co. consists 
from the time of its organization it had paid annually 6 per | of $3,703,500 preferred stock and $7,471,107 common stock, a 
Cent interest on the actual investment and had cleared seven | total of some more than eleven millions. Here, again, we find 
and one-half millions besides, for at the end of that time its | “the trail of the serpent,” for it appears from its own state 
‘ommon stock, which had no value whatever in the beginning, | 


ment that “the trust”—the American Sugar Refining Co.— 
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OWS 3D pe of all the common stock and 55 per cent of | 
stock of the Michigan Sugar Co. This company 
operates six factories, all located in the State of Michigan. with | 
a total beet-slicing capacity of 5,450 tons per day. This repre- 
sents, according to the rule laid down by Mr. Hathaway, its | 
own secretary, an investment of approximately $5,450,000, and 
yet, as we have already seen, its present capitalization is more 
than double that amount It was chartered in 1906, with an 
authorized capital of $9,000,000, one-half preferred and one-half | 
common stock, not all of which was issued. It simply repre- 
sented at the time of its charter an attempt to form a small 
local beet-sugar trust among a number of Michigan factories 
that had been previously independents and competitors of each | 
other. It was simply a Michigan manifestation of the prevail- 
ing “ trust-organizing ” mania with which the country was then 
mad, and wis attended by the one invariable sympton of the | 
disease, to wit, overcapitalization. 

Let me now call your attention to certain reliable trade re- 
ports in friendly journals touching the profits this company has 
made. 

I quote, first, from the Beet Sugar Journal of May, 1910: 

The Michigan Sugar Co. reports a 
nual meeting of stockholders of the Michigan Sugar Co. was held at the 
Eddy Building, Detroit, Mich., Wednesday afternoon, May 25, 1910. 
There was a representative attendance to hear the statement of the offi- 
cers as to the year’s business. The year was a profitable one, the com- 
pany being able to show a surplus of $3,025,000 after expending 
$3,500,000 for labor and beets, and also paying regular dividends, not 
only on the preferred, but on the common stock as well. As the Wed- 
nesday meeting was the regular annual meeting, no dividend was de- 
clared. 

I next invite your attention to an extract from the Beet Sugar | 
Journal of July 6, 1910: 

Offers of 121 for stock in the Michigan Sugar Co. have been made | 
within the last month, and the stock is now considered one of the best 
on the Detroit or, for that matter, any market. The enormous profits, 
coupled with the favorable prospects, are the causes for the increase in 


all the preferred 


profitable year. The regular an- 


machinery was imported from Germany. 


| directing and supervising the agricultural operations. 





interest and price in stock. The net profits of the Michigan Sugar Co. 
in 1909 exceeded $1,500,000, and the financial statement submitted at 
the annual mveting last month showed a surplus of $3,000,000. By a 
person in close touch with the workings of the company it is stated 
that the earnings from the sale of the by-products is almost enough to 
meet the dividend payments. ‘The stock has trebled in value in little 
more than a year : 

“Michigan sugar stock is now one of the best investments possible,’ 
says a local broker who has been prominent in handling the stock; 
‘there are more buyers for it than there is stock for sale, and proba- 
bilities are an even higher mark than already touched will be reached 
before the break comes. All Michigan sugar companies are prospering. 
When the ‘trust’ came into the State some years ago it smashed many 
independent companies, but in recent years, due to the improved meth- 
ods of growing and manufacturing, which permits large profits to the 
farmer and extraordinary profits to the factory, several independent 
companies have been rehabilitated and are now sharing in the genera! 
prosperity.” 

It appears from the above that from 1906 to 1910 the Mich- 
igan Sugar Co., besides paying 6 per cent on its preferred stock, 
made three millions in profits, “trebled the value of its stock 
in litthe more than a year,” and made almost enough money 
from its by-products to pay its dividerids. In four short years 
it paid back every dollar of real money invested in it, or fully 
25 per cent per annum, 

But, Mr. Chairman, why continue on this line? Is not the 
demonstration complete? These, forsooth, are the lusty “ in- 
fants” that cry aloud against being weaned; these are poor 
foundlings who can not stand on their own legs and therefore 
urge that the public be forced to support them in order that they 
may be allowed to continue to pay ever-swelling dividends on 
watered stocks, in order that they may continue to grow richer 
and to reap where they have not sown. 

But they insist that, even if they have prospered marvelously 
under the Dingley and Payne rates, this does not prove that 
they can stand alone without any aid whatsoever, and they fur- 
ther insist that after three years, when this great necessity 
of life shall be untaxed, that they will perish beneath an 
avalanche of German and Cuban sugar. Let us look into that 
a little. In the first place, let me call your attention to the fact 
that our American beet-sugar factories have one great advan- 


9 


tage over their foreign beet competitors in that while our fac- | 


tories produce refined sugar, ready for table and trade uses 
without further process of manufacture, that is not true of the 
German or any other foreign beet factories. In foreign fae- 
tories the manufacture is not carried so far, and the sugar pro- 
duced by them has to go through a process of refining, as our 
cane sugar does, before it is ready for table and trade uses. 
This process of refining costs the foreign beet-sugar man fully 
0.4 cent per pound. 

Nor is the difference in the cost of factory labor, if any, a 
serious handicap to the American factory, as the total labor 
cost of manufacturing does not exceed 14 cents per 100 pounds. 

Fuel, relatively a far more important item of expense, is 
more abundant here than abroad and is much cheaper, espe- 


cially in the West, where this industry is locat: 
largely used as fuel. 


“dl, 


Besides these considerations it must be remembered 
difference in geographical extent between this country 
many gives to our domestic sugar factories a natural DI 


| growing out of freight rates, which is most importa) 


which I will advert later. All of those considerations , 
contributed to the very thoughtful view of Prof. Tay 
fessor of economics of Harvard University. Let me qu 
from his article on “ Beet sugar and the tariff.” pub 
the Quarterly Journal of Economics, Harvard Uniyers;: 
ruary, 1912: 


A question in some respects different is presented by 1) 


| factory, which buys the beets from the farmers and makes 


Here there is what the business world calls a “ 


straight mar 
proposition.” 


Whether the manufacturing of sugar can be 4 


| vantage in the United States depends on the same conditions 
| manufactures. 
| ery and for the exercise of American inventive and engineeri;, 
| in improving machinery. 
| far as this branch of the industry is concerned, the conditions 


It is much affected by the opportunities for usi 


Such evidence as I can get indicates ; 


unfavorable to its successful prosecution, with little need, 
tariff support When the first factories were built in Calif 
“The Yankee inyey 

of machinery men at once took hold of the matter, making « 
improvements that both the above-mentioned factories (at Wa; 
and at Chino) were shortly refitted with machines of Ame 
and every factory in this country in the last few years has 
American machines.” So in the Department of Agriculture 
on the industry it is stated that “in the early days of thy 
industry in this country Europe was called on to furnish a}! ; 
Now very little is imported, and, in fact, some of the for 
are using American-made machinery.’’ The domestic making 
chinery, the breaking loose from European tutelage, the jn; 


=n 
i 
I 


| of technical improvements—these are significant indications 
| cessful adaptation of a new industry to American condition 
| ability 


to meet foreign 
moreover, 


unaided. It 
managers take 


competition 
that the factory 


should tx 


mind, an 


active ] 
In thi 
there seems to be abundant and successful enterprise. ‘Th. 

of the beet-sugar factories have been chiefly instrumental in 
indispensable labor supply to the farms. Through traction 
and the like they have grappled with the difficulties of transport 
beets from the field to the factory. They have selected th: 
have assiduously spread information among the farmers on tly 
ways of getting a large tonnage of beets and a large content of s 
In the far West especially all this activity has been carried 
industrial and pecuniary success. Neither in the factory its« 
the problems of organization arising from the interdependenc 
and factory has there been a lack of skill or energy. 


Now, let us consider the freight-rate question briefly, and then 
I shall pass to a discussion of the question from the standpoint 
of the producer of the sugar beets, the farmer, if you pl 
When the Brussels convention, after agreeing on everything 
that affected the production, importation, and exportatio 
sugar as in and between the various European countries 
were the powers signatory, came to consider the protectio 
their beet sugar needed against tropical cane sugar th 
scientists of the world agreed that a tariff duty of one 
cent a pound, or, to be exact, 0.47 cent per pound on 
sugar and 0.53 cent per pound on refined sugar was sulli 
This decision was made after the most careful estimates 
the cost of production of beet sugar in Europe and of cane sug 
in the various tropical countries and after carefully considering 
the cost of transporting the cane sugar across tle seas 
finally to the consuming centers of the various European 
tries. 

Now, so far as the latter element, namely, the cost of (! 
portation, is concerned we must remember that it is practical! 
negligible when compared to similar cost of transportation in 
our great country. So highly developed are these European 
countries in the matter of transportation that canals and water 
routes of all kinds intersect and traverse every part of 
more important of them. On these canals the rates on lev) 
freight, like sugar, are so low that they are almost a neglizil 
factor. As a result, German beet sugar has very little, if an) 
more protection over tropical cane than the amount of the 
duty—one-half cent per pound. On the other hand, even atl 
foreign sugar, cane or beet, reaches our coast there are larse 
parts of our great territory that it can not reach at al! 
out paying a far greater freight rate than the differentia! (! 
the Brussels convention has fixed between European beet «nd 
tropical cane sugar. The territory which this freiglht-rate 
protection would preserve to the beet factortes is far sreite! 
than they can possibly supply with sugar if they will sup'y 
all of the territory in which a reasonable profit on 
investments will enable them to sell. 

There are great regions of the country in the very vic! y 
of many of these factories where the freight rate on sugar 
from 70 to 80 cents per hundred pounds, and this is the natu! 
territory in which these factories can best operate and sell the! 
product at a reasonable profit on the actual investment and yé 
as cheaply as the consumer could buy it from anyone else. 


es 
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er 


vith- 
Wit 
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e profit on the actual investment. 

of production, 
oceun freight, 
and insurance is 0.12 « 
of laying it down at New York, duty free, 2.555 cent 


delivered 
_take our beet sugar. 
. admits that it is producing it at 
(Cal.) factory of the American Beet 
cents per 


U. Combs, of 


The Oxnard 
- Co. is admittedly producing it at 
d. and according to the testimony of Mr. E. 
Western Sugar Co. has produced it at a 
(9 eents per pound. 

of these figures can be verified by consulting page 23 of 
Mr. Combs’s figures can be 


of 2.81 


wort of the sugar committee. 
ed from the testimony taken by the committee. Now, 
The report of the sugar committee, 
¢ the figures submitted by the beet factories themselves, 
d the average American cost of production to be 3.54 cents 
The difference between that figure and the German 
aid down at New York, is only 0.7385 cent per pound, and 
bmit that even this difference is more than equalized by 
rates that our domestic producers will 
ve in a territory far greater than they ean supply. 
, considering these questions, we must remember that the cost 
rures I have given to-day are simply the ex parte statements 
the beet-faetory people, made while they were battling to 
ld the tariff, made while they were urging that there wasa 
ve difference in the cost of production here and abroad, and 
ce, from their standpoint, an absolute necessity to maintain 
Under these circumstances, I insist that 
hout reflection en any of these gentlemen, we are bound to 
their statements with at least one grain of salt, to con- 
true their evidence most strongly against themselves, to accept 
lowest rather than the highest or even the average figures 
This is especially true because the special com- 
e, althongh it labored many months on this investigation, 
| neither the time nor the money at its disposal to make an 
ination of the books of these factories, and did not do so, 
y taking the statements of witnesses as to what the books 
sh and even then in more than one instance we discov- | 
ered, on cross-examination, that to the actual cost of producing 
ind of sugar brokerage charges and even freight rates to 
petitive points had been added, thus increasing the apparent 
Sut our domestic beet 
if they could survive the competition of German beet 
they ean not survive that of tropical cane sugar, if the 
is admitted free of duty. 
The cost of producing a pound of raw cane sugar in 
is around 2 cents (report sugar committee, p. 230). This is 
sugar, and to it should be added 0.5 cent per pound, cost of 
ing (report, p. 23), also approximately 0.12 cent per pound, 
insurance 
cents per pound, not materially or substantially different 
the figure at which German sugar can be laid down at 
York, and there is therefore no more danger that Cuban 
petition will overwhelm any properly located, honestly man- | 
fairly capitalized American factory than that German 
Indeed, if the American cost of produc- 
is what I firmly believe it is, somewhere around 2.75 cents | 
* pound, the difference in cost of production between Ameri- 
beet sugar on the one hand and German beet and Cuban 
on the other is so small as to be almost 


> ie be os 


the protective duties. 


of production. factories insist 





etition will do so. 


BENT FARMERS. 





~ let us see how German beet or Cubon eane could dri 
\ eriean beet factory out of business, provided the Ameri- 
with a fair and 
us first take 
refined, is 2.415 
Hamburg to 
This would 


experts, should 
| 0.18 cent per pound to make up the difference in grade 
en the Hamburg sugar and our be This makes ¢ 
in New York. 
The Spreckels Sugar Co. (beet), of 
of 2.70 cents 


into that for 


or a total 


if not wholly 


ut our beet-sugar factories insist that even if it be granted 
that fuel is cheaner here than abroad, and that their machinery 
is better than that of their foreign competitors, and that the 
‘tory labor cost is so small a proportion ef the total cost of 
producing a pound of sugar as to be almost negligibie, and 
refore that any difference in factory wages is not an im- 
Pertant faetor, that still there is one overwhelming and unan- 
Swerable reason why they should have a proteetive-tariff on 
ugar, and that reason is to enable them to pay the American 
‘mer a higher price fer his beets than he could otherwise 
( or than the farmer of any other country gets for his beets. 
therefore insisted that, after all, the man the duty protects 
‘ the American farmer, and in his name the beneficiaries of the 
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Besides, 


that 


Weigh it carefu 
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name of the American far 
think of, i 1 


the intelli 


affronted 


to me that 
farmer” 


ever heard, 
in behalf of the gre 
out the country, who constitut ‘ 
perity and well-being, and who demand no 
deal and an even chance to earn their living 
| the Almighty, unhampered by 
discriminations against 
nations in their favor agains 
| of any kind whatsoever. 

In the first 
everywhere. 


interests ? 


farmers and fowl out 
| will undertake to show you later, that the rer 
will make it 
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of another 
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Iho}! 
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unnecessary bur 
demanding 


people, nor 


place, take the whole body of 


for their 


Do -you propese to make fish out 
kind? I do 


res to pay 


smaller price for sugar beets, nor do IL believe 


will be able 
farmers will stand for such 
|} even if it did mean that 
| his sugar 
peared from the testimony of many 
by the sugar committee 
production of sugar 
net profits per acre of the sug 
to $76. Taking 
witnesses on this subject, 
profit per 
was about 
|} the Department of 
American farmer in the production of wheat was $3.07 
and the average net profit of the 
the production of corn was $8.15 pe 
do not include any allowunces whate 
are given departinent 
believe tha 
from them. 
ican farmer engaged in the producti 
It is often much I 
Now. is the 
wheat, or $6 on his 
to be taxed 
smaller in all 
of beets? Such a contention dos 
tice, nor do I believe that 
of America, if any party should have the teme 
As I have already stated, L firmly believe 
put on the 
who raises sugar beets, 
be content to accept : 
and legitimate investment: 
tax all of the Americ 
American farmers a better price for their sug 
But let 
really been 
| farmer and to what extent, if 
Let me 
they have given 
ad valorem 
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tle beet-factory representatives, the following prices were paid |} on sugar been a burden on the American consumer? I 
for beets (Rept., p. 20): to invite your attention to a table showing a comparison , 
In California the price of beets in 1911 was $5.30 per ton of beets | CXPort price of sugar at Hamburg with the wholesale 
grading 16 per cent, and a contract has been made for an increase of | New York for the years 1890 to 1911, inclusive: 
75 cents per ton for the year 1912. (Hearings, p. 3873.) . , , 5 
In Utah and Idaho the ruling price is $5 per ton and freight, which Comparison of cxport price of sugar at Hamburg and whok 
makes the beets cost, delivered at the factory, over $5.60 to $5.65 same at New York, 1900 to 1911. 
per ton (Hearings, p. 797.) 
In Colorado and Nebraska the price averages from $5.50 per ton 
to $6.50 per ton. (Hearings, pp. 400, 888.) 
In Michigan and Ohio the customary contract calls for a payment | Raw sugar. 
by the factory of $4.50 per ton for beets testing 12 per cent sugar | 
with 354 cents per ton for each additional per cent of sugar in the 
beets, with a minimum guaranty of $5 per ton. (Hearings, p. 719.) 


Hi 
h 


Sale 


[Cents per pound. ] 
| Granulated 
! 


Difference | J 
between | | 
Whole- 
sale 
price, 
Sew 


York. 


| 
| 
Compare these prices with the prices paid in Europe. Mr. | whole-| export ; 
Czarnikaw, of London, one of the most eminent authorities on Export} sale | priceat |/ Port) 
sugar conditions in the whole world, states that the usual price | price, | price, | Hamburg — 

: ole Ri : , scat 4 ea acelll al . saa ies | Liam- | New and whole- | + °° 
paid for beets in countries that are parties to the Brussels . | Yori. | sale price burg. 
convention—and that includes most of the beet-sugar producing at 
countries in Earope—was $5.11 to $5.48 per ton. Messrs. L. New York. 
Behrens & Son, of Hamburg, fix the price at from $5.32 to $6.70 — ———— =" 
per ton. Messrs. H. J. Merck & Co., of Hamburg, reporting for | 
the district of Stettin, fix the average price at $5.78 per ton. 
In Posen the price varied from $5.59 to $6.49, the average being | 
$6.27 per ton. In Belgium and Holland the average in 1911 was | 
$5.79 per ton. 

It will be noted that the American figures I first gave were | 
those of the beet-sugar factory people and that it is difficult if | 
not impossible to find the average price paid throughout the 
country from those figures. I therefore call your attention to | 
the last annual report of the Department of Agriculture of the | Kaa ae 
United States, in which it is stated that the average price paid Average 2. . 02 | 1.84 
to the farmers of the United States for sugar beets for the year | —————____ ee 
1911-12 was $5.50 per short ton, and for the three previous| The figures contained in the above report can not b 
years $5.35 per short ton. tioned. They are taken from the statements, before the » 

As against this price paid to the American farmer, the | committee, of Mr. E. F. Adkins vice president of the A 
German farmer received for his beets during the same year | Sugar Refining Co.. and of Mr. Truman G. Palmer, 
(1911-12) $6.07, according to the last quarterly book of sta-| of an association of American beet-sugar factories. 'T'} 
tistics—ofticial—of the German Empire. Besides, in Germany, | presented by these gentlemen are from authoritative 
the farmer is furnished beet seed free by the factories. In questioned sources—the records of the standard trades j 
the United States the farmer buys his beet seed from the | of the sugar industry. They show that @uring the 1? yy 
factory. In Germany, according to the great sugar expert, Mr. | which the figures are given. the average difference betw: 
¥, O. Licht, the farmers “ receive allowances for freight and get | export price of raw sugar at Hamburg and the Ne, 
40 per cent to 60 per cent of the pulp returned to them without | wholesale price of raw sugar averaged 4 84 cents per 
charge.” The farmer gets neither of these things in the! whereas the tariff on raw sugar was 1.685 cents per por 
United States. So that in Germany, with a tariff only one-| the insurance and freight Pa Hamburg to New York 
fourth as high as our tariff, the German farmer gets consid- | per pound, a total of 1.805 cents per pound. They also shi 
erably more for his beets, although the sugar content of our | during this same period of years the average difference 
beets is fully as good as that of the German beets. Now, if | the export price of granulated sugar at Hambure and the 
the German factory, with a tariff duty only one-fourth as high | sale price of granulated sugar at New York ten 232 ig 


as the duty carried in our present law, can and does pay the | pound, whereas the tariff during three-fourths of th 
German farmer considerably more for his beets than our 


, , : was 1.95 cents per pound—and during the last three 
farmers are paid, then I wish to ask the beet farmers if they | cents per pound—and the cost of insurfince and freiz 
feel they have received their fair share of the protection | Hamburg to New York 0.12 cent per pound, to which 
that has gone to enrich a few factory owners and to pay | pe added 0.18 cent per pound for difference in grade 
millions of dividends on watered stock and to create value out | 9 total of 2.25 an 


, a” 2.20 cents per pound. In other words, tly 
of nothing at the expense of consumers everywhere, and if | demonstrates conclusively that during the 12 years t! 
they do not believe the beet factories, even under free sugar, : 


€ ‘ , covers the American consumer paid every penny of |! 

can and ought to be able to even up things with them, and | on sugar and could have bought his sugar almost 2 cent 
maintain the price of beets, especially since they will be able to | pound cheaper but for the existence of the tariff tay. 
do 80 if only they will be content to accept a fair and reasonable From 1897 to 1912, inclusive, the people of the United s 
profit on the actual capital that is invested in the factories. consumed 43,274,605 tons (long) of refined sugar. Duri 

That the beet-sugar industry can survive and can pay the atove bee gh prt er rag 1s : ——os Sues Lae a 
: ; : OS ta saab ee period, 12 years of this time the Dingley rate « 
farmer just as much as it now pays him for sugar beets, under cents per pound on refined sugar has been in force, and ¢ 
free sugar, is, I believe, certain. It may not be able to continue the last 4 years the Payne rate of 1.90 cents per pound 
to pile up a huge surplus after paying good dividends - onus | Dingley rate was equivalent to $43.68 per long ton. The !’ 
investments. It may not be able to continue to make huge | rate was equivalent to $42.56 per ton. So that since the | 
dividends on vast issues of w atered stock, but surely that is | sage of the Dingley bill up to January 1, 1913, this suga: 
not so desirable that the American people ought to be taxed in had cost the American consumer the enormous sum of 
order that it may continue, two thousand million dollars, of which amount only eight 

THE CONSUMER'S STANDPOINT. dred million has gone into the Treasury as taxes, tlie 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to next invite the attention of the com- | twelve hundred million being a bonus, pure and simple, t 
mittee to the consideration of this question from the viewpoint | domestic sugar producer. The briefs for the sugar peo] 
of the consumer. I am quite aware that in doing so I am in- | full of two specious replies when the attention is called t 
voking a doctrine long in disuse, utterly disregarded by our | great burden on consumption. They reply, first, that the | 
Republican friends in the preparation of tariff bills, and, ap- | den is infinitesimal when it is considered just what it costs e: 
parently, almost distasteful to them. But, sir, from the Demo- | person per year. They first attempt to deduct the amount 
cratic standpoint this is the most important angle from which | goes into the Treasury from the total and then to deduc' 
this great question can be considered, for, after all, in it is | amount of sugar that is indirectly consumed in candies, c 
involved the interest of all the people, which is, or ought to be, | tioneries, soda water, and so forth, and then to figure 
of more importance to Congress than the interest of any part | burden on the basis of the sugar directly consumed in 
of the people. use. In this way they manage to present some very ingeiious 

In discussing this question from that standpoint I shall un- | and amusing figures. The fallacy of this srgument is perfectly 
derianke to show to what extent our tariff duties on sugar have apparent. In the first place, the refined sugar consumed in 
increased the burdens of the American consumer and to what | every way in the United States in 1912 cost the American ¢con- 
extent he may hope to obtain relief and lower prices by the | sumer about $142,000,000 more than it would have cost but ! 
removal of the duty. First, then, to what extent has our duty | the duty. 
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; is no opinion, but is history, as is dentonstrable from The American figure, the first given, is arrived at by taking 
mparison of the world’s export price at Hamburg with both | the figures of Mr. Truman G. Palmer, the beet-sugar expert, 
vholesale and retail price of sugar in the United States. | who fixes the average American retail price of beet sugar 





























































































































[his enormous yearly charge represents an annual burden of 5.69 cents per pound in July, 1911, and the American figure in 
hout $L50 per capita on every man, on every woman and child | the third column is arrived at by subtracting from 5.69 cents 
iy country, or a tax of $7.50 per average family of five per- | the sum of 1.90 cents, which is our duty on a pound of re ol 
au nd every ounce of that burden is borne by the people, re- | sugar. I believe that even a casual investigation of the abo 
dioss of the amount of taxes that are collected out of it, for | table will convince any thoughtful person that the American 
this proposition there can be no dispute but that the con- | consumer is not indebted to our domestic producer f 
in pays the tax. Nor is there any doubt where the sugar is | for any decrease in price during comparatively recent 5 
din the trade for canning, preserving, and so forth, that the | In the first place, such decrease is world-wide, due to improve 
<ymer of the articles thereby produced in every case pays for | ment in processes of manufacture and ever-cheapening cost o 
‘he sugar used either in the quality or quantity of the product he | production throughout the world, and in some countries is co 
huvs. Nor is the answer that this is, after all, even on this basis, | siderably more marked than our own, as the above table 
very small burden, because so generally distributed, a good one, | clearly shows. In the next place, it is most important to r 
y judgment. To that argument we rejoin that this tax on | member that years ago, when our sugar was so much highe 
event necessity of life falls on the poor man least able to bear | in price than it is now, our tariff duties on sugar were m 
it just as heavily as on the rich man most able to bear it, and | higher than they are now, and this is a most important fa 
for that reason this bill the Democratic Party presents under- | in the equation. In this connection it is well to bear in mind 
takes to remove the tax upon a food product that the poor as | we have at various times since the foundation of our G¢ 
well as the rich must eat and to place it on something else, | ment levied the following tariff duties on sugar: 
1; y, the incomes of men who are abundantly able and ought The act of 1789 carried a sugar tax of 3 cents per pound and 
, be abundantly willing to bear the burden. in 1790 the tariff! was 5 cents per pound; in 1794, 4 cents per 
fhe sugar producers next contend that it is unwise and un- | pound; in 1816, 3 cents per pound on brown or raw. sugnr, 
necessary to make this change because sugar is now cheaper in | 4 cents per pound on white or refined sugar, 10 cents per pound 
this country than in any other country on earth except perhaps | on lump sugar, and 12 cents per pound on loaf sugar. In 
Great Britain. While true in a way this statement is most mis- | 1852 the tax was 24 cents per pound on brown sugar and 34 on 
leading and unfair. In most of the European countries, in order | refined sugar; in 1842 it was 24 cents per pound on brown surat 
to maintain large and expensive military establishments and to | and 6 cents per pound on refined sugar; in 1846, three-fourths 
meet other expenses that this country does not have to meet, | of a cent per pound on raw sugar and 2 cents per pound on 
not only is a moderate tariff duty levied on imported sugar but | refined sugar; in 1861, 2 cents per pound; in 1862, 2) cents 
he: consumption taxes of all kinds on all the sugar, both for- | per pound; in 1864, 3 cents per pound; in 1870, 4 cents per 
ey and domestic, that is consumed. In order to make any | pound; in 1883, 2.24 cents per pound on raw gar and 
fair comparison in the real cost of sugar in the several countries | cents per pound on refined sugar; in 1890, five-tenths of a c« 





the world it is necessary to deduct from the selling price of | per pound on refined sugar; and all other sugar under 16 Dut 
izar these various taxes before any fair comparison can be | standard in color, free, with a bounty of 2 cents per pound o 
made. Even then differences in grade of sugar and peculiarities | domestic production; in 1894, 40 cents ad valorem and an add 









































if the local market must be allowed for to some extent. tional tax of one-eighth of a cent per pound on refined 
The table I next present gives the average American retail | in 1897, 1.685 cents per pound on raw sugar and 1.95 
price and the average retail price in many foreign cities and | per pound on refined sugar; in 1909, 1.685 cents per pound on 
the taxes collected on sugar in each, thus giving us the price of | raw sugar and 1.90 cents per pound on refined sugar 
sugar in each of these cities after such taxes have been deducted | In weighing the present contention of our beet and cane sugar 
therefrom. producers that their product has caused a decrease in the pn 
European and American retail prices for sugar during July, 1911. to the American consumer, it is just as well for us to t 
. significant paragraph in the unanimous report of the sugai 
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mittee (p. 17) when a somewhat similar contention was made 
tetail =| , and price | in behalf of the Sugar Trust: 
price internal less ere 
| per revenue | taxes | [The contention of the American Sugar Refining Co., ft! f 
| pound ! taxes | levied | sugar costs the consumer less to-day than it did when t corporat i 
“| Jevied per was organized, therefore the existence and operation ¢ t ( }) n 
per pound.| pound. has benefited rather than injured the consumer, we regard ! 1 
—— peti 6 a Such a contention entirely ignores most important consid ! i 
} | as improvement in the processes and reduction in the cost 
| Cents. Cents. | Cents. and manufacturing during that period of time; tl ! 
\ ROR, Gav eka od hdd cacsetcdtidwect | 5.69 4 3.79 | raw material; improved methods of cultivating sygrmar ca 
SAO... cdg elengerdinsaas tedaddlseveddecen 4.00 - 40 3.60 | beets; and a perfect host of conditions that it t 
RNVORDOUR: 5. deat seat caenchsaaversdcc<dduceui | 4.00 40 | 3.60 | of the existence of the American or any « ! 
M re te ee ee ne naen ene 3. 80 40 | 3.40 | facturing company 
CTU... ccccccecccesemecesocosescccedscccces 4.90 2.08 | 2.87 Besides, in the last 20 years the reduction in p I 
SPOTTER «eee eeeeeeeeeeneneeecccncncerececess | 5. 90 2.03 3.87 | wide, embracing in its scope all the count 7 
Me KOO Bases ncsedeconbdduccsecécsocsosccesecs | 4.90 2.03 | 2.87 | most enlightened to the mest barbarou nd s ! \ 
VONOGUS . 20 sisénadudwelendduanbeecesdedeccedce | 4.70 2.03 | 2.67 peeeen can claim that it accomplished this 1 t 
EATS... ...ccccseccccccssaceccoscoccescoseccccs | 5. 90 2.89 3.01 1as no business and where its very name is | tic 
METSCLUIC, cvcccccccccesesecasecoccccscoccces 6.10 2.89 3.21 | the opinion of your committee, the reduction in t} 
Beco cteccecesescesseecrcesesecocecoccs 6.80 2.89 3.91 the last 20 years to the American consumer did not 
ee ee Oe a pe eee 6. 50 2.89 | 3.61 | organization and operation of the American Sugar R ‘ 
ONG, . 0 ccnsadasesegneeuGneGaeba<osevesnedcns 14.00 8. 67 5.33 
Y Mee + sasSe sens Camaeeaeneerons 4teeedeeuee 6. 50 | 4 02 | 2. 48 It is contended, however, that even if the duty is red ‘ or 
Renate nasesseseeseesscees Pe 6. 80 4.02 | 2. (3 entirely removed the consumer will not get the b ! Ch 
ocala cede cccccceeocccocccceosessececs | 4.40 79 | 3. 41 nai P removal of di Thi a neuer £¢ tan 01  ehad 
a ae | 5.10 -79 | 4.31 | Fe tuction of removy: duty. his I deny I deny it iit 
BONO. . Jin csv Vatu tawadanuoseeeniees Mibenaetud 4.20 .79 | 3.41 | of history. I deny it on the sworn testimony of every sugar 
i 1 » a <« . 13 ' . 
‘ Mh wee eeeeeserecccecececcenccecceseses a on 3 = man who has testified on the subject, including the sugar manu 
Be ccccaecesececc ces eeseecececeoccoces . 4.92 | wv. > ’ 
BTUSBES..... ccaserss | 5. 40 2.97 | 343 | facturers and refiners themselves. The contention is utterly d 
TUSBEIB. 2... ecieseusciscccessaccesececsccccces 5.40 | 2.27 3.13 | : y 
7 a nae en eS 4.80 2.27 | 2.53 | proved by the comparison I have : lready made, through a long 
M ‘oat ete de la hl i deg la = 3 ooo a I period of years, between export prices at Hiamburg and whole 
Jecweeees Re occscccccccccccccescoces 2.20 | « 5.2 . . : : 
RO a I a 8.00 | 3°70 4 30 | sale prices at New York In every one of the years that the 
Cot hran ute tttsstteeeeeeeneeeeeeeneeeeenencess 8.00 | 3.7 30 | ‘ one 
; eal aan LS ET TA | 7.70 | 3.7 4.00 | duty has been enforced the New York price has exceeded the 
intin + | Or | ? : : : : 
Lisbon OPMO (OAL)... -enseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeens mal an +4 Hamburg export price by the full amount of the duty 
4h. tg WTA ee Ree eew esse seseeeeeseseeeseseses -« } ‘. +* } , . . ' 
Mines Cee tameniinat reign nese, | ial 7:90 550| When the sugar schedule of the McKinley bill we 
Belorade TTT tert taseetessessseeseeees 10. 10 6. 56 | 3.45 | ation, on April 1, 1891, the effect of the 1 
: IV eccdodbtetoecéecec | . 7 & ow 9 . 
C} met ap is ie. <a ee geet ala et 2 43 | ae | on sugar was made instantaneously apparent Gi l was 
Sofia (loaf)... STS] a0] ta | «== | quoted in New York on March 26, 1891, at 6} r pound, 
ed St ae one » oF . ae | * ‘ . ‘ 
Ur 1 Sento Sue ipibinéassnibebses eedée 6.35 1.60 | 4.75 | and on April 2, 1891, the day after the tarifl co Ww t into 
- a > , 25 | } . ‘ . "7 
Mett)........... ee | 6.35 1. 44 | 4.91 | effect, it fell from 6} to 44 cents per pound, and by May 14 
T , ai aa : — | 1891, it had fallen to 44 cents per pound 
nn ie prices in the above table were compiled in July, In this connection I invite your attention to the tobles fi 
: . to T * 4 . : : ar. at . 
i ry the Bureau of Trade Relations, Department of State | nished the specia! committee by Mr. Walla Pr. W { 
Ol » i it. : . . _ ; + ri . . ] 
of he | hited States, from consular reports made in pursuance the firm of Willett & Gray, the greatest sugar sf 
ta sSpneris inc Sere . a : : ° ‘ ey 
“ 4 special investigation of the foreign prices of sugar by our | America, and one of the very greatest in t} \ | 





ate Department at the special request of the sugar committee. | Willett furnished the special committee w 
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in proof of his statement to the committee that every one of 
our tariff changes in sugar have been followed by a correspond- 
ing change in the price of sugar to the American consumer. He 
contended that, other conditions being equal, such as crop 
conditions and the world-wide law of supply and demand, that 
any increase in duty necessarily increased the price of sugar 
to the consumer by the amount of such increase, and any de- 
crease in duty, with the same qualification, necessarily de- 
creased the price of sugar to the consumer. These tables will 
be found on pages 3548 to 3552 of the hearings before the 
special committee, and they show some very interesting facts. 
For instance, Mr. Willett states that, comparing the three 
years and three months preceding free sugar—January 1, 1888, 
to April 1, 1891—-with the three years and five months of free 
sugar—April 1, 1891, to August 1, 1894—the consumer paid 
2512 cents per pound less for his sugar in the last period of 
time, when there was no duty, than in the first period, when 
there was a duty of 2.24 cents per pound. 

Next, Mr. Willett shows, in Table No. 4, on page 3548 of the 
hearings before the special committee, that the effect of the 
imposition of the 40 per cent ad valorem duty on sugar carried 
in the Wilson bill, which he says was equivalent to a duty of 
0.979 cent per pound, was to raise the price of refined sugar 
0.834 cent per pound, and that the effect of the Dingley law of 
1897, which still further increased the Wilson duty by 0.824 
cent per pound, was to increase the price of sugar to the con- 
sumer 0.586 cent per pound, and he accounts for the fact that 
the price did not increase to the full extent of the increase in 
duty, in these periods, by stating that it did not so increase 
“because of the lower range of prices for raws, owing to over- 
production cf supplies.” Of course, Mr. Chairman, the commit- 
tee will understand’ that as to sugar, and as to all other com- 
inodities, prices are affected by causes that are entirely inde- 
pendent of changes in the tariff. For instance, in September, 
1911, our price of sugar advanced about 2 cents per pound be- 
cause of a reported, though possibly somewhat exaggerated, 
shortage of more than a million tons in the German beet 
crop, and this advance occurred without any tariff change 
whatever, but the point is that whatever change is made in the 
price because of crop conditions, and in obedience to the law 
of supply and demand, we pay the tariff tax just the same, 
whether the crop is short and price rises or whether the crop 
is long and the price falls. In other words, while sugar went 
up 2 cents a pound in September, 1911, entirely independent of 
the tariff, yet even then we would have gotten our sugar at 2 
cents a pound cheaper than we did get it if it had not been 
for the duty on sugar, and since then it has gone down more 
than 2 cents, with the tariff still unchanged, and we would now 
get it 2 cents a pound cheaper than we do but for the tariff. 

After analyzing the changes in our tariff laws on sugar to 
which I have just referred, Mr. Willett summed up the situation 
in the following striking and significant statement: 

The chairman remarked (p. 3072, at bottom of page), “and the less 
will be the worth uf the sugar lost in refining.” All the analyses of 
changing from duty to free sugar show that whenever duty is taken eff 
the of refining decreases and when duty is added the cost of re- 
fining increases, but these analyses also show that whenever duty is 
taken off the consumer gets the full benefit of the amount of duty taken 
off and also a part of the lower cost of refining. 

Mr. Henry C. Mott, buyer of raw sugar for the American 
Sugar Refining Co., testified (Hearings, pp. 2451, 2452) that the 
amount of duty is always charged to the consumer. 

Mr. ©. A. Spreckels, president of the Federal Sugar Refining 
Co., testified (hearings, pp. 2245, 2246) that to place sugar on 
the free list would reduce the price of sugar to the consumer— 
by the amount of the duty, approximately 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. Edwin F. Atkins, vice president of the American Sugar 
Refining Co., testified (hearings, p. 142) that if we reduce the 
tariff on sugar the effect would be to reduce the price of refined 
sugar— 
practically by the amount of the reduction, always subject to the fluctu- 
ations of supply and demand for raw sugar. 

Mr. Frank C. Lowry, when asked the question (hearings, 
p. 1721) as to whether or not the removal of the duty on sugar 
would guarantee to the consumer the full benefit of such re- 
moval, replied : 

Exactly, because then there would be no combination of dealers in 
this country, because they would have to ——— with the dealers in 
other countries, and you can not get the dealers in the entire world 
into a combination. 

Mr. Henry T. Oxnard, of the American Beet-Sugar Refining 
Co., testified (hearings, p. 406) that by admitting Hawaiian 
and Philippine sugar free the advantage was given to the 
Hawaiians and Filipinos rather than to anyone in the United 
States, because the sugar people in Hawaii and the Philippines 
had simply “increased their price just the amount of duty re- 
moved,” and following that statement he had a very interesting 
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colloquy with the distinguished gentleman from Mich): 
ForpNEY], who preceded me in this debate, to which | 
invite special attention: 

Mr. Forpxrey. Would not Europe do that to-day if we were | 
duty off of European sugar, and Cuba? 

Mr. Oxnarp. They would to a certain extent: but 
because they would be competing against the world. 

Mr. Forpnry. Suppose the duty was removed to the wi 
Suppose we removed the duty on all imported sugar from 
of the world ; would they not take advantage of it? 

Mr. Oxnanp. They would compete with the other couniri 
So, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me to be both dejnons:, 
history and proven by the testimony, without conflict or « 
that the removal of duty will reduce the price of sugar 
amount of the duty, and we present this bill to the | 
people, to the overburdened American consumer, wit}, ; 
fideut hope that we have demonstrated the contention . 
the enactment of the bill into law will reduce the pri 
pound of sugar consumed in this country to the extent 

2 cents at the end of three years, when the 
removed. 

Mr. Chairman, the remarkable and entirely unfounded 
tention has been made on this floor and throughout the 


they 


all 


CuLire 


| that the American Sugar Refining Co., commonly « 


Sugar Trust, is for free sugar. The fact is precisely oth 
and during this very debate I have been simply astou 
hear gentlemen, who must and do know better, try to 
the impression that such is the case. To set this matter 
forever, I will here quote from the testimony of Mr 

I’. Atkins, the vice president and executive head of the 
ean Sugar Refining Co., given to the Ways and Means ( 
tee on January 15,1913. (Hearings, Schedule E, pp. 2282-2 

Mr. Harrison. I would like to ask the witness a qu 
Atkins, you are the vice president of the American Sugar |i 
Co., which is popularly known as the Sugar Trust ? 

Mr. ATKINS. It is sometimes referred to as that. 

Mr. Harrrson. Do you appear here representing the senti! 
the directors of that compan 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir; with their authority. 

Mr. Harrison. Are you in favor of free sugar? 

Mr. ATKINS. I am not, and our company is not. 

Mr. Harrison. I wish to ask you further whether you know 
campaign which has been conducted by Mr. Frank ©. Lo 
secretary of the Wholesale Grocers’ Association, in favor of a 
tion in the duty on sugar? 

Mr. ATKINS. I have occasionally received a pamphlet 
Mr. Lowrey’s views on the subject. 

Mr. Harrison. It has been suggested, also, that the campaign 
ducted by Mr. Lowrey was at the instigation of the American * 
Refining Co.; is that true? 

Mr. ATKINS. It is untrue. One reason why I appear bef 
committee is to clear that matter up, not only with your co! 
but with the whole.country. We are opposed to free sugar, 
reasons that are given here. We are, however, desirous of a: 
in the tariff. 

Mr. Harrison. What is the extent of the interest of the A: 
Sugar Refining Co. in the beet-sugar plants of the United States’ 

Mr. ATKINS. We hold not so much as we had at one ti 
present I think it is—— 

Mr. ATKINS’S SECRETARY. It is given at page 100 of the 
before the Hardwick committee. Would you like to have it? 

Mr. Harrison. No; I will not trouble you for that. 

Mr. ATKINS. It was $23,000,000, the par value. It is sin 
what reduced. It is approximately $22,000,000, the par valu 
We have disposed of some holdings. 

Nor ought it to be overlooked that many years ago the colossal 
architect of the Sugar Trust, the late Henry O. Haveweyer, 
testifying before the industrial commission, truly characte! 
the protective tariff as “the mother of trusts.” What position 
do the various cane refiners take in reference to free sugar: 
The American or “ the trust,” controlling 62.39 per cent of th 
total sugar-refining business (report of sugar committee, p. 10), 
is opposed to free sugar, undoubtedly largely because of 1's 
$22,000,000 interest in the beet-sugar factories. The next larces! 
refiner, the National, producing 10 per cent of the total product 
(report of sugar committee, p. 15), also opposes free sugar 4s 1s 
evidenced by the statement of its president, James H. Post, & 
the Ways and Means Committee on January 15, 1913. The \ a- 
son for the position of the National is quite easy to understind 
when we recall that it is completely under the contro! of the 
trust, since the common stock of the National was declares 't- 
valid by the courts (report of sugar committee, p. 15), for th 
trust now owns a majority of the National’s stock. The only 
two refiners of any size who are independent of the (rust, 
namely, Arbuckle Bros. and the Federal, favor free suga! , ae 
buckle Bros. producing 8.7 per cent of the total output of refined 
sugar, and the Federal, of which Mr. C. A. Spreckels is pre! 
dent, controlling only 6.3 per cent of that output (report of suse 
committee, p. 14). cl 

When the exact facts are understood and the compara t 
size of the great interests who oppose free sugar and of ee 
independents who favor it is realized, all sensible men — 
and will be disgusted at all this silly twaddle that free suc: ' 
proposed by the Democratic Party in the interest of the aoa 
and of the great refiners of the country. It is the veriest 
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mse, and the fact that gentlemen who oppose free sugar 
-e in it is the strongest possible proof of how hard put they 
yr real arguments. Before I pass from this question let me 
ist a few words as a matter of simple justice to two gentle 
who have been most unjustly assailed in this debate and 
for some years past have been conspicuous targets for the 


7 of almost every man who wishes to keep a protective duty 
rar. I refer to Mr. C. A. Spreckels and to Mr. Frank C. 
ey. of the Federal Sugar Refining Co. These gentlemen are 
‘rong and forceful advocates of free sugar, They have 

; (ed an open, an aggressive, able propaganda in support of 

ise. So far as I have ever heard it suggested by anyone, 

th ive been honorable and open in their methods and have 


eted a clean fight, if a hard one, And yet there are gen 
, in this country, and even in this House, who seem to 
hat while it is perfectly proper for Messrs. Oxnard, Hath- 
Warren, Atkins, Truman Palmer, Ballou, and a host of 
ventlemen to conduct as strong a fight as can be made to 
" the protective duty on sugar, to their own enrichment, 
t is hardly short of crime for Spreckels and Lowrey to 
d for free sugar. I can not understand the fairness of | 
SU view. It does not appeal to me. Whatever other gen- 
n may say or think, I believe that Mr. Spreckels and Mr. 
Lowrey have earned and are justly entitled to the gratitude and 
od will of every American consumer who eats sugar and has 
grocery bill to pay. 
But, Mr. Chairman, let me attempt to reply to just one or two 
of the so-called arguments that are made against free 
Its opponents insist that as soon as sugar is put on the 
the refiners will all combine and the domestic beet and 
product having been destroyed will proceed to raise the 
if refined sugar to the American consumer. Let us ex- 
this argument. In the first place, as I have already 
ed, the Louisiana sugar peeple produce raw sugar, which 
to the refiners, and are in no competition with the 
hence there can be no lessening of competition from 
quarter. In the next place, I do not believe that free 
sigur will have the effect of either destroying or substantially 
rialling the production of domestic beet sugar, but if, for the 
sike of the argument, we assume that it should do what 
al human being can believe that there is more danger of 
bination among American refiners when they are subjected 
» competition of the refined sugar of the entire world, a 
f almost 18,000,000 tons per year, than when they are pro 
tected from world competition by a high duty, as now, and have 
ai stic competitor (in which the largest of the refiners, the 
trust, has an enormous interest) that produces only a little over 
halt iillion tons? Have they more or less inducement and 


“efiners 


so, 


unity to combine now or then? I have heard great Re- 

can statesmen concede that one of the dangers of a pro- 

te e system is a tendency and a temptation for domestic pro 
lucers to combine to raise prices behind the shelter of a tariff 


wall, but it has remained for latter-day, and I fear decadent, 


Le ican statesmanship to suggest that*one of the tenden- 
of free trade is to invite a combination among domestic 
facturers. It is too ridiculous a contention to merit fur- 

‘ply. 

Chairman, almost two years ago, while testifying before 
the House committee on sugar, the head of the Sugar Trust, 
Mr. Edward F. Atkins, ventured this observation (hearing, 
p. 167): 

a have never been able to get a reduction of the duties on sugar 

i iis reason. There are 17 States in the Union producing beet 

sug Every one of these States has two Senators. ‘There are 34 

s rs, and every one of these Senators is a Republican  ... * 

4. have never had an opportunity to get that reduction down. The 

pr ility is that they can not get any reduction now (1911) in th 

such strong opposition as that is. 
So, according to the head of the Sugar Trust, in 1911 there 
were 54 practical reasons why the American people could get 


no relief from the tax on sugar—just 34. Thanks to a merciful 
Providence many of these “reasons” have been removed since 
the day of Mr. Atkins’s significant and truthful 
anal 
here we may now hope and believe that the general interests 
of all the American people are to prevail over the selfish greed 
of a few large corporations that would like to retain a perpetual 
license to continue to make huge dividends on watered stocks 
out of the pockets of the people. 

Mr. Chairman, in concluding my remarks, I wish to say that 
the proposition that the Democratic Party presents to-day is 
neither new nor novel in this body. In the last Democratic 
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Congress the Wilson bill left that door, on its way across this 
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and I also wish to thank him for his “ supreme acco- 

he says was accorded him and his colleagues in the 

of this bill. I read in the dictionary that an accolade 

ceremony or salutation consisting of an embrace or a 

1 will accept the invitation of the gentleman from 
regia [Mr. Harpwicx] later in the evening. [Laughter.] 

I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Bei}. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I have been inter- 
ested in the proceedings of the last three or four days, and 
thing that I have noted is the calm, placid demeanor and 
the smiling face of the distinguished gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Unperwoop]. He has sat here secure in the thought that 
no amount of fervid oratory or argument, answerable or un- 
answerable, could pry from him a single vote, and with this 
knowledge it is idle for me to voice my protest against this bill, 
as idle as it was for me to file the several thousand protests 
against the proposed reduction in the sugar tariff from the 
f you gentleman on that side of the House love so 


one 


farmers that 
well, and whom you are protecting and caring for so carefully— 
protests from the beet growers, from the mechanics who work 
in and about the the factories not owned and con- 
trolled by the Refining Trust—and from the men who make and 
repair the agricultural implements that are used by the beet 
farmers; from the small merchants who furnish supplies to the 
thousands of white laborers—well-paid white laborers—engaged 
in this industry; and last, but not least, from the home keepers 
and the housewives in my State who, by grace of the chivalry, 
the sense of justice, and the intelligence of the men of Cali- 
fornia, are voters as well as taxpayers. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I realize that these debates, so called, 
have no bearing whatever on the fate of this tariff bill. The 
bill was passed, in so far as this House is concerned, when the 
gnvel fell for the last time behind the closed and locked doors 
of the Democratic secret caucus room. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BarKiey] said in a very 
ingenuous way, at the beginning of his well-delivered address 
the other day, that he did not expect to change a single vote. 
Why, of course he did not. The gentleman sat in this same 
secret Democratic caucus, and of course he knew that no vote 
would be changed. 3ut I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that there 
was a time in the history of this Nation when within these 
very walls, and before the days of Cannonism or its successor, 
the Democratic caucus, men voted their convictions and states- 
men by arguments may have changed some votes on measures 
in this House. But that was long ago. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wi tts], in his speech, read 
a plank from the Democratic platform, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr Srrincer] also spoke of a platform pledge of the 
Progressive Party. The reading of platform pledges seems to 
be a popular thing, and I want to reread this section from the 
Democratic Baltimore platform: 

We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is intimately con- 
hected with the business of the country, and we favor the ultimate 


attainment of the principles we advocate by legislation that will not 
injure or destroy legitimate business. 


factories 


THE BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


I wonder if the gentlemen who framed this bill considered 
the growing of sugar beets a legitimate business. 

Is it a legitimate industry in which thousands of laborers find 
employment during the season in plowing, seeding, thinning, 
cultivating, irrigating, and harvesting a crop that pays about 
$2.000,000 for field labor in California annually? There is no 
other crop grown in a large way that pays so large a per cent 
of the gross income to the labor that produces it. The proposed 
reduction of the tariff means, of course, a lower price for the 
beet grower. It can mean nothing else, but there is absolutely 
no way by which the grower can reduce the cost of produc- 
tion, which is almost entirely labor. Because of our high per- 
centage of sugar, California could compete with the world if it 
were not for the high cost of labor. We pay three or four times 
as much for labor as they do in Germany and France. Beet 
culture has been a great factor in the reclamation of alkaline 
lands, and California has thousands of acres of such lands that 
can be utilized for the growing of sugar beets but are of very 
little value for other crops. After beets have been grown in 
such soil for a number of years the alkali is eliminated and 
the soil is suited for any agricultural purpose. This has been 
ainply demonstrated in many sections of my State. 

The citrus-fruit growers of California, many of whom are 
sturdy pioneers who, in the face of almost insurmountable 
difficulties, have spent years of toil in reclaiming lands sup- 
posed to be arid and valueless; who have spent time and money 
in bringing from the mountains water that would otherwise 
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run uselessly to the sea; and who by their thrift ana 
bave made that portion of America the beauty spot of 
world—they believe they are engaged in a legitimate indust 

And yet you gentlemen in your platform promised the ; 
of this Nation not to injure or destroy legitimate busines: 

I have listened to the debates on both sides of this Chas 
but I want to say that outside of the locked caucus » 
the Democratic Party and beyond the walls of this iH 
there is a waiting, expectant audience—the people of 
Nation. And they are not waiting to read the academic 
ments that are presented here; they are not waiting t 
the well-rounded sentences of these carefully prepar. 
dresses. They are watching and waiting to see the 
and the practical effects of this new tariff bill, The 
waiting for the redemption of your promise to make low 
cost of living. And let me say to you, gentlemen, tha‘ 
will not be brushed aside by the hedging statement m 
this floor that, of course, they must not expect the bh: 
of this bill to accrue to them at once. Oh, no; they m 
expect that, and they must wait until the big wholes:! 
has been stated on this floor, has unloaded his well-filled y 
houses into the smaller warehouses of the retailer, and 
turn has dumped these goods into the homes of the It 
taxpaying consumers; and then, perhaps, after that time. | 
may be another excuse offered. And let me say to yo 
they will not be content to wait one, two, or three 
Your orators and your candidates have gone up and dow 
length and breadth of this land promising an immediate re- 
duction in the cost of living, and these people are look to 
you for the promised relief, and woe betide the party, as : 
Members have so eloquently said, that fails to xeep its pro: 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

THE CITRUS FRUIT INDUSTRY, 


The world’s supply of lemons is produced in southern [ialy 
and in California; and Italy has a monopoly in supplying this 
product to all the countries in Europe, a monopoly in eastern 
Canada, and until recently it had a complete monopoly in the 
United States. But when the frost last winter destroyed the 
greater part of the crop in California the fruit importers’ 
trust in New York took advantage of California’s disaster snd 
misfortune and raised the price of lemons immediate): 
dollar a box. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The duty on citrus fruits has been lowered, apparently, 01 
theory that the reduction will give the eastern consumer 
cheaper lemons; at least that is the plea made by the lemon 
importer and the foreign exporter and those who have heen 
retained by both to secure a reduction in the duty. It is not a 
difficult task to show the fallacy of this assumption, but the 
citrus item has a far subtler influence behind it than a reduc- 
tion in the retail price of lemons. This citrus item has been 
systematically kept before the eastern people since 110 by 
those who have been retained to convince the people t! 
lower duty means cheaper lemons to the consumer. It ha 
pealed to the voter who formerly lived in Italy. Does 
Member of Congress think that the importers of lemo! 
New York and the exporters of lemons in Palermo are run! 

a charitable institution in the interest of the eastern consuive! 
The Fruit Importers’ Union of New York and the foreigi 
porters are not institutions of that kind. They are bu: 
men who want to be relieved of paying the duty, so that it | 
not act as a fixed charge against the wholesale price of the | 
That is the only reason why the importer has been willi 
bear the burden of such a campaign. Eleven importers co 
more than one-half of the lemons imported into the U! 
States, or one-fourth of all the lemons consumed in the | 
States. 

The orange industry in California represents an inves 
of $150,000,000. Ten thousand farmers are engaged in tlic 
ture of the fruit. Twenty thousand laborers are employ: 
rectly in the industry. One hundred and twenty-five thou 
people depend upon it, directly and indirectly, for a live!!! 
and, together with the lemon industry, it is the basis 0! 
stability of the banks, schools, churches, and other instil 
in the citrus districts of California. The California ora 
the only article of food of general consumption that ha- 
creased in price to the consumer in the last 20 years. 
citrus-fruit growers of California ask only that the diffe! 
in the cost of production at home and abroad be equi: 
They do not ask that the great difference in the cost of © 
portation be equalized. 

A TARIFF COMMISSION. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a proper downward revision 
of the tariff that - -ill equalize conditions of competition betw en n 
the United States and foreign countries, both for the farmer : id 
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nufacturer, and which shall maintain for labor 
. standard of living. 
regret that no opportunity will be afforded me to vote upon 

arate schedules of the present tariff bill 
nle of an income tux, but no opportunity will be giver 
te upon this proposition separately, and the iils that 
m this proposed revision of the tariff will, in my opinion, 
itweigh the benefits of an income 
eve that a tariff bill should be ba 
her than on the exigencies of a pol 
ring to perpetuate itself as the dominant party in Amer 
itics. The Democratic principle of 
1 theory that would destroy the pri 
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r with other members « 
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ir. ROBERTS of Nevada. 
is to make remarks that 
f the night, after you have listened to so many distin- 
| men; but being a sen of parents who crossed the Plains 
upon the great 
you to-night to voice my protest 
way, against the measure ) 
your statute books and which I believe will destroy prac- 
y every industry of the great State of Nevada. 

to-day forms the greatest district, 
standpoint, that there is in this Union. , 
reference to population, but I do say so with reference 
with reference to possibilities, and especially with refer- 
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r treaties, and I do not mean to inject this as 
ism, but I de as a warning say to you that I have great 
ration for the South, for the manner in which they have 
able to uphold the virtue and womanhood of this country 
and the dignity of the Caucasian race. I 
that respect; but I want to tell you that I, as 
im proud that the Republican Party, to which I belong, | 
's ever stood not only to protect the races of one country who | 
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ions and at important times in behalf of organized labor. | 
I want to tell you gentlemen that every wind that is wafted 
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of those countries who are only seeking an opportunity | 
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Ueman from California who has just preceded me can sub- | 
inte this—you can not buy a potato for your little children | 
rice of which is not fixed by the Japanese potato king at 
rkeley, in that great educational center. 
k, and that is a fact. 
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properly safeguarded. For that 
mow proposed of establishin 
for that 


I dis- 
g the various tariff 
No 


satis- 


reason 
reason alone have thus protested. 
yet adopted by proven 
the and by the present procedure never 
uld perhaps a tariff established by a tariff board 
to all the people, any more than a verdict of a 
ould be acceptable to all the people; but it would at least 
of foundation based upon judgment and 
the sectional objections I have heretofore men- 


> ever Congress has 
people, 
~. nor wi 


factory 


i e some 
ond from 
tioned 

Chis is the sixth time in the history of our Government when 
the majority Members of the House have sought to “cut out” 
the principles of protection. The first five times it 
failed and hard times, 
tion followed the experiment. If it does not fail this time 
I sincerely trust that it will not, but that marked prosperity 
will be the result of the legislation of the new administration— 
I will be agreeably surprised. Inasmuch you on the other 
side of this House are certain to pass tariff schedules without 
regard to the element of protection, I certainly wish you sue- 
s, for I am no blind partisan, and if the principles you advo- 
cate are the which will bring the greatest good to 
greatest humber of our countrymen, then will I, for one, meekly 
submit to the superiority of your judgment. 

The great trouble with tariff making has ever been that the 
interests of the people as a whole have been disregarded, and 
certain with sufficient “political pull” to get what 
they desired, regardless of the general welfare of our people, 
have succeeded in passing tariff measures calculated only for 
special interests. Whenever any system of tariff revision can 
be devised whereby favoritism to certain interests and localities 
will be abandoned and the interests of the whole people cared 
for, then will I support the measure. That was my reason for 
supporting a scientific, nonpartisan tariff board. 

The Tariff Board, however, for the time being is a thing of 
the past, and we can only strive to work for the general welfare 


sort 


free 


us 


ones 


localities 


as best we can, realizing our shortcomings and our weaknesses, as | 


have ever “cropped out ”’ under the present mode of procedure. 

Why, gentlemen, when the sugar schedule was up for re- 
vision at the last session of Congress my good friends from the 
State of Louisiana, and though loyal Members of the majority 
side of this House, came squarely out for the particular inter- 
ests of their particular section. Other Members of this House 
have done likewise for their sections, myself among the num- 
ber. You can not get away from it any more than you can from 
your own shadow on a sunny day. It is the everlasting bicker- 
ing, trading, and “back scratching” in the fixing of schedules 
that I detest. It has been the cause of all our “ top-heavy ” and 
‘ lopsided” tariff schedules since the beginning of this Govern- 
ment. 

For some time the political leaders on the majority side of 
the House have been looking for some term that will designate 
their doctrine other than tariff for revenue only, and have at 
last hit upon the euphonious words “ competitive tariff.” That 
may suffice for a time, but when the working people of this 
country find that it means a sort of “ free-for-all”’ competition 
with all the laboring classes on the face of the earth there 
will be a sudden change in the designation and some other 
high-sounding term used. Why not say free trade and be done 
with it? That is what you mean, but you do not dare come out 
openly and espouse it. You try to mislead the American people. 
I am a protectionist, and believe in it, and am not afraid to 
say so. 

You hear much talk about the high cost of living. 
versal. One of the chief causes is the barrier between the con- 
sumers and the producers. Our consumers are too far re- 
moved from the producers, both by distance and the interven- 
tion of middle men. Could the profits of the middle men be 
eliminated, the cost to the consumer would be lowered and the 
producer not injured. The farmer, while prosperous, is not 
getting it all. He is only getting what rightfully belongs to 
him. He deserves it, and I hope he continues to get the same 
prices under the present administration. You told him before 
election times would be better. He voted for you, and now it 
is up to you to make good. You told him you would give him 
cheap machinery, cheap farming implements, cheap sewing 
machines, and all sorts of good and useful utensils for farming. 
Your promises before election reminded me of “ pink pills for 
pale people ’—a veritable panacea for all the ills that flesh is 
heir to. Of course the farmer will not feel the effects of free 
foodstuffs from the four corners of the earth. Oh, no; not at 
all! His cheap implements will offset that. But let me tell 
you, gentlemen, the farmer will not only get less for his produce, 
but he will pay just as much for his machinery and implements. 
The importer and middle men will get the benefit, if anyone 
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does. The stock raiser will doubtless sing your praises 
interest you are taking in him. You will let in the 
herds from Canada and Mexico and South America 
besides, bring in free wool from Australia and 
That will be quite a boon to the sheepmen. 

In November of last year the people of the United si: 
into the hands of our Democratic brethren the reins of « 
ment, and for the first time in many, many years th 
separate and distinct branches of Government are of {| 
Did I say separate and distinet 


| and [ trust that they will ever remain so; but in these , 


strenuous life and political and commercial activity the: 


| too great a tendency to combine the executive. legis 


signally | 
disaster, business stagnation, and starva- 
—and | 
} direction 





judicial branches into one great semi executive, legis}: 
judicial branch and depart far from the fundamental 
upon which this Republic was based. We are movi 
of a monarchial form of Government thi 
failure to maintain the complete independence of the | 
partments of Government. 

Just as long as the consumers of this country ¢| 
lambs and lamb chops and calves and veal chops and 
pigs’ feet and squabs on toast will the herds and flocks «i 
and the prices of those table foods continue to incre 
can not kill off the young and keep up your herds :: 
The stock raiser finds more profit in the sale of the you 
in the sale of the old, and accordingly the market )p 
meat continues to soar. The areas of lands suitable fi 
raising is diminishing at an alarming rate. Much of 1! 
has been put into forest reserves and considerable of it 
into small farms for the culture of food cereals, and « 
lation is continually on the increase. In other words, | 
duction does not keep pace with the consumption, and «as 
that continues we can not hope for much relief as fa: 
high cost of living is concerned. Some of you say ope 
markets to the world and then the consumer ean obt 
foodstuffs cheaper. Yes; but what of the producer? It 
of recent years that the farmer has come into his own 
serves it. His life has been one of hardships and pri 
and through his efforts has our Republic flourished and 
gressed. ‘Take away his profits and you will hit at t! 
and sinew of the Nation. Perhaps you gentlemen on t! 
side of the House will reduce the cost of beefsteak. Y« 
us so before election, and we are willing to be shown, + 
those of us who do not come from Missouri. 

You told us particularly that we were being robbed 
corporations and that as soon as Congress could get to 
extraordinary session the greedy corporation plutocrats 
be sent to jail, and that clothes, shoes, boots, underwe:! 
foodstuffs-would come tumbling down, and that the wage 
wage earner would increase, and that the dinner pail he 
under the Republican administration would not half ho 
good things he could buy for the same money under ) 
ministration. 

But stop and listen; I hear a sound; 
It’s the butcher a chasing CHAMpP’s dawg around 

And the workingmen. They are breathlessly waiting for | 
increased wage scale and the corresponding reduction 
necessaries of life. Of course some of them are waiting ! 
at the pie counter, but even the price of pie and plunis ! 
been reduced to any perceptible degree. Perhaps that 
to the increased demand since the inaugural ceremonies 
any rate, brethren, the people have given you full power 
authority to do things. We will await your efforts. [Pu 
might venture a guess I will say right here that four years 
now you will hear a sound, and it will not be some one “ k 
CHAMP’s dawg around.” It will be the sound, steady tre 
millions of misled American voters on their way to the } 
repudiate your action in taking away from them the prosperity 
they are now enjoying. 

You have come into power by means of Catalysis, notwith- 
standing the fact that you have fallen heir to the largest ' - 
nues ever known in American history. On March 3, 115, te 
balance in the general fund amounted to $149,335,711.78. 


I] 


Your 
appropriations are increased $120,000,000 for the fiscal year ‘ nd- 
ing June 30, 1914. Never in American history has there been a 
more prosperous administration of Government affairs and 
never before have the opportunities of our citizens been bet ter. 
Republican statesmanship and far-sighted wisdom have 
wedded the Atlantic and the Pacific and brought into closet 
commercial relations the nations of the entire world; bas con- 
served for prosperity the natural resources of our country; uae 
reclaimed and improved millions of acres of arid lands ; has 
built up a great beet-sugar industry; has protected the farmer 
and manufacturer along legitimate lines, and leaves you as 
trustees of the greatest Nation on earth. What will you do = 
perpetuate our independent sovereignty? Will you down ti 


Ss 















ries of this country for experimental purposes? Or will 
mtinue the policies which have made them flourish? | 
hlican statesmanship preserved the Union and extended | 
lomain; has preserved for all time the Monroe doctrine and 
erties of the people of the South American Republics; has 
huilt up internal improvements, and preserved through trou- 
time the Constitution of our fathers—the liberties of | 
1.000.000 free men. 
republican statesmanship has settled our troubles without as 
1 as within; has increased our revenues, advanced the Na- 
long lines of progress, and made of our people—cosmo- | 
‘an though they be—the most free and independent people 
the face of the globe. Our farms are producing as they 
produced before; our mines are giving up their wealth 
poured into the channels of trade and commerce; our re- 
ns with foreign powers are of a friendly nature; our mills 
factories are working overtime; and our working classes 
receiving the highest wages on an average ever paid for the 





ssme class of work in this country or in any other country. 
Inventions are coming thick and fast, and the impossible is be- 
eoming the possible. Railroads are extending in all directions, 
rrban and interurban lines connect, and the farmer’s produce | 


rried to market directly from his door. Rural delivery and 

pacel post contribute to his success, and the American people 
ar making such advancement and enjoying a prosperity never 
before known in our history. 
nd yet, crazed by an overprosperous administration of na- 
t affairs and misled by what I believe to be unsound 
joctrine, systematically and skillfully preached from platform 
through the medium of the press, the executive and legis- 
e bronches of the Government has been changed, and men 
whose policies are directly opposite to our views are now in 
|. We accord to them lofty purposes and high ideals and 
col their intelligence, but condemn as unsafe and experi- 
mental their doctrine. The prosperity of this country and gen- 
eral good of the people are too important to be trifled with. 
But the people have willed it; have taken you at your word, and 
you must “ fish or cut bait.” It is a case of “ you'll be damned 
if you do and be damned if you don’t,” but in your deliberations 
here act the part of men, sound. reasonable, broad-gauged men, 
and legislate in the light of experience rather than in the dreams 
of theory. Theoretical doctrine plausibly preached may win 
votes enough to upset an administration, but it will not clothe 
the naked and feed the hungry. 

My friends of free-trade persuasion on this and the other side | 

aisle which separates the majority from the minority. 


_ 


of the 


power with an overwhelming majority in the House and a 


i | 
you are responsible to this country for your stewardship. if | 
your policies prove to be all that you claimed for them during the 
recent campaign, God help us protectionists; if they prove to be | 
otherwise, God help you and save the country. You came into 

| 
working majority in the Senate. You are all in perfect har- | 
mony. <A sort of love-feast feeling permeates your caucuses | 


and your deliberations. All, all, is harmony. But stop and | 
listen, you can not hear a sound, everybody's patting the “ dawg | 


na. 


aul 
‘The leader of the majority, that estimable gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr UNperwoop, has poured Standard Oil upon the 
troubled waters and doubtless abundant streams of revenue will 


gush forth. Our Democratic friends from the South and West 
will consent to free lemons, in the interest of peace and har- 
mony at home and in the interest of the foreign lemon growers 
abroad. Our friends from Louisiana will give up their pro- 
tect ve ideas concerning sugar and will bow to the will of the 
majority in the interest of harmony, and the Sugar Trust will 
sing a sweet requiem over the departed spirits of Democratic 
antagonism. 
Just ae and listen—you 
Everybody's loving each 
And, in conclusion, with apologies to the poet of Alabama, the 
Hon. Tuomas HEFuIN, and in the interests of harmony at home 
and abroad, I submit the following verses as appropriate for 
Singing at the next Democratic caucus: 
Take off the old tariff, let lemons in free; 
Look out for the fruit men of old Italee. 
Cut ont your beet sugar, let it come in free; 
Let 8 do all we can for our friend Germanee. 
lake it all off of lumber, and let it in free; 
Lend a hand to the axman in old Canadee. 
Take it off of rice, and let it come free: 
We must not forget John, the heathen Chinee. 
Take it off of laces, let cheap goods in free; 
It will give better wages to the brown Japanee. 
Let in your free boots and shoes; don’t you see 
It will raise the cheap wages across the blue sea? 
Take it all off of everything, let it all come in frees 
We must—if we fight ‘for it—have harmonee. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 


ean’t hear a sound— 
other around. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, when T first read the | is 
was introduced in the first instance, it seemed to me t | 
would desire considerable time in whieh to d uss both the 
principles of the bill and the items of the b d I fee) th 
same way now. But the time for debate was ted, and th 
demand was so great on this side of the Ho l did 1 
feel at liberty to ask preference over tli M ers who 
wished to discuss the bill as affecting the interes in their 
districts. 

But, after all, Mr. Chairman, what we say here fn rent 
interest to the country at large. What we say to 

| little; what we do will be the guide by which th ry 
judges us, and in the main what we do has all been settled by 
the Democratic caucus. We may talk and talk, but w 
bill becomes a law and people know its effects, then thi \ 
judge by the results, not by the prophecies. 

We believe on our side of the House, chastened perhaps in 
spirit by defeat, learning somewhat through experience, we 
believe in a scientific adjustment of the tariff, in the placing 


of tariff duties based upon information and not upon ignorance. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] We stand for a tariff com 


mission to learn facts, so that we know when we n tariff 
legislation. You, on the other side of the aisle, ad re tl 
you know better the facts already than you can learn through 
a commission to be selected for the purpose of obtaining in 
formation. We believe that when your law takes effect the 
country will learn that you are now ignorant on the je 
and the country will demand a party in power who profited by 
experience, learned the facts, and based a tariff upon s ‘ 
information. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

In theory, perhaps, in one sense, we are not so far apart. 
While you have, on the other side of the aisle, for years talked 
of a tariff for revenue only, I notice that in the speeches 
which have been made, and particularly the opening speech in 
the presentation of this bill to the House, there was little said 
about tariff for revenue but a great deal said about a compe i- 
tive tariff. Competitive tariff means what? It either nm 3 
that our industries are to be protected by tariff duties, so t 
foreign industries can only meet them in fair competition. or 
else it means that you propose that our capital and our labor 
and our factories shall meet the competition of cheap labor from 
abroad. That you do not dare to acknowledge to the world, 
you do not dare to acknowledge it in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been frequently said on the floor in 
this debate that nothing which could be said would affect ly 
provision in this bill, and I will be pardoned, after all these 
speeches of this character if I call attention to some provi 
sions of this bill, and while what I may say may not affect any 
amendment as to them in the House, yet it will b re to 
change the bill in one of its vital particulars befo 3 sent 
to the President of the United States for his approval. On 
page 207 of the bill, subsection 7 of paragraph J of 3, 
is this provision: 

That a discount of 5 per cent on all duties imposed by t t l 
be allowed on such goods, wares, and met idise ’ 
ported in vessels admitted to registration under t! of t l I 
States. 

Presumably that means what is says, and in ¢t! 
companying the bill the majority Members say this, referring 
to this paragraph: 

It is a discrimination in favor of American shipping 
provisions of some of the first tarif® bills that \ enacted 
Congress of the United States. Under like legislation t 
marine of the United States was encouraged and developed in t v 
decades of the last century until our merchant 1 ! the 
largest carrier of merchandise in the world We be ve that to tin 
discriminate in favor of American shipping will build up Pe hant 
marine and keep at home millions of dollars that are now ix paid 
to foreign vessels to carry the products of our country to foreign 


markets, 
A plain statement that the purpose of this section is to give 
a discrimination in favor of goods brought in American bottoms 


to the extent of 5 per cent. In other words, that if goods are 
brought in American bottoms under the provisions of this 
paragraph, duties will be not 100 per cent as fixed in the law, 
but 95 per cent of the duties fixed in the law. There is nothing 
in the bill there in reference to the treaties. Does th m 
mean anything? Is it the purpose of the law to have 100 per 
cent collected in any case? Does the discount apply only to 
goods brought in American bottoms? I yield for a reply from 
the other side of the House as to whether this provisi will 


apply to any goods except those brought in American bottoms. 
Will it or not? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the will 
yield sufficient time I will be very glad to answer the question. 
Mr. MANN. I will yield for a yes or no question, and that 
is all I can yield for. This is a simple proposition. Does it 
or does it not allow any goods to be brought in other bottoms 


gentleman 





-~ 


( 


AA 


than 
That is 


Ainerican bottoms to have the discount of 5 per cent? 
au simple proposition. It does not require an explana- 
tion. It requires only an answer—yes or no. Yet, under 
another paragraph of the same bill, we find this provision, 
being subsection 1 of paragraph J: 


J. Subsection 1. That a discriminating duty of 10 
valorem, in addition to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, 
1, and paid on all goods, wares, or merchandise which shall be 
imported in vessels not of the United States, or which being the pro 
duction or manufacture of any foreign country not contiguous to the 
United States shall come into the United States from such contiguous 


country. 


per cent ad 


collects 


I read only part of the paragraph. That is existing law—a 
discriminating duty of 10 per cent against goods brought in 
foreign bottoms, with this exception that I now read: 


But discriminating duty shall not to goods, 
merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United 
States entitled at the time of such importation by treaty or conven- 
tion or act of Congress to be entered in the ports of the United States 
on payment of the same duties as shall then be payable on goods, wares, 
and mevehandise imported in vessels of the United States. 


this apply wares, or 


In other words, if under the treaties goods brought in foreign 
bottoms are not entitled to pay only the same rate of duty as 
goods brought in American bottoms, then they must pay 10 per 
cent more than the amount fixed in the law. There is a 10 per 
cent discrimination against goods brought in foreign bottoms 
which are not entitled to come in at the same rate as goods 
brought in American bottoms. 

Under the provisions of this bill no goods brought in any bot- 
toms can pay 100 per cent of the tariff rates. It is either 95 
per cent, the rate fixed here for American bottoms, or else it 
is 110 per cent, the rate fixed for goods brought in foreign bot- 
toms, which do not enjoy the same rate as goods brought in 
American bottoms. That is care in making a bill. That was a 
brilliant thought. The gentleman in charge of this measure 
took an existing law, passed in the first place many years ago, 
providing for a discriminating duty of 10 per cent against goods 
brought in foreign bottoms, so that our country would be en- 
abled to force foreign countries to enter into treaties and con- 
ventions with us by which we and our vessels would have the 
same rights abroad as we were willing to grant here. And, 
finding that in the law, finding it had been effective, finding it 
had compelled every foreign country or maritime power to enter 
into conventions with us providing that goods brought in their 
vessels should pay the same rate of duty coming here as goods 
brought in our vessels and goods going abroad in our vessels 
and entering foreign countries should pay the same rate as 
goods in their own bottoms—finding that in the law, they then 
inserted the other provision that all goods brought in American 
bottoms should only pay 95 per cent, but these treaties that 
we have made provide also that goods brought in foreign 
vessels shall pay the same rate of duty as goods brought in 
American vessels, and if they do not pay the same rate of duty, 
then they pay 110 per cent of the tariff rate. Is it the inten- 
tion of the gentleman to administer and hold that this 5 per 
cent discriminating duty does not apply in favor of foreign 
vessels? If so, then the discrimination is not 5 per cent, but 
15 per cent. 

bo the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle, having pro- 
posed a 5 per cent subsidy, as they thought—and I use the 
term advisedly—subsidy to American bottoms, intend that 
they should apply a law to give 15 per cent of the subsidy to 
American bottoms? I have noticed, Mr. Chairman, in service 
in the House that it was sometimes well for gentlemen who 
prepare bills to read them. [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side.] In this case the gentlemen took the law on the 
statute books and repeated it in the bill without knowing or 
considering what it meant and added on another provision prac- 
tically in direct conflict with its terms or what they intended to 
provide in the second part of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the other side of the House, 
however, upon one provision in the bill, and that is the anti- 
dumping clause, a purely protective measure, intended for pro- 
tection and nothing else, flying in the face of every statement 
that they have made in the House about their desire to have 
goods cheaper for the consumer, a proposition to increase the 
tariff by protection. We believe in the principle of protection 
on our side of the House. We welcome a proposition which will 
prevent the dumping of foreign goods on American soil and 
driving out American industries and the cheapening of American 
labor. We would go further than you. You go one step toward 
protection in your antidumping clause. We are in favor of 
protecting Americans on American soil, of building homes on 
American soil, of having men work on American soil, of pro- 
ducing here the things which we use which we consume instead 
of going abroad and encouraging industries there. Mr. Chair- 
man, when tariff bills are before the House brought by the 
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Republican side of the House the inquiry of the House is 
new industries will be developed, what new manuf 
plants will be located, what new factories will be bui 
much will wages be increased, but when a tariff bill 
sented from the other side of the House no such 
made. 

The people are wondering now what factories wi)| 
mantled, what manufacturing establishments will be clos, 
much wages will be reduced, what industries will be 
We leave that to be settled by what comes, hoping on bi 
the country as against party advantage that disaster W 
overtake us, that prosperity will continue, but fe: ring 
light of experience and common knowledge we will ag.j; 
the blessings of adversity. [Loud applause on the Reyy) 
side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it is always a | 
for me to listen to the remarks of the distinguished leade; 
Republican Party, but it was peculiarly a pleasure for 
listen to him to-night. Here is a great revenue measur 
organization of the financial system of our Government. 
leader of the party that has been in power for the last 1(; y 
chargeable with the erection of two great tariff pills 
country, sticks in the bark, leaves the substance of {| 
alone, and is captious about his criticism of the non 
administrative features of a bill. Why, my friend from 
does not know the distinction between for and aguzuinst. 
overlooked the fact that the provision in paragraph J 
refers to is to protect this country against discrimin 
foreign nations, discriminations that are erected by a 
land, and that section 7 of paragraph J is a discrimi: 
duty given by this country to its own ships and in fayo: 
own ships. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

It is not a subsidy, but it is a subvention. The gm 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] since I have been a Member 
House voted for a ship subsidy that was a discriminati 
favor—— 

Mr. MANN. Vill the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield; I have only 10 mi: 

Mr. MANN. I did not know that the gentleman had an) 

I think the gentleman ought to yield, as long as he is mak 
statement about me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. I may vote for a ship-subsidy bill, altl 
never have done so yet. The gentleman is as accurat: 
that as he is about other things. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman may not have bi 

Mr. MANN. I was here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But his party was in favor of the s| 
subsidy, and that was in favor of American shipping, us 
provision is, and there was not one line in that bill re) 
the part the gentleman refers to in the present bill. Thi 
man from Illinois was unable at that time to discover tl 
discrimination he points out to-day. As I said before, the | 
difficulty with my friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is that 
has never been able to discover the distinction between for 
against. 

But I have one word to say in conclusion. My friends 
side of the House, in either political party that represen! 
minority, have been chargeable with the tariff legislati: 
this country for the last 16 years. You sat in the Repu! 
Congresses, or your Representatives did; you 
White House, or your Presidents or standard bearers did, 2 
as long as you remained in power you were not willing to 
fess your own ignorance that you confessed to-day. You wrote 
the Dingley bill without a tariff board. [Applause on the Deno- 
cratic side.] You wrote and signed the Payne bill without a 
tariff board. [Applause on the Democratic side.| It was ony 
when the people of the United States had repudiated you d 
driven you from power that, on your bended knees, you © 
before this House and confessed your own ignorance and y' 
own legislative inability to write a revenue measure that was 
just and honest to the American people. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] And, more than that, you plead for a tariff bo: rd 
to-day. I want to challenge you to leok into the hearings tia 
were held when this bill was before the Ways and Means Cont 
mittee and find for me a manufacturer in the weol or © 
iron and steel schedules that was willing to uphold the 
Board appointed by your own party when it came down 
particular schedule in which he was interested. In every 
stance where they appeared before the committee and th y 
asked if they agreed with the findings of your Tarifl 
they repudiated it. [Applause on the Democratic side wif 

Now, you are proud of the fact that you write your tam 
bills for the great manufacturing interests of the country « ™ 
not for the people. But those you wrote them for—the mau'r 
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} ¢g interests of this country—have repudiated the last} Also, a bill (11. R. 42854) to authorize the board of eounty 
Board you appointed. You appointed a tariff commis- | commissioners of Okanogan County, Was! to construct } 
iSS3. That commission reported in favor of a low tariff, | maintain a bridge across the © n River at or near thi 
vour Republican Congress, because it did report in favor | town of Malott; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
w tariff, repudiated the action of your own commission. | Commerce. 
ause on the Democratic side.] You know as well as I} By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (IL. R. 4855) 1 to entrie 
ow that if this bill becomes a law, as it will, and stays on the | on the public lands; to the Con: ter « the ] Lends 
~atute books for four years, and you should by some ill fate | Also, a bill (H. R. 4356) to authorize the e of ent 
i ay happen to the American people be returned to power, pieces, and for other purposes; to the Commitiee on C 
u | never wait for a tariff board to investigate in order | Weights, and Measures. 
neal the bill. You would throw a tariff board to the winds By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 4857) to provide the 
come back in here with your ill-conceived ideas of a tariff | spection of any parcel sent by ail which ¢ 
sion, and once more walk into your committee and allow | plants, trees, shrubs, nursery stock, grafts, scions, peach. } 
ereat manufacturing interests of the United States to dic- | almond, or the pits of other fruits, cotton seed, or veg 
the terms of the bill to you. [Applause on the Democratic | at point of delivery in any post office of the United States t 
side.]| You would do that in the future as you have always done requests such inspection and where the requisite inspectors e 
n the past. I am not surprised that you confess your own | provided by the States to perform such service; to the Con 
norance in the writing of a tariff bill and of necessity claim | mittee on Agriculture. 
il others are equally as ignorant. Why should you not By Mr. BEALL of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 4858) 
no ignorant? You have never attempted to learn the art. It | to define the true intent and mening of section 48 of the act 
never been necessary for you to learn the art. When the} of August 28, 1894, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
time came to write the bills you called in the beneficiaries of | on Ways and Means. 
vour acts, the great manufacturers of this country, and they told | By Mr. WITHERSPOON: A bill (1H. R. 4859) to prevent the 
vou how much they wanted and you put it in the bill. [Appiause | desecration of the flag of the United States of America: to ¢! 
on the Democratic side. ] | Committee on the Judiciary, 
Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (HH. R. 4360) authorizing the Se« 
fhe motion was agreed to. retary of the Treasury to sell the present post office and site 
\ccordingly the committee rose; and Mr. CLINE having as- | thereof in Jersey City; to the Committee on Public Bu 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Garrett of Ten- | and Grounds. 
nessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 4884) to create an inter 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under | state trade commission, and for other purposes; to the Com 
consideration the bill H. R. 3321, a bill to reduce tariff duties mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
d to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- | By Mr. GARDNER: Memo of the General Court of Mas 
es, and had come to no resolution thereon. | sachusetts, relative to an amendment to the Constitution of the 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | United States prohibiting the practice of polygamy; to 1 
the permanent Recorp, wherever it appears that I have | Committee on the Judiciary. 
elded time to any gentleman, the amount of time shall not be | By Mr. THACHER: Memorial of the General Court of M: 
stated. sachusetts, relative to an amendment to the Constitution of the 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that that include everybody. | United States prohibiting the practice of polygamy; to the Cou 
Mr. GARDNER. I ask that that include not only time yielded | mittee on the Judiciary. 
by me, but time yielded by everyone. —_—_—. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- cite a alate ; ‘ iliac — - 
setts asks unanimous anna that wherever it appears that PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
time has been yielded by any person in this debate having Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills d resolution 
trol of the time, that the amount of the time sball not be | were introduced and severally referred as follows 
ted | By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (HL. R. 4361) granting a pension to 
Mr. GARDNER. In the permanent Recorp. Herbert Montgomery; to the Committee on Vensions 
Mr. MANN, I shall not object, although I would rather have | By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 4362) granting a pension 
e time yielded to me stated. to Thomas Glynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. | Also, a bill CH. R. 43863) grantin pension to Lucey A. W 
vetin. ot Atenas ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Ta ata | By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 4564) granti 1 inere 
Mr. SLeMP, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of | of pension to James B. Wilkinson; to the Commiitee on Den 
absence for three days, on account of illness. sions. 
ADJOURNMENT. | Also, a bill (i. R. 4365) granting a pension to John H. O; 
| perman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do | Also, a bill (H. R. 4366) granting a pension to Sarah It ht 
how adjourn. | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
rhe motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 28 Also, a bill (H. R. 4867) for the relief of Benjamin R. Buifling 
tes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday, April 29, | ton; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
915, at 11 o'clock a. m. Also, a bill (H. R. 4368) for the relief of Henry FE. Th 
a to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. | ey er. BS oe See: & ee C.D. Sone) STaDiNg A pet 
to George L. Mickle; to the Committee on DPensions 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- Also, a bill (H. R. 4370) granting t¢ t Hol 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 4348) to establish a school | Also, a bill (H. R. 4371) granting a pension to Het Neff ; 
of agriculture at the Chilocco Indian School, in Oklahoma; to | to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
tie Committee on Indian Affairs. | Also. a bill (H. R. 4872) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
an Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois (by request) : A bill (H. R. Boetticher: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
ae to amend the laws relating to patents for designs; to the | Also. a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to Mary Me 
mimittee on Patents, | Gregor: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 4350) directing the Secre- Also. a bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension to A > 
tary of the Treasury to prepare designs and estimates for and | y,,. ae Sa Berea tn eerie, he . a , 
report cos cae ad rae : aah Farber: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
report cost of a national archives building in the District of 4] a bill (H. R. 4375) granting an incre: ne 
Columbia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | ,.*' tae i e h Co init? eae le egg — 
_ By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 4351) to regulate detached service | 220 Gish; to the Committee on Pensions. 
| the line of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ Also, a bill CH. R. 4376) granting an pe a 
By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4352) to pro- | Samuel Douglass; to the Committee Lt = om 
vide old-age pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (CH. R. 4007) granting an ni ue 
_By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 4353) authorizing the | Rufus H. Slaymaker; to the Committee o dP 
Secretary of the Interior to grant further extensions of time | Also, a bill (HL. R. 4875) granting an increase of pension t 
Within which to make final proof on desert-land entries in the | John Herndon; to the Committee on In dT , 
county of Grant, State of Washington; to the Committee on the | Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) granting incre » of pen rt 
Public Lands. Phebe A. Deming; to the Committee on In 1 Ven 
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By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 4380) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kdward D. Hamilton; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 4381) granting an increase of 
pension to James Marshall; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
BOS. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (CH. R. 4382) granting a pension to 
Odillion ©. Shupp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

by Mr. WALLIN: A bill (H. R. 4383) granting an increase 
of pension to John Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

The SPHAKER (by request): Petition of Alb. Buscher 
against the income-tax section in House bill 10, relative to 
mutual life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also (by request}, petition of sundry citizens of Hawaii, 
against reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of Arthur E. Bisberg, of St. Louis, 
Mo., favoring an amendment to the income-tax provision taxing 
mutual life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
“nnd Means, 

Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., 
against the duty on wheat, oats, etc.; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the city council of Buffalo, 
N. Y., against the revision of the tariff schedules affecting 
milling, packing, and other industries of Buffalo; to the Coim- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

hv Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
4, Cincinnati, Ohio, against admission of cigars free from 
Philippine Islands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of John A. Miller, Lottie Craig, 
and William Craig, of West Lafayette; G. C. Parrill and Charles 
KE. Merrick, of Newark; Glenn W. Foster, of Coshocton; George 
G. Koegler, of Loudonville; and John Mertz, of Smithville, Ohio, 
against the inccme-tax section in House bill 10; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ¢ 

By Mr. BURNEIT: Petition of T. J. Christopher and 3 other 
citizens of Glass and Boaz, Ala., protesting against including 
mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of sundry citizens, insurance com- 
panies, and other corporations of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting 
against including mutual life insurance companies in the in- 
come-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Albertype Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting 
against the proposed tariff on gelatin-printed pictures, post 
cards, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Ff. Meyer Boots & Shoes Co., Milwaukee, 
Wis., protesting against the removal of the duty on boots and 
shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Skirt Manufac- 
turers’ Association, Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against placing 
wool on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. O. Myers, Charles H. Tesch, and 3 other 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of legislation 
prohibiting the importation of plumes and feathers of wild 
birds for commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Skirt 
Manufacturers’ Association, of Cleveland, Ohio, against the duty 
of 35 per cent on finished clothing; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of G. B. Desatenk and Henry Schade. against 
the income-tax section in House bill 10, relative to mutual life 
insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of M. K. Gurtvood and Lillie Ahrens, of New 
York, N. Y., favoring the clause prohibiting importation of 
aigrettes, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring 
an amendment to the income-tax provision taxing mutual life 
insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Adelaide Kemsey and Mary Irwin, of New 
York, N. Y., against placing bibles on the free list; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of the Baffalo Chamber of Commerce of Buffalo, 
N. Y., against the duty on wheat, oats, ete.; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


’ 
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sy Mr. DYER: Petition of 26 citizens of St. Tonic 
testing against including mutual life insurance conan, 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Moen; 

Also, petition of the National Business League , 
Chicago, Ill., favoring the passage of House bill 172 
enactment of an adequate consular law; to the (xo 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. y 
against admitting wheat, flour, meats, etc., free of 4 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the King Brinsmade Mercantile Co.. s 
Mo., favoring the passage of legislation for the impro., 
the railway arbitration law; to the Committee on the I 

Also, petition of the W. T. Ferguson Lumber (Co.. s; 
Mo., favoring the passage of legislation making an appro 
for the continuance of the Commerce Court: to the « 
on Appropriations 

Also, petition of the Citizens’ Industrial Association. o¢ 
Louis, Mo., protesting against the passage of House }j 
exempting labor organizations from the provisions of the s), 
man Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of sundry citizens of the s; 
Wisconsin, favoring an amendment to the income-tax pr 
taxing mutual life insurance companies; to the Comm 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the National Business League of A; 
favoring retention in the Consular Service officials of eff 
ete.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Progressive Party of Hawaii, ag 
the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee oy | 
and Means. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Ohio, against the reduction of duty on glass and g¢! 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Int: 
Union, against free trade with the Philippine Isl: 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. B. R. Bulkley and other 
Beverly, Mass., favoring repeal of the clause in th 
Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping fro 
ment of tolls, ete.; to the Committee on Interstate and | 
Commerce. 

3y Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of sundry citizens of 
third congressional district of New York, agains 
mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax 


| Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Buffalo Chamber of Comme! 
falo, N. Y., against the duty on wheat, oats, etc.; 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the twenty-thir 
sional district of New York, against the placing of L‘b 
free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of sundry citizens of New Je 
protesting against including life insurance compa 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and M« 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of sundry citizens of W 
N. Y., protesting against the placing of paper on the f! 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the William Wrigley, jr., Co., Chic 
protesting against the proposed increase of duty on cli 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Ski! 
facturers’ Association, Cleveland, Ohio, protesting aga 
ing wool on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and M 

Also, petition of the National Business League ol! 
relative to improving the efficiency of the consular ser) 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Progressive Party of Honolulu, Ii:\ 
protesting against the removal of the duty on sugar; | 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Local No. 15 of the International Brot 


hood of Paper Workers, Fulton, N. Y., protesting against the 


removal of the duty on paper; to the Committee on \\ 
Means. 


j 


aus 


Also, petition of the Oswego Chamber of Commerce, (swer®, 


N. Y., protesting against any reduction of the duty ' 
wheels; to the Committee on Ways and Meuns. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY : Petition of Charles Matteson 
bald C. Matteson, William J. Brown, Henry W. Roth. J 
Crum, Lonis Swift, Harry F. Miller. and Thomas lea) 
dence, R. L., favoring the passage of legislation exeui)'(!! 
insurance funds from taxation; to the Committee on Ways © 
Means. 


nd 
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\ petition of Arthur Boucher, H. N. Gartier. Holden ©. | 
H frank E. Chafee, John H. Hawbly, Charles Matteson, and 
\rchibald Matteson, Providence, R. L, and Arnold Schaer, War- 
‘ i. L.. protesting against including mutual life insurance in 
‘ ome-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
<o, petition of the Atlantic Mills, Charles K. Hancock & Co., 
Mosberg Wrench Co., Brown & Sharpe Co., and Theodore Ioster 


rros. Co., Providence, R. I., protesting against the passage of 
pvislation exempting labor organizations from the provisions of 
sho Sherman Antitrust Act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


iB . Martin and other citizens of Chelsea, West Somerville 
Winthrop. and Everett, Mass., favoring repeal of the clause in 
‘ Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping 
fi payment of tolls, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and | 
y gn Commerce. 

By Mr ROGERS: Petition of E. C. Colman and other citi- | 

s of Woburn, Mass., favoring repeal of the clause in the 
Pat ma Canal act exempting American coastwise shipping 


from the payment of tolls, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate 
i Foreign Commerce. 
Ry Mr. SCULLY: Petition of Henry E. Ayres, Thomas J. 
Sweeney, and other citizens of New York, protesting against 
ling mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax 
hill: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
{lso, petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Skirt Manu- 


facturers’ Association, Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against plac- | 
¢ wool on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 


Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union of Amer- 
Chicago, IL, protesting against admitting Philippine tobacco 
i cigars free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the William Wrigley, jr., Co., Chicago, I1., 
protesting against the proposed increase of duty on chicle; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


» 


By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of Carrol Lewis Maxey and 
other citizens of western Massachusetts, favoring the repeal 
f the clause in the Panama Canal act exempting American 


coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union favoring passage of legislation 
relative to the closing of the gates of the Panama Exposition 
on Sunday; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 


sitio! 


Also, petition of the Political Study Club, of Ithaca, N. Y., | 


favoring legislation conferring the right of suffrage on women; 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Bronston Bros. & Co., of New York, N. Y., 
tive to the straw-hat industry; to the Committee on Ways 

and Means, 

Also, petition of the George Urban Milling Co., of Buffalo, 
N. Y., against the duty on wheat, oats, etc.; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Primos Chemical Co., of Primos, Pa., 
against the reduction of the tariff on metal and alloys; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cornell Equal Suffrage Club, of Ithaca, 


it 


N. Y., favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States giving women suffrage; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of the thirty-seventh congres- 


sional district of New York, protesting against including mutual 
life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of citizens of the thirtieth district 
of New York, favoring an amendment to the income-tax pro- 
vision taxing mutual life insurance companies; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension 
to John Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of W. G. Van Name, favoring retention of provi- 
Sion prohibiting the importation of the skins and plumage of cer- 


tain birds in tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. WILDER (by request): Petition of Rey. Emanuel C. 
Judkins and 
other citizens of Barre, and Frederick Foodick and citizens of 
Fitchburg, all of the State of Massachusetts, favoring the re. 
peal of the clause in Panama Canal act exempting American 
coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls, etc.; to the Com- 


Ch 


riton and other citizens of Brookfield, C. L. 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Buffalo Cham- 
ber of Commerce, of Buffalo, N. Y., against the duty on wheat, 


oats, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts (by request): Petition | 
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| 
Also, petition of employees of the Moehle Lithograp! C of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., against the reduction of the duty on 
| graphed articles; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
|} America, against free trade with the Philippine Islands: to th 
| Committee on Ways and Menns 
| Also, memorial of the Nations! Business League of America. 
favoring the retention in the consular service those offi s of 
efficiency, etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Affa 
Also, memorial of sundry citize) of Shelby, N. ¢ gains 
duty on monzonite and thorium; to the Com CO Wary 


j}and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, April 29, 1913. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fe 
lowing prayer: 
|} OQ Thou, source of all our longings, hopes, and aspirat 


strengthen our arm of faith that we may draw nearer to The« 


be inspired with brighter hopes, a warmer, purer love for The 
and our fellow men; that selfishness may depart, evil cease 
| and brotherly love prevail; that godliness may enrich the heart, 
| the home, society, the Nation; that the world may be a better 
| dwelling place for all classes and conditions of men, to the 
| glory and honor of Thy holy name. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
| approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to coi 
| rect a statement of mine in the Recorp of yesterday's pro 
| ceedings, in the closing of the tariff debate. In the crush 
| attendant on the closing of the tariff debate last night I seem 
| to have permitted a lapsus linguie, or more strictly speaking a 
|“ lapsus pencilibus.” I spoke of the noble and generous J 
Addams as desiring pensions for all persons. I meant, instend, 
| to refer to the Member from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ketiy}], who 
| only yesterday introduced a bill to provide old-age pensions of 
| $10 each for all persons over 65 years. 
It was not my desire to criticize either Miss Addams or the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ketiy], but to show that 
| they, in connection with Vice President Marsmati; forme: 
President Roosevelt; the Indusirial Workers of the World 
| leader, Bill Haywood; and the food poisoner, Ettor, are all 


striving—each with different motives—for the great brotherhood 
of man, but each one setting back this movement thousands of 
| degrees. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


print in the Recorp a resolution passed by the city council of 
the city of Tacoma, one of the largest and most po} 
lof the State of Washington, on the government ownership of 
telegraphs and telephones. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr 
BRYAN] asks unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp 
the paper which he sends to the Clerk’s desk. Is 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the resolution referred to: 


uulous cities 


there obi 








Resolution 6129 
Whereas the telegraph and tel: ne ire ever-incere ing I 
sities; and 
Whereas these services could be more certainly and more fail ren 
dered under a system of government ownership of these utilitic 
Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the city council of the city of Tacoma, That it is th 
judgment of the council that the time is ripe for the acquisition of the 


utilities by the Government of the United States, and that the Congr 
be urged take the 


lof the United States to necessary steps for the 
| establi hment of a Federal telegraph and telephone system rend I 
| a local and interstate service like the Post Office Department; and be 
| it further 
} Resolved, That the city clerk send copies of this resolution to the 
Senate and the House of Representatives and to the Senator and 
| Representatives from the State of Washington 
April 16, 1913. Adopted on roll call: Yeas 5, nays 0, absent 0 
W. W. Seymour, Mayor. 
Attest: 
Homer H. Epwarops, City Clerk 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS, 


The SPEAKER. 
be sworn in? 


Are there any Members here who desire to 





(Dp 


AAS 


CON? 


f New Yor 
> onth of office. 


hy 


DLRWOOD ir. Speaker, I 
nico ti ( ? ttee of the Whole 
on for the further consideratic 
iff bill 


be tari 


move that the House 
House on the 
the Un n of the bill H. Rh. 
ol Was agreed to 

the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
bill (HL BR. 3821) to redu iff duties and to 
ie for the 
rerr of Tennessee in 


The House is in 


din ly 


crovernment 


the cha 
Com! Whole 
» of the Union for the further consideration 
i—the tariff bill. By previous order 
debate on this bill is concluded, an he 
iN for amendment under the ru 
read as follows: 


ittee of the 


> at 
ot the 


Clerk 


5321) to reduce tariff duties 
the Government, and for 
l, etc., That on and after 
ept as otherwise specially p ! f I 118 
collected, and paid upon 
ntry into the Unit 


revenue 


x the 
is act, there 
nported from 
d States or into any of possessions 
*hilippine Islands and the islands miam and Tutuila) 
duty which are by the schedules and paragraphs of the 
f this section prescribed, nam« 
DUTIABLE LIS4 
icals, oi ‘ 
pourd ; 


mnd: llic 


5 { s it per 
mic acid, nts per | 


d for per pound; 
acid, 1 cents per pound; 


oxalic acid. 2 : 4 r pound: pyro- 
cid, 10 cents per pound; salicylic aci “ ts per pound; 

cid and tannin, 4 cents per pound; tartaric acid, 3 ents per 

all other acids and acid anhydrides not specially provided 

ction, 15 per cent ad valk 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
out the last word. 

On last Saturday evening, in the few of time allotted 
me, I made the fact that Thomas Jefferson 
Was a protectionist, and made some quotations from his mes- 
sages and writings. Yesterday I was asked by gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber if I could give the references. I am 
very glad to do it. 

I read from the History of the Protection Laws, by R. W. 
Thomson, chapter 14, page The first passage I shall read 
gives the views of Mr. Thomson himself. He says: 

“The discussions which preceded and were called forth by 
the tariff low of 1816 were not confined to Congress alone, but 
became general throughout the country on account of the great 
public satisfaction felt at the result. Mr. Jefferson was then 
in retirement at his home in Virginia, but his interest in 
mutte concerning the general welfare was not abated on 
account of his declining years, as is shown by his celebrated 
letter, written in 1816, to Benjamin Austin, wherein he pro- 
fessed himself as continuing to be the exrnest friend of the 
protective system. His observations and experience had _ thor- 
oughly matured his judgment, and the occasion enabled him to 
reaffirm the principles he had avowed during his Presidency. 
In this letter he said: 

“* Compare the present state of things with that of 1785, and 
say whether an opinion founded in the circumstances of that 
day can be fairly applied to those of the present. We have 
experienced what we then did not believe—that there exists 
both profligacy and power to exclude us from the field of in- 
tere] with other nations; that to be independent for 

life we must fabricate them for ourselves. We 
now place the manufacturer by the side of the agrieul- 
turist. The former question is suppressed, or, rather, assumes 
anew form. The grand inquiry is now, Shall we make our own 
comforts, or without them at the will of another nation? 
He, therefore. who is now against domestic manufactures must 
be for red 
clothed in £ 


rem. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
moments 


some reterence to 


> 
wt. 


ange 
comforts of 
ni 


£o 


} 


ws and to live like wild beasts in 
erns. I am proud to say I am not of them. Experience has 
taught me that manufactures are now as necessary to our inde 
pendence as te our comfort, 
different opinion will keep pace with me in purchasing nothing 
foreign where an equivalent of domestic 
without 
fault if we do not have a supply at home equal to our demand 
and wrest that wenpon of distress from the hand that has so 
long wantonly violated it.’ 

“So thoroughly imbred was Mr. Jefferson's mind with these 
Sentiments and so ardent was he in his friendship for the sys- 
tem of protection that during the next year, 1817, he substan- 


dens and cav- 


fabric can be obtained. 
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appeared before ! 


| ter tion to home n 


and for other purposes, | 


for j 
| by the late immense importations, but 
passage | 


petition of ours in our own markets.’’ 


| Jefferson, James Monroe, James Md son 


per | 
la free 
for | 

| my remarks quotations from the annual messages 


| of those and other distinguished statesmen to show 
| were protectionists. 


cing us either to a dependence on that nation or be | 





| the men who formulated our glorious and splendid Const! 


‘4 
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tially repeated them in another letter written to Mr 
Simpson, who had forwarded to him a pamphlet wl 
anufactures wes udvoecated., 
‘I have read with great satisfaction the eloquent | 
you were so kind as to send to me, and sympathize 
line of it. I was once a doubter whether the labor of 
tivator, aided by the creative power of the earth j 
not produce more than that of the manufacturer ai 
assisted by the dead subject on which he acted: in ot 
whether the more we could bring into action of the 
our boundless territory in addition to the labor of « 
the more would be our gain. But the inventions of 
times by labor-saving machines do now as much for t} 
facturer as the earth for the cultivator. Experienc 
proved that mine was but half the question. The oth 
whether dollars and cents are to be weighed in the sea! 
real independence. The question is then solved, at 
as respects our wants. 

“*T much fear the effects on our infant est; 
(manufactures) of the policy avowed by Mr. Bro: 
quoted in the pamphlet. Individual British merchants 
British co 
manufactures in the mass will gain by beating down | 


fe the 


I 
»] 


1eT 


‘ 


Mr. Chairman, I want to say that Washington, Jol; 
, Andrew J 
James Buchanan were all protectionists. John C. ¢ 
first was also a protectionist, but in later years was a f1 
But I have no hesitancy in saying that if John C. ¢ 
living to-day he would be a protectionist. 

I want to add that in the first instance Daniel We! 
trader, but after the tariff act of 1824 and f 
time on to his dying day he was a protectionist. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to insert in the Recon: 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan ; 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by 
the matters indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The messages and writings referred to are as fi 

First PROTECTION PreRTOD—1789 1816 
SAMUEL W. SMITH. The first subject di 


TO 


Mr. 


| the First Congress was the tariff question, and fron 


to this it has been the one subject that has never by 
settled. Many subjects of great national importan 
discussed and settled in the intervening years, but 
was never a more live and inspiring question than it 
very hour. 

It is well known that the first thing to be done by 
Congress was to regulate the form of the oath to be 
officials and that it was merely formal, but the first 
Congress affecting the conntry was the act establishing 
tive tariff, passed and signed by George Washington Jul) 

The discussion lasted for a long peried of time 
participated in by some of the most eminent men of 
and I am giad to say that as a result of their delil 
they passed a tariff act in the interest of protection and 


| ““revenue only,” for in the preamble to the act occurr 


words: 
“ Whereas it is necessary for the support for the Govet 
for the discharge of the debt of the United States, and f 


| encouragement and protection of manufacturers that d 
the | 


laid on imported goods, ete.: Therefore be it enacted, 
ferth. 

It may be remarked in passing that a large majority 
First Congress were farmers, but they saw the necess 
encouraging and protecting manufacturers. Why? |! 
that they might be free from servile and dangerous de}) 
upon foreign nations for the arms, the implements of ! 
and other machinery needed for their safety, protect! 
independence, as have been pointed out by Charles ¢ 

James Madison, 


Rufus King, Fisher Ames, and othe 


| characters that participated in those deliberations. 
und if those who quote me as of | 


It wil! thus be seen that the doctrine of protection to 


| manufactures—to hume products—was coevil with our |! 
| organization. 
regard to any difference of price, it will not be our | 


It had its enemies then as now, and ever w 
many of them being made up from the importer, the i 
and those who symphatize with them, preferring t 
manufactures, capital, and labor abroad rather than 


» ce 


| country; but of all the men who took a prominent part 


legislation of that hour and made the Revolution a success, *! d 


and secured its adoption by the several States, all these \: ted 














e protective tariff bill and rejoiced when it became a law, 
do in this day and age who want to encourage home in 
encourage the farmer, and see that the laborer is given 

ge six days in the week. 

OPINIONS OF PRESIDENTS AND OTHERS. 

be interesting to recall that five of these leading men 
President while the law of 1789 remained on our 
and it may be interesting as well as prefitable to 
these great men thought of protection te home 


ures. 


OK, 


GEORGE WASHINGTON. 

his first annual message, speaking of our Nation A 
people,” be said: “Their safety and interest require that 

ey promote such manufactures as tend te render them inde 

t of others for essentials, particularly military supplies.” 

s seventh annual message he shows that “our agricul 

commerce, and manufactures presper beyond examples,” 

e tariff law of 1789. “ Every part of the Union displays 
tions of rapid and various improvement and with burden 
cht as scarcely to be perceived. Is it too much to say that 
country exhibits a spectacle of national happiness never 
assed if ever before equaled?” 
t this a splendid tribute by the Father of our Country 

. first protective tariff act? 

In his eighth and last annual message, Washington said: 

gress has repeatedly, and not without success, directed 

attention to the encouragement of manufactures. The 

is of teo much consequence not to insure a continuance 

their efforts in every way which shall appear eligible.” 
JOHN ADAMS. 

Our second President, in his last annual message, referred to 
our economic system and congratulated the country upon the 
great prosperity then existing, and added: “I observe with 

uch satisfaction that the product of the revenue during the 
present year has been more considerable than during any former 
period 

“ This 


ne f 
irces of 


as 


VW 


f 
Ul 


result affords conclusive evidence of the great re- 
the country and of the wisdom and efficiency of 
e measures which have been adopted by Congress for the 
protection of commerce and preservation of the public credit.” 
THOMAS JEFFERSON. 


I have already quoted at some length from Thomas Jefferson, 
third President, but I want to add the following. In the 
ssage sent to Congress by Jefferson on December 15, 1802, 
rives approval to the protection of manufactures in the fol- 
lowing language: 

“To cultivate peace, maintain commerce and navigation, and 
nect manufactures adapted to our circumstances, etc., sTe 





nr 


the landmarks by which to guide ourselves in all our relations.” 
rhomas Jefferson was one of the great defenders of the 
American system. 
In 1809 he wrote to Thomas Leiper, of Philadelphia, as 


follow Bs 


to the extent of our own consumption, at least in all articles 
of which we raise the raw material. On this the Federal papers 


iad meetings have sounded the alarm of the Chinese policy, | 


destruction of commerce, ete. This absurd hue and cry has 
contributed much to federalize New England; their doctrine 
sees to the sacrificing agricuiture and manufactures te com- 
merce, to the calling all our people from the interior country 
to a seashore to turn merchants, and to convert this great agri- 
cultural country into a city of Amsterdam. But I trust the 
00d sense of our country will see that its greatest prosperity 
Grpends on a due balance between agriculture, manufactures, 
aid commerce,” 
JAMES MADISON. 

fourth President, recognized as “the father of the Con- 
. .’ in a special message to Congress May 23, 1809, said: 
It will be worthy of the just and provident care of Congress 


Our 


st 
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la climate aud soil 
“T have lately inculcated the encouragement of manufactures | 


\' a 

Our fifth President, in his inauveural. snid Ou ! 
facturers will likewise require the sy na 1 ¢ 
care of the Government Possessing as we do all W 
materials, the fruit of our own and rl ry, W "yt 
not to depend, in the de gree we hay chon on srpptlic from 
other countries. Fqually important is it to provi at | a 
market for our raw materials, as by extending the comp i 
it will enhance the price and protect the cultivator ‘ 
casnalues incident to foreign market 

In his seventh annual message he says: “ Having f 
communicated my views to Congress respecting the encoun 
ment which ought to be given to our manufactures and th 
principles on which it should be founded, I have only to add 
that those views remain unchanged. I recommend a review of 
the tariff for the purpose of affording such additional pr n 
to those articles which we are prepared to mannufreture or 
which are more immediately connected with the defen: d 
independence of the country.” 

Here you have the views in brief of our first five Presidents 
and the foremost men of the years in which the tariff act of 
1789 was a law. 

Do you find any hint of dissatisfaction with protection, 
suggestion of a repeal of the law which had wrought such 
wonders, or any intimation of a modification of the tariff law, 
except to give them prompt and constant guardianship ain 
consideration and “ additional protection to those articles we 
are prepared to manufacture ”? 

BENEFITS OF TILE TARIFF OF 1789, 


I can not refrain from saying a word respecting the glorious 
results of the first protective tariff act, for agriculture ad- 


mittedly became more extensive and prosperous, our commerce 
increased with wonderful rapidity; old mdustries were revived, 
as they always are under a protective policy; new ones were 
built up and established in various parts of the country; our 
merchant navy was revived and multiplied and all branches 
| of domestic trade were prosperous; our revenue, always an 
important consideration, seen became sufficient to pay the ex- 
penses of the Government and give relief to its creditors; the 
people again became contented, happy, and industrious, as they 
have been during the years since the passage of protective 
laws, beginning in 1897, under the administration of President 
McKinley, and the whole country seemed to be and was on the 
high road to great national wealth and prosperity. 
There is still another great national character, often spoken 
of as a patron saint of the Democratic Party, who expressed his 


views when a United States Senator, in 1824, as follows—what 


he said very forcibly indicates that he was a strong ad 
and supporter of protection: 
ANDREW JACKSON, 
“ Providence,” said he, “has filled omr mountains and our 
plains with minerais—with lead, iron, and copper—and given us 


for the growing of hemp and wool. 
being the greatest materials of our national defense, they ons 
to have extended to them adequate and fair protection, that our 
manufacturers and laborers may be placed in a fair competi- 
tion with those of Europe and that we may have within ir 
country a supply of these leading and important articles so 


These 


essential in war. We have been too long subject to the policy 
of British merchants. It is time we should become a ttle 
more Americanized, and, instead of feeding the panpers and 
laborers of England, feed our own, or else in a short time by 
eontinuing our present policy—that under the tariff of 1816— 
we shall all be rendered paupers ourselves. It is my opinion, 
therefore, that a careful and judicious tariff is much wanted.” 

Hear what President Andrew Jackson said in bis annnal 
| message, in December, 1832, concerning the results and benefits 
of eight years of protection under the tariffs of 1824 and 1828 
“Our country presents on every side marks of prosperity and 


happiness unequaled perhaps in any other portion o 


to make such further alterations in the laws as will more | world.” 

especially protect and fester the several branches of manufac- I think it will be conceded that the paramount question f 

‘ure which have been recently instituted or extended by the | national constitution wag demanded by the people of tl 

‘audable exertions of our citizens.” try because under the Confederation we conld ne lt 
Again, in a special message, February 20, 1815, Mr. Madison | “home industries from the assaults of mn 

“aid; But there is no subject that can enter with greater force | through the regulation of commerce with = 

a merit into the deliberations of Congress than a considera- | to check or to prohibit the importation of mn 

oo of the means to preserve aud promote the manufactures | interfered with the growth and | home 
“ich have sprung inte existence and obtained an unparalleled | facturers and so as to give 1 npet 

= turity throughout the United States during the period of the | which would develop all the 1 erent wv » tl 
weromn am wars. This source of national independence and | boundaries of the Nation essential for the supply and consu 

wealth I anxiously recommend, therefore, to the prompt and | tion of the population at al] times, No fact is more securely 


Cc 


onstant guardianship of Congress,” 


” 


} established than is this, 
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DANIEL WEBSTER. Wilson bill, 5 cents under the Dingley tariff, and 3 cents 

Daniel Webster, historically known as “ the Great Expounder | under the Payne tariff, has now been reduced to three 
of the Constitution,” in a speech at Buffalo June, 1533, declared: | of a cent a pound. I should like to ask the gentlema, 

“The protection of American labor against the injurious com- | of the schedule what was the underlying philosophy 
petition of foreign labor, so far at least as respects general | that reduction. How was the rate arrived at? : 
handicraft productions, is known historically to have been one Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does the gentler: 
end designed to be obtained by establishing the Constitution.” Kansas maintain that the reduction on boracic 

Years later Mr. Webster repeated this idea, but much clearec | severe? . 
and stronger, in a speech at Albany in August, 1844, when he Mr. MURDOCK. I do not know. I am trying to fing 
aatd » Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to th 

“In colonial times, and during the time of the convention, | from Kansas that the rates of duty as they existed und 
the idea was held up that domestic industry could not prosper, | Payne law were entirely illogical. The duties that wer 
manufactures and the mechanic arts could not advance, the | upon the raw material, borax, were laid really for the " 
condition of the common country could not be carried up to any | of making the people in the East pay the freight rat M 
considerable elevation, unless there should be one government | the continent from the Pacific coast borax mines, and th 
to lay one rate of duty upon imports throughout the Union, | not properly balanced in that law with the rates on bors 
regard to be bad in laying this duty to the protection of Ameri- | which is made of borax, and when we put the raw | 
can labor and industry. crude borates, upon the free list, we made what we tl, 

‘‘T defy the man in any degree conversant with the history, | be a proper cut in the rates of duty upon boracie acid 
in any degree acquainted with the annals of this country from | quarters of a cent a pound, which is about 20 per 
1787 to 1789, when the Constitution was adopted, to say that | valorem. 
protection of American labor and industry was not a leading, Mr. MURDOCK. The old duty on borax, as T unders 
I might almost say the leading, motive, South as well as North, | went on away back in the Wilson bill. 
for the formation of the new Government. Without that pro- Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted.” Mr. MURDOCK. I just wanted to know why it wa 

I will conclude as to Webster's views upon the subject of pro- | three-fourths of a cent; why not seven-cighths? How ; 
tection by quoting what he said respecting the condition of the arrive at that exact figure? What is the Philosophy 
country that had been realized through the tariffs of 1824 and | which a duty of that kind is laid? 
1828 : Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to th 


ilk 


“The relief to the country attained through these tariffs of | ¢rom Kansas that. in considering every one of the rat 
1824 and 1828 was profound and general, reaching all classes— | technical a schedule as Schedule A, regard must be ty 
the farmer, the manufacturer, the shipowner, the mechanic, | yses to which the different articles are put, to the rates of a) 
and the day laborer. The change was as great as was wrought | ;j¢ any, upon the raw materials, and many other consi bo 
when Hamilton smote the rock of public credit and abundant | qpat is one of the arguments against revision schedule by 
streams of revenue gushed forth.” ule; that you can not properly balance your tarift : 


JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. | racic acid is very largely used in manufacturing, in flux 

President John Quincy Adams, who succeeded Mr. Monroe, | making glass, and so on, and due regard is had for ¢} 
was also a strong friend of protection, and in his fourth annual | sumers of the acid as well as for the basis on whici: ¢! 
message discusses at some length our agricultural, commercial, | on the raw material is fixed. 
and manufacturing interests, and shows that “all these interests| -Mr. MURDOCK. I see you estimate that there \ 
are alike under the protecting power of the legislative author- | importation of 600,000 pounds under this reduction 
ity,” and proceeds to make himself clear and explicit in his | Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes: that is corre: 
defense of the principles of protection. | Mr. MURDOCK. That is virtually the same import: 

JOHN C. CALHOUN. took place under the Dingley law in 1905, 

It was in 1816 that John C. Calhoun made a strong speech in Mr. HARRISON of New York. That is correct. 
favor of the protective tariff, in which he said: ‘*When our Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, when the chemical-sciv 
manufacturers are grown to a certain perfection, as they will | was before the House a year ago it included an item, “ti 
under the fostering care of the Government, the farmer will | acid, 5 cents a pound.” I offered an amendment to restore by 
find a ready market for his surplus product, and what is of | zoic acid to the free list, where it is now under the Payne 
almost equal importance, a certain and cheap supply of all his | The gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] tien de 
wants. His prosperity will diffuse itself to every class in the | accept any proposition to make the rate of duty lowe: 
community. It,” a protective tariff, “is calculated to bind to- | cents a pound or to put it where it is now, on the free lis 
getLer more closely our widespread Republic and give greater | I notice that this item does not carry benzoic acid at 5 « 
nerve to the arm of the Government.” pound. So it may be assumed that the argument: 

Mr. Calhoun continued to be a protectionist until 1832, when | sented, which had no influence upon the committee or the I! 
he became a free trader; but with all his commanding ability | at that time, have since then sunk deep into the minds of 
he was never able to answer his own arguments made as a | gentlemen who prepared the bill. 
protectionist. | In the bill last year phthalic acid was also on the duti 

How can anyone read the utterances of these great men and | list at 5 cents a pound. It is now on the free list. | 
eminent statesmen, well knowing what protection has done for | attention at that time to the fact, in offering an amendn 
this country during the last 50 years—developing the most restore phthalic acid to the free list, that phthalic acid w: 
marvelous growth of all nations—without frankly acknowledg- used largely in the manufacture of chemical compounds : 
ing that if we are to continue to prosper in the future aS We | medicinal preparations. The distinguished gentleman from N 
have in the past we need and must have a fair share and | yor; [Mr. Harrison], who had prepared the biil, denied ths 
measure of protection and not any “ tariff for revenue ” or “ free- statement and said that phthalic acid was used only in the mal 
trade policy,” which during every period that it has been facture, I believe, of high-priced coal-tar products. ) 
a in our country’s history has proven ruinous and disas- | tho gentleman has permitted the information then offered 

rOuS ¢ sink i is av alice acid off the d 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think it might be un- aes Seieasmmanidaeheanmn tae ten, ehem we prop 
derstood at the beginning that leave has already been granted, to put it at that ti 
and there is no oceasion to delay the House in its proceedings by | ae yng men a 
, 7 a si » eee se" | In the course of that debate the gentleman insisted 


requesting it further. | : : insisted 

- 7 se insisted 

I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, in answer to what the gen- ee Siar = ‘t used eee nose, 
tleman has said, that I am anxious to get along with the bill, i a. this S : rth ye refoorytee 5 

and I do not want to unduly cut off deliate, but I hope gentlemen | ““ Sone Se 


will confine themselves within the rules to the paragraphs before | ‘The situation, however, illustrates the need of having 2 tar 
the committee. to give us accurate information in reference to these matters 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the pro forma Se ee ee , 
amendment will be withdrawn. It is true that we have had no tariff board to report 
Mr. MURDOCK. I rise to oppose the amendment of the gen- | this since the bill was before the House last year, but a BL 
tleman from Michigan, to ask of the gentleman who has charge | information furnished in the House at that time to the re 
of the schedule [Mr. Harrison of New York] a question con- | man from New York [Mr. Haretson] has caused him aa oud 
cerning boracie acid. Under the Payne law borax bears a duty | from his position. Last year he knew that phthalic acid 0’ 
of 2 cents a pound. In this bill it is placed on the free list. | to go on the dutiable list at 5 cents a pound, while it Is 


Boracic acid, which bore a duty of 3 cents a pound under the | the free list. 





1 















P , the light of information then furnished to him he now 
; phthalic acid to the free list. If we had a tariff com 
to furnish information, the gentleman would not have 
mistake in the first place as to this item, and would 
tedly be able to correct many errors in this bill as to 
ms. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
\ViOORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
HARRISON of New York. I would like first to answer 
vation of the gentleman from Illinois. Mr. Chairman 
to strike out the last two words. The gentleman from 
is under a complete misapprehension as to the motives 
duced the committee last year to place a tax on various 
and then this year restoring them to the free list. I 
deny that the gentleman from Illinois is an exceedingly 


formed and industrious Member of the House, but I do | 


like the simple little ostrich, he knows it all. He | 


know apparently the reasons that actuated Democrats 
taxes. Our motives are entirely for raising revenue, 


oks at the matier from an entirely different point of | 


ear when we brought in Schedule A we were revising 
ff schedule by schedule, and personally I have been 
d to that method of tariff making, because it is impos 
consider one schedule of the tariff without considering 
. same time the effect it has upon other schedules. It is 
ble in a schedule-by-schedule revision to make what 
ns the committee may desire to make, because it pro 

es wnsistencies in other schedules subsequently to come. 
When we made our report on Schedule A last year, we had 
fice a great deal of revenue in other schedules that there 
had passed through the House, and the endeavor was 
Schedule A to collect revenues sacrificed in other places 


Consequently a number of taxes were laid by the committee | 


les that had theretofore been on the free list, and which 


most part were noncompetitive; that is to say, they | 

hiefly produced in foreign countries, and therefore there | 

» question of protection connected with them. The gen- 
tleman from Llinois, as far as benzoic acid is concerned, is in | 


ain. It has gone into the basket clause at a duty of 

5 per cent. 

Mr. MANN. Which amounts to about 2} cents a pound. 

\Mr. HARRISON of New York. Making it a proper balance 

th benzoate of soda tliat has gone into this bill at 5 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MOORE. In Schedule A it is apparent that a very large 
number of articles have been made dutiable that were hitherto 
free. Very many persons have been under the impression, be 

use of what they believe to be the Democratic policy, that 

ere was aif error on the part of the Ways and Means Com- 
tiee in placing raw materials on the dutiable list. I would 
like to ask whether the gentleman is ready to answer if the 





tee made an error in placing raw materials on the free | 


st, or whether it was intentional? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say that so far as I 


in aware there are no errors in this schedule or elsewhere in | 


the bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This was inten- 
i I will say to the gentleman that if he will study 
Schedule A as reported now and as reported last year, he will 
see that since we are now able to complete a whole tariff bill 

e not had to resort to sources to collect revenue that we 
when we were proceeding schedule by schedule. Conse- 
quently we have been able to restore to the free list 
$25,000,000 worth of imports upon which we had proposed to 
a tax. 





J 


MOORE. It may save time in offering amendments if we | 


lerstand and the committee thoroughly understands that it 
error about ft. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Unfortunately we did not 

have the benefit of the presence of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania on the committee at that time. In spite of that these 
things were not entirely an error. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MOORE. I call this matter to the attention of the gen- 
Ueman now, because the committee has changed its policy with 
regard to raw materials and has now put many of them on the 
dutiable list. Is it not true that on page 35 of the report, in a 
Means Committee, it appears that the committee hopes to raise 
by a transfer of raw materials from the free list to the dutiable 
list a total revenue of $102,000.000? 





aes before me, but of course I accept the gentleman’s state- 








did put raw materials on the dutiable list and that there was ho | 


CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. MOORE. Then there has been a change of policy 
in this bill the majority has decided to t 


l 


| 


be 


in that 


ax raw materials which 
enter into the manufactures in this country 
Mr. HARRISON of New York Mr. ¢ tirman, if I have am 
time I would like to briefly reply to the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of ‘ 1 from New York 
has ¢ xpired 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, tl l very 
tion 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairn I ask unanimous ¢« t 
the gentleman's time be extended for three minute 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Chairman, I regret to sa 
shall have to object to that. as we h >to run this bill le 
the five-minute rule 
The CHAIRMAN Without objection, the pro forma d 
ment will be withdraw) ul the Clerk will read 
The Clerk read as follows 
Egg albumen, 3 nts per pound 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out t 
| word. Last year when the chemical hedule bi vi 
the House, introduced by the gentleman from Alaba Mi 
UNbDERWoopD], but I suppose properly referred to in « ens 
the Harrison bill, it provided for a tax on all len at ¢ 
per pound, the present rate being 3 cents per pound. I offered 
an amendment to restore albumen to the dutiable list at 
} 2 pound—the existing law—and to not increase it to 6 { 
pound. My distinguished friend from New York ren \ 
opposed the amendment, and it was def ted, of ourse, | 
amendments we will offer here will be defeated: but yet in thy 
light of the informatics furnished cn the subject this vear when 
the bill comes in it contains the provi us of the end) 
which I offered in the House last year, which th e i 
then declined to accept. 
I suppose the same excuse will be given now that was gi 
in reference to acids—that in makin up a special bill for 
special schedule gentlemen found necessity for raising revenue. 
while in making up the whole bill at once they do not find that 
necessity. That is a very flimsy excuse. If it was right to put 





le presented by the majority members of the Ways and | 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have not the | 


albumen on the dutiable list at 6 cents a pound a year ago, it is 
right now. It again illustrates the need of informati D in mak 
ing up a tariff schedule, information which the committee did 
not then have and probably would not have had now if we had 
not called their attention to it last year so that they have looked 
it up, while if we had bad a tariff commission we would have 
had the information. That is what we stand for over her 
information, not ignorance, in making up a tariff bill, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. MANN. Yes. : 

Mr. ALLEN. What necessity have we for a tariff c S 
sion with such an energetic Member the leader of the mu 

| minority side? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the gent) ! 
from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] acknowledges he knows nothing out 
the subject, and does only what he is told by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop], we do not assume that 
information is contained within the skull of either the le 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] or the gentleman from Alaba 
[Mr. UNvDERWoopD], or both combined, and I might say also 
including that of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio | Mr 
ALLEN], though I do not think he would add mueh to th« for 
mation. |Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, opposing the amendm: 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann}, of course 

| know that our friend from Illin the distinguished leade 
of the opposition, is always right; at least, is always rich 
his own opinion; but your committee does not ffer fro ] 
peculiar disease. [Laughter on the Demoeratic side.] We kn 
that we are human and that any committee that drafts a 1 
enue bill, except a Republican committee, is likely to make n 
takes at times. This committee, if it makes a mistake, is 
fectly willing to come out here on the floor of the House at 
time and say so and make a correction for the good of the « 

| try. I do not know, I am not willing to say, that we mad 

| mistakes in these particular items last year; that ! 

take in the way of a serious mistake. This schedulk 

| involved schedule and a very technical one. La ‘ 

| endeavoring to make these various schedule > wel 1d 
ing the tariff bill, schedule by schedule, produce in the neighbor 
hood of as much revenue as the present law produces, and 
the same time reduce the rates for the benefit of the American 
people. 

Of course, amending the bill schedule by schedule and i 
ing to make each schedule balance the revenue we were hand 
capped to that extent in properly adjusting our rate. This year, 
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when we had the opportunity to write a large portion of the 
taxes of the country against the great wealth of the United 
States, we have not suffered from the same trouble. We have 
got a full bill. We can get our revenue from any schedule or 
any portion of the bill, and necessarily we have made a number 
of changes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not right now. We have made these 
changes, particularly the changes the gentlemen have referred 
to, because we no longer needed the revenue from this schedule 
and could place it somewhere else; but I am free to say that 
so far as this committee is concerned, or this end of the com- 
mittee is concerned, we do not bring the bill before the country 
with the cocksureness of the Republican committees in the 
past, who had learned their lesson from the protected manu- 
facturers and who always claimed upon the floor of this House 
that everybody else was ignorant and that they were always 
right. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I say to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that we do not propose to let you write 
this bill, because it is our business and we are responsible to 
the country; but should information come, even from the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, this committee will welcome it most 
gladly, and if we think you are right we will accept it. 

Mr. MANN, Next year. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Committee on Ways and 
Means in the last Congress went before the country with the 
statement that the only scientific way in which a tariff bill 
could be enacted was schedule by schedule. They led the coun- 
try to believe that if a tariff bill was reported as a whole 
an amount of logrolling could be engaged in between Members of 
Congress which would enable them to secure a sufficient number 
of votes for schedules in which Members did not believe, in 
order that they might get the things they wanted in the sched- 
ules in which they did believe, and so they led the country to 
believe, or tried to do so, that this was an iniquitous way to 
enact tariff legislation. Now when they are in complete con- 
trol of the Government they come to Congress with a bill which 
does the thing which they said should not be done. They en- 
gage in secret conclaves and drive every man into line for 
every item in every paragraph in this bill, regardless of whether 
he thinks it is just or not, and now give us to understand that 
they can not properly balance the rates in the tariff schedules 
and regulate the income in separate bills, but that in order to 
harmonize the revenue with the rates and do no injustice to 
any interest—and at the same time not lose any votes—they 
now bring a bill in with all the schedules tied together. The 
American people believed what the Democrats said before the 
election, when they said the thing to do was to pass tariff legisla- 
tion schedule by schedule, where no combinations could be 
made to secure votes for any item in the schedule that did not 
have merit in it, and a great many of the people voted for the 
Democratic Party because they believed what they said, and 
now they are proceeding to prove to the people that they did 
not mean what they said by coming to the House with a bill 
that in many particulars is iniquitous and with every Demo- 
crat in the House bucked and gagged to vote for it whether 
right or wrong. 

I am very glad they do this, because it is what they always 
do whenever they get into power, and the people might as well 
know early in these proceedings that whenever Democrats gain 
power they will always be certain to do the wrong thing. Tariff 
legislation should be passed upon its merits. Every schedule 
should be submitted separately. If that were done, many men 
here, regardless of politics, would vote for many of the sched- 
ules suggested regardless of who suggested the schedules. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN, I yield. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Did the gentleman 
Republican caucus that considered the Payne bill? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; there was no caucus. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Well, what did you call it—a conference? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; there was neither a conference nor a 
caucus. It was considered on the floor of the House in the 
open light of day and every man in the United States could 
see what was being done without glasses. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it not true that the Republican side of 
the House was so gagged and bound at that time that a caucus 
was not necessary? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MapbEN] has expired. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would just like to have time to say one 
word. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] always 
tries to be spectacular, regardless of whether there is any merit 
in what be has to say or not. 


participate in the 
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Mr. LENROOT. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsi, 
heard in opposition to the motion to strike out the 
words. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, in reference to what } 
been said, I wish to say I agree with the gent en 
Kansas [Mr. Morpock] that during the consideratio 
*ayne bill the House was bound by a gag rule and jor) 
actly the same way that the Democratic majority ¢ 
bound by a caucus rule, and there is no difference. \ 
Chairman, the purpose for which I rose was in referey 
statement made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Us 
woop] that even now, at this time, if the gentleman f; 
nois [Mr. MANN] should be able to furnish to the 1 
side information that some mistake had been made or {) 
had been wrong in some particular with reference to ¢) 
that even at this time they were willing to correct the ! 
and I would like, and I know this side would like 
country would like, a little further explanation fro 
tleman from Alabama with regard to that question. [; 
understanding of this side, it is the understanding of 
country, that the Democratic side has in caucus settle | 
of this bill; that you are not at liberty to vote for 4 : 
amendment, however meritorious, that may be proposed to {) 
bill. And I want to ask the gentleman from Ala}. 
whether, if amendments are proposed upon this side th-{ 
to his judgment, that appeal to the judgment of the Dey 
side of this aisle, whether they are now at liberty to yo: 
those amendments or whether it will be necessary before tly 
shall be at liberty to do so to take this bill back ggai: 
secret caucus and pass upon the proposition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman yield? My 
has expired, and I did not propose to extend any time. — 

Mr. LENROOT. I will yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman « 
that this side is responsible to the country and th 
side of the House has been repudiated by the country 
side of the House has been commissioned to write this bil! 

a free and open and ungagged caucus we have written tle 
that we present to the country as a bill of this side of the 
House. We are responsible for it, and the country does } 
expect you to legislate. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman answer this question? 
He did state to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann} tha 
even at this time they were willing to correct the bill if it w 
wrong in some particular; and I want to ask the gentleman 
whether he is willing, if an amendment is proposed that apy. 
to his judgment, or appeals to the judgment of Members on t! 
side of the aisle, whether they are at liberty to vote fo. 
amendment, or whether his statement. to the gentleman fi! 
Illinois was correct or not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will yield, I wil! 
the statement to him. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Ways and Means Committee of th 
House has been authorized fully to offer such amendmenis 
they see proper. I do not expect that side of the [ous 
show us any mistakes in the bill, because they confess their 
ignorance, and say they need a tariff commission to advise 
them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But I will say to 
the gentleman that we are perfectly prepared and able, if an 
error is presented to us that appeals to our judgment, to lay 
it before the House at any time during this debate, coming fron 
the Ways and Means Committee, who are the agents 0! 
side of the House, and the House will have an opporti 
vote on it. But I would have to be shown before I yielded ' 
the amendment. , 

Mr. LENROOT. If an amendment, then, is presented w! 
appeals to a Democrat who is not a member of the Ways : 
Means Committee, is he at liberty to vote for it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
agents are acting for him. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, the majority leader | 
UNDERWooD] has just stated “that his party has framed 
tariff bill and is responsible to the country for it,” and “tha 
the country has repudiated that side of the House,” meann 
by that to convey the idea that all except the Democrals 
been repudiated. : 

The majority leader has been a Member of Congress 4 10's 
time. He is now a great leader. Under all conditions he 's 
courteous and considerate, both to his supporters 4 nd to — 
who work from a different viewpoint and in opposition to h sh 
With his party in power and backing him, he can easily P — 
forward to accomplish the results that he fights for. He 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike oy: ; 


He has appointed his agents, and h 
[Laughter on the Republican s oo 
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tariff board that has been proposed, though I am not opposed to 


such, for it can do some good work that 
But the tariff, as long as we have it, 


some automatic system, so that it ma) 


be 


IWUSL De done, 


unyway. 
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should be managed by 
adjusted to th 


S- 
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ves occul 


con- 
| svst is prop- 
inder the man- 
p ple for 


lav made 


its 
by 
entering into 
e of handling 
n in 
» that 
Mit Is a 


the bill is a 1 step in 
the tax ¢ large it nes shot 
matter of 
There 
dation. Considering 
has been prepared, I must 

ld ordinarily out of such a proceeding. 
influence of the President, together with the 

of most of your Members, is responsible for that. 
already passed by your caucus you are wasting 

the House by not bringing in a rule to pass it 
arcical discussion here on the floor. You know that 
us has tied your hands, and why not admit it and pass 
vithout further cost to the itry that it may 
nt to the Senate? OF « \fembe rs wish to 
ce a showing that 

that amou! 


the 
ld 
detail that 
pre 
the 


ean eas 
in the 
false method 
say that it 


future. are other ions 


‘oOmmey 


come 


cou &O 


ourse, some 


ts to absolutely nothing under the 


admitted by any thin! 
ubject that the only sure road to prosperity 
is that they will have to make for them- 
No foreign people are going to feed and clothe us. We 

i have to do that for ourselves, and I believe that the most 
us wish to do that. The most of us know that it is just as 
ensy, and perhaps more so, to form combinations for the con- 
trol of prices in other countries as it is in this. Furthermore, 
we know that whenever there is a prospect of making profits 


T ~ople 


one 


out of such combinations that selfish parties will be on hand to | 


the 


own col 


make m. The only way to be assured of prosperity in our 
intry is to properly regulate the affairs that are wholly 
within our own jurisdiction and control. 

it is not enough to simply promise times as od as the best 
we have ever had. Nor is it enough to even promise times that 
would be better than any that have been. What we should do 
is to take an inventory of our resources and advantages wher- 
ever they are and bring about an application of human energy 
to secure for the people in general the kind of good times that 
available when we make use of the advantages, 

People work hard, so hard that most of them have not had 
time to learn the conditions that govern them, and therefore 
they not realize what 
their conditions. By taking advantage of the natural resources 
and making use of the great mechanical devices and of the best 
methods of application, they could reduce the hours of their toil 
easily by one-half and increase their resources more than double. 
Those persons who have accumulated great wealth prove that 
they have known the facts in this regard, and have applied 
their own energy in supplementing it thousands of fold by 
appropriating the products of other people’s energy. The people 
have worked hard to create that wealth, but they do not con- 
trol it It is, in fact, a tax upon them because those who 
possess it are allowed to and do charge them enormous profits 
for the privilege of using it, and besides, under the present 
system, it really controls the industries. The degree of the peo- 
ple’s success in the future will be determined by the extent of 
their knowledge of the truth about these facts. They can not 
be generally successful as long as they permit others to appro- 
priate the best results of their energy. 

The future social betterment of men and women must come 
through their own intelligence, and that intelligence must be 
exercised and expressed through their votes. There 
moral 
the wi 
have, 


rom 


are 


do 


e 


is 


men in this right and duty, nor in the interests they 
to vote. 
and also obliterate all party government, the people will be able 
to solve their own problems, but as long as they permit a few 
bosses supported by a faction of a party to run the party as 
well as the Government, more and more burdensome problems 
will arise to tax them. 

Really, I do not see anything of which the politicians long 
in service had to brag about. To start with, the territory com- 
prising these United States in its original creation is not ex- 
celled in the richness of its resources in all the world. 
wis, the property of al! people, dedicated to them by God's 
giorions ereation. The showers and sunshine and the seasons 
have come and gone in regular succession to keep nature in 
constant response to the demands of men. Nothing has been 


is 1 


ily | 


| which natural forces are harnessed may be made t 
is a bet- | 
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lacking in ft} 
that men r 
them. Thu 
that 


» supreme forces out of which all things ; 
quire for a utilization to the advay tage 
we renlize that fault oceurs in 
1 to do to be prosperous was to esi bl 
nt and administer it properly and be indy: 


no 
men h: 
vai 

- Rtitil 


Se lve 


Surely no one will complain that we have nv 
natural advantages. But that is not all. Sine« 
into national existence discoveries have been m; 
of utilizing our individual energies to make our 
productive. The various inventions of mechani 
and discoveries in regard to chemical results and 

y 
production of things necessary and in the establish) 
ditions desirable for people generally. The good 
come from all these if properly handled would 
But with nature responding at its best, and with f) 


| the period of our national existence at its highest. ; 


} are anywhere near the equivalent of what is due 
| of the ndvantages that have existed. 
at | 


they have tried to do some- | 


ing person who has | 


not succeeded in giving to people in general adv 


Lo 


It bas not been due to nature’s failure nor to ¢} 
inventive genius that people generally have not bee; 
secure better results. Neither has it been due to any f 
industriousness on the people’s part, for they have | 
trious. The actual production of material wealth gs! 
to be so. Therefore we can look to neither of those . 
as unfavorable. There is but one thing left to which 1 


| the failure, and that is the political management 


| expensive to the people. 


grent advantages exist for bettering | and we ask that this industry be given at least the s 


no | 
natural, or social distinction separating the men from | 


When they shall join their common interests | 


Here it | 


managed by party bosses. They are fine gentlen 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. Alkalies, alkaloids, and all chemical and medici 
preparations, mixtures and salts, and combinations ther« 
provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendm 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyl; 
Moore] offers an amendment which the Clerk wil! 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 16, after the word “ section,” 
in Heu thereof “ 20.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this is a compromi 
the rate of the Payne bill and the rate of the so-ca!! 
wood bill of the last Congress. The Payne bill g: 
tion of 25 per cent. The Dingley bill gave a prot 
per cent. The Wilson bill gave a protection of 25 


strike out 


tection that the Wilson bill afforded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to tl 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 

The question was taken, and the amendment was 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

6. Alizarin, natural or synthetic, dry or suspended in 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr 
moves to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. If the motion prevails, as I supy 
[laughter on the Republican side}, in the light of the ! 
ment made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN 
I shall offer a motion when the free list is reached to | 
item on the free list. 

Alizarin is now on the free list. It is a dyestuff, as | 
a dyestuff; a fast dye. I believe that at one time | 
connection with this bill, was placed on the dutiable 
in the caucus or somewhere was restored to the free 
bill proposes to reduce the rates of duty on articles 
by the aid of alizarin where alizarin is used as a dye 
poses to add to the dutiable list this dyestuff, which is 
the free list. 

Of course, it is very well to say that this item Is 
revenue, and that the item reducing the duties on the 
product is to give the consumer the benefit. But that 
off at both ends. 

This is one of the amendments which I offered 9 5 
I regret that the committee did not have time to invest 
subject and place alizarin, along with indigo, on tie 
where both belong. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNnprrv 
moments ago, indulging in the same kind of cheap tals 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out t! 


oon 


is occasionally indulged in by Members not so respodsiy' 











1913. 


ry as he is, said that I was very certain of the amend- | 
whieh I offered; that I claimed perfect knowledge upon | 
ject. I do not do that, although I congratulate the ma- | 
jde of the House that as to a number of the amendments | 
i) I shall call attention, offered by me a year ago, the | 
en now admit that I was right then by accepting propo- | 
- which we made from our side of the House. 
say they have gained information. Very well. Then 
rejected the information placed before the House: Then 
fused to accept the amendments, as they will refuse now 
nt any amendment affecting the tariff rates offered from 
S of the House, regardless of the merits. It will take 
entlemen a year to find out, as it has taken them a year 
igest a portion of the information offered from this side 
Ilouse a year ago. Where they have digested the infor- 
they have applied it to this bill, and if they were wise 
would now accept the amendments proposed and place this | 
sary raw material, so far as coloring is concerned, upon 
free list along with indigo. 
wonder that alizarin did not have some special friend in 
Democratic caucus as indigo had, whereby alizarin would 
e been placed on the free list along with indigo, which was 
el on the free list through the personal efforts of gentle- | 
, who were interested in friends who were interested in the 
ifacture of indigo. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is very diffi- 
deed to satisfy the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
time he was on his feet he was complaining because 
med we had adopted an amendment proposed by him. 
MANN. No; I congratulated the gentleman, instead of 
ning. 
HARRISON of New York. Now the gentleman is on his 
mplaining that we have not adopted another amendment 
he proposed. The gentleman from Illinois is entirely 
rv in saying that because of information supplied by him 
mittee have restored to the free list certain items which 
xed last year. He sometimes does supply information, but 
iost part he supplies declamation. When these items were 
re the House last year he did not give us any information 
hem. The only reason why we taxed them then and do 
x them now is because we were then looking for sources 
ing revenue which are now rendered unnecessary by the 
of the income tax by the Democratic Party, which 
s the opportunity to raise the funds a part of which we 
sort to formerly in this chemical schedule. 
alizarin is not on exactly the same footing as indigo. 
tleman’s argument in favor of putting alizarin on the 
fre st would apply with equal force to putting all coal-tar 
d products on the free list. I would like to see all the 
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things that the manufacturers of woolen and cotton buy go 
he free list if we could dispense with the revenues that 
y se from them; but we have got to raise the revenues to 
! his Government in part from tariff rates, and so long as 
' obliged to do so I would like to see the revenues raised 
f rticles like alizarin, which are not produced in the 
| | States, which are produced entirely in foreign countries, 
s no question of protecting anybody comes in when we 
rate of 10 per cent upon alizarins. Now, indigoes are 
f dyeing the cheapest kind of blue cloths, Alizarins, 
on other hand, are the most expensive kind of red dyes. 
The interest of the consumer might appeal to us to leave indigo 
\ the free list, while the same interest would not appeal to 
us to put alizarin upon the free list. The price of alizarin has 
f hearly 20 per cent in the last few months, and this 10 
pe { tax that we propose upon alizarin will not burden the 
li facturers of this country in comparison to the prices they 
r paid for alizarin. The probability is that even with 
this tax they will be able to buy alizarin cheaper than they 
h ought it up to date. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wo words. From the viewpoint of the consumer of carpets, 
Utis duty on alizarin will increase the cost of living. There is 
« German combination that controls alizarin. It is manu 
Ta red in Switzerland and Germany. There is none of it 
ihinutactured in the United States. A gentleman who was a 
very pronounced Progressive in the last campaign, who is a 
hantfaecturer of carpets, but who wanted some changes in the 
tarift duties of the Payne law, writes me that it looks to him 
is if the framers of the Underwood bill did not know what 
they were doing in putting the duties upon dyestuffs, which 
have been free, and which still further handicap the American 


hinufacturers., 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


to me? 


Will the gentleman yield 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman f! 1" Vivanin 
vield to the gentleman from New York 

Mr. MOORE. Yes 

Mr. HARRISON of New York rhe gentleman it n Penn 
sylvania might be spared the effort of n in run 
if he knew that not a single pound of aliz 1 is used making 
carpets. 

Mr. MOORE. I understand it enters into the d tuffs that 
go into the manufacture of certain carpets lL th the John 
& James Dobson Co., who employ 5.000 men the xtile 
works in Philadelphia, have sued the combi on ¥ 
trols this product, under the Sherman antitrust w, for da 
ages amounting to $400,000, If the Democratic Party | « 
that by now imposing duties upon raw materials they are 
to reduce the cost of living they will find that in impo 
these duties upon raw materials that are not made in i 
United States they are simply adding a tax to the consumers o 
the product and also destroying the labor which ¢ { 
the construction of the product in this country. [Ap \ 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn; and the quest 
is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from | 
[Mr. MANN], to strike out the paragraph. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced th t] 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. This ‘a 
sort of test. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from | ois deman 
division. 

The committee divided, and there were S83 ayes and 138 1 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees de or part d n 
taining not more than 90 per cent of potassium bit >| ' 
ad valorem: containing more than 90 p ( t of n | 
cream of tartar, and Rochelle ts « l 
cents per pound; calcium tartrate crude, 5 r it 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out th 
word. This paragraph puts argols or crude tartar or w 
on the dutiable list at 5 per cent. That is the rate of tax b 
the existing law. The bill a year ago carried the rate at 10 | 
cent. I offered an amendment to restore the rate to 5 per cent, 
which amendment has now been accepted by the mittee. I 
gave the reasons then for off ¢ the amendn d af 
the reasons were stated the distinguished gentle 1 A 
bama made this statement in regard to th li to th 
paragraph carrying argols at 10 per cent 

Mr. Chairman, I wil! only tal » 
few moment ind this paragraph il! \ 
bill the dividing line between a Rey lican | 
interest of certain manufacturer nda Dd t i 
in the interest of the Government and t 1 

And yet they now accept the amendment I then off l I 
which the gentleman from Alabama said then clearly illusti d 
the difference between a tariff bill written by Repul ay \ 
the interest of the manufacturers and a tariff bill writt nN 
interest of the consumer. [Applause on the Republican sir 

Pray tell me whether this bill, with the acceptance of the 
proposition made a year ago, is now written in the interest of 
the manufacturers? The gentleman said a year ago t the 

proposition then offered, now written into this b W n 

interest of the manufacturers against the interest of tl 

sumer, and illustrated as clearly as anything in t | 
dividing line between the bill written for the manut ind 
the bill written for the consumer 

The gentleman has abandoned his dividing line: he h 

doned his claim that the bill was written in the terest of thi 

consumer, because now he writes into the b { ery ! 

which he said then was in the interest of the manufacturer and 
clearly showed the dividing line. I wonder where the dividing 
line is now. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the gen 
tleman from Illinois has read my speech and pwinted « tha 
situation. Of course I do not expect the gentleman f1 | 
nois ever to recognize the dividing line between the gre 

of the American people and the great corporat f Wn 

that side of the House always legislates. [Laug l { 
plause on the Democratic side. ]} 

gut, as I have stated before, a year ago we fea 10 pe 
cent tax on argols, a noncompetitive produc produ thi 
came into this country and was purchased entirely by the manu 

facturing interests. We levy a tax on these representatives o 

wealth. These manufacturers are great representatives of 
| wealth. We increased their taxes 10 per cent in order that we 
i might rid the taxes in this bill on soap and paints and other 




















CON 


that the poorer people of the United States have to 
we have shifted that tax from these particular 
to the income tax, where it falls on the backs 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
the iin from Illinois is unable to differen- 
the propositions, but as I told him a year ago, we 
‘to exen from taxation great n 
f the country if the taxes were just, but 
ortunity to levy these taxes in another place, and levy 
ore effectively, we prefer to levy them through an in- 
ax than to levy them on their raw products. That is the 
propos The gentleman from Illinois, I have no 
holds a commission from the special interests in this 
which my friends on that side of the House always 
Why, they were shocked a year ago that we should 
ything that a corporation wanted to buy. We did not 
to do so when it was necessary for us to tax them to 
taxation on the necessities of life. All through this bill, 
the gentleman, I have no doubt, believes himself that 
ly due uence and his logic and his persua- 
t was necessary for us to untax these corporate prod- 
I can assure the gentleman that there are a number 
in Schedule A where we have untaxed the manufacturer 
iis factory, but we have laid the tax on the net 
that falls at his office if not at the 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
ive a very high regard ror the gentleman from 
Unprerwoop] from many standpoints. 
inventor increased greatly in the last few 
invented and copyrighted the so-called competitive 
proposition. He h now invented, and I suppose will 
ght, an entirely new proposition of representative govern- 
ind in order to properly carry out his new principle it will 
ry to somewhat modify the oath we ali recently took 
r of the House to something like this: 


4) 
Lenciel 


when we have 


on. 

doubt 

country 
pion 


to his ek 


corporation 
rory. 
LI 
hi 


MONDI 
d J 
Mr. 
lim as an 

He 


words 
mama | 


has 
as 


ment, 


be necess 


inly promise to uphold and defend the Constitution of the 

s against all enemies, foreign and domestic, provided I am 

i by my agents, the Ways and Means Committee, so to do. 
Ile 
frank en 
sibilities 

to the 

ng that is 


ann 


sunces to 
ugh to do, 


us what none of you gentlemen would be 
that you have entirely waived your duties, 
and obligations, and transferred them in toto, 
gentleman from Alabama. How unwise you are 
illustrated by a few remarks the gentleman from 
a just made on the matter under discussion. You are to 
him because he is the fountain of knowledge and infor- 
n, particularly when he proceeds to tell you that they have 
d duty on argols and wine lees that is now 
the Payne law in order to make soap cheaper 
. Chairman, if the gentleman from A 
experts to no better purpose 


the 
ed in 
Mr 
his 


Sime 


generally than in this 

Nir 
will 
said 
reduce 
sence 


Aly 


UNDERWOOD. 
not misquote me. I 
that we incre 
the tax on 
Luce. 

MONDELL. 

_ hi: 


Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
did not make any such statement. I 
sed the tax on argols because we wanted to 
soaps. There was no connection in the 
The gentleman has not reduced the 
s retained the tax just as it was. He increased 
1 ¥ Now, at the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Lino is (Mr MaNNn] he has placed it back to the present duty, 
and if he did not intend us to understand that it was in order 
to nahin him to reduce the price of soap, why did he say so, 
for he discussed the matter in the same connection and without 
zie pause, Argols, wine lees, if the gentleman would like 
iow, I understand—and I am not an expert in the matters 
id have not consulted the experts—are used for the making of 
m of tartar and like products. 
u ed for the manufacture of soap, and yet the high and mighty 
ority to whom you on the other side have transferred all of 
responsibilities insist that you shall resist any proposition 
duty on argols because you are trying to reduce 
soap. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I can not un 
nd the objection that the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MonpDELL] has to our having reduced the duty upon soap. There 
is a great big housecleaning going on in the Republican Party 
now, and they need plenty of soap. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, did the gentleman hear me 
say anything in the way of complaint about the reduction of 
the duty on soap? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


tax on 


“mT £o 


to kr 


your 
to change the 
the price of 

Mr. 


dersta 


Mr. Chairman, 


to let more soap into the country. but he has entirely miscon- 


strued the statements of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.! Democratic majority have considerably improved Sched 


anufacturing in- | 
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I never heard of their being | 


| have the income tax to resort to now. 


APRIL 


UNDERWOOD]. The gentleman from Alabama knows, even 
the gentleman from Wyoming does not seem to kn« 
argols are not used for making soap. They are used f; 
cream of tartar and tartaric acid, things that go into t) 
trades, and also into the manufacture of baking pow 
have reduced the duties upon these latter things, we jay 
cut them in two, for they are the things that the cons; 
The consumer does not buy argols. The only people 
urgols are manufacturers of cream of tartar and tarts 
and when we reduce the tax this year from 10 per « 
bill of last year to 5 per cent in this bill, in the mai 
collection of revenue we had to give up $150,000: but 
as the gentleman from Alabama has so well stated 


Ay 


: be 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forn 
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

10. Balsams: Copaiba, fir or Canada, Peru, 
sams, which are natural and uncompounded and not su 
manufacture of perfumery and cosmetics, if in a crude st 
vanced in value or condition by any process or treatme 
beyond that essential to the proper packing of the balsa 
prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture. 
going not specially provided for in this section, 10 per 
if advanced in value or condition by any process or treatmer 
beyond that essential to the proper packing of the bals 


tolu, and all 


| prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 


My regard | 


| editorial the following statement is made: 


| cratic caucus 


- | rather more 
labama has con- | 





going not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent 


rem: Provided, That no article containing alcohol shall be « 
duty under this paragraph. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I 
strike out the last word. I hold in my hand an editoy 
from the Seattle Post-Intelligencer of Thursday, Apri 
in which an attempt is made to explain the 
Democratic majority of the Ways and Means Cormitt 
comprehension o7 the industrial conditions of the « 
shown by the Underwood bill, and, among other thin 


Of the 14 Democratic members of the Ways and Me ins Cc 
the only members of that committee permitfed even to 
the details of the new tariff bill until it was presented t 
—the men who framed this tariff in secret and 
hear suggestions or advice from anyone outside of their m 
are country lawyers. The record of each is cl 
that of the others. After service as prosecuting attorne 
county, in an agricultural district which had seen little o: 
for a generation, each was elected to Congress. 

One comes from Sherman, Tex., a town of 12,412 iInhabite 
Brunswick, Ga., a town o: 10,182 inhabitants: 1 from J 
Mo., a town of 11,859 tnhabitants; 1 from Scotland Neck, N 
less than 2,500 inhabitants; 1 from Carrollton, IIl., less I 
ple; 1 from Mount Vernon, Ind., 2,915; 1 from Cart! 
village of some 600; 1 from St. James, Minn., less than 2 
from Stroudsburg, Pa., 4,379. These 9 village lawyers « 

than two-thirds of the committee which framed 
which will directly affect every man employed in m: 
commerce throughout the whole United States. How w 
are by education, by past experience, and by the environn 
rounded them until their entrance into Congress can | 
simple facts recorded above. 


Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the 
question? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I wondered if the edi! 
Abraham Lincoln came from a town of less than 10,0 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; he 
Abraham Lincoln was not a Democrat. [Laughter and : 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. He would also know that 
Lincoln could not be a Republican if he were living 1 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, ¢ ! 
heard it said, and I have no doubt men now here prt 
heard the same, that the great and successful men in 
ness, commercial, and professional world, and in fact 
of our life, are the men who have come from the country 
towns. The statement of the gentleman from Was! 
further demonstration of that being true, and it 


in ifa 


gentlemar 


Yes; if I ha 


ind 


. , 
is du 


| fact that we have the great and able men who have | 


| from Kentucky. 


the gentleman | 
seems to be very much exercised over the fact that we are going | 


this tariff bill. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
following amendment 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro 
ment will be withdrawn; the gentleman from Iowa | 
amendment, and then the Chair will recognize the 
The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3, line 12, after the word “ balsams.” 
cluding the word “ valorem" in lines 18 and 19. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, after going to 
upon this schedule at the last session, I will admit th 


fort 


out t 


strike 


» 


A, 
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nfortunately, although they had such able tutelage under | 
ntieman from [Illinois [Mr. Mann] they did not follow 

tof his suggestions, and, in my judgment, here is one particu- 
rave in which that schedule needs and ought to be amended. ‘The 
ai which I have asked to mave stricken out refers to crude 
I cams used in medicinal compounds for the purpose of alle- 
viating coughs, and which are lat gely used by the poorer classes. 
ts x, pure and simple, upon soeeuiiiien which were hereto- 
ovo on the free list. There is no need for it and there is no use 
1 it ought to be taken off this schedule. 





: we STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, the statement rexd by the gen- 
tleman from Washington is the most characteristic and candid 
otroranee of the spirit of Republicanism heard within the walls | 


a this Chamber in 20 years His boldness is as amazing as his 


ci We long have known that they upon that side believe | 
that all virtue, all power, and all wisdom reside in the great | 
fn nelal centers, and was to be found only among the enor- | 

rich in the great cities. [Applause on the Democratic | 

We are told that the Ways ond Means Committee is in- 
( etent. because we come from towns no larger than those in 
which Washington and Jefferson, Madison and Monroe once 
found an abode. [Applause on the Democratic side.] We are 
told that you must go to the great marts v here your Harrimans, 


vour Fricks, and your Morgans, and the other patron saints 
Republicanism hold absolute dominion and implore those 
hich gods the privilege to write the laws of the land. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I am from a small town; yea, verily, 


and I glory in it. I am the representative of a rural popula- | 
tior d 1 thank God for it. It is natural, it is inevitable, that 

ho believe the farmer, the small merchant, should be fed 
with a spoon from the hands of the millionaire enriched by a 
Republican Ways and Means Committee and Republican tariff 
sh | look from the soil, the source of all wealth and the 


‘ » of virtue, to the great city, to the office of the broker and 
the factory of the tariff baron, to find the source of prosperity 
and plenty. We upon this side look out upon the spreading 
Is, blessed by God’s sunshine and His dew, and when there 
bundant harvest, when there is prosperity among the toil 


i 
grand chorus of bope and content, then will you find pr« sperity 


deserved and earned even among the mighty rich. But when | 


their millions sre wrung from the sweat and toil and misery of 
t] umb ered masses, when their palaces are builded upon 


ns of ramshackling huts, upon the ruined fortunes and the | 


blasted hopes of a people, when their factories are filled with the 
peuper labor of Europe, from which the American has been 
1 


exiled, in such an hour it ill becomes the defenders of plunder 
to turn upon us in the country und in the small towns with the 


‘ masses, when the farmer and the small laborer join in one | 





cold and pitiless sneer that we are ignorant and poor and ought | 


to be oppressed. I am here to say it is indeed a truth to the 
eathern conscience and blind perceptions of Republicanism, but 
itis a slander and a lie to the nobler impulses and clearer vision 
of the spirit of Democracy. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- | 


posed by the gentleman from Iowa. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to the gentle- | 
man who has just spoken so eloquently that while he states 


that the broad fields of the country are blessed with God's 
sunshine that if you pass this bill there is nothing else that 
can bless them in the bill? 
If you rob the farmer, whom he has so eloquently defended, 
the protection he has heretofore enjoyed from our tariff 
laws, and if you keep up the protection for these great city 
terests that you attack, what can the farmer expect except 






nomie enslavement and disaster? [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan wi!!l be withdrawn. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | 


last two words. 





Having grown up on a farm, never having lived since my | 


early youth for any length of time, before my elec ion to Con 
er SS, in a town of more than 2.000 peop'e. I am in sympathy 
with the eloquent tribute paid by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. STANLEY], always eloquent, and never so eloquent as 
when he gets to soaring among the clouds to the farmer. And 


|} speech on a paragraph. I do not object 
did not object to my collesgue from Kent 


| | 


when I think of the farmers of Ohio and the farmers of | 


Michigan and the farmers of the great mountain West, whose 


sheep and wool business is to be destroyed by this bill; when | 


I think of the farmers who are now contrib: iting to the wealth 
of Louisiana through the growth of sugar; when I think of 
the farmers in the beet-raising regions all over the country, 
whose industry is condemned by this legislation, I wonder the 
gentleman from Kentucky, with all his fine sympa'hy for the 
farmer, has not indicated it in opposition to this legislation. 








to ~ask—— 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, 


understood the gentleman from Towa [Mr 


addressed himself to the amendment 


Mr. GREEN of lowa I am proposing to s 


ment offered by the last gentleman, and 


‘ight that has been exercised by the gentlem: 


[Mr. STANLEY] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Reserving the 


Chairman—which I do not intend to do 


want to make as rapid progress on this 
possible, and I think gentlemen she 


but I shall object in the future 
Mr. MANN. I would suggest to tl 


rather sympathizing with his purpose, tha 


not be in order. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I think an 
made to the third degree, as I underst 


| situation. 


annie 


Mr. MANN. No; it is not an amendment 


But I think that it is desirable in the 
both sides of the House. under th 


to expect to talk more tban five minutes o1 


it is some very substantive amendment. 






The fact that the gentlemen who f 1 ') 
small towns is ne proper crit ! ! 

had the brendth of view to \ r 
proper protec tion of the indus ries l I ery 

ean the farmer and the dweller in |] rs ws . ’ 
the city. prosper. The difficulty w ¥ of 
the committee come from sma ‘ s but 1 l 
and limited in ‘their know ’ nv 
instances that limitation of h a ! d 

to the benefit of the manufacturers of the f re 
are items in this bill, which, ta , the 
benefits the manufacturer receives tl y fy 

leave him with a larger nggregate of pro ‘ 

tured products than he now his in the P: e | 2) 

hand, there is scarcely a product of the farm re 

an industry of the smal! town that bill w 

or destroy. And I appeal to the gent! | 

|Mr. STANLEY]. who ves the farmer, who s 

the ‘oiler in the country places, as I do, t ist this 
1], which, while wl tever its effect nminv | l 
facturing industries of the Nation, w t t 

and the heaviest burdens upon the farme e ad 

in he small towns of the Nation. [Appl he R n 
side. ] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman 

he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman Kent 
LEY] is recognized in opposition. 

Mr. STANLEY. The gentleman who bh } 1 you 
has told you of his birth upon the farm ! rd 
shows he was born in that vast and fertile i wh as 
St. Louis, Mo. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield ) in 
is aS accurate as he often is. I did | bor on a 
farm. I said I grew up on a m. I got « city and 
onto the farm as soon as I could, at th ‘ 7 , 

Mr. STANLEY. Well, be must have 1 t f his 
farming before the age of 7. {1 hter ! saw 
wis on sale in St. Louis, and the only ‘ ‘ 
thing about is the plow or a street cat and | 
in discussing farn ing as he learned in St. 1 e re 
edifying than his tribute to liberty and f “l 
from Joe Cannon. There is n b d 
incongruity than this assault the standpatters now y 
on the tyranny of the Ways and Means C \ \ f 
will take another year of growth of hi: I e tl nark of 
Cannon’s collar will be off of 1 > me | ie 
Det cratic side.|] The s has 1 left I ed rms, 
the result of 10 long years f rawlii j te { k 
ne once cde otic Speaker for the pows | l or 
| advocate a measure. And now out of ¢t | f 
bondage, in a hopeless mi tv, iil y i of the 
| mouths of liberty-loving people on int G4 t e 
| obedience to a despot and to dk m, they « Cl nd 
profess a holy horror because the Det ts pre et kk 
through the responsive and obedient agents of a ‘ | 
umphant majority. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, tl e ean 
| now extract itself from the wilderne ( 
man from Kentucky [Mr. STantey] has 1 I | } 


this in nee—I 
S Ss re 44 ably 


» the ‘ves to one 





tleman from 


alleyway. W 


Alabama, after making desperate strides up the 
is not able to reach the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr y] in time and direct him to take his seat, I hope 
he will not object to the gentleman from Iowa. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Twill state to the gentleman from Dlinois 
thet inasmuch as 1 did not object to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky I not the gentleman from Iowa in this 
instance 

Mr. GREEN of 


STAN! 


shall object to 
Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I shall not consume 
all the five minutes that I could take. I simply wanted to ask 
the from New York [Mr. Harrison] why it was 
that these balsams were taken from the free list and placed on 
the dutiable list? 

Mr. HARRISON of 


1 
gentieman 


New York. Mr. Chairman, the effect of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Green], if adopted, would be to transfer these balsams from 
the paragraph where they now carry 10 per cent to the drug 
paragraph, in another part of the bill, where they would be 
taxed at the same rate; so that his amendment would have no 
effect upon the law if it were adopted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman-—— 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Alabama |[Mr. UNDER- 
woov] will permit, inasmuch as it is not permissible under the 
rules of the House to amend a bill in two places, I wish to say 
that if the amendment is agreed to here and the gentleman 
offers an amendment under the free list, that carries out the 
purpose. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman from Illinois 
is correct. I could not instruct him. When the gentleman from 
I\linois makes such a motion he always discloses the fact that 
he knows what he is doing. 

As to placing a 10 per cent tax on these balsams, it is true, 
as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] has stated, that they 
are used in the manufacture of various patent medicines and 
cough mixtures, but I can not agree with him that this is a 
grievous hardship upon the poor. If I could, I would stop the 
circulation among the poor of most of these fake cough medi- 
cines, which they themselves are generally ashamed to take in 
public and squander their money for in private envelopes. 

I think it is a very just tax. It is not confiscatory. It is 
perfectly proper and it is not oppressive, and it is designed 
to raise about $15,000 worth of revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment, without objec- 
tion, will be considered withdrawn. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

11. Barium, chloride of, one-fourth cent per pound; dioxide of, 13 
cents per pound; carbonate of, precipitated, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
a committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TiARRISON] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 4, line 5, by inserting, after the words “ ad valorem,” 
the following: “ Provided, That no preparations containing alcohol 
shall be classified for duty under this paragraph.” 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be 
heard on the amendment. 

This is a purely technical amendment, devised to perfect the 
language of the bill. It is not intended to effect a change in 
rate. It was adopted by the committee on a suggestion just 
received from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. PAYNE. When the gentleman says it is simply “a tech- 
nical amendment,” I want to ask him if it does not restore the 
alcohol duty on these articles where alcohol is used in the 
article? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to my colleague 
that it was never intended by this committee that the alcohol 
in any article containing alcohol should be taxed under this 
paragraph. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know that is true, probably. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. We considerabiy broadened 
the language of the paragraph in the Payne law, which applies 
only to blacking or to creams or powders intended for polishing 
shoes or boots. We have enlarged the language of the law so 
as to include polishing powders and preparations of all kinds 
for polishing metals and everything else, and some of these do 
come in liquid form, 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to congratulate my colieagues on the 
fact that they have made some progress. When they had under 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer 
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| consideration the chemical schedule before, when it es 


the Senate it put all alcohol products on the free list. , 
tlemen forgetting that there was such a heavy tax upoy 
I congratulate them that they have made some ji{tje 
and that at this late moment they have discovered 
ought to make this exception to this paragraph. | 
in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to get a 
formation from the gentleman from New York | Mr. Hy, 
if I may, in reference to how extensive the change js \ 
made by this paragraph. The bill of last year provided 
present law provides, for blacking and polishing for }) 
shoes. Now, the gentleman leaves out “for boots and 
Of course, this item now covers all blacking or polishi; 
rations or creams of any kind that are not specially )) 
for in the section. Of course, I assume that there are 
mense quantity and variety of these polishing prepa: 
Has the gentleman given them very careful attention 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. In order to be sure that this does not 
lot of things here that he does not wish to include. | 
either on the free list now or else ought to pay 
duty? : 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
“not specially provided for” would cover the situation | 
points out. ‘This would not take in the polishing powde) 
polishing granites, and grit shot, and materials of th» 
because they are specially provided for; but this wil! 
the metal polishes, whereas we originally had proposed 
only the boot and shoe polishes. 

Mr. MANN. Where did they go before? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. They were carried 
basket clause at 25 per cent in the old law, and we ! 
duced them here to 15 per cent. 

Mr. MANN. Of course there are many polishes besides ietal 
polishes and boot and shoe polishes. There are furnitur 
ishes—— 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 

Mr. MANN. A great many different kinds of polishes of ; 
sorts. Now, does this amendment exclude from this al! | 
that have alcohol in them? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; so they will f: 
the alcohol paragraph of this same schedule. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman was goi 
to explain, but did not explain, to us about the Treasury D 
partment and the information it brought to the commitice 
regard to this item. The gentleman said he had information 
from the Treasury Department about this item, but he did no 
explain what it was. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentler 
from Kansas that we have just received a criticism from an 
agent of the Treasury Department to the effect that there 
might be some confusion in administering the laws if we did 
not make it perfectly clear in this paragraph that the liquid 
preparations of blacking containing alcohol were not intended 
to come in at a rate which is unfair to alcoholic preparations, 
considering the fact that they have to pay an internal-reyenue 
tax under another feature of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

15. Calomel, corrosive sublimate, 
preparations, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
amendment. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 4, line 13, by striking out the word “ medicinal.” 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, this is 2n- 
other committee amendment which is offered merely to perfect 
the language of the bill, and does not propose to change any 
“ates in the law. The mercurial preparations, other than me 
dicinal, would come in anyway at the same rate of duty uncel 
paragraph 5, but by striking out the word “ medicinal a 
and allowing all mecurial preparations to come in, in the sam 
paragraph as well as at the same rate, it will avoid confusion 
in the statistical reports to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman—— . — 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York y\ 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I do. 


I will say that the 


Yes; and glass polish« 


and other mercurial | 


offel 


Mr. Chairman, I 


here 
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‘ir. MOORE. In paragraph 22 would the gentleman be » it Mr. PAYNE. TI think the gentleman from Alabama has heard 
make the same exception and to insert the words “not | from the manufacturing interests in this country in reference to 
aa nal’? Paragraph 22 reads as follows: coal-tar dyes. He has learned something of their struggles in 
other products or preparations of coal tar, not colors or dyes, | this business, which have been sovere: he has rned that th 
D ially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem. | are now trying to meet the cor titiol f Gern y on these 
v the gentleman make the same exception there? | colors and dyes, and possibly he looked at the boo! s I did, 
\ HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman | and saw that they were making nothi on their { One 
ih + the words “not medicinal” in the present law were de- |} concern with $2,000,000 invested, struggling to 1 » ch er 
hnorately stricken out of that paragraph, and the case is not | dyes in this country for the manufacturers of cottor 1 woolen 
aa e] with this. goods was making nothing. Perhaps he has d ’ d re 
ys MOORE. That would not be excepted? | lented a little from his original proposition to t u 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. It would not be excepted, be-| facturers all along the line, an” still when you get to r 
vse, in my judgment, there is no analogy between the two. | paragraph with these unpronounceable names, you w that 
1 CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | he has put a tariff duty on the material which thes 
py the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]. | in making these coal-tar dyes. I do not know why he did 
“The amendment was agreed to. It is in the interest of revenue. He said that be is t look 
The Clerk read as follows: for revenue, and yet in this very schedule we fin n note J 
91. Coal-tar dyes or colors, not specially provided for in this section, the bottom of page 84, tucked away in the finest of type, that 
80 per cent ad valorem. they have put a duty on $15,000,000 worth of goo ! very 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | Schedule A that are on the free list in the pr t tarifl v It 
word for the purpose of obtaining some information. The pres- | looks as though the gentlemen were looking for t le a ong 
ent law on this paragraph is 30 per cent ad valorem, the same | the line in Schedule A, instead of discarding and ar g 
rate carried in this vill. In the Harrison bill of last year it | back to the rates as proposed by the gentlem from I , 
was proposed to reduce the rate to 25 per cent ad valorem. the same rates that are in the present law. because they did 
What is the reason for now increasing that rate? hot need the revenue. I can not exactly understand the theory 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman | on which this bill is proposed. They say that they e fora 
Illinois that this is purely a revenue proposition. It is | competitive tariff. and he.e is a competition th s wiping o 


imported already to the extent of about three-quarters of the | ali chance for any profits on the industry, all chance for 


consumption in this country, and we have to muke up some-| increase, and these people are simply subsisting by having a 

where in the tariff for articles that we put on the free list. line of trade in other goods that keeps them from the poor ; 
Mr. MANN. If this is purely a revenue proposition, when | with their $2,000,000 of invested capital in the city of B . 

the gentleman was making it up last year in what was much They do not allow them to have their raw | ater witho 

nearer a scientific measure than this, why did he then propose | ing a tax on it, and putting a tax on the manufacturer, as was 

to reduce the rate? What information has the gentleman | suid by my colleague from New York countless times « ' 

received since then as to the revenue proposition? | the hearings, saying that that was the Democrat den, and 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. When we were proposing | there was no dissent from any member of the committee d , 
to reduce the rate from 30 to 25 per cent we were at the same | the time of those lLearings. 
time proposing to tax $25,000,000 of imports that we have now Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the 
restored to the free list. | guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Paynt s in « r 

Mr. MANN. That is all very well; but last year when the | in saying that this committee is following him in the g 
gentleman brought in his bill he stated the reason for his re- | that he made from the preceding law We p1 e to x 
duction was that it was a revenue measure. Now he gives the | these coal-tar dyes and colors 30 per cent. That is tl 1 
same reason for increasing the rate. | the existing Payne law and in the Dingley law 

Mr HARRISON of New York. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s| Mr. PAYNE. I have stated that mvself 
pardon. Last year I made the argument for the benefit of the Mr. MURDOCK. It was lower than that ne 
consumer; I did not make the argument that it would increase Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes: that corre i ce 
the revenue by reducing the duty, because it would decrease it. | about to say that In the Wilson law it w Om y wid 

Mr. MANN. I will do the gentleman from New York the! aq valorem. but the business of mak ; 
credit to say that I believe he was a real tariff-for-revenue man | jn Germany has largely been created e 
wl he prepared the schedule. Last year he proposed to in- | son law. and they have to-day substar d = of 
crease the rate on the raw material and reduce the rate on | the natural dyes and colors throughout the world. It the 
the finished product, so as to get the largest sum on the raw | hands of an enormous nionopoly over tl and J ; 
materials and increase the importation of the finished product. | willing to lay this tax on that mon : 

That was a consistent scientific position to take. But now the | to raise anv rates in the law. We are me ' 
gentleman is receding from his former position, and gives the | same rates that have been in force that. in view of t f 
$ reason for increasing the tax that he gave before for | ing for competitive tariffs, we have one here = 
reducing it—in direct opposition. four-fifths of the consumption is imported. My colle i 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is mistaken. | New York [Mr. Payne] has evidently accepted, without 
COAL-TAR DYES. | gation. the statements of 1 ! f ers » 4 . ry 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York | what does or does nof e their raw mat I 
gave as an excuse a year ago that*he considered the bill from a | quite as unable as he is to pronounce the name of ¢t 
different standpoint, that they were looking for revenue under | to which he refers, but these are not raw 1 . H 
that bill. Now they have to put back the rate to comply with | them on the free list at the request of a 1 
the present—as my friend used to say—“ iniquitous tariff law.” | State. and we propose to put them 
I have been glad to notice how much they have found good | on that manufacturer. They are not raw 1 e 
in se Payne law. Where we increased the rates under that | intermediate products. They are semimar 
law, time and again they have adopted our increased rates | ished products, and really all that th lo 
instead of going back to the rates under the Dingley law or | does with them is to assemble them and then sell t 
putting them below those. tar dyes and colors 

Mr UNDERWOOD. I would like for the gentleman from Mr. PAYNE. .Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gent in 
New York to point out any single instance in this bill where | from New York [Mr. Hari } that I examined 1! found 
t Payne bill increased the rate from the Dingley bill and | out just what raw material e |] e did I 
We have kept it. cheerfully put it on the free t The v ed 35 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, on wines and spirits; perhaps the gen- | duty, and they demonstrated that in order to meet G 
tleman will recognize that. petition they needed it. Yet the gentlemat 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is that not true of the cval-tar dyes? all the product comes in now from Germany I wal ! 

Mr. PAYNE. Take jewelry also, another thing. I do not want | at 35 per cent, but I was not able to d yy t 
to yield my time to the gentleman from Kansas. | facturers of cotton and woolen goods did not 1 t tl y put 
_Mr. MURDOCK. I was going to help the gentleman out. | at 35 per cent, just as they do not now. and j ‘ 

The statistics in this case sustain the gentleman from New York. | man is following out their views. I ve the right to say th 

Mr. PAYNE. Thank you. Now, i’ the gentleman from Ala-| if he says the other of me. They did no nt it I 
bama understood his bill, he would find a number of instances | thought they could not get along with the cotton nd w 
Where we increased the rates and the y followed them. I think | industry with it. That did not affect me. I was for the 
the gentleman is not quite ingenuous in answering the question. | per cent, and I am for it to-day if those things have to go | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Kansas is wrong. is the dutiable list. I want that industry to thrive. I want 
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the prices to go down because they do live, because every time 
these people put one of these coal-tar dyes on the market and 
get the market in this country the Germans come in here with 
lower rates and outsell them on that line, and it is only be- 
cause of the inventive genius of the chemist who is at the head 
of that Buffalo concern that they have lived a single moment 
under the rates which they get now. 

And the gentleman came along with the announced intention 
of putting a tax on manufactures, not only a tax upon in- 
comes but a tax upon the materials which they use and have 
to get and import into this country in order to wreak vengeance 
on the manufacturer. That seems to be with the majority of 
this committee a class that should be driven out of existence. 
Why, they tell you about the immense wealth of the protected 
manufacturer. I would not invest a dollar in any manufactur- 
ing industry in this country under any circumstances. When 
I was younger I did. My first venture was closed out at 20 
cents on the dollar, and I took my 20 cents. 
in 20 years of 6 per cent, and that 
I got. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Was that a protected industry? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it was a protected industry. [Appiause 
on the Democratic side.] It was the manufacture of agricul- 
tural hand tools, and they handed it down to me in that way. 
I have had other manufacturing investments, very small, and 
every one of them turned out worse than that. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. Mr. Chairman, a little while ago the gentleman from 


was the enormous profit 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. With foreign manufactyrore 


Mr. LENROOT. With foreign manufacturers and } 
domestic manufacturers as well, is it not? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly; undoubted), 

Mr. LENROOT. 
a foreign monopoly, would not the gentleman from | 
standpoint be justified in writing the tariff so that it 
create competition at home as well as abroad? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. That would be a yer, 
hardship upon the consumer. I think that would be pusiii; 
matter too far. 

Mr. LENROOT. Would it be any hardship if 2 fore 
nopoly controls a product, because they can charge whi; 
choose? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


LIS 


I will say to the gent 


| that there are foreign monopolies growing up in a great 


I had one dividend | 


products which are now imported into the United States. 
we were to fix our tariff rates with sole consideration f 


‘ 


| fact we would not ever be able to reduce any of the tari! 


New York [Mr. Harrison] attempted to justify certain rates that | 


were lower in this bill than those in the bill of last year by 
saying that new sources of revenue had now been found and 


that therefore they could reduce the rates from the bill of a | 


year ago. In this particular case they not only have not reduced 
the duty, but they actually increased the duty 5 per cent. 
Now, the gentleman suggests one reason for that is that a 
foreign monopoly controls the product. Now, a monopoly did 
grow up under the 30 per cent tariff. 
proven that we can not maintain the industry in this country 
with the 80 per cent tariff. Now, does the gentleman take the 
position that he is willing to further contribute to the foreign 
monopoly, permit them to charge our American manufacturers 
what they choose, or that he is in favor of competition by a 
competitive tariff? Would not he be consistent instead of mak- 
ing a rate of 30 per cent to make it 35 per cent, as the gentleman 
from New York contends for, so there may be some competition 
in this country as against that foreign monopoly? If that is 
not correct, then why does he increase the rate at all? Not for 
the purpose of revenue, because only half an hour ago he said 
it was not necessary. These coal-tar dyes are necessaries as 
much as any item in the bill, for every yard of cheap cotton 
loth bought in this country must use dyes of this character, 
and I submit that the committee is entitled to some further 
explanation from the gentleman from New York. 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
frank, I do not understand upon what side of this question the 
distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin is speaking. He surely 
did not mean to accuse us of raising any rate. We are nut 
raising rates; we are retaining the same rate as in the present 
law - 

Mr. LENROOT. I mean over the bill of last year. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Merely to collect revenue on 
a highly competitive product, and I will say frankly to the gen- 
tleman . 

Mr. LENROOT. Did not the gentleman say half an hour ago 
that because of new sources of revenue it was not necessary in 
this bill to seek for sources of revenue as you did a year ago? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Weil, we have transferred 
back again to the free list about $25,000,000 worth of imports 
that we did propose to tax under last year’s bill, and I con- 
ceive that the committee has done perfectly right in maintain- 


( 


| New York as for tariff for revenue only. 


It has been conclusively | 


It is a subject that will undoubtedly occupy the atten 
Congress for some years to come, but it can not be, in my 
ment, disposed of through the tariff without too great | 
ment to our own consumers. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

22. All other products or preparations of coal tar. not « 
not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad val 

Mr. MONDELL. 
word. 

The gentleman referred a while ago to the gentlen 
I agree to th 
is assumed that there is no difference between a free 
and one who believes in tariff for revenue. The gentlem 
New York [Mr. Harrison] has generally appeared to 1 
nearly as a free trader. He said a moment ago, howeve 
they had not increased rates generally in the items und 
cussion. The item now under discussion and some of tl: 
following it, including picrie oil, creosote oil, aniline « 
aniline salts, and coal-tar products with unpronounceab| 
and so forth, are all taken from the free list and made d 
they are increased in rate. We have had a wonderfu 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


| lesson this morning of new Democratic formulas—the f 


| mula. 
| ranted to “catch ‘em comin’ and a-goin’. 


[Applause | 


Mr. Chairman, to be quite | 


| made it a year ago. 


of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop] . 
all the gentlemen on the other side. It is to the effect 
you on that side want to know what your opinion is with 
to any of these items, ask the gentleman from Alabat 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] has anoth 
It is a sort of a darky’s coon-trap formula. It 
mr. ae a litt 
the formula of a quack doctor who could not cure anyt! 
fits, and therefore tried to throw his patients into fits 
they came to him for treatment. 
When the gentleman 


IS 


of these articles, he said: ‘** Why, because we have an 
tax, and therefore do not need the revenue.” We did not 
it a year ago; therefore we can make the duty lower tli 


| takes an article from the free list and places it on the du 


list, he says that it is because they need the revenue. ‘| 
wondrously consistent. The gentleman has been in the n 
so long that he does not realize that the time has col 
when some of the people in the country will expect hin 
consistent. He can not use as an argument that he 
one rate because he does not need the revenue, and in tli 
breath, where he increases the rate, that he does it | 
they do need the revenue. They either do or they do not 


| the revenue. 


ing such a very highly competitive rate as this and keep the rate | 


at the same figures they are in the present law. 
Mr. LENROOT. Does the gentleman call a competitive rate 


a rate upon an article that is practically not produced in this | 


country at all, but is produced wholly abroad? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. 


Well, it is so highly com- | 


petitive I should think that if the gentleman were writing this | 


bill from his point of view he would be perfectly consistent in 
writing in a 85 or 40 per cent rate, because that would still be 
competitive and would probably afford the American manufac- 
turer sufficient protection, or at least as much as they ask for. 
The committee conceived it their duty in this particular case 
to leave it at the point it now is, and 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman’s idea is that there should 
be competition in this country? 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
me for just a suggestion? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
$250,000,000 of tariff rates. We have exercised our judgn 
best we could, and we have restored to the free list a ver) 
proportion of the taxes we propose to put in upon the s 
revision. ; 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman’s answer to all of 
questions and the excuses he makes for the committee al! 
trate this fact: That so far as the gentleman from New 
[Mr. Harrison] is concerned, it is 
ence to him what the effect on the industries of the « 
will be. There is no suggestion in any of his excuses 
protection is not needed or protection is needed. He 
fectly cheerful in reducing the rate on a 


Will the gentleman ) 


Now, if there be no competition, thig | 


peu 


from Illinois [Mr. Mann] aske 
gentleman from New York why he reduced:-the duty on an) 


is 


9Q 


uM [Ween 


wou 


And when he asks the gentleman why 


It is our duty to raise : 


i 


a matter of utter indiffel 


manufactured 





liphe i j venzalde le *nzy *hloride, itro : . 

P ccplaytminacitonciin an thelr sodbem of wetnuninen salts, made here, and I will tell you why, because some ol 
acids and their sodium or potassium salts, amidonaphtol factories here had to agree to make no new colors in ordet 
and their sodium or potassium salts, amidosalicylic acid, | get the stuff at all from the other side. 

lorbenzol, diamidostilbendisulfoacid, metanilic acid, parant- Le » aot ‘awae. te io true a eolor the 

dimethylanilin ; all the foregoing not medicinal and not colors et us get away from this trust business on colors on 

i0 per cent ad valorem. } other side. There is no such thing, and the American ma 

Laughter and applause.] | facturer of cottons : and woolens has got to pay 3O per cent 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- | for every pound of dyestuff he uses in the cheapest cloths 
nh. and I do not think there should be a dissenting vote | than the manufacturer in SOSMRRY and other Icuropean 
el hearing the paragraph read. { Laughter. ] _ eee That is me rea , situ aoe fl | 
But there is a better reason for striking out the paragraph | MP. & Anis Did l understand the gentleman to say tl 
han that. I am in favor of giving those people here in this | he had to account for this product sent over here by the German 
try who have invested their money in an enterprise where syndicate? : ; eae ee ; 
ev are trying to make coal-tar dyes from these articles to put Mr. METZ. No; I said this: Take the English manufae rure r 
hem on the free list, as they get them free under the present | : oe — oe — oe 2 ie ee to « | up — 
vn asi rane iere. e bUYS l ALANA wane Th Ivs here ile 
Why, you have demonstrated that you do not need the revenue. | gets from the ee manufacturer a dise CUMS at the et es 
You are going to get that out of your income tax. You have | the yout for all the color he buys, and he includes in that 
onstrated that you have been trying to throw away revenue, — what ne buys for his American branch. 
| yet you get back to the chemical schedule you had before | Mr. SWITZER. Do you have to account for the goods 
he House a year ago. There is no excuse for putting a duty | i Mr. METZ. No; I do not account. He repo el 
ese articles, except it is to help the German syndicate in | 4@P@. : 
securing the balance of the market in this country. = SWI PZER. Are you an agent? 
[I want to warn the gentlemen on that side that when you | Mr. METZ. I am not an agent. [ buy and se on miy 
ven these people out of existence here who have been | *“ ount and ¢ owthegy Le . get out of it. That is my 7 
ygling along trying to make these coal-tar dyes and colors, | Mr. SWITZER. You have to account for the BvUUs 
German syndicate, having their own market, will put their | _ Mr. METZ. I do not have to account at all. THe ints 
n price upon the articles which are imported here, and they | ™e Peo le abroad, and that is the way they control it o' 
ect the revenue and our people will have to pay it. there; but there is active competition between the vario 
As it is now, they pay the revenue to the United States. But | 4 anutacturers. : = : 
f we can go on and make these articles in this country, and thus | Mr. MURDOC Kx. I he gent em in’s contention is that ft 
iway part of that four-fifths of the monopoly of our mar- | pr contained in this bill will be a help to the 
that the German syndicate now has, I think it is worth | OF Fabrics. oe = Sang : 
e. I think it ought to appeal to the good sense of every | Mr. METZ. No; it will not help —_. rhe 1 ul 
on that side, if any there be over there who have not sur- | of fabrics do not use these raw even rhe only 1 = 
rendered their conscience and their judgment to the gentleman use them are the few aniline color kers in th coul 
from Alabama [Mr. UNprerwoop] to do their business for them. | whom I a ee 
Why not quit now, gentlemen, and let the gentleman from | Mr. MURDOCK. I understood tl re tleman to say it we 
Alabama report this bill at once, unless you are going to repre- | be a benefit to the manufacturer of fabrics. 
something here besides the German syndicate that has got | Mr. METZ. He has to pay 30 per cent on the finished e¢ } 
ntrol of this whole business? [Applause on the Republican when he buys his colors, and we charge a profit on the d 
side.] and the colors. Il am simply stating the facts. I am not t 
Mr. METZ. Mr. Chairman, there has been so much said | 00 the merits of it at all. 
uit this German syndicate and this coal-tar schedule that I Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. T an 
want to say a few words to set the matter right. | to find out who is responsible for this busin 1 
Every product in this whole paragraph is made by some Ger- | ™Y colleague here appearing four yeurs ag Ul 
ian syndicate. They would rather sell these products than | ™@nufacturer of these colors and dy 
finished products, because these products are controlled by Mr. METZ. , Yes. : aie 
syndicates abroad, while most of the colors are not. | Mr. PAYNE. He says he is discouraged. I should 
We have been taxing every manufacturer of cottons and | he would be. He well may be. T only wish he had the spler 
woolens, every cotton and woolen mill, every ink man, and every | Courage of Mr. Schoellko} ft, of Bufl lO, WhO has l t ot 
paint man on aniline colors 30 per cent, to prove that we can | his fortune but his life wor mse the development — ” 
make those articles in this country. There is one plant in | industry. He is a chemist who has no superior in Get 
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1 ed product and at the same time increasing the rate on | in the world at the same figure. Our mills are in competition 
ory raw material used in advancing or finishing the product. | with certain people in England, who buy at a certain price less 
r e gentleman, whatever he may be, is certainly at no point | our duty. They have branches in this country engaged in 
»otectionist. And the only regret he has in regard to this | manufacturing. They have accounts with the German manu- 
that as we go further along in the bill some other meim- | facturer, and they get the same discount on the goods they 
of the committee will take his place and advance an en- | buy for the branch in this country that they do in England 
y different formula with regard to other schedules. And In this country we have been taxing the manufacturer of 
, hear later, not that we do or do not need revenue, but | woolens and the manufacturer of cottons on these articles for 
nossibly an industry may need a little protection in order 30 years past. 
re So far as the gentleman froin New York [Mr. HARRI- | All these products are bought from the German syndicate 
«| is eoncerned—and I honor him in his honesty of intent and | These intermediate products—not the raw material—are highly 
rocsion—I can not agree with him. As far as the gentleman | developed compounds. They are controlled abroad by li 
New York is concerned, and a large number of gentlemen | cates, and all the syndicate has got to do is simply refuse to 
the other side, the fact is they have no concern as to the | sell to the American manufacturer and he is out of bu . 
root of these schedules on the employment or the industries | When this proposition was offered in the Payne-Aldrich b I 
the American people. | opposed it. I was not on the floor, but came down here and 
| CHAIRMAN Without objection, the pro forma amend- | opposed it. 
will be considered withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. Mr. MURDOCK. The proposition to put them on the fre 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | list. 
Coal-tar products known as anilin oil and salts, toluidine, xylidin, Mr. METZ. To vut them on the free list rhe re is no sense 
nitrotoluol, binitrobenzol, benzidin, tolidin, dianisidin, naph in it. There has not been one single addition: niline or 


benzol and 


Albs any, N. ¥., one in Buffalo, and two in Newark, N. J., and | or the United States. 


I own one of them. We can not make these colors and never Mr. METZ. He would ne 
will, e Mr. PAYNE. He isa m: 


; . fo ati . still s 
There is no German syndicate, so called. There are several who is still hopeful, still st 


‘inations of German manufacturers. One of them is com- | , cl 
posed of three manufacturers. And then there is a combination, | Of this proposed bill. 
( as direct as the first, of three manufacturers on certain | Why, some one said the 
‘terests and almost entirely on scientific lines. There is com- 
et tion among every one of them. Every one of them has a| How little such a man un 
ich or agent in this country, and they all compete, hammer | American. ‘They will not 
and tongs, tooth and nail. The prices are the same throughout | T his gentleman gives up 1 
ie world: Each factory sells its own product to every country | as I understand him, is a 


t believe that hi 
n who understands | 
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Mr. METZ. So is Mr. Schoellkopf. quite within the rule, a motion to strike out the |] 
Mr. PAYNE. In these articles with unpronounceable names; | proposed, and debate on that was exhausted. 
My colleague speaks in one breath of the German syndi- The CHAIRMAN. Will the 
unl in another he says there is no German syndicate. I | correct 
t know what he means. His colleague on the Ways and | man from New York addressed himself to his ame: 
leans Committee says there is a German syndicate, and that is | strike out the last word, and it was during his add 
the universal information that comes to us, Why help the | was questioned by his colleague the gentleman from 
German syndicate? Do you help the American manufacturer | Mr. Metz. 
of cotton goods in keeping the same duty of 30 per cent on Mr. GARDNER. 
these colors and dyes? It is not these unpronounceable things | New York, 
that the manufacturer of cheap cloth goods uses in this coun- 
try: it is the finished color and dyes. What possible excuse is | tleman from New York, Mr. Payne, again spoke, and 
there for putting this duty on these unpronounceable things | man from New York, Mr. Metz, interrupted him. 
except to cripple the American manufacturer of colors and dyes. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 
destroying his industry, for the men can not live altogether on | from Massachusetts that the time of the gentleman 
courage— which my colleague seems to lack—not altogether on | York, Mr. PayNe, on his last amendment was not e: 
courage, but he must get something back in order to live. Why | He apparently had concluded, and turned to take his 
destroy this industry to help no one except to get a few paltry | the gentleman from New York, Mr. Merz, rose and 
dollars of revenue on these unpronounceable things? Why de-| if he would yield, and he did yield, and then the del 
stroy an industry in the interest of the German syndicate? | curred. 
If they do not get the unpronounceable things they can not go Mr. GARDNER. 
on with the industry; they can not make the color and dyes. | man from New York, Mr. Payne, bad abandoned the { 
Why. the committee could not have planned better to destroy | that was not the equivalent of his five minutes. 
this great industry of the men of brawn and brains in the vity The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the ; 
of Buffalo if they had gone deliberately about it; but yielding | from New York, Mr. PAYNE, really had not taken his ; 
to the importunities of my friend from New York who deals Mr. PAYNE. I was asked a question, but I yield 
with the German syndicate in these unpronounceable things Bene 
they have yielded. 


gentleman permit t] 
him? Debate on that was not exhausted. 1 


Mr. Chairman, I think the gentle; 
Mr. Payne, was through and that then t) 
man from New York, Mr. Merz, took the floor. ‘T) 


; 
th 


The Chair would not hold that if ¢! 


f 


now. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was turning to take his seat 
Mr. METZ. Mr. Chairman, I want to set the gentleman from Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, another parilian: 
New York right and I want to set myself right. quiry: Is the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will set himself right first pocK] to strike out the last two words in order exc 

Mr. METZ ‘That is what I will do. I know this business | syupstitute? 
and the gentleman dees not, with all due apology to the gentle The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The Chai; 
man from New York. These things that he speaks of with the | nowever, that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Di $s} is 
unpronounceable names I can pronounce myself. to recognition for five minutes in opposition to the Sead 

Mr. PAYNE, Yes; and I can if I work hard. ment proposed by the gentleman from New York, Mr. P 

Mr. METZ. I know the gentleman can. He has been up Mr. GARDNER, Provided the time was not exnausti 1} 
against them a good many times, especially in connection with | gentleman from New York, Mr. Metz. who had the {i 
Mr. Schoellkopf. I sell him some of these things myself. All | parently, in his own right, because he did not await r 
these things are controlled by the syndicates and the finished | either of the Chair or of the gentleman from New Y: 
colors are not—only to a small extent. There is competition, | payng. 
and that is the difference. Now, I have not advocated putting The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold. in connecti 
these things on the dutiable list. I am a member of the Demo-| that, that that was in the time of the gentleman from Ni 
cratic Party. and I am with my party on this thing. {[Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course the gentleman is. ; Mr. GARDNER. The Chair will permit me to say that 

Mr. METZ, And 8o is the gentleman from New York with his particularly watching, noticing that the debate was b 
party. ee ried on so that the Members of the House could not | 

Mr. MURDOCK, Will the gentleman yield? that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] 

Mr. GARDNER, Mr. Chairman, a point of order. the room. I was particularly watching, and saw the « 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. as I believe, exactly as I stated it to the commitice. 

Mr. GARDNER. ‘The rules prov ide that there shall be five The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. of course. may be in et 
minutes’ debate on either side of an amendment, and I make Mr. GARDNER. I wish to point out that the rules w 
the point of order that debate is exhausted. neglected ‘ ; 

Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas i 
last two words. I would like to ask as between the gentleman | ¢.. gye minutes in opposition to the amendment prop 
from New York, Mr. Merz, and the gentleman from New York, gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 

Mr. Payne, if we have not a demonstration here that you op ec vos 
can not revise the tariff intelligently without a scientific report? [Mr. DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.| 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e% 
the point of order that the debate on the amendment proposed | wipont objection. ‘the pro forma amendment offered 
is exhausted. gentleman from New York will be withdrawn and the 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of | j, upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman fi 
the gentleman from New York. York to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But, Mr. Chairman, I have offered another The question was taken, and the amendment was r 
amendment. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendni 
posed by the gentleman from New York to strike out t! 
graph. ; 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York, Mr. The question was taken, and the amendment was I 
Payne, offered an amendment to strike out the paragraph, and The Clerk read as follows: 
on that was heard for five minutes. The gentleman from New 26. Collodion and al! other liquid solutions of pyroxylin, or 
York, Mr. Mi TZ, was heard in reply for five minutes. There- cellulose esters, or of cellulose ; compounds of penta s 
upon the gentleman from New York rose and moved to strike | ¢c!lulose esters, whether known as esilulolé or by ay 


r. : | in blocks, sheets, rods, tubes, or other forms not polished. | 
out the last word. The point of order was not made, and the | partly, and not made into finished or partly finished articl 


gentleman from New York being a member of the committee »| cent ad valorem; if polished. wholly or partly, or if finis : 
C! a lid ot fee] -alled 1 t fer 4 an ee ae a oe finished articles, of which collodion or any compound of Pps 
luir did ho ce ca be upon to offer a suggestion, an the other cellulose esters, by whatever name known, is the comp 
gentleman from New York proceeded. terial of chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem 
Mr. MANN. And I submit that it was not subject to a point Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute 
of order; where a motion is made to strike out a paragraph, it | paragraph. 


is in order to perfect the paragraph. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute. 
Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from Alabama said that he The Clerk read as follows: 

intended to enforce the rule under the five-minute debate, and Collodion and all other liquid solutions of pyroxylin or of other 

he shut off a man from the floor who had rights. Here is the | lose esters or of cellulose, 15 per cent ad valorem, com 

situation: The gentleman from New York, as the Chair has | Pyroxylin or of other cellulose esters, whether known 


; ; y : loid. or by any other name, if in block 
said, offered an amendment striking out the paragraph. Debate an eieekvay then taiaes not polished, wholly or parity. a” 
on that amendment is exhausted, but as an amendment to that, ‘ made up into finished or partly finished articles, so per cent a0 


Mr. GARDNER. T raise the point of order that there are 
ulready two amendments pending. 
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' polished, : matty or partly or a Sgee.se mete Saaeee arts are He says, for example, that the additional ¢ of 
. hich collodion or any compound of pyrox} 1 or other ceiu- >» mes — , tah tho nal) ‘ > e ‘ "| 7 
8 7 by whatever name known, is the component material of chief the pauper out of whi h the ce luloid is made is 5 cents a pound 
15 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no article of which a | to the disadvantage of the American manufacturer. 
nd of pesenee. oe - oe a _ aaa a Mr. GILLETT. Three cents a pound in the material. rhe 
ilue, shall be entered for import under any other classification | , > DApeEr pays % cents. b *? . Whe . 
se cor vate of Guns. ae paper pays is 5 cents, but 3 cents a pound on the 
“we GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, the material with which this | Mr HARRISON of New York, That is exactly the etat = 
“a . ss - ‘ . . é . s s yin. i Ss ‘ANTE ’ STALE! » 
eraph deals and to which my amendment in the way of a | furnished to me. namely. th: t it was 3 cents 9 und | fe 
tute refers is what is commonly known as celluloid, and | (oivga from a manufacturer recent! » ates at: “ny 
A ; ; ‘ ‘ ‘ cently a statement as to costs 
endment is to increase the duties on the ordinary sheets | ye oe ( , costs, 
y ? a ~ A am which somewhat parallel those which the gentleman from 
e per cent and on the finished product to 45 per cent. Now, Massachusetts has advanced here. But I wish t int out that 
i . : . . 7. aa ALLO . , ain i« ‘ Le~ , is ’ ill ou tile 
s js a comparatively new substance in the industrial world. | these arguments as to the cost are largely the ; t Now 
i 2 e . es : | , < = ‘ ate ‘ ‘ = OTe ry, 
it was invented by Americans, it is an original American prod- | 5, the first place, as to paper. The way they make celluloid 
vet. but Germany and France have equipped themselves and | .. ; agen te beg on p-e-Sgeaee hel tll oe Si 
Wet gyn. cheaper th: jp and for tw is to dip the tissue paper in a bath of mixed acids and with 
( make this substance cheape . CAA We COR, AEH Doe two | solution of camphor they make the celluloid. The manuf 
reqgsons: First, because of the ordinary reason of cheaper labor | turers here make their own paper. The tariff of 30 per c 
t there, and, second, for the additional reason that all these | ane ealeatilie: Riand Saar tien: ith on tee 
: u ; }on paper probably has nothing to do with their ownu factory 
terials from which this product is made are cheaper there |... pie: en lei pad ae aoe : st iemes 
xm. : aes . ;, | cost. It is also true that they refine their own camphor hey 
n they are here. The tissue paper, for instance, which is : 


. of the main ingredients, is cheaper by 3 cents per pound. 
Camphor is one of the most expensive articles used in the 
inufacture. 


Now, all our camphor comes practically from Japan, and in | 


Germany it is all admitted free, while in the United States it is 

xed: and this very bill, while reducing the tax on celluloid, in- 
reases the tax on camphor, one of its essential ingredients. It 
reduces the tax on the finished product but increases the tax 
on the raw material. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman puts the duty at 35 per cent— 
[am not supposing what the law is on camphor—and then puts 
the duty of 35 per cent on the finished product of celluloid, is 
not the celluloid manufacturer on the whole amply compen- 
sated for the 35 per cent he pays on his camphor? 

Mr. GILLETT. That is not the fact. If the gentleman will 
listen, I think I can show him. That is not the fact, because 
the duty on camphor is increased. The camphor in a pound of 
celluloid costs 2 cents more here than in Germany. 
also a necessary ingredient. That is 1 cent a pound more ex- 


pensive here than in Germany, and then the oils and acids are | 


ecch 1 cent a pound cheaper there, so that the German cost of 
materials is about 84 cents per pound less than our cost of 
materials, which makes, reduced to percentage, a difference 
in favor of Germany of about 20 per cent. 

Now, as I understand, the Committee on Ways and Means 
thinks the cost of materials is only about 15 per cent higher here 
than in Europe. think they are mistaken in that, but it is 
only a difference of opinion, and the difference is not great. 
But the fundamental and fatal danger to this American indus- 
try is that the basis on which the Committee on Ways and 
Means have fixed this 15 per cent ad valorem, which they have 
given, is that that exactly equalizes, in their opinion, the differ- 
ence in the cost of the ingredients which go into the manufac- 
ture in Europe and here, and leaves the German manufacturer 
and the American manufacturer on exactly an equal level, tak- 
ing no account of the different cost of labor here and there. 
The advantage is, of course, all with the German. But that, I 
understand, is the theory upon which they have fixed the per- 
centage of 15 per cent ad valorem, because that exactly com- 
pensates for the different cost of materials. 
absolutely no allowance in the difference of the cost of labor in 
Germany and France and the United States, and therefore in 
my amendment I provide a greater duty, 35 per cent, not 
enough I fear, but enough to somewhat equalize the labor cost 
between Europe and the United States. That is the Republican 
system. 

And I might also mention that there has recently been started 
in Japan, where all the camphor comes from, by one of the 
wealthy families of that country which controls all the output 
of its camphor, a $1,000,000 plant, equipped with American 
machinery, ready to manufacture for the world’s markets, 
with the cheap Japanese labor and with the world’s supply of 
camphor under its control. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLLetr] accepts the 
rates we have proposed in this bill upon collodion, which we 
have reduced from 70 to 15 per cent, but he proposes to raise 
the duty upon the manufactures of collodion which are gen- 
erally known as celluloid. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
has given us a statement which, no doubt, has been furnished 
to him by reliable people as to the difference in cost of manu- 
facturing celluloid articles here and abroad, and I want to 
point out that he gives a perfect illustration of the impossi- 
bility of fixing tariff rates upon investigations into the cost of 


Alcohol is | 


Now, that leaves 


import crude camphor from Japan. The rates of duty on refined 


camphor are not of so much importance to them. Now, the 
acids that they use—nitric and sulphuric acid—are on the free 
list, so that the only item on this bill in which the tariff ad 
versely affects the manufacturers of celluloid in the United 


States is this 1 cent per pound we propose on crude camphor. 
If they choose to import refined camphor instead of crude, we 
have reduced the duty on that from 6 to 5 cents a pound in this 


} 





bill. I think the 15 per cent ad valorem proposed upon celluloid 
| in blocks, sheets, and rods represents fairly the rate under 
|} which there will be competition. There are several million 


dollars’ worth made in our country, and look at the importation 
for last year. There were $2,600 worth of importation. The 
| probability is that the present specific duty on these articles 
is so prohibitive that it is somewhere in the neighborhood of 
100 per cent instead of 20 per cent, as it appears in the Treas 
ury reports, and I feel that they have taken full advantage of 
the manufactured duty in the prices which they charge the 
American consumers. What do they do with the celluloid? 
| They make it up themselves into boxes, brushes, and combs, so 
that the duty on celluloid in sheets is of very little importance 
to the American manufacturer. What they sell to the public is 
the finished product of the celluloid, and on this our duty is 35 
per cent. I think this is a very fair and competitive tariff on 
the three grades of articles carried in the paragraph. 

Mr. GILLETT. May I ask the gentleman if it is not a fact, 
as you say, that little of it is incorporated as appears in the re- 
ports, that there is a great deal of celluloid imported that 
not appear in the customhouse reports as celluloid, because 
comes in as other articles? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It does; and that 
of a great deal of complaint, because articles like brushes and 
combs, which were intended to carry a small duty, and Amer 
ican manufacturers have endeavored sometimes to have them 
carried under this celluloid paragraph, which bears a very high 
duty. That is one of the questions which I think is cleared up 
under this bill. [Cries of “Vote!” “ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gu 
LETT |. 

The 

The 


es 
if 


is a cause 


question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

27. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other liquors, 40 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


GARDNER] moves to strike out the last word. 
Mr. GARDNER. I hold in my hand a letter dated at Wash- 
ington, D. C., April 10, 1913, addressed to some finishers of tex- 

tile fabrics in my State: 
WASHINGTON, Cc 


D. , April 10, 1918 


My Dear Sir: In the caucus yesterday, when Schedule A was under 
discussion, I offered an amendment placing indigo on the free list 
instead of at 10 per cent ad valorem. I picked indigo out because it 
was the most logical item on which to appeal to the caucus, as it 
affected the cotton mills of the South, and because it bad been struck 
from the late Underwood bill by the Senate Finance Committee and 
recommended to be put on the free list ‘n both the majority and 


minority reports. The result was a vote of 54 in favor and J12 against 


This showed that the Ways and Means Committee has the caucus under 
working control 
I was informed by many Members, some of them I had not known 
before, that they were impressed by my argument, and that, as they 
put it, “I had put it all over” the committee I feel that I have 
ained at least the attention of the Members and that they think that 
at least know what I am talking about 


With this advantage in view I am going to offer an amendment to 
Schedule K to insert, after section $22, page 77, the words 

“The rates provided in this schedule shall take effect on the first day 
of the sixth month following the passage of this act.” 
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Yours, Mrrz. 


{Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Is he sur Member bere? 

Mr. GARDNER. The writer is a Democratic Member of this 
se, [Renewed laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. ME'VZ Mr. Chairman, 1 plead guilty. [Applause on 

the Democratie side.| 1 wrote that to some of the mills in the 

East with which I have been in business re! for many 

years, made suggestions to me to put before the caucus. 

That my duty, which I, as a manufacturer of woolens 
nyse wed them. 

I said before that I did not approve of some of these rates. 
I made my fight in the caucns and was beaten, and I am willing 
to stand by my cancus bill and by my House bill as it 
approved by my party. Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I realize that some ef these things might be changed and I 
said so in the caucus. [Langhter on the Republican side.] I 
know as manufacturer that they might be improved. [Re- 

laughter on the Republican side.] But I want to say 
that they are just as good as some of the things in the old 
Payne-Aldrich bill for the manufacturer. I do not, a manu- 
facturer, want protection What I want the same chance 
that I get in Furope, and therefore I[ suggested that indigo 
be made free because it is free in Europe. I suggested that it 
be made free, not only for the benefit of the South, which makes 
these cheap kinds of goods, but for the benefit of the mills of 
the rest of the ceuntry also. 

I would like also to have the 
nddition of alizarine and aniline 
they were put on the dutiable list for revenue purposes. 
oncompetitive articles. We must import them. 
judzment of the caveus they are revenue producers, and I 
| vote for them as revenve producers, I will, however, con 
tinue my efforts to change them along the same line while the 
bill be te. I apologize for that letter. I 
think it is the duty of every Congressman from every State to 
vote as he thinks in the caucus and to stand for what be thinks 
will help, as te anything he knows about, rather than to do it 
in a perfunctory wry where it good. I plead guilty 
to the writing of that letter, and I am glad I wrote it. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dak 
a question? 

Mr. METZ. Yes. 

MARTIN of South Dakota. I Lid in this 
that the vote upon this particular motion that you made 
in the caucus was 112 for and 4 against. 

Mr. METZ. No; the other way. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 

- 

METZ I think it was 102. 
figures, whatever they were. 
MARTIN of South Dakota. I was going to ask you how 
that 112 to maintain this item in the bill in a Honse of 
i88 Members compared with the average vote on these different 
items? 

\ir. METZ Do you mean as a caucns vote? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. MIVrZ%. T guess it was as good a vote as was ever had in 
any Republican caucus. 

Mr. MAR'TIN of South Dakota. Does it compare favorably 
with the other votes on the varions items? 

Mr. METZ. I think it was somewhat larger than most of 
them. 
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letter 


notice you Ss 


One hundred and twelve 


I do not remember the 
exact 


Mr 


vote of 


MARTIN eof Seuth Dakota. Most of them were smaller? 
METZ. This was a little larger, I think. 

MANN, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
METZ. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman would confer a great 
favor upon us all if he would tell us how, after the caucus had 
voted down his amendment by a vote of 2 to 1, he managed 
to slip it into dhe bill before the bill was introduced into the 
House, 
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| from 


ition, | 


| for the benefit of men who make cheap cotton 


is | 


APRIL 29. 


Settee 


METZ. I want to say for the benefit of 
Iiinois that I did not slip anything into th: | 
Mr. MANN. It is in the bill as reported. 
Mr. METZ. I was very much gratified. and s 
manufacturers, when my colleague from New York 
RISON] told me the committee had 


| reconsidered 
cided to put indigo on the free list, where it 


«) lay 
uway 


important of which are the overalls wor) } 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] These eh, 


the most 


men. 


| goods include goods which are made in this country fo) 
a competitive | 


cheap calicoes, cotton prints, and cheap cotton goods anil 

kinds—as against the manufactures in England. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a further 
Mr. METZ. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Do I understand that after the Pp 

caucus had voted down the amendment proposed by | 


| man to place indigo upon the free list, notwithstand 


in the caucus, the gentleman from New York IMr. 


} a colleague of my distinguished friend now on t} fi 
| the authority to change it entirely? 


tue 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
Mr. METZ. I do not think so. 
Mr. MANN. He did it. 

Mr. METZ. No; I. believe that my argument w 
that the Ways and Means Committee were convi 
right and saw the justice of it and put it on the 
all. Have you got any more 
applause. ] 


Ch, no, 


free | 
[Laugl 


is letters? 





| ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk wi 


[Mr. DIES addressed the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


See Appendix 


Without objection, the pro for 


7 


ll read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

28. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, buds, bulbs, 
excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, 
herbs, leaves, Iichens, mosses, r« stems, vegetables 
not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, and 
foregoing which are natural and uncompounded dri 
and not specially provided for in this section, but whi 
in value or condition by shredding, grinding, chipping, 
any other process treatment whatever beyond that <« 
proper packing of the drugs and the prevention of decay 
tion pending manufacture, 10 per cent @d valorem: Provis 
article containing alcohol shall be classified for dut; 
paragraph. F 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
word. I personally feel very much obliged to t! 
from New York for accepting as true the stateme: 
made last year, which be then contradicted, concerni 
of inserting in this paragraph the word “ peeli 
bill last year he put a tax on barks, and so forth, w 
been advanced by peeling. The gentlen and I ha 
controversy as to what that meant. The gentlema: 
then that he was right. I thank him now for admit! 
I was then right, by leaving out the word “ peeling,’ 
in the paragraph of last year. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
interruption ? 

Mr. MANN, I have only five minutes. 
last year were nutgalls. 


dried insects 


ots, 


or 





nt 
haha 


Will the gentleman 


In 


this pat 
Nutgalls are now on f 
In the bill of last year it was proposed to put 


dutiable list. The bill restored nutgalls to the free 
galls are used for the manufacture of gallic acid. Gall 
used in the manufacture of pyrogallic acid. The x 
last year proposed to put a tariff on the raw material a! 
the tariff on the finished product, and defended it : 
proposition. Now, in this bill he proposes to restore tl 
material to the free list and increase the tariff on the finis 
product, directly the reverse in both cases of what he did 
year. He then said he wanted to put a tariff on the raw 
rial to raise revenue. Now, he abandons the idea of a 
the raw material and puts an increased tariff on the t 
product. a 
The gentleman will have great difficutly in explain 
he has made the changes he made in this bill from the 
of last year. Then he said he could tax the raw mater’: l 
reduce the tax on the finished product. Now he says that he 
comes to the position which I urged last year in an smendmen 
which I offered, which, on the gentleman’s advice, was reJe ted, 
that we ought to give the manufacturer the raw materia! free 
and a reasonable tariff on the manufactured product. ‘That 's 
what this bill does. So that after all, even without a tari 
commission, a mere debate in the House adds someth ng. | e 
sibly, to the sum of knowledge possessed by so distinguishe’ 
a gentleman as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hagnison). 
If we had a tariff commission which would report the facts = 
regard to cases like this, there would not be the mistake in the 


} 


Sn rey 


rw 
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zed last year by the House and which, if the gentleman | report, did not have the time to report. upon the 4d 
Lk : 





the power, would have been sent to the President, | in the cost of | neing ele ils and their compound 
has been retracted this year as to both lines of argument. | foreign competi t ! this country It is true 
COOPER and Mr. HARRISON of New York rose |} the board had not had sufficient time to investigate and to 
HAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman | submit a report upon that | t, touching the chemical schedule. 
York although they d so repor | } , hadnle 
HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will take | woolen he e If the’ 1 ‘ } bonrd re ] { 
‘ f the ger nan from Wisconsin wiil permit me. | competent. and indu ) ) ‘ 
ly answered these arguments of the zentleman from | schedule, in so far as t l 
Mir. MANN}, who seems to assume that he bas written | dustrious, 1 | t! wo w of ‘ 
le. Lam very ul to have him get some of the glory | gentle n from New Yor 1 to his « . ae 
{ am sure he v not assume auy of the responsibility. | and Means Committe vi t right has he - any ‘ 
were put back on the free list because since the pro now t y f had ian opr tt \ , 
on of last yeur we have t all leathers on the free he board would not | » be equally hone 
uts are used not o 1 making gatlie acid but in | industrious in reporting un the difference in t 
nie acid, and tanni d is used to some extent In | duction in this and in « peting countries In of 
hers. That is the reason for that change and not | why should 1 t! I e what Ger } 
| information which the gentleman from Illinois} France has, a report of impart exper's, | 
< has burst upon us as the result of his speeches facts which we s k r mght to po » ¢ f 
WANN Having put nutgalls on the free list, for any egislate wisely u biect of such an exe ! 
1 why does the gentieman increase the rate on the | character? [Ap use on the Republiean le. | 
niuct? | The CHAIRMAN The 1 » of the gentleman has expired 
HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman | Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Cl n, id rot W t to 
e Payne law puts the same tax on gallic acid and pyro- | the time of the committee in discussing something that 
‘id, the one being 1 de from the other, and we have pertinent to this | igraph, but I have heard gentlemen on 
ected that illogical situation side of the House cor ually refer to the necessity of a tarifi 
[ANN. Notatall., The gentleman is mistaken as to his | board. ignoring the fact that t Hlouse has equipped a bureau 
of the ¢ vernment to do this work Of course, I recognize the 
HARRISON of New York. Oh, no are me gent nm on that side of the House who desire a 
MANN. I assert that the gentleman is mistaken as to his | tariff board or tariff commission. which shall be ¢ mowered 


ih} 
with the duty and the power to take away from this House 


COOPER rose. representatives of the e, the right to tax th Am i 
fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? | people 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certsinly. | Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield’ 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized in | Mr. UNDERWOOD. No: J n not vield. 
my own right. Mr. COOPER. I deny there is any such man in the H 
} 


CHAIRMAN. Very well. The gentleman from Wiscon-| wre UNDERWOOD. I am not talking al 


6 es to strike out the last two words. | from Wisconsin. The + - auetinnen vite : 
. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to speak upon whole show. when he is a very small nart of that side of tl 
ph, but changed my intention after hearing what | zy, » Tam talking about that side an tn enn 
da moment ago by the gentleman from Texas [MY. | tnoce , n that side of the House. on both sides of the 1 
D He ridiculed the idea that any possible good could come | wg would s ter the 1 ai e American nex 
tariff commission and declared, in effect, that anybody | ja;a thr, h t] Renre ; : 
vs that such a body will be a nonpartisan commission Me MURDOC Will th +, . vield? 
sxe, I happened to rei rember what the distinguished | Mr. UNDER OOnN No ' ty , 
from New York [Mr. Hargison] said about the | Mr MURDO [1 , 1 deny that - 
rd in debate here when he was discussing the chemical ean 
year and of the great assistance the board’s report had | © Mr UXDERWOOD. 1! ' , 
| to him and to the other gentlemen of the Ways and Means ad ; phe ; , rm ; re a. t 
ttee in the preparation of the chemical schedule which think th s constitute a majority of the M ' 
ey then submitted, and so I went to the library and procured | Ge OF Ue Frouse d sarge DMjOrity, Wace ‘ 
t ime of the Recorp which I have in my hand. : board for the pt en one hering infor m 
And by the way, Mr. Chairman. before I read what the gen- _ St mearthiy concur vith the ° g an emen wl ) Ges re to h 
tleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] said at that time, I ee — om oe thie House _ ried on & a 
will digress long enough to remind the House that in 1911, two ee te — — oe than a ae a ed “0 wee | aon : 
: ago, the Committee on Ways and Means reported a bill | “°° oF e Hous for a iN area ak tained ts eee 7 = 
to completely revise the chemical schedule, and that every rate | ¥'' mage See oe as ml es “on a 
at bill was an ad valorem rate. Members on the other | Mt. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman allow mie to ask 
oted for it unanimously, and it passed the House; but last | Mr. | ‘DER on a t ask a hot to be er ees ot 
only one year later, they reported another chemical sched- | wens tel eppomietetn aoe - , — - 7 ~ 
th entirely different rates, abandoned the ad valorem House and ge ee = of a He . 
and made every rate specific that could in any way be | informed a8 00 ee ee b of the _— ay hae this & 
made so. And why? Hear the gentleman tell why. The gentle- | ©! the House re “lined o oe * ) continue the tari B 
from New York [Mr. Harrison], in supporting that bill, | t Cos! aes oe aw we = 
Pebruary, 1912, said: | years in doing the won K that w is only pat ey 
ore than this, and in addition, the Democratic membership of | that would ha oa - an =e — ES. Se Per! 
ittee on Ways and Means in the preparation of this bill bas | bill—this side of the House wrote into one of the 
benefit of the report of the Tariff’ Board on Schedule A. ; propriation bills the organization of a Bureau of Foi } | 
a of the Tariff Board consists of a glossary of the para- | Domestic a exce in the Department of Commerce, g : 
of the existing law and, in addition, an economic review of | it full authority, more a ithority tl OU Zuve J ; 8O " 
mical industry in the antes States, be Spnete, Se Evans, in| Tariff Board, more authority than you proposed in the 
u, al , any ? P ers ) i i 8S é ( seans om- | : ‘ . ' ate <« {Tf n ’ / i » 
be thts epportuatty of expressing to the ‘Tarift Board their | you have introduc ed nip ee pte— yin Pansnccna Decry sem saan igeanten 
tion of the very valuable assistance which this report has been | the facts in reference to allt S that ec ! 
m in the preparation of their bill. ia tariff bill and to report those facts both to the Pr 
it Was a direct declaration by the distinguished gentleman | the United States and to the Congress of the United 
from New York that the board’s report was of great value, and | [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
members of the board were competent, industrious, and | Now, the board that you created was to re] 
t. What becomes, then, of the statement of the gentleman | dent and the report had to filter out to the people's RK ‘ 


1 Texas about the uselessness of such a board? It was | atives through the Executive of the Nation 

stic and not a little harsh, if we think of the men who | have created with the power to investigate these ta 
posed the board, but it met with applause upon the other | tions is authorized and directed to report dire: to th 
of the aisle. gress of the United States. Now, that bureau is not vit 
DIES rose. and why? We put the law on the statute books; it is ther: 
(he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? after it was enacted into law your purty, being in pov 

Mr. COOPER. I can not yield, I have only a moment or | thorized to make the estimates for the Government, failed 


longer. I wish to add this only. The Tariff Board did not | refused to make the estimates to fully vitalize tl 


\Ir 
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Now, I want to say to the gentlemen on that side of the House 
that you need not worry about this question. The Democratic 
administration and the Democratic House in the near future is 
going to vitalize that bureau by the necessary appropriations 
and extend its powers to get information that will be of use to 
the committees whether they are Republicans or Democrats in 
the future. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike oy 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. Mi hy, gentlemen, exactly the anaes bill that we are 
The Clerk read as follows: offer in our motion to recommit was before this Il 
~ Pa an January 30, 1911, and in casting my eye down the coluy 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachys 
GARDNER] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, we have just }, 
the leading counsel for the defense as to his objection 
board. We have heard what he has to say against th 
lican Party because it favored a tariff board. 


ave 7 » » 21. 4 a new paragr: as follows: 28}. Cop- , 

ce eae eon ek ieee new paragraph, as follow +. ©°P | who voted in favor of that tariff board I find the na) 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop]. [Applauss 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat 
by the belated activities of our Republican and other f¢ 
a tariff board. It is true that during the dying hours 
Sixty-first Congress, just before the Democratic P.+ 
into power in the House, the distinguished gettleman fr 
York [Mr. Payne] and his colleagues made a pretense 
tempting to establish a tariff board. [Applause.] They 
permitted the entire session to go by, and in its dying } 
pretended that the wicked Democrats, of whom I wis 
the most conspicuous, had prevented the most autocrs 
chine ever known in this House from passing the bi 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

But their belated efforts are amusing to those w! 
familiar with legislation and with the facts. In 188s « 
conferred this power upon the Bureau of Labor by 
vision : 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I am going to assume that there 
is something in the argument of the eloquent gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. STaANLey] with regard to the farmer’s boy, and 
that having been born somewhere in Kentucky, and having first 
seen the light of day under his father’s humble roof, he was 
urged by the folks to better his condition and get out of the 
slough of the farm and go to the city; that having done so he 
studied the art of chemistry, and, having perfected himself, 
he made certain discoveries which were of value to his country- 
men; that having thus put himself in a position to compete 
with men of talent and ability he organized a business and 
started a factory for the manufacture of copperas; that having 
done this and brought into employment men to whom he paid 
on an average $11.50 a week he found that he was compelled 
to compete with men engaged in the same business, men of the 
same cleverness and of the same ingenuity, in Italy and Spain 
and in England, and that he found that in England they paid 
a weekly wage of $4.87 against the $11.50 he had paid for 
American labor; that he also had to compete against labor in 
Italy at 75 cents a day and labor in Spain at 55 cents a day. 
Then I want also to draw the attention of the folks back home 
to this boy who, by borrowing money and inducing friends to 
have confidence in him in the great city, had made an invest- 
ment of $250,000 in the »nlant. I want them to know that his 
success was due to protection which had been assured him by 
the laws of the United States against the cheap material that 
was coming in over the borders from 55 and 75 cents a day 
labor, which protection is now about to be removed by a Dill 
known as the Underwood bill. 

I want the folks back home, who still have some pride in the 
boy whom they sent to the city, to know what the country boy 
who came to the city is up against through the measure now 
advanced by his alleged friends of the Democratic Party. I am 
making this argument for the benefit of the folks back home, 
and in order that you may pass the amendment I have offered 
restoring the protective rate on an American industry which 
protects the country boy in the city who suddenly finds himself 
cast down by those who happen to be in political control. Vote 
for the farmer's boy and let this amendment go through. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I am deeply interested in what my 
farmer friend from Pennsylvania is saying—— 

Mr. MOORE. I was born on a farm. 

Mr. ADAMSON. He looks it. 

Mr. DIES. I am interested-—— 

Mr. HOWARD. Sit down. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. I heard from 
a Member rising on the other side of the House a moment ago 
the admonition “ Sit down.” I want to ask whether it is in the 
rules? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman it is 
not within the rules, but the gentleman is out of order inasmuch 
as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dries] has the floor. 

Mr. MOORR. Is it in order for the Chair to call a gentleman 
down when he is out of order, or is it in order for a Member to 
say, “ Sit down”? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is certainly in order for the Chair to 
call the gentleman from Pennsylvania to order if he is out of 
order. 

Mr. MOORE. “The gentleman from Pennsylvania ” submits 
to the Chair. 


The Commissioner of Labor, in accordance with the ce: 
and duties referred to in section 1 of this act, is especially « 
ascertain at as early a date as possible, and whenever industria! 
shall make it essential, the cost of producing articles at th 
able in the United States, in leading countries where such arti 
produced, by fully specified units of production, and under a 
tion showing the different elements of cost, or approximate cost 
articles of production, including the wages paid in such ind 
day, week, month, or year, or by the piece; and hours employed ; 
and the profits of the manufacturers and producers of such art 
the compartive cost of living, and the kind of living. * * * 
articles are controlled by trusts or other combinations of capi 
ness operations, or labor, and what effect said trusts or other 
tions of capital, business operations, or labor have on prod 
prices. He shall also establish a system of reports by whi 
vals of not less than two years, he can report the general « 
far as production is concerned, of the leading industries of t 


That statute was passed, as I have said, in 1888; and yet 
Republican Party revised the tariff three times afte! 
enacted, and never suggested that a single dollar be approy 
to enable the Republican Commissioner of Labor to : 
the facts authorized to be ascertained under that stati 

But after the country had repudiated the Republican 
for the indefensible pretense of a revision of the tarifi 
ward, contained in the Payne-Aldrich bill, in order, as Pres\ 
Taft said in his famous Winona speech, to tide over tle ! 
years of the period intervening before a presidential e!: 
that the Republicans could have a chance to get together, | 
suggested in the dying hours of the Sixty-first Congress | 
tariff board or commission be created, so as to prev 
Democratic Party carrying out the mandate of the country 
the Sixty-second Congress the Democratic House enacted : 
beneficial piece of constructive legislation. It consolid 
the Department of Commerce and Labor certain funct 
had theretofore been assigned to certain bureaus in 
partment of State, together with these functions in the | 
of Labor. That law was approved in August, 1912. 1! 
publicans had been pretending that they wished info! 
obtained in a certain manner, and yet the Republican a: 
tration submitted no estimate to carry out the enlarged 
tions of the newly established Bureau of Foreign and Do 
Commerce until January, 1913. Two days after the leg 
bill had been reported to the Senate of the United States, 
having passed the House, the Republican administration t 
mitted a communication to Congress requesting an 4))))! 
tion of $20,000 to enable it to obtain the desired infor 
In explanation of the transmission of the estimate other 
than in the regular Book of Estimates, as required by 
statute—and this act having been enacted in August there wis 
ample time to transmit it in the regular way—they stated th 


igress an 


[Mr. DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

29. Ergot, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph, 


it was impossible for the department to submit to Co! 
estimate of this work—— ae 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire 
Mr. FITZGERALD. With the permission of the House, ! \ 
extend this in the Recorp. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks | 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recor. 


m”) 
Ll 
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MANN. I shall object to extensions of remarks when the | to t! tariff-making body. I have long believed so. but 
are made from the floor in this way, as gentlemen al- | Republican idea of delezatir ¢ all that anthority to the |] 
have the authority. | dent, the leader of their party, that he may constitute I 
FITZGERALD. I did not catch the gentleman’s remark. | san commission to report to him, thus g ing the Co 
MANN. Gentlemen already have general authority to | the United States such portion of the report as he choos 
which I regret. | throwi ig the balance into the Potomne River if he eh 
wr FITZGERALD. For the information of gentlemen on | no sort of a commission that will satisfy the b 1e 
de I wisb to state that I will print this in the Recorp. | of the United States. 
< ‘tary Nagel in his letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, | If the business men of this country are kine vt 
was transmitted by the latter to the President of the | all in this line, they are asking that a com! 
on January 11, 1913, made the following statement: | pointed, as the Democrats propose, which will ¢ 
impossible for the department to submit to Congress an esti | try a businesslike report which will enable Co1 t l 
» this work before this time, owing to the fact that the extent | fair, honest, and legitimate conclusions. And I vy 
juests for information along the lines covered by the law, which | what I have before said on this question, that a stri 
ily would control the extent of the investigations to be made by san commission will not satisfv: a nonnartisan | x 
1u of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, could not be determined . . if MOU SsUulisty;, a nonpatl i ird 
nt to the time the law imposing these new duties upon that | he question, because all tariff experts have partisan « 
was passed by Congress. | and so the best thing we can do is to permit the partie , 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago the gentleman | House and Senate to select the tariff board membershi| »f 
f Alabama [Mr. UNpEerwoop] stated that the Democratic | @®® Party will have fair representation on the board of 
Party had created a great new bureau of the Government to | Petts. No other method of tariff board creati W f 
n information such as we desired to have obtained by a the country that its reports are full and complete. [Ay 


| on the Democratie side. | 


ommission. I suppose it is not strange that the gen- — 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I am much surprised to hear 


n from Alabama has fallen into that error, because with | 


i 


; multitudinous duties in regard to the tariff he does not | the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Barnnart] express 
keep very close track of the appropriation bills. of confidence in the present President of the United St 
What you did do was to cut out three bureaus of the Govern During the last Congress we upon this side pre ! 
and put only one in its place, and then not make a suffi- | 2Ppointment of a nonpartisan tariff commission by the Pr 
nt appropriation for the maintenance of the one. There was | dent of the United States. Then we had a Republican 


the Bureau of Manufactures, the Bureau of Statistics, and the dent. We had confidence that in appointing the tariff board he 

Bureau of Foreign Commerce in the State Department, the | Would throw aside politics and look only to qualification 

rst two being in the Department of Commerce and Labor. Mr. Chairman, before this bill shall finally pass there w 

You abolished these bureaus as a matter of economy, and it | be & motion from this side of the House proposing a tariff co 

was so stated on the floor to the House, and you created only mission to be appointed by the Democratie President of the 
e bureau to take the place of the three and then refused to United States. [Applause on the Republican side} Are you 
ike a sufficient appropriation for the one. afraid of your own President, that he will appoint a partisan 
I am surprised, in a way, at what has just been said here. commission, as the gentleman from Indiana now suggests? W* 

I suppose there is no one in the House except the gentleman | 4Pparently have more confidence in your President than 

from New York [Mr. Firzcreratp], who just addressed it, who | have. 

would have the gall to lay upon a Republican administration Now, with reference to what the gentleman from New Yor! 


the failure to make the appropriation he suggested. The Taft | 8aid with reference to the defeat of the tariff-commission b 
administration sent an estimate to the House asking for an ap- | two years ago. It is not true that the Sixty-first Congress did 
propriation to continue the Tariff Board. That was the propo- | 20t pass that bill until the dying hours of the session ihe 


Recorp will show that the bill was passed through the Hot 


sition we desired to have enacted into law. You refused to give 
the appropriation to continue the Tariff Board, and at the same | in ample time for the Senate to consider it and to be sent b 
time, with all your ingenuity, did not propose to increase the | to the House before final action long before the 4th day of 
priation for the new bureau. You were not frank then | March. 
ind you are not frank now about it. We were asking for an | But the Recorp also shows that Republicans in 
‘ propriation of sufficient amount to do the work which was de- | of the United States tried day after day to secure consider 
sired to be done. If you preferred to have that work done by | tion in that body of that tariff-commission bill, and th 
the bureau in the Department of Commerce, why did you not | objection always upon the part of Democrats there. It was 
make the appropriation for that bureau instead of for the | only in the closing days of the session that they were s 
Tariff Board, for which the President had asked it? You have cessful in securing a consideration of the bill. It was ssecd 
always resisted the increased appropriations for the Depart- | Upon the morning of the 4th day of March, and on the 4th 
ment of Commerce and Labor, and they never had the author- | day of March, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz 
ity to make the investigation which we on this side of the | GERALD] well knows, through the activity of himself and ot 
House desired to have made. I do not know whether you are | and through a deliberate violation of the rules by the 
in the end going to do what the gentleman from Alabama says— | Speaker of the House, the bill failed, or it would have | 
largely increase the appropriation for this bureau. I have con- | law to-day. 


the Sen 





sistently fought for many years to secure an increase of the Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am not accustor 
appropriations for these bureaus, for one of which I wrote the | making statements here that are not accurate, and even if th 





You abolish that bureau. You have put nothing in its place | it does not in any way impair the accuracy of what I have a. 
which properly answers for the work it was designed for. If|I repeat that in the dying hours of the Sixty-first Conx 
you increase your appropriation, very well. What the country | the Republican side of the House attempted to pass a tarifl 
wants is a tariff commission in which it will have confidence, | commission bill. I know whereof I 
and which when it reports as to the facts those facts will be | ments of the gentleman from Wisconsin. That bill came b 
taken as true by the country and by the Members of Congress ; from the Senate the day before, or rather the Committee on 
who pass tariff laws. [Applause on the Republican side. ] | Rules met the day before Congress adjourned and adopted a 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, the inconsistency and in- | rule to consider the bill. 
sincerity of the Republican Party, when it wants to play a. Mr. LENROOT, It came back the same morning. 


law creating the Department of Commerce and Labor. gentleman from Wisconsin {Mr. Lenroor] makes the as 
speak. desnite the 
tics, is wonderful to behold. Many of you will recall that dur- Mr. FITZGERALD. The bill came back early in the mot 


ing the final days of Republican majority in this House we had | ing, and Republicans delayed and deferred calling the bill 
this contention as to tariff commissions before us, and during | If those in charge on that side of the House—— 


the progress of that bill I introduced an amendment in which Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, wil! the gentleman yicld? 1 

I proposed a bipartisan commission instead of a commission to | gentleman does not want to misstate the facts. 

be appointed by the President and to report to him. I proposed Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not misstating the facts 

in that resolution that the members should be appointed one by Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken in making the ite 


the majority of the House, one by the mirority of the House, | ment he does. 
one by the majority of the Senate, one by the minority of the Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not 
Senate, and the other by the President of the United States. the Chamber at 8 o’cleck in the morning to get breakfast, upon 
But the same gentlemen who are industriously clamoring for | the assurance of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dal- 
4 nonpartisan tariff commission now opposed that amendment | zell, that the bill would not be called up while [ was in the 
bitterly, and it was defeated by a vote of nine. I believe this | restaurant. 
country needs some sort of a board or commission to ascertain Mr. MANN. It had not come over at that time. 
from time to time the need of tariff revision and to so report Mr. FITZGERALD. It was here at that time, 


misstating the facts I left 





TOS APRIL ?4 


a 


Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. were a number of appropriation bills in doubt as to 
Mr. FITZGERALD. IL decline to yield further, Mr. Chair- | through at all. A hot fight was on over the post-office 
wan. I recall, and several others were in question. Those }j 
Mr. MANN. Then I make the point of order that the gentle- | being passed, if at all, by the House, so far as final cone, 
man is out of order, reports were concerned, without a quorum. No one 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hay). In what way? the House at that time to raise the question of a quorw 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman has already addressed himself | bringing up a question that required a quorum until | 
to this amendment. was further along and these appropriation bills we 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late. The | of, because everyone here who knew anything about the 1 
gentleman was already upon his feet and had addressed the | knew that it was not possible to get a quorum of this [) 
Chair. together before 10 o'clock or half past 10 in the morn 
Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Chairman, a point of order never comes | an all-night session. The appropriation bills were fing 
too late. posed of and the tariff commission bill, which had eo 
Mr. FITZGERALD. But if the gentleman is afraid to have | from the Senate at the earliest possible moment from ; 
the truth stated and the point of order is good, I will take my | tive standpoint, was called up with a proposition to 
seat. | the Senate amendments, not one amendment but ame 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point | and thereupon the other side of the House commenced 4 
of order? ter. Some gentleman here the other day, I think the ge 
Mr. MANN. I made the point of order for the purpose of | from Kansas [Mr. Murbock], unfairly, as it seemed to | 
attracting the attention of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | or intimated that we might turn the clock back in order 
UNDERWOOD]. that commission bill. Mr. Chairman, it is a common 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will state that I sup- | turn the clock back on the 4th of March for immateris 
posed that when the gentleman rose to his feet another para- | for the little final windup, but I think nobody has 
graph of the bill had been read since he last spoke. posed to turn the clock back in violation, in effect, of | 
The CHAIRMAN. No. stitution for the purpose of passing a hotly controverted | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Then, Mr. Chairman, I will ask my | proposition. I was unwilling on that day, and would 
friends upon this side not to speak twice on one paragraph. to turn the clock back in violation of the Constitut 
Mr. MANN. I do not make the point of order, Mr. Chairman. | purpose of passing any controverted proposition. G 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois withdraws | seem to think that it is fair to criticize the then Speake: 
the point of order. everything in his power under the rules of the Hous 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, how much time have I | time to agree to the Senate amendments so that 
left? commission bill should be passed. The gentleman 
The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes. York [Mr. PayNe] here was doing everything within h 
Mr. FITZGERALD. And it was while I was at breakfast, | but there come times in this House when a strong | 
Mr. Chairman, between 8 o’clock and half past 8 o’clock, that | ably led as that minority was at that time by the zg 
the bill was called up. It is ridiculous to allege that that oid | from New York [Mr. FirzGeratp], can prevent sj 
autocratic machine between half past 8 o’clock :n the morning | by the Honse. I helped to give an illustration of th 
and 12 o’clock noon could not have concurred in one Senate | session of Congress, when it took, as I told gentlen 
amendment and have agreed to it and have passed the bill | other side it would take when it commenced, three | 
The truth of the matter is that the gentlemen over there were | a half to approve the Journal of the House, and we did 
not sincere. They were just trying to fool the ccuntry in their} as large a minority as you had at this other time. 1} 


ul 


belated performance. More than that, Mr. Chairman, in view | minority, if they wish to filibuster, can delay actio 
of what the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] has said, | wished to filibuster at that time and you were able 


I wish to say that, for one, I am opposed to any so-called tariff | action by the House on the final morning after the | 
board or tariff commission, [Applause on the Democratic side.j | in the Senate had delayed action in the Senate unti 
It is a mere pretense to aid in enacting legislation along the] last day. 
lines of a protective tariff. The only reason for ascertaining Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, what is the truil 
the cost of production here and abroad and measuring tariff | tariff commission action on the morning of the 4th 
rates by that difference is to give protection to the manufac- | 1911? The exact truth is—and the Recorp will b 
turer. According to the views which I hold, according to my | that the men who were standing sponsor for it on tl 
opinion of how a tariff should be levied, I am not in favor of | lican side were making a pretense, and Mr. Firzcer. 
writing a tariff bill so as to afford protection to the manufac: | the fight on the Democratic side, was openly against 
turer. More than that, many of those who are clamoring for | tariff-commission bill went from this House to the 
protection do not need it. We are selling the products of our | January 11. It was held back in the Senate until the | 
factories in every country in competition with the foreign manu- | of March 4, when it came into this body and was « 
facturers right at their doors. Such gentlemen do not need | pedition here by a resolution from the Committee 
protection to enable them to meet the foreign manufacturers, | which proposed to expedite it by moving that all voi 
but they desire it for the purpose of fleecing the American | Senate amendments should be taken in gross, a fact v 
public. Gentlemen from New England have been protesting | gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] yesterda) 
against putting boots and shoes on the free list and claim that | Now, a filibuster was at once begun against it by the 
the European manufacturers can lay their output down in| from New York [Mr. Firzaeratp]. In the midst of 
Boston as cheaply as can the New England manufacturers, and | buster—the fight being led on the Republican side }) 
yet none of them has ever been able to explain something that | zell, of Pennsylvania, who has been against the tariff 
has been recently called to my attention, and that is that they | sion, who was then against the tariff commission, and 
are paying a duty of thirty-odd per cent on the shoes and ship- | shown in the records of Congress repeatedly, I think 
ping them into Canada and meeting European manufacturers in | against the tariff commission—Mr. Dalzell asked in 
competition in Canada, Perhaps some gentlemen who represent | of that fight on the previous question on the resoluti 
the New England boot and shoe industries will be able to state | ayes and noes. 
how it is that the American manufacturer can ship into Canada Even that sort of a move would have been enough 
and pay the duty and meet competition—— beaten the bill, but what further happened, as a matter « 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? Now, listen. Finally the resolution itself came to a vo 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I can not yield—and yet can not | yeas and nays were ordered and taken. As the geil 
meet competition at his own door in Boston. knows, we call the roll here twice. For the only time, pro 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. in the history of the American Congress when the roll li é 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the statements of the gentleman | called for the first time this happened: Mr. Tawney, 0! MI 
from New York [Mr. FrrzceraLp], who has just addressed the | sota, a member of the machine, came in here with tlie 
House, are so unlike him, so unfair, so misleading that I do | ence report on the general deficiency bill, rose to his 
not think they ought to go uncontroverted. The tariff com- | the recognition of the Speaker, Mr. Cannon, and on 2 
mission bill passed this House in, I believe, January, and went | to concur in the Senate amendments on the general de! 
to the Senate. Its passage in the Senate is admitted to have | bill another roll call was ordered. The gentleman fro. 
been delayed by Democratic opposition. That bill came back | York [Mr. Firzcrratp] remembers this. ; 
to the House on the 4th of March. Final adjournment neces- Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; and I protested against it. 
sarily took place at 12 o’clock noon. The House was in session Mr. MURDOCK. He certainly did protest, and made a 
all night the night of the 3d of March. Members had no time, | of order. When one roll call was half concluded ge 
were in insuflicient numbers to constitute a quorum. ‘There | which would have given the people of the United States a 
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<sion if the Republican leaders had been in earnest in 
atter—contrary to parliamentary practice, contrary to 
yn sense, the Speaker allowed another motion to come in, 

: in the midst of one roll call another roll call was taken 
fy, SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, that was also 

ry to an express rule of the House. 

\ir MURDOCK. It was contrary to every rule. It was in 
our that the Republican leaders of this House put this 
voform behind them. It was their chance. They had met the 
of the people in the preceding November election, and 
had not learned their lesson, and they turned against it. 


They were given 
[Applause on 


ng to take up the thing they dropped. 
r chance. ‘They will not be given it again. 
he Democratic side. ] 


Most of the Democrats in this Chamber are against a tariff | 


mission. I do not agree with them that a tariff commission 
ot a good thing, even for a tariff for revenue only; but they 
pen in their opposition; they are against a tariff commis- 
~The Republican leaders of this body are pretending to be 
for a tariff commission. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Put them back in power, let this bill which the Democrats will 
nass bring disaster upon the country, and if by any misfortune 

the Republican leaders shall come back into power they will 
have no tariff commission. They will begin to revise the tariff 
in the same old way, getting their information from the men 

who want to be protected at the expense of the general public. 
\npplause on the Democratic side. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. 
recognized. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to take the negative 
of the motion on which the gentleman has spoken, as a member 
of the committee. I claim the floor in preference to the gentle- 
wan from Texas [Mr. Dries]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Massachusetts as a member of the committee. 

Mr. GARDNER. 
[Mr. MurpocK] has evidently prepared that speech for this occa- 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] Now, 
every man who was present in this House on the memorable 
day of March 4, 1911—and only those people who were present 
understand the situation—is entitled to his opinion as to whether 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies] is 


sion 


on that day the Republican leaders acted in good faith or not. | 


In my opinion, everything on our side was done in good faith 
and with the intention of passing the bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I am going to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], 
who interrupted a moment ago, whether or not, in his judgment, 
the Republican Party was acting in good faith. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In my judgment, there was not the slightest 


excuse, and I so stated then and have said repeatedly, publicly | 


and privately, for the ruling of the Chair, in the face of a direct 
rule, that it was in order to stop a roll call to receive a con- 
ference report from the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Tawney. 


Mr. GARDNER. Very likely the Chair may have been mis- 
taken in his rulings; but I asked the gentleman from Kentucky 


hether he thought the leaders were acting in geod faith, and 
ie has not answered. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
so late that almost any opposition was sufficient to prevent suc- 
cess attending their efforts—— 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman has not answered. I will 

ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK] if, in his opinion, 
the Republican leaders were in earnest that day? 
_ Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, my judgment about 
it is that there never was a Republican leader in this House 
th t was in favor of that tariff commission. [Loud and pro- 
longed applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] 


{Mr. DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri rose. 

lhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Garrett of Tennessee). The gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLrarK] is recognized. [Applause.] 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there 
IS a great deal of misapprehension about the position of various 
gentlemen and of the two parties about a tariff commission. 
Iam against it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That is, 


igainst an outside body that is not made responsive to the 
House of Representatives. 

Here is the situation: The Constitution of the United States 
devolves upon the House of Representatives the duty of mak- 
ing revenue bilis—that is, of introducing them. 
can not do it. 


The 


L— 49 





ruth is that at this late hour the Republican leaders are | 


| bama 
Mr DIES, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. GARDNER, and Mr. CAMPBELL | 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas | 
| sion, or whatever you please to call it: 


I will answer that their action was taken | 


Senate 
Therefore it is the House of Representatives 


which primarily needs the information on the subject of the 
tariff. 


The second step is consideration of revenue bills bv the 
Senate. 

The last body that has anything to do with the tariff bill 
is the President. Now. what is the sense, or what ever was 
the sense, in spending four or five hundred thousand dollars 
I believe it was $250,000 a year—to get up a tariff board to 
instruct the President of the United States on the details of the 
tariff bills? I will tell you who needs the instruction and the 
information, and that need is constant. It is the House of 
Representatives. [Applause.] We are the ones who nee it 

The statement has been lugged in here that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoop] voted for a tariff eommiss 

|} and if the gentleman who made the statement had gon up tl 
column a little further he would have found my name. But we 


never did vote for the tariff commission that they have been 
talking about. We never did anything of the sort 

I have stated it three or four times on the floor of this House 
Here is what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] 
and myself and the other Democrats on the Ways and Means 
Committee did: We induced the Republican members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means to agree to make it responsive 
to the House, and then we brought in a unanimous report here 
Afterwards one gentleman changed his notion about it, as he 
had a perfect right to do, and then they started an agitation 
around here, and the first thing that the gentieman from Ala 


and myself knew they rolled us most thoroughly. 


[Laughter.] I mean the Democrats, now, not the Republicans. 
| Of course, the Republicaus were standing by and consenting, 
like Saul at the stoning of Stephen. [Laughter.] But they 
} actually rolled up a majority against Brother UNperwoop and 
myself on the Democratic side, and it was the first time and 
the last time they ever did it. The only reason they did it 
then was that they caught us napping. [Laughter.] We were 
so certain we were right that we did not believe anybody 
would object to it; but we changed our opinion the next day. 


[ Laughter. } 

Here is the Democratic position about this board, or commi 
We welcome informa 
tion on the tariff question and solicit it from any souree under 
heaven that is reliable. It is an interminable job. Nobody 
ever gets through with it. My venerable friend from New York 
{Mr. PayNeE] has participated in four tariff he 
This is the fifth tariff revision in which he has helped one way 


revisions 


or another, and he is still a learner. When I came here 20 
years ago I thought I knew all about the tariff. I have been 
studying it ever since, and [ feel to-day as Sir Isaac Newton 
said he felt after studying philosophy all his life—like a bo 
watking up and down the seashore picking up shells You 
never get through with it. Here is what I am in favor of 
and I know it is what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] is in favor of, because we have talked about if 


We are in favor of the Ways and Me 
of making 

needs. [Applause on 
is 1 expert or 


hundreds of times. 
Committee, upon whom we devolve the duty 
bills, having all the expert help that it 
the Democratic side.] I do not care whether it 


40; if it needs them, I will vote the money to-morrow, and I 
would have voted it when the Republicans controlled this 
House. Whenever the bureau which the gentleman from A 
bama talks about is vitalized, as it is going to be very short 
then a large part of the expert tariff work is provided f 
One word more. No man who was in this House on the 4th of 
March, 1911—of which occasion so much has been said l 


at 


ever forget that transaction while the world | 


I have seen this House in a rage time and time again, | 
I never saw the Democratic side of it so enraged as it was 
that day. It verged on riot. I violate no confidence in saying 


highly 


resolution 


that my good friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN], whom I 
esteem, came to me and suggested that I prepare a 
thanking Mr. Speaker Cannon at the close of the 
I prepared it. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. 
Mr. MANN. 


session, and 
The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
unanimous 


ask 


Mr. Chairman, I 


the gentleman may proceed for five minutes, not t etitnte 
a precedent for the remainder of the debat 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks u 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri may proceed 
for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thank my friend from I no 
and the committee. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann} 


as I say, asked me to prepare a resolution thanking Speaker 
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and I did it. I was glad to do it. It 
an from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERW 
would offer the resolution, make a speech, and 
would be lovely. [Laughter.] TI! the gentleman 
New York [Mr. Firrzareratp} led that fight about this 
Board, and then the Den side of the House got 
er about Mr. Speaker Cannon’s ruling than I ever saw it, 
about an election case, and you new Members will 
that irritating subjects that ever 
up in the House. The situation became so serious that 
nt to | [Mr. MANN] and told 
resolution; that if I did the 
mocrats would throw me of the window. [Laughter.] 
told him that 1 would have to do it himself. So it went 
ong that way for a few minutes and then some gentleman— 
I have forgotten whether it was the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dal- 
Zl withdrew the bone of contention, and the effeet of it was 
like t sun breaking through an April shower. Everybody 
got in goml humor on our side of the House, and in a few 
minutes I offered a resolution thanking Speaker Cannon, and 
it was passed unanimously. 
Mr. MANN, Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN. It was almost 12 o’clock 
the roll, not on a final vote but on a 
went to the gentleman from New York 


was all arranged 
00D] should pre- 


en 


' 
i i 
wcratic 


is one of the mos 


the gentic il} 


im that I could not 


from Illinois 
the 


out 


otter 


ie 


} 
i 
{ ‘ 
to a 


and we were calling 
motion to recommit. I 
and one or two other 
1 Missouri, and said that the clock would not be turned 
for the purpose of passing any controverted proposition. 
was agreed upon, otherwise there would have been a riot 
he House 
ir. CLARK of Missouri. 
ir. MANN. There is 
not here do not That having been 
reed to, so far ild agree to it at least, I went to the 
“man from New York and said to him, “ It is impossible to 
th ndment by 12 o’clock. We can not afford to have 
House. We will not finish up our other business 
s set before the House,” and the gentleman from 
New York withdrew his proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the 
iy minutes it lacked to 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri 
Mr. MANN. The clock was not turned back at all, and the 
matter was di of immediately after. Those gentlemen 
who were criticizing immediately came in and then found that 

instead of being 12 o'clock it was a little after 11 o’clock. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from Missouri mean to say 
that in view of the history of this matter and what occurred 
that day I was not in earnest in trying to pass these amend- 
ments through the House and using every power I could com- 
mand to do it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; I will not ything of the 
sort. I will tell the gentleman what I will say, and I believe it 
is absolutely true, and that that the gentleman from New 
York had experienced a change of heart about the commission, 

nd that day he was trying to get that bill through here 

\ Mremerr. What about Dalzell? 

Mr. CLARK of I will not speak of him, for he is 
not here 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from Missouri has left the 

ression on this House that in his opinion there was a con- 
y afoot that day on the Republican side to defeat that bill. 

‘ir. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; I have never stated that. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman, in answer to my question 
whether the Republican side was trying to pass the bill—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was not the question the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts asked. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from Missouri may be teeh- 
nically correct, but the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpocx] 
had given the House to understand that there was a conspiracy 
afoot on the Republican side and that we deliberately planned 
to seem to wish to pass the tariff-board bill that day and yet 
did not intend to pass it. I asked the gentleman from Missouri 
whether that was so? 

And half the House roared with delight when the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLarkK] evaded the question by saying that 
in his opinion no Republican leader had ever wanted to pass 
that bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, there were plenty 
of Republicans in the House then, a great many of whom were 
honestly in fayor of a tariff commission. The gentleman from 


Undoubtedly. 
no question about 
understand the feeling. 


as we co 


it. Gentlemen who 


in the 
is 


iS mitter 


entleman from Missouri 
12? 


It was right around 12. 


state how 
li 


sposed 


say an 
is 


Missouri. 


find | 
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Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] was. He is now a lead, 
| House. I do not think he, at that time, would 
as a leader on the tariff question. That is not said 
per or anything of the sort. The gentleman from Ma 
has fine capacity, and I congratulate him on his | 
the great Committee on Ways and Means. I wast 
the men who were running the Committee on Way 
upon the tariff question, the leaders on that subj 
1911. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


GARDNER. On that day? 

CLARKS of Missouri. Oh, that day. 
GARDNER. That is the point. 

CLARK of Missouri. That was not the thin 
man was asking about. 

Mr. GARDNER. That is the point I am asking the 
to answer. The gentleman from Kansas charges a 
upon that day. Does he charge us justly? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think the gentleman { 
York [Mr. PAYNE] was honest on that day. 

Mr. GARDNER. No; but was there a conspiracy? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not know. 

Mr. GARDNER. What does the gentleman think? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell the gentle 
think. I think that some Republicans were in favor 
commission, and that some of them were as bitterly 
it as I was. 

Mr. GARDNER. I know; but was there a conspi! 
day? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
it if there was one. [Prolonged laughter.] I can} 
fore, I never charged any conspiracy. The 
Kansas [Mr. Murpock] preferred that charge. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman does not haye to 
him what he thinks. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
spiracy. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman will not answer | 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I can not answer it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman fro: 
bas again expired. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanin 
that the gentleman's time be extended for five wil 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I wa 
that Democrats welcome information on the tariff 
any reliable source under heaven, and after we g 
get we will not have enough, and neither would the R 
because the subject is absolutely inexhaustible. | 
something on the tariff question, and a very im 
from a man from whom I was not seeking informat 
was this, that the railroads had a very great int 
tariff question. That was 20 years ago. I never 
about their having any more interest in the tariff 
any other large business institution that was 1 
manufacturing. It was in the Christmas time betw 
1894, when we were framing the Wilson bill. Th 
said that if we put coal on the free list, West \ 
Maryland would both go Republican. He said tha 
recoup among the farmers for what we lost among th: 
but that the great transportation lines running through 
States would go over, body and breeches, to the Repub 
cause they made their living by hauling coal to the 
seaboard and that free coal would give that trade to | 
Scotia mines. And, Mr. Chairman, if he had been Eli 
all the rest of the major prophets rolled into one, he 
have hit it better, because West Virginia Re 
ever since and Maryland hanging on by her eyelids. [LL 
So, if you are busy about it you can secure tariff into! 
from almost everywhere. 

One other thing and then I am going to quit. I want 
to help this Committee on Ways and Means, to help th 
and they are the ones who ought to have it. There is! 
thing as a nonpartisan board. It is an impossibility in 
It is a thing incredible that any man who is fit to sit on: 
board has no political opinions which lead him into some 
affiliation with some political party in this country. As fa 
am individually concerned, if I were making up a tari 
or a board of tariff experts, you could rely upon the fact | 
would have a working Democratic majority, because I be: 
in the Democratic theory, and if the gentleman from New > 
[Mr. Payne] or the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. MANN] or 
of the rest of them were making up a tariff board they W 
put a Republican majority on it. That is all there Is to 
hope, Mr. Chairman, it will never be again charged on th 


I can not tell, because | 


wey 
52! 


I never charged there \ 


has been 
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gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
myself, ever voted for this thing that 


| 
House that the | 
as it is popularly understood in 


nd incidentally 
tariff commission, 


all a 

wuutry. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am not willing to let go 

ered the statement made by the gentleman from Massa- 
|Mr. GarpNer] that in response to an inquiry I mide | 


equivocal answer. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | 


the Speaker of this House, has well said that that | 
day of intense excitement. It was. The memory of 
ppened is stamped indelibly upon the minds of those 
ere present on what to me was the most exciting day [ | 


experienced in my 10 years of service here. In my judg 
this is the actual fact There never was a time when | 
in control of the majority on that side of the House | 


The President of the United 
was a very sincere believer in it, as I have always been | 
am, because for my part I still favor a tariff board, | 
m glad that I had something to do with creating the lan- | 
that makes a practical tariff board out of the Department 


believers in the tariff board. 


foreign and Domestic Commerce. Now, with the position | 
President of the United States being what it was, it | 


necessary for certain leaders upon this floor to get into | 
ny of action with the President. Therefore they became, | 
representatives here, as the party's representatives, the | 
a tariff board, but in my humble judgment there | ‘ 
| have been no other subject under the sun up at that time 
ch a roll call could have been interrupted by recognition 
the Chair of a gentleman to offer a conference report | 
hereby bring on another roll call, except that one question 
ff board. Now, there is a great deal of difference be- 
men being for a proposition legislatively and being for 
use they believe in it in their heart of hearts, and there 


tes of 


any men here on this floor, as the gentleman from 
\ husetts knows and as I know, who in their heart of 
did not believe in a tariff commission, but the exigency 


and the position of the leader of their party, the 
President of the United States, forced them into that sort 


sition. Now, I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I did not mean to use the 
rd “equivocal” in a disagreeable sense. I mean the gentle- 


1 did not answer the question exactly as it was put. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Of course, I did not answer it the way the 
centleman wanted me, and I admit that now, but I think I did 


swer it the way it was put. Now, this is true. It is true 
those men at that late hour were pushing the bill forward, but 
inswer was strictly accurate—that their conversion was 


i deathbed conversion that it gave no possibility, with any 


of opposition, that they would be able to carry through 
bject that they undertook. 
Mr. GARDNER. Wiil the gentleman now answer me this 
estion—and let me preface it by saying that it often happens | 
this House that men do their best to pass bills in which 
ey do not believe in order to carry out a party policy: | 
Granting, if the gentleman chooses, that the tariff-board bill 
Ss unnecessarily delayed in the Senate—it may have been, 


‘all I know—granting that a great many Republicans were 

sed to it—I know a great many were opposed to it 

Mr. SHERLEY. I trust the gentleman will come to his ques- 
I have only five minutes. 


Mr. GARDNER. I think the House is willing to hear the 
centieman’s answer. The gentleman has heard this morning | 
from the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] a distinct 

rge that the Republican leaders on the 4th of March, 1911, 
were playing false; that at that time they were deliberately not 


ig to pass the bill. Now, I want to call the gentleman's 
tion to the fact that in the intense excitement it was quite 
ble that even Mr. Speaker Cannon might admit a roll call 
h was out of order, and which we all know was out of 

| want to ascertain the gentleman’s impression whether 


ot that was merely a stage play or whether the Republican | 


« of the House on that day was legislatively doing all that it | 
(i—your side trying to resist to its utmost—to pass that bill, 


ise it isa grave charge which the gentleman from Kansas 
de. He was present, I was present, and the gentleman 
present, and we have opposing opinions. What I wish to 


is, Were we scoundrels? 
ir. SHERLEY. I do not hold a brief either for the gentle- 
from Kansas or the gentleman from Massachusetts, and I 
ne to be put in a position of undertaking to testify to the 
er motives of the leaders of the Republican Party. 
rhis I say to the gentleman, and I would say more if some 
of the men who were actors in that scene were here present, 
that I believe there could have been no other subject up, 
Which being up could have been interrupted by recognition by 
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the Chair of the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Tawne ) 
present a conference report 

Mr. Sp sae Does the gentleman think that the ¢ 
was trying to be: that bill by the lapse of time 

Mr. SHERLEY. I ve stated the fa V'} 
ean draw his own conclusion 

The ‘TITAIRMAN. The time of the ore ( ( IN¢ 
| tucky Mr. SHERLEY] has expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. ‘Chairman, one i I would 
like to have the gentlemen finish their a \ qu 

| tion, but I would like to close, and without 
unpanimous consent that all debate on this pal i 
10 minutes, 

Mr. COOPER. I would like to have time 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Th: I will extend the t 1S 
inihnutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alal Mr. UN 
DERWOOD | asks unanimous consent that debate « para 
and all amendments thereto close in 15 minute l ere 
objection ? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, what the 
paragraph? Is it paragraph 29, to strike out 10 cents a pound? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes 

Mr. MANN. Of course closing the debate on this paragraph 
will not close debate on this subject unless the ge Lie l 
enforces the rest of the rule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing for the House to wi 
the debate on this and get rid of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr MANN. I reserved the right to object in orc to sec 
whether I could get some kind of an understanding with the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprrwoop] for the benefit of 
the committee Ilow far does the gentleman desire the « 
mitee to proceed to-day with this bill before we adjoun 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope we will get through many pages 
before we adjourn to-night, but 1 recognize that this is qt 
tion that gentlemen want to debate I have no ad ) 
unduly cut it off, but 1 would like to reach some agri ent 
about the time for such debate. l understand the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] and the gentleman from Wiscon 
sin [Mr. Coorer] desire to speak, and if there is any othe 
tleman on that side of the House who wishes’'to speak I will 
extend the time. I ask unanimous consent, reservil ve 
minutes to this side, that the time for debate on this paragraph 
be closed in 15 minutes, with the understanding that we will 
go on with the bill at the end of that time. 

Mr. MANN. I wanted to know if. the tleman | ) 
assure us that if we would be very good in schos 1 \ would 
be able to finish the chemical schedule, which is one of the diffi 
cult schedules in the bill, at half past 6, we could not get ou 
this evening? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that I would prefer 
night sessions for the present. 
| Mr. MANN, I should prefer not to have 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objectii ane 1 pause I} 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Kansas (Mr. CAMP! 
is recognized. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairn the charge made by n 
| colleague from Kansas [Mr. Murpock | is one of tlie most 
a Member could make against his colleagues on the floor of t! 
| House. I was present during the entire night of March 3 and 
the morning of March 4, 1911—two years ago 
| Iam a little surprised, on account of the political |} ry « 
the time, that such a charge would be made by him d bach 
for two years. I say what I am about to say h the most 
kindly feeling for my friend, for he is my friend The Repub 
lican Party was not hopelessly abandoned to all that honor 
able and fair, even last summer and fall. He secured a nomina 
| tion from it in the last campaign and secured an election to 
this House, and the seat that he now holds, as a Republican 
candidate upon the Republican ticket. If it was good e h 

for his purpose last fall, it was not so bad two years ago and 
now as he says. 

But upon the question of the tariff commission I think T sy 
| Stvisetiy as to the sincerity of the Republican Party. | 
| vith all sincerity when I say that it is my confident belief th 

upon the 4th of March, 1911, everything was done that \ 1 
| be done to secure the passage of a tariff-commission We 
| have just heard a auto ion of the almost tragic opposition 
| that was made to that bill upon the Democratic side of the 
| House. There never has been a time when the conditions were 
so acute in the House during my service here as upon that day 

The opposition was more determined that day upon that bi 
han upon any other bill or any other question during the 10 

years I have been in this House. 
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And he did permit it. The roll call then in pregress was in- 
errupted and a new roll call begun and taken on the conference 
on the general deficiency bill in lute violation of 

ss and precedents. Vhen this new roll call had been com- 
1 the House then resumed the roll call on the bill whieh 
tained the provision for a tariff commission. 

I make no accusation, but if asked the question which has 
been put here I will answer it. I will not evadeit. [Applause.] 
MURDOCK. Does the gentleman believe that the Re 
publican leaders were for a tariff commission? 

Mr. COOPER. I believe that two or three who had it in their 
power to do it deliberately entered into an agreement which pre- 
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vented the consideration of that bill. [Applause.] 

tion of the House was called to the rule t] 

not be interrupted even for the present 

report. But the roll eall was interrupted 
Mr. HARDWICK. Wil 


ti 


the gentleman yieid 


| ment? 


Mr. COOPER. Yes. 
Mr. HARDWICK. I attempted to make the 
at the time, and the Speaker declined to ente: 
Mr. COOPER. Oh, it 
avail, and the Recorp 


was made over and over 
shows that the Spe 

that uld 
directed the Sergeant at Arms to take 

order, and that the Sergeant at Arms obeys 
out to the head of the center aisle 


; 
he c¢ 


eet 





Members | 
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even by a} 


business | 
it is | 
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pted, even for the presentation of a conference | 
knew it. | 
had called the | 
time on the bill containing the provision for | 


had been completed, | 


House | 


Now, does any gentleman pretend that it was | 
| the tariff commission who secured the interru] 
call and brought on that 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlema: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I that 
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follows: 


30. Ethers: Sulphuric, 4 
ad valorem; amy! acetate 


pound: 


cents per pound; ar 
and ethyl acetate o 
ethyl chloride, 20 per cent ad val 
of all kinds not specially provided for in this 
valorem: P ded, That no article containiz 

ied for duty under this paragraph. 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, it has 
this paragraph relating to “ether” suggests 
ment at this time. We ought to have “ 
so as to peacefully and painlessly put to sleep the 
sist in occupying the time of this body by 
ancient battles over again. [Laughter.] 

I confess to be somewhat amused and « 
reminiscences indulged in, and still more confused 
by the position taken by the gentlemen of the n 
the question of the tariff board or tariff commissi 
ever you like to call it. The gentleman from Al: 
UNDERWOOD], as I understand him, and the Sjx 
House favor a partisan tariff bureau. Why they s! 
4 partisan bureau, why the bureau of experts shou 
| the control of the Ways and Means Committee, is 
comprehension. I can not understand why men w 
the services of experts, who by virtue of their 
position would be considered partisan experts, « 
matter of general legislation which concerns the 
|} all the people, and industrial conditions generally. 
on the Republican side.] Partisan experts are hir 
lawsuits to prove things that are not true. Puartis 
will do party politics in their reports and prove wort! 

Mr. Chairman, I am still more confused by the | 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FiTzGrera.p], 
understand him rightly, says he is against any t 
information. And I am stil] mo! 
by other points of view on the other side of the Cl 
to this matter. The gentleman from Alabama says 
information. We all want information. Everyone « 
that view. Men can not legislate intelligently upon 
subject like this in the absence of accurate informat 
the gentleman from Alabama says “we want a « 
| tariff.” Other gentlemen on the other side say “ W* 

tariff for revenue; what we want is to secure revenu 
tue of these customs duties, and the matter of prote 

nothing to do with it.” Therefore they oppose a taril 
and disregard the facts. One idea conflicts with the ot! 

Mr. Chairman, if men will have information they m! 

it through a board that is nonpartisan, composed of int 
brave, courageous men who will not do the will or tl 

of any Ways and Means Committee or of any Pres 
partisan purposes, but who will ascertain judicially | 
that are concerned in the matter. And, furthermore, i! W 
to have competition, I assert that the competition | 
based upon an intelligent consideration of the actual 

ing the difference in cost of production at home and 
There can be no competition if the tariff is so high as 
out importations. There can be no competition if the 

is so low as to destroy American industry, Gentlemen 
Kentucky and from Texas talk here about the farmer. B it 
this connection they do not really concern themselves with t 
interests of the agriculturists of this country, 2s 1s shown 
this bill. It is unfair te the farmers and to the West. | . 
fess I am amazed that men should stand here, respons! 


per 


ether” 


ap] 


we 


| He does not need 
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of the majority, and say to gentlemen on this side, pound; chicle, 2 nts pet nd; d nt starch or 
ve been repudiated; you have no part in this great : Seen 


i thi fourths of 1 it j ! 
{ want to say in reply that that statement is not true. Mr. MANN. Mr. Chai or — in ane 0 










stand here as a representative of the whole great | word. In the chet bi oll don u egragh 
C Minnesota, elected by a majority approximating 50,000 there was included in this ragraph copal. gum resin. ka 
a damar, lac, crude, seed, | wtt: L i 
® to 1 over all opponents combined. I have not been are now on the free t Ont , a e fl 





d by the people of my State. I have a sacred right 
{ upon this floor and plead the cause of the people of my 
S I have a right to be heard in the making of this law. 






In your bill passed by the Hous y . e} ( 
the dutiable list. At that time I 


i 







: | 
re than 2 to 1 over my Democratic opponent and | 























them out of the dutiable list : lr t ) ‘ 
I a right to represent the interests of farmers and laborers | 44 the dist seuished eentieman 1 ‘ York [} 
ness interests of my State, and it is unfair and unjust | .,.) in of Shit TN Soden ; ; 
because forsooth a mix up in the Republican Party has | ' ie t] - . é' ae : - 
an overwhelming majority on that side, that we have,| 
‘ point of view has, been repudiated. No, Mr. Chairman, - ee tha r from thy t f a tl n 
not true; it is not honest; it ts not patriotic. | kauri, dat oid antheeetn: 1 
CHAIRMAN. . Without objection, the pro forma amend- | As a matter of f _ these 
be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. | fr ee oo oe i 
Clerk read as follows: | rates of taxation uy ' pte’ : 
rin, crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 2 cents ke a P ’ - ) f 


] 














COPLEY. Mr. 





Chairman, I offer the following amend- | put a burden: and now we are going to place” : 
















rhe Clerk read as follows: | And yet, now they put it upon the free list in conformity 
8, line 26, after the word “ refined,” strike out the numeral | the amendment which I offered a ye ) rt 
isert in | 1 thereof the numeral “3” experienced a change of he int. ie t vear he pr / dt ! 
OPLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have introduced this amend- this school of economi and place t . { ' ’ 
x the purpose of calling on the unfailing good humor | tyrer. Now. he proposes to co «thes ’ rf 
rtesy of the distinguished gentleman from New York | gqmit the articles free of duty. as they are und x 
\ir. HARRISON] who has charge of this bill. I am going to ask law. ’ 
] he will give the minority Members in this House some Mr. HARRISON of New Yor! Mr. Chairman. I tT 
ition had when the schedule was adopted, and tell US| the remarks of the genth n 1 vis [Mr. MANN 
u what theory they reyised the tariff and put 2 cents 4 | jg going to vote for this tariff 1 He seems to believe 
I n refined glycerine which under the Payne bill was 3} pe has written the whole thing. and I em all the 1 » induced 
cents a pound and under the present bill 2 cents a pound. to believe that he might vote for a Democratic bill because 1 








HARRISON of New York. I will say to my friend that | foynd himself unable to vote for Republican fill when 
‘of 3 cents a pound on refined glycerine is practically | py, reported to the House 
and it was in the hope that we would induce a i have already explained to the gentleman why wi 

substantial import of refined glycerine that the rate is | apje to restore t 

d to be reduced from 3 cents to 2 cents. I will be per- 

f y frank with the gentleman. I would like to see a further 
reduction made. I have an apprehension that we have not gone 9 
far enough to induce any substantial importation of refined | from these various cums produced in the East Indies and in 
erine. The ad valorem equivalent of refined glycerine at | \fexico. he has not overlooked the fact that in this bill we have 
2 cents a pound, however, is the same as the ad valorem 0D |} fyrther reduced our proposed rat m varnish} from 25 per 
crude glycerine at 1 cent a pound, and under those circum- | , , 
s ‘'s that is the proper balance. 





o the free list a great many taxes that wer 
proposed to be levied last year. I shall not detain him or tax 
the patience of the committee by detailing that further, | 







surely in discussing the rates of duty on varnish, which is 












to 10 per cent ad \ lorem. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma end 


ent 







’ COPLEY. Does the gentleman believe that a rate of | pent will be withdrawn 
ts a pound has worked to the detriment of the American Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer t i \ ! 
nd given undue profit to the American manufacturer? ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read 
HARRISON of New York. The gentleman must recog-| ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
nize the fact that our primary motive in fixing these tariff rates atin ie Sein ollie then rd “ pound,” insert the fol 
is to collect some revenue, and 3 cents a pound on refined | ‘ Provided, That dextrine, burnt starch, or Briti m, d 





glycerine is practically prohibitive. | stitutes, and soluble or chemically treated st , when 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the gentleman will yield, | Pot@to starch, 1 cent per p 
king at the handbook of information which gentlemen of Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I shall take only one 1 

committee have furnished for the guidance of the rest of | and I rise in large part as a matter of inquiry ily amen 
















I notice that there were imported in 1912 under this item | is concerned with only ‘ t Le 
3 pounds, and the estimate of the gentleman’s expert of | ahead to paragraph 23 ict, we i that i 

the amount that will be imported is still less, from potatoes is dut e rate of 1 cent per pound. I 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman from South | understand that dextr tl : ) 





ta is correct in the reading of the figures, but I will state | referred to in that connection are, in large 1 






that I did not make the estimate, and I believe they have} made from potato substance; and I rise to juire \ 
1 estimated the probable amount of imports. Moreover, the | of that fact, there should be a less duty on the l 
i rt figures are misleading because the greater portion of | product than there is upon the raw 1 of that 





ed glycerine is imported in bond and reexported. Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. C! . the ee ’ 

MARTIN of South Dakota. Well, the revenue which it | from Massachusetts is correct in ny tl ( 

imated to produce is less than that of last year. made from potato starch, but tl 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say that that is an | making this transfer, and the rates of duty of 1 cent a ] 
average estimate based on a number of preceding years and not upon potato starch are pretty f a. 1 by tl 
Simply the last year. It is estimated that instead of $1,533 we | auty of three-fourths of a cent per | upon the 
Will get $3.500. product of that starch, namely, d trine: but he ¢ 

r. COPLEY, How do you estimate an increase of revenue | overlooked the fact that |! far the greater bulk of tl 
by a decrease of the rate and a decrease of importations? in this country is made from sago or tapio flour. whicl 

HARRISON of New York. I have said to the gentleman | tne free list. This affords a large diff tia 




























tl the figures given as to the amount of pounds imported are Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will 1 » that 
evidently misleading. ment is so phrased as to deal only with the pot ! 
COPLEY. Mr. Chairman, under the circumstances and] ][ think that overcomes the second rt 
up the information given, I insist on the amendment. suggestion. As to the first pn ! ! 
the CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | section of the country say tl { is I 





by the gentleman from Illinois. adequate and have asked for a pr n of 14 ce ! { 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was lost. The former duty was 14 cents, and my amendme: 
rhe Clerk read as follows: duty of 1 cent. 
Gems: —, and amberoid unmanufactured, or crude gum, $1 per Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my ce 
nd; arabic, or senegal, one-half cent per pound; camphor, crude, : : “4 . —— 
me ’ ; * or sti ‘ference that. ul I od 1 
wal, 1 cent per pound: camphor, refined and synthetic, 5 cents per |} @ Question in 1 ference to tl t understood 
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to say that there was a quantity of starch wasted in making 
dextrine. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I said there was some quan- 
tity 

Mr. PAYNE. What? <A quarter of a pound? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I can not answer the gentle- 
man correctly. There might be 15 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose there might be a quarter of a pound, 
for the sake of illustration. I want to see if I can get the gen- 
tleman’s idea. Suppose there might be a quarter of a pound 
out of the starch used in making a pound of dextrine. At a 
cent a pound that would be a cent and a quarter duty on the 
starch. I trust I can get my colleague’s attention. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. PAYNE. If there was a quarter of a pound more starch 
used, or, say, a pound and a quarter, of starch used in making 
a pound of dextrine, then the duty on the starch used would 
amount to a cent and a quarter. Do I understand my colleague 
to say he has balanced that duty by charging only three quarters 
of a cent on dextrine? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will admit to the gentle- 
man from New York that it is a very close calculation upon 
the manufacture of potato starch- 

Mr. PAYNE. A close calculation? There is no calculation at 
all. I want to say to my gentlemanly colleague that if there 
is a duty of a cent and a quarter paid on a pound and a 
quarter of starch—and it takes that to make a pound of dex- 
trine—-in order to compensate for the duty on the starch 
there should be at least a cent and a quarter instead of three- 
quarters of a cent on the dextrine. It works that way; it 
does not work by subtraction, but by addition. I trust the 
gentleman understands. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I see what the gentleman 
aims at, and I will say that this rate is fixed for dextrine made 
of all kinds of starch, and without particular reference to the 
one kind to which the gentleman refers, and it is a perfectly 
fair disposition of the subject. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that dextrine is made, perhaps, 
exclusively from potato starch. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, largely so. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; that is not correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, whether it is made from either one, and 
it takes a pound and more to make a pound of dextrine, there 
should be a cent and more duty added to compensate in the 
dextrine for the use of the starch. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If we were writing a pro- 
tection tariff, the gentleman is perfectly correct; but as we are 
not doing that, I am not convinced by his argument. 

Mr. PAYNE, If the gentleman is writing any kind of a 
tariff, he ought not to put on a greater duty and try to justify it 
by using subtraction instead of addition. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say it is not the pur- 
pose of this committee to create industries in this country by 
levying tariff taxes. 

Mr. PAYNE, And you said it was not your purpose to destroy 
any legitimate industry. What have you got against the dex- 
trine industry? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

38. Ink and ink powder, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 9, after line 8, insert the following: 

‘Par. 39. Indigo, natural or synthetic, dry or suspended in water, 10 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, we are hay- 
ing here this afternoon the first object lesson in the new art 
of national legislation by party caucus. The people of the 
country, 2s well as Members of the House of Representatives, 
will know more about this system a little later than they 
know now, but a few features are already manifest, and the 
amendment which I have sent to the desk is illustrative at 
least of one step in the progress of this new system. The 
amendment which I have offered is taken as paragraph 39 of 
the original print of this bill as House bill 10, and it contains 
a 10 per cent ad valorem duty upon indigo and certain similar 
products. It has developed from the letter read by the gentle- 
inan from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpDNER] from a Member of 
the majority who attended the caucus that in the Democratic 
caucus he offered an amendment to this provision striking out 


this 10 per cent paragraph and placing it upon the f 
and that he made a very eloquent, able, and conyin, 
ment, but that the influence of the Ways and Means (yy), 
overpowered his eloquence and his convincing statement 
Democratic caucus, and they voted him down by a vote 
to 54; and in his letter to his constituent he suggests 4) 
proper relief now will be to seek relief in the Senate. Pp 
crept out in the incidental debate that came out on 1), 
ing of the letter that he had done even better than ¢) 
gone to the Democratic caucus again, but he has gone to { 
and Meaus Committee, or certain members, a committe 
is all powerful in this House until the other commit: 
appointed or suggested cr nominated, and that he had 
outside of the caucus. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Would the gentleman like to « 
rect statement of fact? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I am giving it corr 
far as # is out. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The original proposition was yo! 
in the caucus. The Ways and Means Committee gave a « 
consideration later on and reported back to the eaucus., 
caucus placed this amendment in itself. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the gentleman fro 
bama is correct in this latter statement, it is eviden 
gentleman who wrote the letter was not aware it ever had 
to caucus again when the letter was written. 

I am bound, I suppose, to take the statement of the 
man from Alabama that it had gone back to the cauc 
impression after reading the letter was quite to the « 
It illustrates that the Ways and Means Coinmittee and its 
man are all potential in shaping up the tariff business. 
was a majority of the caucus against it? Again it comes | 
caucus after certain suggestions have been made by the ¢ 
man from New York [Mr. Merz], who is still sitting by 
of the manager of this schedule. He has been there 
the afternoon. He is not now a member of the \W 
Means Committee, but he may be later, I suppose. 

Mr. METZ. I will not be here that long. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It would be enlig! 
the country and to the membership of this House if the 
man from New York in charge of this schedule, when tl 
time comes, would elaborate the controlling reasons that 
the Democratic caucus on both sides of this questio. 
wondering what those reasons were and what those ind: 
were, and I am wondering which way those gent 
‘aucus who voted both ways on this proposition will } 
to vote now. I apprehend they will be voting with 1! 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNbDERWoop]. 

I am in very great doubt whether the system that 
crats have brought upon us under cover of a committ 
mittees is not a species of oligarchy in government, 1 
feared and avoided in Government institutions even th 
man power, because when you have one man you 
responsibility and know where to place it when things 

What is this? It is government by party caucus. Tl 
289 Democrats in this body, 126 Republicans, and 18 | 
sives. That is, the latter confess to be Progressives. ‘1 
for progress, and they represent it all if you take th 
for it. In that caucus at any time 145 men can < 
absolute vote of this House upon the great questions |» 
to the revenues of the country and its economic co 
under which men are to prosper or to go down in final 
feat. Yet it is the vote, at most, of only 145. Lou pla 
responsibility in the hands of the most powerful com! 
this House, that has the initiation of the great revenue |! 
of the country. One hundred and forty-five Members of 
House of 433 Members control the legislation of this b 
is a system the country will not stand for. It is not a 
the direction of reform, whatever may have been the het 
announcement made when it was set in operation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amend 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Division, Mr. Chairman 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, hoes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

41. Licorice, extracts of, in pastes, rolls, or other forms, 1 < 
pound. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou! 
last word. 


ree 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GRE! 


moves to strike out the last word. 
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GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply for the} Now, those article, proper 








e 


of calling the attention of the committee to the fact | the free list, but there is n ause on 
this section licorice root, unground, is taken from the | [Laughter on the Re] lical 
and placed upon the dutiable list, and also that further I suppose, now, it is not needed to rais 
s bill the duty is reduced on the manufactured products wanted to put a tax on the soda-w 
the whole proceeding being in accordance with the | revenue. Now, they find some other 1 
nd theory upon which this bill is drawn. [Applause on | Pretty soon we shall find some | 
ubliean side.] | increased tax, as they did on licorice 1 
HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in answer to | they proposed a year ago. Then th 
tement of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green], I will | root, largely used by the youth of tl 
t the situation which exists under the present law by | dredths of a cent a pound. In this b 
there is a high rate of duty on licorice paste, and licorice | I cent a pound. They need that to 
; on the free list, has enabled the American manufacturs it evens [Laughter on the Re 
rice paste, who for the most part are subsidiary com- | tix on the licorice root that the bovs e] 
connected with the Tol o Trust, to have an absolute | off the soda water which they drink ! 
ly of the American market; and the levying of a very | lican side.] 
tax upon the licorice root and the reduction of the duty i we, but af 
ice paste insures the fact that the manufacturers of | ' 1 your pri ‘ I 
. will not be able to hand on to the consun.ing public the | \ o the wi [A] 
t we have laid upon the raw material. 1¢ 
GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman| The CHAIRMAN. If there be no ol 
] | amendment will be considered as withdr 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? | read. 
HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. | The Clerk read as follows: 
REEN of Iowa. Does the gentleman think that the | 45. Oils, rendered: Cod, sod, Wl. herrit 
of a duty on the raw material will break up that a ae ee ee th Aner cen 
y? | that known commercially as degras or brow 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; but I think they will | not refined or improved in va a 
some of the tax. | refined or improved im value or condition, a1 
fr. GREEN of Iowa. And then the gentleman believes in | a +} > aaltaal all vs coal oy . : . } nee 
‘a higher rate of taxation on the manufactured article | of 1 ime, not specially provided f t 
the raw product? | Valorem. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I do not think the gentleman | Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. ¢ 
from Iowa need concern himself about the subsidiary companies | mittee amendment 
robaceo Trust. That is what this is for. | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fi 
GREEN of Iowa. The “gentleman from Iowa” is not | RISON] offers a committee amendment 


ed about that. He is concerned about the principle upon | report. 


tich this bill is based all through. The Clerk read follov 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. This allows a very fair manu- Amend, page 9, line 22, by strikirg out 
ng margin between the tax on the licorice root and the The amendment was agreed to. 
the licorice paste. Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I off 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to my col- | ment. 





g Mr. Harrison of New York] that instead of trying to The CHAIRMAN. Th entleman 
he ny kind of legitimate business he is simply trying to help | amendment which the Clerk will report 
tl isiness of the trusts. The Clerk read as follows: 
Now, it is true that the Tobacco Trust manufactures and uses one rike out in line 24, page 9, the words 
in the United States; but there are some small concerns i meet a Re P 
le the trust that manufacture it in a small way, and in | ~ ee ie ’ 
. Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I shoul 


this readjustment of rates to make the manufacturer pay that | 
ix, which drives the little fellows out of business, the trust 
would get the full benefit of it by supplying all the licorice | 
ed in the United States. That is the beauty of a tariff bill 


enue only, except for the trusts. the tariff whale oil is reduced 


gallon? 


on 


the Demo 
revenue 
’ 
( r 
) ’ ‘ ! 
1 
I 
| ‘ 
} 
Bs W 
‘ rol 
ad Oo 
hit l 
ind 
| 
New ¥ 
\ if h 


= 
like to 


| gentleman in charge of the bill at the present ti: 
mation as to why it is that the tariff of 8 cents 
sperm oil under the present law is maint 
in 


iined in t 
this 


bill 


There are many citizens of California e 


s for taxation, are pla 


rotic 
batl 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman did not do me | whaling industry, and for some years that ind 
the honor to heed the last part of my argument, or he would heen very prosperous. I am advised that anv « 
‘seen that I maintain that we have left the licorice extract | qnetion in the tariff will mean the going out of | 
manufacturing business in this country in a position to con- large number of people who are engaged os 
the manufacture, but the tax will make them pay their | ;,o the reason that actuated the ‘tte. 
ance, particular item from 8 cents a gallon to 5 ts a 
Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman will admit that the little Mr. HARRISON of New Yor! I will st te 
fellows will be driven out by the duty and the big fellows will | from California that, contrary to what we } 
be able to stand it. rect usage, the present law taxes a nu! r of 
fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The pro forma amendment will be consid-| 8 cents a gallon, thus putting a spe { 
ered withdrawn. The Clerk will read. clause, which includes a number of diff rt 
The Clerk read as follows: unit values. The effect of that w 
{2. Lime, citrate of, 1 cent per pound. taxation to different olls. Por it t 
‘ TAY ae ; upon sperm oil, crude, is 42 cent C 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last} 9 ealion: and the unit of value upon wh oi] 
word. gallon; so that in order to levy about th 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] upon the two kinds of oil it is advisable either t 
moves to strike out the last word. valorem rate to the basket clause or e t e 
Mr. MANN. In the bill which was presented a year ago, the specific rates for the different kinds of oil l tl 
chemical schedule of the bill, paragraph 42, vas the item of haw chosen the latter course. 
lemon juice, lime juice, and sour-orange juice at a rate of 10 The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amen 
per cent. Those articles are now on the free list. posed by the gentleman from California [Mr. Hay: 
Z I offered an amendment at that time to restore them to the The question being taken, the amendment w 
tree list. They are upon the free list of this bill, but when I The Clerk read as follows: 
offered the amendment a year ago the distinguished gentleman 46. Olls, expressed: Alizarin assistant 
fr m New York [Mr. Harrison], again outlining the policy of | ricinoleic acid, and soaps containing cast y 
the Democratic Party, said: whatever form, and all other alizarin as ts and «& 
a We have placed a tax upon articles covered by this paragraph because soentae a ia this t ) ad v i 
ant} «are chiefly used in the making of drinks at soda-water fountains, | cents per gallon; flaxseed an 1 tir 1 oll, raw, boiled, « 
@ therefore they are a proper subject for taxation. [Applause on the } cents per gallon of 74 pounds; | ! raw pil 


rapeseed oil, and peanut oil, 6 c 


‘emocratic side.] 





nts per gallon; hem, 





l. or « 
“ad 
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gallon; almond oll, sweet, 5 cents per pound; sesame or sesamum 
or bean oil, 1 cent per pound; olive oil, not specially provided for 
in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem; olive oil, in bottles, jars, kegs, 
or other packages Raving a capacity of less than five standard gallons 
each, 50 cents per gallon; all other expressed oils and all combinations 
of the same, not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad 
vaiorem, 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
lowing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers a 
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, 10, 
word 


p< r 


peed 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 


page line 21, by inserting, after the word “ kegs,” the 


“ tins.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in line 20, page 10, the words ‘20 per cent ad valorem” | 


’ 


and insert the words “40 cents per gallon.’ 

In line 22, page 10, strike out the figure “350” 
thereof the figure ‘ 50.” 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say that the 
olive industry is coming to be a very large industry in Califor- 
nia, and that the profits on olive oil for the past years have 
often been considerably less than 20 cents a gallon. The pro- 
vision in the present bill would reduce the tariff 20 cents a 
gallon. I have offered an amendment to maintain the present 
rate of duty. The bill reduces it from 50 to 30 cents a gallon, 
which, as I say, would take away all the profit and more than 
the profit made by the California olive-oil producers and put an 
and to the industry if that policy is to be pursued. 

Last year we produced 800,000 gallons of olive oil. We have 
12,000 acres planted to olive trees, one half of them in bearing 
and the other half not yet in bearing. It is an industry which, 


and insert in lieu 


if allowed to develop, will in a few years come to produce all | 


the olive oil and practically all the olives that we consume in 
this country. We believe it is in the interest of all the people 
of all sections of the country that that industry should be car- 
ried on upon our soil rather than in Italy and Spain. Therefore 
{ offer the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have on 
several occasions debated this question with my good friend 
from California, and he has failed eyen yet to convert me to 
his point of view. 

Mr. HAYES. And the gentleman from New York has failed 
to convert me to his point of view. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say that inasmuch as 
California produces only one-fifth of the olive oil consumed in 
the United States the rate of the duty of the present law was 
a heavy burden and hardship upon those people on the Atlantic 
seaboard who are of Mediterranean birth or ancestry and are 
accustomed to use olive oil where other people use butter. The 
proposition of the gentleman from California is to make the 
people of the East pay the freight rates from the Pacific coast 
on all the olive oil that is consumed in the East, and that is 
an unjust and improper method of tariff taxation. 

Mr. HAYES. Is the gentleman from New York aware that 
the tariff amounts to 34 cents on each small bottle usually sold 
to consumers? Does he think that this tax reduced or entirely 
taken away will decrease the cost of olive oil to the consumer? 
I do not. I want also to suggest that in the last three years 


we have increased the planting of olive orchards 1,000 acres | 


per year, and if he wili let us have an oppcrtunity for a few 
years we shall be able to produce not only one-fifth of the olive 
oil used in this country but five-fifths. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is aware that the present rate of taxation is 35 to 40 
per cent ad valorem, and that that is too high a tax upon the 
common food product consumed very largely by the poor of the 
cities, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayegs]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 10, line 17, at the beginning of the line, strike out the words 
“peanut oil, 6 cents a gallon.” 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I am advised that there is no 
competition in this country in the manufacture of peanut oil. 
The provision seems to be for the purpose of protection rather 
than for the purpose of revenue. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware that under existing law 
peanut oil is on the free list? 








Mr. MOORE. 
in it. 

Mr. MANN. It is on the free list, and it is proposea , 
it on the taxable list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
Pennsylvania ask me a question? 

Mr. MOORE. I would like to know whether the « 
maintains that there is any competition in peanut oi! 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Very little of it, ir 
made in this country. It is not made from peanuts ¢ 
the Southern States. It is made from peanuts of ay 
kind unfit as a food product. 

Mr. MOORE. They are grown in foreign countri: 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. In Africa and Japa 

Mr. MOORE. May I ask what is the necessity of » 
tion of 6 cents a gallon on peanut oil? ; 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. This is not for the | 
of protection. There is so little of it produced her 
does not enter into the question from that point of 
is a revenue proposition, and we expect to get from $3 
$40,000. 

Mr. MOORE. But a duty has 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is this peanut 
butter? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
upon it? 


I am informed that there is no eo; 


Does the gentlem 


been left on the pe 
It has been reduced 
oil used as a sul 
To some extent. 
Then why does the gentleman put 
It is a food product and you are going to reli 


| consumer. 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman knows 
peanut butter is not used on the table of the people of 
country ; it is used more particularly in industry. 

Mr. MANN. We use it on our table. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, in view of the discussion and 
because I am for protection, I will withdraw the amendment 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if peanut oil is being taxed 
revenue measure, I do not quite understand why the tax is 1 
duced from 10 cents again, as carried in the chemical } 
year, to 6 cents a gallon in this bill. As a revenue proposit 
on an article not produced in this country, so it has to be 
ported, why could not you leave it as it was last year? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Because, I will say, w 
able to remit some of the taxes that we then proposed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago the House | 
in reference to the tax on olive oil. Olive oil which is r 
unfit for food is now on the free list. Last year in t! 
graph it was put on the dutiable list. I offered an anx 
to restore it to the free list, and my distinguished friend { 
New York at that time said: 

Mr. Chairman, in taking denatured olive oil from the f: 
have placed upon it a tax of three-eighths of 1 cent a pound, w 
about 3 or 4 per cent ad valorem. There is no reason w! 
tax the olive oil which is used as a food of the poor people, wv 
not place a revenue tax on the olive oil which is used by t 
facturer. 

Does the gentleman stand for that, or does he repudi 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, if I were 
to deliver my own speeches as well as the gentleman from ! 
nois does, perhaps the committee would not have put it « 
free list. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Last year the committee did not put it 
free list, after having heard the gentleman’s speech. ‘Thi 
it on the dutiable list; but, having the attention of the + 
man called to it, as would have been more perfectly the 
we had had a tariff commission, the gentleman now pro] 
put it on the free list. He retracts. He says now t! 
ought to tax the food but not tax the manufacturer. Last } 
he boldly avowed, and so led the gentlemen on the other + 
of the House, that if we taxed the food consumer we | 
the manufacturer. I like to see the gentleman consist: 
more than one year at a time. ae 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tle 
word in order to protest for a moment against this outr 
increase of rates over the present law. [Laughter.] Here 
a food product on the free list in the present law, { 
propose now to put on it a duty of 6 cents a pound, and so 
all along the line in this schedule, not only items by the score. 
items in the aggregate. We imported in 1912 abolutely free © 
duty items to the amount of $15,000,000, but in this schedule thes 
are put on the dutiable list. Why, gentlemen, are you tryis ' 
revise the tariff upward? [Applause and laughter. |] I - 
presenting more proof than you ever presented about the procens 
tariff law, about revision upward—absolute proof. Are not y' 
satisfied with the rates in the present bill, that you must ) 
crease them all along the line? [Applause and laughter.| _ - 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, my dis - 
guished colleague does not need to appeal to me as to what Is 


and 


f 


) 





1915. 


‘ 


ve 


owing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 


iot a revisic 
t subject in 
YOUNG of 
York came. 


HARRISON of New York. 


e left the ar 


x was because they are not produced in the United States, | 
t was of no benefit to any 


stoms duty on 
because we 


s making a tariff for the 


nufacturer. 
. PAYNE. 
oil, the poor 


CHAIRMA 


will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 


» Clerk read 
distilled 


tolis 
bitter; am 
e; caraway 
vet; fennel 
ke lavender; 
rosemary or 


egoing oils, a 


rr in this se 
containing 


rh 


Tl 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]. 


I 


The 


\ 


‘0 he challenged me about the statement I made that so many 
ems in this bill will carry the increased duty we placed upon 


Clerk read 
nd, page 11, 1 
d “and.” 


e CHAIRMA 


he amendment 
Clerk read 
lerfumery, in 
ry, whether 


itions to the hair, mouth, 
including 


ces, 
and pastes, 
regoing whol 
ts per pounc¢ 
, 60 per cent 
not specia 


Mr. PAYNE. 
and I would like for a moment the undivided attention of 


im four years ¢ 


t 


but 


We Lik 


om) my et ee 


s 


| 


bi 
whi 


ny 


present bill he would not have half as much 
n 


1 


ind as he is having now about the future of the law if he gets 
on the statute books. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

the 


t} 


Lie 


t! 


* 
Li 


st 


_y 


years ago 


lieman comes 


fumery four y 
is here all 


ery contai 
d and GO per 


luty on our bill on the importations of 1910 was71.17; 
2.8, and on his 74.29, not only equal to our duty but more duty 
we put on it. 


nd to this, an 


paragraph 49. 
rida water, which I believe they have left at the same rate of 
And as we go along I may call attention to othersall 


per cent. 
ay through 
es he adopt 
It is more 
where he red 


e, 


iber 


I 
1 if he 


Ane 
alt 


increases he 
; committee a 


Cand even increased the Payne rate; but I desire him to point 
: thie i i 

out this, and I am glad that he points it out now. 

itement in refé 


What became of your free food in this item— 


peppermint, 25 cents per pound; mace oil, 6 cents per pound ; 


riend from Alabama 


ie goes us one better and increases the duty that we put on 


1a duty of 60 cents per pound and 50 per cent where the 


h were luxuries, like perfumery, and he followed our ex- 
On things like wine and spirits and jewelry and a 
of other items, I will call his attention to and show what 
is in his bill, because he did not seem to know this morning and 
was rather indignant that I should make such an imputation 
upon his bill. 


question this morning, and I asked him to point out where 
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| When this bill came before the House—that we had increased 
luxuries and untaxed necessities, and I think the first item I 
called his attention to where we had increased the Payne rate 
was this very perfumery item to which the gentleman refers 
now. Now, on luxuries such as perfumeries we are proud to 
Say we hot only keep the gentleman’s incre but we went 
him one better and put the rate even higher; and on the tax 
on alcohol we accepted the increase which he made and recog 


ym upward, because he is the leading expert 
the United States 
Michigan. He was until the gentleman from 


The fact is that the reason 
‘ticles on the free list which we now propose 


Ses 


manufacturer in America to put 


them. That is the very reason we have taxed | nized it was a revenue tax and a proper place to taxes. 
are making a tariff for revenue only, while | What I wanted to point out was where we had followed his 
purpose of protecting the Ameri- | increases or increased the rate that it was either on alcohol 

or it was on an absolute luxury of the rich, and we did not 


follow him when he increased the rate on cotton goods and other 
necessities of the poor. We not only decreased his rates but 
we put them below what the Dingley bill was and in some in- 
stances what the Wilson bill was. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


man’s butter? [Laugh@r.] 
N. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 





as follows: 
and essential: Orange and lemon, 10 per cent ad 


ambergris ; 
cinnamon; 


ber ; 
cassia ; cedrat; citronella or lemon- 


juniper; lavender, and aspic 


’ 


anise or anise seed; bergamot; 
; jasmine or jasimine; 
| 
| 


limes; neroli or orange flower; origanum, red or 52. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanu 

anthoss; attar of roses; thyme; and valerian; all factured, 15 per cent ad valorem; manufactured, 20 per cent ad 

nd all fruit ethers, oils, and essences, and essential | Valorem; blane-fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes, and satin w M 
distilled oils and all combinations of the same, not specially pro or artificial sulphate of lime, 20 per cent ad valorem 

ction, 20 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no Seniesa , 3 

alcohol shall be classified for duty under this Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
graph, word. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this measure 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the | what reduction is made on barytes, the crude and manufac- 


tured article? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
see will find that by consulting the handbook that the reduc 
tion on crude barytes is from the ad valorem equivalent of 7 
per cent to 15 per cent. The reduction upon the manufactured 
article is from 65 per cent to 20 per cent. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, something has been said in the 
discussion of this tariff bill in general debate that it is a 
tional bill, and criticism has been directed to the fact 
southern Members on the Ways and Means 
taken care of the South in the preparation of this bill. I 
southern Representative on the floor of the House and a Re- 

wish to state that that charge well 


| publican, and I 
founded. There are 7 men on the Committee on Ways and 
Means from the Southern States, counting Missouri as a South 


The gentleman from Tenn 


as follows: 
by striking out the word “or 


ine 5, ” and inserting 7 


N. The question is on the amendment pro- 
was agreed to. 

as follows: 

cluding cologne and other toilet waters, 
in sachets or otherwise, and all preparations used 
teeth, or skin, such as cosmetics, 
tooth soaps, pastes, including theatrical grease 
pomades, powders, and other toilet preparations, all 


sec. 
that 
have 


am a 


articles of Committee 


is hot 


ly or partly manufactured; if containing alcohol, 
1 and 60 per cent ad valorem; if not containing 
ad valorem; floral or flower waters containing no 
liy provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad | ern State, of the 14 Democrats, and I want to say in justice to 

: y them that they have not, in the preparation of this bill, dis- 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last criminated in favor of the South as against the North, East, and 


West. Take, for instance, the State of Alabama. Its 
placed on tne free list; iron ore on the free list; bauxite on the 
free list, out of which they manufacture aluminum; lumber 
on the free list; steel rails on the free list; pig iron 
from $2.50 to SO cents and $1.25 a ton: and cotton 
hosiery reduced to such an extent that the American 
turers’ Association of the South, representing n 
mills, with an invested capital of $300,000,000 and the employ 
ment of over 200,000 operators, have stated that the operat 
this bill will virtually impair, if not destroy, the m 
cotton goods in the South. 

The State of Arkansas produces zine and lead 


conul 18 


[Mr. UNDERWoop]. A few moments 


is 
; ; ; reduced 
igo. Here is this paragraph about perfumery. 
we increased the duty on perfumeries. The 
in now and not only adopts our increase, 


and 


if 


roods 
MM it 


ore ban HH) 


It is a little blind and covered up, 
I refer to page 47 of the handbook. 


rears ago. 
the same. 


Here is a duty of 40 cents per 
The ad valo- 
1912, 


ned alcohol. 
cent where they contain alcohol. 


and 
Zine is virtually placed on the free list 
the further development of that i 
revive the industry in zine and 
Bauxite is placed on the fre 
he | 


Sth Lu iT 


lumber. 
bill, which will prevent 
dustry in Arkansas, but will 
lead in the Republic of Mexico. 
list. and that raw material is only found in t 
Tenn 


and 


I simply want to call the attention of my 
d he has put that on perfumeries contained in 
They have increased the duty, except on 


nited States 
in Arkansas, Georgia, Alabama, and 
duced in Arkansas, is placed on the free list. 
Now we to the of Florida. The 
that State can testify what effect this bill wil 


State Member 


] from 
the 
ionwealth. 


come S 


the bill that where we increased in many in- 
ed the increases. Now, I am going to justify 
sensible than a good many things he put in the 
ied the duty. Weincreased the rates on things 


| have on 


that Comn 
uxite 


of 


iron ore, 


citrus fruit and lumber industries 


When we reach the State of Georgia lum- 
ber are on the free list and cotton goods and hosiery reduced, 


1 


when we are already importing $65,000,000 worth of cotton goods 


b and 


made in foreign mills. Kentucky suffers because coal is on the 
and her lumber on the free list. 
according to the admission of the n f ! 
{Mr. HarDWIcK] last night, is to be destroyed at 


WOOO 


free list Louisiana’s su 
industry, 


cris 
lé 


gentiem 
Geor 
end of three years, an industry in which more th: 
of her citizens is locked up in sugar plants and 


he ' rr 
Tile ( try 


s 


do not criticize him for it; I rather commend 
had only followed more of the rates in the 
trouble on his 


in S1OOL0 


half of her 


inhabitants affected directly or indirectly by 
Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. AUSTIN. No; I have not time 
Not only sugar, but there is lumber in Loui 
placed on the free list. 
Mississippi’s lumber goes on the free list. 
Well, take North Carolina; the duty on her cotton goods and 
mica reduced and her lumber and paper placed on the free 


sceatt 


in the five minute 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asked me 


made over the Dingley bill were adopted by 
nd where in some instances we recognized the 


I made this 
rence to this very article in my opening speech 


‘ t cu 


Take South Carolina, with mugnificent cotton 
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all over that State, the duties reduced to such an extent that | Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think it would be r 


‘ally every cotton mill in South Carolina is entering a 


t and sending a letter of protest to the Democratic caucus | 
i 


stating that if this bill becomes a law it will destroy or 

tly injure this great industry of the State. Oklahoma, 

om corn and coal on the free list and gypsum about free. 
list, and her iron ore on the free list. ‘Tennessee with coal on 
ie free list, iron ore on the free list, bauxite on the free list, 


‘ 


liat 


, pig iron reduced from $2.50 to 80 cents and $1.25, and her 
cotton goods and hosiery industry stabbed to the very heart. 


Virginia has her coal and lumber placed on the free list, the | 


Take Texas, and her woo! is on the free list, meat on the free | 


| in pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil or water, 
| Vaiorem, 


ind barytes virtually on the free list, lumber on the free | 


| word, in order to ask my colleague, Mr. Harerson, 


pig-iron duty greatly reduced, zinc and cattle practically on | 


the free list 


I repudiate the statement that the southern members of the | 


Ways and Means Committees have drawn this bill on sectional 


nes and in the interests of the South. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. a amend- 


vill be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 


'K as fi llows: 


} 


rmen made from bone, ivory, or vegetable substance, 


hatever name known; gas black and lampblack, dry or ground in 
i with ofl or water, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | 
I intended to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


SsON] a while ago in reference to olive oil, in paragraph 
Says: 


ot specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad 
» oll, in bottles, etc., 30 cents per gallon. 


| New York [Mr. Payne] knows, a large proportion of 


| last year’s bill between the tax on lead and the t 


‘all that under the existing law the rate is fixed per gal- | 


n in each case. Is the olive oil not provided for intended to 
over olive oil in bulk? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is intended to cover the 
denatured olive oil, which is on the free list. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. Denatured olive oil is on the free list. 
On page 10, lines 19 and 20, it says: 

Olive oll not specially provided for in this section. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is correct, 
and it also covers the denatured olive oil, which is on the free 
list. 

Mr. MANN. Is that 20 per cent ad valorem to cover olive 
oil in bulk? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Now, on the theory of making that rate an ad 
valorem rate and making the rate on olive oil in packages a 
specific rate, is that intentional or did you intend to have that? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. That was correct; that was 
intentional. ‘The specific tax is just about the same ad valorem 
equivalent as the ad valorem itself. 

Mr. MANN. I understand it runs at the rate of about a 
dollar a gallon? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman would say that in the 
operation of the price of olive oil, making an ad valorem rate 
on one method of bringing it in and a specific rate on the other, 
it night absolutely cut out one or the other and give a great 
preferential to some particular importer or an exporter. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Taking it along in a great 
number of years it seems to run about the same ad valorem 
equivalent. The question of trade-mark and label enter very 
largely into these matters, anyway. 

Mr. MANN. If it runs about the same, why did not the 
gentleman fix it specific in both cases, or else ad valorem in 
both cases? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
wherever it is possible I am in favor of putting ad valorem 
taxes in the bill, but it is very difficult indeed to apply ad 
valorem rates to these importations of olive oil in bottles, jars, 
kegs, and other packages, because it may require you to go back 
to some village in Italy and find out what the market price is 
there. It is much easier to find in dealing with large imports 
in bulk with an ad valorem rate. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose olive oil coming in is of the same 
value, so far as the export is concerned, whether it is in one 
form or another, unless you put the rate on the packages 
themselves. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is very much more difficult 
to trace these imports of bottles of olive oil in the small villages 
where they may have bottled them than to trace the large bulk 
importations, which can be very easily traced and on which 
there is a certain market price. 

Mr. MANN. If olive oil should go up in price, it would 
practically result in all the olive oil being brought in in these 


packages? 


in that way; yes. 
Mr. MANN. I do not know whether that is desiral), 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro form 
ment is considered withdrawn, and the Clerk will read 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Chre me yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium 
manufacture of which lead and bichromate of potash or 


aV 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
in fixing these duties on lead paints and paints mad: 
he took into consideration the fact that in making 
paint the weight is largely increased? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Well, as the genti; 


of manufacturing lead paints is the cost of the lead 


| the case of white lead, I believe, it amounts to over 90 | 


but, although I think our margin was a little bit ek 


LUX 


paints, still I think that situation has been improved 
| year’s bill by a further reduction in our proposed dut 


the lead itself. I think this provides a pretty satisfa 
rangement of that situation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Both of them are taxed by weight, a1 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, the conversion of lead 
increases largely the duty automatically? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not now know the exact pro) 
have not thought of that for about four years. It lo 
as though the gentleman had an undue proportion of d 
lead paints in comparison with his duty on lead, but I 
particular about it. I am only making a suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment wi 
sidered as withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lead, acetate of, white, and nitrate of, 14 cents per pound; : 
of, brown, gray, or yellow, 1 cent per pound; all other lead con 
not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad valor 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, a great many Memb 
floor are using this report, and I wish therefore to as! 
Clerk be directed to read the paragraph numbers also. 

Mr. MANN. ‘They are a part of the bill, and the ¢ 
to read them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the numbers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

65. Potash: Bicarbonate of, refined, 4 cent per pound; ch! 
chromate and bichromate of, 1 cent per pound; cyanide of, 1} 
pound; nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined, $7 per ton; permar 
cent per pound; prussiate of, red, 2 cents per pound; yellow, 
per pound. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment v 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amen 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moo 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, line 25, after the word “ yellow,” strike out tl 
“14” and insert in lieu thereof the figure “ 2.” 

Mr. MOORE. This is a proposition, Mr. Chairman, t 


| crease the rate from 1} cents per pound on yellow prussi 


potash to 2 cents a pound. There is an intense competiti 
this commodity and there is a struggle on the part ol 
engaged in the industry in this country to maintain it. |! 
informed that the difference in the wage cost is as the d 
ence between an average of $2.25 per day to the wag 

in the United States and 3 marks or 75 cents a day to th 
earner doing corresponding work in Germany. It is b¢ 
that the one and a quarter cents duty proposed in this ! 
not sufficient to enable the industry to thrive properly 
United States. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsy: 
yield? 

Mr. MOORE. Ido. Iam through. I merely wanted to 
a plain statement of the situation. ; 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the bi 
poses to reduce the duty on yellow prussiate of potash 1 
cents a pound to 1} cents a pound. 

This article is used in making colors, in textiles, and 
very large consumption in other manufacturing processes. 
testimony before the Senate Finance Committee last year 
cated that under the existing duty, which is over 40 per ¢ 
yalorem, the American makers of yellow prussiate of | 
were gradually going out of business; that of the seven ! 
that formerly made it here only three survive to-day. 
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rue that a large part of our consumption of this article 
perhaps over 50 per cent, but the reason for that is 
ihe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] stated, 
. of the difference in wages here and in Germany. It is | 
the American manufacturers of yellow prussiate of 
are using an obsolete method of manufacture. They 
here now in the way it used to be manufactured in 
. out of old leather scraps, horn, old shoes, and so on, and 
te of potash. In Germany they now make it out of 
s, a very much cheaper and simpler process, and there is 
ification for a rate of duty which will equalize an 
and obsolete method of manufacture in the United 
with the foreign production cost. 
MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? 
‘ir. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 
Vr. MOORE. It is true that there were seven establishments 
turing this yellow prussiate of potash a few years ago, 
t there are only three now—one in Philadelphia, one 
and one in Cincinnati. The gentleman is so ad- 
ed, is he not? 
HARRISON of New York. Yes. 
MOORE. And is it not true also that in endeavoring to 
in these establishments there is the difference in wages 
utially as I stated a moment ago? 
HARRISON of New York. I do not admit the 
utention that that is what causes the cheaper 
tion abroad. I maintain, on the contrary, that it 
nd cheaper process they have adopted. 
MOORE. I understand the gentleman’s argument is that 
antiquated machinery or antiquated methods are used 
United States, therefore the men engaged in the business 
. should not continue in business in the manner in which 
re now doing business; but the gentleman does not deny 
in doing business as they do do it, whether efficiently or 
in the gentleman's opinion, they still have to meet 
erence in labor cost between $2.25 and 75 cents a day? 
HARRISON of New York. The gentleman and I can 
cree as to the bearing that has upon the argument. 
» CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 
question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
i. I regard the gentieman from New York [Mr. Harrison] 
f the ablest Members of this or any other body of men. 
ise. ] 
HARRISON of New 
MANN. There is no “bust” about that statement. 
the gentleman from New York drew a chemical- 
le bill which was presented to the House. As he stated 
ie time, he had some assistance from experts, and I think 
some very able work in regard to the bill, as tariff bil 


rted, 


cuse, 


centle- 
of 


is the 


cost 


ise. 
s difl 


"he 


York. tust! [Laughter.] 


or, 
0 


lls go. 


» one else on our side of the House seemed likely to give | 


t 


special attention to the chemical schedule at that time, I 
lertook to make some investigation myself, hurriedly, with- 
pert advice in the main, and when the bill was presented 
House I offered a series of amendments to it. 
ntleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] in 
| resisted all of the amendments, as I sup 
ty to do, acting as he was practically under 
Among those amendments I offered were 
items carried in this paragraph. 
' was refined carbonate of potash, 
of potash, 
They were 


Of course 
charge of 
it was 
caucus direc- 
some which 


pose 


there was caustic or 
there was crude nitrate of potash or salt- 
all then on the free list. 


y were all on the free list, and I proposed to restore them | 


free list, and the gentleman declined to accept the amend 

They were rejected, but, in the light of 

itly received, the gentleman has put them al! 

st in this bill. 

same is true of a large number 
h I offered at that time. They are incorporated in this bill, 
ig been rejected a year ago. I call attention to this solely 
the purpose of showing the necessity of some one who will 
i accurate information in advance, 


: mittee which makes up the tariff bill. 


of other amendments 


The gentleman from 
York, a distinguished and able man, drew the bill a year 
and upon the suggestion, in the House here under debate, 
that many of the items were incorrectly placed in the bill he 
ma de a further study and incorporated in this bill the most of 
the amendments which I offered a year ago. What would be the 
Case if he had accurate, trustworthy, specific information ac- 
quired by a nonpartisan or partisan commission? Doubtless 
ihany of the items which escaped my attention a year ago, and 
therefore have escaped the attention of my distinguished friend | 
from New York, would either be taken out of the dutiable list 


al: 


| 
} 





| with 


| it 
matter 


information sub- | 
back on the | 


in order to assist the | 


| noe Oo 


| this House ne¢ 
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and put on the free list or, perhaps, taken 
and put on the dutiable list in this bill. 

No one Member Hiouse, in 
thoroughly the schedules in this tariff, 
gentleman from New York, and yet the 
York now, after having received some 
from a nonexpert, has acquired a yast 
which has caused him to make many ch: 
the most of the chan I am frank 
greatly improve the character of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, this 
a fie ‘ld day on the question of a tariff board or a tariff 
sion. It not my purpose to tax maitience of 
With any extended remarks. I has been 
day, for it has revealed the Den 
subject. 

The statement made by the 
man from Missouri [Mr. C 
and Mr. UNbERWoop, 
mittee, shows that 
mission, but that it 
position on that 
be a nonpartisan 


out of the free list 


of the my knows mor 
than did the 
in from New 
and advics 


information, 


judgment, 
perhi 


mnt! 
encit 


ips, 
L Thi 


suggestions 


= ad of 


s 
re 
ges, 


‘ 
to 


ia il} 


is the p 
think it 
attitude of the ocrats 
distinguish 
LARK }, { to the 
chairman of the Way 
they are in favor of a 
must be a partisan board. 
subject been from the start tl 
board or commission. The 
Missouri says that there no such thing 
board on great industrial questions of this kind. 
with him. I believe we had a nonpartisan 
gathered the facts of the wool industry and 
dustry, Although they were selected from 
the law required them to be, that board 
“7 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
tisan 
Mr. 
words. 
san board. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
board with an odd number of members? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I 
jority may rule if it comes to a disagreement. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly; and 


“i Speal 


x] 


has 
gentlem 
is as a nonp: 
I do 1 

tariff bo 

of the cott 
different part 


was unbahlimou 


CLARK of Missouri. 
= ARTIN of South 
‘LARK of Missouri. 
Pheoo instead of a nonpar 
MARTIN of South 
You can ¢call it 


Will 
Dakota. 
Is not 


the gentlemal! 
Yes 

that kind of b 
tisan board? 
Dakota. That is a n 
a bipartisan board; it 


ere 


quibb! 
was not 


Why do they always con 
suppose 


is 


it 


| majority. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. But the work of 
r board was unanimously reported upon. Yor 

a bi} pen or a nonpartisan board 

Mr. CLARK of No; a nonpartisan boa 
a ae that had and I do not 
five men in the United States that have ser 
anything about the tariff that have no 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
sion or a board of that kind is the facts, 
may find men broad enough, although ha 
tions of a partisan kind, and a know where 
facts would lead in the making up of they a 
charged with the responsibility hedules. 

the responsibility of gathering , 
industries and reporting upon them, and I unde! 
not difficult at all to find men ; 
what political views they ma 
partisan report upon those facts. I 
work done by the last tariff board 
although they were appointed from 
agreed unanimously on all the fact 
“ls, that is what 
of the tariff. It is not a rep 
by the partisanship of men, but a report on « 
plainly found, so nonpartisan in its character, 
party acting on these facts may know they 
the facts involved. Then it is for the party 
theory in the shaping of the different scl: 
those facts. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 
two words. A great deal 
tariff board and a tariff commission. 
lican Party demands a tariff board and the other 
a tariff commission. We have had some amusing ‘ 
to-day. The falling out of these remnants of the old party hb 
brought some very interesting and amusing thixgs to ht. 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] has brought 
tion the sincerity of the leaders of the old Republican 
The gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. GARDNER] has 
taken to prove that they were sincere by Democrats. This h¢ 
has failed utterly to do, and I do not see why he should bri 
these matters in question here since those leaders have 


Missouri. rd wo 


believe tl 


ild be 
no polities, ‘ 
se enough 
polities. [Laugh 

The pur of 
to pa upon 


‘pose 
S 
the V may 
edge to 
hedules, yet 
of making the 


the facts 


as the 


S 


is 


the country needs 


ing a revision rt 


ha 
h % 
to 
“lules, 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou 
said here to-t 


One wing of 


has been 
W 


le 
vl The 
into ques 
Party. 
under 
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floor. This is a new day, and the people are once | periodic time to be hung up, not able to 1 


trol jApplause on the Democratic side.] No 
you demand a tariff board or a tariff commission. The 
back of you have always demanded that power be 
the hands of the smallest number of nen possible, for 

be easier for them to influence a board of 5 members 
ion of 5 members than it would be to influence 
Representatives of over 400 men coming up from 
ountry. They favor a tariff board or a tariff 


in my judgment, the American people will never | 


submit to a iff board or a tariff commission, which is one 
and the same thing, the insurgents favoring one and stand 
patters favoring the other The difference is that between 
and twee dee. tariff board? bh no. A tariff 

Ob, yes. There stands the leader from Kansas 

| m and the 


| hi wis 1 nil 
( i emi I 


from Massac 


n not we get information before the Committee on 


nd Means? That committee can ! pert men and | 


does have expert men before it. Why can we give them 
money to employ experts—competent men to get up important 
facts and bring to the committee? They can get evidence from 
ery nook and corner of the earth and they do do it; but, gen- 
you never can explain to the American people why you 
wl n the most obnoxious bill ever put on the statute 
without the aid of a commission, without the aid of a board, 
when you were raising the tax rates you did not need a 
land you spurned the assistance of a commission, but when 
me to lower the tax rate you say, Give us a board or give 
mmission. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in reply to our 
1d from Alabama [Mr. Herrin], I want to say that I do 
see that he follows his own logic. He tells us that the 

rerson the Republicans are favoring a tariff commission is that 
they want to get the control and regulation of the tariff in the 
hands of the fewest people so that they can be reached by the 
interests. In other words, he discredits five men or six men 
but is willing to trust a larger number of men. He wants to 
trust 485 men who are on this floor to-day, or who ought to be 
here representing the people of this country; but the system 
that his party has adopted has reduced the 435 men to 146 men, 
a bare majority of the Democratic membership of this House. 
One hundred and forty-six men, by reason of the binding effect 
of the secret caucus, are absolutely controlling the vote of the 290 
Dy ‘ratic Members of this House, and by this means a minor- 
ity of the Members of this House are actually thwarting the 
will of the majority, and the remainder of this House are 
cagced ané& bound, tied hand and foot. Will the gentleman 
follow his own logie and will he give the remainder of us a 


this tariff making? 
Could a more unreasonable or unjust policy have been 
Has not public opinion of late demanded that the 


iff making be separated from partisan politics and that the | 


f in the future be based upon a knowledge of the facts and 


upon partisan interest? 
jut from the very beginning of this Congress every Member 
has been driven by the majority of the Democratic caucus into 


a position where he has to support this bill in its entirety or be | 
deprived of taking any effective part in framing this bill. He | 


is not permitted to vote for those schedules he is in favor of or 

» against those he is opposed to. He must vote for all or 

all. One hundred and forty-six men have assumed con- 

fouse, and they are going to maintain it at all 

. Gentlemen, go on and maintain it, but there is a future. 
lause on the Republican side. ] 


FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 


I have heard a great deal about the confusion between 
“tariff board” and “tariff commission.” It means 
than a confusion. Some people prefer the one 

e the other name, and it does not offer any 
against the tariff commission or the tariff board. 

e is any reason for a tariff commission, there would be 


me reason for a tariff board, for they are both designed | 


get information that we need, and I can not understand why 
me would stir up the dust or confuse the meaning when a 
rinciple is at stake, simply because of a quibble of terms. 
day, the day of efliciency, the day of economy, when we 
rying to ascertain the facts in every case, the time of 
ions, when we are using this method of securing definite 
ert knowledge more than ever before, we hear upon this 
floor utterances against this methed of securing information. It 
would seem to me that we should not seek information upon the 
tariff from the standpoint of politics. I say, gentlemen, it is 
little short of a crime to the business of this country at every 


|} to ask him the question how he would secure 


| chose the Supreme Justice of the United 
White of Louisiana? Our late President chose him. 
| that is partisan? You can have a board made up eve 








a 


KNOW 
their contracts to be fulfilled within the next ian 
year. Tariff legislation can never be constant: ¢ 
from time to time is absolutely necessary. If 
tariff bill to-day you have got to make a diff 
or ten years from now. It is not the fault of 
because the business of the country devel ps 1 
conditions, and consequently rates must be cha: 
ask why not have a nonpartisan board—a comn 
please, that will be nonpartisan—to get the inf 
to recommend rates but to give information, not 
body, as this Ways and Means Committee mi 
political. From the very character of the organiz 
House the Ways and Means Committee must be p 
is what we wish to avoid by a commission. 
Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield? 


tariff commission ? : 
Mr. FESS. The gentleman must make a distinct 
political individuality and a political board. a 
board and retain my politics, but my polities does | 
go into the board. You can have a nonpartisan board 
of men every one of whom still has his political vi: 
matters. Do you say the Supreme Court is part 
Interstate Commerce Conimission partisan? Is thi 
Commission partisan? Is the educational system of . 


and Nation partisan? Who appointed Mr. Claxton, 
mine, the great representative of the Southern Stat 


head of the educational movement of this country * 


liam Howard Taft, a Republican, who appo nted 


from the Southern States. Do you say that is parti 
States, tl 


his own political views, but the board is not political 
make a difference between political activity individ: 
political board. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentle: 

a question? 

Mr. FESS. My time is about gone. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does the gentlemar 
what happened when the Tilden election case can 
Justices of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. FESS. I will say to the gentleman from > 
this matter came before an electoral commission uy 
ject that was political, growing out of an election disp 
it not been that the Democrats made three specific bh 


| would never have had the situation that came. Who \ 

| was responsible for the electoral commission? It 

| Thurman, of my State, who favored it, while Roscoe C 
e to engage and take part in this tariff discussion and in | 


and James G. Blaine opposed the commission. If you 
satisfied with the results, blame the Democrats and 1 
publicans. [Applause on the Republican side.} This t: 
mission should be established upon the basis of a no! 
character, and then when a schedule needs modification 
it, but do not attempt such change in a political cam) 
campaign which unsettles business by hanging it to 
tingency of the results of an election. [Applause on tl 
lican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and the Speal 


| resumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 


one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had pa 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 2978. An act making appropriations for certair 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Cong 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had 


of the following title, in which the concurrence of th 


Representatives was requested: 
S. 577. An act authorizing the President to appoint 
tional circuit judge for the fourth circuit. 
THE TARIFF. 
The committee resumed 
The Clerk read as follows: 
67. Soaps: Perfumed tofiet soaps, 40 per cent ad valor 


soaps, 30 per cent ad valorem; castile soap and unpert 
10 per cent ad valorem; all other soaps not special 


| this section, 5 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an aime 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penusylvania 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 












$f, a the word ps,’ strike out “40” and insert 


ORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for the 
¢ correcting what seems to be an error in the policy 
ioritvy in taxing luxuries. Perfumed soap is unques- 
luxury, as it comes in from abroad. The French 
English seaps are sought principally by those whose 
i boudoirs are of such a nature as do not provoke 
siasm of the downtrodden workingman. 
e Payne law perfumed soaps, which the Republicans 
ri 10ot necessities, were taxed at the rate 
ent. Under the Underwood bill the d 
io 40 per cent in order that the rich, not the poor, 
n these French soaps at 10 per cent ad valorem 
han they did under the Republican system. 
HARRISON of New York. In answer to the facetious 
f my friend from Pennsylvania, I will call his atten 
fact that we estimated by making this reduction in 
50 to 40 per cent we would stimulate imports and 


i 


x1 es and n 


} 
uty has been 


l revenues. 
MOORE. On luxuries? 
IARRISON of New York. I think the rate of 50 per 
higher than the best revenue noint. 
GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield a little 


RRISON of New Yorl With pleasure. 
GREEN of Iowa. Did I understand the rentlemat! try 
expected to collect more revenue? 


HARRISON of New York 





GREEN of Iowa. Then you are a little more fortunate 
have been in other places in the figures you have 
handbook, becat we estimate a lower rate 
HARRISON of New York. The estimates I have before 
$162,000 d increased to $174,000. 
GREEN of Iowa. Not the one I have here. It is 
$10: 0 to be reduced to $150,000. 


MOORE. A dead loss of $12,000 in the revenue by re- 
the rate so that the rich may obtain this perfumed soap 
an they did last year. 
[ANN. 1 do not know what figures the gentleman from 
York {[Mr. Haggison] may have. He says he refers to 
mittee estimates. Are those different from the figures 
were submitted with the report? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. From what the gentleman 


fr Iowa says, evidently it is true. The estimates which I 
] my hand, contained in the revised caucus print of last 
ye are the figures upon which the committee did its voting, 


‘ se estimates there is an incre » of revenues expected, 
as I indicated. 
\ MANN. When was this document made up, pray? This 

i report of the committee to the House. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. That was made subsequent 

to the time this was made. 

Mr. MANN. Then does not the gentleman think, after ascer- 
taining that the information which he has before him is in- 
and that the information here is supposedly later and 
that he ought to change his attitude upon the bill? He 
gave as his reason for making the reduction that it would in- 
‘the revenue, whereas the estimate contained in the report 
i by the committee is that the amount now collected under 
the present rate of 50 per cent is $162,255 for the year 1912, 
‘ the amount that will be collected under the bill as the rate 





] en reduced is $150,000, or $12,255 less than the amount 
y collected last year. 
HARRISON of New York. The gentleman will, of course, 
I » that estimates of revennes are purely a matter of judg- 
Nobody can make an affidavit as to what the revenues 
v be or will not be. Brut my own judgment is, as the figures 
revised caucus print show, that this rate will stimulate 
ts and raise more revenue. 
MANN. But do I understand that the gentleman in pre- 
I : this bill obtained these figures and then did not look at 
; Ir. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
trom Hilinois that so far as my vote was concerned, it was based 
these figures, and that if there is any discrepancy between 
in and the figures the gentleman holds in his hand, I shall 
§ lon these, 
_ Mr MANN. The gentleman says these were the figures we 
Had last year. 








Mr. HARRISON of New York. Those figures were prepared 
's year, in February. 

Mr. MANN. But these figures were prepared by the commit- 
tee and submitted in its report to the House. The gentleman 





th 
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must have had these figures | 
bill. The caucus must have 
it passed upon the bil It 
tleman does not seem to | 
one else can. 

Mr. MARTIN of South D 
tieman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 

Mr. HARRISON of New Yorl 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 


as the gentleman from Illino 
printed figures submitted in tl 


only figure we have to ruide 1 


prepared, as 
Mr. HARRI 

clerks of the Cor 
I 


Mr. MARY 


nittee o 








N of South D: 


discredit them? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York 
that the prebability is that the 
me ihat is more like it, [Lan 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakot 
ge man can not discredit the 
us a better reason for tJ 

Mr. HARRISON of New Yor! 
a “l upon its best judemet ad 

tne call ven 4 ' 
rate figures No hi n b 

Ir. MARTIN of South Dal 
th ns iil t ¥ 
cont ed in this m si f 
law. If their estimates « 


correct, we had better returt 
Mr. MONDELL r« 
The CHAIRMAN, Does tl 
Mr. HARRISON of New \ 
Mr. MONDELL. I rise to s 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentk 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chair1 

from New York [Mr. Harrison 


gel man from Pennsylvania [Mr 


Cu the real re son for this red 
York is something of a free f1 , 
*he” adv llv. for I und 

ical hedule he is the age 

he did not reduce the rate 
soaps. They remain the sa 


dustries to suit a free-trade Lx 


ing the present rates on the ra‘ 


and reducing the duty on the f 
logical from the gentleman's 
American industries will ordi: 
the rates all along the line | 
petition with the balance of the 
them up in a way to be part 
Democrat. thy thing to do t 
ecase—retain the duty on the « 
ture of the soap, ret » tl a 
manufacture, or increase it 
producer of the finished art 


rate on the finished pred \ 
tucky appeals for the fat r’, 
who must be taken eare 
xo we are ple air g ott 
or ! fr WY y y 
as to arrange that wv 
nav for toilet soaps, but 
he made abroad. -[Appl 
The CHAIRMAN. 
posed by the gentleman f Pet 
he amend ent was rejected 
he Clerk read as ! 


T 
| 
71. Vanillin, 10 
tonka beans, 25 cents per pound 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Ch 
word, for the p Iirpose oO 
A gentleman came into my « 
was interested in the m t 
was made out of cloves. He st 
duty on vanillin under this b 


eents an ounce, and that in the 


duty on cloves. Cloves. his 
ferred from the free list to the « 
| Was that a correct statement? 


presented by the ¢o1 
SON of New York 
n Ways 


tleman from New York [Mr. Har 
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Mr. HARRISON of 
from M 
cloves 


from oil 


New York. I believe that the gentleman 
sachusetts has correctly stated the tax proposed upon 
but is in error in supposing that vanillin is made solely 
Vanillin is and was formerly made chiefly 
from oil of but is now made to an increasing extent 
from coal-tar derivatives. And it is not at all improbable that 
this will entirely drive the other process out of the market. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman may be correct about that, 
but I not sure that he is correct. I find on looking it up 
that vanillin was formerly made from vanilla, and that later on 
it was made from oil of and such is the case to-day. 
Vanillin is also made sometimes from coniferin, which, as the 
gentleman knows, is the sap of coniferous trees. I understand 
that this industry is of importance, and that in the State of 
New Jersey it employs a large number of men. 

Now, is 
reduce the duty on vanillin down to 10 cents per ounce 
multaneously with an imposition of a duty on cloves? 
gentleman is aware, perhaps, that in the Dingley bill the duty 
on vanillin was 80 cents per ounce. The Payne bill reduced the 
duty to 20 cents per ounce, and now you have reduced it to 
10 cents per ounce. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, while stating the figures correctly, does not call the 
attention of the committee to the very great ad valorem equiv- 
alent of those figures. Under the Dingley tariff SO cents an 
ounce amounted to 251 per cent. The Payne law reduced it to 
20 cents an ounce, which is nearly 90 per cent ad valorem, 
and our tax of 10 cents an ounce is an ad valorem equivalent 
of nearly 48 per cent, which still leaves a very generous manu- 
facturing margin between the finished product and the oil of 
cloves. 

Mr. GARDNER. I should not so much doubt 
reducing the duty if that were the whole question. I admit 
those high equivalent ad valorems. I do not, however, think 
the gentleman ought at the same time to put a tax on cloves, 
unless he thinks that they are a luxury. Now, when I have 
had occasion, as has happened once in awhile, to take a single 
clove, I have never supposed that I was indulging in a luxury. 
I doubt if the gentleman is correct in supposing that cloves 
are luxuries. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman no doubt re- 
fers to the return homeward in the evening. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARDNER. I do. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 17, line 5, after the word “ pound,” insert a colon and the 
following: “Provided, That none of the articles specified in this sched- 
ule shall be admitted to the United States until it shall be shown to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury that the foreign labor em- 
ployed in the manufacture thereof shall have been paid wages equal to 
wages paid for similar labor in the United States, and that such foreign 
labor has not been employed thereon exceeding 8 hours per day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. 
order to that. 

Mr. MOORE. I think the amendment is clearly in order. 
1 offer the amendment for the purpose of bringing to the atten- 
tion of the House the advisability, if we are to introduce for- 
eign goods into the United States, of imposing the American 
wage scale and the American limitation as to hours of employ- 
ment upon the competitor on the other side. In other words, 
inasmuch as the 8-hour law is in force in the United States 
and has continually been upheld by this House in all legisla- 
tion, and as that is the limit of time for labor of the United 
States, that labor should not be put in competition with goods 
made by men in any foreign country who work more than § 
hours a day. 

It is a matter of fact that can not be contradicted that in 
certain countries like England and Germany, where labor unions 
are supposed to be strong and vigorous, that the wages are lower 
than in the United States and the hours of labor longer. It is 
perfectly well known that in Italy and Spain and other south- 
ern European countries where competition with American labor 
exists, that they labor on through the night and for wages that 
are intolerable from our viewpoint. We are now entering on a 
policy which proposes that we shall give cheap goods to the 
people of the United States, thus reducing the opportunity for 
the employment of labor in the United States, and we should at 
least impose some restrictions on the foreign labor employed on 
cheap goods that are to drive the American laborer out of em- 
ployment and reduce the American wage. 

I submit that the amendment is in order. It is a limitation 
upon the schedule in the bill and is entirely germane. It is at 
least a humane amendment, which ought to be adopted by those 
who want to reduce the hours of labor and increase the wage 


of cloves, 


cloves, 


am 


cloves, 


si- 


the wisdom of 


Chairman, I reserve a point of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


it just, from the point of view of the gentleman, to | 


The | 


APR 





of the workman and do not want him subjected t 
unjust foreign competition. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, a few vears ago whe 
I went into a woolen mill at Osaka. It contained Gern 
date machinery as fine as any in the United Stato< 
walking through the factory I asked the superintend 
long the employees worked and what wages they were 
he replied, ‘“‘ We pay the men 44 sen and the women 
day.” That was equivalent, respectively, to 22 
cents a day of our money. Up-to-date machinery, free A 
wool, and expert operatives working 11 hours a das fi 
cents a day. 

Does it do any good to exclude the Japanese worki) 
he can stay at home and send his product here to ¢ 
labor using similar machinery and receiving $2 or 
day and working 8 hours a day? That is this tarig¢ . 
If the competitors were just across the Potomac River 
Virginia everybody on this floor would see the true js 
real significance. But the fact that the competition co 
across the Pacific or the Atlantic Ocean does not 
of cheap transportation by great ocean freighters make 
any less a problem of tremendous importance to the 
of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman from M 
setts or the gentleman from New York what yanilliy 
it is used for? 

Mr. GARDNER. It is a flavoring extract. 

Mr. COOPER. I noticed that the gentleman from Nn, 
[Mr. Harrison] said that it is being made also from 
derivatives. Is there any question as to whether it 
to make entirely healthful edibles from coal tar? 

Mr. GARDNER. I do not know; I did not know 
until the gentleman from New York spoke. I haye r 
it was made of coniferin. 

Mr. COOPER. What does the gentleman from 
about that? 

Mr. MANN. This is one of the so-called synthe! 
from coal tar that are entirely healthful. There 
mumnber of them made in Germany now. They are get 
they make every kind of flavoring extract from coal t 

Mr. COOPER. I am glad to know that, but the exp 
given by the gentleman from New York is entirely ney 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in answer to t! 
man’s argument I wish to say that the rates in this 
are about 20 per cent, or a littie less. The Payne rat 
little less than 26 per cent. There is no very great 1 
as a whole in this schedule, and the present rates, as fi 
Schedule A, more than equalize the difference in labor 
home and abroad. There can be no question about that, } 
them on the average. 

As to the protection of labor, there is but one way 
can really protect labor, and that is to protect it in the 
market by not allowing an oversupply of labor. Some 
have been in favor of reasonable restriction of labor « 
in competition against American labor. Until you do that 
is no use of talking about protecting labor from com) 
abroad through tariff rates when you leave the siu 
wide open for European labor to come in to compete wi 
own. 

Mr. Chairman, I now make the point of order. I thin! 
can be no question about this coming within the rules. | 
be germane to the paragraph and germane to the secti 
this were introduced as an original proposition, it wo 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means, and there is 1 
tion about a limitation. There might be a question of tl 
ter being germane as a limitation to an appropriation, b 
is no question of a limitation to a revenue bill whatever. 
fore I think it is clearly out of order and is not geriu 
the paragraph or to the section. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the purpose is to get a 
expression of sentiment on this general question, and to 
in at the close of some schedule where it will be given : 
so that it ean be determined whether we want to restr 
goods that come in, so far as the labor employed on t! 
concerned. If this is not germane to the schedule, and i 
“all goods referred to in this schedule,” then [ can | 
where it can come in as an original matter at all, 1! 
provides for certain imports into the United States. It is sut 
within the province of the House to say how those goods *! 
come and what kind of goods they shall be. That is sta 
every paragraph of the schedule thus far read, and to sa) N 
the goods so admitted into the United States shall not be mac 
by men who work more than eight hours a day or shall no 
be made by men who work at a wage lower than the Amet . an 
wage, is clearly within the power of the House. Let the C! 
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That when it is shown to the satisfaction of the Sec 


















lreasury that such articles are manufactured, yntrolle or 
d in the United States by a trust or trusts, the importation of 
ticles from foreign countries shall be free of duty until ch 

control, or production shall have ceased, in the opi nion 


( t Se 





retary of the 
Ne! 


Treasury. 


of Maine, ide of 


order 





son Dingley, mi a point against 







the amendment, and it was held by the Chairman, the late Vice 
Presid Hon. James S. Sherman, that the amendment pro- 
posed was not germane. It seems to the Chair that is a case 


sous to the one here. The Chair sustains the point of 








MANN. 





Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 













ot lines 4 and 5 the words “ vanilla beans, 30 cents per pound.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

, Amend, page 12, by striking out of lines 4 and 5 the words “ vanilla 

I 30 cents per pound.” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment should pre- 






iil I shall offer an amendment when the free list is reached, 






J ig vanilla beans upon the free list, where they now are. 
There is a peculiar situation in this paragraph. Vanillin, which 





synthetic production of coal-tar 
competition with the extract 
ns. Vanillin is not now imported to any great extent. 
all amount only is imported. The present rate at 
Per ounce is to a large extent prohibitory as against vanilla 


products, is, in a way, 
and other products from vanilla 
A 






20 cents 


to the Chair that under that rule, especially when | 
d by the following precedent to which the Chair will 
ition, the amendment is not now in order. The prec- 
: as foliows: 
( M h 26, 1897, the tariff bill was under consideration in the 
( » of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the Cler 
I | the first paragraph as follows: 
| t enacted, etc., That on and after the ist day of May, 1897, 
rwise sp eX ially pov ided for in this act, there shall be levied, 
and paid upen all articles imported from foreign intries or 
for saeeten. and mentioned In the schedules herein con 
the rates of duty which are by the schedules id | ap 
vely prescribed, namely.” : 
s Mr. Alexander M. Dockery, of Missouri, proposed this amend- 
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er what has been done from time to time in the matter | beans that come in free of duty Now, w t mr 
\rmy and Navy appropriation bills, and in the matters of } in this bill? To reduce the rat vani 1} » clint ’ 
- ynon the regular appropriation bills. I am sure it will be vanilla beans. Here is protection, 1 for A 
for him to distinguish between the limitations there | but protection for German coal-tar | r \\ \ ’ 
nd the limitations here proposed. This limitation has} at 10 cents an ounce and yanilla beans at 30 ’ 
ference to the goods that shall be admitted under the | we wil! be importing large quantities of (} 
What kind of goods shall come in under this bill? | many and drive out the importat 3s of \ ' 
says, for instance: North and South America. What is the theo \\ 
mount tale, steatite, and French chalk, cut, powdered, sometimes have advocated a theory of prot 
pulverized, 15 per cent ad valorem. industries, but I have not yet heard that 
nd of taleum is designated. } put a high tariff on one product and a low one 
» provides in another paragraph: | order to encourage German industries at the « 
‘ nd all other compounds and mixtures of which bismuth, gold, | dustries in some other part of the country. Wi 
dium, silver, and tin constitute the element of chief value, porting $2,060,000 worth of vanilla b ns a \ ud 
nt ad valorem. . ‘ ; . ,. ,, | on the free list because they are raw mat d 
1] the House not a right to strike out bismuth and limit it | manufacture of many products that enter into tl 
s alone? And by the same token has not the House the vanilla extracts, and os forth. You propo to | . ants 
» sav that the salt that sh ll come into the United States | 80 cents per pound on those. a very hig! Ys e of d , 
sali dug out of the salt mines by men who do not work | eut in two by the duty on vanillin, which is a 
n ght hours a day or who do not work for wages such | with yanilla bean , 
t in foreign countries? . oe fhe CHAIRMAN. The qu = he bh 
AUSTIN. And does hot this bill itself prohibit the i nupor posed by the centleman from [linoi 
of convict-made goods? - : The question was taken, and ( 
MOORE. It does. There is a iimitation in point, and I | noes seemed to have it. 
e gentleman from Tennessee for bringing it to the | Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman. I for 
of the Chair. 1 submit this matter and will endeavor | The committee divided; and there wer 3 42 7 
t up in some way. I shall not appeal from the decision So the amendment was rejected 
» Chair if the Chair shall rule against me on the point of | Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman. I ae ei +] : 
An effort will be made to have a determination of this word. The gentleman from Alabama has pri . d 
n Pe = : | his intention to con l us t _ a 1 tl ! r} 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Practically it could only be done by 1 d 
offers the following amendment: lam not disposed to obiect to rensot saninmnienn 7 ; 
17, 5, after the word “ pound,” insert a colon and the | nearly a quarter aft 6 and w h a fi shed th 
ed hat none of the articles spe ifed in this sch lule shall | Schedule. Does not the tleman nt ns to vt 
ted to = United States until it st shall be shown to the satisfac eat a little, even if we do not tak di k 
Secretary of the Treas iry that the for gn labor e mployed Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will vy to the f} i 
roduction or manufact thereof shall have been paid wages . ; 
“pa 1 for milar labor in the United States, and that | Nols, as far as this House is erned we at r ef 
g or has not been employed thereon exceeding eight hours | the country for this bil id if qu does rt ! 
I expect to send for one 
is the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnpErwoop] makes | Mr. MANN. Oh, I underst ! 
t of order that it is not germane. Mr. UNDERWOOD. We re res ) ry 
| Chairman has hastily examined such precedents as he} ought to be he ond I want t ! ( ‘ he I 
could find. Clause 3 of Rule XXI reads: preciate the House has run on 
dment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which | lve £ lemen on tha t} t l l 
ermane to the subject matter in the bill; nor shall any amend-| they have not vi ted the rivi ‘ ) iv 
ny it m of such bill be in « rder Ww h does not directly relate If the gentle ry + . ety 
m to which the amendment is proposed. ape a a 





past 7 o'clock. 

Mr. MANN. TI! the ' 
in the He 

Mr. UNDI RWOOD. Mr. ( ’ I +] 
mittee do now ris 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the ommittee rose: and the S; ha 
resumed the chair, Mr. Garret f Ten ( 
the Committee of the Whole H f ' 
reported that that c ittee had had 
bill H. R. 3321—+t! iriff b 1 f 





The SPEAKER. The ¢ i 3 \ 
Texas [Mr. Garner] to preside S 
evel g¢ 

REC 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 1 H 
take a recess until 7.30 this evening 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 a 
m tes p. m.) the He ‘ lint ntil 7.20 0 k pot 






EVENING SESSION 

At 7.30 o'clock p. m., the recess having e ( Mr. Ga 
as Speaker pro tempore, called the House to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The zg ‘ fi \ 
[Mr. UNperwoop] is recognized. 

THE TARIFF 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
resolve itself into Committee of tl Ww! HH tl 
of the Union for the further co! b H 
3321—the tariff bill 

The motion was agreed 

Accordingly the House resolved self into Committee 
— Whole House on the state of the Union for the fu 

-onsideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff dut 
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amd to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, with Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
“it the bill H. R. 3321, which the Clerk will read. 

Clerk read as follows: 


[fouse 
mi of 
The 


SCHI LE B EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE. 


72. Fire brick, magnesite brick, chrome brick, and brick not speciall 
provided for in this section, not glazed, enameled, painted, vitrified, 
iamented, or decorated in any manner, 10 per cent ad valorem; if 
ed, enameled, painted, vitrified, ornamented, or decorated in any 
manner, and bath brick, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. 
word. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
moves to strike out 


Mr. MANN. 


Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

the last word. 
Last year I noticed that the street car com- 
panies of Washington were laying on the street-car tracks a 
brick which was imported. May I ask the gentleman 
whether there is any provision in the bill in reference to a 
duty on those brick? 

Mr. DIXON. They would come in under the heading of vitri- 
fied bricks. 

Mr. MANN. I owas told last year that these brick came 
here because they came in free of duty, although the language 
in the existing law in that respect is the same as in the pend- 
ing bill. 

Mir. DIXON. It is. It comes under section 480, under manu- 
not otherwise specified, if it were not particularly 
mentioned. 

\ir. MANN. They stated that it came in free. I talked 
with one of the District commissioners at the time, and made 
inquiry as to how it happened that they could import paving 
brick from Europe to pave the street-car tracks in the city of 
and I was told that there was no duty on that 


MANN] 


slag 


factures 


Washington 
brick. It seems to me that if other brick are to have a duty 
imposed upon them it would be perfectly proper that this slag 
brick should have a duty upon them. 

Mr. DIXON. I agree with the gentleman. 
ing is that they come in under vitrified brick. 

Mr. MANN. I think that class of brick are carried in the 
existing law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do 
which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has, no doubt, seen them piled 
up in the streets of Washington. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think I may have seen them, but I 
did not examine them, and if I had I do not think I would 
know them. 

Mr. MANN. I was told they were a hard vitrified brick, 
made from ground slag in Belgium or somewhere else in 
Europe. 


‘ir. UNDERWOOD. 


My understand- 


not know the class of brick to 


I think the gentleman’s informant must 
have been mistaken, because I know of no provision in the 
existing law which would allow such brick to come in free. 
If they would not fall in a classification that is fixed here, 
they would fall into the basket clause, and be subject to duty 
ut some rate unless they were enumerated especially in the 
free list 

Mr. MANN. Whether they came in under the head of slag 
or not I do not know. Slag is made free under the existing bill. 
I do not know. But my informant was Commissioner Judson, 
who would undoubtedly know, and I am quite strongly of the 
impression that my recollection is correct that he said these 
brick were brought here because they came in free, and that the 
freight rate was probably less, coming by water to Washington, 
thin it would be to ship brick from Pittsburgh or from any- 
where in Indiana or any of the other places around here that 
furnish paving brick. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there must be some mistake, 
because they are clearly not slag, and I know of nothing in the 
existing law that would allow them to come in free. 

Mr. MANN. I ealled the gentleman’s attention to the matter 
so that he could look it up. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Brick is not on the free list, and there 
is nothing in the existing law that would let them come in 
free. They are undoubtedly brick, and could not come in as 
anything else. 

Mr. MANN. I think if brick are to be placed on the dutiable 
list at all that class of brick might well be on the dutiable list, 
either for revenue purposes, from the standpoint of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, or for revenue and protection purposes, 
from our standpoint. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
about it. 


I think there must be some mistake 
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Mr. DIXON. The circumstance that none of the pric) 
of the United States called the attention of the eo) 
that fact is an indication that nothing of that kind hs< 
free; otherwise they would have raised the point to 
mittee. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gent 
allow me, I inquired about this brick when I was 
burgh and talked with some of the manufacturers +), 
they told me the reason they did not manufacture the 
cause they came in free of duty, and they were unable 
facture them in competition. I remember asking th 
the bricks that were used here to pave the streets 
of. Washington, because it struck me as rather unt 
something of which we should not feel proud that w: 
brick here to pave the streets of the National Capita 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the 
amendment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ 73. Tiles, plain unglazed, one color, exceeding 2 squar 
size, 14 cents per square foot; glazed, ornamented. ha; 
enameled, vitrified, semivitrified, decorated, encaustic, Cera: 
flint, spar, embossed, gold decorated grooved and corr iga 
other earthenware tiles and tiling, except pill tiles and ¢ 
ries or quarry tiles, 5 cents per square foot; so-called quarri 
tiles, 20 per cent ad valorem; mantels, friezes, and arti 
description or parts thereof, composed wholly or in chiet 
earthenware tiles or tiling, except pill tiles, 30 per cent ad 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an am 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indians 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 17, line 20, by inserting after the word 
following: 

Sut including tiles wholly or in part of cement.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amend 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MANN. Do you want the word “but” in ther 

Mr. DIXON. Yes. It will then read: 

And all other earthenware, tiles and tiling, except pill 
called quarries or quarry tiles, but including tiles wholly o 
cement, 5 cents per square foot. 


in 


That amendment is put in for the reason that there a1 
imported into the United States at this time some ceme! 
two-thirds of the tile being cement; but at the top t 
grinito marble that is being polished, and these tiles are 
in under another paragraph at a considerably lower 1 
thought they ought to be in the same paragraph wit 
tiles, because they are used for the same purpose. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gentleman what the 
importation of tiles under this schedule will amount 

Mr. DIXON. From 108,000 square feet to 200,000 
feet. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, in relation to the tiles 
graph I desire to introduce the following letter from the o! 
of the International Brick, Tile, and Terra Cotta Work 
liance protesting against the reduction of duties: 

INTERNATIONAL Brick, TILE, 
TERRA COTTA WORKERS’ 
Chicago, Iil., 


AND 
ALLIAD 
March 
Hon. J. H. Moore, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Our Trenton (N. J.) union of tile makers hav 
attention to a proposition to reduce the duty on floor and 
which will be considered by the incoming Congress. 

Should the present duty on floor and wall tile be reduced 
much doubt if anyone would benefit except importers or ! 
facturers. 

You are doubtless familiar with the comparative wage § 
countries of Europe, therefore we will not burden you wit 
statistics. i 

We would, however, call your attention to this fact: That 
ican tile presser and the kiln placer receive $14.50 and $1 
tively, while the Belgium worker receives $3.92 and $4.90 foi 
labor. We would further call your attention to the fact that 
earners of Spain and Italy in this line of work receive much 
those of Belgium. ' 

Should the present rate on tile be reduced our American 
turers and tile workers could not hope to meet the competil! 
underpaid worker of Spain and Italy, who, we understan 
long hours and at a wage that would render any attempt a 
tion by the native ware hopeless. : 

In the struggle to meet the changed conditions, should 
protective tariff be lessened, it will inevitably happen that t 
and weaker tile plants must succumb and be forced to tle wa 
American worker deprived of the opportunity of earning his 
the trade that he has made his life's calling. a 

The American manufacturer and workman in the tile indus 
done much to beautify the structures of our country. Eve 
comparatively short period of 30 years that they have been in 
they have outstripped European competitors in the excellencs 
material and in artistic expression and execution. Our America 
facturers have done much to develop and aeeprOne the art 
making and even with the present protective tariff rate have ™ ti 
received compensation in proportion to the results obtained. 


¢ 
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| 
id the present rate be reduced the standard of the ware would | 






‘ ssity become lower. In order to meet the changed conditions 
t wuld be a general reduction of wages, which are not even now | 
nt. in some instances, to adequately maintain the American | 
i of living. , ’ ; : 
ng that you will give this, the protest of the tile workers, due 
ition, we are, 
Sincerely, yours, 
] Frank ButTrerwortH, President, 
We. VAN BODEGRAVEN, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the | 
gentleman from Indiana. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
75. Lime, 5 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 





mendment. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 
mendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pace 18, line 3, after the word “ Lime,” strike out 
1 thereof “ 25.” 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, under the 
sions of the Payne law the lime industry in my State was 
creatly injured, and it will be completely destroyed by this bill 
if it goes upon the statute books. 

The lime industry of British Columbia is located upon Van- 
eouver Island, so that they have the advartage of cheap water 
transportation not only into the markets of Washington but 
also of Oregon and California, which are the principal markets 
for the lime of Washington. The lime manufacturer of British 
Columbia employs Chinese labor. On our side 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask if the gentle- 
man from Washington is addressing himself to line 3? My un- 
derstanding is that the Clerk had only read line 2. 








and insert 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I thought he had read 
line 3. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I undertook to rise at the end of line 2, 





and thought that was the last line that had been read by the 
Clerk; when the gentleman from Washington rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not object to going back if 
ccotleman wishes to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have no objection. 
thought the Clerk had read line 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
gentleman from Washington first, and then you can go back. 
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a mistake. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It probably 
take. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

The lime manufacturer in the State of Washington employs 
white labor. The Chinamen receive $1.75 per day. American 
iabor receives $2.87 a day. 

The barrels in British Columbia cost 5 cents, and in the State 
of Washington 7 cents apiece. The wood for the burning of 
the lime in British Columbia costs $1.40 to $1.65 a cord, the 
Government furnishing timber to the lime producer at a low 
price. In the State of Washington they have to pay from $2.50 
to $3.35 a cord. 

The duty that British Columbia imposes upon our lime going 






was a mis- 















charge the same rate upon the “ package,” 
which is of equal value to the lime, so that in order to sell in 







vaiorem, 
to 
British Columbia 35 per cent. 
argue that it is impossible under this tariff for the American 
manufacturer to go into the British Columbia market. Not 
only that is prohibitive, but they have a law there that abso- 
lutely prohibits the American manufacturer from selling in 


It is proposed in this bill to reduce the duty we charge 










than he sells it at home. 

So that we are absolutely barred in the State of Washington 
from selling our lime there if we should happen to have an over- 
production. Under the Payne law the greatest lime manufac- 
tory in the State of Washington has been running less than 
one-half of its capacity, while immediately across the line the large 
factory upon Vancouver Island has more than doubled its 
capacity. If the present duty is reduced, it means the end of 
the lime industry in that State. The industry is not very 











men and it does pay American wages. Yesterday we heard a 
very eloquent address by a distinguished Democrat about our 
te: and our duty upon the Pacific coast to exclude Japanese 
abor. 
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the | 
| present 


Let us dispose of the amendment of the | 


would not be willing to go back very far, but in this case it was | 


the British Columbia market we have to pay 35 per cent ad | 


5 per cent ad valorem, while we have to pay to get into | 
And it is not necessary for me to | 


into that country is 174 per cent ad valorem, and they also | 
as they term it, | 


sritish Columbia any article produced in this country for less | 
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We have excluded the Chinese, but we have not excluded the 


result of that labor when it is brought into British Columbia. 
One-fourth of the men in British Columbia are orientals. When 
you reduce this tariff and drive the American lime manufacturer 
out of business, it is not going to reduce the cost of lime to 
any American citizen. If it was, we might perhaps view it 
with a little more complacency. 

I received a day or two ago a letter which I wish I could 
make public, but it is a personal letter, written to me by a 
friend of mine of many years’ standing, and in it he states 
that his entire fortune is invested in lime manufacturing. He 


| the interior there can not be any competition, or even a 


great. The industry, I believe, is estimated at a value of some | 
$13,000,000 last year, but it does employ American working- | 


said that if this bill went through, and he anticipated it would, 
he expected his business to be entirely destroyed, and in his old 
age he would have to go back to the practice of his prof 

I appeal to the members of this committee. If there ever were 
any circumstances when we ought to have prote it 


tion, seems 
to me we ought to have it in this case. There is an absolute 
monopoly in British Columbia. They will not permit us to 
in their markets, and they produce their products by Chinese 
labor. We have heard the statement made by the President 
that we must go out and secure world markets. Will some 
gentleman on that side explain how it is possible for us to go 
into British Columbia markets when we let their products come 
in practically for nothing and they enact a prohibitive tariff 
against us? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. , 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman about 
the item of lime. I find in the handbook that since the Wilson 
law the duty on lime has been 5 cents per hundred pounds. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington Yes; but the gentleman 
will notice in the ad valorem that it has been reduced right 
along. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; that is true; and yet the quantity 


which we have imported seems to have constantly diminished 


In 180 we imported 428,000 pounds. In 1905, 261,000; in 1910 
we imported 180,000 pounds; and in 1912 only 99,000 pounds 
We seem to be taking pretty good care of ourselves under the 
law in the matter of lime. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not know what the 
situation is on the east coast. I am giving it on the west coast 
where we come into competition with this cheap oriental labor 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wash 
ington has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say in 


reference to these two paragraphs, and I include the one before 
this because the gentleman from Kansas |[Mr. Campreti] indi 
cates that he desires to offer an amendment to it, that t 
really a freight-rate proposition; that when you get farther i 


his is 
to 


short 


distance into the interior. It is a freight-rate proposition. The 
freight rate soon eats up the competition. The only reason we 
left a small rate was that the only competition there can be 


would be right on the border. It is a border proposition I 
recognize that the gentleman from Washington is on the border, 
and there may be some undue competition in this particular 
item right at his place, but we can not afford to tax the pw 


all over the United States to take care of one border proposition 


nie 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The rate at present under the Payne 


law is only 9 per cent, and the gentleman from Washington not 
only wants double that but more than double that. His amend 
ment would increase the rate to 25 per cent, which would make 
a tax on a very large number of people in order to protect the 


| industry that happens to be located inadvantageously on the 
border at a particular point. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. ‘The duty against us is 35 


per cent ad valorem, and even at 25 per cent it would be 10 per 
cent less than they levy against us. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is mistaken 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; it is 174 per cent ad 
valorem in British Columbia on the lime and 174 per cent on 
the package, and the package is of greater value than the lime, 
so it makes it 35 per cent ad valorem. 

I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to the further 
fact that in addition to having a water market they have 
the advantage of foreign tramp ships, which they can get at a 
cheaper rate than we can to reach both Oregon and California. 
I would like to make this suggestion the gentleman from 
Alabama, that I do hope somewhere in this bill that he will see 
fit to make some provision in order that our manufacturers may 


a Iso 


to 





be protected and our people be protected from the arbitrary 
action of British Columbia, not only in regard to these rates, but 
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to which I called attention a few moments ago, | IT can not understand why my colleagues on this ; 
absolutely prohibited from selling an article over | Chamber will continue to appeal to the majority of ¢] 
than here. I remember a man sold a logging | to write any protective features in this bill. 


: The J 
vhich was confiscated because it was below the regular | Party has declared, and its representatives upon the 


this House and on the stump have declared, that p) 
UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman this bill has | unconstitutional. : 


iuse in it that is similar to the dumping clause of Canada. Mr. CAMPBELL. jut if my friend from 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do hope the gentleman : 
will work out something that will protect us. 
Mr. UNDSRWOOD. What the gentleman is complaining of 
is the dumping clause of Canada, and this bill contains a dump- | 
ing clause. 


en! 


permit me, the President has said over and over a 
campaign, and since the campaign, that it was not { 
of the Democratic Party to injure any industry in 
States, and the chairman of the Committee on Way 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, when the subject was before | 


has made a similar statement. 
: Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, this bi he 1 
the committee four years ago, we found we knew it before ’ iis bill on the rey 
there was a very large lime business up at Ro 


klend. Me. I tained on pages 34 and 35 shows that under the chen 
CKhiIagna, «2 . “? ‘ : * ° 
have } n at Rockland since and I have fo 1 +} li, busi ule—Schedule A—our increased lmportations will ; 
a » peen : LOCKIANE f "e ¢ lve una ne ilme usli- . “4 94> <a 
: : $18,864,545; under Schedule B, we are now consideri 


ess there hes increased largely by utting in of more capital .. 60 Kon ODK 
, there has increased largely by the putting in of re capital! crease is $6,583,935; under the metal 


and the building of new mills, and I was told when I was 
there, ag. I learned before the committee, that the business its, $4,465,767; cotton schedule, $12.568,604; woolen 
was very much depressed at & cents a humdred pounds, We | 600600006; silk achedale, $10,280,400; paper and 
rigini y "Vv ‘ ere r if , mrs ow ; ? ° on as cae . =n 
h erga ti rn ; Z 9 erated cal a yee 133,579 ; Schedule N, sundries, $71,285,231. Under th 
ship the lime to the American ports along the coast of New ve the increase of foreign-made goods to be seld in 
England and even as far as the city of New York. Of course, | + mer market the arst year under us bill Sem 50 P1S8,4 
oi Midi lale ae - the United States ant < Saleeel Under Schedule F, the sugar schedule, the first 
A = i or ath or This & sn) 7 aie ein tas sakes | Shows a decrease of $521,052. Under Schedule J, thy 
thes na great cag one ation weeded with 7 Sees | hemp schedule, & decrease of $48,386,102, growin 
of capital, and I kept the duty the same as it had been in | transfer of certain articles from that schedule ul 
the bill, although they asked for a much higher rate, and y | Strangement sa Schedule N, making a het total 
, 5 : ’ foreign-made goods sold in the American market 


k if » rate > gentlems ‘re is kept he will injure : : oF Cr . 
think if the rate the gentleman put here is kept will injure | jnonths under this bill of $135,659,466. 
a very legitimate and large business. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the rate the gentleman from New Under this bill we —_ going to take from the 
York has in the present bill is only a little bit over 9 per cent workshops and the anes wage earners business an 
as it sen ‘ yi it o . ee s oF CKO AR a aie : 

in ad valorem figures, whereas the rate that the gentleman from | in the first year to $135,659,466. Sixty per cent of tl 


schedule, $26 
under the wool schedule, $575,057 ; agriculture, $10.08 


u 


il) 


; : : : rages, at $2.50 a day, wo sustai 00.000 w 
Washington proposes, if I understood his amendment that IL | in a at ; 50 a day, would ustain 100,000 wag : 

; eed eat : | in the American mills for 12 months. I ask those in c! 
heard read, was 25 per cent. this measure, and responsible for this proposed leg 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. ain Scere a - we a a i bo con . ener. see 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is a very large increase. Mr. | on ee oe ne ge Re yt ae ge age 
Chatresen Tack tee & webs of $136,000,000 in the output of their mills? What en 
aerate ceetoe ae ‘ ; . ant are you going to substitute fe yment th 
Che question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. a as aon hat pe aay be 2 

Mr, CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 1, | {"* “t= aes ne Sigg 


pe he te an ‘ : as on 9 -gislate here to increase the outp of foreigi iills 
page 18, by striking out “5” and inserting “ 20. — , anne ie a Mt yy onl = oe 
. > a ‘ : Americat Ss, where “f al is J "ics oney al 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the «amendment. : , a : _— a a 
' iil Ey: the men who own them are American citizens, giving em 
Che Clerk read as follows: “ ; ; ; : Se ; 4 
Ay 1 line 1 ve 18, by striki ut the Seure “5S” and insert: | to American wage earners at the highest known s 
ts — » Line , pag » DY Striking oO le Ugur ‘ and ins ; wages? Yes: President Wilson’s platform pron ised 
ee >a aces ' legitimate industry in this country should be injured 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, this makes the rate 1.32 . . . 4 ——s int y b uld be inj ge 
less than the present rate. Mow, it may seem on fret blush to the Representatives from Louisiana if the sugar ind 
1ess al » ‘se ‘ > WOW, é seem o urs 1 ‘ ‘ tus : 7 
I aa A Seqninaiani a | that State is a legitimate industry; I ask the Repres: 
many Members that this is a matter of very little importance | 34 : eal - ltt 
ne . ; ; ote ; on that side of the Chamber who represent Western St: 
to an industry far into the interior of the country. When you! .. rested j ] , i ite. a anton 1 
note that there are large importations of cement under the pres: | are interested in the wool industry if the woolen bus 
as te fn om tl - On) er cent it is not Ga ult 4 al that's | a legitimate industry? I ask the men who represent tli 
1 “ite oO } e lan 2<U per cel If Nneul oO Se i é * * ‘ ‘ 
| r rate would pay th ‘frei fht farther into the interior The ocratic Party on the other side of the Chamber f! 
Sse "% , m4 { ¢ e zg a rr e interior, ’ : : sre : ' 
. a le with the : n nt industry in my secti - ( f the country wouthern States if the cotton mills, S60 is number in the © 
‘oO 1e > cement I SIT I y Sectlo ) e Co a‘ 2a2 ° : * . 
is that it is crowd | ft m the best cities back into the interior are a legitimate industry under the interpretation of y 
S i S crowadet ‘oO ef e1tcies DACK 0 > TY . . ¢ : 
nd we are compelled to seek a miautet on nite the inte ae form? I ask you if the coal companies now shipping 
an » are co e ‘ see é arkKe j >i A - +. . . , ’ . 
: es a “ it : :: e n th . . t an in the 1 - ne seal New England from Maryland, Kentucky, and West \ 
: ae try istea ) ) e seacoast ¢£ >» larger c s ° ant . s aa al } 1 
‘ ¢ the Mis sissippi Valley which are our natural pr Phe are engaged in a legitimate industry in the eyes of the D: 
+o! ee 5 : ; ; Seana cratic Party; and why should this business be turned « 
freight rate from Germany to St. Louis on cement is less than co ie ee 
> ‘ ee il aad “ : , the coal companies of Nova Scotia? 
the freight rate from Chanute, Kans., to St. Louis on the same Thi 4 £ tl beli . i 4 inom 
. e : : 7 rly Tics 
commodity. It comes in practically as ballast to the seaport, rons ode c n “ ate . oie ho ons aa a } 
! . ‘ 7 . f rigs sans, | 
and the balance of the through rate, for some unaccountable | f° American oie and the wor aa + elena gto “ 
. ; . ¥ . . 298 agains > —_ Applause 0 
reason, is always less than the rate from the interior to the Reouhit and ode _— as against foreigners. ADI 
. . . . > i 2 > 
coast of our country. The fear that I have is that this rate, CpUBLCAD sie. | 


on 


being reduced from 21.32 per cent to 5, will have an injurious [Mr. DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
effect upon the industry and at the same time, as is estimated — ae reeing t] 
by the committee, reduce the revenues derived from the importa-| The CHAIRMAN. The question fs on agreeing to The 2! 
tion of cement. ment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ca 
Mr. MADDEN. I wish to supplement what the gentleman Mr. DIXON. : Mr. Chairman, in regard to the om 
says by adding that every cement plant in the United States is | Suggested, I desire to say that last year we produced S\)\' 
in bankruptcy now because they can not make cement at the barrels of cement, to the value of $66,000,000, and tb 7 
price at which it is being sold. — ported, in round numbers, $247,000 worth and export: 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I was not anxious to advertise the fact $5,000,000. We exported 20 times more than the am 
that large cement industries, with millions invested, are having | imported. . ; 
the greatest possible difficulty to keep out of the hands of a In addition to that, at the time of the building of the | 
receiver, and, indeed, some of them are in the hands of receivers | Canal and the opening of the bids there was a contes 
to-day, all because their best market has been taken away from | Who was to get the contract for the 4,500,000 barrels of § 
them by the importation of the cheaper-made cement. And as | that was to be furnished there, and while there were bids 
a revenue measure I ask the committee if they will not agree | 2 number of countries, the lowest bid was made by 
to the present rate, or, at least, a rate of 1.32 per cent below | contract was awarded to an American bidder at a lower fe 
the present rate? It will incidentally act as a protection to a | than any of the figures that were given by any of the f 
very large industry that employs a very high grade of labor | contractors, and it is very evident that the price in te 
and a very large amount of capital in the interior of our | States is cheaper than abroad. 
country. Mr. CAMPBELL. Is that not a splendid argument for © 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | taining the 20 per cent duty that has been imposed on “ 


word. heretofore? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
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| 
ve RRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- | Canada as the dumping clause, which adds to the 173 nts a penalty 
‘ from Indiana |Mr. Dixon] if he knows how those prices for double that amount. This places the ordinary duty of our lime 
: entering Canada under the present prices at $1.924 per ton 
re? , . a rhe United States Government. on the ot! er hand. allows the Cana 
\ DIXON. I do not know that I can quote the exact fig- | dian manufacturer of lime to ship his products into this country at a 
- hey are printed in the hearings. ee aaa eee ay of Si per ton, with package f notwithstanding 
* , a os € ac ig le Manutlacti ng cost of hi eonnale ‘ ’ 
Mr, RAINEY. I can give them. The contract for 4,500,000 | not exceed, the cost of the teas it cont a tl ft o aale te 
’ : : irhne contains ad they are then able to 
norrels of cement was awarded to the Atlas Portland Cement | sell the empty barrels at from 10 cents to 1 nts ea in d ect com 
(,. of Northampton County, Pa., at $1.19 per barrel, and the | 4 ee a = - ee ee ae nd W ves a tariff 
. a aa Gone 26> é antage oO ne ani lan manuf ture. additior t } her 
ids of 14 foreign companies ranged from $1.25 up to $2.10. In | physical advantages. a fam oo cantn tn 21 Ons th ll the other 
Col tion with this contract I addressed this question to the | country the dumping ground for the surpl ‘prod ‘the B Nn 
Ist in Canal Commission : | Columbia lime manufacturers, which they have ‘ \ take 
st] il , |} advantage of, as every manufacturer knows that th of 
ntract had been awarded to the foreign factories, would the | a certain article is decreased in proportion to the. ir 1) r r 
f manufacturers have been compelled to pay any duty to the | the output of the plant and his a ility to keep h 4 aaa 
I d States Government? In other words, was the tariff a factor at | tinuously ; pa 
the bidding between American and foreign firms for cement? Just as an example and to show th etual conditior Iw 
The answer of the Isthmian Canal Commission was: we e Rooke il iin 
= = | 1e oche arbor ime Co.'s } t ¢ toche ] ' ‘ t 
\s a matter of fact the bids for foreign cement were all higher than | Jargest oa the Pac ific aa om r so oA a ns —— - * , 
id of the Atlas Portland Cement Co. | more than $1,000,000. For the past two years this | ‘h o \ 
fhe figures are all printed here. Then I asked this question | — little more than two and one-half kilns in consta ation 
“ . . . . ere have bee S e ot eve a ki s burnir 
of the Isthmian Canal Commission : The Pacific acetate pie of British Coleus — nd t] 
W was the contract awarded to the American bidders? ; Same period running full blast and have installed ad 7 to 
: iia tasting | more than double their capacity. The British Columbi irket ive 
And the answer was: not been able to absorb their entire « utput, but with the ve fay e 
Be ise they were the low bidders on a well-known Portland cement, | tariff regulations they could very conveniently dump their I is on 
wl was perfectly satisfactory to the authorities on the Isthmus, and | this market and cut the price below where it could protita ) 
V bid was strictly in accordance with our specifications. | duced by our own manufacturers 
\ir. BRITTEN. Does your report show the bid next to the | ,.™ oe > ne ye Ph oe ae before Congress ed 
. : ty a Ss, ve f stead o getting rett rom the condition ‘ ' 
lowest bidder—the Atlas Portland Cement Co.? prevailing it is proposed to wipe out the last vestig« oa tenets il ~ 
Mr. RAINEY. Yes; the Portland Cement Co. works at Ant- | It = this product by reducing the already low tariff by 50 per cent 
. 21 OR ri * : ‘ ‘ ee i . t hardly seems reasonable to any citizen of this count | 
er as $1.25. e Wo é Cement Co. was $1.76, and so ; ; ; ae zen uM intry that men 
werp Was $1.20 The Wouldbam nent : — | elected to a high legislative office will deliberately plan to ruin their 
the bids run up. The bid of another German company WAS | own citizens for the benefit of a foreigner or to carry out the theoreti 
$1.82. eal idea of an economic problem. The placing of this tariff upon the 
: : > om ve ‘i ‘ statute books means nothing more or less than the for tion of at 
: > Ss s > § Y ent 0- 3 : . = “ eae Or ul 
Phe CHAIRMAN. rhe que tion is on the amendm pl between the United States Government and the British ¢ imbia lin 
posed by the gentleman from Kansas. manufacturers which will destroy the property of the own country 
The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. men, who are compelled to pay taxes from which the executioners derive 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the | * er = ec » aptiole § 
; ete ; 1e manufactured article in question was one in use by a class of 
following amendment. people whose earning power was limited, or had any relation to the 
rhe ¢ ler'x read as follows: high cost of living or any of the various economic questions that con 
Page 18. line 8, after the word “lime,” strike out the figure 5, front us to-day, there might be some excuse for this action; but in this 
and insert “ 10.” particular instance the contrary is true Lime to-day is not used by 
— 7 7 ‘ ; : the poor man. His house is plastered by a cheaper article than lim: 
Mr. HI MPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, while I } can possibly be produced, known as gypsum hard wall plaster llis 
have very little faith that I will get a favorable response from | ray ped oules to the knows danger of fire, are to 8 large extent tala 
; . : pte : : i ™ | ) cemer nortar, anc 1e use O line therefore 1s largely restrictes 
that side of the House toward protecting an American industry, to brick and terra cotta construction in large and massive office build 
yet in erder that it may not be said that the rate which I offered | ings, factories, warehouses, and the like, and for which we, in turn, are 
in the amendment was too high and that given as an excuse, compelled to pay the highest rate for occupancy and use, Therefore 
fer the > > which is racticallvy the svailing duty from an economic standpoint it has no relation whatever to the al 
I offer the one now, whi 1 18 prac ica y le prevailing auty. stract question, but is purely one of business judgment 
I want to read a letter which I received from the owners of On behalf, therefore, of the lime manufacturers of this country, and 


the lime plants in the northern tier of counties in Washington. 
These include all of the available limestone deposits in the 
Pacific Northwest. It is as follows: 

SEATTLE, WASH., April 21, 1913. 
Hon. W. E. HUMPHREY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Stn: At a meeting of the owners of all the lime plants located 
in the northwestern tier of counties of this State, which practically 
includes all its available limestone deposits, I was delegated to take 
up and lay before you the conditions of this industry at the present 
time and te ask you to use your best endeavors to have the iniquitous 
tariff’ conditions we are now operating under adjusted on some fair and 
equitable basis, 

The industries are owned by citizens of the State of Washington who 
have invested their capital and earnings, and many of them have spent 
the best years of their life in building up the business in the hope of 
securing a reasonable return on their venture, but for the last few years 





this has been impossible, owing to industrial conditions that have placed 
them at the mercy of competitors across the boundary line in British 
Columbia. 

The lime deposits of British Columbia are located upon Vancouver 
Island and have deep-water transportation not only to the principal 


markets of their own country, but likewise to the principal markcts | 
of the States of Washington and Oregon. In addition to this the rail- 
roads absorb their local freight charges to interior points that puts | 


them on an equality with our home manufactures, with the added privi- 
lege of employing Chinese labor which averages but $1.75 per day, 
while the average white labor in the lime plants of this section is 
$2.87) per day. 

At the limekilns in British Columbia, where the product is put up 
in barrels, the Chinese contract the cooperage at 5 cents per barrel, 
while our manufacturers are compelled to pay 7 cents per barrel. The 


British Columbia manufacturers were given by the Government of that 
country large areas of timbered lands from which to draw their fuel 
snr | 


ply for burning the lime, and their average cost of wood ranges 
om $1.40 to $1.65 per cord, while the manufacturers of the State of 


fy 


Wa hington are compelled to pay from $2.50 to $3.25 per cord for the 
same class of wood delivered to their kilns. 
rhese physical conditions are a very serious handicap to the lime 


manufacturers of this section when they have to come in competition 
with British Columbia manufacturers on equal terms, and much more 
so when our Government places a bounty in the shape of a preferential 
tariff in favor of these foreign manufacturers, as is the case at the 
present time and has been for some years last past. 

7 Canadian Government places a duty upon manufactured Ameri- 
‘un ime and ground limestone going into Canada of 174 cents ad valorem, 
which also ineludes the cost of the package, and compels our manu- 


facturer to invoice his shipments at his selling price to jobbers, which 


ye that we must pay a duty not only upon the manufacturing cost 
the 


also upon the anticipated profits. For violation of this clause or 
slightest attempt at undervaluation they invoke what is known in 





especially those of the Northwest, I have been delegated to file with our 
delegation a most emphatic protest against the reduction of the present 
tariff and to ask instead that a reciprocal tariff be demanded 
these two countries, whose boundary line is imaginary instead of physi 
cal, and to ask that you use your best effort that this industry 
and the men who have invested their entire resources and years of effort 
be not destroyed. 


between 


to see 


The lime manufacturers of this section are not asking for protection, 
but justice, a fair field, and no favors, an equality of opportunity to 
invade the foreign field on the same terms and conditions that they are 


allowed to enter here, and we submit that under the present conditions 
we are entitled to a specific duty of $2 per ton on manufactured lime 
entering this country from foreign ports 

If it is impossible to raise the tariff on this cl of goods shipped 
from British Columbia into the United States equal to that demanded 
by the Canadian Government at the present time, that some provision 


iss 


be made whereby the President and his Cabinet would have the righi, 
after proper investigation, where certain tariffs were working hard 
ships against the citizens of the United States and no other redress 
was possible, to suspend the tariff and make it equal to that of the 
foreign country. This is now being done, and has been for years, in 
Canada, where the tariff law can be changed at will by the simple 
process of making what is known as “An order in council.” 

Trusting that you will give this question your prompt attention and 
be able to secure some reasonable adjustment on a fair basis to the 
citizens of this country, I remain, 

Very respectfully, J. J. Maury 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does not that letter clearly indicate 
that your people. were trying to dump on Canada at a rate less 


May I ask the gentleman a question? 





than they were selling to the American people, and were 
attempting to engage in the business of invading the Canadian 
markets instead of the Canadian invading your market? It 
seems to me quite a clear inference from the letter the gentle 
man has read. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. What they did wish to 
do was to have a fair opportunity with the Canadian manu 
facturer. The manufacturers in Washington have largely re 
duced their output. It is not likely that we would invade the 
British Columbia market to any extent when you remember 
that it costs more for the fuel that we use, more for the labor 
that we use, and when they have the advantage of foreign 
cheap tonnage to reach our markets, which we do not have. 
They have the advantage in labor, in material, and in trans 
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ocratic Party will not take away | field for the Oklahoma product? Is 
have. that the testimony? 
stion now is on the amendment Mr. DIXON. The hearings did disel 
Washington. regions named they did st ip some of 
nd the amendment was lost. parts of the West; but does the gentleman 
shall be no market in the West for any other 
d or calcit , pearl harden- | that of Oklahoma? 
or othe ement of which | Mr MORGAN of Oklahoma. As Io 


ants not | . ' : 


= of American soil, I am willing that 


|} homa, but I protest against 
cure crude gypsum, 
Mr. DIXON. There are 17 States in the U 


‘ommittee 


gypsum. Last year we produced about $13.000.000 
the United States. There was about $400,000 wort) 
into the United States. Gypsum is being used mor 
all the time for the making of wall plaster, and it 
a necessity in all parts of the country. Thi 
lower the price to the builders of the United Stat: 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Is it not a fact 


ving * it 
round or | tion in gypsum is made especially to help out the 
20 per | live in the Northeast, wv 
um is 


vhere they get the most prot 


their manufactured articles, and that it is in res) 
mand made from a section that should not object to 
f} on an article that is produced in the West? _ 
Mr. DIXON. In the making of this tar 
Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, am cor- | section recognized. We tried to treat all 
Dingley bill was the first iaw to put a | alike. 
That law provided a tax of 50 cents a ton | In addition to this, gypsum is used as 
The Payne bill reduced that from 50 cents | ought to be made as cheap as possible for 
er ton, and that is the rate now placed on | country All other fertilizers are on the free ] 
provision in the bill we now have under | Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, gypsum i 
r cent ad valorem That would It is not a fertilizer, but it has the pre 
| moisture, which, of course, is beneficial to gro 
under the present law on the importations for 1910 is 27 | and things of that kind. 


ent, and for 1912 it is 25 per cent, so that it makes a re- | Mr. DIXON. It 


1 
ition provides for 10 } 


e 
reduction of about 60 per cent. I think the ad valorem 


is used like lime. 
ion of about 60 per cent. Mr. PAYNE. When I was a boy on a far 
I do not understand, of course, why this reduction should be | for about 10 miles to a gypsum mill and draw 
made, There was very strenuous objection to the reductions | gypsum that was always put upon the grass, and 
that were made in the Payne law. Gypsum is a very abundant | jpn the way I have stated. When we were adjus 
article in the United States, being found, I think, in western | ypon gypsum rock I took a good deal of pains wit 
New York, in Michigan, in Virginia in large quantities, and in| the facts, in order that the duty might be propei 
Iowa, Utah, California, Texas, and Oklahoma. ‘There are very The greatest competition that comes from gy} 
large deposits in the State of Oklahoma. Prof. Charles N. | about New York City and along the New England 
Gould, who is now the State geologist of Oklahoma, in an arti- | rock coming from Nova Scotia. Being near the ocean. 
cle in Mining Science, December 12, 1907, on page 542, says: it is loaded into the vessels and goes down very chea) 
he gypsum area, of which the Oklahoma beds form a part, is the petition is sharpest right there about New York 
largest in the United States The area extends practically uninter- : . : ; 
ruptedly from southern Nebraska across Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas, mills along the coast that get their gypsum rock f 
nearly to the Pecos River. It is not to be understood that the line of | where a little west in the interior, The problem y 
outcrops is entirely continuous, but that throughout this entire distance | the duties so as to furnish the difference in the « 
i ro more or less impregnated with gypsum Over a consider- | __, in ol ie a me aaa . annn — 
area, however, the outcrops are continuous, and one | ®Cduiring the rock at these near-by places, near wl 
y ti ) miles or more and not once be out of sight of heavy | the cement was manufactured out of the gypsum, to | 
Kypsum ‘I oe Sea ag pune ey Ne a a. | the eastern cities for the purpose of building. I got it so 
comtninine ry aaa ‘vanes Green 2 toe aaibee he ane than aera adjusted that I sacrificed one or two interests in 1 
Oklahoma is in the center of the region, and the most extensive deposits trict in doing it. The gypsum quarries were closed on 
Aare - a .. a . a Senene. is practically of the low duties in the bill. I thought they might bi 
main ln "Of the Rock Island Railroad contains ‘apeugh Goxtertal an they put the duty on, but I was trying to make a bul ; 
ply the United States with cement and plaster for an indefinite length country and not for my own district. I heard from that |! 
of time, in the election, but I told them frankly what I had d 
The congressional district which I represent is the heart that I thought I was right about it; and while J lost 
of that gypsum deposit. There are seven or eight gypsum mills | did not lose my self-respect. I think the duty w S ad) 
in my district. They employ a large number of men—I can | 2bout the right figure, and that a less vigorous reduc 
not state the exact number—and add largely to our wealth, | that proposed in this bill ought to satisfy the gentlen 
The gypsum that was imported comes from Canada, and is | 2? making a purely revenue bill. I think they would 
mostly crude gypsum. I do not think any good can come to | revenue out of a duty more nearly approaching the d 
the country at large by reducing the tariff on gypsum. Thirty left upon it in 1909. I do not know that I have anything ! 
cents a ton is a very small and insignificant duty. Now, if you | to say on the subject. I never was in favor of protecting 
reduce it down to 10 or 15 cents a ton you might as well put | the eastern trade or for the eastern trade this gypsum in \) 
it on the free list. homa or in Iowa. I remember a good many years ago on 
Under the present law the importations of gypsum have been | ber of the committee—and I will not speak of his locality 
increasing from year to year. It seems to me that when we | he is dead now—who wanted to protect some of that wes 
have in this country an article or product of any kind in large | gypsum rock. I fought him then as I have always tried to 
quantities, seattered through various States in every section | for a reasonable duty that made up the difference in the 
of the Union, it is bad policy to invite importations from a | 2nd not an excessive duty on all these articles. Le 
foreign country, to open our markets to their products, when the Mr. DIXON. The gentleman from New York was a 
industry is capable of development to a scale that will abso- | ber of the Committee on Ways and Means when the D 
lutely supply our needs in every way at all times. bill was put into law. 
Mr. DIXON. I do not think the gentleman need fear about Mr. PAYNE. Yes. ' 
the gypsum in Oklahoma. The freight rate from the seaboard Mr. DIXON. That bill passed the House with gyp* 
will be ample protection for the Oklahoma gypsum. the free list and it was put on the dutiable list in the Set 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. PAYNE. Yes; that is correct. And in the Mech! Eey 
Mr. DIXON. Yes. bill there was a duty upon gypsum, but the duty that was * 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Is it not a fact that the testi-| on in the Senate in the Dingley bill was more nearly 1 ght 
mony before the committee showed that the mills in Virginia, | than the Senate sometimes gets the duty when a bill _— 
instead of supplying the eastern market, have to send their | over there. The experience we had under the Dingley i 


1 


products west, and that crowds and restricts and limits the ' showed it was more nearly right, and I tried to adjust it i 
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4, after the word 
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75> a ton.” 
MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this is 
have justified Mr. Hancock in declaring the tariff 
issue. The gentleman from New York {Mr. PayNe] has 
ned the difficulties that confronted him in endeavor 
lj the tariff bill to meet the w of the various 
of the country. The gentleman from Oklahoma | Mr. 
¥] has spoken for gypsum in its crude state, as it origi- 
n his section of the country. Along the Atlantic seaboard 
estion arises as to the payment of the enormous freight 
bulky material like this that would have to be paid 
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tes. Of course the question of the cost of building con- 
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cheaper to bring gypsum from across the water, from 
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the eastern section of the country. Those of who 
in protection desire to the ma 
result of the propo hange in the Underwood 
re told that at least one enterprise to construct a fac 
r the manufacture of Keene’s cement has already been 
nued. It is apparent that if the duty on ground or ¢al 
nent, which the manufactured product of gypsum, 
to effect, then the industry along the east coast will 
y affected. It is asked that a duty of $1.75 per ton 
to remain upon the manufactured article. 
does not so remain, then it will be entirely within the 
‘of those who are controlling the quarries in Nova Scotia 
dvantage of the lower rate of duty proposed in 
ie freight to local conditions, 
rket and put out of business those who 
manufacture of cement or calcined plaster, which 
erially into the cost of construction of the homes of the 
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ingham earthenware, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
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Mr. FORDNEY. You have not. You have an ad valorem | 
duty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman was complaining about 
the fact that on these consigned goods the valuation was not 
fixed. If the gentleman will look at the administrative fea- 
tures of this bill he will find we have a clause in here that 
compels them to fix the rate. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I am not contradicting or complaining. You 
have undoubtedly gone as far as you could to correct the error. 
I will say to the gentleman that I have a list of the names of 
importers that have robbed this Government of the just rate of 
duty on many kinds of goods, both on the specific and ad 
valorem rates, as provided for in the law. We have laws that 
punish severely the crime of murder and many other crimes, 
but, God knows, there is no law written that will make all men 
honest. What I am trying to impress upon you is this, that you 
have reduced the rate of duty on those goods, and to-day, and 


for many years past, and it will occur in the future, there have | 


been violations of law in undervaluation. There is no question 
about that. To read over a list that has been furnished me by 
the Treasury Department of prosecutions in the last four or 
five years leads me to believe that the average importer is an 
inveterate smuggler. 

I have the amount of money furnished to me in figures by 
the Treasury Department of fines and penalties that have been 
paid by some of the largest importers in this country, and it is 
astounding. The sugar companies alone that have been here 
asking for lower rates of duty or free trade could not get lower 
duties under the Payne law, except by stealing it. Some of 
those responsible are now serving time in State prison for 
underweighing and undervaluation and fraudulent drawbacks, 
and have paid four millions and some three or four hundred 
thousand dollars in fines. 

Mr. MADDEN. That is due to the adoption of an ad valorem 
instead of a specific duty. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will not say that, because a duty, whether 
specific or ad valorem, will not prevent a man from being dis- 
honest and underweighing, which was the charge against those 
people. 

Mr. MADDEN. It will give them an opportunity to under- 
value. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I fear so. I am very much opposed to ad 
valorem duty. I think with a specific duty there is less oppor- 
tunity for fraud. I may be wrong about it, but, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would, if I could, induce the gentleman to put the 
rate of duty back where it is under existing law, because I do 
not believe the rate you have fixed in this bill will give ade- 
quate protection to that industry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit 
me to have just one minute more? I do not want to violate the 
rule. I have not taken up any time heretofore. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not like to have speeches run over 
five minutes by a single Member. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Only one minute, if the gentleman please. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I shall not object. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will not take up any more time than 
necessary 

I have here a statement furnished to me showing that in 
white ware the labor cost of production alone in this country 
is 55 per cent of the total cost of the manufacture of that ar- 
ticle, not allowing for the labor cost in the material used. 
And in white ware and a small amount of decorated ware 58 
per cent is the labor cost, and in another article 64.2 per cent 
is the labor cost. Therefore I do not believe that a duty of 35 
per cent ad valorem or 40 per cent ad valorem is a sufficient 
duty to offset the cost of production in this country. 

I shall offer an amendment to the next paragraph. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, on line 
24, page 19, the figures “40” and insert “ 50.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered withdrawn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Where was the amendment intended 
for? 

Mr. MOORE. For line 24, on page 19. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That paragraph has not been reached 
yet. 

Mr. DIXON. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Green], who has been talking about the inter- 
ests of the manufacturers, that there has not been a single 
manufacturer—and there have been a large number who ap- 
peared before the committee—who has made the slightest objec- 
tion to the rates in this paragraph. 

All that the gentleman from Iowa has been talking about is 
in reference to paragraphs that we have not yet reached, Un- 
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der this paragraph the American production is about & 


The importations are only $150,000. They are a)| 
heavy, and that fact alone is practically all the prot 


the American manufacturers would need, and ther 


no criticism by those gentlemen themselves in refer 
paragraph. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Well, did not the gentle 
stand me to say I was speaking in reference to 
graphs? 

Mr. DIXON. I supposed the gentleman was spea] 
paragraph that was pending before the committee. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Did I not speak expressly 
ence to that and the following paragraph? : 

Mr. DIXON. Probably the gentleman did. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman. 
strike out the last two words. 


“IARTIN] moves to strike out the last two words. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I do that for the 


gaining some information about the next preceding | 


which was passed over before I realized it—the 
graph. I would like to ask the gentleman from In 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Ds) 


pu 


li 


the reasons that led the committee to modify the pres 


upon mica. 


Mr. DIXON. The Democrats have never believed 
pound duty—a specific and an ad valorem duty tozet 


the committee concluded to put in simply the ad va 
instead of a compound duty. That is the reason. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That is the rea 
the change? 


Mr. DIXON. That is the reason. The rates are } 


rially changed. The rate here is 30 per cent, and u 
law it was about 35 per cent. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. On the basis of 
tions of 1912 the rate is 34.19 per cent, and the 1 
per cent. 

Mr. DIXON. That is right. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Of course you all 
tiona! importations of about $40,000 and a reduct 
$5,000 in revenue. 


If the gentleman will bear with me for a wor 


schedule, I will say that it is true that the reducti: 


d 


large, but I was not sure as to the controlling reasous \ 


should make that much of a change in an industry 


and growing. The product of this manufacture is us 


as an insulator in electrical machinery. ‘ 
Mr. PAYNE. I will explain it to the gentleman. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would be glad i 


tleman would. 
Mr. PAYNE. The committee has fixed about the 


as at present. They could not bring themselves to 


indorsement of the present law, so they put on an : 


rate that is pretty nearly as good. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. They are losing 
of revenue. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is aware of th 
mica is an important industry of an important distri 
Carolina. Does the gentleman recall that? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That may save u 
in South Dakota, which produces more mica than 
the Union at the present time. [Laughter on the 
side. ] i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer the gentleman 
time. 


jy 
I 


t 


5s 8S 


any 


Re} 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will proceed just f 


ment. Of course, in the great multiplication of el 
chinery mica becomes an important American produc 
of what is made in the United States, it comes chi 
small importation from Canada, and the rest, I be 


-etric 
ft, () 
efly | 


lie 
i¢ 


India. Of course, it is unnecessary to say that in con 
with the labor of India we are competing with about th: 


est labor in the world—something like 8 cents a da 


y. 


In the last few years the production of mica in my State 
increased until it produces about two-thirds of the mica | 
made in the United States. With the continuation even ©! | 
ent conditions, which can properly be met by this great anv ! 
manufacturing electrical industry, which takes the prod 
insulation, in a very few years it can manufacture all the | 


that we consume here at home, notwithstanding th: 


it the ele 


trical industry is growing and its demands will be greater. 


As a protectionist—although I believe in only mo 
tection—of course I should hate to see, even In 4 


derate pre 
n effort 


apply a theory to this tariff revision, any serious disturb! 


of an industry that will become quite important if 
grow. 


allowel to 














lacl ni nation about a tariff bill, 
when he shot at North Carolina. The mica iu 
Carolina is low-grade mica, a the only way in which 
1 be protected, if you wanted to | ect it, would be 
compound rate. The mica that is actually imported ts 
rrade mica, and a 30 per cent rate will be a good revenue | 
that high-grade mica; but on the low-grade mica it is a 
rate and does not accomplish the result, 

nmittee did not desire greatly to reduce the 

f our importations and because of the competitive fea 
but as mica varies very much from high-grade mica to 
de mica, we found that under the compound rate there 
» anomalies in this schedule. I believe one witness came 
us and stated that there was a sample of mica that had | 
to the customhouse upon whic! und rate, 
ty amounted to an equivalent ad valorem of 3,000 per 
I recollect aright, on account of the very low grade of 
‘a, Of course, this wns an unusual case. So we found 
3mica varied so much in quality there was no specific rate 
wuld levy which would not make the equivalent ad valorem 
» low-grade mica very much higher than on the high-grade | 
We did not want to do this; and when you come to these 
und rates, it makes the duty on part of the mi 
prohibitive, where on the other part it is competitive. | 











under the com] 





‘a abso 





I hat reason, in order to try to make competition all along 
the line, the compound rate was stricken out and an ad valorem 
I was adopted, although in the general average there is not 


| 
t amount of reduction, | 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in an- 
ewer to the old-fashioned, stock Republican argument whicl 
] been presented here by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. | 
I y] against the ad valorem rates in this bill. It is true 
through the bill, in accordance with Democratic prece- | 
dl and Democratic belief, we have written ad valorem rates 
herever we thought they were practicable and workable. 
rhere are objections which may be urged against ad valorem 
! : but the truth is that every objection which can be raised 
an ad valorem rate can be raised with equal force 
a compound rate, which consists of a specific with an 
lorem in addition thereto, because in each of those cases 
s necessary for the appraiser, in order to fix the rate, to 


fix the value of the imported article. Further than that, every | 


ment which can be offered against an ad valorem rate can | 
be offered against value classifications. All through the tariff | 


re numerous divisions of articles according to their values, 
rent rates being written for the different values. The 


Payne law, like the Dingley law, was filled with compound | 
In writing this bill we | 


‘ 

i ’ 

rates and with value classifications. 
have taken out practically all of the compound rates, and we 
have taken out of it practically all of the value classifications 


ing very few. And we have made so great a reduction in | 


the number of classifications in the bill by reason of these 
changes that while I have not made the calculation, and can 
not speak with exactness, I am satisfied that we do not have 
any more ad valorem rates in this bill than there were com- 
pound rates and value classifications in the Payne law, so that 
the inducement for undervaluation, by reason of these ad valo- 
rem rates, is no larger in the present law than the law which 
it supersedes. 


I want to say one further thing: That I think gentlemen will 
| that under the administration conducted by the party which 


1 

believes that the first interest in the receipts of the custom- 
house is that of the Government rather than that of interested 
parties, either producers or importers, you will find during the 
next four years, during the operation of this law, less under- 


aluations than you have found under the Payne law. Why, | 
t is currently reported that a great importer, a great merchant | 


V 
i 
in the city of Philadelphia, 2 man who in days gone has per- 
‘ 


lected enormous campaign funds from the beneficiaries of the 
tariff laws in the State of Pennsyivania for the use of the 
Republican Party, and who has held a high place in the Govy- 
ernment under a Republican administration, came to Washing- 
ton on the 3d of March, within 24 hours of the time that the 
Republican administration was to go out of power, and settled 
with the Treasury Department fraudulent-entry cases at the 
port of Philadelphia, extending over 10 or 12 years and in- 
volving an amount of more than $100,000, 

On the very eve of the Democratic administration coming into 
power that was done, because of the fear that the Democratic 


MOORE. Mr. Chai 





uy R 
officeholders, now rect 
[Applause on the Demo rati ick 
ad valorem rates will bring the a 
is entitled to under the law [A 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gent 
Mr. PALMER. [fy time 1 ‘ 


Mr. ! i t¢ 
two words. As to the first 1 f tl 
in regard to a distinguished dividi t 
reference I have no knowled It i 
and, of course, the gentleman re n f 
the irregularities in the Philadelphia « ‘ 
sponsible for the recent change in the lector 
there is considerable doubt. The collector « ie port 
delphia, who has just give \ to tl ! 
my friend on the other side [Mr. Parmer] . W 
the new Democracy in FP. Ivania, did 1 r ! 
as he was requ 1 to do, d ring to know w 
had been filed nst him. And while 1 ( ( 
not expired, and it to be | ned that cha 
preferred against him, or that there would be 
justification, or civil-service justificatio for hi 
is to be deliberately ret ad | ise the Sect 
Treasury in response to th 3 personal d 
that he preferred to have me one in that off 
sympathy” with the administration. There were 
because the gentleman himself asked if there wa 


not bl 


ame the get 


PALMER. 


itlemen 


ist him, and was 


in 


told there 


control of 





1 


{ 


of ft) 


V + 


he 


1 


t the 


the 


for wantir 


ing 


il 


is not. 

This was the first evidence of a desire of the 7 
those who are now 
offices in Pennsylvania and to 
throughout the country know th: 
change. The Democrats wanted 


th: 


dmini t 


as 
time had 


jobs. [Applau 


the 


Mr. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE. I do not blame Democrats for 
jobs 

I do not blame the distinguished gentle n f rs 
vania [Mr. PatMer] for coming in here d gett thy 
fast as he can I congratulate him on the su! . awd 
has, not only over the warring Democrat fact P 
ania, but over t White House itself, which up tl 
has yielded to no man in thi untry « t to th 
from Pennsylvania in remoy wit! ‘ ear 
collector against whom they could find not! t who 
of office had not expired. 

{Mr. DIES addressed the mitte See Appendix. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the g nan from Pe 
vania [Mr. Parmer] a few moments ago indulged in so 
servations on the question of ad valorem duties. He sai 
the mixed duty—that is, the combination of the specifi 
and the ad valorem duty was just as bad as an ad \y 
duty. That was substantially his affirmation. A specifi 
upon a pound of goods or some unit of goods by which t} 
measured can not be evaded. It is simply a matter of yw 
or measurement, and that can not be got around, unle 
connivance of somebody, and » far as that specific duty 
it is absolute. If there is an ad valorem duty in addit 
that, a portion of the ad valorem duty may be evaded. 
mixed duty is as much better than an ad valorem duty 
specific duty upon an article is in proportion to 
valorem duty. ‘The gentleman thought they had not pu 
more ad valorem duties into this bill than to take the | 


valor 
Mr 





Mr 
Mr 


Mr. 
Mr 


| the ad valorems 


em mixed. 
. PALMER. 
. PAYNE. 
. PALMER. 
PAYNE. 
. PALMER. 


in the 


present 


What a memery 
Mr. Chairman, 
Just a minute. 


I 


su 


t I did not 


understood the 
I said that I 


ad valorem rates in this bil! th 

pound, and value classification 
Mr 

Mr. 


. PAYNE. 
Chairman, 


it 


is 


strange 


did 


n 
il 


law 


ly 


and the specifi 
these gentlemen |! 


will the gentleman 
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gentleman to say 


WW 


not 





be 


Payne bill. 


riv the 
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ee 


gentiemei 
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there were ad valor 
1 the 
That amounts to pretty 1 
these 
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» there were 
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have forgotten what was in the bill. I had to remind the 
chairman of several important items that bad absolutely slipped 
his memory, some of them since he made his speech on last 
Monday, and now the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] has overlooked the last item under discussion, the sub- 
ject of lime, where there is a specific rate in the present law, 
and an ad valorem rate in this, and they run all through the 
bill. IL only speak of it in order to recall the gentleman’s recol- 
lection to a recent event. Of course, every country has dis- 
carded ad valorem rates wherever a specific rate is prac- 
ticable. Great Britain held on to it the longest, but during 
the last four or five years she has been getting rid of her 
ad valorem rates and returning to more specific rates of 


duty. Every Secretary of the Treasury of the United States | 


condemned the ad valorem except the patron saint of Democ- 
racy, Mr. Walker, the man who made a tariff bill that 
they refer to with pride, but would not if they understood what 
it was. Now, Mr. Chairman, the difficulty of the ad valorem 
rate is on the valuation of the goods. Four years ago I took 
hold of this subject to see if I could not work out a section of 
the bill and put it in there. It has so commended itself to 
you that you retain it verbatim. I think it is section 11 of 
the administrative features of the bill. The difficulty is when 
you put on an ad valorem duty these people immediately go 
to work to see how they are going to evade it, and they do 
evade it by taking the whole product of the factory and having 
it consigned to them generally on a false invoice and false 
prices. Duties should be levied on the market value of the 
goods in the place where manufactured, but there was no 
market value of the goods. 

There was no sale except to this single consignee in the 


United States, and to no other country. They were not freely | 


offered for sale, and then the problem came how to value these 
goods. Well, it struck me in case of no market value abroad 
it would be a good thing to take the market value at which 
those goods were sold in the United States and work backward, 
deduct the duty paid or which should be paid, deduct the item 
of freight and insurance and the fees, the percentage of the 
consignee, if any was actually paid, not exceeding 6 per cent, 
and let that be the valuation. That worked pretty well for 
a while. They were afraid of it, I am told, and there were 
more correct valuations and more attempts to get market values 
abroad. But some importer came over here with some goods one 
day and fell into the hands of the authorities, and the attorney 
before one of the boards of appraisers over here in New York 
proved that there was no market value at the place where the 
goods were manufactured, and sat down with the usual smile 
upon his countenance of such gentleman, the attorney for the 
importer thinking that he had won his case. The attorney for 
the Government immediately took up the question of the market 
value at which those goods were sold in the United States, and 
worked backward to prove his case 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Have I had five minutes? I wuld like to have 
a little more time on this question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to sur- 
render the right about maintaining the five-minute rule, but 
the gentleman is the senior Member on the committee, and I 
will not object to his proceeding; but I ask unanimous consent 
that when the gentleman from New York concludes, the debate 
on this particular paragraph conclude. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent that when the gentleman from New York con- 
cludes, debate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
shall close. Is there objection? 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 
minutes on this. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On this paragraph? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. The next paragraph is on crockery also. 

Mr. POWERS. I can take time then. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I had gotten to the point where 
the case had been rested before the subboard of appraisers, con- 
sisting of three gentlemen, and then the importer asked for 
an adjournment of the case, and it was adjourned from time 
io time for three or four months, the attorney for the United 
States trying to push it forward, and finally they got ready for 
a hearing, and, lo and behold, they proved that during the 
adjournment some man had gone over there where these goods 
were manufactured and freely offered them for sale to three 
or four interested parties, the same goods at the same price 
that the consignee had imported them into the United States, 





and they came and proved that before th 
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e board of apprai 


and that board of appraisers allowed that sort of thing ; 


around this statute. I am glad to say that the board f 


( 


praisers will never repeat this operation again in the | 


States, because some things have hapy 


done, and probably this valuation paragraph or sect 


prove of some benefit. 


ened since th 


iv! 


But, Mr. Chairman, it is almost a hopeless case. Woe 
catch them for perjury; we can not get hold of their 
We are at their mercy. It happened a while ago, in th 
ination of one of these cases, that they were showi 
books, and some sharp fellow from the customhouse 


mussing around a little and got hold 
opened it. They said, ‘ Oh, this is a pri 
said, “This letter does not seem to be 
a letter from the man here, to whom the 


of a letter bo 
vate letter boo! 
private,” and ly 
goods were cons 


to the factory in which all the parties were interested 


other side, which said, “I inclose a chec 
cover the difference between the cost of 


k for 47,000 f; 
those product 


factories over there and the prices put into the consig 
the consignment being the price on which they paid 


We are open to all sorts of fraud when 
lorem duties, and that is why every enli 


we have the 
ghtened nation 


globe has, wherever it is practicable, a specific duty, 


to avoid fraud in the undervaluation of g 


oods by the in 


And all the importers are not Republicans; most of th 
come before the committee are Democrats. The De: 


sometimes as honest as Republicans and 


they are son 


dishonest as Republicans. Dishonesty does not belo 


one particular party. Avoidance of cust 
long to any one political party; fraudul 


mms rates do¢ 
ent valuations 


belong to any particular party. As long as there is ; 
of graft among merchants there is a loose feeling that 
a man to go to work and cheat the Gover 
| nue, and he thinks he is not doing anytl 


nment out of tl 
1ing morally 


long as he avoids State prison, and he gloats over it \ 


as that is the feeling among the people 
you will have fraud and undervaluation 


of the United 
s in the cus 


I am glad I never have had a hand in making ad yal 

to tempt this fraud, wherever specific rates were }: 

On crockery they are not practicable; they can not \ 

and so you have to have ad yalorem rates on crockery. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALEXANDER). The pro forma 

ment is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


81. Earthenware and crockery ware composed of a non 


sorbent body, including white granite and se 
and cream-colored ware, and stoneware, inclu 


miporcelain 
ding clock cas 


without movements; pill tiles, plaques, ornaments, toys, « 
statues, statuettes, mugs, cups, steins, lamps, and all oth 
composed wholly or in chief value of such ware; if plain w! 


yellow, plain brown, plain red, or plain bla 


ck, not paint 


tinted, stained, enameled, gilded, printed, ornamented, or « 


any manner, and manufactures in chief value « 
provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad 


of such ware not 
valorem; if p 


ored, tinted, stained, enameled, gilded, printed, or ornament 
orated in any manner, and manufactures in chief value ol 


not specially provided for in this section, 40 
Mr. DIXON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 


per cent ad \ 


offer an ame! 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana o! 


amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 19, line 13, by striking out the semicolon at the 
the line and inserting in lieu thereof a comma. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 1 


ment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed | 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wa 
ment. 


nt to offer an 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. I 
NEY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 19, line 21, strike out “35” and inser 


. ? a5.” 


In line 24 strike out the figures “40” and insert “ 60.” 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I < 
chiefly for reasons that I gave a few min 
further and say that I have here a state 


yffer this . amend 
utes ago, but I w 
ment of the differ 


in wages paid.abroad and here, which is a good or fair | 
tration of why, in my opinion, 35 per cent ad valorem and 4 
per cent ad valorem is not a rate sufficiently high to ol 


the difference in cost of production here and abroad. The wir 


paid here, as given in a number of instan 


jiggermen, dish makers, cup makers, saucer makers, hand 
pressers, dippers, sagger makers, mold makers, throwers, 


ers, kilnmen, and transfer girls are sh« 


wages in England is $6.65 a week as against the average Wir" 


paid for the same kind of work in the U 


-es, to plate makers, 


tu 
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" orer per day, measured in money, is greater than that of 
the laborers of any other country. 


census reports of 1905 that the production of the po 
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r about 25 per cent of the wages paid in Europe that Mr. GREEN of Iovw Mr. Chain will the 
, this country for the same class of work. | yield? 
‘Chairman, I submit then that 40 per cent ad valorem is | Mr. DIXON. I do not care to | iterrupted : 
to offset the difference in the cost. The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ntl 1 fi Indi a 
H \RDWICK. Will the gentleman tell me where he got yield. 
res? Mr. DIXON. But measured by tI te 
ORDNEY. I got those figures from a pamphlet which | ductiveness of that labor, w m ft] \1 
ied to me, and I think they are given in the United | is not the highest paid in the vw ‘ y 
° 4 3 reports. efficient and the most intelligs t] ( 
WOORE. You got it on page 4. | the world. [Applause on the Dem 
UNDERWOOD. I want fo ask the gentleman from Now, we have not changed the pi \ 
rT 1Mr. Forpney] if it is not the brief of Mr. Burgess, | tax on the crates or bundle in which lis 
the pottery manufacturers, who was pleading for higher | packed, and that will give th rentle n a 
| over that amount, and we believe that rate pre 

\ir, FORDNEY. I think it is, although it is not signed by | bill is ample to cover any alleged difference be 
\ Burgess. = labe r abroad and at home 
‘fy Chairman, in this country, as the figures given here show, | >ut that was not the basis upon wl this b \ 

ntage of female labor as compared with male labor is | It was believed that by lowering the dut to 
s to 20 females; in England 100 males to 8O females; | there would be some competition rhe is 1 
Germany 100 males to 300 females. Some gentleman | earthenware of this classification produced in the 1 
he question here the other day why it is in England the | Of imported there was about a mi n and 
» higher than in any other country in Europe. That | worth. It is estimated that there will be mo 
r hard question to answer, but I can give my expla- under this bill, but not an undue amount, and th 
of it if some man will answer this question for me. ican production will continue at about the ! 
speak now of something about which I know something. | is at the present time. 
I t like to talk about a matter unless I know what I am | Mr. FORDNEY. Will the cent 1 permit a q 
bout. I am in the lumber business, and the menin the | Mr, DIXON. Certainly. 
“is of the State of Mississippi to-day receive in | Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know anvthing ab 
ires an average of $1.80, and for the same class of | ness of the ficures. exc nt th urce from Ww h 
the State of Washington they receive $3.25 a day. hold in high esteem as an estimab! t gentle 
» difference that exists in the United States for the | who gave me the figures, or sent them to me 
“of work, and when you describe the difference be- | Mr. DIXON. I have a copy of them. 
wages paid in the mills of Germany and of France Mr. FORDNEY. He said here that th nsu 
England, an should take into consideration the question and earthen ware in this cou —— $27 000.000 
ch of that labor is female labor in one country aS | $15,000,000 has been produced in thi intry. 
the proportion employed in another country. I have | Mr. DIXON. I k he puts th oy 
he female labor in Germany in those factories consti- portations instend of the pr vh } . 
75 per cent of their employees, while in England it con | Mr. FORDNEY. He sa , 
14.4 per cent. wholesale value.” 
ve that would answer the question which that genitle- Mr. DIXON. On what pag 
“l the other day. But there are many elemer ts that} Mr. FORDNEY. The fi ! 
‘ up this difference in cost. It is a fact to-day that | ‘he total consumption (wl ‘ 
in the lumber woods in the State of Mississippi are | made rent ind t I 
they are in the State of Washington in the United | W2ich about $1,000,000 wor d 
s here your measure of protection and my measure of Mr. DIXON. The census figures were $15,642,000 
s fixed by the same yardstick, where the measure of | first, and under the second $24,006,9 hose 
in the States of Oregon and Washington in the lum- | figures for last year. 
ess is identical with the measure of protection in the} Mr. FORDNEY. Produced in ( ry 
s f Mississippi. | Mr. DIXON. Yes 
HARDWICK. Is not that because one laborer is white | Mr. FORDNEY. I do not know anyth 
ther black? | I presume they are correct. They may be a differs 
FORDNEY. It is not necessarily so, because the white | goods. 
1 Mississippi receives the wages I have described to Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strik ' 
ly, $1.80 a day. I know it because I am paying it, my | word. The name of the great Henry Clay, of the St 
right now, and I have got the figures to show that. tucky, has been assailed upon the floor of this H 

It is true that colored labor is cheaper than white labor, gen- | can not sit idly by and see his fair name or his 4 

f But why is it, my friends, that the labor in your cotton | resented. The gentleman from Tex: Mr. Dies] f 
North Carolina and South Carolina is only 80 cents a | pose of giving an example of repartee, made the 
d 1 the average, while the average wage in the cotton mills | it was Rand olph who stepped aside and let Mr. Clay | 

Massachusetts is $1.38 a day? read history aright it was Henry Clay who st “| 

rhe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] stated | was a rainy day, and there was a boardw acros 
the other day that there was no colored labor in the cotton | not wide enough for both men to pass. Great ft 

s of the South., The gentleman is mistaken. I have been | between Randolph upon the one hand and Clay upon 
the cotton mills of the South and I know that the common and as the two men were approaching each other o 
‘in the cotton mills of the South is generally colored labor. | had to get off the boards. Mr. Randolph, ap) 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Chairman, the committee did in fact | said—I can not give his exact language upon an o 
Separate crockery and earthenware, and. in that respect our | character, but he said in substance—that he did 1 
bill differs from the specifications and classifications in the | sidewalk to any infamous scoundrel. Mr. Clay, t 
DP; » bill. We placed china and porcelain in one paragraph | gentleman that he was, the compromiser of difl 
au 1 e earthenware in another paragraph, because we believed | avoider for 10 years of civil strife between the Stat 
that chinaware was more of a luxury, and that therefore the | aside and said, “Ido.” It is in justice to the fair 
‘ate on chinaware should be higher. For that reason we re- | fame of Henry Clay and in the interest of the truth 
du d the rate there only 5 per cent. But as to the ordinary that I make this statement. [Applause on the Republi 
eh henware, which is used by the people generally over the} Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am not 

ited States, we believed that the rates under the Payne law | my friends thinking we ought to have a tariff board 
were unduly high, and for that reason we separated them, in | come to treating some schedules like this. My friend 
order to ae a higher tax upon the article of luxury than upon | igan [Mr. ForpNey] is always well informed, and he 
the article of ordinary use or the article of necessity. | for whom I have the highest respect, because, althou 

We reduced the duty on earthenware from 55 and 60 per cent | tariff question we differ as far as the North and the S« 
“own to these rates, and we do not believe. that these rates | he is an honest protectionist, and he is sincere, becau 
Will in any factory in this country justify the reduction of the | protect the other fellow as well as himself, and 
Wiges of a single employee. find many of that kind. [Applause.] But [I want 

bi may be true, and it is true, that the wage of an American | friend’s attention to this fact. He is complaining of 

because we do not protect the labor cost. Now, I 


tfoar 


ed at 








it. 


| 
ut 

t are clearly 

stion. But assum- 


» wage scale here, if you 
; shown by the census report 
off of 38 per cent, it leaves you but 29 per 


and we have given in this bill 35 per cent of pro- | 
So even according to the exaggerated reports | 

it my friend has presented this 35 per cent covers | 

» in the wage scale by more than 6 per cent. 


ot a question of wages. I can not speak for every 
in this bill, but I can recall no paragraph in the bill 
» difference in wages between this and a foreign coun- 
covered by the rates now in the bill 

e is only one other question: The gentleman says, 
aragraphs 93 and 94 of the present 
phs 81 and 82 are highly competitive, 

efore we ought not to have reduced these rates. My 

as you treat them as a whole they are highly competi- 

uit the only reason that the gent lun has made this 

rtion that the rates ought not to be changed is because he 
is not studied the question. 

Under paragraphs 93 and 94 of the present law china and 
earthen ware are imported under the same par 
was no. distinction drawn between chinaware and earthenware. 
Now, it was with great difficulty that the committee was able 
to differentiate between chinaware and earthenware. We did 
not do it ourselves, but we sent to different ports of this coun- 
try to get an expert. Finally the Government sent Mr. McNair, 
from the port of New York, who is considered the greatest 
china expert in this country; and he perfected this classifica- 
tion that in paragraph 81 taxes earthenware and in paragraph 
82 taxes chinaware. 

What was the condition under your law as it exists to-day? 
You had a highly competitive rate on chinaware, a luxury that 
should bear a high rate. But you put the same tax on earthen- 
ware, the dishes of the poor, that you did on chinaware, and 
made it prohibitive and brought no revenue whatever to the 
Government. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, this committee, after great labor and great trouble, 
have differentiated between the two, and we have practieally 
kept your rate; we have reduced it from 60 to 55, but prac- 
tically kept your rate on luxuries, chinaware, where the 
competition arises, and we have reduced the rate on earthen- 
ware, where there were no importations coming in. Oh, I 
think there was a little in high-grade decorated earthenware, 
but, as a rule, you may say there were no importations coming 
through the customhouse at all on earthenware. We have 
reduced it to a competitive basis. On what you had as com- 
petitive we have left the rate alone. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Perhaps the figures given by the gentleman 
to me are on a higher grade of ware than the average, which 
might make the difference in the labor cost as described by 
the gentleman from Alabama; but if the figures the gentleman 
pas given me are right—that we have some $37,000,000 con- 
sumption in this country, and only $15,000,000 of that produced 
in this country—then, certainly, the present rates are not too 
high, and they are not prohibitive. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is talking about 
chinaware, and I am talking about earthenware. We have left 
the rate on chinaware practically as it is, and on earthenware 
we have reduced it. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. The President of the United States, so far as his 
chief political career is concerned, originated in the city of 
Trenton, N. J., the distinguished pottery town. The mayor of 
that city was a particular friend of the President of the Unitea 
States, whose policy is being enacted here to-night by the enact- 
ment of this bill with the assistance of the gentleman from 
Alabama. The mayor is the first commission mayor under the 
Woodrow Wilson system in the State of New Jersey. He is a 
friend of the laboring man who works in the potteries of Tren- 
ton, N. J. In view of the fact that the committee does not seem 


|} in the United States is about 110 px 


| more figures from the Committee on Ways and 
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iss labor conditions 
this bill 
the ma 


00d Democra 
v8 . 


i from 55 per cent « 
cent and 55 per cent, re 
ware fro! v9 per cent on white and 60 per 


} cent and 40 per cent, respectively, 
is right, that the wage 
: . 


COST OF PRODUCTION 

The total t of producing earthenware in the 
75 per cen reater than in England. ‘The aver 
r cent higher tl 

Irom 60 per cent to 664 per cent of the total 
made in the United States goes directly into the pay 1 
velopes, depending on the kind of ware made and whet 
undecorated, 

Any reduction in the cost of production made nex 
ing of the tariff and allowing the cheap European 


| produced goods to reduce our selling price must of nec: 
|} on the wage earner. 


I thank God for this honest expression of an lx 
by an honest Democrat. 
HOW TIE POTTERY INDUSTRY WILL BD AFFECTED p 
Mr. AUSTIN. In spite of the fact that the 7 


from Texas [Mr..Dres] is on the floor, Iam going 


Mf 


| hope he will not try to repudiate the report of | 


mittee, even if they have placed wool on the f1 
affects his district very largely. I am not going 
joint discussion with the gentleman from 


e |} endeavor to arrange with President Wilson or h 
agraph. There 


the Hon. William Jennings Bryan, to have a 
on free raw wool. 

Under paragraph 81, now under consideration 
report of the Committee on Ways and Means, found 
we will increase the importations from $8,603,674 
per annum, or an increase in four years—and th 


| long as this bill will remain on the statutes—of 


$5,000,000—about $5,600,000. The average amoun 

60 per cent, and 60 per cent of $1,400,000, the ii 

this paragraph, is $840,000 in wages in one year, « 
in wages in four years. So under this single | 

are going to take from the pottery workers in T) 
and in the Youngstown, Ohio, district, and in < 

the United States $840,000 in wages in 12 mont] 

you going to do with these wage earners? You 

platform that under a Republican protective-tari! 
Republican Party made “the rich richer and the | 
When you legislate out of employment men who 
$840,000 a year in wages in the pottery industry in 
are you going to make them richer or poorer? 

If there is anything in the newspaper reports, the ¢ 
representing the Trenton district, Mr. WAtsuH, and 
cratic Member representing the Youngstown, Obio, 
Mr. WHITACRE, in your caucus occupied considerab 
an effort to convince you that this proposed legis!. 
seriously cripple and injure the pottery industri 
districts. 

The Democratic Party had this pledge in their platf 
they “ would not injure any legitimate industry.” Is t! 
industry of Trenton, N. J., a legitimate industry, 
alleged statement of the Democratic Member of Cong 
that district [Mr. Watsu] correct, that this proposed 
tion will cripple and injure that industry and turn 
earners out of employment in the potteries of that di 

On the day that the President addressed the House 
sentatives from the Clerk’s desk I talked with a 1: 
from the State of New Jersey. I asked him how the 
New Jersey regarded this new tariff bill, and his re] 
that they are very much up in arms against it. Thi 
in the public meeting in Passaic, N. J., a few nights ag 
by a unanimous vote the commercial organization 
city condemned this bill. I also asked the new D 
Member from New Jersey what would be the result : 
legislation as far as the next election in New Jersey Ww 
cerned, and his reply was that it will defeat every one 0! 
for a reelection. It will do more than that; Mr. Ch: 
it will defeat your party at the polls four years from 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, the state! 
made as matters of fact by the gentleman from Mi 
{Mr. Forpnry] and by other gentlemen with reference to Wi 
evidently discloses to this House that the tariff has but 
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ith wages. In the first place, labor is a commodity, | ps in Mississippi, ir the State of sh 

on, first, the principle of the cost of keep, of produc- ington, or any other State of this Union I have ever heard of 

d, second, upon the supply of work and of the supply Mr. MONDELL rose 

and the third and cheapest element of high wages is | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire to speak on 

ition. The difference between the wage in Mississippi this paragraph? I ask uanimous consent that all debate on 
Washington and Oregon is explained in the fact that you | this paragraph close in five minutes. 

organize the negro, and further, the fact that the cost | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alal ks unani 

in wages in the State of Mississippi and in the State | mous consent that all debate on this para \ 1 five 
\rkansas is less than the cost in Oregon and in Washington. | minutes. Is there objection? [After a paus | Chair 

| fference in wage in England, a free-trade country, and in | hears none. 

( vy, a protective country, is found in the cost of keeping, Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the scene has shi 1 sinee 
<e the English are a beef-eating people, while the German | early in the evening, as I predicted it would. Then we had 
sauerkraut consumer. [Laughter.] You will find that | seated beside our amiable and beloved friend from Ala ‘u 
s in Mexico are not high, that the ordinary peon wil! milk | confessed free trader, to whom it is a matter of compl 

t ill day for 10 cents. He can thrive upon his tortilla. | difference what the effect of schedules on American emp!lo 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- | ment and American wages may be. The gentleman who now 
n yield for a question? occupies the seat of honor next to the chairman of the com 
\ir. MURRAY of Oklahoma. No. They have no organization | mittee is apparently somewhat concerned about American em- 
intain a wage. ployment, and he endeavors to persuade us, without saying so 
Now, then, after we get the cost of keep in wages you can in plain words, that as to most of the items under discussion 


se it higher by organization, but you can not raise it higher 
reasonable profit to the man who employs the labor, | 
t between the cost of keeping and the cost of local production | 
y conflict and go up or down in proportion to the ability | 


’ 


I 
al 





of laboring men in the organization to maintain that wage. 
rhe reason why the cost of a laborer in Massachusetts is greater 
than a like cost in the South is almost wholly due to the ques- 
m of organization. They have never been enabled in the 
Si to maintain that organization as they have in the New | 
England States. It is true that wages are high in America, | 


and we are glad of it, but it is due principally to the one fact | 
laboring men say, we want more than enough to eat 
ough to keep us, we want enough on certain occasions that 
vay dress our family well, that we may educate our chil- | 
n, that we may maintain that dignity in society becoming a | 

n individual. 


+7 
ue 


I ¢ 


They get more because they demand more, | 


whenever they cease to demand they will cease to get that 
wage irrespective of tariff laws or any other legislation by | 


s Government, 

Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield? 

\ir. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Yes. 

\ FARR. Is the gentleman aware of the fa: 

nd is the best organized in the world? 

MURRAY of Oklahoma. And I am aware also that 
wage to keep it in England is cheaper than it 


*f 


t 


1 
i 


that labor in 


M the 


is in 
FARR. Will the gentleman yield again? 
MURRAY of Oklahoma. No; the gentleman is stating 
nd not asking questions, or, rather, trying to state facts | 
lie nado. 
FARR. No; I am 


making a very pertinent, direct ques- 


AT ye 
L 


MURRAY of Oklahoma. And the gentleman is trying to 
into my statement a statement of fact that is not wholly 


Mr. FARR. Entirely true; I will give the gentleman a state- 
of fact that is entirely true. 

MURRAY of Oklahoma. I can not 
is nearly up and I desire to conclude. 


Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will not the gentleman yield 


Mr. } 


yield further; my 


to 
I 


sire to ask the gentleman if he has considered why wages 

re higher in protection Germany, for illustration, than in pro- 
on Belgium? 

MURRAY of Oklahoma. That, I have no doubt, will be 

und in an explanation of the difference between the cost in 

Oregon and Washington and the cost in Mississippi and Arkan- 

sas, the cost of wage. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
zed and so is Germany. 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. I am not undertaking to say; 
I did not speak of organization, but of the keep of wage. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why are wages higher in 
Germany than in France, for illustration? 

Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. The cost of keep in wages, as I 
Said before, is cheaper in the Southern States than Oregon or 
Washington. I dare say that is true with reference to the two 
countries to which the gentleman referred. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
_Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit just one ques- 


\ir 


‘ 
i 


No; Belgium is highly organ- 


tion? 
_Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman can speak in his own 
time, 


_ Mr. FORDNEY., 
intrude again. 


I have spoken once, and I did not want to 
I only wanted to say this: There is no organi- 





ible me to ask him a question bearing upon this point? | 


they have endeavored to cover the difference in the cost of 
production at home aad abroad. In connection with this matter 
of labor cost and wages I have been very much interested in 


what the gentleman from Oklahoma has said. 

It is an old, sophistical, threadbare argument, scarcely worthy 
of being dignified by being referred to as an argument, that 
by organization men can wring a living wage from an enterprise 


that does not pay. Did you increase the wages of the sheep 
herders in Wyoming when you put them out of business under 
the Wilson bill? Will all of the organizations in the world 


increase wages or maintain wages in the industries that are 


| injured by the passage of this act? It is true that organization 
is useful and valuable and necessary. 
Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 
Mr. MONDELL. I have only five minutes. As I said, or 
ganization is useful and valuable if men are to secure from 
their employers a reasonable proportion of the wealth they 


create, but men can organize from now until doomsday, and 


they can not draw from an industry any portion of a profit 
| that the industry does not have or create. They do organi 
in England, it is the best labor-organized country on the fa 
of the earth, and yet the average rate of wage in England is 
considerably less than half of that in the United States. It is 
much lower in many of the highly organized industries in Eng 
land than it is in the unorganized industries here Organiza 
tion can, and organization does, compel the payment of a fair 
wage, and a fair wage is the wage that an industry can stand 
and live. No amount of organization, no amount of strife, no 
demands that can be made, can compel men, or ever h om 
pelled men, to pay wages so high that they can not conduct 
their business at a profit. Our wages are higher in this country 
under organization, because by and through a protective tariff 
that maintains prices it is possible for the manufacturer to ] 
a good wage, and therefore possible for the g om ibore 
and the organized artisan to compel the payme ofag¢ l e. 
gut take from the industry its profits, place it il yy 1 
with unpaid labor abroad, make it nonproductive, 1 
make bread of stones and draw blood from a tur ‘ 
as you can secure a living wage under those conditi 
Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma Will the gentlemar 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Wy; d 
| to the gentleman from Oklahoma? 
| Mr. MONDELL. I will. 
Mr. MURRAY of Oklahoma. The gentleman re emb the 
| organization of the Cobden clubs in England, the adopt of 
| free trade in that country, and the history of it. Why was it 
between the wage before and after the free-trade laws, the corn 
laws, were adopted that wages went down to the difference 


between the cost of living before the laws were passed and after 
the laws were passed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The n’s time has expired. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That question never will be answered 


gentlema 


The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired. The question WwW 
| is on the amendment offered by the gentleman frum M van 
{Mr. ForpNey]. 

The question was taken and the amendment was rej« d. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

82. China and porcelain wares composed of a vitrified r orbent 
body having a vitrified or semivitrified re, and a jue and 
parian wares, including clock cases with or without movements; 
plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, va tatues, statuettes, mug 
cups, steins, lamps, and all other arti ymposed wholly or p 
value of such ware, if plain white, or plain brown, not painted, col 
ored, tinted, stained, enameled, gilded, printed, or ornamented or deco 
rated in any manner; and manufactures in chief value of 1 ware 
not specially provided for in this section, 50 per cent ad lorem; 
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ed, enameled, gilded, printed, or orna- | valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 1% cents per 
r and manufactures in chief value of | that, and not exceeding 720 Square inches, valued at not 
d for in this section, 55 per cent ad | 24 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound ; valued at more t} 
per pound, 2g cents per oe above that, and not 
IXON Ate ited s - ran: . nent. square inches, 23 cents per pound; above that, and not « 
] I. Mr ha rman, I wish to offer an ame ndment square inches, 33 cents per pound; above that. and not os 
ie CHAIRMAN, he gentleman from Indiana offers an square inches, 33 cents per pound; above that, 44 ¢ 
dme will report. Provided, 'That unpolished cylinder, crown, and com 
imported in boxes, shall contain 50 square feet, as 
oh an permit, and the duty shall be computed thereon ace 
ing out the semicolon after the word | weight of glass.” 
thereof a « na ‘ Dr . a ¢ 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, if I can ret 
the floor I will ask that the Clerk read the 
order that I may offer the amendment to that ss 
‘ , hold in my hand and will send up to the Clerk’s d 
r tG I of Oklahoma *, Chairman, ove to strike . ’ : * F 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr, Chairman, I move t tke | shall make such observations as I have concert 
out the last word. During the general debate yesterday evening | ..,; . , . 
uM H - aiadine a sections all under one head. 
e vgentlema on jeorgi P RDWICK ras making : rn . % : reas . . . 
the gen man from Georgia [Mr. AR CK] was ma The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, th 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimor 
two paragraplis may be considered at the same 
Mr. DIXON. ‘That is all right. 
Mr. MANN. Asif they were one paracr: ph. 


tion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


1 I propounded to the gentleman a question something 
He was talking about the increase of wages and I 
him if it were not a fact that from 1899 to 1909 the in- 
in the annual wages paid - 
‘ERWO *, Chairmat nake the point of order rar ’ ; ~ 
: NDERW aa o> aan Elgon l aaa of « oe rhe ¢ HAIRMAN. Che centlem h from Lilin 
iit the gentlemar ‘oO! c<lahomi Mr. MorcAN S$ not speak ’ : ; se 
that the ge ang n O} yma [Mr | | unanimous consent that paragraphs 87 an 
mg 0S em pty Chal bat t] — | Sidered at the same time. Is there objection‘ 
y ie . le nHir susi ‘ ne oin ( ore . | on = . - _ " 
he ¢ HAIR [A] he 1air sustains the poi! ler rhe Chair hears none, and the Clerk will 
rhe Clerk will read The Clerk read as follows: 
The Clerk read as follows: ee ( 
86. GI bottles, decanters, and all articles of every description com- 
sed wholly « in chief value of glass, ornamented or decorated in any | 
! engraved painted, decorated ornamented colored, 1.440 square inches, 7 cents per squal 
gilded hed, sand blasted, frosted, or printed im | square foot. ; 
) ‘ ich grinding as is necessary for fitting s 
er than ornamentation), and all articles | The CHAIRMAN. Now the Clerk wi 
luding bottles and bottle glas re, se | presented by the gentleman from Kansa 
glass blown either in a mol r otherwise ; | 7 : = 2 
ially provided for in this section, filled or | fhe Clerk read as follows: 
mtents be dutiable or free, er cent Pa °2 line 1 
or the purposes of this act, bottles with the fol - 
» StopT s, be deemed entiretis 


ylinder and crown glass, polis! 
inches, 3 cent er square foot; above 
square inches ents per square foot; 


strike out the 
lowing: 
SS. Cylinder and crown glass, 
n, I desire to offer an amendment. | inches, 4 cents per square foot 
squat inches, 6 cents per squ 
1,440 square inches, 12 cents per 
per square foot. 
' Mr. CAMPBELI.. Mr. Chairman, there i 
word “free,” strike it figur . * . — . 
figures “‘ 60,” ithe Democratic Party upon the tariff ques 


‘ . wie : | the reductions that have been made in the 
RP . hatirm 1 ceut-glass industry } ha : ~~ 
RE. Mr. Chairman, the cut-glass industry in the | No one has complained in r nt 3 


es is comparatively new. It is growing. It is sub- 
‘reest competition. The Japanese are now begin- 

1 cut glass to this country. Under the Panama 
il advantage was given to foreign manufac- | 

iss in that they can now send in practically free 
enters into the equipment of ships built in 
American factories have already suffered 

ison. Orders have been solicited even by 


gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
erk will report. 


f plain window glass. It is very 
and do not figure extensive 
the average house. I doubt i 
with the preparation of this 
all about the high price of w 
tee can not claim. or the Democ ’ 
it is reducing the duty on window ginss for 
| ducing the cost of living or ennbling tl 
' : pa SOURCES. 4 window glass in their houses, 
, to the conditions that prevail ; ey semeithige: oy qian 
re free trade practically prevails. in the s 2 ° ms sek 
: theory that it will produce 


4 nos sr ae ; : z . | the Dx moeratic Pr: rty ndmits 
in the nited St uild up an American industry ask | 


tl t tie « Sstin duties be retained, because they are already | tional length of time the : 
. ; ' 4 : : ee _, .. ,. | produce window glass to-day. 
suffering fro the ditions I have stated, and in order to 5 eer! oil : 
avolé omy ion particularly from Japanese and Belgian trict run about « - . aad - ‘ a 
q om ‘- te we ' th t ~~ . a nt raising the rate fron | glass factory town in my district 
res it is urged that { ie amendment raising the rate from ings, which have been largely ai 7 
sent to me petitions, drafted by then 
the provisions of this bill, which they s: 
during which they may hope to have em 
from seven months to anywhere from three to 
or four months in a year. 
They say that they can not live in the way 
have been taught to live as American labo: 
: gia with the Belgian product of window glass 
Xs Soken teeanaies ae ane at aan car poubl? anoee tat they can not compete is that they live upon a h 
$84 square inches, 1 cent per pound; above that, and | those who produce the commodity with which they 
) square inches, 14 cents per pound , above that, and | to compete in our markets. It is easy enoug! 
‘No “ditate: Inches, te cents pee pounds above thatg | 4 the United States more than seven months 
led, That unpolished, cylinder, crown, and com- | they are willing to come down to the plane of 
ported in boxes, shall contain 50 square feet, as | Jabor that produces window glass that hs 
rm ne a aw shall be computed thereon markets. If they will take a reduction in wa Ze! 
~- If they refuse to take a reduction in wages Belgium vw 
the window glass of the United States, the ¢! 
the United States will close their doors, and 
ployed in them will be wandering around over te 
of the country hunting for work and unable to find i 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Oklahoma | ‘ir 
made some observations about the beef eaters of beng! d._ 
d, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not | there are very few laborers in England or anywhere in } 
square inches, valued at not more than 1% cents per| or anywhere outside of the United States who are bee! ¢ 
ound t oon Fmt 5-3. bed audios coe ‘hey may have a little meat upon the table of —— oe 
more than 1% cents per pound, 1% cents per pound; | side of the United States once or twice a week, but thé 


nec 


¢ 


t of the United States from forei 


idertaking to manufacture cut glass 


| 
sou l 
45 per cent, fixed now in the Underwood bill, to 60 per cent ad 
be adopted 
» CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


hn was taken, and the amendment was rejected, 
AIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
l ad as follows: 


} ’ 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk will report the amendment 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 
s follows: 
2, strike out the paragraph and Insert in lieu thereof 


r 
\ 
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American |¢borer lives like a man. He puts} 
two or three times a day, every day in the 
he wants to, the pr xluct of bor pro- 
m a ruinous tion with the products of lower 
1 in other countries of the world. 
no question in the minds of the 





The 
his table 


when his | is tt 


compet 
who are 


laborers 


priced, al 
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The 
hey import a 
red by a number of 


Whi 


Now, th entle i f 


tes of the P: 


in making window glass that they will lose their jobs | glass manufacturer that | 
t of the passage of this bill if you maintain this sched- | has t ed to the 1 
e has been large glass industry in the State of the | asked 1 hy such rate tla 
from Indiana [Mr. Drxon]. I am not sure that] tl bracke 6G 1 f 
] now. it where is now ] 
DIXON. Yes; there is. the rate our bill as to t 
CAMPBELL. I know that many of the best former citi- | necessary to protect them f ( 
liana are now citizens of my district. There are no] we have not lowered it in thes 
n than they. They are glass blowers, and they are | there is in ported a ree ‘ 
ho have been writing to me, sending me letters and upon the same rate } } 
ling me that they wal to work more than three | that kind of zg Oo « 
1e year; that they want to work for the standard | if we would r the rate 
it they have been receiving, and at the same time | as to the larger bracke 
ople of the country s cheap glass anybody | competition with the glass 
t as a result of ior well employed. [Applvuse on | Mr. CAMPBELL. Will t 
in side.) | Mr. DIXON. ° 








produces glass Phere are a number of glass fa 
Oklahoma. ‘The fact is that if our State could be kep 
the protective-tariff policy it would become one of the 
acturing States of this country i 
s factories in Oklahoma do not happen to be in my 
they are in my State, ar in part I represent on 
entire State of Oklahoma. So when it happens | j 
co gues who represent those districts that have the 
es do not rise here to speak for the men who labo 
ss factories, to protect their interests, I am glad to 
[1 ntain that under the rates in this bill the wag 
ss factories will have to be reduced. 
to read something here from the bulletin issued by 
if the Census to show how under a protective tariff 
have increased. When I called the attention of the 
n from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] last night to the in- 
wages from 1890 to i809, he insisted that the increase 
heen TO per cent, as I contended it had been But 
this Government document it shows that the ine 
) to 1909 was 70 per cent. I mean in the total amount 
y id. This table shows that in 1860 the sum of 


0 was paid out to laborers in the manufacturing in- 
tl country. Yet after half itury of 
ept for a short period, we paid out in 1909 to the wage 
in our manufacturing establishments $3,427,000,000 a 
lo-day probably the total wag paid to laborers 
uring establishments in the United States amount 
No other country on earth pays out large an 
in wages anywhere, and in no other country do we 
te such an amount of the total wealth in wages. That 
that we must distribute wealth, in la degree, 

fh wages, 

\nd when you pursue a policy, when the gentleman from Ala- 
is head of the Ways and Means Committee, the leader of 
jority in this House, with all his ability and courtesy to 
Member of the House, leads the House and the Nation 

tariff policy that will reduce the total amount of wages 

it, it means a loss to every one of the 7,000,000 men who 
ployed in the manufacturing industries, and I protest 
it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

DIXON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas de- 

to consider the two paragraphs together and talks about 

the effect on the wages of the laboring men of this country by 
reason of the reduction of the rates in the two paragraphs. | 

There is no glass produced in this country under this second | 


11S lf a ce protec- 


in 


to 


es 


~ (MMP CHM) 





ra 


is 


sf 
Mr 
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I raph. That is all imported, and the reduction of 1 cent 
re foot will not in any way affect the wages of the Amer- 
workman. 
As ft : ; 
_ As to the other schedule the reductions are probably radical, 


$a matter of fact there have been no importations of glass 

lazing purposes in the United States since the passage of | 
rayne bill. As a matter of fact, the glass manufacturers of 
S country have not taken the full advantage of the present | 
and they sell in competition among themselves at a lower 

than the foreign manufacturer can import his goods into 
country, pay the duty and the freight, and for that reason | 
rted glass for glazing purposes is not sold in any part of 
United States. 
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Democratic side. ] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I 
quiry to my dis'inguished 
I have heard a good deal said 

alorem duties as against sp 
other side of the aisle, and 
about the desirability of sj 
duties. I have noticed, I think, 1 


the main that gentlemen pre , 
ence to what they announce is the « 
ad valorem duties instead of s i fic 
we now reach a point in the bill wl 
existing tariff bas no effect, that 
glass here more cheaply than anybod 


and where certainly, if at any | 


be safely tried, it could be t 
spite of all of the argument ! 
the gentlemen provide only for 


Chair 


To take t 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. 


comes in large boxes. 





amine the different crates would require « 
considerable expense and uncertainty. 
prefer this; and I will say that the apprais 
was preferable to the other Lh ac t of 
in the administration. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, I think the apy 
of specific duties all the way through 
more effort to open the boxes and ascert 
the bill under specific duties than it would 
and fix the rates on ad valorem duties, be 
require the opening of tLe boxes. his 
spection in some way of the glass for spe 


of course, I believe. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kansas, 

The question was taken, aud the amendments were rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

90. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, 
or the same containing a wire netting within itself, not exceeding 3584 
square inc hes, 6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 
720 square inches, 8 cents per square foot; all above that, 12 cents 
per square foot. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, line 22, strike out the figure “6” and insert “ 10.” 
In line 24, on the same page, strike out the figure “8” and insert 
the figures “124°; and in the same line strike out the figures “12” 
and insert the figures * 224.” 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering this 
amendment I will explain as briefly as possible. In 1909, when 


the Payne tariff law was being prepared by the committee, ac- | 
cording to my recollection the importations of the smaller sizes | 


of plate glass, which then paid a rate of duty of 8 and 10 cents 
or 


per square foot, had increased from 250,000 square feet to, as 


I now remember, several million feet. The rates of duty on | 


the larger sizes, something below 720 square inches, were 224 
cents per square foot, and on large sizes, above 720 inches, 35 
cents per square foot. This showed that the rates of duty on 
the lower sizes were entirely inadequate to keep out of our mar- 
ket a great surplus of that size of glass made abroad. In the 
inaking of plate glass when the plate is rolled out, if it comes 
through the rolls without breaking, it is very valuable; but if it 
be broken or cracked, it then must be cut into sizes such as the 
pieces will make, and, like any other product, the smaller sizes 
are a by-product. The amount of profit made by a factory de- 
pends upon their ability to dispose of those smaller sizes at a fair 
advantage, and thus work off on to the market their larger sizes, 
so that under the Dingley tariff law the duties on the smaller 
sizes were evidently entirely too low to protect that size of 
glass made in this country. In the Payne law the rates were 
raised from 8 and 10 cents per square foot to from 10 to 124 
cents per square foot; and the importations under those prices 
of those sizes are now small, showing that the increased rates 
given in the Payne tariff have become effective. 

Protecting the industry here by keeping out of our markets 
these smaller sizes that were greatly embarrassing the manu- 
facturers of plate glass in this country. Again, gentlemen, no 
matter what the rate of duty on plate glass is, I have in my 
possession a statement prepared some two years ago, showing 
that on imported glass from Germany there is a discrimination 
of freight rates in this country against domestic glass. On a 
consignment of glass from Germany to St. Louis or Chicago 
entering New Orleans, such imports paid a rate of freight at 
that time from Germany to St. Louis or Chicago of 32 cents per 
hundred pounds, 12 cents of which was ocean freight and 20 
cents railroad freight from New Orleans to St. Louis or Chi- 
cago; but if that glass were to originate in St. Louis the rate 
of freight by railway from New Orleans to St. Louis is 75 cents 
per hundred pounds; but in Germany, where much of the rail- 
roads are owned by the Government, the railroads give a cheaper 
rate on any article made in Germany shipped from an inland 
town to the seaboard for export—a much lower rate, about one- 
half the rate that is placed upon those goods if they are to be 
consumed in Germany. On the other hand, import goods enter- 
ing Germany pay twice the freight from the seaport town to the 
inland town that domestic-made goods of Germany pay if they 
originate in Germany. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, in my remarks when this bill was under gen- 
eral debate I claimed that the competition which ensued under 
a protective tariff reduced the price of the commodity below 
what the foreign manufacturer exacted before the tariff was 
levied. 

This fact is borne out by actual experience in every line of 
manufacture. It is true of all lines of iron and steel, of cotton 
and woolen, of tin plate and of glassware. 

The fact that domestic competing manufacturers, by combina- 
tions and trusts, absorb competition and proceed under a high 
tariff to extort unreasonable profits does not alter the argu- 
ment that domestic competition under a protective tariff does 
reduce prices to the consumer below what the foreign manu- 
facturer obliged him to pay before the tariff was levied, al- 
though it does show that besides a protective tariff there is need 
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of effective legislation. That will prevent such con 
and will maintain domestic competition. 
GLASS, 
Pertinent to the schedule now under discussion I 
state that the plate-glass industry of the country is y 


| proof. 


Prior to 1875 we were importing practically 4)}) 
glass, which was costing the actual consumer from 
$2.25 per square foot. 

Under a tariff in 1575 we began to make plate glass ; 
now practically producing all we consume, with the ry 
the actual consumer paid per square foot in— 


‘ 
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This result has been accomplished under a tariff of 2 
per square foot, but with actual and strenuous competi 
tween the 12 plate-gliss companies of this country. 

It is now proposed to reduce the tariff from 22) cent 
cents. 

This reduction, at a time when no American plate-g 
pany is making a profit, will enable the European g!; 
to occupy this market. 

Especially is this apparent when freight rates are co 
The freight rate from Belgium is 2 cents per square foot 
quantity to any Pacific coast city, while the rate fro: 
burgh to those cities is 74 cents in carload and 10 « 


| less quantity, and the railroads have filed rates to incr 


charges to 18 cents on less-than-carload lots. 

And the figuring applies in about the same relation to 
glass and other glass products. 

Freight on glass from Belgium to San Francisco is aly 
fifth as much as the freight from Pittsburgh to San F: 
and one-third as much from Belgium to New Orleans as { 
Pittsburgh to New Orleans. 

The Democratic Party, despite its promises not to inj 
industry that has honestly grown up under the protect 
tem, in which there has been no engrossing and mono. 
combinations, by this bill will throw our markets 
European international trust, destroy American competitio 
in consequence compel the American consumer to pay mor 
his glass. 

The Democratic policy is to secure competition by surr 
ing our markets to the foreigner. 

The Progressive policy is to secure competition amongst 
American manufacturers by effective legislation to jp 
monopolistic combinations, and keep our markets for Ame 

The Democrats would give our markets to competing fore!gn- 
ers. 

The Progressives would give our markets to com) 
American manufacturers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


92. Cast polished plate glass, silvered or unsilvered, and c) 
crown, or common window glass, silvered or unsilvered, po 
unpolished, when bent, ground, obscured, frosted, sanded, e¢ 
beveled, etched, embossed, engraved, flashed, stained, colored, | 


ornamented, or decorated, shall be + my to a duty of 4 per « 
valorem in addition to the rates otherwise chargeable thereon 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. 

This paragraph adds the rate of duty of 4 per cent ad valore! 
on certain glass which is rated at specific rates. The genti! 
from Indiana [Mr. Drxon] a while ago stated that the reas 
they did not reduce the specific rates to ad valorem was by 
it would be unnecessary to unpack the boxes and take ou 
glass and look at it. That would be still necessary as lv 
4 per cent ad valorem, would it not? 

Mr. DIXON. I will state to the gentleman we could no! 
a specific duty on that. 

Mr. MANN. But you can put an ad valorem on the o' 
Why did you not if you believed it? 

Mr. DIXON. It was necessary to put it on in this cas 
it was not necessary in the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


93. Spectacles, eyeglasses, and goggles, and frames for the 
parts thereof, finished or unfinished, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my f! 
from Indiana if he read carefully the hearings before the Se 
ate committee or the hearings on this question of gent' 
who appeared in behalf of the industry of making lenses special: 
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DIXON. Yes. 
PAYNE. They were very much agitated over these rates. 
share in the cheerful hopefulness of the members of 
‘ittee. They are afraid, and, more than that, they 


n they have got to cut their wages very largely or 
» business. Now, I know some of these gentlemen. I 
wn them for years, and they are just as honorable and 


nest as any gentleman who sits on this floor. They 
ryvative men. ‘They understand their business. Oh, 
r that has to go out about the American manufac- 


They say that he 
It is un-Amer- 


t does not understand his business. 
learn and brace up, and all that folly. 
in it; it is unpatriotic and untruthful. Our 

urers are in the van all the way along. They are will- 
co into the markets of the United States on their own 
Chey insist, and you have yielded to it, in putting a 
on the goods imported from the country of their origin 
ler that our people may sell. These gentlemen are lam- 


le fun of, and told that th do not understand their 


idulge 


ho would not know a good, well-organized factory if 
into one shout loudly from their platforms and their 
our people do not understand their business. 
id insult to injury? Why not tell the truth? You know 
yw that they understand their business. You know 
[ know that they have reached the point of the highest 
of manufacturing. Why not be honest about it. Do not 
bout their cutting down their business for effect. You 
eventually shut them down by these rates that you are 
+ them, because they will have to work on short time and 
‘ wages if they do anything, or else turn -the key in the | 

nd lose the organization of their men, waiting for the | 

of the United States to correct this iniquitous tariff bill 
‘h you are trying to force upon the people of the United 


‘ 
{ 


that 


t 


I kt 


eee nt 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to the 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] that this is the first 
hat I have been able to agree with him on any matter 

this tariff debate. We have for a long time contended 

» industries of our country were no longer infants, but 

they were able to successfully compete with the industries 

world. The gentleman from New York says that our 
facturers know their business, that they have reached the 
point of efficiency and success, and I agree with him. 
Democratic Party contends that in view of that efficiency 
wecess there is no need for and no excuse for demand- 
protective tariff tax of the American citizen. [Ap- 

‘on the Democratic side.] We do not want to injure any 

iate industry and we do not expect to do so. We want to 
and fair to all men and all concerns, and we will do 
n we levy a tariff tax for revenue only. [Applause on 





e 


S, 


t Democratic side.] 





\ 


PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, after the Clerk reads the next 

aph I want to move to strike*out the last word. I want 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Heriin] something 
does not know. 

e CHAIRMAN (Mr. PatMer). Without objection, the pro 
1 amendment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 
Clerk read as follows: 

n of glass or pebble, molded or pressed, or ground and 
i to a spherical, cylindrical, or prismatic form, and ground and 
] plano or coqguille glasses, wholly or partly manufactured, 30 per 
i vVaiorem 

UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, 
hedule to-night, but it is now 11 o'clock. 
ommittee do now rise. 
ir. PAYNE. I am sorry that the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. 
LIN] has run away. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
kWOOoD] moves that the committee do now rise. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 
\ccordingly the committee rose, and Mr. GARNER, Speaker pro 
pore, having resumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, 
Cl rman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that committee had had under con- 
eration the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce the tariff duties and 
) provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
| had come to no resolution thereon. 


S 


Mr. I would like to finish 


I move that 


[ Mr. 


tl 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate Committee, as indicated below : 

: S. vif. An act authorizing the President to appoint an ad- 
“onal cireuit judge for the fourth circuit; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 


S 
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ADIOT MENT, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 1 ( iat 1 liouse 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; rding t 11 o' t 1.) 
the House adjourned until to-morroy “Wed | April 30, 
1913, at 11 o’clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIO 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive comm , 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fi \ 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transwitti \ \ 
lett ‘Tr from the Chief of Engines S, report on exam P 
inland waterway from Pamlico River through Goose ©) 

Jones Bay, Pamlico County, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 38) 
Committee on Rivers ud Harbors id ordered to } ] 
with illustration. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitt an aT 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on pre! v eX 
amination of Tradewater River, Ky. (H. Doe. No. 39 ' 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to } q 
with illustration. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination th 
plan and estimate of cost of improvement of Shoal Harbor and 
Compton Creek, N. J. (H. Doc. No. 40); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustration. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Kanawha River, W. Va., with a view to increasing 
the height of the locks and dams on said river so as to make a 
9-foot stage to the Ohio River (H. Doc. No. 41): to the Con 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustration, 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIA 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and : ) 
rials were introduced and severally referred as f 

By Mr. VAUGHAN: A bill (H. R. 4385) to increase the tax 
on distilled spirits and the tax on beer, lager beer, ale, | P 
and other similar fermented liquors produced in the United 
States to equal the customs tax levied on such lig 
ported, to produce revenue for the Government, and 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Meat 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 4386) providing fo 
vey of Lake Champlain at Rouses Point, N. Y., and 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (HL. R. 4387) | ; pro] 
tions for irrigation investigation l experin in the | l 
regions of the United States; to the Co ee on Ap 
tions. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: A till (H. R. 4388) for th of 
a public building at Manchester, Conn.; to the C ( 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3y Mr. STONE: .A bill (H. R. 4889) to pension y \ d 
minor children of any officer or enlisted man who I I , 
War with Spain or Philippi irrection; to the ¢ 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklal a: A bill (HL. BR. 4890) to 
amend an act entitled “An act providing for second 1 e i 
and desert-land entries,” approved February 38, 1911 (Pul 
No. 340): to the Committee on the Publie Lands 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting hom« dl 
months within which to begin improvements i « 
dence, and authorizing registers and receive g 
tional time: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4892) to « 
tute the District of Columbia a judicial district of the 1 | 
States and to reorganize the courts in the id D t: to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. CARY: A bill (CH. R. 4393) to repeal an t of ¢ 
gress entitled “An a to authorize and require an « 
the street railway lines of the Washington Railway & I 
Co., and for other purposes,” approved Tebruary 2° ) 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 4394) al z cred 
in computing the pay of any officer of the Army, Navy Ma 
rine Corps for service while in the Revenue-Cutter Service ) 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4395) to amend section 177 of the Judicial 


Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4396) to class mates in the Navy as war- 
rant officers; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4397) to provide that petty officers, non- 
commissioned officers, and enlisted men of the 


United States 
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Navy and Marine Corps on the retired list who had creditable 
Civil War service shall receive the rank or rating and the pay 
of the next higher enlisted grade; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hf. R. 4398) to provide that petty officers, noncom- 
missioned officers, and enlisted men of the United States Navy 
and Marine Corps on the retired list who had creditable Civil 
War service shall receive the rank or rating and the pay of the 
next higher enlisted grade; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4399) to credit certain officers of the Medi- 
cal Department, United States Army, with services rendered as 
acting assistant surgeons during the Civil War; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (CH. R. 4400) 
ginia Terminal Co.; to the Committee on the 
lumbia. 

Ly Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4401) to amend 
section 10 of an act entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of 
Immigration and Naturalization, and to provide a uniform rule 
for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United States,” 
approved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURLEY: A bill (1H. R. 4402) appropriating money to 
enable the President to propose and invite foreign governments 
to participate in an international conference to promote an inter- 
national inquiry into the causes of the high cost of living 
throughout the world, and to enable the United States to par- 
ticipate in said conference; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Resolution (H. Res. 80) that no Mem- 
ber should serve on the Banking and Currency Committee who 
is a banker, agent, or attorney of any bank or banks, or who is 
the owner of any bank stock or other interest in a bank; to the 
Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. HOWARD: Resolution (H. Res. 81) to pay certain 
contingent expenses, etc.; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CURLEY: Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 78) proposing 
“un amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: Memorial of the Legislature 
of New York, favoring the reestablishment of the customs ports 
of New York as they formerly existed; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of the Legislature 
of Colorado, asking for the creation of the Rocky Mountain 
National Park; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, setting forth 
rights of the West in relation to the public domain and asking 
Congress to legislate in the interest of the development of the 
country ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, in favor of 
national highways and the good-roads movement; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of New Mexico, asking passage of law prohibiting further 
withdrawal of public lands in New Mexico, and favoring restora- 
tion of reserved lands untimbered and not needed in reserva- 
tion, and reclassification of mineral and oil lands so that such 
as be found not mineral be open to entry; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

Also, memorial of the Assembly of the State of New York, 
favoring pensions for letter carriers of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Assembly of the State of New York, 
protesting against the abolishment of many customs ports of 
entry, and requesting that same be reestablished; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of New York: Memorial of the Assembly of 
the State of New York, protesting against the abolishment of 
many customs ports of entry, and requesting that the same be 
reestablished ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


to incorporate the Vir- 
District of Co- 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 4403) for the relief of 
Margaret F. Watson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4404) for the relief of William Henry Hay- 
den; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) for the relief of Frederick J. Ernst; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4406) for the relief of Capt. Frank B. 
Watson, United States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4407) for the relief of Capt. Edward T., 
Hartmann, United States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4408) for the relief of Lieut. s \y 
United States Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Commi 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4409) for the relief of Capt. Fy; 
Lawton, United States Army; to the Committee en ©); 

Also, a bill (HL R. 4410) for the relief of Capt. J 
nayne, United States Army; to the Committee on (|,j, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4411) for the relief of the Snare 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4412) for the relief of Capt. ¢ 
Kennedy, United States Army, and others; to the (; 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4413) for the relief of Capt. Ww. \ 


|? 


il 


‘) 


ton, United States Army; to the Committee on Ciniy)s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4414) for the relief of Capt. Pre, 
Shaw; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of Capt. Ww. w. \ 
and Capt. Claude B. Sweezey, United States Army 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4416) for the relief of the hei; 

R. B. Calvert, deceased; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4417) for the relief of the heirs 
representatives of Valentine Brasch and others; to { 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of the estate of Pp 
W. Meade, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of the estate o: 
Stewart, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) for the relief of the legal ren) 
tives of Jennie M. Hunt, deceased; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) authorizing and directing 
retary of State to examine and settle the claim of th 
Island Packing Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) providing for the recogniti: 
heroic services of Chief Boatswain Patrick Deery, United 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 4423) for the 1 
Bessie McAlister McGuirk; to the Committee on the Dost 
and Post Roads. 

3y Mr. BRODBECK: A bill (H. R. 4424) granting a 
to Susanna Olewiler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4425) granting an increase of |» 
Martin C. Gross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4426) to correct the military 1 
Peter Gouker; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

3y Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 4427) granting an i 
pension to Thomas Teed; to the Committee on Invalid I’ 

Also, ad bill (H. R. 4428) granting an increase of » 
Edwin O. Kimberley; to the Committee on Invalid 1% 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) granting an increase of | 
Kate Somers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

jy Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4480) to reimburs 
Caro; to the Committee on, Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4431) granting a 
James W. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid I 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Connecticut: A bill (H. i 
granting an increase of pension to Frances BE, L. Bu) 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44338) granting an increase of pels 
John Rielly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4484) granting an increase of pe! 
Sarah E. De Pue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4435) granting an increase of pe 
Ann Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4436) granting : 
crease of pension to Eliza J. Sweet; to the Committee 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44387) granting an increase of pels 
Thomas Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) granting an increase of |! 
to Bruno Grummel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiois 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4439) granting an increase of pens! 
Curtis W. Lyday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4440) granting an increase of pelis 
Jefferson Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4441) granting an increase of pensic! 
James M. Huff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4442) granting an increase of pens' 
William H. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) granting an increase of pensio! | 
Francis M. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ca 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 4444) fol 
the relief of Edwin 8S. Metcalf; to the Committee on Claims. — 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 4445) granting a pensi! 
to Esther Neddo; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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siso, a bill CH. R. 4446) granting a pension to James H. the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. for his unfair and hos 
b t: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tile attitude to the workmen's compensation act; to the Com- 

\Iso, a DILL CHL R. 4447) granting a pension to John Bresett ; mittee on the Judiciary. 

;, Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petition of sundry union printers of 

\Iso, a Dill CH. R. 4448) granting an increase of pension to | North America, protesting against the tendency to abuse the 
Oo do Burt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. right of free speech; to the Committee on the Judiciary 

\Iso, a Dill (CH. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to | Also, petition of the United Hatters of North America. Brook 
VI M. Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. lyn, N. Y., protesting against the proposed reduction of the tariff 


py Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill CH. R. 4450) granting | on hats; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
sion to Homer C. Putnam; to the Committee on Pensions. iy Mr. CARY: Petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., 
1 bill (HL. R. 4451) granting a pension to William H. | prot-sting against the proposed reduction of the tariff on meats 


M mnt: to the Committee on Pensions. flour, wheat, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Meat 
\Iso. a bill (HL. R. 4452) granting a pension to Claude Clark; | Also, petition of the Allis-Chalmers Manufacturing Co., M 
to the Committee on Pensions. | waukee, Wis., protesting against the proposed reduction of the 
\Jso, a bill (H. R. 4453) granting a pension to Andrew J. | tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
Heatley; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, petition of the Consolidated Sheet Metal Works, the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4454) granting a pension to Philip H. | Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co., and other corpora 
George; to the Committee on Pensions, |} tions and citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against 
\iso, a bill CH. R. 4455) granting a pension to Rufus H. | cluding mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; 
Ilickey ; to the Committee on Pensions. | to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4456) granting a pension to Ulysses &. G. | By Mr. CURLEY: Vetition of James Ford Rhodes and other 
Maus; to the Committee on Pensions. citizens of Boston and vicinity, favoring the repeal of the clause 
\iso, a bill CH. R. 4457) granting a pension to Heinrich | in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise ship 
Branz; to the Committee on Pensions. ping from the payment of tolls or the arbitration of the ques 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pension to Henry Her- tion at issue with the British Government; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
against the income tax on mutual life insurance companies; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mary Monahan, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against 
the clause prohibiting importation of wild-bird plumage, ete. ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of Virginia Phillips, of Brooklyn, N. Y., against 


ring; to the Committee on Pensions, 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4459) granting a pension to Samuel T. 
Pribble; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4460) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen A. Kennedy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (CH. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to 
Katharine Grant Jervey; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 4462) granting an increase of pension to 


Edmond 8S. Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. placing Bibles on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Also, a bill CH. R. 4463) granting an increase of pension to | Means. 
Michael Balenti; to the Committee on Pensions. | By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of sundry citizens of the twenty 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 4464) granting an increase of pension to | third congressional district of New York City, against taxing 
James V. Chenoweth: to the Committee on Pensions. | mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 
Ry Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. IR. 4465) granting.| Committee on Ways and Means. 
an increase of pension to John W. Grimm; to the Committee on iy Mr. GRAHAM of Lllinois: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Invalid Pensions, the twenty-first Illinois district, against the income tax on mu 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 4466) granting an increase of pension to tual lite insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and 
James A, Cochran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Means. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 4467) granting an increase of pension to| By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Hazel Atlas Glass Co., of 
Milton Laird; to the Committee on Invaiid Vensions. | New York, against the clause relative to importation of olives in 
Ry Mr, MOTT: A bill (H. R,. 4468) granting an increase of | glass bottles: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
sion to Norma E, McEnhill; to the Committee on Pensions. | by Mr. GRIEST: Petition of William J. Serrill, of Philadel 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 4469) granting a pension to Ella M. | phia, Pa., favoring the passage of legislation prohibiting the im 
Decker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. portation of feathers and plumes of wild birds for commercia 
By Mr. O'BRIEN: A bill (H. R. 4470) granting an increase | use; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
of pension to Ferdinand Jubitz; to the Committee on Invalid ty Mr. HAMILL: Petition of sundry citizens of Jersey City 
i ons. | and Heboken, both in the State of New Jersey, favoring the | 
By Mr. STEEBNERSON: A bill (H. R. 4471) granting a pen- | sage of an amendment to the income-iax bill to exempt from tax 
sion to John A. McLaughlin: to the Committee on Invalid | ation the proceeds of all life insurance funds, including the pre 


mium refunds to policy holders; to the Committee on Ways and 


Pensions 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 4472) granting an increase of pension to | Means. 


Elizabeth KE, Olson; to the Committee on Pensions. Also, petition of the Purabla Oil Co., of New Jersey, king 
By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4473) granting an increase | that the duty on seed shall be entirely removed or the duty on 

of pension te Ellen Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid | oil be increased; to the Committee on Ways and Mea! 

Pensions, | By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of G. E. Hume and 226 citiz , of 


By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 4474) granting an increase | Oxnard; R. H. Schluer and 62 citizens, of Weodland; A. C. 


of pension to Charles A. Barlow; to the Committee on Invalid | Hughes and 51 citizens, of Salinas; D. W. Horst and 20 « a 
Pensions. | of Norwalk; M. O. Boggs and 20 citizens, of C Is Bat ot 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 4475) restoring the name | Lompoc and 21 citizens, of Lompoe; H. Brunner 133 cit is 
of Melina Day to the pension roll; to the Committee on Invalid of Santa Maria; P. F. Shepard and 30 ecitize of Van 
Pensions. Nuys; Irving F. Sinsheimer and 22 citizens, of Iluntington 


Beach: H. B. Farmer and 20 citizens, of El Monte; Henry 
Planchon and 25 citizens, of Santa Ana; and 250 other citizens, 
all in the State of California, protesting against the proposed 
reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 
c Means. 

PETITIONS, ETC. Also, petition of Paul Reiger & Co., of San Francisco, C 
against the increased duty on perfume materials; to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 4476) to correct the mili- 
ary record of James Shafer; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


by the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the St. Charles | Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, of San 
Building and Loan Association, of St. Charles, Mo., against the | Francisco, Cal., against reduction of the pay of customs ¢ ards 


at San Francisco; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


income tax on building associations; to the Committee on | 
Ways and Means. Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Ventura, Cal., 

Also (by request), petition of G. F. Aufderheide, of Bland; lagainst reduction of the tariff on citrus fruits, sugar, lima 
“iin K. Black, jr., of Sutten; and Charles Beakman, of Mc- | beans, and borax, and against the duty on grain when all by 
Kittrick, Mo., against the income tax on mutual life insurance | products are free; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Also, petition of John Sherman, of Campbell, Cal., against 

Also (by request), memorial of the Baltimore Federation of | reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways 
Labor, condemning the action of Joseph E. Ralph, Director of | and Means. 
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f Swayne, Hoyt & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., 


euse of the tariff on rice; to the Committee on 
\i ns, 

morial of the Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, 
completion of the new Golden Gate Life-Saving 


the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


Also, me 
“ai., 1or 
station 5 


early 
to 
lisheries 

Also, memorial of the Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring Government ownership of the telegraph and 
telephone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
lnerce. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: Petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of Missouri, against the income tax on mutual life insurance 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union, 
against any increase of the revenue tax; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Credit Men’s Association of the State 
of Utah, favoring a reform in the banking and currency laws; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Memorial of the Honolulu Mer- 
chants’ Association, of Honolulu, against reduction of the duty 
on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of the fifteenth congressional] district of Pennsylvania, pro- 
testing against including mutual life insurance companies in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Fort Covington, N. Y., favoring the passage 
of legislation relative to closing the gates of the Panama Expo- 
sition in California in 1915 on Sunday; to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of the American Association for 
International Conciliation, favoring the repeal of the law with 
reference to Panama Canal tolls, etc.; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE: Memorial of the council of the city of Peoria, 
Ill., favoring Government ownership of the telegraph and tele- 
phone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of Horse Creek 
Grange, Adams County, Colo., favoring Government loans on 
farm property; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of Larimer County, 
Colo., against the reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 35 citizens of Douglas, Colo., favoring the 
placing of sugar and woo! on the free list; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 175 citizens of Eaton, 130 citizens of Greeley, 
350 citizens of Loveland, 400 citizens of Fort Collins, 320 citi- 
zens of Sterling, 295 citizens of Longmont, 153 citizens of Fort 
Morgan, and 55 citizens of Windsor, all in the State of Colorado, 
protesting against the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the Buffalo Chamber of 
Commerce, of Buffalo, N. Y.; the Niagara Falls Milling Co.; 
and Henry D. Waters, of Buffalo, N. Y., against the duty on 
wheat, oats, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council of New 
York, against reduction of the duty on printed matter; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Cutlery Co., of Chicago, IIL; 
the Clement Manufacturing Co. and the Northampton Cutlery 
Co., of Northampton; the Lamson & Goodnow Manufacturing 
Co., of Shelburne Falls; the John Russell Cutlery Co., of 
Turners Falls, Mass.; the Goodell Co., of Antrim, N. H.; 
Landers, Frary & Clark, of New Britain; the Meriden Cutlery 
Co., of Meriden, Conn.; and the Ontario Knife Co., of Frank- 
linville, N. Y., against reduction of the duty on table cutlery; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Woolen and 
Worsted Manufacturers, of New York, against a change in 
Schedule K of the tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Griswold Worsted Co., of New York, 
N. Y., favoring a greater difference in duty than that in the 
tariff bill on raw hair and manufactured products; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of manufacturers, dyers, and finishers of cotton, 
corduroys, velvets, and velveteens, asking that the present 
rates of duty under the act of 1909, Schedule I, be continued; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Rochester Button Co. and the German- 
American Button Co., of Rochester; the Seneca Button Co., of 


Apru 


Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; and the Federal Button Co.. of 
N. J., against reduction of the duty on vegetable iyo; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Hanlon & Goodman Co. and 
companies of New York, Massachusetts, Maryland, 0 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, and Illinois, 
against the proposed reduction of the tariff on brush, 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Spice Trade Associn{ 
York, N. Y., protesting against the levying of the same 
ground spices as on the whole spices; to the Committee , 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board ¢ 
Lancaster, Pa., protesting against placing Philippine 
and cigars on the free list; to the Committee on W 
Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Association of Biology 
ers, New York, N. Y., favoring the passage of legislati 
hibiting the importation of feathers and plumes of w 
for commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and M: 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of sundry cit 
srooklyn, N. Y., against the placing of Bibles on the fre 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers B. & P. Union, No. 1, of | 
lyn, N. Y., favoring an amendment to the Sherman 
relation to trade-unions; to the Committee on the Judicis 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers Local Union, No. 132, of & 
lyn, N. Y., against free trade with the Philippine Isla 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y.., 
holders in mutual life insurance companies, against th: 
tax provision; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of Mayor George M. Wri 
other citizens of Worcester, Mass., favoring repeal of the 
in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwis 
ping from payment of tolls, etc.; to the Committee on Int 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Worcester County League of U1 
Women, favoring the passage of the Page vocational « 
tion bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

$y Mr. WITHERSPOON: Memorial of Finklea Ber 
Ephriam Sam, Carthage, Miss., requesting Congress t 
their share in the Choctaw Indian fund; to the Co 
on Indian Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, April 30, 1913. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered | 
lowing prayer: 

O Lord, deliver us, we beseech Thee, from the bondage 
with its blighting, corroding, damning effects, incarcerating tl 
soul, shutting from it the light of Thy countenance, the w 
of Thy love, the influence of divine help; eliminating 
respect; damming every avenue which leads to freedom, ) 
and righteousness. We thank Thee for Thy patience, for! 
ance, and love, which continues its work in the spirit o! 
Master who revealed Thy heart to the children of men 
poured out its love on Calvary that we might live in ‘The 
God and our Redeemer. “Watch ye, stand fast in the ! 
quit you like men, be strong. Let all that ye do be done 
love.” Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
approved. 

THE TARIFF. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the U 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on tie 


state of the Union for the further consideration of H. R. 9» - 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee o! 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further Ci ns 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties anc 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purpos 
with Mr. Garrerr of Tennessee in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the r ading 


of the bill for amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


96. Opera and field glasses, telescopes, microscopes, photographic “ 

rojection lenses and optical instruments and frames or moun ings 
the same; all the foregoing not specially provided for in this : 
80 per cent ad valorem. 





f tho 
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Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


Mr. DIXON. s as follows 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an DECORATIVE GLA Workers’ Prorective ASSOCIA . 
dment which the Clerk will report. F Pu I PHIA AND VI ‘ITY, 
rhe Clerk read as follows: Oe eS oa ee ee 
{mend, page 25, line 7, by inserting, after the word “ optical,” the | Hon. J. Hampton Mok 7 : oe 
ing words: ‘‘and surveying House of Repres« 1 ton. D. C 
rhe amendment was agreed to, A ee gg hE a sp tal me ting of the 1 i ld 
The Clerk read as follows: stained giass winkews = 18 tho ol : ly dis as d, and ¥ pan r a 
Stained or painted glass windows, or parts thereof, and all | to respect! lly request that you use every effort to preve1 it reduction 
r s. not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without frames | of the duty on manufactured stained-z wine 10 ¢ 1 30 
; es: incandescent electric-light bulbs and lamps, with or without | Per_cent duty, as is proposed in t Underwood bi 
nis: and all glass or manufactures of glass or paste or of which | . Paragraph 659 of this bill, which has been i i 
or paste is the component material of chief value, not specially | fit of the importer, means that stained glass 
-ided for in this section, 30 per cent ad valorem. admitted free of duty. 
, a: We most emphatically protest the passing of ft! \ 

‘ir. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. | destroy the industry in which we earn our livelihood 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Pennsylvania offers | , Therefore we most respectfully request that you ma 

nendment which the Clerk will report. | tien of tee Gate on aiined bewe windows te any manner or { 

rhe Clerk read as follows: | Thanking you in advan e for you support nd influ I 

Pove 25. line 17, after the word “ see n,” strike out “30” and insert | Sincerely, yours, 

i thereof ‘* 40.” i Joseru M,. Ricu! 

Vr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the difference between the gen- Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn 
tlemen who are the proponents of this bill and those who are | Sylvania [Mr. Moore] says that the labor unions in the cou 
opposing it is that the friends of the bill are levying duties for | try favor a protective tariff. The members of labor organiz 
the purpose of raising revenue only, and those -vho are opposing | Uons of the country do favor a protective tariff, but that kind 
ithe bill believe in protection and believe the bill is not suf- | of a protective tariff which will give them some of the benefit 
ficiently protective to American industries, | of that tariff. I sat here yesterday from the beginning of the 

Minch has been said upon the other side in answer to the sug- | reading of the tariff bill until 11 o'clock at night. The first 
costion that the Democrats are giving no attention whatever to | Schedule up was a very technical one—the chemical schedule 
the labor question, and that they are eliminating the matter So far as we could observe there were but two men on the 
of wages altogether: and the substance of what is said on the | floor, or, at best, three men, w! were informed in any way as 
ot] side is that the labor unions actually fix the wages in the | to its technicalities. Of course, first of all was the gentleman 
I d States; and this in spite of the fact that it is known to | from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who knows everything. After him 
everybody who knows anything about labor organizations at all, | the gentleman in charge of the schedule, Mr. Harrison, who 
t England, the best labor-organized country in the world, has made a special study of it; and after him Mr. Merz, who 

the poorest wages. | introduced himself to the country and to the House as being the 
rhe gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dres], in his usual eloquent | only man in this Congress who had taken an appeal from tl 
way, Dleaded on several occasions yesterday for the labor of the | Democratic caucus to the Ways and Means C mittee and had 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HerLin] came in | won. 

te last night with an eloquent discourse on the ability of the | But the most significant thing in the consideration of the firs 
labor unions to hold up the wages of the country, and he | and second schedules here has been the activity of the gentleman 
spoke in opposition to the industries of the country upon which | from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Moorr]. He, more than any other 
labor depends. He would exalt labor by razing the mill. He | Republican on the floor, offers amendments, and those amend 
would exalt labor by taking away the wage. The gentleman is | ments are typical of him, his doctrine, and that of the Repub 

ways eloquent, and most eloquent when he treats of the “ down- | lican Party as it is to-day. Now, he offers these Iments 
trodden mill working girls,” whose wages in fact are superior | conservatively and with some reluctance rhe gent in from 
to those of many of the girls who work in department stores or New York [Mr. PAYNE] is a standpatter in the sense that he is 
who engage in domestic service. } a standstiller, but the gentleman from Vennsy] lin [Mi 

| rise this morning to say in support of this amendment that Moore] is a standpatter with a rising inflection. [QLaughter. ] 
the labor unions of this country generally stand for protection, The gentleman from Pennsvivanin offered as h first amend 
and they do not stand for a lessening of the wage, as contem- | ment a proposition to raise the duty on alkalis and kaloids 
plated by the Democratic Party in this bill. If gentlemen ask | 5 per cent; he was going up. He started to cl he duty on 
for authority for this statement I cite numerous labor bodies | peanut oil. 
in the district from which I come that protest against this bill| Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? 
upon the ground that it cuts wages needlessly or menaces the} Mr. MURDOCK, Wait till I get through. Hk rted to e 
business out of which they get their employment. I have in | the duty on peanut oil, but discovering it he ft 
h in opposition to the reduction of duty proposed in this | list and that the Democrats proposed to put du f 6 ce 
] graph 97 with regard to stained and painted glass windows, | gallon on it, he withdrew the ‘ ( ds f 
a nmunication from labor itself, from the Decorative Glass | Democratic preposition, 
Workers’ Protective Association, men who work at this trade. Mr. MOORE. Does pot rey) | 1 t] e 
In the course of their communication they say that they pro- | in referring to peanut oil’ 
test against the reduction of duties on manufactured stained Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman will wait until 1 
glass. The secretary of the union was instructed to respectfully | through with this statement, I will vield. I understand th 
say that every effort should be used to prevent the reduction of | next amendment which the gentleman offered was " 1 
duty on manufactured stained-glass windows from a 40 to a 30] ment with reference to yellow issiate of pot In the 1} 
per cent duty, as is proposed in the Underwood bill. The com- | jt earries a duty of one and one-quarter of a cent nonnd 
munication states that | the gentleman from Pennsylvania, following out the Rep 

I igraph 659 of the bill, which has been inserted for the sole benefit policy of high protection, offered an an | t t to 
of ‘ importer, means that the stained glass for church use shall be 2 cents per pound On the f soan ] rt smend 

ed free of duty. | a ; . 
; i ment to increase the duty of 40 per ce l toa dt 

That eliminates the making cf stained glass in the United | of 50 per cent. , 
oraten Mr. MOORE. That was perfumed soay 

We most emphatically protest against the passage of this law— Mr. MURDOCK, Perfumed soap. On glass bott! ‘ le 

Says this protective labor union— the duty offered in the Underwood bill and offered ! 

ich will destroy the industry in which we earn our livelihood. | ment increasing it to 60 per cent. The gentleman, in | 

What are you legislating for? Are you legislating in order | ments, is indicative of his party. He believe 
that these men, who earn their living by the sweat of their | tective tariff, 
brows, shall be deprived of the daily wage and of the bread} Mr. MOORE. I do. 
ind butter necessary for their families? It would seem that Mr. MURDOCK. The gentlema ve lic ohibit 
this is exactly what you propose to do in this instance. tariff. 

Mr. Chairman, in the interest of the labor employed in this Mr. MOORE. Not necessaril: 
trade, the men who are behind the guns, those who support the| Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman is put on the W I 
famiiies of the land, I ask you to lift the embargo upon their | Means Committee from Pennsylvania. He has been chos for 
business and to raise this duty against cheap foreign labor from | that committee among the large number of men from I 
v0 to 40 per cent. vania on the Republican side; and a good many of t en 
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received more Progressive 
' iblican votes. 
1} iOORKkK, \\ pot I ted by vot Den I ; Re 

i) ns, and Progressives alike? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentlema 

e the I ile, 

Mr. MURDOCK the course of time 
rules of seniority in this House 
come back into power—with Mr. Moore, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
does anyone here have any doubt what sort of a tariff bill he 
would write? Does anyone here think that Mr. Moore would 
wait for a report from a tariff commission? Everyone here 
ought to know that he is a high protectionist, and in writing ¢ 
tariff bill he would out-Payne PaAyNe himself. [Laughter.] 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. [Laugliter.] 

Mr. MOORE. That is very kind of the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in line with what the 
gentleman from Kansas has said, I am not sure that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] has carefully considered 
the amendment that he has presented at the desk to protect 
labor, The complaints against the reduction from 45 to 35 per 
cent is that labor is not properly protected. We reduced it in 
order that the schedule might become somewhat competitive. 
Not that that would affect labor; we do not affect labor—that is, 
if the manufacturer is willing to give labor a fair portion of the 
protective tariff, or incidental protection or protective tariff, or 
a revenue tariff, that he gets at the customhouse. 

I find from the census reports lying on my table that in round 
figures in this stained-glass paragraph under consideration the 
annual production in 1909, the last census, was about $16,000,000. 
The labor cost in round figures was about $5,000,000. That 
shows that in this industry the amount of labor involved in the 
cost of production was about 81 per cent. This bill gives a 
tariff rate of 30 per cent, within 1 per cent of the total labor 
cost in this industry in the United States. I imagine they do 
not make this glass abroad for nothing. There must be some 
labor over there. There must be some cost of transporta- 
tion of that glass to the United States, and there must be some 
insurance rates. Therefore, as a matter of fact, I think that 
probably the cost of making this glass is about 40 per cent of 
the labor cost in this country. But we have not only in this bill 
given a rate that is suflicient to cover the labor cost, but far 
more than would cover the difference in the labor cost and 
enough to cover some incidental cost in addition. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman if 
it is not a fact that under the free-trade clause much stained 
glass can now come into the country for churches and for insti- 
tutions of that character? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it will be a very small portion. 
I am not sure about it and I do not assert it as an absolute fact; 
but my recollection is that the stained-glass windows for 
churches came in free under the Dingley bill. 

Mr. MOORE. ‘The gentleman is aware that we passed a 
bill, I think, in the last Congress, relieving certain importers of 
duties that had actually been paid upon stained-glass windows 
that came in for churches, which, of course, if tolerated to any 
large extent, or if allowed to come in through any loophole in a 
free-trade clause in this bill would mean that foreign stained 
glass would eliminate that business in the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is a very good illustration of the 
difference in the way that side of the House legislates and the 
vay this side of the Horse legislates. My recollection is that 
under the Dingley bill stained-glass windows for churches were 
free, as in this bill, and that the Payne bill put a tax on all 
stained glass, and made no discrimination. I recognize the fact 
that the gentleman’s side of the House did pass some bills ad- 
mitting stained-glass windows for churches free. In other 
words, you were playing favorites with the churches just as you 
played favorites with other people. We propose to give to the 
churches free admission of stained glass for any church that 
desires to apply for it without having to come to this Congress 
to get that privilege. As I said, there is a comparatively small 
amount of this glass used for that purpose. I do not think it is 
going to seriously embarrass this industry, and it is certainly 
made for a good cause. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the statements 
that have been made here by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moorr] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] 
are not quite correct, and I hardly think either one of them 
desires to make a misleading statement in regard to the posi- 


votes in Pennsyl- 


le 
e1er 


is 
should 


Now, in and under the 


if the Republican Party should 


cost 


APRIL. ) 


tion of organized labor in respect to the question of a pre 
tariff. It is true there are some unions and there 
officials of unions that have been influenced by their en 
to exercise what influence they had to keep up a hich 
tariff, those officials of unions thinking probably th 
less danger of conflict with those corporations; but in 
ion it is an insult to the intelligence of the representatiy: 
union men in this country to leave the impression that 
in favor of a protective tariff or that they are under t] 
sion that a protective tariff ever has, does now, o: 
the wageworkers of the country. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlem 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I can not yield at th 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not as an organization, but as n 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. As members or o} 

I want to say to the gentleman that I solved thi 
my own Satisfaction and thorough conviction as a work 
and not as a partisan or politician. When I was sli: 
hammer, driving rivets, I studied this question out 
left no doubt in my mind that the high protective | 
ment was a delusion and a snare. In the first p): 
not keep up the price of labor. The only thing t 
up the price of labor in this country is a unity of acti 
working people themselves and their efficiency and st 
standing for a fair share of the wealth that they pr 

the argument be correct that the protective tariff | 

the price of labor, who in the name of God pays for it 
anyone else besides those who work? Who are the gr 
suming masses of this country but the laboring people; 
it not taking out of one pocket and putting into 

want to show another thing to convince you that organized 
is not supporting a protective-tariff policy. Every n 
was elected to this Congress as a labor man you will 
vote for this bill, no matter which side of the House he 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois, I have not the tim 
and say what I desire to say. I would be glad to yield 
wise. I know whereof I speak. I have opposed the prot: 
tariff policy in the trades-union movement. I know there 
few there who favor it, but I am speaking in regard 
matter in the main as the great majority both of the « 
and the members of the trades-unions believe. Now, let 
what kind of protection the Republican Party or th: 
under the domination of the Republican Party has 
working people of this country. I have here figures < 
as to the average wage scale of the country. The avera: 
earners receive $9.99 per week. The average wage scale 
the salaried workmen and the wage earners receive wa 
a week. If there is anybody who thinks that a worki! 
can live and raise a family on wages of an average of 
a week in Chicago or in any other of the industrial cen 
present prices, if he knows how it can be done, it will | 
valuable to have the receipt. Not only that, but if I ha 
time I desire to have read this clipping, and it is cert 
something to boast of—the conditions that the Repul 
Party through its domination have created in this countr 
the working people. They have destroyed them physicall: 
morally. I want to say to gentlemen on both sides of 
House that I have never been so encouraged in all my 1i 
by the fact that at this time educated men, men in high | 
are beginning to see the necessity of exercising their inf 
to give relief from the conditions which this small cl 
will show to exist. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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MAIN CAUSE 
SIBLE 


CORNELL PROFESSOR CHARGES IT 
FOR CRIME AND INSANITY. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
That industrialism is the principal cause of the filling of j 
insane asylums, the killing off of one-third of all babies in t 
year of their lives, and the restricting of other births was dé 
by Dr. M. G. Schapp, professor of neuropathology at Cornell Univ: 
in an address here yesterday at the conference on mental hygi 
‘‘ Degeneration and race suicide,” he said, “increase with ind 
supremacy, and the stress of modern competition is the cause ol 
of the insanity. Employment of women in factories and the 
ceaseless activity demanded of all classes in efforts to retain th 
tions are leading causes in the breakdown of mental health. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Gentlemen, if that conditi 
something you want to boast of under your protective t 
policy in this country, why, you have that pleasure, b 
seems to me that it takes a great deal of nerve, an al! 
galvanized nerve, for men to get up and claim—in spite of 
efforts of organized labor and its friends—to be responsil!: 
this condition described. It seems to me that it is cert 
nothing to boast of on the part of those who bave been 
power. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
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The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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HARDY 


HARDY. 


SOG 


the Treasury and not into the pockets of special-privileged tn | Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from Kansas made 


terest {Appiause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
on rice? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARDY. I think there is. [Renewed laughter on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 

Mr. HARDY. I think 
furthermore, that when 
other articles, we will take them off all necessities. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why do not you take it off of 
rice? 

Mr. MURDOCK. 

Mr. HARDY. 


all common neces 


Is rice a necessity or a luxury? 
rice is a necessity. 


Vhen will that time come? 
For my part, if I can not get all duties off of 
sities, I 
than to lie down and let all the monstrous duties we now have 
on the commonest and cheapest necessities remain. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
do it now? ° 

Mr. HARDY. Iam willing to do it, and I want to travel just 


as fast as we can, but on your side you want to pile the burdens | 


up higher and higher. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
the difference in the cost of production at home and abroad. 

Mr. HARDY. And yet you would vote for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], who wants a 
protection of 40 per cent on this item in which the whole labor 
cost is only 50 per cent. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
bill. 

Mr. HARDY. Oh, no; you would not vote for this bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. No; but I would vote for a 
proper bill. 

Mr. HARDY. Then the gentleman should vote for this bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. You do not show your faith 
by your works. 

Mr. HARDY. 
works, if you have that faith; that is, that you only wanted a 


But I shall not vote for this 


duty to cover the difference in the cost of production here and | 


abroad. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
word. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. “ Faith without 
dead.” By your work on rice you shall be known. 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HARDY. And by 
duties, not 
many—you are known, and I have got the last word. 
and applause. } 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Do not let him have the last 


works is 
{Laughter 
your works 


your votes for 


{Laughter 


The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fusible enamel, 20 per cent ad valorem; opal or cylinder glass tiles | 


or tiling, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. I have listened to the remarks of the leader of the Pro- 


gressive Party in this House, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


Murpock], and I want to state to him that I think his reflec- 
tion or his criticism of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] is uncalled for, in view of the fact that three years ago 
the gentleman from Kansas, on a roll call, voted to pass the 
Payne tariff bill through this House. He did it without a criti- 
cism or without an objection. He sat on this side of the House 
for 10 years, elected by a constituency in Kansas that believes 
in the policies of the Republican Party, and I doubt whether he 
can point to a single word or line of criticism or objection to 
the policy of his party during the time the Republicans of 
Kansas intrusted him with power in this House. The gen- 
tleman from Kansas the other day criticized this bill and read 
some letters from millers in his district who objected to the 
free importation of flour from Canada. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Will the gentleman be fair? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I read a letter from a miller in Kansas who 
said that the bill was faulty in that it did not either put both 
wheat and flour on the free list, or put an equal duty on both, 
if a duty were to go on at all, 
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In this bill is there a duty | 


And I will say, | 
the time comes to take the duties off | 


would rather take some of them off | 


Why are you not willing to | 





I am for a tariff that covers 


high | 
for revenue, but to benefit the few and burden the | 


the debate 
| time. 


' 
The gentleman from Alabama moves that | 
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. | 


The question now is on agreeing to the | 








an a 
in the interest of the millers of Kansas. He favors a , 


tion on the flour industry of his district, as against theo 
flour industry of Canada. He opposed reciprocity in thy 
of the agricultural constituents that he represented. ; 
stood still and stood pat against the importation of «) 
that would affect the interest of his immediate const 
but when it comes to legislating in a tariff bill to prot 
industries of the district represented by the gentlem 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the district represe; 
myself in Tennessee, then the gentleman is in favor of 4 | 
tion that would permit the importation of foreign «; 
competition with those manufactured in our districts. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, the gentleman wants to keep 
the facts. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; always. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I did not vote against reciprocity; | 
for reciprocity. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
dent Taft, and that was one of the chief slogans agai 
the Northwest, the fact that he favored reciprocity. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But the gentleman made the ae 
against me that I was standing for a local, personal 
as against the interests of the Nation. I voted for reciy 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then I accept the gentleman’s staten: 


| he does not deny the statement that he voted for the Pay 


Mr. MURDOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then the gentleman pleads guilty. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I voted for the Payne bill when it 
the House; but I voted against it, as the gentleman d 


| after it had been ruined in the Senate. 


Mr. AUSTIN. I voted against it in the House, and w 
only Republican to do so, because it was seeking to put « 


| iron ore on the free list, which affected my district; and |} 


placed flour and wheat on the free list, and the articles 


| the gentleman’s constituents are interested, he would hav: 
Oh, you never did show your faith by your | 


untrue to his commission and their trust had 
against it. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Now, let me ask the gentleman a qu 
Mr. AUSTIN. Not unless I have more time. The gent 
from Kansas is a Progressive. He progressed here, hold 
seat by virtue of the votes and the support of a Repub! 


he not 


Yes; but the gentleman's party assailed P 


( 


trict for 10 years, and now he has changed his official desig 


tion in the directory from a Republican to a Progressive. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a | 
order. I dislike to make the point of order on these gen! 
but some of our friends have discussed politics in ref 
to this bill In season and out of season. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman wi 
the point of order against the gentleman from Kansas 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I must insist th 
gentleman discuss the paragraph under consideration 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of 
The gentleman from Tennessee will proceed in order. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the gel 
from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN], the labor leader- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I. renew 
order. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am going to answer the gentleman on 2 
tion that he submitted here, and which he submitted \ 
protest from the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
paragraph before the committee does not relate to that | 
sition. It has been passed. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from Illinois discussed 
conditions in this country and Europe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee | 
course, familiar with the rule, and if the point of order ! 
sisted upon the Chair will state that he must proceed in « 

Mr. AUSTIN. All I ask is that the gentleman from A! 
will treat the Members of his side just as he does me. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have no 


my p 


| to my friend from Tennessee making speeches, but I must 


that this bill progress. . 
Now, I will withdraw the point of order if, after the ¢ 


man has finished his discussion on this particular matt 
| will let us go along and discuss the paragraphs of the | 


Mr. AUSTIN. I say to the gentleman from Alabama 
when he permits anyone on that side of the House to make 


general speeches on the tariff, I intend to exercise the + 


right in reply. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
speeches have been made on both sides of the House. I 


been trying to let them run, but the gentleman has made « 


I would say to the gentleman that 


I will say to the gentleman that | 
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AUSTIN. 


of speeches in this debate, and most of them entirely 
to the subject matter before the House. 

I think I told the gentleman before we entered | 
. discussion of this bill under the five-minute rule that | 


10 opportunity to make a speech in the general debate, 


only opportunity was to do it under the five-minute rule. | 
the gentleman should 
i this time, but I intend to insist on the enforcement of | 


UNDERWOOD. 


hereafter. 
CHAIRMAN. 
it of order. 
The gentleman from Illinois 


AUSTIN. 


I am willing that 


The gentleman from 
The gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 
Mr. BUCHANAN], 





ng as a labor man, decries the condition of the laboring 


of this country. 
r in Europe and America,” 


read a 


deepest Impression that 


England made 


I commend to him the volume entitled 


by Samuel Gompers, written 
» result of a trip in 1909 through England, France, Austria, 
Germany, and the industrial centers of those countries. I 


upon 


few extracts from that remarkable book. 
page 42 Mr. Gompers, the great American labor leader, | 


from its 


Physically thousands have become unfit, and are almost irre- 


from idleness. 


victims fo 


] 
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With 
ense of depression. 
zed, degraded objects which 
in my mind’s eye a procession moving along together 
a disgrace to our boasted civilization. 


ack streets border on 
slouch along amid the gay and well-attired promenaders 
confess I came away from London 


From time to time sin 


|, hopeless, repellent 


» and the result of 
Poverty is on view 
fashionable 


ought to be 


i them 


in all parts of London; 


thoroughfares ; figures in 


numbers of 
women have | 


past me, 


last paragraph in Mr. Gompers’s book reads as follows: 


Old World 


its 
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Mir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate in Mr. PALMER. The gentleman is mistaken. I have tl 
e minutes, derwood bill of last year before me, and it carried 15 per 
rhe motion was agreed to. last year for ferro alloys. What the gentleman may be 
Mr. FORDNEY, Mr. Chairman, last evening, in the discus- | ing of is pig iron, which carried a rate of 10 per cent 
ion between the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoopD] | same paragraph last year and in the Senate was reduced 
aud inyself about the importations and productions of earthen- | per cent. We carry it now at 8 per cent. 
wire, and so on, some figures were given, but the ad valorem Mr. MANN. I understand that. You had 6 per cen{ 
rates as fixed in the bill included everything under earthen- | metal schedule bill last year, did you not? 
wire. It included sewer pipe and tile and terra cotta, and does Mr. PALMER. What, pig iron? 
not relate to chinaware, about which I was talking. Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Some gentlemen have said that the Republicans had hereto- Mr. PALMER. Pig iron we had at 8 per cent. 
fore, in the preparation of their tariff bills, listened absolutely Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me one qu 
to the manufacturers. I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter that |I understood him to say these ferro metals, these ferrs 
has been handed to me to show that there are others besides | stances, would come in under metals not enumerated. \y,, 
manufacturers interested in the preparation of our tariff bills. they not rather come in under the general provision at ihe , 
The Clerk read as follows: of the bill, section 7, I think it is—I do not remember now 
AMALGAMATED GLASS WORKERS’ puts a duty of 10 per cent upon unmanufactured artic! 
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA, enumerated? 
> - 95 _ 7 
cam Boston, Mass., April 25, 1913, Mr. PALMER. Under the present law? Oh, I think not 
Mr. Samvent E. WINSLOW, Mr. PAYNE U : aeons ss > + 
Representative, Washington. D. C. r. PAYNE. nder the present law or under this bil! 
Deak Str: The Decorative Glassworkers of Boston, Local 28, at their Mr. PALMER. I do not pretend to construe the act, | 
last meeting instructed me to write you to protest against ee think, as I said before, that it would come in under the hic 
paige 152, House bill, being passed, which reduces the duty on paintec at es av , ati . ‘ 
and stained glass windows imported into this country, and which, if it rate, but be that as it may, whether a reduction or n 
becomes a law, will seriously affect our trade, which at present is none | thought all alloys should bear the same rate. 
too well paid, and will throw a majority of our members out of work. The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment : 
Yours, very truly, , > swlvani Day . 
femal. } M. T. Mooney, Secretary. by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PaLmMer]. 
; ne 7 The question was taken, .nd the amendment was agre: 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have sat Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
here, as have other gentlemen, and heard arguments on both sides The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendn» 
of the House and evidently in the middle, with nothing but The Clerk read as follows: 
criticism and faultfinding. When God Almighty blew the breath Page 27, line 16, after the word “ ferrosilicon,” strike out “1 
of life into some men He must have been bilious [laughter], | cent ad valorem” and insert “$2.50 per ton.” 


because they have kicked from the time the light of day came to Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from I’ 

them to the present time and never stand for anything to build | gyivania [Mr. Patmer] permit me to ask him a question’ 

up, but always ready to tear down. Gentlemen, I do hope that | the gentleman be willing to accept the amendment which | | 

in the discussion over this bill such discussion may hereafter | ofereq? 

be eliminated and the discussion and arguments confined to Mr. PALMER. The gentleman will not. 

merits or demerits of the propositions before the House and not Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman is cruel; usually he is 

engage in so much personality. [Applause.] He should not so rudely dash a hope which I so trem) 
The CHAIRMAN, Ali time has expired, and, without objec- | entertained. I do not anticipate, Mr. Chairman, that 


tion, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn, and the | amendment will be adopted; if I did I would not vote 1 


Clerk will read. myself [laughter], because I do not propose to take any 
The Clerk read as follows: in running off on the public a bill which is feared by Ame: 
SCHEDULE C—MRTALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. industry and which, according to prophecy, can not long 
104. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiggeleisen, wrought and cast | Vive. I mean to leave the ship before it hits the rock. | 
scrap iron and St rap steel, S pee cent ae yon: be pose mg tage suggested to me by my constituent that the duty on this | 
ena steel fit only tp be romanntectased ; Senremungenene, chrome or | UCt, which is used in the manufacture of steel, ought 
chromium metal, ferrochrome or ferrochromium, ferromolybdenum, ferro- | fixed at a specific duty as in the present law at $2.50 a to 
phosphorus, ferrotitanium, ferrotungsten, ferrovanadium, molybdenum, | ejyse the ad valorem duty of 15 per cent offered in the | 
eee, SAS, tungsten or wolfram metal, and ferrosilicon, 15 per bill will raise the duty on ferromanganese from $2.50 a ton 
ns ; $8.70 per ton. I have no particular objection to the Demo 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- Party favoring ferromanganese with a duty of $8.70 pe 
ment but I am wondering what my friend from Pennsylvania had in 
The Clerk read as follows: his mind when he raised the duty over the Republican | 
» 27, line 16, insert after the word “ ferrosilicon” the words “ and | Ferromanganese can be produced in this country. Ther 
alloys used in the manufacture of steel.” furnaces that produce it, I am told. The Steel Corporation 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from | makes it for its own use, but the independents have to purchase 
Pennsylvania whether his amendment will increase or decrease | it. Is it the purpose to encourage this industry? Is m) 
the tariff on these articles? stituent wrong when he figures that the duty upon this prov 
Mr. PALMER. It will decrease the tariff. has been raised from $2.50 to $8.70 per ton, based on the ad 
Mr. MANN. What is the rate now? valorem duty? Can this be a Democratic protection? My 
Mr. PALMER. I have in mind only two such alloys. Cobalt | stituent says this product sells at this time in the marke 
is one, which I understand now would come in at 25 per cent. $61 per ton. Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, I have 
Mr. MANN. How does it come in now? hope, of course, that this amendment will be adopted. It 1s 1 
Mr. PALMER. As metals not enumerated. well drawn, but will do to vote down. Neither have I any hope 
Mr. MANN. Under the existing law? that this bill will be defeated. I have had no opportun''s 
Mr. PALMER. Under the Payne law. criticize it because there was nobody to listen to my cri! 
Mr. MANN. Under the bill without this amendment it would | had I offered it. I came here regularly every day and lie 
come in in the same way. gentlemen thunder in the cavern, greatly pleased with 
Mr. PALMER. I suppose so. We put it in in order to make | own echoes. I have had no chance to present to “2 
all pay the same rate. We believe they ought to pay the same | because there was no House, my views upon this bi “ie 
rate; they are constantly used in*the manufacture of steel. fear will bring trouble to all our people. I am not cer 
Mr. MANN. In the metal schedule bill of last year the rate | it because I do not know, but I am anxious to live Sa a 
was fixed at 10 per cent. that I may know. But I am thoroughly comforted an - 
Mr. PALMER. On the ferro alloys? call the dictum of Mephistopheles found in F aust, re 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman offers this amendment to come | comes into being deserves to perish,” and I a . awe 
in just before the 15 per cent ad valorem. posed law is enumerated in that list, and some day a ge 
Mr. PALMER. The amendment I am offering is to insert, | indignation will be applied to it and it will ee stene 
after the word “ ferrosilicon,” “and other alloys used in the | other Democratic extravagances. Mr. Chairman, | fae ee 
manufacture of steel.” pessimist, permit me to say; it is easy to bea ean it ; 1 do 
Mr. MANN. The ad valorem in the schedule last year was | cause of its ease we should guard ourselves tees e 
10 per cent. not criticise these gentlemen making this ae T ne < S galls 
Mr. PALMER. No; it was 15 per cent in the last bill. deal with them when the result of their aren Bp the athinet 
Mr. MANN. I will accept the gentleman’s statement, but my | discovered. The responsibility is on them a? t ie Teil al 
recollection was that it was 10 per cent. and the voting. That the business people are ‘ 


} 


l 
it 








no one denies. They did not expect a free-trade law. 

«tests are loud. They should have protested last No- 
Republicans can make no successful fight here. 

Hemocrats imagine they were commissioned, but they 

A majority did not put them in power. Many of 

ho trusted them expected better of them. But they are 

n their purpose, and we all wait to what the 

of their written views will be. I said to the gentleman 

New York [Mr. Harrison] vesterday, who was so skill- 

explaining the chemical schedule, and who is an expert, 

Ss we | agree, upon it, that the Democrats steering this bill 

treiting us quite as well as we treated them on similar 

ns. As I remember, we shot them in the squat. They 

us to run for our lives. They give us a chance to offer 

mendments, so that they may have the pleasure of de- 

‘ g them. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KITCHIN. Did you shoot them on the impulse of the 


see 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes. This is the only real live chance I have 
had on this bill—it is to be short in time—the only time I have 
found Members in their seats. Why they are here I do not 

w. [Laughter.] When I see a Member of Congress in his 
[ always imagine that he fears he is being watched by his 
[Applause and laughter. ] 


sent 


constituency. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsy] 
nia has expired. 
Mr. MOORE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania [Mr. BUTLER] a question. I desire to speak, but first to 
sk the question. 
Mr. BUTLER, 
Mr. MOORE. 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE. I have listened to his statement, and I think 
s facts are confirmed by information that comes from con- 
tuents of mine. They tell the story so much better than I can 
that I shall read what they say: 
pendent steel manufacturers are heavily handicapped by this in- 
in view of the fact that the leading interest, the United States 
| Corporation, operates biast furnaces making ferromanganese in 
this country from imported ore, to be admitted free of duty. They are 
only makers of ferromanganese in this country, the independent 
manufacturers importing the manufactured alloy, for which the present 
tariff bill imposes a duty of approximately $8.70 a ton. The price of 
ganese at several times has passed $100 per ton. It has sold 
as $150. 


Maybe I can not answer it. 
His amendment pertains to ferromanganese? 


et 





Instead of reducing duties for the relief of the consumer, 

therefore, it appears that in this instance the committee has 
tually raised the duty from $2.50 a ton under the Payne bill 
» $8.70 under the Underwood bill. 
It has not yet been explained why the Democratic Party did 
They are pledged to enact a tariff law for the purpose of 
illecting revenue only. In this instance they seem to be operat- 
ug in behalf of the United States Steel Corporation, presumably 
he greatest trust and combination in the world. This is the 
mly concern that will get the advantage of the raise in the duty 
rom $2.50 provided in the Payne bill to $8.70 as provided in the 
nderwood bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand, the gentleman is protesting 
against the high protective tariff which the committee has put 
in this bill? 

Mr. MOORE. I thank the gentleman for that question. 
While I am a protectionist, and wish to protect labor, I do not 
Subscribe to the doctrine of protecting trusts.and combinations, 
is they are protected in this bill in this particular instance. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I blush for my native State. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] My colleague, the gentle- 
ian from the Chester-Delaware district [Mr. Burter], offers 
in amendment that is absolutely absurd upon its face, and my 


this, 


her distinguished colleague, the gentleman from Philadelphia 
[Mr. Moore], rises to confirm everything that his mistaken col- 


‘ue has said. He proposes an amendment which would 
‘trike out the rate of 15 per cent on these ferro alloys and 
Substitute $2.50 a ton. If it were put into the law it would 
be the laughing stock of the steel and iron industry of the 
“ountry. This rate applies not alone to ferromanganese, but 
to every ferro alloy. The average unit of value of all ferro 
‘“oys 1s something over $1,000 per ton, and the gentleman’s 
‘mendment would have the effect of writing a rate into this bill 
“n an average of two-tenths of 1 per cent. Now, if the gentle- 
" ‘ eans to put all this stuff on the free list, he ought to do 
ob ne ought not to fool anybody by an amendment of this 

Now, as to ferromanganese, much has been said and much 
1 written to Members of Congress about this article. 
, |S one of the two increases which this bill carries over the 
“yne bill in the steel and iron schedule, the other increase 


has beer 
It j 
I 





being plated gold 
Each of them 
entirely as a 


is 


and 


venue 


increased 
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recognized by the trade as a 
which they can do business. 


Mr. 


HAYES. 


Mr. PALMER. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr 


Mr. Chairman 


about writing a tariff bill in a 
Pennsylvania will know in all their lives, 


bill into the House put ferromanganese in wit 
just exactly as we have done, and he 
right as a logical proposition. 
He was beaten in another part of this Capitol, be 


silverware and gold and 
for the same reason, pu 
proposition We want this | 
logical and Syinmetr 
[I can not yield. I hay fi 
AYN W 
minute than my 
when he b 
h the ft 
defended it 
There was where if 


use 


and steel manufacturers of this country were able to bi 


sure to bear upon the conferee¢ 
this Congress, and reduced the tax 


and 


upon 


Upon 


ot 


ferrol 


the 
this 


S09 


ang 


and following the method that was then so popular in « 


this law, instead of putting it 


there ] ol 


openly, and reducing the rate on ferroms 


under pig iron at $4 
$2 


50 a ton. 


Now, I say we put it back in the ferro alloys cla 
belongs, because we want 
pay a share of the taxes to run this Government 


for revenue purposes. 


not seriously injure the consumer of steel and 
There is no ferromanganese made in the Unite 
Absolutely the only manufacturer of ferroman; 
country is the United States Steel Corporation, whi 
If it were in the market 


It 


entirely for its own use. 
manganese, perhaps there would be some force in the 
that we are doing something for its benefit. 

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. FARR. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. PALMER. 
manufacturers of steel and iron import their ferron 
and consequently, as the gentleman from Alabama |Mr. I 
woop] has said time and time agam, playing no fave 
say that all of these people who import this article 
help pay the taxes to run the Government. 


As I said before, it can not affect the consumer, because fet 


the 


will 


a ton and subsequently 


steel and ir 


not protect 


iy and f1 
hoeaunese 
reducet 
manuf 
It 


on 


anybody 
ire 
1 Stotes 


Does the gentleman yield? 
I can not yield in five minutes 


All 


manganese, like these other ferro alloys, is a medicine 
intended to give a peculiar character to certain kinds of 
certain kinds of high-priced steel used in the manufacture 


the finer forms of steel which, when they get 
are very much increased in value. 
of ferromanganese in a ton of steel 


There i 
vet 


sl 


1 at 


per cent 


they 


to the Cc 


the pres 


and it 


ought 


whi 


mst 


ot 


ent | 


price of ferro of $60 a ton tbere is therefore 60 cents wort 


ferromanganese in a 


ton 


of 


steel, 


and 


at 1h 


per Cer 


1 VW 


is this tariff, we levy a tariff upon the manufacturers of 


And t 


hat 


is a kine 


1 of 


country of 9 cents per ton of steel. 

that goes into small tools and various things of that ki: 

which, as I said, when they get to the consumer, can not by a 

human ingenuity have this 9 cents a ton in the steel passed « 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by | 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] ought, I thinl 

be to strike out, in line 12 of this paragraph. the word “ fé 


manganese,” 
prevail the gentleman will offer an amendment at 


with 


a 


statement 


that if th: 


the paragraph reading, “ ferromanganese, 


$2.50 per tor 


amendment 


the en 


I 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I can not yield in five minutes 

Mr. MOORE. I have the amendment right here 

Mr. MANN. Half a dozen gentlemen have the amendn 

Now, what is the situation? The United States Steel 
poration produces and uses about 120,000 tons of ferron 
ganese per year. They manufacture their own ferromang 
Now, with the present rate of duty of $2.50 per ton it is 
mated that the rate of duty of 15 per cent, as provided 
bil, will raise the duty to the neighborhood of $7 or $s « 
per ton. All of the independent steel manufacturers buy 
ported ferromanganese now. They are in compet > wif 
United States Steel Corporation. There is ne 
ferromanganese used by the independent st: manufact 
imported from abroad at $2.50 per ton duty, as there 
the United States Steel Corporation, manufactured b < 

Now, the proposition is to increase the rate of duty o 
article, necessary in the production of steel, from $2.50 py 
to $8 per ton and to give that much of a handicap agai 
independent manufacturer and in favor of the United 8S 
Steel Corporation. These independent steel manufactur 
day can not afford to manufacture ferromanganese, ! 
United States Steel Corporatoin now can afford to manufa 


ferromanganese. 
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There can be only one of two purposes in the proposition to 
increase the rate of duty. One is a protective purpose, to en- 
courage a manufacturing establishment in this country which 
will manufacture ferromanganese for the use of the independent 
teel manufacturers. The other—if it is not a protective meas- 

for them—is purely in the interest of the United States 
Steel Corporation. What do we find in this bill? The very 
articles into which ferromanganese goes have the duty de- 
creased by the bill, tending to increase the foreign competition, 
and while they are decreasing the rate on the finished products 
they are adding to the rate on the raw material which we must 
import from abroad. ‘That is cutting both ends. That is play- 
ing both ends against the middle. 

I am a protectionist. If the purpose of this measure were, 
Within reasonable limitations, to build up an industry here 
which would manufacture ferromanganese at reasonable rates, 
where there could be competition, I would favor it. 

But that is not the purpose, and probably that will not be 
the effect. The effect of that increase is simply to add to the 
profits of the United States Steel Corporation and increase their 
power in competition with the independent manufacturers, It 
ought to be the policy of our country at this time to give aid to 
those who are independently competing with the great combina- 
tions of capital and the great organizations which seek to 
monopolize the markets. rather than, as this proposes to do, 
give aid and comfort to the monopolies against the independent 
competitors. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to insert as a part of my remarks the 
following letters: 


e 


& 


ure 


AMERICAN STEEL I 
Chicago, 


‘OUNDRIES, 
April 24, 1913. 
Ile JAMES R. MANN, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN MANN: There is a curious inconsistency in the 
proposed new tariff law, Schedule C, clause 106, which it is very difficult 
to understand—in fact, I have not found anyone who could explain it. 
It is proposed to change the duty on ferromanganese from $2.50 per ton 
to 15 per cent ad valorem. This means on the present market price 
abroad, say, $58 a ton, that the duty would be ai the rate of $8.70 a 
ton——a net increase of $6.20, 

There is only one producer of ferromanganese in this 
that is the Carnegie Steel Co., and all of its product 
Steel Corporation. They produced in 1911 123,000 
121.000 

All of the independent steel manufacturers, steel foundries, and others 
import their ferromanganese. In taking off the tariff on fabricated steel 
and fron mannfacturers in this country are thrown into direct compett- 
tion with foreign manufacturers, under the most unfavorable conditions 
as to labor cost, and why, in addition to this, it is now proposed to 
radically Increase the duty on the one element that must go into every 
ton of steel and that must be imported, it Is diffienlt to understand. 

If the answer is made that this high duty will encourage the domestic 
manufacture of ferromanganese, the reply is that it at once becomes a 
highly protected form of industry, which, as we understand it, is just 
the thing that the present law proposes to avoid. The tonnage of ferro- 
manganese imported annually is generally estimated at about 125,000 
tons, so that the income from the duty is a comparatively insignificant 
item and it would hardly seem that this could be urged as a reason for 
the serious increase 

I think the whole thing has come about through a misunderstanding 
as to what ferromanganese really is. In the bill it is put under the 
same heading to duty chromium, titanium, tungsten, etc. As a 
matter of fact, ferromanganese is simply pig fron with a high percentage 
of manganese. It is an absolutely necessary constituent of every ton of 
steel that is made, whereas the other alloys are added to an extremely 
small percentage of steel that is required for special purposes, such as 
making tools, ete 

Aside from the unnecessary increase in the cost of all steel made in 
this country, this increase in the duty on ferromanganese seems so un- 
ealled for and inconsistent that it should not be allowed to go through. 
I trust you will find it consistent to do what you can to get the thing 
straightened out, 

Very truly, yours, 
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R. P. LAMONT, President. 


Rocers, Brown & Co, 
Chicago, April 21, 1918. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: We are writing to you as our Representative in Congress, 
to k that yor use your influence in the matter of whatever duty is 
established for ferromanganese to have it a specific instead of an ad 
valorem duty. The bill now under consideration in the House provides 
for a “15 per cent ad valorem.” The present duty is specific, bein 
$2.50 per ton, having been reduced from $4 per ton by the tariff act o 
August 5, 1909 

A 15 per cent ad valorem is a very heavy increase over the existing 
rate, too large, in our opinion, and, as you no doubt know, rests 
lightly on one and bears heavily on the shoulders of all other steel 
manufacturers, 

The difficulty with the ad valorem duty is the confusion which arises 
from that form of assessment, making it almost impossible for a buyer 
when he places his order to know what the stuff will cost him when it is 
finally delivered, if we are correct in understanding that the duty is 
assessed on the market value at the time of the arrival of the material 
in this country or time of shipment from abroad. 

We respectfully urge you also to use your influence for maintaining 
the duty on pig iron where it is. It has been very heavily reduced in 
recent tariff acts and has now a very low duty. Recently there have 
been developed in China and India large iron works, built by American 
engineers on American models for Chinese and Indian ownership, which 
are manufacturing pig iron at a very much lower cost than is possible 
at any point in the United States. We understand American-made p 
iron is being supplanted to a considerable extent on the Pacific coast, 
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and as these institutions grow American manufacturers 

have to surrender all of that trade to foreign-made iron 

possibility of the eastern seaboard being eventually thus iny 

Asia the danger of competition in future is more serious t 

we may expect from Europe. 
Yours, truly, 


Rocers Be 


PRIMOS, DBLAWARS COUNTY, Pa., Mi 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: We respectfully call your attention to the incl 
mentary brief stating our positions referring to propose: 
asking for tariff for revenue onty. 

We earnestly request your support in this matter. 

Respectfully, yours, 
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Priririos Cry 
WALTER M.S 
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Primos, DELAWARE County, Pa. 

Hon. Oscar W. UNpDERrwoop, 
Chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives, Washington 

Sir: In accordance with the announcement of the € 
and Means, dated December 11, 1912, and in compliance w 
gestions contained therein, we beg to submit herewith our 
outline herein the information desired by the committee. 

Name of company: Primos Chemical Co. 

Location of works: Primos, Delaware County, Pa N 
Miguel County, Colo.; Lakewood, Boulder County, Colo. 
Mining & Milling Co., a separate corporation). 

Sales offices: Primos, Delaware County, Pa. 

Nature of busines Manufacture of metals and alloys 

Principal metals and alloys manufactured: Tun 
tungsten, molybdenum metal, ferromolybdenum, ferrovan 

Subject: Paragraph 184 of the tariff law of 1909. 

SCHEDULE 


to brief submitted January 
facts: 
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1913, Z 
Importations of tungsten ore. 

(1912. Tons of 2,205 pounds. Duty, 10 per cent ad y 
First quarter__._ 194.0 tons, $94,980; duty, $9, 498. 00 
Second quarter... 157.0 tons, 67,272; duty, 6, 727.: 
Third quarter 218.8 tons, 104,814; duty, 10, 
Fourth quarter__ 184.0 tons, 95,356; duty, 9, 


tm - 
481. 40 
535. 60 
733. 8 tons, 362,422; duty, 36, 242. 2 
During the year 1912 the two mills of the Primos Mir 
Co., well as the mills of other prod™cers of tunesté 
United States, had to shut down for about five months 
possible to compete with foreign ores, due to the hich 
paid in the mining districts of the United States, ! 
working day. 
Total ore importations, 806.74 net tons during the year 
Total production of the Primos Mining & Milling C 
largest producer in the United States, for the entire ; 
Iimportations of tungsten metal and ferrotungsi 
(Ton of 2,205 pounds. Duty, 20 per cent ad vai 
First quarter 41.01 tons, $40,679.00. Duty, ¢ 
Second quarter 39.50 tons, 46,567.00. Duty, 
Third quarter 83.30 tons, 98,150.00. Duty, 
Pourth quarter........... 124.00 tons, 138,476.00. Duty, 27 
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287.81 tons, 3 .00. Duty, 

Per pound, 61.38 cents with duty ; per pound, 51.15 cent 
287.81 tons of 2,205 pounds, or 317.31 short tons of 

34,621 pounds. 

Besices ourselves, tl are two other prod rs « 
produ: n altogether is probably not over 50,000 pour 
year. (Our production of tungsten metal for 1912 amounts 
pounds. 

As explained before the 
tungsten metal or fer 
basis of tariff for revenue only. 

Wrong classification: Tungsten metal, ferrotungster 
metal, ferromolybdenum, and ferrovanadium manufac ‘ 
metallurgical problem, not a purely smelting propositio 
used in the manufacture in the nature of chemicals, ot 
and electric power is very much higher in this country tha 
and the wages of labor, skilled chemists, and mechanics 
from two to three times those paid in Germany and otlv 
countries on similar products exported to this country 
increasing imports are the best proof that the present dutic 
cent on metal and 10 per cent on ore are not sufficient. A 
duty on metals and alloys would not be oe but w 
a basis of tariff for revenue only. The imports will remai 
tially the same as at present and the revenue to the Gover 
be increased without injury to the consumer, the advantage | 
ducer arising entirely from the increase in consumption, beca. 
mestic consumer will be able to get his alloys in the U1 
without being dependent upon foreign syndicates, which 
ease if the American producer is driven out of business by 
of the tariff rate. 

We therefore most earnestly request that the present ra 
lowered but raised to the basis of the tariff for revenue pr! 

In closing we would earnestly invite the attention of youl 
to the evidence given by our president at the hearings befor 
mittee on Finance of the United States Senate, Sixty-secon 
of H. R. 18642 (“Duties on metals and manufactures of | 
February 15, 1912, and to the brief submitted by us on January 

Respectfully submitted. 
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Pros CHemicarn Co 
WALTER M. STEIN, Pres! 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmen 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. But! B}. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous conses” 
modify my amendment. I make the modification upon te °' 
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of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], because I 
is more likely to be adopted. Therefore I ask to modify 
ndment by moving to strike out, in line 12, the word 
inganese.” it being understood that if this amendment 
I will then offer an amendment to put ferromanganese 
ist at $2.50. I may, however, be saved the trouble of 

« that amendment. [Laughter.] 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
us consent to modify his amendment by striking out 
12, the word “ ferromanganese,” with the statement that 
amendment prevails he will then offer the amendment 
| at the end of the paragraph. 















i 









Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
1 should like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if we 
st! out the word “ferromanganese” here and then your 

dment offered later is voted down, what becomes of the 

d on ferromanganese? 

Vr. BUTLER. It will remain where it is now. 

Mr. MANN. It will go in the basket clause. 

Mr. MURDOCK. What rate does the basket clause carry? 

Mr. MANN, I think it carries the same amount. 
























BUTLER. If it is stricken out and the other amend- 
agreed to, then it will go into the basket clause, but 
I have 


( s not 
I e not anticipated that it would be stricken out. 
thought that far ahead. 
Mr. MANN. The probability is that if there are votes enough 
, strike it out here there are votes enough to put it back. 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
man from Pennsylvania, as modified. 
The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
















ferent occasions during the past four years, and has been voted 
I do not expect, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment will be 
adopted, sharing as I do the views of my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Butter] of the impenetrability of the phalanx on 
the other side of the aisle; but I do want the membership of 
this House to know what they are doing when they vote for the 
paragraph just voted upon and when they vote upon this amend- 
ment which I have just offered. 

Never since this Government was established has it been pro- 
posed to put iron ore on the free list until about four years ago. 
There have always been excellent reasons why a duty should be 













placed on iron ore, but there never was a time when those rea- 
sons were so forceful and so strong as they are to-day. There 
ire several iron-ore producing sections of this country. The 
couity in which I live produced last year 30,000,000 tons of iron 
ore. The total production in the United States was 49,000,000 
tons. The producing areas may be called the Lake Superior dis- 
trict, Which is the largest; the Tennessee-Alabama district; and 
a small one located in the State of New York. The inquiry 





readily follows, Whence will the competition come? In recent 






world, which affect the iron situation in America. The 
principal areas from which iron ore will come to America are 
Sweden and Finland and Cuba. The ore from the Sweden- 
Finland district need not be particularly feared, but that from 
Cuba presents a grave situation. These Cuban iron-ore deposits 
are of very great extent and exceptional accessibility. Those 
iron ores are to-day coming into the United States at 12 cents 
per ton, and those from Sweden are coming in at 15 cents per 
ton, and they have driven the iron ores of this country entirely 
west of the Appalachian range. The extreme low wage scale 
in Cuba and low freight rate to America enable these Cuban 
ores already to drive American ore west of the mountains, and 
Soon they will capture Pittsburgh, the great ore mart of the 
World. Last year there were imported about 2,000,000 tons, 
which paid $300,000 in revenue. This bill proposes to take away 
that $300,000 from the Treasury of the United States and give 
it to the Pennsylvania Steel Co. And what is the Pennsylvania 
Steel Co.? It is the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 

i rhe Commissioner of Corporations, reporting upon this sub- 

















Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk an amend- 
which I offer. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
iment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. MILLER offers the following amendment by way of a new para- 
~ “1043. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the dross or | 
luum from burnt pyrites, 15 cents per ton: Provided, That in levy 
ing and collecting the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made from 
the ght of the ore on account of moisture which may be chemically 
ally combined therewith.” 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, this is not an entirely new 
subject. It has been before this House on two or three dif- 


years large ore deposits have been found in various parts of the | 
two | 
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Co. is controlled by the Pennsylvania Ra ad ¢ | s 
acquired by purchase the Spanish-American iron ore deposits of 
Cuba. When this bill becomes a law | ii \ ht 

road Co., together with Charles M. Schwab, w be | le inry 
to the extent of $300,000 annually Ack this a Luna rl 
that $300,000 each year will be put into t Le s of the 
American people and kept from the pocke of the S 
railroad company on earth and one of the iron of 


the world. 

In harmony with the paragraph just voted upon I be 
attention to another phase of this paragraph. 

Our good friend from Peunsylvania |Mr. PALMER), abl he 


always is, informed us that ferromanganese is in the ‘ 
of a medicine to go into the production of steel products, and 
would be a tax on the iron and steel manufacturers and m 

increase the price to the consumers. I think he is right Ile 
followed by saying that he proposed to increase the tax 350 
per cent for the purpose of making the companies pay more 
into the Treasury. I looked at the figures in the tables sub 
mitted by the Ways and Means Committee, and I find that in 
1910 under the Payne bill there was imported into the United 
States $4,000,000 worth of ferromanganese, paying a duty of 


$284,000, and these estimates furnished by his own committee 


tell us they expect to import $550,000 worth of the product each 
year and pay a tax of $82,000. When in time have men been 
able to figure to show that it is? This prohibitive duty will cut 


importations from $4,000,000 to $550,000: reduce revenue from 
$284,000 to $82,000 each year. There will thus be taken again 
from Uncle Sam’s pocket $200,000 each year, and where will it 
We are told the only manufacturer of ferromanganese in the 
United States is the United States Steel Corporation; therefore 
the people of the country have taken from their pockets each 
year $200,000 to increase the profits of the Steel Corporation. 
Free iron ore and a prohibitive duty on ferromanganese com- 


£0? 


bined will take from the people’s pockets $500,000 each year 
and no one will be benefited but the manufacturers of iron and 
steel. How any Democrat can profess what they all do and 
vote for such a schedule as this surpasses the imagination 


of man. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr.PALMER. Mr. Chairman, referring first to the last propo 
sition which my friend from Minnesota [Mr. MILier] has men- 
tioned, the loss of revenue to the Government, I want to say that 
he is clearly mistaken, as he must see if he examines closely 
into the figures. The imports of ferromanganese last year were 
in the neighborhood of 75,000 tons. Fifteen per cent upon the 
value of that will very largely exceed the present duty en iron 
ore under last year’s importations. The duties on iron ore 
amounted to $265,000. The reason the estimates were printed as 
the gentleman has read was doubtless because of the fact that 
the new price in ferromanganese was not taken into considera 
tion in writing that estimate, the estimate being based the 
old price. 

Mr. MILLER. Are the estimates wrong? 

Mr. PALMER. The estimate was based on the former pri 
when the Underwood bill was written last year. 

Mr. MILLER. Has the price been changed within a week? 

Mr. PALMER. I have stated the facts. Now return to 
iron ore. The gentlemen on the other side complain that we 
are punishing the independent steel and iron manufacturers by 
putting manganese at a higher rate and voting against that 
punishment; and then they come forward with a proposition to 
punish the same people, the independent steel and iron manu 
facturers, by retaining the duty on iron ore. The great benefit 
growing out of the reduction of this tax on iron ore will go to 
the independent steel and iron manufacturers of the country. 
The United States Steel Corporation owns or controls not only 
all the ore which it uses, but a very large part of the merchant 
able ore which is available for consumption in the United States 
The independent manufacturer is forced either to get upon his 
knees and go to the Steel Corporation for ore or find a new 
field in a foreign market, and most of them have endeavored to 
find iron ore abroad. The Bethlehem people, the Pennsylvania 
people, the Cambria people, the manufacturers in the district 
represented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burier}, 
have gone into Cuba and into South America after ore. 
| reduction from 12 cents on Cuban ore and 15 cents, as far as 
South American ore is concerned, will of course make it easier 


Lo 


This 





for them to compete against the concern which not only owns all 
the ore it uses, as in the case of ferromanganese, but has a 
pretty tight grip on the ore that anybody can use or get. 

My friend from Minnesota [Mr. MILter], of course, preaches 
the true Republican doctrine, when he comes here trying to pro- 


ct but a few months ago, said that the Pennsylvania Steel | tect the interest which is chiefest in his district, yet four years 
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr. NDERS). The ti 
man from Pennsylvania has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the ge an from Pennsyl- 
[Mr. PatMer] says that the increase on the duty on fer- 
intended as a prop 1 Yesterday 
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we learned from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], | ,, ae 
| the benefit 
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Wi not 
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s in charge of the chemical schedule bill, that the report 

to be considered as reliable. 
ition came up, and we appealed to the figu 
port the committee, the gentleman from 
FTARRISON ] that those figures were not reliable, and now, 
when we the metal schedule, the gentleman from 
sylvania PALMER] representing that sehedule on the floor, 
says the » thing al it. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentle 

Mr. MANN. TI can not in five n 

Mr. PALMER. I will really take only 

itleman’s time to correct his statement. 
MANN. I did not interrupt the 

ield if he will be brief. 

Mr. PALMER. All I want to say is this 
ought to know it: The present price of ferromanganese is $60 a 
ton, and upon that price there will be a large increase. The 
reason these figures are as the gentleman states is because the 
officials of the department took last year’s average price, which 
is very much lower, 

Mr. MANN. Let u 
average price stated i 
Wilson tariff was 
a ton, and under the 
was $37 a ton. 

ir. PALMER. That is what I said. 

Mr. MANN. No; that is not what the 
said the price had been reduced from $60 to $37 
report of the committee shows that all the 
highest rate. 

The report that last year ferromanganese 
ported to the extent of $2,821,000, and that it paid 
$190,000, and that a proposition to increase the rate for reve- 
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Mr. PALMER. It will. 
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| gentleman from Pennsylvania made the statem¢ 


floor the other day admitting that the United States 
was the only producer of ferromanganese in the count 
Now, I ask the gentleman if 
vinced of the truthfulness of that statement to-day? 

Mr. PALMER. That has been my information at all 

Mr. FARR. Well, the information is virtually to 
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American 

in steel 
what is paid 
Suppose we have 
Would 


. The United States Steel Co., it is contended 
s a part of the world-wide Steel Trust. The 
manufacturers are not. Wages abroad 

; half, in many instances less than half, 
1 in that industry in this country. 
in a mill of the United States Steel Co.? 
rid-wide trust, through the mutual sympathy that 
it, be a danger factor? Or for any other reason that 
al to this great steel company, what would prevent 


iples 


W i 
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from shutting up a mill in this country and importing 
I ; from England, Germany, Belgium, or any other 


sn country where the trust understanding exists? 

ie CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Tennessee 
N] is recognized. 

AUSTIN. 


[Mr 


Mr. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
[Mr. PaLMER] stated that I could go back to the iron 
acturers in my district in reference to the duty in the 

‘ayne bill on pig iron. I will say that he can go to Bethlehem, 


Schwab that he can get in his foreign iron ore 
r. Schwab was in Washington four years ago to obtain 
Republican Ways and Means Committee free iron ore. 
f the New York papers some time ago he said that he 
de a contract to secure from Sweden 25,000,000 tons of 


d tell Mr. 


iron ore. If you reduce the duty on iron ore and put it on 
e list, and he imports 25,000,000 tons of it from Sweden, 
then you have saved for the man who has always opposed your 
f 1 to Congress more than $4,700,000 of tariff duty. Mr. 
Schwab ought to give our distinguished colleague a gold medal 
| aid in keeping him in Congress as long as he lives. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 
AUSTIN. Yes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Schwab testified before the committee 
that the Bethlehem Steel Works, he, and Mr. Carnegie, own all 
the iron ore mines that have been so far discovered in Cuba. 

AUSTIN. Last year we imported from Cuba 1,200,000 
tons of iron ore. Mr. Schwab not only buys iron ore in Cuba, 
V ‘he has purchased large holdings and constructed wharves 
: i railroads, but he is a large importer of iron ore from 
Sw } 

X in the United States we pay $2.48 per day to men 
Wao iron. In Cuba they pay $1 a day; Spain, where women 
$1 > employed, pays 50 cents to $1 a day; Sweden, 75 cents to 
9 d In Chile, where Mr. Schwab has recently secured 

rge deposits of iron ore, which it is proposed to import free, 

© Sor cost is from 50 cents to $1 a day. 


_ ow, the gentleman speaks about the United States Steel Cor- 

ration controlling all the iron ore in this country. There are 

— iron furnaces in eastern Tennessee that are not controlled 

/y “ie United States Steel Corporation, that own their own ore 
ov they are shipping their pig iron to Pennsylvania; 

1e hearings before the Ways and Means Committee Mr. 

R Pee for the first time that southern furnaces were 


Para 


sel] » 
Deine from 15,000 to 20,000 tons of pig iron per month on the 
a vare River. I oppose free iron ore because it is a strike 


0008 sreat pig-iron industry of the South, now producing over 
*,000,000 tons per annum, The South is compelled to sell its out- 
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put not in the South | in the M \ ind al 
Atlantic coi ind in the New | | S far Dp Bos 
ton, and if you give tl ad to the Pent 
Sylvania Steel Co., which o M nd Steel Co 
ind the Bethlehem Steel Co., you w obbed the southern 
iron furnaces of the ‘ t \ 1 ! 
iron in the East in competition wit! ’ es wl n 
the iron-ore lands in Cuba and 
from Spain and Swed 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa Will t { \ ! 
gestion? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Penn 
{Mr. PatMeER] said, as I understood hit that t S 1% { 
controlled practically all the iron-ore bodies in this e try 
The Republic Co., which is the principal independent e 
of this country, has 21 mines alone. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I want to say, in reference to that, that if his 
statement was true that the United States Steel Cor l 
wanted all the iron-ore lands in thi intry, would it not | t 
the benefit of the American wage earner in this country to buy 
all of that ore, to mine it in this country, and keep the money 
here, keep our men in the iron-ore mines of Alabama, New Yorl 
Michigan, Tennessee, and Minnesota employed, 1 er th 
give employment to foreigners who work in the mines of ¢ 
Spain, and Sweden? 

What else ao Wwe do? \ oO! to the ol 1 1 rds we 
take out of the Treasury now about $300,000 evenue and 
present that to the two great steel corporations, the Bethlehem 
Steel Co, and the Pennsyl\ in Steel Co We present that to 
them, and as the result of it they will save from 380 to 45 its 
a ton on the manufacture of pig iron, and with that advantage 
they will injure the sale of southern pig iron that i V 
shipped to the East on a freight cl ve of $4.20 a ton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten 
| has expired. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER | 
is recog nized. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Ch pe ian, I have listened wit! 
terest to the eloquent appeal of my friend from Tennessee | M1 
AustTIN] for my constituents, cee they are more involved in 
this question than are the gentleman’s constituents. We ha in 
the district I have the honor to represent a very much larger sup- 
ply of iron ore than has the district represented by the gent! in 
from Tennessee, and probably the largest supply next to that of 
the district re prese ted by the gentleman from Minnesota Mr 
Mitier} who has spoken. On the other hand, we buy our ferro 
manganese, 

Now. as a practical question, the appeal of the centk in 
from Tennessee to keep this tax on iron ore is just exactly the 
same appeal that the citrus fruit men ol lifornia made to 
your side of the House four years ago—to raise the price on 
lemons in order to equalize freight rates to the eastern sea 
board. That is all your argument means. You want us to keep 
a tax on iron ore in order that we may progress a little further 
into somebody else’s territory and take care of freight rates, 

Now, as a practical question it is not 30 or 45 nts a ton 
difference. Most of this iron ore comes from Cuba, and under 
the treaty the rate is 12 cents per ton from Cuba, which 
makes the rate on that iron ore used in a ton of pig iron about 
24 cents, so that the actual benefit they get is 24 cents a n; 
no more and no less. 

Mr. AUSTIN. It is greater on Swedish ore and Spanish ore 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very little Swedish ore comes in. T 
was formerly some Spanish ore that came in. 

What is the practical question on this iron ore? Befor 
Payne bill was passed the duty on iron ore was 45 « a 
ton. That duty was reduced under that bill to 15 cents a ton, 
and as it comes from Cuba it means 12 cents a ton. Now, 
up to the time the Payne bill became a law—-which my friend 
voted for when the nference report came here—the producer 
of iron ore in the district of the gentleman from Minnesota 
and in the Wisconsin districts penetrated to the eastern 
board None now penetrates to the eastern seaboard. It 
there under the 45 per cent duty. But when you redu | 
tax to 12 cents from Cuba, then the freight rate intervened id 
it was cheaper for the men on the eastern seaboard 
from Cuba than to buy it from Minnesota; and, as the 
man from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] said, you drew the line 
to how far east the western ores could come at the Alleghe 
Mountains. Now, if you take off this 12 cents duty the freight 
rate with the 12 per cent off will stop the iron ore at the Alle 


cheny Mountains. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


Chairman, will the 
n 


rentleman yield? 
ield? 


‘ 
g 
yi 


Does the gentlem: 
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Mr. 
utes, 
how 
at the 
the 


UNDERWOOD. I can not yield. 
and I want to finish. You are going to stop it there any- 
The line of demarcation will be there under this bill, 
Allegheny Range, with free ore, just as it is to-day under 
Payne bill with 15 cents on ore. 
sut there is another reason why this ore should be placed 
on the free list, and it is not going to affect the production in 
the gentleman’s district. It is this: We have aan reduced 
the tax on pig iron. The competitive point on pig iron is the 
eastern seaboard, where water transportation brings the foreign 
iron into competition with the domestic iron. There is no dan- | 
ger of competition with the furnaces of the gentleman’s district, 
or of mine, or with the furnaces west of the Allegheny Moun- | 
tains, because the $2.50 freight rate on pig iron shuts out the | 
foreign product. The real point of competition is at the water 
front, and we have reduced the rate on pig iron. We have 
brought them down to a competitive rate, and whether it is 
your constituents or mine, 
United States it is nothing but right that we 
to these blast-iron furnaces on the seaboard, and 
we have cut their rate to a competitive point, we should give 
them an open door so that they might have freer ore for their 
own territory. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. FORDNEY. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 


I have only five min- 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. Chairman, just a word. 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
Yes, 
Did it not come out in the 
Alabama furnaces sold from 15,000 tons to 
iron in Pennsylvania, on the Delaware 
sales extended to New Jersey, Delaware, New England, New 
York City, Brooklyn, northern New Jersey, and Newark? 

Mr. FORDNEY. ‘That is my recollection; but I am not posi- 
tive about the figures. 
UNDERWOOD] now states that because of their 
on 
brought the products of this country 
with foreign competitive products. 

It will be remembered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Unpberwoop]) that Mr. Gary, president of the United States Steel 
Corporation, testified before the Ways and Means Committee 
four years ago. When the question was put to him, “Can you 
produce pig iron and continue to manufacture steel in this coun- 
try under free trade?” his answer was in the affirmative. 
said, “ There are some gentlemen in this room who will bear out 


testimony that the 
20,000 tons of pig 
River, and that their 


lowering the duty 
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r 
| 
| 


representing all the people of the | 
should do justice | 
inasmuch as | 


| committee have made, 


Aprit 


iron ore on the free list and bringing 
iron in this country on a competitive 
there is no question in my mind that, without any ints 
being unfair, you have erred in your judgment ana yo 
thrown all the benefits to be derived to one concer 
United States—the United States Steel Corporation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that at ; 
five minutes the debate on this paragraph and amend) 
be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama 
mous consent that at the end of five minutes the del 
paragraph and amendments shall be considered eo) 
there objection? 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to offer 

Mr. AUSTIN. I desire to offer 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will 
time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect 
part in the debate on this subject. I did not think { 
would want to hear from the stand-stiller who cut the 
pig iron from $4 to $2.50 a ton and made as big a 
because they have only cut 


the manufactur 
basis with the ; 


an amendment. 
an amendment. 
withdraw the requ 


| duty of $2.50, according to the equiv: alent ad valoren 


a | 


I did report a bill putting iron ore on the free list 
was the condition? The United States Steel Corpo: 


| tried to get all the iron ore in sight up in Minn: 


| had made their 


contracts with Mr. Hill, which covered 


| holdings and the interests with which he was allied 


But the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 


at a rate for the iron ore that was progressive and wo 
increased the price from year to year if it had not be« 
fered with, so that perhaps it would have satisfied my 
from Tennessee [Mr. Austin] on the iron ore there 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] on the iron ore vy 
State. I thought that if we put iron ore on the free 


| would help break up that little arrangement. 


pig iron and putting iron ore upon the free list they have | 
on a competitive basis | 


He | 
; cents a ton, 


iny statement that by putting iron ore, pig iron, and steel on the | 


free list you will drive out of existence the independent steel 
manufacturers in this country. Why? Because the United 
States Steel Corporation, 
steel produced in this country, can live under free trad: 
the independents must go out of business.” 
the Ways and Means Committee asked why that was. He asked, 
“Is your machinery more modern or more efficient? Have you 
greater experts in the manufacture of steel than have the inde- 
pendents?” Mr. Gary replied that the independent manufac- 


turers of steel in this country purchased their pig iron from the | 


United States Steel Corporation, and that there was no other 


ton on that pig iron when selling it to the independent manu- 
fact 
their pig iron would be a profit to the Steel Corporation and 
the independents would be compelled to go out of business. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] corrects me when | 


I say that Mr. Schwab testified that the Bethlehem Steel Co. 
owned all the iron mines in Cuba. He states that practically 


urers, and that if worst came to worst that $2 per ton on | 


that produces 44 per cent of all the | 
when | 
The chairman of | 





all the iron mines in Cuba were owned by them, as stated by | 


Mr. Schwab. I accept the correction, but it is my recollection | 
that Mr. Schwab said that the Bethlehem Steel Co., or he and 
Mr. Carnegie, owned all the iron mines in Cuba that had been 
discovered that were valuable, and that the iron ore produced 
in Cuba was much superior to the iron ore produced in this 
country in one certain respect—for the manufacture of open- 
hearth steel. To the iron ore mined in this country a certain 
amount of nickel must be added in the steel, but the ore from 
Cuba contains a sufficient amount of nickel, so that it is un- 
necessary that in the production of open-hearth steel made from 
Cuban ore any nickel be added. 

But there is another disadvantage to the Cuban ore—that it 
contains a greater amount of moisture than the ore of the 
United States—but Mr. Schwab said he thought that in the 
near future some method of extracting that moisture econom- 
ically would be discovered, and that in the near future Cuban 
ore would be much more valuable to the manufacturer of iron 
than the ore of this country. Therefore, gentlemen, in placing 


| 
| 


Although I have never made any progress, accord 
ideas of some gentlemen, I did more to break up that : 
on the part of the United States Steel Co. than ap) 
where in this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
New York that since 
celed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was just about to say 
eanceled; and why? 


1 


T want to suggest to the 
that time the Hill 


fel) 
leases have 
that they 
Because of free iron ore, or ir 
which is pretty nearly free. They | 
the leases; they had to get out of it. They did 
monopoly of sending the iron ore east of the Allegh 
tains. It so happened that most of the independent 
turers of iron and steel were east of the Allegheni 
some of them were large concerns some were small, : 
were making nearly 60 per cent of the production. 

I acknowledge freely that I wanted to encourag 
least I did not want to turn or keep back the whole | 
the hands of the United States Steel Co. and i 
people at their mercy. I made what iavestigation I 
became satisfied that free iron ore would not hurt 


| mines in the United States except possibly those in 
pig iron produced in this country for them to purchase, and that | 
the United States Steel Corporation made a profit of $2 per | 


of New York. I examined into that question pretty 
because these were large interests, employing a go 
people and turning out a good deal of ore. I became 

that they could stand free iron ore without injury 

business, largely because they had to have other ore to 
with theirs in order to manufacture pig iron, and the « 

they could get it from was the western mines, or « 

Cuba or Nova Scotia. 

The gentleman from Michigan misunderstood my re! 
minutes ago. I told him that while Charles M. Sc! 
that he had an option or agreement, or had purchased 
quantity of ore in Cuba, that he did not claim that he ! 
of it. It was then undeveloped, and he frankly stated ' 
thought it was going to be a success. He did speak of m 
but thought he could overcome that. Nobody that has 
contact with Mr. Schwab, who seems to make a very f 
ment, and I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania W 
with me—I say nobody will deny that he has an engus 
sonality, and he certainly knows as much about the 
steel industry as any man I ever met. 

Mr. PALMER. He has engaged me in an interesting 
several times. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman frou 
has expired. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in the 


of accuracy that the United States Steel Corporation n°! ota 
does not control all the iron ore in this country, but it does 


control anything like one-half of the known deposits of iron 


ot). 


Oo! 


t 
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In the entire history of the business it never 
one-half. 


further 


| 
| 
j 
| 


that of ir 


to Say the only known deposits on 
n be imported into this country are controlled by the 
Steel Co. and the companies controlled by Charles 

,at Bethlehem. Four years ago the tariff on iron ore | 
1, as has been stated, from 40 cents a ton tol15centsa 
tated that that meant simply taking 25 cents a ton out 

easury of the United States and making a present of it | 
M. Schwab and the Pennsylvania Steel Co., and that 
yas the effect. In six months after the Lill was passed 

ivanced 50 cents a ton in price. You can readily see | 


ect of it was to take 25 cents from the United States 
l ike a } to Charles M. Schwab and the 
el Co., for they were the only people that im- 
into the country. 


ing the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennes- 


i mi resent 
st ( 
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|} courage t 


; Company 
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which ; 
the ore 
= pr 

takes a 
of money 
while the 
methods 


' 
and, 


Ose 


‘ 
Lo 


new proc 
trausy 
de 


and 


of riation 
' 
! 


1e velopmer 


i 
you 
and discourag 
ependent competitors o 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. FESS rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
on this paragraph and 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed 


portation wi 


¢ 


1 


; 


Mr. 
all 


‘ 


) 
LO, 





you, and I think I know something about this busi- 
you take the duty off iron ore, now 12 cents a ton 
it will not affect the price of pig iron to the con- 
il not affect the price of anything in the country, but 


effect will be to take 12 cents a ton otherwise paid 
United States Treasury and make a present of it to 
M. Schwab and the Pennsylvania Steel Co. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
IAYES. Yes. 
HUMPHREY of Washington. I was told only yesterday 
Bethlehem Steel Co. was now building and had nearly 
1 a fleet of vessels to run between here and South 
for the purpose of carrying iron ore as soon as the 
Canal was opened. 
Mr. HAYES. That is true. 


\USTIN. And they have bought large holdings in Chile. 


HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I am not sure whether or not 
n mentioned in this discussion, but I want to say 
the Steel Corporation has been favored in another 

in this bill, and that is the taking off the tariff on 


ferous ore. That is the only corporation in this coun- 
mports manganiferous ore, so they have not only an 
in the increase in the rate on ferromanganese, but 
ve the advantage of receiving their manganiferous ore 
ountry free of duty, and they are the only ones that 

t under the present conditions. 
STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there are some 
ected with the production of iron ore in our State of 
[ do not think the Committee on Ways and Means has 
fully informed. The United States Steel Corporation by 
s controls the major portion of the iron ore produced 
* State. Since the Hill leases have been dissolved, and 
Hill and his companies will take charge of their holdings 
ir, they may from their large holdings produce as much 
he total production of the Steel Corporation itself. In addi- 
there are quite a number of mines owned by independents, 
h produce almost as large a proportion as either of those 
dings already mentioned. Further, there have been 
ies of a new and vast range known as the Cayuna Range, 
the Mesabi Range, which promises to be as large a pro- 
s any of those holdings that have yielded so much in the 
the new range and in the Mesabi Range the State of 
ta itself, in its public capacity, owns and controls a 
xe part of the production by its school and public land 
and by its public policy, as declared by its legisla- 
and its governor, the State is doing its best to protect the 
ndent producers and the independent steel companies, to 
t monopoly and any possibility for oppressing any of our 
so that the United States Steel Co. by no means 
control of these products of our State. The independ- 
in the future will have even a better opportunity to obtain 
atever supplies may be necessary there by means of these 
icies and these new discoveries. One fact still further should 
be known by the Committee on Ways and Means. Quite a num- 
ber of times during the past few years, at various large meet- 
ings of the commercial associations and of waterway associa- 
Jons, it has been stated that when the Erie Canal shall be 
inished this iron ore can be landed from Minnesota, Wisconsin. 
and Michigan ranges into Buffalo, there transferred to 1,200-ton 
il barges, and taken thence through the canal and connecting 
raterways to the furnaces along the Atlantic coast almost as 
heal ly as can be done from importation. The advantage that 
He small tariff on this ore would mean right now would be in 
the development of these new and independent ranges in Min- 
hesota, together with the proposed development of the new 
waterway and cheap transportation system from these ranges 
to the Atlantic coast. The problem of the new range in Minne- 
Sota is twofold—first, to separate the ore from the foreign 
matter, which must be done by means of large water supplies, 
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. 
desire to offer. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. C! 
man from Pennsylvania, and 
sent that bate on this paragrap! 
be clos i) minutes 

Mr. 
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Omer, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it about this ore 
Mr. AUSTIN. It is pat 
sideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. 
any gentlemen who want to 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
mittee. I ask unanimo 
15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gent! 
mous consent that debate on thi 
thereto close in 15 minutes. 

Mr. MOORE. Reserving 
or three amendments, and 
divide the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In minutes 
desiring time, each one would have 
drawn my motion, so that each one of the 
5 minutes. 

Mr. MOORE. T ha 
The CHAIRMAN. 


to 
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right 


will be 


the 


it 


to obje« t, 


a question v 
three 
I 


gentleme! 


1D with 


D5 inutes 


ve ion 
Is there obje« tion? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out th: 

Mr. Chairman, I think there has been too much 
and recrimination against men who ris« 
ure as being prejudiced in the interest 
their own districts. I feel a 
houn, who once said that simply 
that favors my own that 
to that principle when applied to a1 r 
that the leader of the majority here upon th 
has exemplified this fact with refere1 
would not charge the gentleman from 
PaLMER] with favoring this particular ine 
duty on manganese because he « fron 
ing United States steel industries. I do not 
is quite fair; and I am objecting to the charge 
or sectional interest if I to speak in the i 
particular commodity which happens to be prod 
district that I shall be open to the imputation 
are colored by my interest in that commodit,. 
This is a larger principle than that. I want 
question here, however, in reference to tl 
cussion. President Wilson said that one of the preb! 
the public was to give equal opportunity rybody 
rivalry of life. The Democratic Party profess 
equalizing opportunities I ind it 
form and their various utterances upon this 
press, and it seems that the Democr 
opposition to the large concentration o 
upon their statements. That 
for our solution to-day. 

This is the question I want to r 
phase of this bill which increases 
per cent favor the United States Steel Corporation as a 
the independent producer? Is not that in direct conflict 
the oft-repeated statement of the Democratie leadership 
Democratic Party and its followin I think it What 
the United States Steel Corporation? It is the largest cor 
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$1,437,000,000, with units numbering up to 200, and with an | 
ownership in the ores of the country, according to the Commis- | 


from 


possessing 


sioner of Corporations, that amounts to 500,000,000 to 
700,000,000 tons in their own title; more than a 
thousand miles of railroads in their own ownership. This cor- 
poration owns more than 100 lake vessels carrying ore upon the 
Lakes. It owns 50,000 acres of the best grade of coal that is 
found to-day in this country. This tremendous corporation has 
an annual capacity of 9,000,000 tons of steel. It can:thus save 
the expense of many of these various items that the independent 
producer must pay for. The independent producer pays for the 
coal because he must seek it in the mine, while the United 
States Steel Corporation owns its mines which supply its needs. 
The independent producer pays for the ore which he does not 
possess, although many producers do own ore mines, while the 
United States Steel Corporation draws its supply from its own 
mines, with a capacity of hundreds of millions of tons. The 
United States Steel Corporation does not feel the high railroad 
rates. because it owns 1,000 miles of railroads. It saves upon 
the rail transportation, also upon the lake transportation, both 
of which are important items in the estimates cf costs. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I will. 

Mr. STANLEY. 
to when he 
facilities? 

Mr. FESS. I would answer the gentleman that I do not mean 
that no independent corporation owns any ore. There are many 
independent corporations that do not own their own ore. I 
have an independent steel manufacturer in my district who does 
not own any ore, and there are hundreds of others. The United 


they own no ore and no transportation 


says 


States Steel Corporation produces 47 per cent, according to the | 
Commissioner of Corporations, of the steel products, which leaves 


53 per cent that is produced by the independent mills. It must 


appear at once how difficult it will be for the small producer to | 


compete with this enormous corporation, with its numerous 
advantages. 

Mr. Chairman, we are informed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. PaLtMeER] that there is no ferromanganese produced 
in this country except that which the United States Steel Cor- 
poration produces for its own use. That being the case, since 
the corporation chooses to produce it rather than import it at 
a rate of $2.50, the rate fixed by the Payne tariff bill, how can 
the small producer afford to pay $8 duty, as proposed by your 
bill? Since the independent mill can not purchase it from the 
United States Steel Corporation, as we are informed the latter 
does not produce it for sale, it will be compelled to pay $8 duty 
if this bill becomes law, while its mighty rival can supply its 
own mills. Is this not a discrimination in favor of the trust? 
What about the equal opportunity in the world of production 
about which we hear so much these days? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time is up. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I de- 
sire to offer an amendment to paragrapk 104, which I under- 
stand we have not passed. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that there is an understanding under which debate is 
to close at the end of 15 minutes and that time is to be divided 
between three gentlemen indicated who desire to be heard. That 
is included in the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is one of those gentlemen. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to offer an amendment at the end of 
paragraph 104, which I understand is still under consideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, Mr. Chairman; I make the point of 
order that the paragraph is passed. The paragraph that we are 
considering is the paragraph that the gentleman from Minne- 
sota offered as an independent section. 

Mr. MOORE. My understanding was clear. 
the situation. My understanding was that 
motion was an amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MitueR] offers an amendment as a new paragraph, No. 1044, 
and that is the pending paragraph, and paragraph 104 has been 
assed. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the time limited on the debate, anyhow? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman ought not to object to the 
offering of an amendment. 

Mr. MOORE. TI have no desire to speak to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER]. Will the gentle- 
man ask unanimous consent to return? 


I was watching 
the gentleman’s 
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What independents does the gentleman refer | 





ne 


A 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there was a misunderstand 
gentleman's part as to the previous paragraph, he cx 
his amendment and let it be voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without 
proceed. 

Mr. MOORE. There is a pending amendment. and 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can send it to t] 
the ¢ hair will put it. The Clerk will report the an 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Page 27, line 12, after the word “remanufactured,” st, 
word “ ferromanganese”; and at the end of line 16, same 


out the period and insert a semicolon; and insert 
Ferromanganese, $2.50 per ton.” 


Mr. MOORE. 


objection, the gent 


i 


al t 
aiso ti 


Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I offer my amendment? 

Mr. MOORE. The line was so tightly drawn in the ¢ 
over ferromanganese between those of us on this 
House who believe this ad valorem rate to be excess 
the interests of the great United States Steel Corpo: 
the other side of the House, which seems to believe t}; 
acting in the interests of the consumers of the land. { 
for a vote on the amendment, which squarely states the 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendme) 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 60 

So the amendment was rejected. 7 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendme 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, page 27, strike out “8 per cent ad valorem” 

$2.50 per ton.” 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offer 
poses to retain the present duty on pig iron—$2.50 per to 

I understand the new duty on pig iron, it will place a duty o! 
cents to $1.25 per ton on it, the amount depending upo! 
market value. The estimate of the Committee on Ways a) 
Means on importations of pig iron the first year under this ) 
is $1,500,000, and the importations under the present !aw 
year were $384,000, making a total increase in the im] 

of pig iron made abroad of $1,115,000 per annum under ¢! ew 
bill. I believe the weight of testimony before the Ways and 
Means Cemmittee at the hearings developed the fact 1) 
amount or cost of labor in the production of a ton of | 
was 80 per cent. Eighty per cent of the amount wo 

the wages involved in the increased importations w 
$892,000 per annum, or during four years under the oper: 
of the Underwood bill the amount of wages would b 
000.43. In other words, we are going to take from the \ 
earners of this country who are engaged in the manuf 

pig iron $3,578,000, and give that money to the wage 

in the iron furnaces of England, Germany, Scot! 
China, They are making pig iron in China from $7 to §s | 
ton. The transportation charges across the Pacific Ov 
$2.50 per ton. 

We heard a speech on the floor of the House from thi 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Stsson] in reference to the 
Japanese question in the State of California. We voted ¢ 
the last session of Congress for the restriction of undesira! 
foreign immigration, and came within 6 or 8 votes of « [tw 
thirds vote of passing the measure over the unwise \ 
President Taft. The argument was that we should prot 
American wage earner from the importation of cheap fo! 
labor into this country. We proposed by the adoption of t! 
rate on pig iron not to protect the American wage 
in iron furnaces, but to transfer employment from our iron ore 
mines and our big independent iron furnaces in Alabama, en: 
nessee, and in the North, and give that work to their compe! 
tors in foreign lands. Now, I stated, in the discussion of (1 
metal schedule a year ago, that since the importation of [' 
iron from China under the reduction of the tariff duty on | 
iron the Birmingham furnaces had virtually been driven o' 
the Pacific coast market. The gentleman from Alabama 
UNDERWOOD] said: 

I will say to my friend, Mr. AUSTIN, that they never did—na 
that the Birmingham mills never did sell any pig iron on the Pa 
coast. 

nd 


Now, I know that the gentleman from Alabama did not inten’ 
to make a misstatement. He evidently forgot the facts, beca ~ 
I holdin my hand a letter from the vice president of (i 
Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co., of Birmingham, Ala., in which 


€ thi 


Mr. 


nar 
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states that even under the present law they sold 11,880 tons | States Steel Corporation makes 2,000,000 less tons of pig iron 


hea 
a the Pacific coast, and that under the operations of the Ding- | than tons of steel, although it takes 11 tons of pig iron to make 
ley bill they sold 25,000 tons there. 10 tons of steel. 
‘Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow me, it costs The Lackawanna Steel Co., the Bethlehem Steel Co., the 
them $10.50 a ton. If that is so, I never heard of it; it is | Cambria Steel Co—all these great steel companies in the East 
exceptional case. It costs $10.50 to carry a ton from Bir- | own their own ships and boats, and they own their own deposits 
mingham to the Pacific coast. It costs the English manu-| of ore. In Birmingham, Ala., they not only work foreign labor, 
fi rer $5. but they work slave labor. They work convicts in the mines 
Now, if they can pay a differential freight rate of $5.50 from | that is, of the Steel Corporation. 
Birmingham to the Pacific coast, in the Lord’s name, what Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. There is no 
do they want with a tariff rate to protect them on the Atlantic | convict labor worked at any furnaces or ore mines. 
seaboard ? Mr. STANLEY. They work them in the coal mines. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Here is a letter from the vice president of the Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is some convict labor worked in 
Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co., showing that they did sell on | some of the coal mines, but I think practically now all those 


ihe Pacific coast. On the completion of the Panama Canal I | coal mines are independent mines. 
say Birmingham and Tennessee will be able to ship pig iron to Mr. STANLEY. I will say for the independent companies in 
the Pacific coast at less than $10 per ton—perhaps $2.50 per | Birmingham that they do not do that, but I have it from the 
{ and will be able successfully to meet the Chinese and Eng- | sworn testimony of men who know that until very recently the 
g iron, provided we can retain the present duty on pig iron. | Steel Corporation sent runners out to the police courts to get 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee | boys that were arrested for playing cards on pub mvey 
] xpired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | ances or taking a drink of whisky or some other misdemeanor 
( ed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER]. to get the fellows who were confined in the jails and from the 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. police courts to put them in these mines. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is on agreeing to the Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman 
dment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
MILLER]. Mr. BARTLETT. I think the gentleman's memory with 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. reference to the testimony before the committee mixed with 
» CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. what somebody said they would testify to, because I er 
The Clerk read as follows: examined the witnesses before the committee with reference 
to the particular matter referred to in Birmingham, and the 


irs, and more advanced than pig iron, except castings; muck | Witnesses did not bear out the statements that had been made 
to the chairman before they came before that committee. 


> 


n 


All iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than 
be 


r iron, square iron, rolled or hammered, round iron, in coils or 


Yr ‘ We . >, . ‘ area i snanctaliv erut 
1 this Sethe © per eunt ad valenaae oe See eee Mr. STANLEY. I will put statements in the Recorp made by 
Mr. Harrison, of the Sage Foundation. 

Mr. STANLEY, Mr. Chairman, this provision, with refer- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
ence to the effort to increase the tax on slabs, structural forms, | has expired. 7 
| pig iron, is utterly indefensible. Mr. STANLEY. I ask unanimous consent for one minute 
In the first place, there is no menace from Chinese or Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman a minute 

Japanese pig iron. The furnaces that are now erected in from my time. r 

China are, the largest of them, under the supervision of an| Mr, STANLEY. I do not wish to do anybody an injustice. 
American engineer, the greatest engineer on the globe to-day, | what I wish to state is that this idea that there is American 
Julian Kennedy, who appeared here as a Republican and was | jgpor in the coal mines or in the iron mines or about the blast 
f long time in charge of the works of the Carnegie Steel Co. | furnaces of the Steel Corporation, whether in Birmingham, in 
He stated that from his actual knowledge it costs as much to} pittsburgh, or anywhere else, is all moonshine. ‘There is no 
produce a ton of pig iron in China as it costs in the United | american labor there except the skilled labor. 


States, and he had made pig iron in both countries, Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not desire to contradict the gen- 
It is universally conceded that a ton of pig iron can be made | tleman, but I must do justice to my own constituency. I do 
Birmingham, Ala., $4 cheaper than anywhere else in the| not know where the gentleman got his information, but it is ab- 


United States, and Judge Gary and Charlie Schwab and the | solutely unwarranted by facts. There never has been any con- 


Whole outfit of them admit that we can produce pig iron in} yict labor in any blast furnaces in Alabama. 
the United States cheaper than anywhere else on the habitable Mr. STANLEY. If I used the words “blast furnaces,” it 
globe. was an error. I referred to the coal mines. 

There is an equal amount of nonsense in this hue and cry Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘There never was any convict labor e 


about producing pig iron with American labor. There is no ployed in the iron mines. There was a time when the Tennes- 
more American labor used in’ the production of pig iron in| see Coal & Iron Co., now a subsidiary company of the United 
Pittsburgh than is used in Hongkong. I know, too, that the | States Steel Corporation, did work convicts in its coal mines. 
pig iron made in India and the pig iron made in China is made | I am not sure, but I am under the impression that it does not 
under the supervision of American overseers and American] do so now. There are some independent coal operators who 
skilled workmen, and the pig iron made in the United States is | do work convicts in their mines 

made under the supervision of Americans, making identically Mr. BARTLETT. Permit me to say that the testimony from 
the same labor as when made abroad. Over 50 per cent of | the Steel Corporation before the committee was that they had 





the men employed in the blast furnaces in Pittsburgh can not | abandoned that, or at least that that contract had expired 

speak the English language. Eighty per cent are foreign born. Mr. UNDERWOOD. It had. Now, as to the gentleman's 
t one-tenth of the unskilled labor used in the manufacture of | reference to their gathering men from the police courts, I want 

pig iron to-day in Pittsburgh and at Gary but what are either | to say that he is mistaken in that, because that class of con- 


foreign born or of alien parentage. Sixty per cent and over of victs are not worked in the mines. The class of convicts who 
the miners at the Mesabi Range, digging this ore, are foreign | are worked in the mines are State convicts. 


born, and nine-tenths of them do not stay in this country more| Mr, STANLEY. The difference is this: The State convicts 
than 10 years, according to the reports of your Commissioner of | are worked in the mines by the State. Convicts from the jails, 
Labor. convicted of misdemeanors, are worked by the corporation 


It is a question of foreign labor both here and there, either | itself. It has its own jail and its own guardians over them. 
way. The work about the pig-iron furnaces is simple but | This statement is made - 
onerous. Those men are worked from 12 to 20 hours a day and Mr. UNDERWOOD. What corporation is the gentleman 
seven days in the week. That labor is the poorest-paid skilled | talking about? 
labor to-day in the United States, and the Dago and the Mr. STANLEY. The Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., now the 
Montenegrin and the Bohunk and the Syrian have long since | United States Steel Corporation. 
not only driven out the American laborer but driven out the Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 
German and the Scandinavian and the Welshman and the Mr. STANLEY. This statement is made by Mr. Harrison, of 
Englishman. the Sage Foundation. 

The only profit that is made by the so-called independents Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield any further time, be- 
or by the United States Steel Corporation from the manufacture | cause I want to use it. I am satisfied the gentleman thinks he 
of pig iron is made by the men who own the furnaces and the | is correctly informed, but I know he is not, and I think he is 
men who manipulate the bonds. doing my people an injustice. 

X ou talk about the independents having to buy their ore. I voted to put iron on the free list. I have cut the products 
Where are any independents making pig iron? The United | of this schedule without opposition, and it comes out of my 


L-—452 

































































‘ 


but I can not stand here and allow a statement 

I do not mean to charge that it was made inten- 

he gentleman—which is a slander of the constitu- 

represent, because the condition described by the 
; not exist. 

» than that, although there may be a very low class 

labor that work in some districts of the North, I 

, so far as my district is concerned, a great deal of 

American labor coming out of the hills and moun- 

bama, and the white labor in that district is largely 

rihern Europe. The Italians we have in our country 

work in the mines and factories. We have Italians, but 

not engaged either in the furnaces or mines to any 

tent. The miners we do have there of foreign birth 

‘ ( l old § h and Welsh miners that came to Ala- 

bama after the great strike in Pennsylvania 30 years ago. So 

that, although I speak for no other part of the country, I do 

speak for my district. I do not know from whom the gentle- 

man from Kentucky got his information, but I do say that, as 

to the district I represent, the facts that he has detailed are 

not tr 

Mr. 


up ol oLe 


ue 


MILLER. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky 
rANLEY], as he always does, gave us an interesting word 
but, as usual, conspicuous as a monumental example 
acy of statement. 
tirman, words idly uttered, even upon the floor of this 
ay be taken outside with a degree of seriousness by 
) are not acquainted with the habitual methods of the 
I can not for one pass in silence and let the statement 
the gentleman has made go by unanswered. When he says that 
nine-tenths of the 25,000 miners in my county, whom I represent, 
do not stay in the United States for a period of five years, he 
states absolutely that which is not true, however much he may 
think it is true. 

Mr. Chairman, the miners in Minnesota, most of them, are 
old in experience; most of them have been there a great many 
years, or elsewhere in the United States, and the big majority 
of them either are citizens or are in the process of becoming 
citizens of the United States. [Applause.] They are drawing 
from $2.35 to $3.50 per day. They are building themselves 
homes; they are buying themselves farms; and they are sending 
their children to the best-provided schools on God’s earth. These 
boys and girls are growing up to love the American flag. 
They are growing up to become citizens of the highest char- 
and standing, and any father and mother who will give to 
their children these advantages, and keep them in these advan- 
tages, are not entitled to the description the gentleman from 
Kentucky has given them. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Kentucky says we have them work from 
12 to 20 hours a day. Mr. Chairman, I marvel whence came to 
him that phantasmagoric dream of a disordered fancy. They 
work 8 hours a day, and there are three shifts a day. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I stated that in the blast fur- 
naces the employees work 12 hours a day. I quoted the record. 
The gentleman is not contradicting me, he is contradicting the 
Commissioner of Labor in a written report. 

Mr. MILLER. I am not contradicting anything the gentleman 
said about blast furnaces, because I do not know anything 
about them. I am contradicting what he said about the laborers 
in the mines which he classed with all those, and it is that 
ridiculous looseness of statement that I think ought not to go 
unchallenged, 

Now, one word in regard to the iron-ore situation, which 
seems to trouble many gentlemen. I have heard it stated on the 
floor of the House time and time again, and more often by the 
gentleman from Kentucky than by anyone else, that the United 
States Steel Corporation controls the fron-ore deposits in the 
United States. They never did; they do to-day less than they 
ever did before. I suppose they control more iron ore in the 
State of Minnesota than any other part of the country, because 
there is more iron ore there. Their headquarters are there, 
their greatest mines are there, because there is found the world’s 
greatest iron-producing region, 

Mr. Chairman, the Minnesota State tax board has made ex- 
tended investigation. Their last report shows that the United 
States Steel Corporation now in operation of known deposits 
does not now contro] over 50 per cent of the ore in my State. 
Prior to the relinquishment of the so-called Hill lease a year 
or so ago the Steel Corporation controlled about 63 per cent 
of the ore in my State. When we also consider the great 
area recently discovered, known as the Cuyuna Range, one 
that promises to become one of the greatest iron ranges in 
the whole world, and in which the Steel Corporation does not 
control a ton of ore—when we consider this range, which the 
tax commission did not, the percentage of fron controlled 
by the Steel Corporation becomes very much less than 60 
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per cent. In the entire Lake Superior district, co) 

Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, the Steel Corporat 

trols only about 51.6 per cent. When we examine the gi 
Nation-wide, we find that the Steel Corporation cont; 

than 50 per cent of the developed or proven deposits: 

future years witness the proving and development of ot! 
posits within the United States, the per cent controlled | 
great corporation will be more and more reduced. 

It is ridiculous to say that any one concern does « 
fron-ore deposits or has them corralled. 

I was interested in the remarks of the gentleman f; 
York [Mr. Payne], whom we all love and admire \ 
when he said that he felt he had played a conspicuo) 
divorcing the great northern ore deposits from the United 
Steel Corporation. I dislike very much indeed to take f 
any of the sentimental feeling he may have in that res; 
I desire to say that a power greater than the gentle: 
New York brought about that dissolution. The omnipo 
that fashioned the universe made that lease absolutely 
sible of fulfillment. The discovery of large ore depo 
viously unknown created a condition in the ore mark 
that even the Steel Corporation could not carry out th 
of its Hill lease. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move th 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto close. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro fo: 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

106. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck c} 
columns and posts or parts or sections of columns and p 
bulb beams, sashes, frames, and building forms, together wi 
structural shapes of iron or sieel, whether plain, puncied, or { 
use, or whether assembled or manufactured, 12 per cent ad 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out t 
word. Mr. Chairman, it is all very well for the genth 
Minnesota [Mr. MILLER], without facts or figures or : 

lance of information except his bald and impudent asseri 
question the veracity and the accuracy of a gentiem 
this floor in a most offensive manner. He is making a | 
exhibition, not of my looseness of statement but of hi 
lamentable ignorance. I have the facts here, which he w 
question. I have the report of the tax commissioner of 
nesota, and he says the Steel Corporation owns the great 
of all Minnesota ore. I have a statement of the men whi 
the ore as to what portion they have of it. The minutes 
Steel Corporation show, Judge Gary himself states— 

We certainly have everything on the Vermilion. We bought 
thing on Mesabt that {s good, that is best, that is first cla 
haps one exception, which we could not get. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Gayley reports that they 
per cent of all the best of the old-range ore. In 1901, ‘ 
declared it was the purpose of the Steel Corporation to 
pound of the remaining 10 per cent of Bessemer ore on | 
ranges and all that was left on the Mesabi. Herbert 
Smith, your own commissioner of corporations, states: 


Authoritative data submitted to the Senate Finance Commit 
1909 by a prominent iron manufacturer, with the Steel Corpo! 
consent, showed that the corporation itself then reckoned on 
1,625,000,000 tons of lake ore, of which 1,258,000,000 tons wa 
current commercial standard. On this basis, therefore, the St 
poration would have bad over 75 per cent of the total con 
available ore in the entire Lake Superior region. 

. * ~ = * > 

In 1907 the holdings of the Steel Corporation in Minnesota 
State includes the Mesabi and Vermilion ranges, according to a 
fully prepared schedule of the Minnesota tax commission, amou 
about 918,000,000 tons, or 76 per cent of the total ore deposits of the 


Now, that is according to the State tax commissioner, \ 
commissioner is quoted by Herbert Knox Smith. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STANLEY. I can not now. By 1909 the corporati 
made further inroads into the slender supply of ores st 
maining in this region. Herbert Knox Smith, your Co! 
sioner of Corporations, reports: 


In this connection it — be noted that the secretary of the } 
sota tax commission, in a letter to the Commissioner of Corpora 
dated May 12, 1909, said: “‘ They (the United States Steel Corpora 
now control at least 80 per cent of the present known tonnage } 
State.” 

And in the face of such figures as that the gentleman gets 
here with his pitiable declaration about my inaccuracy ot 
statement. The gentleman does not contradict my stateme ts 
he contradicts the authoritative record. The gentleman Gove 
not advertise my lack of information, but he makes 2 ea 
exhibition of his own ignorance and of a decent appreciation 0% 


his lack of any sort of information on this subject. 


The time of the gentleman from M 


of 











1915. 











anceled its biggest lease, and that the iron-ore lands in- | 
volved in that lease are no longer in the control of that cor- 
poration. Now, I only say it from memory, Mr. Chairman, 
| use I have not had a chance to examine the facts lately, 
but I am quite sure—and I am speaking only as one of the com- 
Inittee that investigated the United States Steel Corporation— 
that last summer I came to the conclusion that this Steel Cor- 
poration owns or controls between 50 and 55 per cent of the 
Li ke Superior ore lands. I can not tell just at the present 
instant the figures on which I based that conclusion a year ago, 
but I shall look them up. At all events, as a result of the 
cancellation of the Hill ore lease, the whole situation has been 
changed since the figures were prepared which have just been 
read by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 


se 


ured control of the transportation lines, namely, the ore ves- 
sels that transport the ore from Mesabi Range tothe mills? Is it 





| 
; Have 
you information as to whether or not the Steel Corporation has | 
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We. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move at the | not a fact that they are in a position to collect a reb from 
15 minutes that debate on this paragraph close, those who own and produce that ore? 
tARDNER. I would like about half a minute. Mr. GARDNER. Well, the best of my recollection is that 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that | the Steel Corporation controls two railroads which trauspor 
m this paragraph and all amendments thereto close at | the iron ore from the Minnesota ranges down to Lake Superior 
1 of 15 minutes. The railroads are the Duluth, Missabe & Northern and the 
rhe question was taken, and the motion was agr ed to. Duluth & Iron Range. 
‘ir MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised that the Mr. MILLER. is true they control those two th 
n from Kentucky [Mr. STaniey] should have further | are four roads now hauling ore from the ran, 

; ned the House by some archaic figures, some back- Mr. GARDNER. Let me answer from 1 re n I 

- observations, and a full measure of rlietorical vitupera- | am trying to answer the’ gentlen ft | {Mr 
( rhe gentleman quotes from the Steel Corporation, under BucnHaANAN]. I think, at all events, in a la part of th 
d 1901. Iron ore was not discovered on the Mesabi Range | territory, as I remember it, the Steel Corporation had 

i892, just 9 years before, and not 20 per cent of the | oly of the transportation to the lake. The gent 
i development had then occurred. What was true then | Minnesota in front of me says that the monopoly ex only 
i more true now than that America is undiscovered, as it | with regard to ores of the Vermilion Range. The V« 
was the youth of Columbus. [Applause on the Republican | is the second most important range. 
S I rather gathered the impression that it was to the corp 

Vr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield? tion’s advantage to have the railroads charge as high rates 

MILLER. Keep still; I will not yield te the gentleman, | possible. Obviously payments made by the Steel: Corporation 
as he would not yield to me. | On account of freight pass from one pocket into anot! ina 

Mr. STANLEY. I quoted from 1909. |} much as the corporation owns the ra ids. On the oth 

Mr. MILLER. I will come to 1909 in just a minute. So} hand, excessive payments by competitors swell the corpora 

) for the Steel Corporation’s figures in 1901. I will say | tion’s profits, at the same time handicapping its e etit 

the gentleman that since that date the available iron ores | Although I felt that there was great exaggeration in the state 

i nesota have multiplied sixfold and within a few years | ments with regard to these excessive payments, nevertheless, | 

hey will multiply very many more times as we discover | came to the conclusion that the corporation ought not to be 

ey ds. permitted to own those railroads. I am inelined to doubt 
fhen he comes down a little bit further, and I am astounded | whether it is a sufficient remedy to empower the Interstate Com 

i he is able to get within four years of the present. Good | merce Commission to control rates on those ore roads Now 

God, he has not been within 100 years of the nineteenth cen- | with regard to the lake transportation—as I remember it, ther 

iury since he began his investigation of the United States | is free competition on the Lakes. 

St Corporation. His committee sat for three months and Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. If the gentleman will pern 

k testimony that told to the world things we had known | I just read an article in the newspapers where there had bes 
in Minnesota for 10 years, and nothing else except a lot of | a combination of all the lake-shipping interests, and the Stee! 
things nobody ever knew before and do not know now. Trust was really in control of the whole matter. 

Mr. Chairman, with a prodigious effort he got within four Mr. GARDNER. I am simply speaking of the conditions 
years of to-day, and he did get a report of the tax commis- | they were when the investigating committee sat. My impr 
sion; but if he had industry equal to his capacity to speak, he | sion at the time was that there was free competition on the 
would get the figures now, and would find that since 1909 an | Lakes, but that the Steel Corporation had an advantage; per 

tirely new range has been opened, greater, perhaps, than | haps they were entitled to it and perhaps they were not. It 
either of the others, and in which the Steel Corporation does | was largely due to the remarkable foresight displayed 

own-one ton and does not control one ton of iron ore; and | Managers or their predecessors in securing advantageo te 

e will come down to this point, he wiil also find that the | minal facilities. In the matter of lake terminals, to the bes 
s Corporation has given up its Hill lease and thereby lost a | of my recollection, the United States Steel Corporation | 

r of its holdings; and having done that, he will find that | conspicuous advantage. 

I told the truth. [Applause on the Republican side.] I invite For instance, from Conneaut, on Lake Erie, to 1 surgh 
i gentleman from rhetoric to facts. I invite the gentleman | the corporation owns a railread called the Besse & Lake 
f vituperation to honest and careful consideration of the | Erie, or the Pittsburgh, Bessemer & Lake Erie—I vays for 
truth that the House and the country may know the facts. | get which railroad is the holding company. Oby y the 
[A ause on the Republican side. ] | higher the freight rate charged the better it is for e Steel 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. ‘Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with | Corporation. On its own freight its payments pass it of on 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] in his characteri- | pocket into the other pocket. 

Z 1 of the statements of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. In the case of its competitors the situation is quite ot "Wh 
STANLEY]. The only question in my mind is whether the gentle- | I did not take the point of view of some gentleme that tl 
! from Minnesota is not wasting his time in undertaking | opportunity was flagrantly and outrag sly ) | Neve 
lueate him, but I will add one more correction for the! theless, I doubt whether the Steel Corporation ’ { 
benefit of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STantey]. He | allowed to own the Pittsburgh, Bessemer & Lake I I 
d that the independent manufacturers were not able to| The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro f u 
make pig iron, and that they bought it from the Steel Trust. | ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read 
Ile was not within 14,000,000 tons of being correct in that state The Clerk read as follows: 
The independents manufacture 44 per cent of the pig 108. Iron or steel anchors or parts thereof; forgings of 
produced in this country. pe of no Se a — = mot machin d, t ! o ‘ 

And now I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | forging firocess, not specially provided for in this. roan 
GARDNER]. ad valorem; antifriction balls, ball bearings, ud 1 f 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I am of the opinion that the | "en or steel or other metal, finished or un : nt ad 
most recent figures read by the gentleman from Kentucky took —— . i 
no account of the fact that the United States Steel Corporation Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an enament 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report th m liment 


amen 


rpos 


The reason for it is that we found on further 


| investigation that of the amount of production of ball bearings 
| and antifriction ball bearings in this country the imports under 
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larger proportion of the domestic pro- 
posed. The old rate is 45 per cent, 
itective, because about 75 per cent of the 
rted into this country—75 per cent 
I speak roughly; I can not give vou 
hat we raised the rate from 25 per cei to 

z that it s already highly competitive. 
ON. Does not the gentleman think it remark- 
| not have this all-important information when 


on 


, J 


r bill 


the 
prepared, 


think 
war 


situation is somewhat 
and I will say that 
I at the time this bill was written than 
rs ago or a year and a half ago, of course, 

ive been working upon these matters ever since. 
Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the gentleman 
that he has raised the rate 


t n 


[Mr. PALMER] 
arings from 25 per cent, as proposed a year ago, 

» present rate is 45 per cent. 

» rate from 25 per cent, as contained in the 
nt is intended as a protection meas- 
he rate were fixed at 25 per cent, all 
i imported. With a 35 per cent 
ted that there will be practically no increase of 
in price in this country. The addi- 
5 to 85 per cent is intended to protect the industries 

try. IL hope it will be a successful protection, and 
that it is protective I congratulate my distin- 

ft Pennsylvania and welcome him, to that ex- 
tion r {Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Well, if the gentleman from Lllinois will 


- Oo per Ce 
md simple. If 


bearings could be 


and no change 


nie 
LLKS 


[ANN. Certainly—— 

‘ALMER. He will understand that in an article where 
is now competitive, so that perhaps three-quarters of 
int of the American product comes through the custom- 

ult of an increase from 25 per cent to 35 per cent 

be an increase in the revenue which the Government 

MANN tut there is no pretense that there will be any 
increase in the revenue by this measure, from this paragraph. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Unless the gentleman again repudiates the figure 
submitted by his committee. 

Mr. PALMER. Thirty-five per cent is more than 25 per cent. 
The gentleman knows that, or ought to know it. 

Mr. MANN, The duty collected on these articles under the 
present law in 1912 was $679,000. The gentleman estimates 
i t under this bill there will be collected $560,000. It is cer- 
tainly t a8 a revenue measure that the gentleman proposes 
to decrease the amount of collections. This duty is raised as a 
protection measure. Whether it will be successful or not I do 
not undertake to say. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Parmer]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

All fron or steel sheets, plates, or strips, 
scroll iron or when galvanized or coated with zinc, spelter, or 
other metals, or any alloy of those metals; sheets or plates composed of 
fron, steel, copper, nickel, or other metal with layers of other metal or 
metals imposed thereon by forging, hammering, rolling, or welding; 
sheets of iron or steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever 
name designated, including such as have been pickled or cleaned by 
acid, or by any other material or process, or which are cold rolled, 
smoothed only, not polished, and such as are cold hammered, blued, 
brightened, tempered, or polished by any process to such perfected sur- 
face finish or polish better than the grade of cold rolled, smoothed only ; 
and sheets or plates of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with 
tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them 
is a component part, by the dipping or any other process, and com- 
mercially known as tin plates, terne plates, and taggers tin, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 29, line 16, after the word “valorem,” strike out the period ] 
insert the following: 

“Tin plates, coated with metal, and metal sheets decorated in colors 
or coated with nickel or other metais, by dipping, printing, stenciling, or 
other process, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend- 
ment can be stated very briefly. This is the tin-plate paragraph. 
There is no provision in the law for tin plate covered with other 
metal, and under the law as written any such plates would 
come in under the basket clause in this bill at 25 per cent. We 
think they should bear the same rate when covered with metal 
as steel sheets bear when covered with tin, and consequently we 
insert them here, where they logically belong. 


111. and all hoop, band, or 


steel, 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, no man has had my.) 
tunity to know very much about this schedule. Thero } 
been sufficient time for any man to examine it ear fi 
this paragraph seems to me entirely and wholly inexe1 
puts a number of products, made by different proce 
ferent stages of manufacture, all at the same ad ya} 

In many instances that ad valorem rate is in excess 
labor cost, and I am inclined to think in excess of 
converting cost involved in bringing the article to th 
manufacture covered by this paragraph. 

Under the Payne law the articles in this paragraph 
ered by specific duties covering the conversion ce 
instances much higher than the conversion cost. ij 
conforming in most particulars to the conversion ens 
in making the article. The 20 per cent duty provid 
bill is, in many instances, as I have said, several tin 
cost involved in bringing the article to the stage of ) 
covered by the paragraph. In many instances 5 | 
be amply sufficient to cover the difference in cost 
tion at home and abroad. The gentleman from Py 
{Mr. PALMER] will more nearly conform to the pled 
party for downward revision if he follows the 
pursued in the Payne law and reduces some of th 
vided in this paragraph instead of increasing the 
application of a flat rate of 20 per cent ad valorem 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amend: 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmerr}, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 1 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PaLtmMer] a question th 
should have propounded under the one hundred 
paragraph of the bill. I understand the design is to 
ton ties free, whilst other hoops of iron or steel a1 
to an ad valorem duty of 12 per cent. Now, I am 
the same phraseology has been used in this paragrap) 
cotton ties on the free list, as formerly was used in ot 
bills where cotton ties were put in with other hoops 
of steel subjected to a duty. I desire to ask the ; 
from Pennsylvania if he is satisfied that there is ; 
distinction made in describing the cotton ties in 
hundred and fourteenth section of the free list, or if | 
not think that there are a great many strips of stee 
not designed for cotton ties that might be imported 
one hundred and ninth section? 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to my collengue that the 
of section 514 was drafted after a conference with « 
the Treasury Department, and we believe it is clear 
cover simply cotton ties and baling ties. 

Mr. HULINGS. How is it with the one hundred 
section—hoops and bands of steel and iron? 

Mr. PALMER. Section 109 provides for band fron 
“not otherwise provided for in this section,’ which 1 
far as that paragraph is concerned, “not provided for 
graph 514,” which is also a part of the same section 
graph 109. So under the bill as it now 
would come in under 514 free, and all band, hoop, or s 
under 109 at 12 per cent. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
that that makes the distinction, very well. 

Mr. PALMER. I am satisfied that it makes it as cl 
language can make it. We intended to put cotton 
free list in paragraph 514, and it is so written. In 
of the cotton producer and the persons who buy cotton 
the opinion of the manufacturers of hoop and band 
will put cotton ties on the free list. The only q 
whether in doing it something else which looks like cot! 
may go on the free list. But I call the gentleman’s ati 
to the fact that section 514 requires something to have 
done to the hoop or band steel to indicate the purpose for 
it is going to be used, and that process will be a suflicie 
cation to allow only such ties to come in. 

I recognize that there is some difficulty about it. 


stands ¢ 


ti 
the 


Th 


| be trouble about it, but in accordance with our purpose to 


baling ties on the free list, it being impossible to make | 
definite, we believe that we have got as near to our | 
as we can. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 
have a communication from the Sharon Hoop Steel Co., a 
independent concern in my district making these articles, 
they suggest that under the phraseology used in section 
which is the same as heretofore used in describing ties as bh 
or bands when they were all subject to duty, that they be 
that the division of cotton ties in that paragraph 514 shou dl 
as stated in this letter, which was directed to the chairm: 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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April 21, 1913. 
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under con 


SHARON 
Sharon 

at 

Dow 


uld res; fully di 


I w f vd 
the Underws 


l your 
n the free list of 


vod bill 











his paragraph reads: ee 

band iron or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or wholly 
nufactured into hoops or ties, coated not coated with 
y other preparation, with or without buckles or fastening 
xtton or any other commedity ; 
lerstood, when appearing before your committee, this was 
admit cotton t only to this « nt tre of duty \s Ul 
is worded it will be impossible for even an expert in the 

to prevent the free importation of hoops and ot 

unless the phraseology is cha 1. 

No. 111 of Schedule C of the bill provides for a duty on 
sands or seroll iron or steel ef 12 per cent ad valorem, and 
agraphs are n sarily confiictin 
correct in my understanding that it is the purpose of the 
to admit cotton ties free, but to give to hoops and bands t 
f duty as to other like steel commodities for revenue pur 
there is no doubt but that the phraseology of paragraph 

8 uld be changed. As a cotton tie is a strip of steel 15/16 

h wide by 20 gauge, coated with cotton varnish, put up in 

45 each, each bundle having 30 buckles, I would earnestly 

1 wording more correctly describing cotton ties be given, and 

to ma the description broad enough to leave no question 

ties, regardless of s¢ slight variation from the standard 

 f length. being mitted free, would ask, if possible, 
be changed to read as follows 

steel narrow than 14 inches and lighter than 15 

n th, paint lor ted, with or without | kles 

any other com: and to be used as baling 
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SITAR Hoor Co., Hi bing village........ 2; 16 i4 
, President. McK vill a ‘ 1 | 15 21 
. M Mour I wr } 
e are the suggestions of a gentleman who is in that busi \ fountain Town “7 . 
fears that in the importation there will be a great M I § 2 ! 
trips that look like cotton ties and fall within the parta vii 5 : 
eology, but which may be imported under paragraph 514 Virgiz - 120 
they ought to fall under another paragraph carrying a 
duty of 12 per cent. lutt 77 : 8 
STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I seldom quote figures from 
Ol Gentlemen who have furnished us with many broad i 
s have quoted no figures, and have shown no authority 
I am so well acquainted with the data in this case L 
[ can quote it accurately from memory. I wish to put in Po ar 
Recorp certain statements from the report of Commis — , a 
Neill, whom a Democratic President wished to keep in 
I on account of his ability and conservatism. Vermilion ! f | 
ou understand, about SO per cent of the ores on the Breit , esi | op} 19% 
Mie Range prior to giving up the Hill leases were controlled ate AEP an nim TEE 911 
Steel Corporation. The company which mined the ores i ItY.. 0200 184 ) 
wn as the Oliver Iron Mining Co. Of the total in the | Mea?!} 1] «2 “ 
1907 of 12,018 employees, only S79 were native born. Biwabik Towr p 11! rm 
of foreign birth being 84.4 per cent of the total number Biwabik \ 287 ‘4 
. 7 7 ] ¢ (K f 
oyees. Almost one-half foreign born, 49.3 per cent, had a a er 4a} 197 , - 
: . - @ . OLN Vilage. ....-- 45 , i > 
led in the United States over two years. I will put in | t t 1,145 676 
‘ i J geaceesee } l 1,145 | 
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. © 997 aaa “yn Hibbir ° | 30) 1,1 23 
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I tion of the chief range communities in 1895, 1900, and 1905: Dt } ‘ai, ica 
l lation in the chief mining communities of St. Louis County, Minn., - : 
1895, 1900, and 1905. No statisties as to nationality I 
{from the Fifth Decennial Census of Minnesota, 1905, p. 42.] companies, but the Oliver Iron Minir Co 
- — - -— ~ : - |} own employees at different times, tl it 
1905 Length of re sidence in the United States 
} | the Oliver Iron Mining Cc Vay 1, 
| [Data supplied by the Olive 
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Length of residence 


the 


in 


the United States of foreign-born employees of 
Oliver 


lron Mining Co., etc.—Continued. 


Number living in the United States— 


hace or people. 


6 
years. 


4 5 
years. | years. 


Italian 

Italian (north)... 
Italian (south). . 
Japane a 
Korean 
Lithuanian 
Macedonian. 


Magyar... eiiciba 4 c 3 j l 
Montenegrin. . is 3f 2 
Posh. ....- 2 | 3 : ‘ 
Roumanian. ’ 
Russian... : < 

Rutheniar he | aint 
Scandinavian......... 26 23 | 


24 
30 | 
54 | 





Scotch 
Serv 





venian. 
Syrian 
T yrolese . 
Not rey 


} 


ort 





Total. . =I 


1,879 | 
| | 


1, 856 


Number living in the United States 





Race or people. foreign 
8 9 


years. | years. | not re- 


years. 
_- ported. 


, 
10 
years. 


Arabian... 
Austrian 

Bohemian 

Bosnian 

sulgarian. 
Croatian.... 
Czech 

Dalmatian 
Dutch..... 
English..... 
Finnish.... 
Flemish... 
French... 
French-Canadian 
German 

Greek . 

Hebrew. 

Hervat 

SP. wcsséneeeaseh 
Indian. . | 
Trish... 

Ttalian. . 

Italian (north) 
Italian (south) 
Japanese. . 
Korean.... ° 
Lithuanian......... 
Macedonian. 
Magyar 
Montenegrin 

Polish... 
Roumanian . 
Russian. 
En asannsecnsant 
Scandinavian 
Scotch. 

Se oteh-Irish . 








and Montenegrins; 


Hollanders ; 


French ar 


Finnish includes Russians; 


wegians, Swedes, and Danes. 


Nationality 


1 of the 
various ranges of the 


employees 
Lake 


[Data supplied by 


Locality. 


Mesabi Range: 
Hibbing district. 


Mountain Iron district 
Eveleth (Fayal) district 
Eveleth (Adams) district 


Biwabik district. . 
district... 


Canisteo 


Vermilion Range.... 
Marquette Range. 
Menominee Range 
Gogebic Range... 
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1d German 


of the Oliver 
Superior region 


the Oliver Iron 


American. 


Num- 
ber. 


628 


217 


Ps 


NR etinas ditaastnime ietatied 


Locality. 


includes 
and Scandin 


Tron 


July 1, 
Mining 


|} Num- 


ber. 





} 


APR 


selvia 
iVvian 


Austrian 


Per 
cent 


| Italian. 


Num- 
ber. 





Mesabi Range: 
Hibbing district 


Mountain Iron district 


Eveleth ( Fayal) 


district 


Eveleth (Adams) district 


Biwabik district... 


Canisteo district 


Vermilion Range 
Marquette Range 
Menominee Range 
Gogebic Range 


En os occu e es ehanes on 


Locality. 


Mesabi Range: 
Hibbing district 


Mountain Iron district 
Eveleth ( Fayal) district 


Eveleth (A 
Biwabik district 
Canisteo district 


Ve OR hd, cen ccddscesee. cscs 


Marquette Range 
Menominee Range 
Gogebic Range 


Grand total 


dams) district 


15.8 

14.9 

6.8 
770 
100 
415 
81 
405 


9.9 
18.0 
30.0 

6.9 
26.0 


| 
Seandinavian.|Miscella 


Num- | Per 


cent. 


566 | 

47 
142 
362 


8.4 
10.3 
| 30.7 


1,321 10.6 


1,771 | 14.2 


t 
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| 
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378 | 
79 | 
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f 
0 


799 

21 
108 
201 


162 | 10 
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1M by 
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Nationality of the employees of the Oliver Iron Mining ( 
various ranges of the Lake Superior region June 1, 1909, by 


(Data ‘Supplied by the Oliver Iron Mining Ce.) 


Welsh... 
Not re ‘ported. 


Total 





10, 139 








1,205 | 33 | 
Pree 
of this company in 1907 only 1,879 were 
of foreign birth being 84.4 per cent of the total 
Almost half of the foreign born, 49.3 per cent, 
resided in the United States over two years. The races show- 
se proportion who had resided in this country 10 years and 
were: The Irish, with 87.7 per cent; Scotch, 77.4 per cent; Eng- 
74.4 per cent; Scandinavian, 48.4 per cent; and German, 23.7 per 
cent. Those with a small proportion were: Bulgarians, with less than 
one-half of 1 per cent; Austrians and Croatians, with only 3.8 per 
cent; Italians, 8.9 per cent; Finns, 10.3 per cent; and Slavs, 11 per 
cent. Of all the foreign-born employees but 13.1 per cent had resided 
in the United States 10 years and over. The principal races with a 
residence of less than a year were the Montenegrins, with 34.3 per cent; 
Austrians, 16.6 per cent; Croatians, 14.9 per cent; Slavs, 13.6 per 
cent; and Slovaks, 12.8 per cent. Of all the foreign- born employees 
2.4 per cent had resided in the United States less than one year. 
In the following tabulation, which was furnished by the Oliver Iron 
Mining Co., American includes Canadians, English, Irish, and Scotch ; 
Austrian includes, among others, Bulgarians, Bohemians, Hungarians, 


Of the 12,018 employees 
native born, those 
number employed. 
had not 
ing a larg 
over 
lish, 
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Per 
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Mesabi Range: 
Hibbing district 


Chisholm district 


Mountain Iron district 
Eveleth (Fayal) district 
Eveleth (Adams) district 


Biwabik district 
Canisteo district 


Vermilion Range 
Marquette Range 
Menominee Range 
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pany had 12,478 employees on July 1, 1908. The 


Ss per cent of this number. Li 
with 31.9 per cent. On \ 
ees were Austrians 
1, 1909, this company 2s 
were Americans, S2.0 per ce! Austri 
Those nationalities that showed an 
1909 compared with 1908 were Aus ns, Fin 
i Those that decreased were Americans, Fr 


jinavians. 
ind per cent of foreign-born employees of the Olin 
Co. who speak English, May 1, 


led by the Oliver Iron Mi 
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Number and per cent of foreign-born employees, etc.—Continued. 


Married. | 


Race or people. "| Single. | Total. 
Per 


cent. 


Num- 
ber. 





Bulgarian . ; ; 
a S00 esdecccceseccoeossesosesenses 
Czec} 


64. 
58. 
40. 
74. 
50. 
58. 
39. 
33. 
63. 
95. 
58. 
66. 
33. ¢ 


Con oe 


Dutch 
Englist 
Finnish.... 
Flemis! 
French 
¥renct 
German 
Cireek ee 
Hebrew..... 
Hervat 
Hungar 
Indian 
frish 
Italian 
Italian 
Italian, 
Japan 
Korean 
Lithu 

Mac 
Magyar 


Polish 
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Mr. 
that? 
Mr. 


MILLER. Will the gentleman give the figures showing 


STANLEY. 

Mr. MILLER. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. STANLEY. From Commissioner Neill’s report of 1907 
and 1908. Here is a report of 1908 giving the total of—— 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I 
was present a few moments ago when the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee {[Mr. AusTIN] was suppressed for not speaking to the 
subject matter before this House. I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman from Kentucky is not speaking to the sub- 
ject matter before the House. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut if he will withhold that until the gentleman from 
Kentucky—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of order that the gentleman from Kentucky is not 
addressing himself to the amendment before the House. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
permit me to correct a statement that has been made. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this ought to 
be fair. The gentleman from Tennessee was suppressed, and 
he was put into a position that needed to be explained, and 
there ought to be some limit to these gentlemen who are old 
Members of the House. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
that I will put into the Recorp a statement showing 10,139 em- 
ployees—Arabian, Austrian, Bohemian, Bosnian, Bulgarian, 
Croatian, Czech, Dalmatian, Dutch, English, Finnish, Flemish, 
French—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut makes 
the point of order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STANLEY. I am talking about iron ore—Japanese, 
Korean, Macedonian, Magyar, Montenegrin, Polish, Roumanian, 
and Russian, giving the numbers—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. I 
have no objection to the gentleman talking, as far as I am con- 
cerned, but iron ore is not the subject under discussion at this 
time. 

Mr. STANLEY. 
ter. ] 

Mr. MANN. In violation of the rules of the House the gen- 
tleman has concluded. 


I will. 


I bave concluded, Mr. Chairman. [Laugh- 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
DEN] is recognized. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I submit there is no ; 
ment pending. 

Mr. MADDEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, that amendment was I 

Mr. PALMER. But debate on it has been exhausted. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then I move to strike out the last tw, 
Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a good deal of con! 
here as to what constitutes an American citizen, whet}, 
body has a right to work in any employment in this 
except a man who is born on American soil. There see; 
an attempt made to discredit men who have been bo; 
where else than in America. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
order. 

Mr. DONOVAN. 
to the 

The 

Mr. 


The gentleman from Illinois [M; 


his I 


The gentleman from Illinois is not 
subject before the House. [Laughter.] 
CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained 
MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I was endeavoring | 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STaNLey]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the 
tained the point of order made by the gentleman fr 
necticut to the remarks of the gentleman from Kent 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky t 
however. 

Mr. MADDEN. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point o/ 

Mr, MADDEN. Then the Chair does not care to li 
ments upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
on that proposition. 
order. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentlem: 
of order is not well taken, for the reason that in a d 
of the question of this tariff bill or of any section or a: 
graph of the bill it seems to me we have a right to e 
every phase of the question so that we may be enable! 
intelligently upon it when we are called upon to vote. | 
to me that labor is one of the essential elements in 
sideration of the question of the tariff, and that the « 
of whether a man is an American citizen or whether ly 
right to live here if he is not one is one of the questior 
considered. It does not make any difference whethe: 
was born in England, Ireland, Scotland, or Wales, he « 
have a right to live wherever he may be, and ouglit 
the right to work wherever he can find employment. li 
a time not many years ago, during the history of my sho: 
rience, when the men who did the mining, the work 
being done in these mines, preparing the ore for the mil 
from England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales. 

The time came when the children of these men att: 
publie schools of the United States and assimilated \ 
American people, became identified with American inst 
became lovers of the American flag. They went fr 
lowly employments in other walks of life. They 
doctors, and merchants, and lawyers, and bankers, and 
facturers—— 

SEVERAL MemBers. And Congressmen. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular « 

Mr. MADDEN. They became active instruments 
development of the institutions of the Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky « 
the regular order. 

Mr. MADDEN. I am discussing this point of ord 
Chairman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWERS. The Chair has ruled on the point of 0 

Mr. MADDEN. No; the Chair allowed the gentle! 
discuss the point of order, and that is what I am discus 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the disposition of the Chai 
urally, as the gentleman knows, is to give every man it 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not often take up the time of the i! 

The CHAIRMAN. But where there is a demand 
enforcement of the rule, of course the Chair must ento! 
rule, and the gentleman from Illinois knows the rule. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do, and, Mr. Chairman, I am fr) 
discuss the point of order as best I can. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of ord: 

Mr. MADDEN. I hope the committee will indulge mc 
discussion of this question. I hope the gentleman who made 
point of order will withdraw it, because I think this 
important phase of this question and I hope I may be 
mitted to proceed. 


I desire to discuss the point of or 


The Chair is pretty clear in his ov 
The gentleman from Illinois will } 
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ir. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the gentleman be 
d to continue his remarks in the Recorp. 
MADDEN. I do not care to do that; I do not do that. 
CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 
MADDEN. I will get an opportunity to object to some 
+s which gentlemen may want to do one of these days and 
i do it. Now, I ask unanimous consent that I may be 


ed to proceed. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
consent that he may be allowed to proceed. 
GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, I object. I hope the gentle- 
will avail himself of the opportunity——— 

MADDEN. No one else has been objected to in this 


inner. 
PALMER. 
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} What did he come from that he has any special rights? 


S25 


do this work. Who is the American? What is the American? 
liow 
many men would be here to-day sitting on these seats if their 
fathers and mothers and grandfathers and grandmothers had 
not come from across the Where did these men who 
are talking about Americans come from? What kind of 
meat do they eat that makes them so great? I want to say to 


the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Srantey] and anybody else 


sea? 


on this floor, that men coming from any part of Europe who are 
| willing to work should be welcome to our shores. I have noth- 
ing to say of any man—— 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Do you include the Chinese? 
Mr. MADDEN. I do not include the orientals, but I mean 


from any place in Europe, in all the Caucasfan race, whether 
he is a south Italian or north Italian, an Irishman, an Hnglis! 

man, a Scotchman, a Swede, a German, an Austrian, a Hun 
garian, or whatever he may be. And I want to say to you, Mr. 
Chairman, and to you, gentlemen of this committee, that it is a 
slander upon the human race to say that because a man comes 


| from some other country and can not speak the Euglish lan- 


| wealth to push forward the great 


M Mr. Chairman, I would not like to object to 
the gentleman continuing, but the gentleman from Alabama, 
in charge of the bill, has declared it his purpose—— 
Mr. MADDEN. I only want five minutes. 
\lr. PALMER. The gentleman has spoken more than five 
tes, has declined that the five-minute rule be extended, and 
s absence I do not think the gentleman from Illinois ought 
: any further time. 
Mr. MADDEN. Iam not going to ask any further favors—— 
Mr. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, I have objected. 
‘ir. MADDEN. I only want the same indulgence that has | 
een accorded the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STaNnLey]. 
Mr. GUDGER. I hope the other side will object to Mr. 


STANLEY or anybody else if they try to speak again. 
Mr. MADDEN. All right; it will take more time, and if you 


re going to object we will show you how to object. 


ir. GUDGER. Then we will bring in a rule. 

Mr. MADDEN. Bring in your rule; go ahead, bring it in 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

Mr. PALMER, Does the gentleman from Illinois want five 


Mr. MANN. I am going to ask that my colleague have five 
minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. I submit that the colleague of the gentleman 

in Illinois has been discussing the question now for five min- 
more and I think we ought to proceed. 

Mr. MANN. I am trying to proceed. The request was made 
to cl debate in five minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I will join the gentleman’s request. 

Unanimous consent is asked that debate 


Ss 


utes or 


rhe CHAIRMAN, 
‘in five minutes, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN ] 
to be recognized for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pauuse.}| The Chair hears none. 
Mr. PALMER. That is, debate on this paragraph and all 
dments thereto. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. On this paragraph and all amendments 


tl Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. MADDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was saying when I 
was interrupted [laughter] that the time came when the sons of 
the men who came from the north of Europe left the lowly 


ciiployments and went into other employments of life. 

Then the Germans came on to the scene, and they took the 
places of these men who came from England, Ireland, Scotland, 

d Wales. They did this kind of work. They were not Ameri- 
can citizens when they came, but their children grew, and they 
went to our schools and became American citizens; and in the 
process of evolution they left this kind of employment and be- 
came factors in the development of the great industrial insti- 
tutions of this country, and they are potential factors in the 
life of the Nation to-day 
lollowing them, the Swedes came, and the process of evolution 
Went on exactly the same. Their children are doctors, and 
lawyers, and merehants, and bankers, and fill every other walk 
of life, and are doing the things that make for the best good 
of the people of this great Nation. Following them came tfie 
Poles, and the same process of evolution went on with them. 
‘heir sons and their daughters are influential factors in the 
life of this Nation. They are among the best American citizens. 
And following them were the men from the north of Italy, and 
the same thing went on with them, and their boys and girls 
stew into manhood and womanhood. They are American citi- 
zens, and they love our flag and our institutions and are as 
patriotic as any other of our citizens. [Applause.] Following 
them came the Austrians, and the same process of evolution 


went on with them, and their boys and girls are now men and 
women, are now American citizens, living under the protection 
of the American flag and ready to fight for the flag whenever 
They are the men we have heard traduced as men 
Some men must 


need be. 
who work in the lowly walks of life to-day. 





guage he is unworthy of consideration as a workman in the 
mines, in the fields, on the farm, and in the factories of the 
United States, where we need brain and brawn to create the 
industrial development ; 
[Loud applause. | 

Without objection, the pro forma amend 


ol 
which we are all so proud. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

112. Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms and slabs, die blocks or 
| blanks, billets and bars, and tapered or beveled bars; mill shafting, 
pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes, not advanced in value or cond! 


| tion by any process or operation subsequent to the process of stamping; 


hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars; all de- 


scriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded steel castings, 
sheets, and plates, if made by the Bessemer, Siemens-Martin, open- 
hearth, or similar processes, not containing alloys, such as nickel. ehro 
mium, tungsten or wolfram, molybdenum, titanium, iridium, uranium, 
| tantalum, boron, and similar alloys, and steel not specially provided for 
| in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem; steel ingots, cogged ingots 
blooms and slabs, die blocks or blanks; billets and bars and tapered or 
beveled bars ; pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes not advanced in value 
|or condition by any process or operation subsequent to the process of 
| stamping ; hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not in bars ; 
| alloys used as substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools; all 
| descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded castings 
| sheets, and plates; rolled wire rods in colls or bars not smaller than 
| No. 6 wire gauge, and steel not specially provided for in this section, 
| all the foregoing when made by the crucible, electric, or cementation 
| process, either with or without alloys, and finished by rolling, hammer 
ing, or otherwise, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
{an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 29, line 19, after the word “ shafting,”’ strike out 
| comma and insert a semicolon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


and among our best American citizens. | 


ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Also 


amendment. 


Page 29, line 24, after the word “ plates,’ strike out the comma and 
insert “ ; all the foregoing.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I also offer a further amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 30, line 1, after the word “ nickel,” insert the words ‘ It, 


vanadium.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendnx 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
further amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 30, line 3, strike out the words 
vided for in this section.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following ame! 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 


a 


“and steel not speci 


pro 


agreeing to the amend 


id 
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read as follows: 


17, after the 
by whatever 
vanadium, 
m, ut 


word herwise,” insert the words 

process made containing alloys such as 
chromium, tungsten, wolfram, molybdenum, 
nium, tantalum, boron, and similar al ‘e 


ioys. 


MANN. Mr. Chairman, what 
according to the bill? 
Mr. PALMER, Under the present law? 
Mr. MANN. Under the present law and a 
as it stood before. 

Mr. PALMER, I will say this to the gentlem: 
tion: We have made an 
‘ucible steels, giving them a 
the Be 
Mr. 
there? 


le 
Ml’, 


rates do those now bear, 


to the bill 


in in explana- 
w classification in this paragraph for 
rate of 5 per cent higher than 
‘mer or open-hearth steels, 
ANDERSON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
PALMER. Just a moment. Under the present law the 
equivalent ad valorem rates are about 22 per cent on all the 
products covered by this paragraph. However, the crucible 
steel products are such a small proportion of the total of im- 
that the 22 per cent is not a fair statement of the real 
equivalent ad valorem on the crucible steels, which is very much 
Therefore, in writing this paragraph we have reduced 
and open-hearth steel covered by the 
22 per cent to 10 per cent, and on the 


22 per cent—it is 


Doris 


higher. 
the rate Bessemer 
paragraph from about 
crucible steels from something higher than 
impossible to say just what—to 15 per cent. 

Now ect-of the amendments which I have just offered 
is simply to make certain that purpose of making this differ- 
in classification between open-hearth Bessemer steels on 
the one band and crucible steels or alloy steels on the other. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER, I yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it not a fact that on most of the articles 
mentioned in this paragraph the duty has been increased over 
the bill of last year from 10 to 15 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, no. The bill of 
paragraph at 10 per cent 

Mr. ANDERSON. It now carries it at 15 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. Not at ail. The bill carries the Bessemer or 
open-hearth or ordinary process steel at 10 per cent, the same as 
last year, and those are the preponderating imports and manu- 
factures of steel, as any gentleman who has given the matter 
investigation will show you, while the crucible steels, of which 
100,000 tons are produced in the United States per an- 
nui, are reduced to 15 per cent. 

Mr. ANDERSON. But they are increased in the bill of a 


on 


the ef 


ence 


earried this 


lot 
last 


year 


avout 


s are higher than in the bill 
f a year ago, but the gentleman said we were increasing all 
the articles covered in this paragraph. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I said most of them. 

Mr. PALMER. That is a mistake. The crucible steels are a 
very small proportion of the articles covered by this paragraph. 

Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. Chairman, I to the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
ANDERSON] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. ANDERSON, The paragraph just read and the one that 
follows afford additional evidence of the eleventh-hour con- 
version of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] to 
protective ideas. The gentleman himself admits that some pro- 
portion at least of the articles named in the paragraph just 
reid have been increased from 10 to 15 per cent. On paragraph 
113, which follows, the duty has been increased to 20 per cent. 
On articles mentioned in paragraph 114, grit, shot, and so 
forth, the duty has been increased from 20 per cent in the 
Underwood bill of the last Congress to 80 per cent in the 
pending bill. I am not complaining about the conversion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PaALMeEr]. My regrets are 
dire to the fact that his conversion, tending toward the 
protective tariff, has not included the agricultural schedule. I 
had hoped that it might extend to some of the products raised 
in the great Northwest. My regret is that the gentleman seems 
to have greater consideration for the Steel Trust and the steel 
industry than he has for the agricultural interests of the great 
Northwest. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. PatMer]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 


Mr. PALMER. The crucible steel 


move strike out 


Minnesota [Mr. 


ted 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 30, line 17, by inserting after the words ‘ 

semicolon and the following: “ Provided, That nor 

in specified shall be admitted to the United States 

wn to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the T; 

ign labor employed in the production or manuf 
have been paid wages equal to wages paid for similar 
United States.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I make 
against that amendment that it is not 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyl\ 

a point of order against the amendment of his col) 
Moore}. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is in 
form from the one upon which the Chair ruled yesterd 
is made pertinent to the paragraph iiself. I think it is « 
in order, and I would like to discuss it for a moment 
Chair cares to have me do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gent) 
point of order. 

Mr. MOORE. The paragraph fixes tariff rates wy 
ingots, cogged ingots, Llooms, and slabs, and so forth 
products of iron and steel, with a view to protecting thi 
facture in the United States; or, rather, with a view to 
revenue for the Government of the United States. 1% 
ment which I have offered proposes to put a limi 
the kind of commodities that may come into the U; 
as provided in the paragraph. I assume it is within 
ince of the House to say that if the wages paid for th: 
facture of iron and steel products in the United States ar 
or three times as high as the wages paid for similar 
foreign countries that goods shall not be admitted in con 
with the labor of the United States, if the foreign w 
were less. 

The purpose of this amendment is so to define the 1 
Secretary of the Navy, for instance, who gives inst: 
direction of Congress to :n American manufacturer o! 
steel that he must limit the hours of labor to eight, n 
same token, be permitted to say to a foreign manufa: 
is competing with the American laborer that the wag 
the product which it is proposed to put into the 
United States or any other commodity of the United S 
conform to the American wage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman concluded? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled yesterday aft 
proposition very similar to this. Whether 
place in the bill where this might be in order, the ¢ 
undertake to say at this time; but the Chair hold 
germane to this paragraph and sustains the point of « 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

115. Rivet, ’, fence, nail, and other iron 
whether round, oval, or square, or in any other shape, a: 
to 6 inches in width ready to be drawn or rolled into w 
going in coils or otherwise, including wire rods and ir 
cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hammered, or polished in any 
tion to the ordinary prgcens of hot rolling or hammerii 
ad valorem: Provided, That all round iron or steel rods 
No. 6 wire gauge shalf be classed and dutiable as wire. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendme 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Peunsyl\ 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 30, line 25, insert after the word “ wire”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendn 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


116. Round tron or steel wire; 
metal, except gold or silver, covered with cotton, , or other 
corset clasps, corset steels, dress steels, and ail flat wires an 
sips not thicker than No. 15 wire gauge and not exceedir 
width, whether in long or short lengths, in coils or 
whether rolled or drawn through dies or rolls, or othe 
telegraph, telephone, and other wires and cables composed 
rubber, or of metal, rubber, and other materials; iron 
coatéd by dipping, galvanizing, or similar process with air 
other metal; all other wire not specially provided for in thi 
and articles manufactured wholly or in chief vaiue of any wir 
provided for in this section; all the foregoing, 20 per cent ad v 
wire heddles and healds, 25 per cent ad valorem; wire rope, 
eent ad valorem. 


Mr. TREADWAY., 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts 


the 


sermal 


Y int 
point 
( 


or not 


screv 


the words ‘ 


wire composed iron 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an : 


TrREAPDWAY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will re] 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 31, line 22, after the words “ad valorem,” at the end 
graph 116, insert the following: “Fourdrinier wires and bronze, 
or copper wire cloth, partly or wholly manufactured, 45 per ¢ 
valorem.” 
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TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, yesterday we heard a Any reduction at this time will be detrimental to the inte 


{|Mr. LIARrrt- 
bout this tariff bill not being prepared in behalf of the | 
interests of the country. 
amendment 


lenl said Dy gentleman 


I wish to submit 


s known as Fourdrinier wire or wire cloth used in paper 
I was waited on last week by representatives 


American Weavers’ Protective Association. 


_and they ask that the present rate of duty on wire prod- 
retained, in order that they may maintain their families 
omes in this country and not be obliged to submit to the 
ry and competition of England and France in their line of | 
high-grade class of working people. 
e letters here showing the way in which they stand with | 
They have not asked in 
They are receiving on an average about $4 
r day 25 per week, in comparison with the same class of 
rk in England at $10 to $12 per week and in Germany at $6 
It is impossible for the rates of wages which 
we now being paid to continue at any less duty than now ap- 
ars under the basket clause in this schedule. 
ask that the rate be restored on this wire-cloth manufacture, 
these man may continue to receive employment at home. 
GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 
would like to ask him why they pay so much more in England 
han they do in Germany? 
Mr. TREADWAY. 


They are 


employers. ears for any in- 


se of wage. 


Consequently 


Will the gentleman yield? 


I can not yield; I have only five minutes. 
‘he wage in this country, as I have stated, is $25 per week and 
Germany for the same class of work the employees receive | 
Now, at an average price of 
ire foot, which 60-mesh wire costs, the laboring man has 
50 to GO per cent, and as the fineness of the wire increases a 
‘ proportion goes to the man at the loom. 
te of duty foreign competitors can undersell our manufac- 
; in the home market. 

Yesterday there was adopted in the Massachusetts Legisla- | 
ture resolutions to this honorable body, not because the Demo- 

governor sent a special message to the legislature upon 
subject of the tariff, but because just such industries as the 
ne to which I now refer and hundreds of others in our State 
idoption of this bill will mean to 
Massachusetts 
believes in the spirit of protection—protection to the laboring 
and it is on that account that they memorialize this 


per week. cents per | 


At the present 





realize what the effect of the 


ie working and women 


I desire, Mr. Chairman, if I may, to submit an extract from 
these resolutions, and I also desire to submit a brief that was 
submitted to the Ways and Means Committee by the American 
Wire Weavers’ Protective Association, and also a 
one of the manufacturers, in which he speaks of the standard of 
We ask, therefore, that the same rate of duty 
which applies to this line of goods be retained in the present 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 
The matters referred to are as follows: 
MASSACHUSETTS 
IZES CONGRESS AT 


letter from 


these employees. 


LEGISLATURE 
REQUEST OF GOV. 


MEMORIAL- 


Boston, April 29. 
In accordance with a request of Gov. Foss expressed in a special mes- 
both branches of the legislature to-day adopted a resolution memo- 
resolution declares: 
rhat the policy of opening the markets of the United States to the 
stricted competition of the 
sident in his message and the pending bill, which is a long step 
ward the complete establishment of that policy, appears to the legis- 
to be in direct contravention of the wishes of the voters of the 
ed States, and especially of this Commonwealth, as expressed in the 


ing Congress. 


advocated 


is urged that any tariff legislation should be based upon the pro- 
principle, that a tariff commission of disinterested experts be re- 
ished, and that reasonable opportunity be given those interested to | 
ecard before final action is taken. 


EXECUTIVE 
WEAVERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION, 

New York City, N. Y., January 7, 1913. 
S AND MEANS COMMITTER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
We beg to file this statement with your honorable body 
he name of the iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kinds of 
weavers of the 
nderstanding it to be the intention of the incoming Congress to 
se the tariff schedules, 


SENTLEMEN: 





United States. 


consideration 


Whatever claims our industry may have, if not to an increase, at least 
‘ retention of the present duty. 

We do not think it possible that there can be any reduction in the 

arif! on iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kinds of wire cloth 

your honorable body is made acquainted with the facts of this 

ustry as we know them, 





every wire weaver in this country as well as to the interests « the 
large number of workers in the allied branches of the trade 

While the cost of living has increased, the wages of the wire w 
of America are lower to-day than they have been for 30 years ver, 
in fact, than they have been since the establishment of this industry 


in the United States; as a direct result of the importation of wire 
| Cloth from abroad a reduction of wages amounting to 20 per cent has 


| been made necessary within the past year. 
Even under the present tariff many American wire weavers have been 


thrown out of employment by reason of German manufacturers finding 

| & market for iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kind tf wire 
| cloth in the United States. There has been a considerable increase in 
these importations within the past year, making employment in some 
American factories less certain than formerly. 

The wire weavers in Germany work 60 hours per week. This is 
10 hours per week longer than the American is required to work in 
the same line. There can be no comparison between the wa paid 
to the German wire weavers, a statement of which is herewit 
pended, and those received by the weavers in this country for the 


Same grade and class of work. Even taking into consideration 
possible difference in the cost of living in Germany, as compared wit! 
the United States, the German wire weaver works for a wage so low 
that his standard of living can not approximate to that deemed n¢ 
sary for the American mechanic. 


Under the present tariff, the German wire-cloth manufacturer ts able 
to place his finished product in the American market at a price lowe! 
than his American competitor. We think any reduction in the tariff 
would give the German an unfair advantage. We believe it would 


mean discrimination against American labor, and tend to discourage 
the investment of capital in home enterprise. 

Again, we may cite the condition of the British wire-cloth manu 
facturer. While they have not been of any great injury to the Ameri 
can wire-cloth manufacturer, this possibly being due to the present 
rate of 45 per cent duty, and also to their higher rate of wages paid 
the British weaver over that of their German competitor, yet they, 
too, may become as serious a menace to the American manufacturer 
should a reduction of the tariff take place. We submit, herewith, a 
statement showing the rate of wages paid by the British manufacturer 
as compared with the American manufacturer. 

We know that you will not purposely retard the growth of any 
legitimate interest in our country, but as our product does not seem 
to be specifically classified under the present law it has seemed to us 
necessary to draw it to your attention in this way. We think you 
would be encouraging American labor as well as American eapital in 
this case by protecting us against unfair foreign competition. 

If such encouragement is to be given we urge you, if you do not 
recommend an increase in the duty, to see that the present tariff ts 
maintained. We would not ask that this statement be filed if we 
were not fully convinced that a reduction in the tariff on fron, bronz 
copper and brass, and other kinds of wire cloth, would be detrimental 
to the workers in whose interests we write and tend to interfere with 
the growth of a legitimate American industry. 

We have been given repeated assurances that no reduction fn the 
tariff will be made by Congress if it can be shown that such a change 
will discourage the normal growth of legitimate business enterprises. 

We do not know, of course, that any change is contemplated in the 
ease of iron, bronze, copper and brass, and other kinds of wire cloth. 
If any such change may be contemplated, we beg your honerable com 
mittee to give us an opportunity of acquainting you with whatever 
facts we possess when the schedule is taken up. 

Thanking you in anticipation of a careful perusal of the statements 
herein set forth, we beg to remain, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
AMERICAN WIRE WEAVERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION, 
FE. E. DESMOND, 
Secretary-Treasurer, 27 Woodland Avenue, Woodhaven, N. Y. 
Jospern O’Netn, 31 Brown Avenue, Holyoke, Mass. 
Patrick A, Waters, 20 Bayard Street, Belleville, N. J. 


NATIONAL EXecuTIve BOARD OF TIF 
AMERICAN WIRE WEAVERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION, 
Holyoke, Mass., Aprib 4, 1913. 
Hon, ALLEN T. Treapway, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Referring to your letter to Mr. Fred Childs, which he 
handed to me with request that I reply to the same, I beg to say that 
the brief filed by our committee at the time of hearing by the Ways 
and Means Committee covers the matter, and to which you have access 

Trusting that things will turn out better than we expect, and thank 
ing you for any efforts you may have put forth in our behalf and for 
anything you may do in the future, 

I am, very sincerely, 
ARCHIBALD A. Br! 


Ler, MASS., March 29, 1913. 
Mr. ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar Mr. Treapway: I received your letter of the 15th instant, 
in regard to the tariff, and am sending you herewith some figures 
| and statements. I trust you will do your best for me regarding this 
matter, and appreciate your kindness in sending me the letter 

The wire manufacturers do not mean to be selfish or unjust in asking 
that the duty on our particular product remain, at least, where it is 
without any reduction. At present under the latest tariff ruling, the 
manufacturers of brass-wire cloth are protected by a duty of 45 per 

cent. This may seem like a very large duty, but it Is warranted by t! 

difference in labor conditions We, with other manufacturers, have f red 

very carefully the cost of making the brass-wire cloth that we furnish our 
customers, and at the present price of copper, which is about a normal 
price, find that what we call No. 60 actua ly costs us from 21 cents to 

214 cents per square foot. Our customers use these grades of cloth in 

about four different meshes, No. 60, No. 65, No, 70, ar 80 rhe 

No. 60 furnishes a fair illustration. As stated above, with very careful 

figuring we find that it costs us 21 cents to 214 cents, and is sold to 

our trade in no case over 24 cents, and very frequently sold at 25 cents 
to 234 cents. This cost mentioned above does not figure any rebates for 
nh we ¢ n 





poor service, which is one of the sources of complaint and wh 
not seem to overcome in any way. This alone adds about en 
to 3 per cent to our cost of manufacture. Of our cost, our workmen 
get 50 per cent, or about 10 cents per square foot on the total of 2 
cents to 214 cents. 
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eek, very frequently running up to $35 
lin overtime, simply straight time 


$15 or $16. It is plecework, hence the 


et from $10 to $12 per week, and turn 

ouut as our own men The looms are very 

in Germany, from which we have the strongest 
ra get $6 and $7 per week This enables the 
ie German manufacturers to sell No. 60 wires in 
ents per square foot and pay freight, insurance, and 
To-day the strongest competition is from Germany, 
sending large quantities of their goods to this country. 
en are getting the same wages thut they have for the 
rs Never in all that time have t! ide any demands 
the cost of living has increased For the most 
faithful men, and of a high order of intelligence 


, therefore, on our particular product would 

uit lower wages for them, or the stopping of 

| tion in our line of goods in this country. If the 
f the tariff reduces our income, as it necessarily must, and as 
t expects to tax incomes above a certain amount, it is 


3 tax on incomes from the American manufacturer and 
foreign manufacturer We can not see it in any other 
j ms to be helping the business of the English and German 
turers at the expense of the American manufacturer 
was an enormous profit on our line of work, we might be 
to stand something of a cut, but 8 per cent does not seem to us 
to be an excessive profit, and that 8 per cent is determined very largely 
on whether we get the highest or lowest price mentioned above. The 
manufacturer who makes his goods at a cost of 214 cents and sells them 
at 25 cents is not making 8 per cent It would seem to us, therefore, 
as though we really needed protection. We have taken No. 60 as an 
illustration, but the same truths apply to the other meshes 
Hoping your assistance will prove satisfactory to the trade, I remain, 
Yours, very truly, 
THISTLE Wire WorkKS, 
GEORGE W. ROBERTS. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Trrapway]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the paragraph, that I may ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] a question. I have had submitted 
to me a brief touching the telegraph, the telephone, and other 
wires. Iam in ignorance on the subject of this paragraph, upon 
what is known as telegraph and telephone wire. Will the gen- 
tleman please tell me whether or not a telegraph or telephone 
wire covered with lead is included in this paragraph? 

Mr. PALMER. I would say that it was. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am asking for the gentleman’s best impres- 
sion, bexnuse I know that he is familiar with it. It seems to me 
that it is. I understand that such a wire covered with lead 
will have on it a duty of 20 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The pro forma amendment will be with- 
lrawn, 

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 

ast two words. I would like to inquire why smooth wire 
t on the dutiable list while wire nails and barbed wire is on 
the free list? 

Mr. PALMER. We made the distinction very largely because, 
following the bill of a year and a half ago known as the farmers’ 
free-list bill, we wanted, where we could, to write a tariff bill 
in such a way as would bring the benefits of the reduction close 
home to the people. We know of nothing in the agricultural sec- 
tion of the country that is of more general use than this kind 
of wire and wire fencing and other articles the gentleman names 
which we bave put on the free list, It is in the interest of the 
consuler, 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I understand the gentleman perfectly, 
It is because they put it on the free list a year ago that they 
now wish to put barbed wire and nails on the free list as a bid 
for the farmers’ vote. 

Mr. PALMER. The country has approved of what we did 
in that matter [applause on the Democratic side], and we think 
they will approve of it again. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh, no; the country has not approved 
of that at all. The majority was against you; and the 
farmers are not clamoring for anything of that kind. This is 
simply another instance of the rule which has been applied in a 
number of instances throughout this bill, where you have put 
a duty on the partly finished product and let the completed 
article made from it bear a higher duty. Barbed wire is so 
cheap now that the farmer never thinks anything about it, and 
nails are so cheap that a man can not afford to stop and pick 
up one when he drops it, and both of them have been made so 
by the application of the principle of protection and the pro- 
tective tariff that has been put on these products by the Re- 
publican Party. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, as I understand this bill it puts 
nail reds on the dutiable list, and nails made from nail rods 
on the free list. Am I correct? 

Mr. PALMER. Nails are on the free list. 


Mr. MANN. Nails are on the free list. TI send t 
desk and ask to have read in my time letters fr 
pendent manufacturing concern located in my 
makes tacks, nails, etc., as to the justice of the a 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘ Without objection, the Clerk 

The Clerk read as follows: 


diet 


GRAND Crossinc T 
Grand Crossing, Ill., Ap, 
Hon. James R. MANN, : : 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Mann: The tariff bill as introduced by 
woop on April 7, 1913, which you so kindly sent to ; 
ceived, and I just wish to offer a few comments that may 
or less interest to you ; 

When this bill reaches the House the first move the 
should make as soon as they have the opportunity would | 
its title by calling it a bill to perpetuate the trusts by ir 
great solidity and power to monopolize, and then pass thi 
as it stands, which would give the country an everlasting n 
Democratic stupidity and wise statesmanship. This may; 
castic, but the real facts as they exist in the bill will dem 
it is no idle talk, as it is well illustrated in the iron and st 
and free-list section, 

Ask Mr. Unperwoop or any of his Democratic colleacu 
President himself, who tn all logical reason of all the prod 
country of tacks, cut nails, wire nails, brads, staples, | 
galvanized fence wire and wire fence, is the best able to ¢ 
tition against the world? Is it the ones who have their ir 
mines, steamship and transportation companies, and bla 
which they can smelt the ore, and coal dug from their 
the same raw materia] brought in from other countries 
or is it the hundred or more small producers of t! 
articles, whose raw material is either pig iron and scrap, « 
sheet bars, or wire rods, or plain wire or sheets, who have 
gling for years in competition with the trust a nst the na 
tage the larger concern hag over them in their cheap raw 1 
the cost of converting that raw material to the point wher 
concern goes into the market and buys his raw mate: 
finishes the conversion and finally goes into competition 
sell the finished product to the consumers? There is 
the trust. And now the Government by the 
add another burden to the small concern by y a 
possibilities of profit by putting the above-named finished 
free list, leaving him to the mercy of the competiti of 
addition to his competition with the trust, and takes aw 
chance he might have to survive by leaving his raw 
dutiable list witn a duty of 8 per cent to 15 per cent, 
him of the chance of the world’s free competition in 
articles which are his raw material. 

Surely this bill could be rightfully christened ao bill 
Government in helping the trust to crusb all competition, | 
is what the passage of this bill will do in effect, and t 
out the argument; and if what I have said is not enou; 
figure out what effect the proposed changes on fer: 
ferrosilicon will bear on this subject, as well as the pro; 
on zinc in pigs, known in the market as spelter. From eve: 
I can study the bill from the facts which I know, they al! 
same common end—trust advantage, smai!l manufacturers’ d 

Kindly plead with the dominant party to give us sma!! | 
at least an even chance by taking off the free list par 
649 and give them a duty commensurate with the dut 
articles and ‘the semiraw material out of which these articles 
If this can not be done, then be fair with us by giving us | 
on those semifinished tron and steel articles, which are ou 
rial, by putting on the free list pig iron and scrap, f 
ferrosilicon, found in paragraph 106; ingots, blooms, sla! 
bars, found in paragraph 114; sheets of iron or steel, coi 
skelp, iron or steel, found in paragraph 109; rivet, screw 
and other iron or steel wire rods, round, in coils, found i: 
115, and all of paragraphs 166 and 167. They can not 
just to us small manufacturers who are trying to compcte 
so-called Iron and Steel Trust, who own their own raw 
ground, unless they give us at least one or the other of t! 
sitions. 

I fully realize the conditions as they now exist in W 
he very slim chances that there are of any changes bei: 
proposed tariff bill which is now before the Democrat 
the same time I wish to set the facts forth as the c 
leave it to you to use them in any way that you may s { 
small hopes that possibly something might be done to help 
some way. 

Thanking you for the attention that I know you will give 
subject, I am, 

Yours, very truly, O. N. Hurci 


GRAND CROSSING TACK ( 
Grand Crossing, 1ll., January 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Drar Mr. Mann: I wish to lay before you an argumen 
by Mr. William F. Donovan, president of the Atlas Tack Co 
Mass., in reference to the proposed new tariff bill in referen 
and small cut nails. I have read over this document, and ! 
it my hearty indorsement. He seems to have stated nothing 
and has put them in a very terse manner. 

Of course, we presume it is hardly possible that any arg 
facts that we can bring forth will have any influence upon the ¢ 
party. Be that as it may, however, we believe it is advisab! 
just as vigorous a protest as we possibly can, and we ask you 
everything tn your power to that end. ; 

We sincerely hope that through their errors the business int 
this country will come back to their own again in a very short tin 

Yours, very truly, oe seen 


me Janvary —, 1915 

Ste: At a recent conference of the manufacturers of tacks and *! 
nails relating to the proposed new tariff bill, it was shown that i 
further reduction of the duty on this class of products would resu! 
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¢ ng tariff by the duty ic i ried on other t 1 
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(sec. 165, Schedule C), whi ure given a protection of 14 
r pound, or 52.7 per cent f the labor ost, while the rivet 
hich these rivets are made are pi! 1 only to the extent 
nths cent per pound 
steel wood screws, in section 167, Schedu «4 given a | 
f from 8 cents to 12 cents per | nd on the lengths w 
i to the lengths in wi tacks are made, an average of 10 
pound protection on these sizes of fron and steel wood screws 
s y wire rods from which the screws are made pay a duty of 
three-tenths cent per pound under provisions of ction 133 of 
§ e C, thus giving a protection of $9.67 per 100 pounds to the 
making steel wood screws, or approximately 37 r cent 
pparisons are mad not for the purpose of tr g to show 
‘ er produ ref ed to are iduly protected, it as a basi 
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nection we, of course, can not say: 
passed the House of Repr« at 
H. R. 18642—represents its views, a still further 


tice would be 





the tack-making industry, as that act tacks upon the 
f t, while a duty of 15 per cent ad valore tained upon the 
ial from which tacks are made. 


> 


report issued by the Bureau of Manufactures under 


19, 1912, gives e price of fine sheets In Germany on 















1. 191 3 from $: to $34.51. Allowing the el 1 diff 
{ s of heavier gauge heets gauging from ry to 21, which 
k makinge—wouid make the price for such sheets $29.32 a 
lowest price qnoted in this country, f the last 10 years 
f $31. With tacks upon the free list, the German tack manu 
buying his raw material at a price lower than it has been 
untry under the severest « etition and with labor at 
than one-half the cost in this country, would only have the 
nst him pproximately 10 cents per ibie foot fron 
to New York yr not to exceed $2.75 per ton C. I. F., while | 
an manufacturer will have, in trying to import his raw 
duty of 15 per cent ad valorem—approximately $4.65. the 
i profit, if only 5 per cent f $1.55, the freight and insurance 
of $2.7 making a net handicap of $6.20 per ton, even if it were 
t » for a small tack manufacturer in this country to p himself 


il with tl long-distance material, which could only be done in 
t of importers carrying a stock in this country to et his re 
s. in wi 1 event, of course, the allow: e made for the 
s profit would have to be largely increased, and the fact that 

«ks would be carried in this country is so improbable that it Its | 

th ideration. 

tack manufacturer we 








f cons 








ld therefore have an advantage 
rican manufacturer of $6.20 plus the difference in labor, 
naz the German labor to be 60 per cent of the American 
; yuld give the American tack manufacturer a further handi 
f at least $12 per ton, or a total of $18.20 per t equal to 18 
I n the presence of which he could not continue to exist 

is true of Germany is true of France and Belgium likewise, 

irly the latter. 

lack plates and sheets are now being made in Canada, where, again 












> confronted with cheaper labor, and it is certain that the Ameri 

rket will receive the surplus products of the Canadian tack 
turers in the event of tacks being placed on the free list, unless 

t t ket is occupied with other foreign products, while the American 
turers can not indulge in reprisals, owing to the heavy Canadian 





view of these facts, are we not entitled to better consideration, 
| you not render us such assistance as you can in sceing that our 
s receives it? 
Respectfully, yours, Wma. F. DONOVAN. 
» CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
Finished automobiles and automobile bodies, 45 per cent ad 


automobile chassis, 30 per cent ad valorem; finished parts 
iobiles, not including tires, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

















Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. This paragraph offers a very good example of the 
tal gymnastics necessary to write a bill of this character. 
present law provides for a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem 

vn automobiles and finished parts alike. The pending bill 

reduces the duty on the finished parts from 45 to 20 per | 
, thus increasing the protection of the assembler in a very | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOU 





impossible for 


gentleman 


trouble to study 


ANDERSON. 
PALMER 
ANDERSON. 
automobiles. 


PALMER. 


priced car I 
exceeds $2,000 The only 


high-priced cars, purchase 


Fiat or a 


duty on the parts, 


ndustry in this country. 
i automobiles 
and we by l 


large, rate of 45 per « 


and his friends 

ANDERSON. 
Mr. PALMER. 
ANDERSON, 


Mr. PALMER 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. PALMER. 
from Minnesota must know, is 
| the exception of the 
automobile 
Treasury definitions and the def 
parts as are capable of bein 
repair of local cars. 
little difficulty, 
between parts sent i 
had been made, manufactured 


p aud the 





ted, and 


incentive 
| eause the finished car is what the 

Mr. Chairma 
Automobil 


Mr. MANN. 
| of this bill. 
prohibitory duty 
1 few high priced and ; 
easy enough to carry out the provisions of this bill, 45 per « 





830 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 


on those cars, without carrying a prohibitory rate on the poor | the American manufacturers of automobiles, pec: 

man’s car, and it will not do any longer to say that automobiles | build up an industry among those men who import t} 

are only for the rich. Even Members of this House who are | put an American top to it, and it brings real compet; 

not rich are able to own automobiles, and many of their con- | will bring down the price of the home-made article. 

stituents, with an annual earning of less than one-tenth of a Mr. Chairman, I ask to clos* debate on this parag 

Congressman’s salary, own automobiles. But here is a pro- Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman periit me 

hibitory tariff, absolutely prohibitory on all of the cheap | minutes? 

automobiles, direct in the face of the statement which mt Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 

been made by the gentleman from Alabama as to the theory of Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will first yield to the 

this tariff. We imported less than $2,000,000 worth of auto- | Tennessee. 

mobiles last year. We exported over $9,000,000 worth, and the Mr. SIMS. It puts 40 per cent on motor cycles 

amount produced in the United States and consumed was | understand those to be a matter of luxury. but 

$165,000,000 worth of production, and yet the gentlemen say | utilitarian purposes. , 

in making up a competitive tariff that they must keep the price Mr. UNDERWOOD. One of my boys owns two of 1) 

of automobiles up to a 45 per cent ad valorem rate. I am {I think they are a matter of nuisance more than anvt 

prepared to say that there would be due protection to the Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on the 1»: 

American industry with a considerable reduction in price. | five minutes. 

Automobiles have become a necessity in the land. For many The motion was agreed to. 

years the price naturally was high because it was controlled The CHAIRMAN. The genileman from Michigan [\| 

by patents, but the time has come when automobiles ought to | NEY] is recognized. 

be made cheap in competition with the ordinary cheap buggies. Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, the business of | 

No longer do people possess carriages, buggies, and horses to the | turing automobiles in the State of Michigan is a very j 

extent they did formerly, but they now want to get automobiles. | one. There are establishments in the city of Detroi 

Iiere is a proposition which proposes to keep the rate now the | cities in Michigan which employ from 5,000 to 8.000 

same rate that has been on for years on automobiles, a pro- | laboring men. By high-class men I mean mechanics 

hibitory rate on all except the highest priced machines. ceive a high rate of wages, from $5 to $10 and $12 a da 
Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield? A few days ago a gentleman gave me a ride in a 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. nificent automobile, and when returning to the hot: 
Mr. PALMER. I want to say to the gentleman this is the | “ What do you think of my automobile?” He told 

fact about the automobile business: That the finer, the high | a French machine, for which he had paid $8,700. 

priced, the luxurious cars come in as finished automobiles—— Now, poor people do not own machines of that k 
Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman said that before. do not care how high you put the duty on that class of 
Mr. PALMER. Wait a minute. On them we lay a duty of | I would like to see it sufficiently high so that 

45 per cent. The cheaper cars which are imported for use | chines that are used in this country will be made in th 

here, the trucks, the commercial cars, all come in as chassis at | and made by American laboring men, at the seale 

30 per cent ad valorem. paid in those factories here in the United States. Ip } 
Mr. MANN. But we export finished automobiles of that | you put a rate of duty on the finished parts of an : 

character, as the gentleman well knows. I have no objection | not including tires, of 20 per cent ad valorem. The 

to making the tariff rate 50 per cent or 60 per cent on machines | parts of automobiles means that the machine wi 

that cost over $1,000 or $1,500. abroad and brought here to be assembled. 
But why is that a reason for maintaining 45 per cent on ma- There are but few people who are to-day classed 

chines which sell for less than $1,000 and cost less than $300 to | ple who own automobiles. 

make, The automobile business is now maintaining the news- I saw a notice in a paper the other day to tl 

papers of the country through advertising. It is doing a large | farmer living in the State of Illinois, Mr. Mann's S| 

amount of expensive work in every direction in that way. The | to market 12 hogs in an automobile and took ho 

same thing that applied to sewing machines at one time, which | $480 in cash. 

sold from $75 to $150 per machine because of patented processes, Mr. MANN. The farmers all own automobil 

now applies to automobiles under this provision in the bill. I | [Laughter.] 

say the tariff rate ought to be reduced on automobiles, so that Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; they are all wealthy—the f 

there would be some competition, and that people might have| Mr. MANN. Under the present laws. 

machines. It would not injure an industry in this country. Mr. FORDNEY. Under the present laws and |! 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the arguments which I | prosperity that we have enjoyed during the last 16 ; 

have just heard from the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. An- | farmers, not only of Illinois, but elsewhere, are rich 

DERSON] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] illustrate | to see them remain rich. [Applause on the Repub 

the united position the Republican Party occupies to-day on the Mr. MADDEN. They have all got money in tl: 

tariff question. We have just heard an eloquent and able | plause.] 

speech from the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON], ¢ Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that 

member of the Ways and Means Committee, charging us with | trict I have a little town of 4,000 people, and most of t 

the fact that this violent reduction of rates on automobiles was | farmers, and they told me that by actual count 

going to destroy the business, and, on the other hand, the leader | 300 automobiles were owned in that town. 

of the Republican Party, in the next breath, comes up here and Mr. FORDNEY. I have a letter which I will 

tells us that we have written a prohibitive rate on automobiles, | Clerk’s desk to have read when the matter comes up 

which will destroy the American people. Now, there you are. | the letter is germane; a letter in which the person w! 

Take your choice on each side of the Republican Party, a gen- | it says that a few years ago he paid from 12} to 15 

tleman who says that it will destroy industry, and a gentleman | yard for ordinary calico for a dress for his wife, but 

who says at the same time the prohibitive rate is ruining the | his wife takes to market in an automobile one setting ! 

American people. can buy a silk dress with the proceeds thereof. [Laug 
As a matter of fact, the automobile is the chassis. The bal-| applause.) That illustrates the difference between tle 

ance is merely a carriage top. We have reduced the rate very | of farm products and manufactured products then 

considerably on the automobile—that is, the chassis—which | The point I wish to make, gentlemen, is that in re luc 

means the entire car except the carriage part, the top of it, and | duty from 45 per cent to 20 per cent on this item, if 

the rubber tires. We have reduced it from 45 per cent to 30| permit the importation of automobile parts, you will 

per cent, a reduction of one-third. Now, as to the top, it is the | transferred the labor that is now employed in the auto! 

cheaper part of an automobile, for the use of an ordinary man, a factories of this country to a foreign land, and to th it I 

man of reasonable means. Of course, for the luxuriant rich | strenuously object. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

the limousine top may cost a great deal of money, and it is that The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma 

kind of a top, that kind of seating arrangement, that we are | ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

going to tax, and keep the tax of 45 per cent on. If a man The Clerk read as follows: 

wants to come over here and ride in a French car and display 122. Bicycles, 25 per cent ad valorem; motor evcies 

his wealth to his friends, he ought to pay for it, and he is going parts thereof, not including tires, 40 per cent ad valorem. _ 

to pay for it under this bill. But when you can bring into this Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, if there is any incu: 

country at 30 per cent, a reduction of a third, the well-made, | America that has demonstrated its ability to stand on 

well-manufactured chassis, the working part of the car, it is not | feet, it is the automobile industry. 

going to destroy the business as our friend from Minnesota [Mr. I have listened to a very remarkable statement here. 

ANDERSON] suggests, but it is going to bring real competition to | the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney]. Detroit ' 
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e we did; 
ere not 
good as ti 
, and American 
lity have, with high-p1 
; high-priced in 
at it gave to-day 
you had 
tt have 
try 


the Hup- 


k the gentleman what h een tl xperie in | r. PALMER 
Detroit? How many multimillionaires have bee of the tal hed 
almost overnight, in the automobile industry ? Mr. SHARP. Do 

MRDNEY. I do not know. ; 
RLEY. I know, becau happe 
» have made the money. I am glad they hav 
now that there has not been a single cor n, | ! 
“il, but has not only made a success but a success | They have bot 
as to be the marvel of modern manufacturing enter Mr. SHARP. 
provide.for all leat 
FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield to a question? and then in the 
HERLEY. I know of one gentleman whom t ld 


} 


ie gentle- Harn 


} ‘ 
Michigan [Mr. ForpNey] knows very well, who by| Mr. TOWNSEND. 
te investment of a few thousand dollars in an Mr. SHARP. I 


hind eA + 
ent making a very low-priced car, has to-day an ? 
me very much larger than either the gentleman or Mr. PALMER. 
» for serving our country. * in chief valu 
FORDNEY. Let me say to the gentleman that the only | the free list. If 
t Iam making jis that if by lowering the rate of duty | met it com 
to 20 per cent you encourage importation, then you | r. SHARP. 
jured the industry. or the labor, by transferring it | is used for a motor 
; and if it will not do that, why lower the duty? Mr. PALMER. | 
SHERLEY. Of course the gentleman and I can never | wou 
pon common ground. He believes we ought to make it Mr. COOPER. Will 
e for anybody to bring anything into this country. He Mr. PALMER. Y¢ 
it ought to be made a capital offense. He thinks Mr. COOPER. 
can go on selling to the rest of the world and never | are dutiable at 
x from it. I think it is time for these industries to get out | cycles, not in 
swaddling clothes and to go out into the world’s market | so far as n 
ture some of it. tariff is 40 
FORDNEY. What you think “the gentleman” thinks, | per cent 
hat you know about what the gentleman thinks, may be | distinction 
rent things. and no dis 
SHERLEY. Of course, for I am limited to what the! parts? 
n says he thinks, and I may be wrong in my conclusion. Mr PALMER 
FORDNEY. I do not think I have said anything from! very much larger value proportion of 
yu could draw such a conclusion. than the finished parts of large machine: 
SHERLEY. During my 10 years of service here the| Therefore there is less logic in making p: 
nan has stood as the champion of the highest protective | less rate in motor cy itomobi 
{{ that could be written. ‘To-day he is in constant quarrel Mr. COOPER, I can 1 ler ! 
th nearly every man on his own side, because some of them | tleman’s statem¢ 


+? 


es in 


t} 


ld be a finished par 


lo n know why bringing in an au 
: ) progress, and he wants to stand pat on the tariff. mobile chassis and the finished parts of an automobile | 
Mr. FORDNEY. My friend, I always object to progressing | in effect bringing in the automobile itself. It can all be 
crawfish does up here. 
SHERLEY. Oh, yes; but perhaps the trouble may be in Mr. PALMER. Is the gentieman : 
vision rather than in the direction in which people are Mr. COOPER. I say I do not u 
‘ogressing. gentleman’s statement. I do not know 
ir. FORDNEY. Perhaps. of a motor cycle should be dutiablk 
Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman has stood on this floor talk- | cent—as the motor cycle itself, 
= about lumber, and he has the same sort of idea about | automobiles should be dutiable 
; whereas it is well known that every man who invested | pleted automobiles 
nding timber as long as five years ago-has had the benefit Mr PALMER. I have stated to the gentleman the 
rae h an inerease in value as to amount to a great return upon | that the committee had. 
~~ ‘thvestent. Yet the gentleman thinks if you change a Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the two paragraphs, I think, will 
a © rate touching lumber you are verily laying an impious | cause a serious commentary in the mind of any person. The 
hand on the ark of the covenant. gentleman from Wisconsin just endeavored to extract some I!n- 








852 


formation as to why there was a difference in theory between 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 30, 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro for 


the two paragraphs, but I did not hear any reply which seemed | ment will be withdrawn, and the question is on the ; 


at all satisfactory. 
Mr. GARNER. 

failure of mind. 
Mr. MANN. Usually 


We are not responsible for the gentleman's 


it is desirable to make finished parts 
pay a little higher duty than the entire assembled machine, 
because that the parts to be made here rather than 
abroad. But under the automobile paragraph itself it is to the 
interest of anyone to make the parts abroad, or have them made 
abroad and brought here. You can bring in an entire auto- 
mobile, if knocked down, and that is the way they naturally 
will in, at 20 and 30 per cent advalorem instead of 45 
per cent for the finished machine. 

And yet when you get to motor cycles the rate on the finished 
machines is made at 40 per cent instead of 45 per cent, as it is on 
the automobile, and the rate on the finished parts is 
put at 40 per cent, and only 20 per cent on the finished parts 
No wonder the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
A man to understand that will 
{Laughter on the 


CUuUSECS 


coime 


finished 


of 
did not furnish an explanation. 
have to eat a welsh rarebit and go to sleep. 
Republican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the 
ment will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

125. Bolts, without 


hin 3 or nin nuts, 


k id jock washe 


automobiles, 


pro forma amend- 


threads or nuts, or bolt blanks, finished 
and washers, 15 per cent ad valorem; 
rs, whether of iron or steel, 35 per cent 


with or 


ral nut lo 


ad 


valorem 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as 
Page 3 


teel 


3, line 21, ins “of iron 
vas agreed to. 


amendment ‘ 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


PALMER, 


The 
Myr. 
rk 


line 7 


read as follows: 


22, insert, after the word “nuts,” the words or 


nan, I move to strike out the last 
with the of the gentleman from Penn- 
ia, I want to ask him a question. I received a letter this 
morning from Dr. J. B. Mason, of London, Ky., who wants to 
what tariff duties, if any, this bill carries on scientific 
surgical instruments and equipment. He goes on further 
to state that it is his opinion that they are not manufactured in 

this country to any great extent. 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania refuse to answer the 
iestion ? 
ir. PAT 


heodnie 


Chair! 


permission 


POWERS Mr. 


and 


know 


and 
nar 


MER. Oh, no; I do not refuse. They are not in this 
I am trying to find them, and if the gentleman will 
the bill he will find them. 
POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I have read the bill, but I 
failed to find them. 
Mr. PALMER. Is the gentleman talking about surgical in- 
struments or surgical utensils? 

Mr. POWERS. instruments and equipments and 

those used by dentists. 
Mr. PALMER, Hospital utensils would come under para- 
graph 186, which is printed on page 86, while surgical instru- 
ments not specifically enumerated would, if made in chief value 
of the metals covered by the metal schedule, come in under the 
basket clause, at 25 per cent. 

Mr. POWERS. Does paragraph 136 cover the instruments 
that dentists use in their profession? 

Mr. PALMER. No; I would think not. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to page 120 of the bill, paragraph 587: 

Professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occu- 
pation, or employment in the actual possession of persons emigrating to 
the United States owned and used by them abroad; but this exemption 
shall not be construed to include machinery or other articles imported 
for use in any manufacturing establishment. 


7 
Li. 


“] 


Surgical 


&1 


I suppose that has reference to professional instruments. 

Mr. POWERS. That is on the free list; but that only ap- 
plies to instruments brought here and used by immigrants. 

Mr. PALMER. That is for scientific, religious, literary, or 
experimental purposes. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that my con- 
stituents inform me that the instruments used by dentists are 
not manufactured in this country at all, or that virtually few 
of them are, and that the American dentists pay at least 100 per 
cent more for the equipment of their offices than do the German 
dentists. If that is true, a provision ought to be made letting 
those matters come in free of duty. 


offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pa 

The question was taken, and the amendment wa; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

126. Card clothing not actually and permanently fit 
tached to carding machines or to parts thereof at the t 
tion, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to <i) 
last word, for the purpose of drawing the attention «| 
mittee once more to the protective-tariff tendenci 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. Under 
last Congress articles named in this paragraph 
dutiable at 30 per cent. They are dutiable in {hj 
per cent. It seems, however, that upon at least one . 
articles dutiable under this paragraph the gentleman { 
sylvania has somewhat exceeded the speed limit. On 
ing manufactured with round iron or untempered rou 
the duty under the present law amounts, in ad valor 
lent, to 16.29 per cent, based on the importation of 
paragraph increases that duty 250 per cent. 
ought to be satisfactory to any protectionist, ev 
come from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PAYNE. But being in this bill it is a revi 
nevertheless. 


i 


Mr. ANDERSON, Oh, yes; of course. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 0) 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of th 
tain parts of this paragraph were eliminated i 

against H. R. 10. 

Mr. PALMER. 
R. 10. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. That is all. They got into H 
following the language of the Payne bill the de: 
were necessary by reason of the larger number 
and when we put them all in at one rate, with 
tion, it became unnecessary to have these d 
and we dropped them out. It has no other effe 

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Minn 
times adverted to the fact that rates of duty i 
raised over what they were in the Underwood bi 
Sixty-second Congress. If his judgment of my 
to tariff making were to be taken at its full val 
vania, I would be popular with manufacturers, i 

But as they look at the facts and consider 
been done by the Ways and Means Commitiee, ' 
what unpopular in Pennsylvania with the 
Thanks to my friend from Minnesota, therefore, I « 
it from both ends. I want to say to him how, 
discussion once and for all, that this Schedule C 
rate lower than the Payne tariff law, with two e 
those are the ferromanganese item, which we bh 
before, gold and silver ware and gold and silver p 

Mr. MANN. How about finished automobiles? 

Mr. PALMER. Finished automobiles are the 
law as the Payne law. 

Mr. MANN. But not any lower. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I said we did carry two 
this bill. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman said it carried low 
every case except two. [Applause on the Republican s 

Mr. PALMER. Well—— 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman amends that. 

Mr. PALMER. I will amend that if the gentleman ' 
be so accurate, and say there are two increases in this 
thought that is what I did say—over the Payne law, 
are the two I have mentioned. Every other item in th 
a very considerable reduction below the Payne Dill, so | 
average reduction is from 34.35 per cent to about 20 | 
throughout the schedule. Now, the Underwood Dill 
is somewhat different from this bill now, and there are 
increases in this schedule of the bill over the rates o! 
derwood bill and 12 decreases in the rates of this bil! 
those of the Underwood bill; but on the whole this bil! 's 
than the bill of the Sixty-second Congress, as far as Sclie 
is concerned. I have them here in a list and will publish 
Recorp the changes that have been made in this sched 
those in the same schedule of last year’s bill in the Sixty “Se 
Congress. Therefore, taking the scheduie throughout, a 
absolutely no truth in the insinuation or intimation th: 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON] would throw 


Those words were 


simply 
H. 


That was the sole reason for 
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s bill indicates a tendency toward an upward scale in| item reduces very materially the rate of duty on chains, and I 
¢ of a tariff from that of a year and a half ago. If he | send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to be read in my time a letter 
honest with the committee and with the House while he | from one of the prominent men whom L know and who is en 
mg and calls attention to these slight and inconsequen- | gaged in the manufacture of chains. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Houston). The Clerk will read the 
letter. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is about to rend a communica 
| tion for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] in bis time 


rea ses, he will call attention also to the fact of the large 
iderable decreases which we have put in this law un- 

se of the Underwood bill of a year ago. [Applause on 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARDNER rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 

husetts will permit me, I desire to ask unanimous con- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


uf 
lass: , = z s ‘ I A ) Mf } 
of it debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- House of Representatives, Washingt D.C. 
eys consent that debate on this paragraph close in five min- Daas Sir: Now that President Wilson has issued the call for a 
’ os § net 5 ale 4 a. Tine Cthaie sare | Special session of Congress to consider a new tariff bill, we wish to eall 
ros ~=6dTs there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears your attention to the item of chain in the iron and steel schedule 
ne f . The present duty on chain is 45 per cent ad valorem, and inder 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the — that Mr. UNDERWGOD proposes to cut this to about 20 per cent. 
lest tw ras eferring » stateme ius ade . . lis is entirely too much of a reduction, for the simple reason that 
last twe worms = . es te tn matement Just = ide by the it will allow chain which is made in foreign countries to come in in 
gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] in contradiction of | such quantities as to close down the shops in this country unless th 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANperson], will the gen- | wages of our men are almost cut in half 
Heman from Pennsylvania turn to page 100 of his report? Has rhis is a pretty strong statement, but when you consider that in 


: 6 : : Germany boys of from 12 to 16 years of age are employed in makin 
the gentleman that page? Now I will ask the gentleman the lighter sizes of chain and are paid 35 cents a day; from 16 to 13, 
whether it is true that card clothing manufactured with round | 45 cents per day; 18 to 20, 60 cents per day; and married men, 874 
ron or , re ound steel wire is charged to-day a duty | ©e@ts per day. | tae 

rUn VW untempered round st ™ : . —_ : 1 to-day a duty In England, in the “ black district,” women and girls make all the 
of 20-cents per square foot. Is that correct or not according | smailer sizes ‘of chain, and it is one of the worst “sweated” trades 
your report? there is, These women are known as “ outworkers” and earn from 
a a 2R. That is right. $1.50 to $3.50 per week. 

M1 PALMER. That : le ht = rhe making of chain is on a piecework scale of wages, and on one 
Mr. GARDNER. That is true. I understood the gentleman | size the men are paid 40 cents per 100 pounds, where we in this country 


to say that is true? pay 54 cents, other sizes in proportion. 


t 


very nearly destroying the chain-making industry in this country, and 


“DP > The oe —— os _ aa well ae “ A_ very timely article on this subject appeared in the January 3, 
Mi PALMER. The gentleman can read as well as I can. 1915, edition of the Hardware Reporter, and it fully describes the con 
Mr. GARDNER. Very well. Under your new bill that same | dition in “the black country.” : 
card clothing is charged 40 per cent ad valorem, and the gen- A reduction in the tariff, as proposed by Mr. UNpDERWwoop, will come 
i 
| 


tleman from Minnesota declares that to be a rise in duty over 


: we trust you will do everything in your power to have a duty suffi 
the Payne law. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania deny ; 


ciently high retained to enable us to continue in business and pay 
reasonable wages to our men. 

After a careful study of the situation, we firmly believe that any duty 
lower than what would be the equivalent of 35 per cent ad yalorem 
would be disastrous to the industry. 

Will you kindly let us hear from you in regard to the above? 

Yours, very truly, 


that? 

Mr. PALMER. Well, the rate on card clothing under the 
Payne law f8 nearly 60 per cent. The rate in this bill now is 
40 per cent, but even at 60 per cent the fact is that there was 
very considerable competition, and that is the reason why we 
raised this rate slightly above the Underwood bill of a year ago. 

Mr. GARDNER. I am afraid the gentleman did not under- 
stand my question. As an illustration, I singled out the first 
item in paragraph 145 of the Payne law, as did the gentleman 
from Minnesota. I referred to “card clothing * * * when 
manufactured with round iron or untempered round steel wire.” 
The duty under existing law is 20 cents per square foot. In 
the pending bill you have raised the duty on that kind of card 
clothing to 40 per cent ad valorem. According to your figures 
on page 121 the average value of imported card clothing per 
square foot is 824 cents. Consequently the 40 per cent ad 


on 


S. G. TaYLtor CHAIN Co. 
S. G. TayLonr, Jr., President. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Patmer]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new paragraph the following: 


“Par. 1283. All scientific and surgical instruments and equipment, 
| : : 5 per cent ad valorem.” 
valorem duty which you propose amounts to 33 cents per square : 
foot. Unless it is denied that a duty of 33 cents per square foot Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
is higher than a duty of 20 cents per square foot, it is evident | order that is not in order at this point in the bill. 
that the gentleman from Minnesota was correct in his statement. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, what is the point of order? 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The CHAIRMAN, That it is not germane to this paragraph 
There was no objection. of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. MANN. It is a new paragraph. It was not offered as 
127. Cast-iron pipe of every description, 12 per cent ad valorem; | germane to any paragraph. It is germane to the bill and ger 
mane to this schedule. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman overlooks the proposi 
tion that it must be germane to the paragraph. 
Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but he offered 
it as an independent paragraph. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gentleman to offer 
it as an amendment to this paragraph. 
Mr. MANN. No. He offered it as an independent paragraph. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 
of order. I think that is true. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Powers] is recognized. 
~’ Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to state this to 
the majority leader, as I do not believe he was in the room a 
while ago. I received a letter this morning from Dr. J. B. 
Mason, of London, Ky., who is a dentist, and in his letter he 
| wants to know what data, if any, your bill carries on scientific 
| and surgical instruments and equipment. He goes on further 
to state that it is his information that practically none of these 
| are manufactured in this country. He states further that it 
costs an American doctor at least 100 per cent more to equip his 
| office than it does a German doctor. Now, if that is true, I 
| think this paragraph ought to be voted into this bill. I would 
| like to hear the majority leader on the matter 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the 


gentleman proposes to put a tax of 5 per cent on surgical in- 


cast-iron andirons, plates, stove plates, sadirons, tailor’s irons, hatter’s 
irons, and castings and vessels wholly of cast iron, including all cast- 
ings of iron or cast-iron plates which have been chiseled, drilled, ma- 
chined, or otherwise advanced in condition by processes or operations 
subsequent to the casting process but not made up into articles or 
finished machine parts; castings of malleable iron not specially pro- 
vided for in this section; cast hollow ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 10 | 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

the Clerk read as follows: 

Page 34, at the end of line 14, insert the words: “ Not specially 
provided for in this section.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if it would have done any good, 
I should have offered, and would hereafter offer, some amend- 
ments as we progress in the bill, raising the rate of duty pro- 
posed. I recognize the futility of offering amendments of that 
character in the present temper of the Democratic majority, 
and that the offering of such amendments would only consume | 
much more time than would otherwise be spent. While I think 
that this bill will be very injurious to the business and other 
interests of the country, still I have never felt like prolonging | 


ao 
ag 


ony beyond the time when it might be ended, and as we are 
to have the passage of the tariff bill through the House in the | 
Present form substantially, with a reasonable discussion which 
So far, I think, has been allowed, the sooner the better. This 
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struments. Now, most instruments in this bill are 
taxed under the basket clause 25 per cent. Some of them are 
in 136, “ Hospital utensils,” that are also taxed at 25 per cent. 
But the bill carries in the bill philosophical and scientifie «p- 
paratus, utensils, instruments, and so on, imported specially by 
order for the use of any society or institution incorporated or 
established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, 
or literary purpeses, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, 
or for the use and by order of any college, academy, school, or 
eminary of learning in the United States, and so on. 

Now, I think that that is a very broad exception to the rule. 
instruments, under the bill as it stands, for a 
hospital, or for an eleemosynary institution, can be brought in 
free. But even that liberality was protested against. The tes- 
timony had before the Committee on Ways and Means showed 
that some of the surgical instruments are patented, and that 
many are devised by American doctors without patents. As a 
rule, they do not take out a patent on them, but get a manu- 
facturer in America to make them, and after they are made 
and introduced and here they are copied abroad and 
shipped in here. 

I think this provision exempting them from taxation when 
intended for use in hospitals or in eleemosynary institutions 
and in works of science is as broad as it is necessary to go. 
They are on a revenue basis, and I do not think there is any 
reason for adopting the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. If I understand the gentleman’s explanation, 
that provision applies to hospitals and eleemosynary institu- 
tions? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. But it does not apply to the individual den- 
tists, and. those individual dentists’ tools would come in under 
the basket clause, which carries a duty of 25 per cent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; and that is a reduction from 45 
per cent to 25 per cent. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNER. On page 120, in the free list, these instru- 
ments and tools of trade are exempted to those persons who 
emigrate to the United States—professional persons. Does not 
the gentleman think that if those persons can bring their in- 
struments here with them our own professional people ought 
to have an equal opportunity of obtaining them? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I think the gentleman’s question 
is rather captious. When an immigrant comes to our shores 
and wants to bring with him the tools of his trade we let him 
bring them, as we let him bring the clothes on his body, free. 
We do not want him to wander around the streets without 
clothes, or be taxed for the clothes on his back, and we allow 
him to bring in also the tools of his trade in his hand, so as to 
enable him to earn an honest living in America. The conditions 
are entirely different. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate be closed on this para- 
graph and amendments thereto. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to call attention to the fact that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNprrRwoop] is quoting an old 
Republican doctrine that has been heard here for a good many 
years. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 
The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Powers]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

130. Penknives, pocketknives, clasp knives, pruning knives, budding 
knives, erasers, manicure knives, and all knives by whatever name 
known, including such as are denominatively mentioned in this sectio 
which have folding or other than fixed blades or attachments, an 
razors, all the foregoing, whether assembled but not fully finished or 
finished ; valued at not more than $1 per dozen, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at more than $1 per dozen, 55 per cent ad valorem: Provided, 
That blades, handles, or other parts of any of the Sonogneng knives, 
razors, or erasers shall be dutiable at not less than the rate herein 
imposed upon the knives, razors, and erasers of which they are parts. 
Scissors and shears, and blades for the same, finished or unfinished, 
30 per cent ad valorem: Provided further, That all articles specified in 
this paragraph shall, when imported, have the name of the maker 
or purchase d beneath the same the name of the country of origin 
die-sunk conspicuously and indelibly on the blade, shank, or tang of at 
least one or, if practicable, each and every blade thereof. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the p 
where the gentlemen on the other side have had a 
heart since the Underwood bill of a year ago wags 
That bill put a duty of 35 per cent on all of these art 
bill, after exempting a considerable class of articles 
for less than a dollar a dozen, leaving those in tliat ; 
per cent, increases the remainder from 385 per ceut 
cent. 

I am inclined to think that if the majority memlx 
Committee on Ways and Means had about 10 years ‘ 
would be able to get up a pretty good bill, because o 
when they make a move they move in the right dire 
have improved the Underwood bill of a year ago ver 
this paragraph. s 

Now this paragraph puts the same duty on the | 
does on the assembled knives. This thing of bringine 
in parts is something that occurred away back in 1: 
they evaded the proper tariff on cutlery by bringing 
parts at a lower rate of duty—just what they would d 
is any opportunity te do it in the case of automo) 
net care so much about automobiles. Four years ag 
that they were not building any automobiles in this « 
we placed a lower rate on a great many things that ex) 
basket clause at 45 per cent and left automobiles at 4: 

The result has been in the last four years somethi 
marvelous, or would by if it had not happened so fr 
this country before, to the same or to a greater d 
multiplying of the products of the factories since put 
protective tariff. Why, it was almost a new industry 
ago, and you have heard a description of the wonderfy 
of it in the city of Detroit and in Michigan ance al! 
country. In my own town there are three factories 
making automobile parts, and they are busy all the time 
inventing new parts. Our inventive genius has been : 
and it will always be at work whenever we have ar 
here protected so that the boys and the men can 
face to face with the problem to see what they have 
toward inventing machines that cheapen the cost of 
and add to the value of the labor that is put in by 
hand. We have developed this wonderful industry 
biles in the last four years. The gentlemen have ke 
on. Of course it was not at all for the sake of 
They did not do it because they did not want to run 
throttling this industry, but they have kept on th 
per cent. 

I think probably they could safely have reduced 
the industry has become established, and because wi 
the best work, and we are selling our cheap machi 
And notwithstanding the slander that has gone out { 
quarters against our American manufacturers and : 
laborers at work in our shops and the skill of our ni 
four years have demonstrated that we can learn mol 
making automobiles, and have learned more, than an) 
country in the world. Now, that does not mean that w 
along unless we can keep this market for our people, ev 
competitive rates. We must have the difference if we | 
difference in wages to labor. We have got to have this, 
market in the world, to keep our factories running, and Ww 
they do run, to sell something across the water and incré 
output, and run them day in and day out, day and night. 
having paid the original overhead charges, we can che 
article here and cheapen it elsewhere, and so go on fro! 
perity to prosperity. Do not turn them out and tell them t 
we will not give them an adequate tariff to make up the diller- 
ence in cost here and abroad because of our labor, but give 
them the continued opportunity. I shall have something to say 
again, by and by, when we reach it, on these articles that we 
snatched out of the “not otherwise provided” clause in the 
tariff, where they had been running for years, four years 29°, 
and put them in other places in the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman cri! 
this clause in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am commending it, as far as it goes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman criticized our put 
ting the same rate on blades and handles and other parts of 
knives and cutlery that we placed on the knives themse!\cs. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was commending it. = 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gentleman to crit) 
cize it. 7 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; you did exactly right, as far 4° 
went. tat 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to call the gentiemans 4 
tion to the fact that on pocketknives and clasp knives 
at not exceeding $1.25 a dozen the rate in his bill was © 1 
per piece and 40 per cent ad valorem. On parts of Kuiyes om 
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ing yalued at not exceeding $1.25 per dozen the rate was 5 | 
per piece and 40 per cent ad valorem. On knives valued 
. $1.25 and not exceeding $3 your rate was 10 cents apiece | 
a 40 per cent ad valorem. On parts valued at more than 
ut not exceeding $3 your rate on the parts was 10 cents 

» and 40 per cent ad valorem. On knives valued above | 
dozen your rate was 20 cents apiece and 40 per cent | 
On the parts valued above $3 per dozen your rate | 
| 


| rrenm. 
,< 40 cents apiece and 40 per cent ad valorem, putting ex- 
the same rate on the parts as you put on the knives them- 
Yet you criticize our bill for doing the same thing. 
Now. we did change this rate. Gentlemen on that side of | 
e Tlouse are disposed to criticize this committee because we 
. pot standpatters. Well, I recognize that we are not stand- 
rs. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] an 
| member of that school in every sense of the word; but this 
ttee was glad to receive information, glad to adjust its 
according to its principles. With the lights before us a 
\ co, we fixed a rate of 35 per cent on this entire schedule. 
‘sfter further investigation we found that the 35 per cent was 
ple rate, in our judgment, on cutlery valued at less than 
%1 a dozen, but that we were going to have a very competitive 
I on cutlery valued above a dollar a dozen. Now, our prin- 
nle is to levy a revenue tax, and by that we mean a competi- 
e tax, and by a competitive tax we mean a tax that pro- 
duces reasonable competition and not disastrous competition. 
As we thought that the rate we had a year ago probably was 
too drastic and allowed competition to be too great, and un- 
essarily too great, and by a division of rates we could still 
have a reasonable competitive tariff—one that would bring suf- 
ficient revenue to the Government on a competitive rate—both 
rates were largely decreased in the present bill. We concluded 
that it was wise for us to divide this paragraph in two parts 
and put a higher rate on those valued at a dollar a dozen in 
order that we might carry out our principles within reasonable 


nits 
A1LTt 


Now, the gentleman from New York criticizes the fact that we 
made changes in this bill. Why, gentlemen, if you would view 
the Payne bill as it came before this House four years ago, I 
believe after it was reported to the House, not originally intro- 
duced—there were two prints in the House, and when it came 
back from the Senate its own author did not know it. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

On many of the vitai items in the bill the gentleman from 
New York took this bill back into the committee and changed it 
continuously. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama that 
this bill has not got back from the Senate yet. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not a prophet, but I think the 
bill will come back more recognizable than did the gentleman’s 
bill. Mr. Chairman, I ask that debate on the paragraph close in 
15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Houston). The gentleman from Ala- 
bama moves that debate close in 15 minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


\ 


is 


Page 35, lines 9 and 10, after the word “dozen” in each line, strike 
out the figures 35 and 55, and insert in lieu thereof the figures 45 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama whether he does not think the present rates are 
really entitled to be called competitive? According to the sta- 
tistics I have, the American production of pocketknives amounted 
to about $3,000,000, with importations amounting to about two 
million and a half dollars. That comes pretty near making 
competitive rates, The rates in this paragraph have been cut 
below the rates in the Wilson bill of 1896, which were 53.12, and 
these rates are 40. It seems to me that they ought to be put 
back to what they were in the Wilson bill or a little above. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gen- 
tleman that there are some parts of this schedule that are quite 
competitive, There are other parts that are entirely prohibitive. 
The lower grade of knives under the present rates is prohib- 
illive. The competitive part of this schedule is largely above 
the dollar a dozen. We have cut most of the things that go 
into the cost of production in these knives. Take the whole 
Schedule and there was only $811,000 in importations. Now, we 
have not made a drastic cut in these rates under these circum- 
stances, because we have left on this class of knives above a 
dollar a dozen 55 per cent, one of the highest rates in this bill. 
When you come to consider that 55 per cent will largely more 
than equalize the difference in cost of labor—as a matter of 
fact the 55 per cent will more than amount to the entire labor 
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cost—it seems to me that we have left a very rensonable 1 
far as the manufa 


in this bill so turer is <« erned. and ve 
rate that, I think, will produce a fair amount of 
and we intended to produce a fair amount of 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield‘ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am occupying th | 
man from New York. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman from New \ ded 
the floor. A moment ago, in reply to the genth New 
York [Mr. Payne], the gentleman from Alab 
Committee on Ways and Means had changed 
pending Underwood bill from those in the U1 
a year ago, because on further investigation t | 
found that the bill of a year ago would permit too 
petition. Too great competition for whom-—-tl 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; it could not be t 
consumer, 

Mr. COOPER. Then, if it is not too great for t 


is the gentleman trying to protect t 


uc | Lu i 


turer—against competition ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We were compelled to lower the 
to a revenue basis, and a revenue basis dees not me 
there shall be great competition with the American prod 
that he shall be overwhelmed with compctition. 

It means reasonable competition, and, I stated, we we 
apprehensive that the rate established two years ago 1 the 
top end of this schedule might produce too great cor tition 


in justice tot 


witb the American manufacturer, and therefore, 


American manufacturer we put the rate higher than we had it 
in last year’s bill, but make a considerable reduction below what 
it was in the Payne bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, too great competition means 
too much importation, but great importation would produ 
revenue. Does the gentleman mean too much revenue 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, the gentleman is trying to 
assume that it is necessary for us to throw down the bars und 


consider nothing in this reduction but the question of the tlood 
gate of importation and increasing the revenue. 

Mr. COOPER. Will permit an 
right there? 


the gentleman interruption 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait one moment until I finish. I have 
said in the beginning, and I say now, that although on that side 
of the House you criticize this bill as a drastie bill and as a 
drastic revision, that except in some vital necessities the com 
mittee has endeavored to lower this tariff with a jackscrew 
and not with an axe, and in cutting this rate we preferred to 
make it more gradual than we had it in the other bill. That is 
the whole thing. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr, Chairman, what I had in mind was this: 
The Democratic platform declares that a tariff vied to protect 
an American industry is in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. If this be true, it follows, therefore, that Men 
bers of Congress having sworn to support the Constitution of 
the United States, and to support it without mental re 
tion, have taken an oath not to enact a tariff to protect an 
industry against too great competition. The Democratic tariff 
must be for revenue only, and the question of the welf ol 
the condition of an industry or the question of too great con 
petition ought not to be taken into account. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from N« York 
[Mr. Pratt] has expired. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog 
nized. 


Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Chairman, I understood that certain 
gentlemen were to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota was to be 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought I was to be recognized for five min 
utes, and if the Chair will recognize me now I will be very glad 
to yield one minute to the gentleman from Wisconsin |Mr. 
CoorPeR }. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 


[Mr. UNDERWOOD] said that under his bill of a year ago there 
was danger of too great competition, but not, he said, too 
great competition for the consumer—there could not be for the 
consumer. Then he must have meant for the American pro- 


ducer—that is, the American producer and manufacturer were 
to meet with too great competition—and to remedy this the 
rates were changed in the Underwood bill now before us. And 


yet, according to the Democratic platform adopted last year, 
rates fixed in a tariff bill in order to shield a manufacturer from 
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mnpetitio iolate the Constitution of the United 


only to show in this instance the utter inconsistency 


emocratic platform principles and Democratic prac- 
Mr. Chairman, when the bill passed last year it 

r cent ad | n knives valued either 

D1 y In the veto message which Presi- 

sent to this House he called atten to the fact that 
rate on knives would destroy the industry of producing the 
i The gentlemen thereupon 
and now propose a rate of 
dozen and per cent on 
Of course, with the rate at 35 per 
be very much higher on knives 
n tha knives below a dollar a dezen; 

n the rate from 35 per cent to 55 per cent, 

asure, and to that extent I commend the 
men for following the advice of President Taft on the sub- 


m rate up 
er dozen. 


tion 


riced knives in this country. 
biect, 
below $1 a 


irther study of the s 
knive 


ii doz 1). 


on oe 
. on 
id Would 


nh on 


protective mi 


itlemar ym Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] a moment 
took ay, as I understood him, that under the 
the rates on parts of knives is the same as the rate 
ished knives. I do not so understand. I do not know 
gentleman was reading from, but probably one of the 

ry reports, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
um ption. 

Mr. MANN. Very well 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

ib ie 

Mr. MANN h, no: at is not Treasury : hority at 

ir. UNDERWOOD. gives the rates. 

MANN. That is, giving the amount of importations. 
UNDERWOOD. Oh, gives the rates. If the gentle 
see it, I will be glad to show it to him. 

I will take what the gentleman said there, al- 
complete. There the rate given was 10 cents 
valorem rate, whether it was a knife or an 
hed part of a knife. Does anyone say tl is the same 

If you have 10 cents apiece on the blade and 10 cents 
on the knife that is not the same as 10 cents on the finished 
{ am going to say I know the gentleman from Alabama 

e to add 10 and 10 together and make 20. The rate is not 
’ same and was not the same, and the information which the 

leman not complete. This is the law which I am 
lding in my hand in comparison with the existing law. The 

» law was designed to have knives made and assembled 
in this country by American labor. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania {Mr. Patmer] repudiates with considerable heat and 
‘orn the idea that he is a protectionist. If I have 
said anything from which it may be fairly inferred that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was a real protectionist, I did 
a great injustice. He is not a real protectionist. He is 
a semiprotectionist. He believes in partly protecting the 
industries of the great State of Pennsylvania. He does not 

» in protecting the wool industry of the State ef Wyoming 
vyheat industry of the State of Minnesota, so I say that 

a semiprotectionist. Now, the gentleman from Ala- 

that the rates of the present bill are competitive. 

t several instances in which the rates of the pres- 

very la increases over the rates of the Under- 

of the last Cor We were told during the last 

the rates of that bill were competitive. Now, 

it that if the rates of that bill were competitive the rates 

been increased in this bill are prohibitive. Again, 

rates of this bill are competitive, the rates of that bill 

way below the competitive rate and destructive, and the 

only fair inference is that that bill was offered and passed 

through the House and the Senate with a view of its meeting 
the presidential veto and of fooling the American people. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we have heard much 
in reference to the pro d new competitive tariffi If there 
is any place that it has application, here is the schedule to 
which it ought to be applied. The importations of this class of 
goods are now large, and they are constantly increasing. The 
rates which are imposed by this bill under consideration, with 
one exception, are not as much as they were under the Wilson 
bill, under which the industry was gradually dying out. The 
wages paid in this industry here in America are three times 
what they are in Germany, from which nearly all the importa- 
tions come. The gentleman says he has imposed a rate in this 
bill which will cover the difference in cost. If so, why were 
these importations being continually increased, and what figures 


Here it is in my hand—imports for con- 
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have been given to show when the wages are so | 
in this country than they are abroad? This rate 1) 
posed is not nearly enough to cover the difference 
the other increased costs of manufacturing in this eoy 
is simply leaving the American worker on cutlery at 
of his foreign competitors. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was r 

The Clerk read as follows: 

137. Needles for knitting or sewing machines, latch noe 
necdies, and tape ne knitting and all curriers’, dra. 
fleshing, hay, tanners’, plumbers’, painters’, palette, artist. 
knives, forks and steels, finished or unfinished, without han: 
cent ad valorem; with handles, 30 per cent ad valorer r 
ail the articles specified in tl paragraph, when imp 
the name of the maker or purchaser, and beneath the sa 
the country of origin indelibly stamped or branded the; 
that shall not be covered thereafter. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I tried to 
the Chair on the last paragraph in regan 
and so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did 
and will recognize the gentleman now. 

Mr. PAYNH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike on 
word. I simply want to call attention to the fact that 
a raise on the butcher and kitchen knife business 
The paragraph in the former Underwood bill had 
per cent 
but they 
per cent 


in \ 


upon 


the 


dies, 


et 
to | 


H 


not hear th 


ad valorem in those knives with or without 
differentiate here; without handles they 
and with handles they put it at 30 per 
instance where he ought to take off his hat to P 
and beg his pardon for what he had said a! 
campaign when he called attention in his veto to t! 
little slips that he had made in that bill, having s 
not even on a competitive basis let alone a pr 
There is another thing to which I wish to call 
President of the United States in his campaign 
that his cheek blushed with shame when he saw i: 
article stamped, ‘‘Made in Germany” He did not 
was in the law. They have got it in this bill, th 
the former paragraph requiring the stamping of 1) 
the article itself, and I hope the gentleman, when | 
with the President the next time about this bill, w 
President that that was put in the law way back 

it has been kept there ever since. 

That is the reason his cheeks flushed with shan 
saw “ Made in Germany” on the knife, and arrived 
patriotic conclusion that that was because the Ger 
were better. It was because our American goods ; 
that our American manufacturers insisted that tha 
put on the article, way back in 1890, and becaus: 
sistence it is there yet in this present law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gent): 
that this paragraph is a raise in the rates. The P 
levied a rate of 41 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not say it raised the rate in t! 
bill, but in the Underwood bill of a year ago. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman failed to ex] 
self, and therefore I will apologize. 

Mr. PAYNE. I spoke about the President's vetoing 
bill a year ago. The gentleman does not pay attention 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wili leave it to the Rr 
would imagine from what the gentleman from Ili! 
MANN] said a moment ago that the President had vet 
iron and steel schedules on account of these items we | 
I have just read the veto message to see whether he 
thing about knives, or butcher knives, or the raisi! 
rates; and if the President ever heard of the subjec 
tirely overlooked it and did not mention it in his messag 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, I cou! 
gentleman they were not mentioned by name in the ve 
sage, and also that the President got his information be! 
Senate committee, both as to knives and other items, and 
the reason he vetoed your bill. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. He vetoed it without informing | 
therefore, as he did not inform us it is evident that we « 
raise the rate on account of the President's vetoing it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman has the message there. 
not say he vetoed it because you had reduced the rat: 
tain articles there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; the principal tune the Pr 
sung in this message was in relation to machine toois ! 
Cincinnati. 

Mr. PAYNE. He spoke generally about rates. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The President probably told the ¢ 
man from New York his reasons for vetoing the bill unce! 
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as 


n that he was the Congress, and then forgot to put it 


ssace 

NDERWOOD. Exactly. And cutlery is a very impor- 
lustry in the State of my friend from New York [Mr. | 
and as the President left it out of the veto message I | 


doubt he salved the soul of the gentleman from New 
telling him he was taking care of his home industry. 
\YNE. I want to say to the gentleman that I never 
rd concerning the veto message to the President. 
MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, in view of 
statement of an explanation of the gentleman from 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] as to the competitive principle in 
ff. I would like to ask the gentleman whether on the 
ph we passed a short time ago, as to automobiles, the 
ent is a competitive or a revenue-raising rate? 
UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I posi- 
ecline to go back to it at this time. 
{[ARTIN of South Dako I hope we will have time to 
» the consideration of this bill, so that we may have an 
tion as to whether the rate in the automobile item is a 
ive or a revenue-raising rate. 


‘ 
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ta. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that during | 
I nce I fully discussed that, as did my colleague, and I 


r him to to-morrow morning’s Recorp for the information, 
- PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


PAl ffers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
‘J Clerk read as follows: 
6, line 12, after the word “shotguns,” strike out the comma. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| 
] Breech-loading shotguns and rifles, combination shotguns and 
nd parts thereof and fittings therefor, including barrels further 
i than rough bored only; pistols, whether automatic, magazine, 
! or parts thereof and fittings therefor, 35 per cent ad 
y i. 
Mr. MONDELI. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South 


Dakota [Mr. Martrn] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Coorer] a moment ago were unreasonable enough to expect the 
men in charge of the bill to express or to exhibit any 
nsistent line of argument with regard to it. 


gant! 
b 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I want to advise my 
friend from Wyoming that I am going to be unreasonable 
enough to insist that he shall arguethis paragraph. [Laughter.] 


Mr. MONDELL. Very well. I shall be very glad to do it, | 
because this paragraph illustrates the inconsistency to which I | 
was going to refer. Sometimes the gentlemen place a higher 
I f duty on the raw material or on the parts of the finished 
product than on the finished product itself. Sometimes the rates 
are just the other way, and sometimes, as in this case, the rate | 
is the same on the raw material, on the parts, and on the fin- | 
ished product, 

[ was about to remark, when interrupted by the gentleman 
f Alabama [Mr. UNpDERwoop], that it is altogether unrea- 
sonable for gentlemen on this side to expect the gentlemen in | 
charge of the bill to be logical in their explanation of the bill, 
because the bill itself is so illogical that there is no logical ex- 
planation that can be given of its paragraphs and of its rates. | 
We started out with a free-trade schedule and with a free-trade | 


5 


defender thereof in the person of the gentleman from New York | 
(Mr, HARRISON]. The next schedule was defended by a tariff- 
for revenue gentleman, with some leaning toward protection 
rhis particular schedule is in the charge of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Parmer], who is a partial protectionist in 


spots. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of or- 
cer that the gentleman from Wyoming is not discussing kitchen | 


knives or table knives, although his discussion is very pointed 

[laughter], or any sort of a gun, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the cases 
Where I understand the gentleman has reduced the rate with a 
Jac screw, [Laughter on the Republican side.] How much 
the gentleman must have regretted it when some one who is 


said 


&crew from under his wool rate! 


[Laughter on the Republican 
side. } 


I will not say that placing wool on the free list is a reduction 
With an ax, it is a reduction by dynamite, even more destruc- 
Uve than by any ax. [Laughter.] 
the gentleman is consistent in his inconsistency, and the Ameri- 






to reside at the other end of the Avenue took the jack- | 


In this particular paragraph | 


‘an manufacturer can either buy the parts of his shotguns | 
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abroad t | 





or buy them home, as So Ordinarily 
interest of competition the gentl from Ala va hi 
ranged the rates that it is to the ad f tl inu 
or of the assembler of 1 uf a to } f 
abroad and employ no rin the 1 St 
cation of these s ! } i ! 
the gentleman is t msiste ! 
carried out in some of th 1 
is in the one now under dist 
lican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cler! l 

The Clerk read as foilows 

136. Table, kitchen, and h« 
ware of aluminum or of iron « ! 
glasses, not o ented dex th li 
printing, 25 per t d val l 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chai I off na nd 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from P ' 

PALMER] offers an amendment, w h the Clerk will 

The Clerk read as foll 

Page 36, line 20, after tl 1 
posed wholly or of chief value 

The CHAIRMAN. The q ‘ { 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the a ndment w al l 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will d. 

The Clerk read as fe W 

149. Rivets, studs, and 1 points, lathed | l, 
and rivets or studs fer nonskidding automo tire \ 
or steel, not specially provided for in tl ction, » 1 l 

| valorer 

141. C cut saw I pit ld V 
band saws, finished Pe } d | n 1 p nd l, 
hand, | and all other saws, not ‘ pr led ! 
ti 12 per cent ad valore! 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike « ! t 
word. I should like to ask my friend from Pennsylvania if 
these saws embraced in this paragraph at 12 per cent d 
include the Disston saws that he found advertised in Satur 
day Evening Post that were sold all over creatic Ll evel 
where else? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; and we reduced the rate fre Ss 
like—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I can tell the gentleman—fr 25 per Oo 
12 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. I think it was from 30 per cent to 12 ent 

Mr. PAYNE. No: from 25 per cent to 12 per « 

Mr PALMER. Below the P In 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I cut it in two four ye: £0 

Mr. PALMER. And we followed suit and cut it 
again. 

Mr. PAYNE. You are following suit on a good n 
and are learning all the time. If you would only | 
about it we could commend your bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I should like to ask 
tleman from Pennsylvania why it is that he reduced down to 
20 per cent ad valorem the duty on rivets or studs f ! 
| skidding automobile tires but retained the duty of I it 
| on the automobiles? 

Mr. PALMER. If the gentleman had been 
| cussed the automobile question 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Unfortunat I y ( 
and unfortunately also I have not the di ition to re 
that the gentleman said about it. It would too 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think the gentlen ought t 
advantage of his absence from his duty to « ' , 
over again that which we have d “d 
his absence. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And I think it 
to ask the rest of us to listen to it, too. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PALMER. I think so. I rree with that ent Bu 
I will say to the gentleman from South Dakota briet that 
| is only finished automobiles that bear the rate of 45 per c 
| The automobile chassis, which is the only part of the 
bile which is imported for the cheaper cars or for the 
cial cars, comes in at 30 per cent, and parts 
under this law come in at 20 per cent 
| Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Why should 
parts pay 20 per cent and the parts combined 
pay 45 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. In the interest of Se t 1 |] 
the gentleman to the Recorp. I do! th 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, tl pro 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn and the Cle! 


read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes us to { 
mbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief | not raising the rates from 30 per cent to 40 per cent, 

iron, steel, or other metal, in frames or otherwise, and tubes Now, as to the gentleman’s charge of inconsistency }) 

rellas, wholly or partially finished, 35 per cent ad valorem. f carrying a larger r : j 2 
asta" dhe renin sae . of carrying a larger rate on the materials or parts th 

M M MORK. Mr. Chairman, Io er an amendment. g on the finished product. I could eall his attention to 4 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers | eqses in every tariff law which has ever been on thy 

books where that necessarily inconsistent feature ay 


an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: | is far less inconsistent in a Democratic bill writte 
Democratic theory than it would be or has been in so; 
Republican bills in the past, because when we write a 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph illustrates the | regard to the competition which will result from the 
habit of the committee of imposing even higher duties on the | do not necessarily take into consideration the rates 
raw materials than on the finished articles. It is strange that | component materials that go into the finished produ 
80 many people of the United States were deceived during the | exact situation in trade between this country and other 
late campaign into believing that the Democratic Party would There may be now less competition in the finished 
play fair with the manufacturers of the country, and would not | than in the component parts, or vice versa, and it is 
destroy legitimate industries. of how much competition now prevails under the pres: 
One of the gentlemen who had perfect faith that the party | That is largely instrumental in determining whether 
now in control would frame a tariff bill that would not destroy | should be reduced, and how far, in order that a proper 
legitimate industry advises me that “a mistake” has been made | of competition throughout the entire line of business ; 
in that part of the bill which relates to umbrellas and the com- | these manufactured articles may be kept up; we co. 
ponent parts thereof. Indeed, I find there are several gentle- | amount of the production in this country in conn 
men who have the same notion. One of them writes: the amount of imports under the rate, and fix the 1 
Now, it must surely have been an oversight on the part of the com- regard to that. If it so happens that the component 
mittee to give a preference of 15 per cent to foreign manufacturers | carry a higher rate than the finished article, it will | 
od 1. otlele 1S ng pees, ae te aaeenies eaeee "aa. there is to-day less competition in the finished arti 
schedule, if put through, would be apt to put every American manu- the component material, and we desire to bring about 
facturer out of business, relation. 
Mr. Chairman, the committee in this bill fixed the um-| Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman think that is a f 
brella duty at 30 per cent ad valorem, and then they fixed the | ™ent to apply to a man whose house is burning? 
duty upon umbrella and parasol ribs and stretchers which | _“t. PALMER. Nobody's house is burning as far ; 
enter into the manufacture of the umbrella at 35 per cent. | Tibs are concerned. [Laughter.] ; 
Then, in order to make it still more interesting to the man Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I 
whose industry in this country was not to be destroyed, when it strike out the last word, I think this afternoon of | 
came to the woven fabric, of which silk was a component part, | 4°yY of proceeding under these various schedules h 
they provided a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem, so that they enough along to sample the quality of this bill and 
made it utterly impossible, if a man wanted to manufacture | Strate conclusively that it is not built upon any consis 
an umbrella in this country, to get any of his raw materials at | OT System that the gentleman from Pennsylvania or a 
a less price than the foreigner could send his finished umbrella | ©" explain to the satisfaction of reasonable men. — 
into the country for. If they have made a reduction in the rates and it 
Mr. PAYNB. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to sug- | {2 & greater revenue because of greater importatior 
gest to him that the item was in at 30 per cent instead of 35 | Planation is that this is a revenue tariff, and they have 
per cent in the Underwood bill a year ago, and undoubtedly the for its effect upon the industries of the country; and 
velo was what called attention to it. I want to inquire whether other hand, they have so changed the rates that 
it would not have been better for these gentlemen to have gone will be reduced, they state that we are not compelled 
to the White House a year ago, instead of confining their visit to | TYe2Ue from this particular item because we now | 
about a month ago? come tax. Here is an instance in the umbrella sched 
Mr. MOORE. I think the gentleman is entirely right in his which they have the rates on the raw material higher 
supposition as to what they should have done. But the truth | finished product. We have just had another sched 
is, the committee saw that an error had been made in attempt- | the automobile schedule, in which they have the finish: 
ing to establish a revenue duty in regard to umbrella frames, rates much higher than the rates on the various part 
and did, on the appeal of certain Democratic representatives | 28 1t : 
of manufacturers of umbrellas, change base and give an added Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman } 
protection of 5 per cent, bringing the rate upon finished um- Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. — se 
brellas up to 35 per cent. As the situation now stands, um- Mr. PALMER. The gentleman will notice that if the 
brella and parasol ribs and stretchers, composed in chief value | Ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moo 
of iron, steel, or other metals, and tubes for umbrellas are | Prevail, the rate on the raw or semiraw materials w 
to come into the United States at a duty of 35 per cent, and | bigher than the rate on the finished product. 
the finished umbrella is to come in at 35 per cent, vut the silk Mr. MOORE. We will come to that when we reac! 
which goes into the umbrella—and most people, whether rich Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I 
or poor, use umbrellas in this country—is taxed at 45 per cent. | much interested in the position of the gentleman from 
So everything as it stands in the bill is in the interest of the | vania [Mr. Moore] as I am in the efforts—futile el 
men who want to send abroad to manufacture umbrellas and | seems to me—of the gentlemen to explain the system 
the component parts, because it is impossible for men in the | struction upon which the bill has been made. It mak 
United States to get their raw materials cheaper than the | ference what you call the rate on any article; it is t 
finished product. tent of the rate protective. Take the automobile ind 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the discussion with which we | consumption of automobiles in this country to the 
have been favored ought to commend itself to the distinguished | 6158,000,000. There is a rate of 45 per cent. That is 
gentleman from Wyoming—— tive, practically. Tess than $2,000,000 in value of aut 
Mr. MONDELL. It does. [Laughter.] were brought into this country, and only about $2,000 
Mr. PALMER (continuing). As evidence of that incon- | parts and completed automobiles altogether. 
sistency in the conduct of men when it comes to making tariffs Take the completed automobiles and the component 
that seems to arouse his criticism. He would do well if he | the consumption in this country is over $240,000.000. ‘I 
would train his popguns upon his colleagues on that side of the | of 45 per cent is practically prohibitive. It is a protect 
aisle who have just now exhibited this startling inconsistency. no matter what you call it. It does not produce rev 
We find the gentleman from New York cooperating with.the | does not produce foreign competition in the industry. 1 
gentleman from Minnesota at all times, and complaining against | publican Party are frank enough to say that this rate 
our conduct in raising the rates in the bill over those of the | because the industry is employing thousands and thous 
Underwood bill of a year ago. We find immediately afterwards | American laborers and consuming thousands upon thous 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], and the gen- | American raw materials as well as foreign raw materials; | 
tleman from Iowa, to whom evidently an absolutely contrary | ing up a great profital “e industry iaat has probably added ! 
duty has been assigned in this debate, complaining because we | impetus than any other one single industry io the prosper'' 
did not raise the rates high enough. this country in the last 10 years. The gentleman from len 
The gentleman from New York takes us to task for raising | sylvania [Mr. Patmer] is not willing to destroy this industry 
the rates from 30 per cent to 35 per cent over the Underwood | nor to place it upon either a revenue basis or a compe! 


i 
Page 36, line 13, after the word “ finished,” strike out “55 per cer 


ad valorem” and insert ‘40 per cent ad valorem.” 
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1 he is not frank enough to say that he has regard for | man for taking tl . things as a joke. because he does not care 
ant industry. The fact of the business is that the anything about the working people anyhow, probably. The f 
<t. If you can produce an article in this country | is you are not going to fool tl! . Wo! gy] »ple ny more with 

put a rate upon it, you protect it, no matter what you this argument that you are making about protecting the Am: 


it. and the merits of this bill, when it is in operation, | can workir 

idged by \.hether it tends to encourage or destroy the | been foolins t ! i 

osperity in which we are now indul; gin’ yr. allow the wool to be pulled over his « nv longer. 
r, 1912, marked the high-water mark both in produc- Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. This is umbrell 


i exportation. We produced in round figures something Mr. BI on of Illinois. That is one 


rman. He has waked up to the fact that you ha 































1,.000,000,000, $8,500,000,000 in agriculture and $21,-} signs, th: they have woke up to the decept ly 
00 of manufactures, We expcrted $2,204,000,000 of that. | practi oop on them in these arguments by m« 
i something like $1,600.900,000. ‘hey were the ‘presenting th here in ; re and hoi 
: ’ ’ 2 repres them here In i re and none 
exportations and importations in the history of the fr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chai I rise to a ] 
a “ * © » 4 aN. i. Ailil n, : ‘ Ol 
> can stand experimentati now, perhaps, as well ‘IT A] rom 
yg com Bir gic ogy melon peege. cata the CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it 
y other time, and when these gentlemen have placed Mr. AUSTIN. I just want to t] t 0 
“iff ache <j ‘ration. thev wil e inde nee : Tez sae apne ats an os = aes . to . 
iff hedules in 7 - , —, hey W! ! J dg a cord | tleman from Alabama to the fact that the gent! 
they work. A protective principle al s has worked | nois is not strictly observing the rule t he enforced 
| always will work well in this country, and I commend | me this morning — 
; . 7 iC ust rning 
rving some measure of protection on some of the | Mr. BUTLER The ce man is 
lustries, although I can not commend their lack of | now Stee a 
in confessing the fact. | MI AUSTIN. T] ’ ' 
‘“ALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that}, = lor ; uaa 
te on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in| §\.. 1". i i ea . : 
on Mr. BUCHANAN of Iinois. If I have made 
— . ‘ A - able remarks io} fharan har } ‘ am gettiy +7 4 
CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? , ee ee, + ee Wenerew hem, bet 5 6 
was no objection. i this argument about protecting labor when 
na oe a 7 ; at » ficht its ou hat , hal . 
Mr. MO} NDE LL. i Chairman, speaking of the umbrella | ha t ti _ at a ve Oe ’ 1] ; ; wenn 
: . } uture "hs ! i” wants i o , +} a | al ang . 
ragraph, in order that I may be within the rules, I am glad | rut oe a at labor wali Ep I . eee t and : 
- - er . ; ' ona ights ‘otectea ang foir ry whi , YY "1 rer 
there is one proposition on which the gentleman from u cee rights protected and a fair opportunity and sesgar> 
syly [Mr. Parmer] and I are in full agreement. He | they do not need any tariff oo to p 8 
: * . : ° rs t 7% "c 1 here oan nat é 1 , y =) : — 
» bumps and inconsistencies in this bill are not so i wa it to Rave | en aliens a 09. Bema vssige- Heelers Biot 
kable in a Democratic bill as they would be in a Repub- | un “, 2 ee re resident Taft by the secretary 
: bill. I agree with him on that proposition absolutely. As | 0f the Federation of Labor urging the signing of the immigra 


of fact, I have about come to the conclusion that the | #0" bill. I desire to have part of that read to show th 
emen do not expect to be expected to be consistent. It is tion he takes ; that a prote tive tariff, while it prot 
iate the gentleman from Pennsylvania did not give sufli- | manuf eturer in col ecting tribute in the way of ab 
ttention to what was said by the gentleman from Minne- high prices from the working people of this e 
(Mr. ANDERSON] and his colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. | Ye" “ie wo rkingman any protection in the way of hi 
Moore] to understand that they did not pretest against his hav- | The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Cler! 
| 
i 
! 
| 



















7 - . follows: 
y reased or decreased any one particular rate. What they The Clerk read as follows: 
lid protest against was the bumpy, humpy, hobble-skirted, limp- 
ng character of these schedules. For instance, here are certain 


the component parts of umbrellas at 35 per cent. Over on | 


Mr. President, it is now an undisputed fact that in mar 
the emigrants who come here are work! for such low w ¢ t 
American born can not compete with them. rhey can not live 
wages paid and support a family 





» 97 are other parts of umbrellas at 30 per cent, and in the In support of the position tl the American 1 
schedule are other parts of umbrellas at 45 per cent, and | With foreigners and live on the wages paid to them and 
brella itself bears a rate of 35 per cent Now. the gen- | ily, I refer you to the investigation of the Bet 
1DTe A 1S! atS a FAte OF ox per 1k. =sNOW, Lhe ge D- } made by a committee of the Federal Council of the ¢ 
man from Pennsylvania knows—we all know—that there is | and the investigation made by Commissioner Neill, of I 
her rhyme nor reason in that sort of thing. It is just com- | of we. or, as to a os conditions in the steel indust 
. : : ss >» ask fe 3 ariclatio or the irpose of iv , he 
n, ordinary blundering, as, in my opinion, the rates on auto- | \oyyore of — = ee a a ae 
! les and their parts are. When the gentleman from South ly rtur nity for a breathing spell, so they can secure ed co 
Dakota asked why these inconsistencies in the automobile sched- | both as to hours and wages 


ile, he is told to read in the Recon to-morrow the explanation | ),28, passing T, will call your attention, to the fact 

the gentlemen from Alabama and Pennsylvania claim to have | tected, but we have a free flow of labor coming to 

l time. The manufacturers have protection against 
tured by cheap labor in foreign countries, but labor has 1 
against the importation of cl , 

The opponents of this measure will say that ff tl ' } 

are protected, then labor itself must be benef ! ‘ } 
| 
| 
| 






























The trouble is that when the gentleman from Minnesota 
d the gentleman from South Dakota examine the Recorp 
rrow they will discover that the gentlemen from Alabama ; ae ; 
Pennsylvania sent them to the Recorp for a snipe hunt. tained In oth eee will thus be in a mn te 
(hey will find no explanation there. As the gentleman from | 
] is [Mr. MANN] well said, there is no one on earth out- 








wages to his employees rhe first tention is f ied i 


man facture does receive a higher rate 








: » of a certain class of eleemosynary institutions or the vic- ay a wages ee cok yee s, is 3 ‘th ts 
a tims of an overdose of Welsh rarebit who can explain why auto- | do not pay higher wages. They pay | W i 
mobiles should be 40 per cent, parts of automobiles 20 per | the hishest prote ted industri . sua ularly ad 7 
cent; bicyeles, 25 per cent, parts and all; and these little | fry pa king-house employees, and textile ihe ie 
hoo-choo affairs that are a cross between the bicycle and the | in the country is my to tt helt yA 
living wage a family. A h K ! th 


automobile bear a different rate from either of the other two, | th? 2 liv Fg gt i 
both in whole and in part. There is no explanation for these | ‘"° *°5°s Pat eee ee 
things, no logic in them. The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 


Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not think I | ment will be withdrawn. The question is on the amendment 


care to take up the full five minutes. The discussion of this offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] 

bill, as the discussion of all tariff questions, brings out argu- The question was take n, and the Chair announced tl the 
n ent in favor of designing measures that will protect laborers, | noes seemed to have it. 

and some gentleman has this afternoon stated that org: inized Mr. MOORE. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

labor was for a protective tariff. Even in this debate since this The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, 1 
bill has been before the committee reference has been made to So the amendment was rejected. 

4 comparison between some of the building trades in this coun- The CHAIRM “ The Clerk will read 

. and those of some foreign countries, when in fact the The Clerk read as follows: 

as ff can not have anything to do with the wages of the build- 144. Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, made of tron 
ma whether wholly 


hg craftsmen of this country. They do not build buildings in | or steel, and steel-tired wheels for railway t 
foreign countries and sell them in competition with the builders = party Sniaied. and a a a eee ae Aa» —~ Saewee 
here, and the fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the American build- | valorem: ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, or blanks t e same, without 
ing craftsmen are not on! y the best paid workmen of this coun- regard to the degree of manufacture, 10 per cent ad valorem: Provided 
try or any other country, but they are the most efficient and | That when wheels fon it yay peed melee fitted in them, the wh 
Capable workmen. We construct buildings cheaper in the | andl allen seaether shall be dutiable at the same rate as is ‘provided 
United States than anywhere else. I do not blame the gentle- | the wheels when imported separately. 
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Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman—— and it is certain the United States would receive lareé 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- ager cage my ——_-or ee en eae” 


ment. _ England protects its industry by compulsory use of Brit 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | England and the colonies, while Germany does the same 
ar : Sonn 5 ‘ diment ‘hich the Clerl vill report man manufacturers by means of a high tariff. 
Moor! | offers an amendment, which the erk y el . The tire-manufacturing plants in America have been 
The Clerk read as follows: able to produce these materials largely in excess of the 
Page 38, line 18, after the word “ manufactured,” strike out “25 per | mands for them, and it was in the endeavor of American n 
cent ad valorem” and insert “ one-fourth cent per pound”; and on the to ey of their excess production that they learned 
sume page, line 20, after the word “ manufactured,” strike out “10 prevai ing in Canada and Mexico. 
per cent ad valorem” and insert “1 cent per pound.” We feel that it is but right and just for us to request si 
ad ile oo . tention of the present duty on wheels and tires for the pury 
Mr. MOORWH. Mr. Chairman, this is essentially a labor propo- | serving to this country the manufacture and sale of product 
sition. I sit in this House sometimes amazed at the sort of | as — stated, this country is already oversupplied wit 
Page s i. niieienal ‘ONG , | capacity. 
twaddle that is »assed out to the public through the Come oe In submitting the inclosed petition, therefore, we ask y 
SIONAL Recorp as the voice of labor in the United States. It | the means at your command to prevent any reduction 
seems to me the time has come when a Member of this House, Md a ee purposes or parts thereof, ete., or raily 
: : . ' - | parts thereof, etc.,” as a matter of justice to America 
sas hal ‘er as > ms > 9 ‘ Oo J in tire 
who is as much a laborer as the man who belongs to , union o turers as well as the protection of the large number of y 
the man who stands here assuming to speak for a union oF @ | ployed in this industry. 
particular class of workers, ought to be man enough to assert Respectfully submitted. : ‘ : 
himself. It is an odd thing that one or two men here should RAILWAY STEEL Sprino Co., S 
° a ta Frep W. Harris, Manager. 
always be picked as the real spokesman of labor. Awhile ago Pr 
we could not quote from Samuel Gompers even without objec- = * - PHILADELPHIA, P., 
i > » thing » quote isproved what has been said on. J. HAMPTON Moorn, ba 
— he : the thing 7 be . t . ae eee House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
» anda » protection of labor. . , 9 
= a oe coc a ee aa ‘ > nr tt It is Dear Sir: We, the undersigned, residents of your con 
[ said the amendment I offer is a labor proposition. It is @ | trict, hereby respectfully call your attention to the matt 
labor proposition, because it not only involves millions of capi- _nes gedactien n the tariff on “ wheels for railway purp 
: 3 of , ay or may | thereof, etc, * * * and other railway tires or parts t} 
{ se yme f ‘ : ( ay oO 1 tC., : a S parts t 
tal but the employment of thousands of men who m y or may new pending bafere Commnecs. 
not belong to labor unions, or may or may not have special The proposed reduction in the tariff on the above-mention 
spokesmen on this floor, but who have a right to the protection | would seriously affect one of the most important industri: 


“ ri : aoe a els soled . inois [Mr. | 2 by the Railway Steel Spring Co. in the city of Philad 
of the law in this country, which — friend from Iilin a l “i would positively result in the cessation of that company’s 
BucuANAN] said awhile ago they did not need. A little while | philadelphia. It is well known to you that the Railway 
ago we bad read from the Clerk’s desk a clipping from some _ is = of the a wage-paying er i Philadel; 

eer :  eeenh Bios r « ww f: is , its operation a great many workmen and their families d 
a - spaper quoting som —s = othe r, — ae “ a oa ne We therefore earnestly petition you to use all hono 
intimated that all the people in the insane asylums were people | your command to prevent the proposed reduction in t! 
who had toiled in the mills, and by reason of excess of toil had | above-mentioned products. 

: eR eel ale . sine : Charles T. Nichols, F. W. Harris, J. E. Morr 
been forced into insanity, when the real truth doubtless is that Williams, Martin T. Convery, Thomas (. \ 
many of those who get into insane asylums are those who do liam Ostertag, Chas. Bohmer, Jas. N. iost 

tt have ¢ sefi ing to do and who do not give their real H. Desher, sr., Adam Hoover, B. Frank R 
not | tive any usef 2o relfare of the lk: a. McLees, Wm. McConnell, Wm. Isherwood, W. | 
share of labor to the ae 7" mee - _—— 7" Albert J. Hastings, Geo. W. Dargin, W. HI. D 
I say this amendment is essential to the labor. In Germany Chris. Bersold, Patrick Hughes, James s 
and in France these railway wheels, made by honest but ill- Harry Bright, Milton Hersch, John C. \V 


, ws ; : : i sl 7 Rossman, Adolph Otto, H. F. M. Withi: 
paid labor, are protected by the laws of those countries in a Laiex. George i Retteel Themes Gana 


I 


and 
a I 


Ar 


if 


imaunner in which you do not propose to protect them in the Homan, Frank H. Hughs, John H. Mairs, | 


; mone . s sainiians aieam o> — , > W. Bright, Chas. McKenner, George F. \| 
Underwood bill. Germany makes it compulsory upon aed ane Coffin, James Santime, Walter Schecffer. < 
to buy railroad wheels of the German manufacturers, an Geo. Brunetti, P. Schmidt, Guido Bruneiti. 
England makes it compulsory upon the people of England to Dossinice Freee ee, ee, g. Dar 

a iat alt ‘ > » workingeme Ongls E Schurm, W. C. Ebbert, Joseph Rafman, P 
buy the railway wheels made by the workingme n of Engl ind Lees Segal, Wrencis Mclean, John hier’ 
And yet in this bill you propose to reduce the rates that have W. Lunn, Edward J. Williamson, Th: G 
afforded protection to the men who make the wheels in the Samuel McCall, James G. Fowkes, P. M 


: bien tinal os Par { » § Mngls ‘ terms Thos. H. Rowdall, Chris. Graham, Peter (1 
United States and offer induce ments to England and Germany, Savane, Geaey 2 tan, Peaak We ters 
with cheaper material, to send their material here. Birch, Penrose Ambler, William E. Cor 

Mr. Chairman, I speak for men who work. I work, and I Howard Byan, Edward P. Crawford, George \ 
do not take odds from anyone with regard to the amount of liam T. Nichols, H. R. Edwards, Wm. M. M 


: : . 2 H. Wolf, P. L. Frey, H. A. Tripple, Joh: 
work I do. It is of service to the community, and I am doing Donovan, Wesley Miller, Stanly Shultz, W 


my part just as worthily, I hope, as any man who wears a Yoekule Koll, Max Muntz, Tony Gi 
badge or label of any kind; and so it is with every man who Camenisch. es 
earns his salt. He is something of a demagogue who takes any Seiten Meme Wore (0 
other position. I intend to incorporate in my remarks a state- Philadelphia, Pa., A} 
ment that comes from men over their own signatures—over | Hon. J, HaMpTon Moone, ‘ 
100 of them—men who work in the mills making car wheels, — wear an ae a i 
i i i “j > Bd ; : rw ar ill, whic s before Cor 
who ask this Congress to protect them in their American occu- sate, ccmtoing the tiatia< whicn | 
pation against the cheaper labor of England and Germany “Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, made 
which some of the professed friends of labor on this floor wish | steel, San steak red voems ne paliway perpenes, wh t 
; i . § , rics rag” ) artiy tinished, an ron or stee ocomotive, car, or ot! 
to introduce in order aa beat down the American wage. tires OF "parts thereof, wholly ‘oF partly manufactured, 25 | 
I append the following letters: valorem ; ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, or blanks for the sa! 
RAILWAY STEEL-SprinG Co., Scotr Works, regard to the degree of manufacture, 10 per cent ad valore! 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 21, 1913. That when wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, 
Hon. J. HAMPTON Moors, steel, are imported with iron or steel axles fitted in them 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. oe ne See — = fT cehanatans the same rate as 
Dear Sir: You will find inclosed herewith a petition from the local | °F the wheels when imported separatery. va ate 
officers and employees of the Railway Steel-Spring Co., at Philadelphia, As et ye of the —_ rial ee we ee ; . 
Pa., together with signatures of some of the mcet prominent —— = ee ied eee oo ae aaahe Se ened If the 
men at this point, protesting against the propos reduction in 1e : ‘ , ss - Se cell 
tariff pgm Bae teas as covenst by the proposed amendment to the | 2nd becomes a law with the ste with in ttatinaton trot 
tari¥ in the bill now before Congress, reading as follows: it will not be possible to compete wit a by ah , P eamate with | 
“ Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, | This is proved by our inability to in Ca os it ee oe ional 
and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly or partly | Manufacturers for the sale of tires in es or the decidi! 
finished, and iron or steel locomotive, car, or other railway tires or | Where the chances of securing aay og business except Ww 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem,” | being price only. We secure no “— lan = cracoee he 1 
ete. demand is urgent and the time for de es —. cae of ti 
rhere are millions of dollars invested in this industry at various | Our information of conditions gga ay é 1a br Prices ieee 
places in this country, and a large number of men are employed in the | home consumption in Europe is hig ~ Tamers, mEngiand 
works at this point. ‘The maximum wages have been paid, and satisfac- | tires by American nS hom¢ f British tires in | 
tory labor conditions have prevailed at all times. The present tariff on | tects its industries by the compu eoich tarift America would 
tires Is 1} cents per pound, and the proposed reduction to 25 per cent | and the colonies, and Germany by nig _ Taide for the exc 
ad valorem is a percentage reduction of 64 per cent. We can not help | therefore another dumping groun = as io a oeataet 
but feel that this is a situation which has not been properly present duction. The total productive capac 7 ° aie abet gus. plant 
to Mr. UNpgrwoop and the other gentlemen of the Ways and Means | so much in excess of the possible gg ogee ‘. io eet BOW | 
Committee, and this opportunity is taken to inform you of the true | operated to its full capacity. As the = Stain orders for rings 
facts of the case. their full capacity every endeavor is made ‘0 po A than tires fot 
In England and Germany tires are sold at higher prices than are | for crushing machinery and commercial uses erase, ordinarils 
charged by American manufacturers to railroads in the United States. railway purposes in substitution for the eaaee, OF to as near maxit 
Canada and Mexico are practically the “ dumping grounds” of Europe | of steel castings to assist in the plants + pag how A ft lowest cost 
for the excess producti. a of these materials by European manu_xcturers, capacity as possible, in order to secure the 
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ll be clearly apparent, therefore, that the deprivation of business | several items of the bill in their endeavor to as tain the 


will surely occur if the bill is enacted can have no other result logic or the reasonin: Ne ited ; a + S 
n advance in cost due to the lesser quantity produced, increasing | > le reasoning which influenced the ¢ ninittee on W 





the intensity of the already severe competition. and Means in tixing in the bill certain rates—has tariff b 
We would suggest the advisability of a specific tariff per pound in-| been read by the House so that it can be considered by the 
of per centum ad valorem, with its uncertainty of actual amount | Gommittee of the Whole . 
f and its inducement to improper and untrue statements of price | a ss . AEE. ; 
r to secure lower tariff charges. We especially protest against | I am inclined to believe, Mr. Chairman. that this is ¢ first 
roe tariff oe ue cogged ingots, ae or — oe | time that many of these gentlemen have either | i read, or 
ne, without regard to degree of manufacture, man is charges es . aie: eushien te hth) +] eee 
iron or steel locomotive, car, or other railway tires, or parts read thems ives, any tariff bill that has ever been « | ) 
wholly or partly manufactured,” because in the manufacture of law. Their own party never gave them an oppor anne 
e process proceeds from the cast ingot to the cogged ingot, to} tion the men in charge of a tariff bill as 
{ d blank, from which the tire, with but little additional cost, is . : ee ee a a ae a 
‘ rolled. The sketch attached hereto illustrates the various de ne nome influen Ing the committee that prepared ae | ' 
o of manufacture referred to in the bill, indicating clearly the possi placing the duties at one rate or another. wit 
f construing = +. tire as a blank. considered under a special rule, which provided th e 4 
Sketch not printed in RecorpD.) Chie ey ete. i eae atria ee 
efore a bloom or blank, upon which almost all the cost of manu mittee On Ways and Me aus at any tine ™ ight offe 
ng tires has been placed, could be entered under the 10 per cent | tO any part of the bill, and thus the bill was never read, and 
and do irreparable injury to the tire manufacturers in this | the gentlemen never had an opportunity either to 
“we trust the facts herein set forth clearly indicate that it is not our ments themselves ol _to question those who Treprese a th 
desire to secure a tariff which will permit exorbitant selling price, | 2S to their reasons for fixing particular rates. LAP] » 4 
n the contrary, indicate a desire to be granted sufficient protection | the Democratic side. ] 
) ire the acquisition of business which is rightfully ours, with the Mr. hh IN Mr. Chairm: le oO — . le 
ible profit to which we are justly entitled. a iy [ANI . avy the i u man Fr aw = 
you be good enough to acknowledge receipt, advising if we may | [Mr. F'irzcrracp] says this is the first time an opportu ty has 
your support toward preventing any reduction in the present | been granted to Members of the House to rend a tariff bill. It 
yn the articles mentioned. | is strange ‘ » gentlem “wee cast ' 
Yours, very truly, STANDARD STEEL Works Co., | iS strange that the gentlk man from Né w York hii Ss not take 
ROBERT RADFORD, Neeretary. advantage of the opportunity, if this is the first time; but 
Pr. S—The present tariff is 14 cents per pound on tires and 1 cent dently he has not. If he had taken advantage of the 
ner pound on the ingots from which they might be made. tunity to read the bill and examine the report of the cor 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentle- | he would not have needed to ask the gentleman from Pei 
n from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]—— vania [Mr. Moore] whether his proposition me 
Mr. BUTLER. Upon what? in the ad valorem rate, because the committee, endeavoring to 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That this amendment is essentially aj} give information for the benefit of the House, which was 
a proposition. It would be very laborious for me, and I wasted on the gentleman from New York, however. gives the 
helieve it would be so for 99 per cent of the Members present, to | information that under the existing rate, which is now proposed 
determine whether his amendment, proposing to place a specific by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Moore], the ad 
duty on these materials in place of an ad valorem duty, as fixed | valorem would be at least double what is proposed in this bill 
in the bill, will increase or decrease the rate of duty proposed | The gentleman should read the report. 
by the committee. Inasmuch as the gentleman has refrained Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘That would involve labor 
from imparting or has withheld from the committee the needed in- Mr. BUTLER. A well-deserved rebuke! [Laughter.] 
formation as to whether this proposed specific duty would result Mr. MANN. Well, perhaps it is labor for the gentleman. 1 
in an increase of the duty fixed in the bill or a decrease in the | apprehend that he is so accustomed to bringing in appropriation 
duty fixed in the bill, it is a matter of labor for the Members to } bills without any information in his report that he considers 
ascertain for themselves whether the gentleman from Pennsyl- | that nobody examines the reports of committees in the House. 
yania [Mr. Moore] is intending to increase or to decrease the | Evidently he has not examined at all the report on this b 


Possibly he does not know even that the committee made a 


rate proposed, 





Those of us who have not had the advantage of the informa- | report to the House. 
tion furnished to the gentleman from Pennsylvania from the Mr. Chairman, unless the antidumping clause acts as a pro 
protected industries of his State, which have so long fattened | tective measure, this reduction of the duty on car wheels will to 
at the expense of the people, and those of us who have not been | 4 large extent destroy the car Wheel industry in the United 
able to devote all of their time and energy to tariff questions | States. I do not know whether there will be suflicient prote 
and to public duties so as to be worn to a frazzle, as the gentle- | tion under the antidumping clause to protect the industry or not 
man from Pennsylvania happens to be, can not tell offhand Phat is a matter of estimate. it may be that it will protect In 
whether a specific rate proposed will increase this definite ad the other countries, outside of Englai d and Geri wf 
valorem rate or decrease it. I desire to exercise some intelli- | dustries are to a large extent driven out of t! 
gence in yoting upon the amendments that are proposed. I can | the surplus from Germany and England being dumped | 
only assume from the conduct of the gentleman from Pennsyl- them, England protecting itself by a4 positive requirement th 
yania heretofore that, no matter what rate may be proposed in | the wheels or tires shall be of English construction, and Gi 





this bill, it is not sufficiently high to satisfy him, and that he | ™ny protecting itself by a prohibitory tax. We propose, | r 








times been raised as to whether the armor of the ships that have | by this side of the House or vote against his own side of thy 
House. He conducts bills in the House which are considered 


been provided for the defense of the country and armored with t 

the armor plate manufactured in the gentleman’s State was of | their merits. It is unusual for the gentleman from New \Y 

such a character as to afford the protection intended. | to be so bound, but now he is bound like my colleague f 
Perhaps the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires some of his | Illinois over on the other side [Mr. BUCHANAN], 

industries to furnish all of the parts for the rolling stock of | rising to his feet. 

our transportation companies, and thus place not only those who Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me say to the gentle from | 

ire enlisted to defend the country, but the general public, in | nois that if he will offer any amendment that has ime: 

the power of some of the not overscrupulous manufacturers for | furnish information that will convince any re 

whom he has been so assiduously working during the considera- | I will be glad to vote for his amendment. 


really intends to increase the proposed rate, whether he gives | ting the antidumping clause, to admit the products of theit 
any information from which that conclusion may be drawn. ; factories practically free, or at a greatly reduced rate, into the 
Some time I should like to go quite fully into some of the | United States. isl 
questions raised by the gentleman. Congress some years ago | , In connection with my remarks I w iM insert some furt! 
provided that the Government should purchase armor plate, | information upon this subject, knowing that it is useless to ¢ 
manufactured in the gentleman’s own State, from American | it to the House otherwise, the Democrats having deter 
manufacturers, They have frequently taken advantage of the | that there shall be no amendment proposed from this le of 
Government to foist upon it, for the protection of the ships | the House accepted by them. It would be useless to give any 
designed for the defense of the country, armor plate that was | ane to = _— ane from New York [Mr. Fitz : . 
absolutely worthless. sually independent, usually somewhat progressive, le ort 
They have resorted to all kinds of tricks and devices to de- feet and arms, and he is gagged, except to abuse or criticize 
ceive and mislead the inspectors furnished by the Govern- | this side of the House. His vote is delivered in advance. Hy 
ment to protect the Government. Serious questions have at | dare not on any proposition vote for an amendment submitted 
} 


tion of this bill. Mr. MANN. I have offered some amendments and have fur 
In some respects the consideration of this bill has been very | nished reasonable information. 

edifying and edueating. For the first time—either in my ex- Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman imagines that. It is not 

perience or in the experience of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | a fact. [Laughter.] 

vania, or in the experience of the gentleman from Wyoming, or Mr. MANN. I offered amendments a year ago which the gen 


that of some of the other gentlemen who have been criticizing | tleman, along with his party, voted against, decried them, said 
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the bill. Yet when the bill is brought 
the very provisions which I then offered 

gentleman, after receiving the information, voted 

{| Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
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JAcoB C. PFEIFFER, 


PULLMAN, 1973. 
Washington, D. C. 

residents of your congressional dis- 
attention to the matter of the pro- 
“Wheels for railway purposes and 
railway tires or parts thereof, 


InL., April 18, 
Representatives, 
We, the gned, 
hereby pectfully your 
reduction in the tariff on 
thereof, * * * and other 
p vending before Congress. 
sed reduction in the tariff on the above-mentioned prod- 
seriously affect one of the most important industries as 
by the Railway Steel Spring Co., in the town of Pullman, 
ositively result in the ation of that company’s activi- 
van. It is well known to you that the Railway Steel Spring 
f the best wage-paying factories in Pullman, and upon its 
eat many workmen and their families depend. 
i fore earnestly petition you to use all honorable means at 
command to prevent the proposed reduction in the tariff on the 
mentioned products 
Edward F. Bryant, Claude R. Egan, 
Donald R. Bryant, Pearson, Allan M. Summers, 
Paul N. Dahlin, A. C. Caldwell, B. M. Sweeney, 11313 
Forest Avenue; F. W. French, 11419 Prarie Avenue; 
'. A. Kennedy, president Kennedy Laundry & Supply 
Co.; F. Wolff, 26 Arcade Building, Pullman; P. B. 
Tireau, 237 East One hundred and thirteenth Street, 
Chicago; J. C. Ferrin, 28-30 Arcade ra C. A. 
Gillespie, 11110 Indiana Avenue, Chicago; L. H. Jahn, 
11339 Stephenson Avenue; Charles H. Meir, 11340 
Prairie Avenue, Chicago; L’ J. Johnston, 11340 Prairie 
Avenue, Chicago; W. H. Armund, 10-11 Market Build- 
ing, Chicago; Julius Spamer, jr., 11224 Stephenson 
Avenue, Chicago; O. G. Lindberg, 367 East One hun- 
dred and seventeenth Street; E. BE. Thompson, Market 
Building, Pullman; A. J. Hoetestra, 11313 Cottage 
Grove Avenue; James B. McLachlan, 11201 Cottage 
Grove Avenue; H. J. Donahue, 11450 Michigan Avenue ; 
Louis Crouse, 11445 Michigan Avenue; F. T. Loucks, 
11439 Michigan Avenue; Martin R. Lynn, 11855 Staite 
Street; J. H. Walsh, 11401 Michigan Avenue; L. W. 
Kahn, 4710 Grand Boulevard; C. M. Hanan, 11400 
Michigan Avenue; H. W. Hoffman, 12109 Butler Street ; 
Robert Elliott, 11541 Stewart Avenue; Isidore Frank, 
11403 Prairie Avenue; Louis A. Schmid, 11324 Michi- 
gen Avenue; Charles Lauer, 11233 Michigan Avenue; 
Nels 0. Larson, 11320 Indiana Avenue; Charles Peorie, 
115 West One hundred and eleventh Place; F. C, Bendl, 
11420 Prairie Avenue; I. J. Stram 10733 Carty Avenue; 
Ii. Hotm, 233 West One hundred and tenth Street; 
Emil Wumerberg, 11156 Curtis Avenue; H. B. Ludwig, 


: unders! 
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( irrled on 


cess 


our 
li 


Mareus A. Aurelius, 
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George J. Phillips, 1112 
Deckelman, 48 West One 
and twelfth Street; H. Hagel, 14 West One 
and thirteenth Street; A. Hammerstrom, 11144 
Avenue; R. A. Dean, 625 East One hundred i 
Street; Frank O. Ernst, 11410 Indiana Ay: 
Wares, 11333 Prairie Avenue; Jos. W. Cann 
Indiana Avenue; Albert Holmbery, 11328 | 
nue; Wm. Guthardt, 59 West One hundre 
ees ten Budka, 236 West One hi 
enth Street; Wm. I. Sherwood, 302 ‘ 
pone d — Sweet Place; Elmer E. Carison, 
gan Avenue; G. Z. Carvier, 29 West One 
fourtee aah Street; Paul F. Neidhardt, 
ton Ave nue; John J. Kunst, 20 Eas 
twelfth Piace; Thomas J. Ryan, ; 
an d twelfth Place; Glenn G. Perry, 11824 
nue; Jos, Gannon, 11214 Stephenson BR 
Akerman, 11421 Prairie Avenue: Geor 
120-121 Lowe Avenue; Michael Fox, 
Street; M. J. Ryan, 11118 Curtis Aven 
gen, 61 West One hundred and tent 
Noble, 1101 Michigan Avenue; Herman | 
One hundred and fifth Place; John Joh 
One hundred and twelfth Place; Joe Zu! 
toom 14; EB. A. Frazin, 11717 Parnell! Ay 
Lind, 10738 Stephenson Avenue; G. k 
One hundred and thirty-fifth Place: S. BR 
Eggleston Avenue; C. Appel, 126 Ea 
and fourteenth Place; John Ahearn, 723 
Avenue; Alfred Eckborg, 56 West Ons 
twelfth Street; Wm. Zeilinger, 346 W 
and ninth Street; Frank W. Lounsber 
ington Avenue; Jacob C. Pfeiffer, 11322 
John Holek, 12046 Wallace Street; Aug 
Hrickson Avenue; John Doodeman, 1162 
Albert_Crouse, oS we st One hundred 
a Koud en, 11120 Indiana Avenue. 


Curtis 
o 


113 


Avenue; 
Avenue; John G. 


ATLANTA, GA., 


R. Mawn, M. C., 
Washingt ton, D. C. 


DEAE Sip: This will advise that the writer was + 
months ago, by some personal friends interested in the 
car wheels and car-wheel springs, to file an argument and ! 
the House Ways and Means Committee and call att 
baneful consequences which would probably result if any 
made in the tariff duties on these products. : 

This the writer proceeded to do, and said brief and ar 
filed with the Ways and Means Committee on or about I" j 

I quote for your information extract from customs- tarift a 
5, 1909, covering the rates of duties on these products: 

“Par. 171. Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof 
fron or steel, and steel-tired wheels for railway pur 
wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel locomotive, 
railway tires or parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactu 
per pound ; ingots, cogged ingots, blooms or blanks for the 
regard to the degree of manufacture, 1 cent pe r pound. 

“Provided, That when wheels for railway purposes, or part 
of iron or steel, a are imported with iron or steel axles fitted in t 
wheels and axles together shall be dutiable at the same rat 
vided for the wheels when imported se par: ately. e 

I understood at the time that certain changes in the 
under consideration by said committee, and it was to lay t 
properly before the committee that the ‘argument was filed 

I am advised that the principal foreign competing man 
plants are located in England and Germany, and I am furt! 
that the German tariff on the imports of these products into 
try is expressly prohibitive, and that this was done to prevent 
tion from American-made goods. 

I am further advised that in England there is a law whic! 
the users of these products to purchase the same from 1 
concerns located in England or her colonies. 

These two very important points were amplified in 
before the committee, and it seems to me should have 
on the subject matter. 

As a result of the situation growing out of said laws 
Germany, it is not a question of rates of duty so much as it 
tect the American manufacturer against foreign laws eviden 
for the purpose of preventing importation of these goods and « 
tion from America. 

I respectfully call your attention to my argument, 
in the printed reports of the committee under the 
schedule. 

I am now advised that there is a company of considerable siz 
facturing these products in your district, located at Pullmaz 
reason your constituents are interested in this particular matt 
call it to your attention with the earnest request that ff it m 
your approval] you do what you can in Congress when this ph: 
tariff bill comes up for consideration to properly present t 
facts to the entire Congress, as they strike me with great for« 
my judgment, are controlling on the subject matter, as state 

. ‘* -* * * * 


Very truly, 


Hon. JAMES 


my 


been «x 


a1 


iron 


yours, 
H. N 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pr 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that debate « 


paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five mun! 


Mr. FARR. I should like five minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘Then I will make it 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
and all amendments thereto cose in 10 minutes. Is 
objection ? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, for the | 


of getting information—I shall not object to the reques' 


which you ¥ 


in Englar 


The gentleman from Pennsylvani: 
PaLMeER] asks unanimous consent that debate on this para 
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t+; the intention in reference to the evening, and if we have an | working with their brain, doing clerical work 01 
; ening session, as to the time of taking the recess? capacity, doing useful work, are, from my point 

\ir. PALMER. I understand that the gentleman from Ala- | ing people. 
hama |Mr. Unperwoop] desires to recess from half past 6 until The Democrats who controlled this House 
palf past 7, and then complete the metal schedule to-night. second Congress, and a number of those elect 

‘lr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama that | publican ticket, demonstrated that they were in 
ict night, with the recess an hour and a quarter long, there | the demands of organized labor by passing S 
. .s nobody in the House when we reassembled, and I think a | by the representatives of organized labor that ! 
ocess of an hour and a quarter is a little too short. by the Republicans, who had been in the maj 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I do | for the last 16 years. The Democratic House r 
not want to cut off anybody in the House. I want this bill to | appeals of organized labor because they were 1 
nave full opportunity to be discussed, and I know it is natural only asked for just and equitable legislation 

measures passed by the House died in the Se! 


th ++ we should get into political debates on a tariff bill. If the 
eman is willing to urge his friends on that side of the 


Hl ise that after supper we shall confine our remarks to the 
eehedule, I will do the same, and I am willing, when this 10 | 
1 .s’ debate is over, to take a recess. 

Mr. MANN. ‘This side of the House has not violated the rule 


it respect as much as the other side has. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think both sides have wandered into | 
the realm of politics. 
Mr. MANN. It might keep them from wandering some, but | 
I think no one can criticize the action of the minority on this 
‘ill where we could delay or force the gentlemen on the other | 
ie of the House to bring in a rule. 

Mr. PALMER. Except where they want the discussion re- 
ported when they have been out to lunch and have not heard it. 
L, ughter. ] 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no criticism to make of the gen- 
tleman’s side of the House. I am allowing the bill to be read 
for their benefit, as we havg largely made up our minds on it. | 


[I ughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is allowing us to read the bill in 
order to escape the criticism of bringing in a rule to encourage | 
ntleman from New York to say how liberal you have been. | 
lo not eriticize the gentleman for taking that attitude. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think if we brought in a rule on our | 
side of the House without at least giving the minoritg gs op- 
unity to fairly consider the bill we would be subject to 
criticism. If, on the other hand, a situation was forced 

the House so that we could not get the bill through, I 
would not hesitate to bring in a rule. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the situation, I think, on both 
sides of the House. Politically speaking, we would rather have | 
bring in the rule, but. on the other hand, we have no desire 
ke an unfair advantage or force a rule as long as there is a 
reasonable amount of debate allowed. It to me that 
after we use up these 10 minutes we might easily take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
‘swap tobacco between lines” 
to the schedules? 

Mr. MANN. I have not indulged in any of it. 
cussed only the bill. 


et 


you 
ot 


seems 


I would ask the gentleman if we could 
and hold the debate down | 


I have dis 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Except when the gentleman was re- | 
ferring tome. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MANN. I was discussing the car-wheel proposition en- | 


tirely [Laughter.] The gentleman from New York did not 
w anything about it, and I was trying to give him informa- 

ion. Of course it was useless. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Will not the gentleman from Alabama make 
time 15 minutes before closing debate on this paragraph? I 

uld like 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to let 
ites if we can come to an understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


the debate run 15 


Alabama modifies 


his request, and moves that all debate on this paragraph and | 


endments thereto close in 15 minutes. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. 
the 


Mr. Chairman, the remarks of 


tlemen to believe that I was assuming to be the special 


| are 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] may lead some | 


were vetoed by the Republican President. L 
now of securing the passage of 


working masses, because the Democratic I 
of Congress, and we have a real people’s Pre 
| House. 


When you talk to 
“capital’s interest,’ 
tinct, I say to you 


people will not be solved until they are 
| point of view of the best interests of the whole pe 
legitimate business and commerci 


honest 


remedi: 





legi 


side 


‘labor's intere 
they 


me about 
as though 
that the gre 


arated from the interests of labor. 
of 


sufferi 


piracy, which has resulted in floating on the indu 
country about $40,000,000,000 of watered stock, 
counterfeit capital, which is bearing heavy on 
of the great masses of the people. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairma 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman yw 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
that under this high protective system the insar 


the country are full of men who are out of work. 
Chairman, 


Mr. 


MOORE. 


from t 


hg 


Mr. 


he 


not mean to say that. 


Mr. 


BUCHANAN of Illinois. 
time to yield, as I have only five minutes. 
industrial conditions know that the drift of industria 
is such as tend to impair the physical and mental 


burdens 


it 


the 


Mr. Chai 


were d 
problems « 


alism < 
ha 
he 


finanei ‘ 
t wri i } 


rentlieman 


m ¢ 


irman, 


working people of the country, because the so-ca 


industry through their 
and fictitious valuations have disregarded the rig 


ests of hu 
Mr. Cha 
eratie tick 


manity. 
irman, I 


et, and w 


v 


or 


eed 


for 


prot 


it 


» this Congres 


as elected te 
as elected on a 
a tariff for 


reduction of the tariff or 


representative of organized labor, and that there were only two | 


or three of us who were capable of representing labor. 
like to say for his information, and for the information 
othe 's, that I have not been officially connected with organized 
bor for about eight years. 
abor for a number of years, and I tried to serve them well. 
I took the position with reference to organized labor then 
that I take now—that organized labor's interest and the in- 
The 


of 


terest of honest, legitimate business and capital are one. 


position that I take in representing labor in Congress is that 
anybody that does anything that is useful is doing labor. I 
Go not confine the labor to those that work with their hands | 
only, 


Those that are working in their own business; that are 


I would | 


I served as an official of organized | 


platform 
revenue ol 





trict I am well known to be opposed to the 
policy, and favor a tariff for revenue only to obt: 
the expense of the Government economically 
do not try to deceive anyone in regard to my 
they do not know it, it is not because I hay 
plainly and bluntly. The trade-union people of 
their associations and exchanges of ideas are 
than those who have not organized the cot 
| opinion the large majority of them are opposed 
| tariff policy. The party that is advocat 
fused, when it was in power in this Congr: 
remedial legislation that they asked and 
| many years. The Democratic Party, however 
in its platform that it would pass legislation for 
day and other legislation that the trade-unions 
protection of the rights and interests of tl \ 
fulfilled its promise and has ed about eve 
i has been ¢ sked by representatives ¢ f th py 
| movement of this country. 

I insert here an article publis l 1 the ¢ 
Herald of May 1, 1913, written by Stoug nc 
able student of economic conditions: 

(By Stoughton C 

Seldom have justi and expedi Vv n i 
the plea of American seamen for relief from 
regulations that govern modern seafaring lift 

It has puzzled a great many pr ms to k 
merchant marine, protected and hedged ) 

| laws its friends could devise ild hay i 

| with other industries. Ameri: nna n L800 
as that of Great LBritain—970,000 and 1,856,008 
and continued to gre y leaps l d 

| had 5.350.000 tons. while England i ! 

| 5,713,000. Yet, in 1910 ghe Ameri t 

| while that of England had mounted to 19,012,204 t 

| 

| TONNAGI D i 

Nor do these striking figures convey the full 

| ping’s deciine. Less than one-sixth of t tonnag 


arty is i 


ff 


onsidere 


[i ople of 


Moor 


on cour 


adn 


working 


Those wh 


decla 


















































782,517 


tons, is engaged in the overseas trade, the re 
ing employed in the coastwise trade. Our naryi- 
prohibit foreign vessels from engaging in the 


s b 


plutely 


69 per cent of our exports and imports were carried under 
rican flag; in 1870 the proportion had fallen to 35 per cent; 
, to 18 per cent; and in 1911, of our foreign trade, the greatest 
W d and amounting to $3,576,546,304, less than 9 per cent 
ied in American ships. With but four steamships to Europe 
to the Orient flying the American flag we have come to a 


TARIFF FURNISHES ANSWER. 
brought this once great industry to this condition? Why 
should other enterprises advance while the shipping industry decays? 

rhe answer lies in that much discussed and still unsolved ques- 
tion, the tariff. When protection to the iron industry raised the price 
of rails and locomotives the increase was added to the freight rates 
and the shipper paid it. He had no other choice, But when this 
higher priced iron was used in a ship the freights could not be ad- 
yanced to cover it, for the reason that the shipper had an alternative; 
he could employ English ships. 

But American shipping was not allowed to decay without efforts on 
the part of Congress to revive it. Many investigations were made and 
a multitude of laws proposed and discussed. 

FREE SHIPS, FREB MEN. 

The sum total of these investigations seems to have established the 
fact that an American ship costs more to build than an English ship. 
To remove this handicap it has been proposed to allow American ship- 
masters to buy ships abroad. 

The friends of the tariff say this would be ineffective for the reason 
that the difference in the wages of seamen makes it more expensive 
to operate an American ship. To meet this condition they have asked 
that the Government aid the shipbuilder, the shipmaster, and the 
seamen by means of a large subsidy. But the people will not submit 
to a subsidy. Nor are they content to see the flag disappear from the 
hich seas. 

But the key to the situation is unexpectedly put in 
ngress by the sailors. 

r free men, 

igh seas, 


at has 


the hands of 
To the plea for free ships they add a plea 
Free ships and free men will restore the flag to the 


( 
f< 
b 


SEAMEN UNDER “ SLAVERY.” 

That free ships will equalize the cost of ships is plain; that free 
seamen will overcome the difference in the cost of operation will be 
apparent upon a moment's reflection. 

The navigation laws of nations maintain a species of slavery among 
seamen that has come down to us from the rude age when the line 
between buccaneering and legitimate commerce was shifting and in- 
distinct. 

Serfdom on land has long since disappeared, even in Russia; but 
serfdom on the sea remains. The man who ships on a vessel is bound 
to her by all the power of the Army and Navy. He must sign a con- 
tract, and should he attempt to quit his job, even when the ship Is 
safe in port, he is seized like a felon, put aboard in irons, and held 
till the ship goes to sea. 

Naturally, such a law has been abused. Human nature could not 
resist the temptation. It has been abused to such a degree that the 
American seaman has disappeared along with the American ship. 


MEN DEMAND JUSTICB, 


Self-respecting men now go to sea only when no other means of 
livelihood is to be found, so that the few ships we still have are manned 
for the most part by foreigners. 

For years the American seaman has been appealing to Congress for 
relief. Last February a bill was passed repealing the compulsory 
servitude laws and otherwise ameliorating conditions in the forecastle, 
but it failed of Mr. Taft’s signature and will have to be reenacted. 

Justice alone demands that the men be granted this relief. 3ut in 
this, as in all other cases, justice turns out to be the most expedient. 
The law that permits the shipping of a crew in a foreign port where 
wages are low and prevents them from leaving the ship in a port where 
wages are high puts it in the power of the foreign shipmaster to under- 
bid the American shipmaster. 

NAVY NEEDS DEFINED, 


tnt crant the men the right to quit when the ship is in port. Then 
a ship coming to our ports with a cheap crew would be unable to leave 
until it paid American wages. And rather than submit to this trouble 
and delay the shipmaster would pay American wages all the time. 
With ships and crews at equal cost, would the American shipmaster 
need anything more to induce him again to unfurl the flag on the high 
Beast 

We talk of a larger Navy, but of what use are ships without men 
to man them and colliers to coal them? When our battleships made 
their spectacular voyage around the world they were coaled by foreign 
ships. And had hostilities broken out suddenly not one of the 27 
coliiers would have dared approach the fieet. Our Navy is already 
short of officers and men, and it 1s becoming more and more difficult 
to man the ships. Is this a thing to be treated lightly? 

SEAMEN'S BILL URGED. 


It was the Navy that performed indispensable service in 1776 and 
saved the country from complete annihilation in the War of 1812, and 
it was the Navy that made possible the preservation of the Union in 
1861. B in those times the seas fairly swarmed with American ships 
and sailors, the best ships and the best men to be found under any flag, 
as was proven time and again in actual clash of arms. 

What a pitiable showing we should make to-day if suddenly called 
on to meet such an emergency! 

The seamen’s bill is drawn with a view of making life at sea as 
tolerable as life ashore. It provides that the Government, instead of 
the shipowners, shall issue the certificates of efficiency to the men; 
that a certain percentage of the crew shall be composed of efficient 
seamen; and that the seaman shall have the right to leave his ship 
when it is safe in port. 

With free ships and free men there is no doubt as to the future of the 
American merchant marine. 


The argument here contained can not be successfully denied. 
The wage workers of the country have the scum removed from 
their eyes and the cobwebs from their brains, and they will no 
longer permit the agents of the tariff barons of the country to 
deceive them by their old threadbare worn argument that the 
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tariff protects the workingman. Such argument is a do) 
and a snare and is an insult to the intelligence of the y 
people. 

The tariff, from its historical origin and even in its nam, 
survival of piracy, and the object and purpose for which ; 
been maintained since the War between the States has 
for the industry of the Republic to hand over an increasi; 
portion of its earnings to a group of men organized in » 
or less conscious conspiracy to promote their own ager: 
ment at the expense of their fellow citizens. 

Naturally, the people think that a tariff is necessary to , 
public revenue; but the people of the country have paid ‘ 
ally about two thousand millions of dollars more for the { 
they use and consume than they would have been requ 
pay for the same in a free market. The greatest share 
revenue accruing to the Government in any one year und 
tariff system and from the tariff was approximately $3: 
000. The difference between this sum received by the G 
ment and the total cost of the system to the people, a 
mately $1,615,000,000, has been the annual tribute levied 
industry by tariff beneficiaries, and this sum has come | 
from the class whose industry produced the small return 
laboring man, who is not, has not been, and can not be 
tected by any form of tariff, and the farmer, who could ¢ 
no benefit from the tariff. 

Twenty years ago 50 per cent of our international co) 
consisted of agricultural products in one form or another, y 
total international commerce constituted about 5 per cent 
total commerce of the Republic; therefore, 24 per cent, or 
fortieth of our total commerce, determined commercial 
for our entire circle of exchang The tariff on the 
books, ostensibly for the benefit of the farmer, became a 1 
at the customhouse, since the volume of our agricultural s 
plus was disposed of in free markets abroad, which deter: 
the value of domestic consumption. The price of wool, cot! 
packing-house products, and other farm and agricultural 
ucts were determined in the great consuming centers abroad 

We were exporters and still are exporters of such prod 
and not importers. However, the natural laws of trade form 
themselves, regardless of human interference and the penalti 
borne by the farmer for the last two generations, have begun 
to impose their vengeance on the Republic in the shape of a hich 
cost of living, with men driven out of agriculture by its exces- 
sive penalties under the tariff which compels them to se!! in 
the free markets and buy under tariff protection. It has driven 
men out of agriculture and into employment of a different kind 
until the margin of surplus of agricultural produce beyond 
sumption has about reached the vanishing point. 

It is difficult to speak temperately of a system which has pro- 
duced such diabolical results. It is even more difficult to sp 
temperately with reference to the infatuated blindness 
people that has permitted it. 

The necessity of a tariff as a matter of protection to Ameri 
can industry has long since disappeared. The cost per unit of 
production of articles manufactured in America is appr 
less than that of the same commodity in any other co 
The actual basis for the demand for a tariff is not the n 
to cover the difference in wages between America and 
countries, but in order that form and substance may be ¢ 
to an inflation of American securities. An industry, th: 
value of which in invested capital amounts to pr 
$5,000,000, is by a process of concentration, amalgamati: 
combination capitalized at about $25,000,000, and in ord 
float it—move it in the exchanges—it is necessary to show 
dends on the exaggerated capital; therefore it begins }) 
prevention of competition to raise the market prices for 
products and to lower the cost of its manufacture both in 
price of material and in the cost of labor. It will be chee! 
admitted that much of the artificial and fictitious capit: 
paraded on the stock exchanges of the country as solid \ 
will disappear when the power to levy unearned trib 
destroyed. = 

Aside from the economic evils which have accompanied 
shadow the abuses of the system, the social and moral 
quences are even more deplorable and enduring. The 
may recover from a period of industrial stagnation, bu! 
can not so easily overcome the results of moral degenera' 
Whenever a citizen is allured by the prospect of sharins 
loot into supporting the iniquitous system, becoming thers 
participator in the crime itself, the transition for spoliatic 
the innocent general public to the appropriation of indivi us 
properties is very natural and easy. It is an established _— 
ciple that whosoever secures something of value for nothing 
and without equivalent return, is economically and morally © 
thief; and there is a class of minds developed under the stress 


a 


t 
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of economic pressure, a natural consequence of the | our industries and their employees injured | 
system, which naturally believes that any form of | this bill. I have a case here for which | 


may not only be legalized, but sanctified by act of | who specially appeal for labor. It is an 

3, ; industry that employs male labor 

agile was the emblem of Roman genius and is the emblem Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gent i 
can spirit. It may not have occurred to those who |} ber of a labor organization? 

this symbolism that the later history of the Republic Mr. FARR. I am a member of 


stifies the selection of this royal bird as its emblem. | industry to which I now refer em) 1 
je habit of the eagle to lie in wait until the osprey by | man from Illinois [Mr. BucHaANan] I ki 
and industry shall have captured a supply of food, | ing labor, and he speaks of the path: 
pture is the immediate signal for activity on the part | I regret to say. in some industries; yet by | 
cle, who darts from his lofty perch and seizes upon | to stop the wheels from turning in this « 
caught by the osprey. Under our magnificent system l 


go in foreign countries, where wages are 0 
iins of finance find it much more simple, instead of | they are in this country and the cost of 
wealth themselves, to wait until others have created it | Standard just as much. 

by artful processes legalized under our system, to If industrial conditions are bad in pl 
riate it to their own use. how must they be across the ocean, whe! 

; doubtful if any argument, statement of facts, tabulation | lower and hours longer? Shall we b 

stics, social, moral, or industrial deductions from our | tions in this country by permitting foreign- 

ce as a people will have weight or power to change opin- | goods coming inte this count ry and tal 


















‘eady fixed. The only hope is that by the agitation of | from our people? The amendment offered by 
estion there may be an increasing number who are not | from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], which I would |! 
1] exponents, but rather the coefficients of public opin- had he not, to retain the present duty, the d 
se ideas may be developed along the lines of justice | bill in this new bill—the Underwood b ougl 
ith. I am sure the gentleman could not hav seriou 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, we are discussing the para- | this schedule and reduced the percentage 64 per 

h with reference to car wheels. The gentleman from Penn- serious injury, if not destruction, to this ind ry 
[Mr. Moorr] has illustrated how the interest of labor | selling these tires in this country for 3} cents per | 
ed in this paragraph. The gentleman from Illinois | are sold in Germany at 4 cents a pound and in I 
CHANAN] complains because we insist upon calling at- cents a pound. We can not ship any of our ul 

; these rates are reduced, to the danger of loss of em- | many on account of the high tariff, and we 

and reduction of wages to the American workingman, England on account of some compulsor) ] 

» he is complaining because we do call attention to the | lish consumers to use English-made goo i they 

which the workingman is in owing to this legislation goods in Canada. and our people can not go 
that we have no interest in the welfare of the labor- | account of the preferential duty in favor of Eng! 
» gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. BUCHANAN] is go- developed splendid industries for the making of t 

te for this bill. No one will ever know, I assume, | Pennsylvania, Missouri, Illinois, New \ Micl 
are his views as to the particular paragraphs and items | nessee, and other places. Let us m in it and } 
bill, for he has transferred to his agents, the Committee | ypbuilding : 

Ways and Means, authority to act for him, and eventually Mr. HARDWICK. What is that rule of which t 

vote as the caucus bound him to vote. This is what he | speaks? 
te for. He calls himself a friend of labor, and I think Mr. AUSTIN. And some in Tennessee. 
friend of labor, and a sincere friend of labor, but he is Mr. FARR. Yes. The rule adopted by ! 
only one on earth, I will suggest to the gentleman. | jndustries by the compulsory use of their | 
rhis is the bill he is going to vote for, a bill that on the show- | and their colonies. > ; 
ide by its proponents, its authors, is to transfer at least Mr. HARDWICK. Where does the gentlemar t 
$146,000,000 of production from our shores to foreign shores. Mr. FARR. It is in this petition. So. 

Based upon the ordinary percentage of labor entering into a = Yee cate fo cae retain this duty 
production, that means transferring at least one hundred to one | this industry. and the chairman of the Wavs and 
] red and twenty-five millions annually of opportunity to | mittee ought to give this subject additio 
labor from our country to foreign shores, and at the end of | Officers and employees of the industry in Scrante 
three years, when the free-sugar provision goes into effect, it | an urgent petition against this heavy v reduction in the 
I ns the transfer of at least $75,000,000 more of labor oppor- | tires. I know they would not have done so but for thei: 
tunity to foreign shores. Will the gentleman from Illinois | pelief that there was danger to that indust 
| inform us what he expects the men to do who are now | about labor in this country. I am a labor mon. 
engaged in those gainful productions which are, according to | ¢ime and worked hard in a printing office, passing fr 
I t of the majority on this bill, to be transferred abroad? avi] 4 . ice. and afterwards printer and a 
Where are those men to find employment when they lose it by oe os pane P = Set’s foots ‘ool that offe 
tl nsfer of production to foreign shores, as the committee | tynity that this glorious Nation does to t! cis 
bh Ss said they will if this bill becomes a law? | there is no country where such considerati: rj 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle | welfare and the h ippiness of men and women and 
y yield? in this country. i 

ir. MONDELL. I can not yield at this time. The gentle- Mr. BUCHANAN of Illincis. May I k the 

knows as well as any man on this floor that this is a fact. | question? 
t whatever else you may say of this bill there is not a man Mr. FARR. Yes. 

r the flag, there is not an enterprise in the country that Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. About how 

expects to have an additional wheel turn, an additional machine | ¢yj;g shop? 

erate, an additional opportunity for 2 day of labor through Mr. FARR. About 8,000, 
the passage of this bill. Mr. BUCHANAN of Jlinois. If you I 

_No laboring man in America believes that the passage of this | immigrants coming in here 
I will increase his wages. I doubt if there is a man any- Mr. FARR. How would the gentle have b 
where laboring in a mill or in a mine, or in a factory or on the | self if they had stopped his parents from comin 

rin, who has the slightest idea that the passage of this bill I shall submit as a part of my remarks 
will give him an additional day’s work or increase the rewards | before the W: ys and Means Committee by 

f his labor. The most you can hope for and the most you can | the Scranton Railway Steel Spring Co., relat 

ise is that by impoverishing the farmers of the country | tariffs on the products under discu . 1 
you may be able to make the living of the laboring man in the wheels for railway purposes and tires, as 
city a little cheaper. That is all anyone can promise under this ' investment In this business In the U1 
‘Ceisiation, and even that promise can not be fulfilled without | mately $25,000,000. The plants are | 

sing distress to a large portion of our people. Missouri, Pennsylvania, New York, M 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. NE. dd atatios 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I hope the general apprehension | would not be possible for the 1 act 
a8 to the effects of this bill on the country will not be realized. | United States to compete wit on 
I am certain that as a Republican I shall not want anything to | Parone. TMS tS Drove etn oneen tenuta . 

ppen to this grand country. It is no compensation to have | of these articles to ¢ ' 
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ire equal, and the de« 
time the 
y business except 
vait delivery 
tigation will 

i in Kurope 
ifacturers of these 

d Germany tires 
sited States at 


iding factor should be one of price only. 
United States manufacturers are unable to 
when the demand is urgent and it is impos- 
from Europe. 
show that prices for home consumption 
are higher than the prices charged by 
same products to home consumers. In England 
are sold at upward of 4 cents per pound; in the 
from 3 to 34 cents per pound, and in no case as high 
is 4 cer per pound, Canada and Mexico are practically the dumping 
‘ounds of Europe for the excess production of these materials by 
manufacturers, and it is certain that the United States would 
me the 
urces if any material 
rland protects its industry by compulsory use of British tires 
land and the colonies, and Germany by high tariff. At the 
time the production of these materials from the plants in_ the 
1 State is largely in excess of the American demands. This 
has already reduced the price which these manufacturers can 
obti or their goods to a much lower basis than the importance of 
the busine demands and would justify, and if, in addition to this, 
{ were confronted with the surplus products of the European manu- 
facturers, it would have a very disastrous effect on the business and 
‘ 


present 
I 
! 


of these 
American 


reduction was made in duties, 


pital invested in these plants; particularly so when England has shut 
MY any possibility of competition in the British Isles and her colonies, 
nd Germany by high tariff. 

We feel that we have a right to request simply a retention of the 
present duties on these materials, for the purpose of conserving to this 
country the manufacture and sale of products, for which, as above 
tated, this country is already oversupplied at the present time with 
producing capacity, with consequent low prices to the consumers, due 
to competitive conditions 

The foreign plants manufacturing these materials are located prin- 
cipally in Germany and England, there being but 3 plants in France, 
as against & in Germany, 10 in England and Scotland, and 3 in 
Belgium. Thus it will be seen that the greater majority of the 
foreign manufacturers are protected from importations from this 
country, or practically so, and if these duties were reduced they could 
end their surplus products here with practically no. chance of retalia- 
tion by the home manufacturers. 

if competition is a desirable thing to bring about, it certainly should 

reciprecal, and a one-sided competition, where the American manu- 
facturers have no chance to get into the foreign markets on account 
of the facts above stated, certainly ought not to be desired. Moreover, 
as stated, these products are already selling in this country, due to local 
competition, for considerably less than these same products sell in the 
foreign markets, and naturally the foreign manufacturer does not de 
sire to reduce the price in this country any lower than prevailing prices, 
because he can sell his products already for a higher price at home, 
and he would only avail himself of our markets with his surplus product 
or when there was a dullness in his home markets. 

Ilere we have a case, therefore, of an American industry in which 
a very reasonable amount of capital is aiready invested and one in 
which the business has been created in various parts of the country 
by the ingenuity and ability of our people, and a large number of our 
citizens obtain employment and a livelihood; where, if any material 
changes are made in the tariffs, it would probably result in the partial 
destruction, if not the very serious impairment, of the entire business. 

or these reasons it ts earnestly asked that no change be made in the 
duties on these specific items. 

The facts above stated can and will be verified by the testimony of 
competent witnesses, if desired, and witnesses thoroughly familiar with 
this business in all its details; the particular facts stated being taken 
from information furnished the undersigned by one of the leading ex- 
perts in the business. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


145. Aluminum, aluminum scrap, and alloys of any kind in which 


aluminum is the component material of chief value, in crude form, 
aluminum in plates, sheets, bars, and rods; barium, calcium, mag- 
nesium, sodium, and potassium, and alloys of which said metals are 
the component material of chief value, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 39, line 6, by striking out “25 per cent ad valorem ” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “7 cents per pound.” 

Mr. AUSTIN. I wish to debate that amendment after recess. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 332 the tariff bill—and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. StrepMAN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence for 10 days, on account of illness in family. 


REPORT ON CONCENTRATION OF CONTROL OF MONEY AND CREDIT, 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 1, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
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| Sixty second Congress, on the 
| Credit,” of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the So; 


dumping ground of these same products from the | 


APRIL ol). 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate concurrent resolution 1. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives , 
That there be printed 6,000 additional copies of House Rep 
“ Concentration of Control of 


me 


ment room and 4,000 copies for the use of the House documen: 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right 
there to this report? 

Mr. FINLEY. Well, the Senate concurrent 
vides for the printing of 6,000 additional copies. 
Mr. MANN. Does this report contain all the eyider 

Mr. FINLEY. It does. 

Mr. MANN. How much is there of it? 

Mr. FINLEY. The cost will be $1,003.80. 

Mr. MANN. How much of a volume is it or hy 
volumes are there? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will tell the gentleman frankly that 
over only a little while ago, and I have not had time to 
gate that. 

Mr. MANN. 


to object, 


how 1 


resolut 


If it is a valuable report, some of the 


| men now on the floor will know how long a report it 


frank to say I have not read it. It is not a book of ¢) 
if it contains all the evidence taken. 

Mr. FINLEY. That work is still under way, if th: 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will permit me. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the gentleman from South © 
will permit, I will say that I have heard they took 1! 
four thouse~1 pages of testimony. I can not vouch 
accuracy of that. It will probably be three or four vy 

Mr. MANN. I was trying to ascertain whether al! t 
mony that was taken was to be included in this report. \vi 
the privilege of reprinting in large numbers all the ¢: 
that was taken. So far as printing the report is conc 
never object to things of that kind. 

Mr. HARDWICK. We could not print all that e 
a report for $1,000. 

Mr. MANN. Probably not. 

Mr. FINLEY. This will cost within a fraction of $104 
little over $1,000. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The question is on agreeing to the Senate concurrent 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR EVENING SESSION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair assigns the gentlen 
Connecticut, [Mr. Retiy] to preside as Speaker pro 
to-night. 


Is there objection? [After a pa 


RECESS. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Ik 
now take a recess until 7.45 p. m. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clocl 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7.45 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
At 7.45 p. m., the recess having expired, Mr. Rei 
necticut, Speaker pro tempore, called the House to order 


LABORERS AND JANITORS. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present the fo! 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from M 
[Mr. Lioyp] offers a resolution which the Clerk will rel 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 56 (H. Rept. 8). 


Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
three laborers and three janitors, who shall be paid, out of 
tingent fund of the House, compensation at the rate of $60 per | 
and also a stenographer to the Journal clerk, who shall be paid 
the contingent fund of the House, compensation at the rate o! 
per annum. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 


Amend line 2 by striking out the word “ three” after the word 
oint”’ and inserting the word “four” in lieu thereof, and in t'\ 
ine, after the word “and,” strike out the word “three” and 

the word “ two.” 

Mr. LLOYD. There is another amendment, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the « 

amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Also, amend, by striking out all of the resolution after the w 

“month,” in line 4. ; 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the reso'ul: 

reported as it would be if the amendments are agreed to. 











SPE The Clerk will report 
it would read if amended, 
erk read as follows: 
ed, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, 
and two janitors, who shall be paid, out of 
» House, compensation at the rate of $60 per month. 
IANN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ssion employees or permanent en 
LOYD. SS 


\KER pro tempore. 


authorized t 


the gentleman 


aut 
con 
yees f 


ssion employees. 


{[ANN. The resolution does not so state. 
LLOYD. Oh, 1 beg the gentleman's pardon. FT 
‘manent employees. 
\ MANN. And the stenographer? 
’ LLOYD. That is not provided for. That is t 


ndment. 


MANN. Why was that taken out, may I ask? 
LLOYD. That was taken out because the Journal clerk 


the con 
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the reso- 


» appoint 
tnzyent 


s + ° 
if these 


“hese are 


aken out 





» bill clerk concluded that they could get along without 


nal stenographer during this session of 


Congress. 


ask for it at the next session of Congress if it is needed. 


MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Journal clerk of the 
i thus far probably has not had any very great 
dling the Journal of the House. I think 
ily the Journal clerk ought to have a stenogra 
LLOYD. The Journal clerk and the bill clerk 
and by arrangement between them the 
» present stenographer the greater part of the t 
MANN. I am not violating any confidence 
that I feel very certain from what was said te 


Congress that that arrangement was not very 


to the former Journal clerk. 
Mr. LLOYD. 
clerk. These officers are kind enough to t 
ithout this additional stenographer if they 
do so this additional one will not be needed. 
FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, may 
ese laborers are doing? 
LLOYD. 


Journal 


now 


House is 
difliculty 


myself that 


pher. 
have con- 
clerk 
ime. 
when 
> meina 


satisfac- 


I may say that it is satisfactory to the present 


ry to get 
can, and 


1 inquire what particular 


The janitors are expected to care for all the 


if the Clerk; that is, the Clerk’s office proper, and the 


clerk's office, and the Journal clerk’s office. 


Chief Clerk, and the office of the disbursing clerk, 


There are 


s in all that they are expected to take care of. 


FOSTER. Who is doing this work now? 
LLOYD. ‘There is a messenger who is doii 
and part of the time the Clerk pays for hi 
: done out of his own pocket. 
FOSTER. Has this messenger been doi 
king care of 16 rooms thus far during all this 
LLOYD. 


noe 
ug 


1g janitor 
iving this 


janitor work 


Congress? 


He has done part of that work a part of the 


d the Doorkeeper bas furnished help a part of the time, 
other times the Clerk has been obliged to employ help 


h If 

FOSTER. 

Mr. LLOYD. 
FOSTER, 


v these 


To keep these rooms in order, yes. 
At the beginning of the Sixty-tirst 


\ was on in the Sixty-first Congress. 
Mr. LLOYD. Nearly all the Clerk’s force was cut 
t In the Sixty-first Congress they had plenty « 


In order to keep these rooms clean? 


Congress 


laborers discharged, or is this an additional force to 


off at that 


yf messen- 


gers, Janitors, and additional clerks, and the force was cut just 
half at the beginning of the Sixty-second Congress. 


care of the 
and messengers 


FOSTER. Who 
for which 
1 last year? 

Mr. LLOYD. 

are now occupied by Members of Congress. 
ther resolution that will provide for that. 
we had two janitors to take care of the rooms in th 
t are occupied by Members of Congress. 
FOSTER. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, ths 


is taking 
the janitors 


tlees 


TY 


roonis 


These men are not taking care of : 


of 
were 


these 
ap- 


any rooms 
rere is an- 


In the last Congress 


is building 


it if these 


have been able to do this work in the last two years, I do 


understand why it is necessary to have additiot 

Ul time. 
Mr. LLOYD. There is additional service, too, that 
was not rendered in the last Congress but tha 
ed in previous Congresses. There ought to be sor 
ker provided to deliver the bills from the decume! 
the 
diately upon the receipt of the bills. 


Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman think that 


1al men at 


is needed, 
t was ren- 
ne messen- 
it room to 


various chairmen of committees who have no janitors im- 


for $60 a 


ith we can supply a person to do that sort of work’ 


Ar 


ir. LLOYD. The Clerk advises us that he can. 
ow whether he can or not. 
lr. PALMER. As a matter of fact 





I do not 


Mr. Speaker, I think 
centieman will find that the chairmen of committees send 


|} tionery 
places. 
| Stationery 


their own clerks and messengers to the do 
‘That is a universal practice, 
posely because the 
janitors after bills. 

Mr. LLOYD. It also true 
ger to send to the Journal « 
room, the disbursing clerk’s 
room. 


and 


we cul tha | 


committees did send their own 
that 
lerk’s room, the enr 
room, or » Send 

He needs a mie enger t¢« end 

He that he o 
room. ‘There 


There are 


iS 


INSIS(tsS Kit to l 


' is no one there 
stationery. just the two men in that 
out of the stationery room, and very properly, | 
help which had formerly been provided there ex 
tionery clerk and stant. 

Mr. FOSTEI 1irman, with the b 
Clerk’s room a introduced and r rr 
mittees, I do not believe it is 1 \ 
to carry those bills around All of the great 
clerks and mess he: ih 2 
after bills. 

Mr. LLOYD. 

Mr. FOSTER. 

Mr. LLOYD. I want 

Mr. FOSTER. All 
great many bills referred to them, like the Judi 
and Post Office Committees, and other ec 
class, have janitors or messengers who can get the 
out much trouble when the clerk e busy; 
that in the case of these minor commi 
so busy but that they are able to go and get 
the expense of hiring some one to carr na 

Mr. MANN. Will my coll ie yield for a su 

Mr. LLOYD. here are 
janitors. It is not necessary to furnish 
tions Committee, or the Ways and Means Commi 
the large committees that have j 

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that, but as far 
cerned I should object to the emy , 
to deliver these bills around to 

Mr. LLOYD. These m« ng 
any particuiar duty. They are pl 
Clerk, and he is to use them wher: r they are 
Clerk insists that he needs this: 
senger and janitor service in his de 

Mr. FOSTER. I od from the 
souri that one of these was 

Mr. LLOYD. No: I 
ment to : 


particular ] 
Mr. 


the assi 
t. Mr. Chi: 
fter be 


sugers, aud | 


the ge 


If 


Just a 


hivieman wi i VW 
moment 

to explain j 

these 


< 
= 


eel 


hearly 20 committe 


initors., 


ssengers are 


iced under 


dditional 


men 
beg 
ny j lace, 
FOSTER. That the inten 
men for this purpose. 

Mr. LLOYD. As I under 
were expected do, and one of the th s tl 
was expected to do was to deliver | 
have no janitors. 

Mr. MANN. May I 
now by which the Senate bills are 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not know tl 
man’s question. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think Senate 
room just as House bills. They go there and t 

Mr. MANN. I do pot know wheth 
it is a haphazard way. Formerly t 
ness it was to deliver the bills, to deli 


Sto 


to 


+} 


al » , 
on « = 


bills are rererrs 


er Senate bi 


receipt in each case out of a book of the chairmar 


mittee. In the last Congress 
lost. 
no longer pursued. 
Mr. PALMER. And in former Cong 
Mr. FOSTER. Receipts are t 
they were in former Congresses. 


Mr. MANN. I do not know 


resses a 


ken for all bills 


what the process 


body seemed to be able to locate some bills in the 
gress, and I supposed they were lost in that manner. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
question. 
Mr. LLOYD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I h 
that there would be any messenger assigned to d 
He is a messenger to perform any and all dutie 
performed in any way. 
Mr. COX. I do not think there is 


senger of that kind at all, and I will 


any ne 


st 


mittee, the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
and 


ment, has bills sent to it by mail by the Clerk, 
of all bills that I have int wed. I have no 





your pardon. ‘There is 


several times Senate 


I have no doubt they were lost because that 


What is the necessity of a bill-distributing n 


r that is the w: mae % 
here was a clerk 


now 


for 


prhett 


te why. My little com- 
Dens 


or 
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earth to make about it. Every bill introduced here I presume 
reaches its final and proper destination. The Clerk of the House 
furnishes me with a copy of all bills going to my committee. I 


have on file in my oflice a copy of every bill introduced by any | 


Member referred to my committee, and also a copy of every bill I 
have introduced going to any other committee. Here is what I 
am afraid of, with all due deference to the chairman of the 
Committee on Accounts. We cut out a lot of jobs two years 
ago, and criticized gentlemen on the other side for their practice 
of having extra employees for four or five years. 

Mr. MANN. You know more now. 

Mr. COX. We had a lot of useless employees that we cut out. 
And I am wondering in my mind whether there is an attempt 
here to get some of these employees back. 

Mr. LLOYD. I can assure the gentleman most positively that 
there is no attempt to get employees back. There is nothing of 
that kind. 

Mr. COX. These are new employees. 

Mr. LLOYD. ‘They are new; but they are not such employees 
as were in the office before. The men in the Clerk’s department 
received $1,500, $1,800, and $2,250 a year. We are providing 
for messenger service that is necessary to be performed under 
this resolution at the rate of $60 a month. Another thing: You 
must take into consideration that there is additional work for 


the clerks to perform. Instead of having 392 Members we have | 
now 435 Members, and that makes additional work for the Clerk | 
to take care of in the accounts of all these Members. It does | 


not occur right now. 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman does not attach much im- 
portance to the increase of membership. 

Mr. LLOYD. ‘The Clerk says it will make an additional bur- 
den. 

Mr. COX. I can not concur in that statement. I do not 
think so. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says this reso- | 
lution does not put back any employees who were cut out in the | 
resolution that was passed in the beginning of the Sixty-second | 


Congress. I call his attention to the fact that one of the em- 


ployees who was theretofore carried on the rolls was a messeN- | oyer this building where they have no janitor. 


ger in the Clerk’s office, whose sole duty it was to carry bills 
from the document room to the various committees when re- 
ferred. 


Mr. LLOYD. And he received a salary of $2,250 for perform- | 


ing that duty. 

Mr. MANN. And he earned it. 

Mr. PALMER. The fact is that the employee did little or 
nothing, because the committees sent for the bills themselves and 
the Members got all of their own bills. 


That was on the theory that every bill that is worthy of con- 
sideration by a committee will have a Member behind it who | 


will see that the committee gets it, so that place was cut out; 
and I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not in a small 
House suggest that we shall to-night attempt to put back on the 


investigation and full consideration by a practically unanimous 
sentiment of the majority Members of this House in the Sixty- 
second Congress. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, who himself offered in the last House 
a resolution which would have restored $22,500 in salaries. 

Mr. PALMER. I did that at the beginning of the Congress, 
with the statement that as to those particular places we had 
some doubt, and we wanted to be perfectly fair. We did not 
press the resolution, because in the Sixty-second Congress we 
thought that the House organization, as we had framed it up, 
was amply competent to take care of the business of the House, 
and the gentleman knows that we did not press that resolution. 
This is not big enough to fight seriously about, and I think the 
gentleman ought to go slowly in the matter. 

Mr. LLOYD. It is big enough that the Clerk of the House 
should have the service he needs to perform the duties of his 
office, and he insists that he wants this additional assistance. 
Now, with reference to the notification clerk, we are not restor- 
ing him. There is no attempt to restore the notification clerk. 
We have not a messenger who is to distribute these bills. It 
may be that the individual chairmen of these committees would 
rather have them mailed and get them later in the day—— 

Mr. COX. I did not say that; I simply had no complaint 
to make of—— 

Mr. LLOYD. If they have a messenger that will settle it 
at once. 

Mr. MADDEN. If I may be allowed to interject a word, if 
there is any trouble about the distribution of these places you 
can send them over here. 





Mr, FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, just one word and TI ay 1) 
I think if the gentleman from Missouri is providing | 
for people to take care of these rooms—janitors, which ; 
essary—as far as I am concerned, I shall have no obj, 
but I do think the gentleman from Missouri ought not ; 
in here, as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsy), 
provision for any help for the employment of this noti; 
or bill clerk, as you may call it, to mail bills around 
there is one person now performing that service I sh.) 
at this time. 

Mr. LLOYD. The Committee on Accounts has care{ 
vestigated this resolution, and it is a unanimous report ; 
committee. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on th: 


| ment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agre: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the « 
of the resolution as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Foster) there wer 
52, noes 9. 

So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following pri 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 55 (H. Rept. 7). 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is her 
thorized to appoint two janitors for committees, located in the « 
during the sessions of the Sixty-third Congress, compensation 
rate of $60 per month for each janitor to be paid out of the cont 
fund of the House, said appointments to begin the Ist of Apri! 

Mr. MANN. I understood that the other resolution « 
two janitors. 

Mr. LLOYD. The other provided janitors for the | 
This provides janitors for the various committees, including 
Mr. Cox’s committee, Mr. HAMLIN’s, and various com 


i 


Mr. MANN. Does the Clerk need two new janitors? 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, these janitors have 1 
whatever to do with the Clerk, and the Clerk has nothing to do 
with them. These two janitors take care of 8 or 10 roon 

Mr. COX. We have janitor service now. 

Mr. LLOYD. Certainly; and that is what we want to pr 
pay for, and what we are seeking to do is to provide fo. 
janitors that the gentleman has now. 

Mr. COX. Are the janitors now doing janitor wor 
same men that worked last year? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it can not be possible t! 


| gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] wants a janitor. I su 


a | with his economic turn of mind, that he took care of his o 
rolls of the House any official who was cut out after careful | 


room. 

Mr. COX. No. The only thing that I know about that 
that a janitor comes in every morning and cleans up. |! 
inquiring whether that was a new position. 

Mr. LLOYD. We are providing for these janitors and 
providing any new assignments whatever. 

Mr. HARDWICK. In other words, we are giving the MM 
bers with committee rooms the same service that they ¢ 
the Office Building. 

Mr. LLOYD. Exactly so. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if necessary, I would ask 
mous consent that the gentleman from Indiana be permit 
take care of his own room, so as to get rid of the j: 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agre: 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ATTENDANT, LADIES’ RECEPTION ROOM. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I present the following pri\ 
resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 54 (H. Rept. 10). . 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is her 
thorized to appoint an attendant for the ladies reception room 
House during the sessions of the Sixty-third Congress, compensatio’ 
the rate of $75 per month to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
House. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adojr 
tion of the resolution. <p 

Mr. MANN. Is this the usual rate of compensation: 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 
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Mr. MANN. Seventy-five a month? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes; just the same as a page. 
\ir. HARDWICK. The same old thing in the same old way. 
\r. LLOYD... The same person and the same pay as last ses- 
, and the preceding session. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
solution. 
resolution was agreed to. 





The question is on agreeing to 


rhe 


MARY 8S. MANN. 


LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
ntion, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
Clerk read as follows: 


M1 
rhe 
Mouse resolution 61 (H. Rept. 9). 
colved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to pay, 
the contingent fund, to Mary S. Mann, widow of Charles H. 
nn, late superintendent of the reporters’ gallery of the House, a sum 
é to six months of his salary as such employee and an additional 
mount, not exceeding $250, for the funeral expenses of said Charles 
Mann. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to 


THE TARIFF, 









Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 3321—the tariff bill. 





The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the tariff bill, with Mr. Garretr of Tennessee in 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN], and, without 
obiection, the amendment will be again reported. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was again re- 

vorted. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is to continue 
the present duty on aluminum. There are two aluminum com- 
panies in the United States—the Aluminum Co. of America and 
the Southern Aluminum Co., the latter a new company, being 
in the South and at this time having in course of erection its 
plant in North Carolina. Aluminum is made from bauxite, and 
that ore is found only in the South. It is located in the districts 
represented by Mr. Ler, of Georgia, Mr. Moon, of Tennessee, 
Mr. Burnett, of Alabama, and Mr. Taytor, of Arkansas. 

We are now producing in this country 45,000,000 pounds of 
aluminum per annum, and we are importing from France and 
other countries 12,500,000 pounds per annum. If the provision now 
placed in the Underwood bill becomes a law, we will increase 
our importations in value from $1,857,000 to $2,500,000, making 
an increase in importation over and above the present importa. 
tion of $643,000. 

The cost of producing aluminum in the way of labor amounts 
to 60 per cent of the cost of production. Sixty per cent of 
$643,000 is $385,800 in labor. In other words, we increase our 
importation of aluminum and we deprive American 
earners of $385,800 per annum that they are now receiving. In 
four years we would take from these wage earners engaged in 
this industry $1,543,000. 
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made in America 12,500,000 pounds per annum. 






France, which produces annually 40,000,000 pounds. 





wage | 


Our present duty on aluminum is 
7 cents per pound, and to show you that it is low enough, the 
figures of the Treasury Department show that the French and 
other makers of aluminum have been able to ship into this coun- | 
try and successfully sell in competition with the aluminum | 


Our greatest competitor in the production of aluminum is | 
They use 
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monopoly in this country. Yes; and I say to him that there is a 
legalized pool and an Aluminum Trust in France and in the 
other foreign countries where our competitors are engaged in this 
business. If there is a pool or a monopoly there why should not 
the American Congress prefer an American monopoly or an Ameri 
can trust, which voluntarily reduced the price of aluminum 
from $8 per pound to 17 cents per pound, in preference to a for- 
eign trust or a foreign monopoly? Why should we seek by legis- 
lation to take business from the aluminum mills of America 
and money from the wage earners in the American aluminum 
plants? Why should we attempt by legislation to take in round 
numbers over a million and a half dollars per annum and turn 
it over to foreigners, to plants operated in Europe that pay no 
taxes to the American Government or any State in it, or who 
do not employ a single American wage earner? 

I submit for the consideration of this House an a dpeal from 
the business organizations of Knoxville, Tenn., in the interest of 
this great American industry. 

The appeal is as follows: 

Resolution adopted at a special joint session of the boards of directors 
of the Board of Commerce, Commercial Club. Manufacturers and Vro 


ducers’ Association, and Traffic Bureau, of Knoxville, Tenn. 
| Whereas the aluminum industry of the United States, being fostered 
} and stimulated by patents on the process of manufacture and by a 
| duty of 7 cents per pound on foreign aluminum, has during the last 


20 years grown from a nothing to an output of 40,000,000 
pounds per annum, while the price to the consumer has fallen from 
$4 per pound to 18 cents per pound: and 
Whereas said patents have now expired, leaving nothing but the tariff 
of 7 cents per pound to secure to the American manufacturer the 
home market; and 
Whereas it is far more expensive to produce aluminum tn this country 
than in France and other foreign countries because of the fact that 
foreign bauxite is richer than that found in America, and because in 
foreign countries bauxite, coal deposits, and water power for gen- 
erating electricity are found in close proximity to each other, while 
in this country they are found far apart; and because it is far more 
| costly to develop the water powers in this than in foreign countries 
and because the American manufacturer must pay much higher wages 
to labor than his foreign competitor; and 
Whereas there are thousands of American citizens dependent upon the 
aluminum industries for support and millions of American capital 
invested in the business. both of which would suffer if the American 


market should be turned over to the foreign producer of aluminum ; 
and 

Whereas bauxite, from which aluminum is made, is found only in the 
Southern States, and there are also found in the South vast coal 


deposits and undeveloped water power possibilities, both of which ar 
essential in the production of aluminum; and 

Whereas these advantages have attracted the manufacturers of alumi 
num in this country and abroad to such an extent that the Aluminum 


e 


Co. of America and the Southern Aluminum Co. have each recently 
secured extensive water powers in the South with a view to their 
immediate development for use in the manufacture of aluminum, 


which development would, in the opinion of this body, be retarded 
and delayed, if not entirely prevented by any tariff legislation which 
would make it easier for foreign producers to sell their goods in this 
market and harder for the American manufacturer to obtain reason 
able returns cn the capital invested in the aluminum business: and 
Whereas we believe that there is no demand coming from the consumers 


of aluminum goods for a lower duty, but that the ery for a lower 
tariff on aluminum comes solely from the manufacturers in their 
own interest and is not made in the interest of the consume: There 


fore be it 

Resolved by the Board of Commerce, Commercial Club, Manufacturers’ 
and Producers’ Association, and Traffic Bureau, of Knogrville, Tenn., 
That we deem it prejudicial to the best interest of the South to reduce 
the tariff on aluminum below 7 cents per pound, and we theref4@re urge 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress to use their infh 
prevent such reduction. 


lence to 
J. W. BROWNLEBR, 
President Board of Commerce, Knozville, Tenn 
G >. BRADFORD, 
President Commercial Club, Knot 
W. A MORERLY, 
President Manufacturers’ and Producers’ 
Association, Knocville, Tenn 
JESSE THOMA 
President Traffic Bureau, Knoeville, 
CHAS. KIMMICK, 
Secretary Joint Mecting 


ille, Tenn. 


Tenn 


KNOXVILLE, TENN., February 6, 1913. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debat 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five 
minutes. 


ray 




















6,000,000 pounds, and have a surplus of 34,000,000 pounds to 
sell to other countries. There is a duty of 74 cents a pound 
on every pound of aluminum imported into France and sold in | 
competition with aluminum made in that country. The average 
wage per day in the aluminum plants of our competitors abroad | 
is SO cents as compared with $2.50 a day in this country. Now, 
is it for the best interests of America, will it advance and pro- | 
mote the interests of the four States in the South that have the 
only known deposits of bauxite in this country out of which 
aluminum is made, to reduce our duty to practically 2} cents per 
pound and permit the French people, with a surplus of 34,090,000 
pounds a year to enter this field in competition with aluminum 
made from southern bauxite? 

Oh, I know the gentleman who has charge of this bill [Mr. | 
PALMER] will Say that the Aluminum Co. of America is a | 

















L——54 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, if there is any rate in all the 
length and breadth of this bill which is entirely and absolutely 
justified by the facts, it is this rate on aluminum, which the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AustIN] would seek to chang 


The fact is that his constituents, the interests for whom he is 
speaking here in this matter, do not care particularly about 
this tariff rate upon aluminum. The gentleman applies his 


remarks to the aluminum paragraph, but what he has back in 
his head is what the Aluminum Co. of America has in it 
mind—the fact that we have put bauxite, the raw material o 
the Aluminum Co. of America, on the free list. That is wha 
is frightening them, and for a very peculiar and interesting 
reason. The gentleman from Tennessee talks about the compe 
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tition that the Aluminum Co. of America is suffering now and 
is liable to suffer because of this decreased rate. There is not a 
particle of competition in the aluminum business in this country 
or suywhere else on God’s earth. There is an ebsolutely coun- 
try-wide monopoly in America possessed by the Aluminum Co. 
of America, and, as the gentleman says, there is a trust abroad 
well, and the Aluminum Co. of America is the founder of 
that trust and the biggest part of it. 

Mr. Davis, the general manager of the Aluminum Co. of Amer- 
ica, testified before the Ways and Means Committee in January 
that he went to London and wrote the agreement on behalf of 
his Canadian company, owned by the Aluminum Co. of America, 
which fixed the price and divided the market all over the world 
for aluminum. Now, the only reason we left a rate upon this 
aluminum at all was because the Aluminum Co. of America is 
not big enough, giant though it has become, it has not secured 
a sufficient number of water powers which are necessary for 
the manufacture of aluminum, to entirely supply the American 
market, and it must permit its foreign associates, companies 
associated with it under the agreement that Mr. Davis wrote, to 
send into this country something like $1,800,000 worth of 
aluminum per annum. Upon that aluminum we levy this tax 
of 25 per cent in order to raise revenue for the Government. 

It is not to give the Aluminum Co. of America competition, 
because there is no competition. The price is world-wide, and 
in this country larger than the foreign country by the amount 
of duty, making an even level of price the world over. The 
gentleman refers to another aluminum company as if the trust 
really did have some opposition and competition in this country. 
It is not so. ? twe come over 


as 


But some venturesome Frenchmen ! 
into this country and have undertaken to build an aluminum 
plant down in one of the Carolinas. 

They have invested a large amount of money, although they 
have not got to the point of making any aluminum itself. The 
Aluminum Co. of America, the American Aluminum Trust, 
owns all the commercial bauxite in America, most of which 
is located down in the section of country represented by my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. There is none of it in my district. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, in that section; and with the Alumi- 
num Trust’s grip on bauxite, these Frenchmen can not give 
them any competition unless we. put bauxite on the free list; 
so that we are getting revenue upon this item by putting a 
25 per cent rate on aluminum, and getting 25 per cent of the 
nearly $2,000,000 worth of aluminum which will come into the 
country, and we are making it possible for this world-wide 
trust to have actual competition by depriving it of its monopoly 
in the ownership of the bauxite beds. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

"eC 


Amend, page 39, 
word “ strips.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


146. Antimony, as regulus or metal, antimony ore, stibnite and matte 
containing antimony but not containing more than 10 per cent of lead, 
10 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on all importations of anti- 
mony-bearing ores and matte containing antimony the duties shall be 
estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given in double the amount 
of such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores by common 
carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or unappraised 
merchandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting establishments, 
whether designated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On the ar- 
rival of the ores at such establishments, they shall be sampled accord- 
ing to commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, 
who shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit 
the samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, ‘designated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of the sam- 
ple and a the result to the proper customs officers, and the ee 

be 
ro- 


line 3, by inserting after the word “bars” the 


entry shall be liquidated thereon, except in case of ores that shal 
removed to a bonded warehouse to be refined for exportation as 
vided by law, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
make all necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this para- 
graph; antimony, oxide salts, and compounds of, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, in paragraph 146 I move to 
strike out the last word. It relates to the duty on antimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemap from Illinois [Mr. Mann} 
moves to strike out the last word in paragraph 146. 


Mr. 
letter: 


MANN. I call the attention of the Mem)! 


CTS 


INTERNATIONAL 
Mann, M. C.., 
VW ashington, D. C. 
My Dear Mr. MANN: 
+ & + “ * e 

As you are aware, some time ago you procured for me «t 
antimony, which were very valuable to me at the tim 
Strength of that knowledge I formed, with a numbe: 

a corporation several years ago for the smelting of ant; 
only now, after spending in the neighborhood of $120.000 or 
close to smelting , 

I can intelligently say that the reason that there ph; 
antimony smelted in this country for several years last pact 
of the cheapness of the production of antimony and th 
other side, accompanied with a very low duty, such as 
carrying 14 cents a pound duty, and the oxide of antim 
13 cents a pound with an additional 25 per cent a pound ad 
and stibnite and matte, containing antimony and not contai 
than 10 per cent of lead, 1 cent a pound on antimony contain 
That, you will see, is so low that it is pretty nearly prohibit 
American public in the West where these mines are f 
ahead and mine and smelt this antimony. 

My visit through the West several months ago caused moe ¢ 
through the extreme south of California and up to the ext: 
west of Washington, stopping at all the known places wher 
has been mined and can be, and I can truthfully say that t! 
awful pile of it, but the same old howl ts there. We would 
to mine and smelt, but the duty is too low for us to com; 
foreign business, as far as the price of antimony itself is con: 

As this antimony proposition has taken five years of hard 
put it where it is, as far as I am concerned and all the mor 
could get myself and the friends that I have interested in wii 
feel as though I ought to communicate with you in time and 
matter before you as I have, and am satisfied that you will d 
lot of other people could not for me. If that duty can not | 
for “the love of Mike” let it stand as it is. 

I would be pleased to hear from you regarding your ideas in t! 
ter, and if you found it essential for me to be in Washington | 
explosion takes place kindly advise me, and I will be pleased to 
as we can not afford to fail in this effort. 

Yours, as ever, FRANK 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma a: 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. M 
LER] moves to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to ask the gentleman from P 
vania [Mr. Parmer] a question. It is this: What is 
used for in the arts? 

Mr. PALMER. It is used in the manufacture of type 
Babbitt metal, for ball bearings, and so forth. 

Mr. MILLER. Is there any such monopoly with r 
that metal as there is with respect to aluminum? 

Mr. PALMER. Not that I know of. 

Mr. MILLER. I wish to call the attention of the 
to the fact that, in view of his statement regarding the 
num Trust in the United States and abroad being pra 
controlled by the same parties, it was thought wise to 
duty on the importations of aluminum, the local monopo 
being able to supply the local demand, so that a tax on 
importations is simply a tax on the trust. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; the last reason being the cont 
reason. The fact that they are not able to supply the 
demand makes it necessary to let importations come in, 4 
get the revenue. 

Mr. MILLER. As I understand, the amount of the dut 
be simply that much taken from the trust for revenue fo! 
benefit of the United States Government. 

Mr. PALMER. That is it. 

Mr. MILLER. Would not the gentleman think it wise 
retain that duty at 50 per cent instead of dropping it dow 
25 per cent if the total amount is to be collected from the 
anyhow? I notice from the tables that have been pr 
that the expected importations will cause a slight red 
in the amount of the revenues to be derived from alu! 
and a slight reduction in the amount of the revenues to |» 
rived from antimony. For instance, of one form of : ntin 
there was received in the year 1912, in round numbers, >: 1.'" ; 
and it is expected that $50,000 only a year will be receive 
under this bill. On another antimony item $148,000 was ; 
ceived in 1910. Now it is expected to receive under thi 
$30,000. On another item $27,000 was received and it 's °% 
pected to receive $20,000, and so on down through the '' 
Especially is this falling off of revenue to be found in t 
aluminum paragraph. In 1912 we received in duties on aluml- 
num products $1,047,000, and it is estimated by the commit 
that we will now receive under this bill only $625,000. it — 
to me that if the amount to be collected in duties on atunin’ 


ake 
Ke 


is to be simply a tax upon the trusts, it might be wise to Ina 
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This bill appears to fatten the | 


as high as possible. 
inum Trust to the extent of $400,000 each year. 


ry 


\ir. PALMER. I would be glad to do that if it were not for 
» fact that, of course, a certain proportion of the tax can | 

nd is, passed on in the price of the article which is made 
‘he Aluminum Co. of America. While there is this world- 
agreement, it is maintained with due regard for tariff | 

The price of aluminum in this country is to-day 7 cents 
r than the foreign price, or it was until recently. That is 
iy, the duty is added to the foreign price to make the | 
\merican price; and I would not be willing to write into this | 
yy such a rate as would continue the possibility of the Alumi- 
nm Co. of America adding as much as 7 cents a pound to its | 
de prices, or 11 cents a pound to its finished aluminum, at | 
e expense of the consumer. 
Mr. MILLER. Then the gentleman does think there exists | 
e relationship between the amount of duty collected and the | 
eost to the consumer of the finished product. 

Mr. PALMER. I have many times said, and everybody else 
has said, that the consumer pays the tax. 

\ir. MILLER. I understood from the gentleman's statement 
t the trusts were paying this tax. 

Mr. PALMER, It comes out of the trusts primarily, of 
irse, into the Government coffers. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the price of im- 
ported aluminum is shown by the report of the committee to 
have been 24 cents a pound in 1905, and 12 cents a pound in 
That shows a very amiable disposition on the part of the | 
Aluminum Trust, I take it, that with the tariff duties stated as 
7 cents a pound during all this period, they now charge only 
hd per cent, practically, of the price which they charged seven 
years ago on imported aluminum. 

Mr. PALMER. The fact is that even under the falling prices 
which the Aluminum Co. of America have maintained—because 
they were the sole dictators as to what the price should be— 
their profits were so enormous that they would have been afraid 
to maintain any higher price to increase those enormous profits. 

Mr. MANN. But if this is a world-wide trust, without any 
competition, I should say that it indicated a rather generous dis- 
position on the part of that monopoly in this case. In the 
course of seven years it has cut the price 50 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. It was not generosity or philanthropy which 
prompted that. It was the fear that if out of a common article 
of necessity of this kind they continued to make such enor- 
mous profits as they made some years ago, they would so in- 
cense the public mind that attention would be drawn to their 
unconscionable activities, and as a trust they would be wiped 
out of existence. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] that aluminum was selling in this country for $80 a 
ton, and they were the sole people who owned or controlled it. 
They have put the price down from $80 a ton to 17 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. MANN, That is, under the influence of a protective tar- 
iff the price was cut in two in the course of seven years. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The protective tariff enabled them to develop 
the industry. 

Mr. PALMER. The price of aluminum has come down on 
account of the inventions, improvements, and discoveries which 
have been made in the methods of its manufacture and the uses 
to which it can be put, but to which it was never put when 
aluminum was $80 a ton. At that time it was not a commercial 
article at all. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is it not a fact that the American Aluminum Co. 
extended the use of aluminum, built up this business from the 
very start, and that it has very greatly reduced the price from 
that day up to this? 

Mr. PALMER. That is a fact. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Give them credit for it! 

Mr. PALMER. I give them credit for it. It is a fact also 
that on an actual investment of something less than $2,000,000 
they are to-day declaring dividends upon their stock, which 
‘liount to nearly 200 per cent on all the money they have in- 
vested as original investment, and with the present compara- 
lively low price of aluminum they are making enormous profits. 
They are entitled to credit for their success, but their large 
profits show that the reduction in aluminum to American con- 
Stulmers resulting from this decrease can come from their profits 
Without undue injury to the industry. 

_ Mr. PAYNE. § Is it not true that no aluminum was produced 
in the United States practically until we put a protective tariff 
upon it? 

. Mr. PALMER. I do not think that had anything to do with 
its production here. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Certainly not, according to the gentleman's 
idea. These gentlemen came here and asked for a tariff on it 
in order that they might go into the enterprise. They did go 
into the enterprise, and they have reduced the price steadily 
from that time to this, and they have built up the industry. 

Mr. PALMER. The business has been built up largely, as 
stated before, because of the control of the one concern of the 
patent on the discoveries connected with the methods by which 
it was made. The largest reason why the price has gone down, 
besides the fear of prosecution of this trust if the enormous 
profits continued, was the fear of competition on American soil. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it is true they were protected 
by patents as well as by the duty in the first place, but they did 
not make any and did not get any patent on the invention or 


invent any new process until the protective tariff was put on 
the article. Then they went to work and invented a nev 
process and took out patents under the laws which we all 


believe in, and they were protected in that as well as the tariff 


Mr. PALMER. The gentleman claims that the protective 
tariff stimulated invention? 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly ite@oes set them to work and gives 


them a chance. I wish the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 

get that into his head, and the more he studies it the more 

will appreciate it. 
Mr. AUSTIN. 


I do not see why this company should fear 


| local competition, because the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 


stated that this company owns an absolute monopoly of all the 
raw materials. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

148. Bronze flitters, and metallics; bronze, or 


powder, brocades, 


| Dutch-metal or aluminum, in leaf, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, to ask a couple of questions. What did the committee 
find in regard to bronze powder as a reason for changing the 
tariff to 25 per cent ad valorem, practically a reduction of about 
20 per cent? 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to the gentleman from Connecticut 
that bronze-powder manufacturers came to Washington protest 
ing vigorously against this reduction. They saw me in confer 
ence and told me the prices they were paying for labor in this 
country and the prices they were paying abroad; and after we 
had gone all over it with them it developed that this rate ex 
actly equalized the difference in their cost of production, accord 
ing to their own statement. We did not think, on any theory, 
they made much of a case for us to raise it. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Has the gentleman got the figures of the 
total amount of business in bronze powder? ‘The point I want 
to make is that about one-half of the bronze powder was im- 
ported under the Payne tariff law, and by the reduction of this 
duty it will practically allow all the bronze powder business for 
the other side. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is not that all right? 
man from Connecticut vote for that? 

Mr. DONOVAN. I want to know if the gentleman’s figures 
show that one-half of the bronze powder was imported under 
the Payne law? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not the figures at 
was so it would not scare me any. 

Mr. DONOVAN. I was not familiar with the situation, but 


Did not the gentle 


hand. and if that 


I 


supposed the committee had treated this in an intelligent 
manner. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I notice in this paragraph the committee has 


proposed to reduce the tariff rates on flitters. Does the term 
“ flitters ” refer to the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
who will be out of it after the tariff goes into effect? [Laugh 
ter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

150. Gold leaf, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu the following: 
“150. Gold leaf, 35 cents per 100 leaves. The foregoing rate applies 
to leaf not exceeding in size the equivalent of 3% by 3% inches; addi 


The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 


the following amend- 


33 
tional duties in the same proportion shall be assessed on leaf exceeding 
in size said equivalent.” 
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, it may be conceded at the out- 
set that gold leaf is not eaten by the poor. Ordinarily it is in 
the luxury class, but the rate of duty has been reduced in this 
bill. The amendment I have offered attempts to restore the rate 
to what it was under the act of 1909. The amendmeut is offered 
at the suggestion of both the employers and the employees, 
numbering about 3,000 in this country, whose business and em- 
ployment is affected by the proposed reduction. 

In support of their contention, I desire to present this extract 
from a statement prepared by both sides, employers and em- 
ployees: 

The wages are $12 to $15 per week for men and $5 to $7 for women, 
and any change in duty, however small, would of necessity be taken off 
the present wages, as Germany now lays down gold leaf in this country 
at less than the cost price even at these wages, already low as com- 
pared with other skilled trades. The German wages are $6 to $7.50 
for men and $3 to $5 for women, being 50 per cent less than American 
wages. In Germany each man works with several apprentices; the net 
result is greatly in excess of 50 per cent less than in this country. 

I desire to say this change is evidently not in the interest of 
revenue, because it is an advance of only 5 per cent over the 
Wilson bill rate. The Wilson tariff of 1896 collected only $766 
of duties upon gold leaf. Under the Payne act, where the ad 
valorem equivalent is 37.77 per cent of protection, the imports 
enabled the collection of duties to the extent of $13,514 in 1912. 
Hence it would appear that this reduction from the Payne rate 
is not in the interest either of the poor, who do not eat gold 
leaf, nor of the Government, for which it is expected to obtain 
revenue. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, perhaps the remark does not 
apply to this particular amendment of my distinguished col- 
league as well as to some others, but it may as well be made 
now. The gentleman from the Philadelphia district has been, 
ever since we started the consideration of this bill, bringing in 
amendments to restore the Payne rates, or to continue the Payne 
rates. He finds his mind led toward that desire so strongly that 
even in a case like this, where we have simply reduced the rate 
from 37 per cent to 35 per cent, he feels that he must put back 
the old Payne rate, and inerease it from 35 per cent to 37 per 
cent. I simply want to take this occasion to call to the atten- 
tion of my colleague, the gentleman from Philadelphia, the 
fact that every platform of every political party which was 
promulgated in the State of Pennsylvania in the year 1912 de- 
manded a downward revision of the tariff. The Republican 
Party in Pennsylvania condemned the Payne law in its State 
platform and demanded a revision downward of that law. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. And it seems to me that it is about time the 
gentleman from Philadelphia woke up and discovered what the 
people in this country decided last fall. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORB. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Just a moment. I commend to him the ex- 
ample of his distinguished leader, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], who knows that the American people have 
condemned his law because he is here with a new Schedule K 
reducing his own Schedule K very materially. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. And I expect the gentleman from Philadel- 
phia is opposing it. 

Mr. MOORE. Can the gentleman point to a single Republican 
platform in State or Nation that does not declare for protection 
to American industries? 

Mr. PALMER. I can point to the Republican platform in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and that is what I am talking 
about—the platform of the party which elected the gentleman 
from Philadelphia—which condemned this Payne law, and 
which the gentleman now seeks to restore. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman presume to say that it is 
not within the province of a Member to stand up for any par- 
ticular industry in his district or against a great combination 
for which a special rate was fixed in the matter of ferro- 
manganese ? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I will say tn answer to that 
that if the gentleman from Philadelphia could say that he was 
here trying to save an industry from destruction there might 
be some logic in his position; but he is here because he is such 
a standpatter that he can not allow the rate on gold leaf to be 
reduced from 37 per cent to 35 per cent, and he knows that that 
small reduction will not have any effect upon gold-leaf manu- 
facturers either in his district or elsewhere. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield once more? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to close all de- 
bate on this paragraph. 
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Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield once more? |] 
the real difference between the gentleman from Ronn 
and myself this, that I am standing pat against ai jos 
employment to men engaged in the industries, while the 
tleman is sponsor for a bill which xo 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn 
vania has expired. The gentleman from Alabama tov. 
close all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendnen 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moor, | 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The Clerk read as follows: 

155. Lead dross, lead bullion or base bullion, lead in Pigs and 
lead in any form not specially provided for in this section. ola 
lead run into blocks and bars, and old serap lead fit only to be + 
factured; lead in sheets, pipe, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead y 
the foregoing 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following ; 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 40, line 23, at the end of the line insert the words 
tinsel wire, lame, or labn, and India rubber.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PALMER. I also offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 40, line 24, after the word “ threads,” insert the wo 
specially provided for.” 


ChUSY 
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irs, 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed | 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Has 
this item been passed? Has paragraph 152 been passed? 

Mr. PALMER. I was waiting for the Clerk to read. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
gestion about the amendment just adopted? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not taken the floor. 
has been offered and agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
gestion? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I notice everywhere else in the bill ‘ 
cifically provided for in this section.” While it is not 
it might be advisable to have the same language. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that the amend 
may be modified by adding the words “in this sectio 
plause on the Republican side.}] I do that to show that the 
tleman really has somebody following him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to modify the amendment last agreed to by 
adding the words “in this section” to the amendment. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
ordered. 

Mr. MOORE. 
word. 

Mr. PALMER. Did I understand the gentleman from I 
Sylvania to now move to strike out the last word which the gen 
tleman from Illinois put in? 

Mr. MOORE. No; the last word of the paragraph of the bill 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, however, 
which is the raw material and which is the finished product in 
this paragraph 152? If the gentleman from Pennsylvania wo! ld 
please give as much attention to the House as to the platforms 
of his party, perhaps he would answer my question. 

Mr. PALMER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. MOORE. I want to find out what difference the comm! 
tee allowed as between the raw material and the finished prod- 

uct in this paragraph. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, there are very many different raw mate 
rials which come in at different rates. 

Mr. MOORE. They are jumbled together in this paragr: ph. 
The raw material comes in at 80 per cent ad valorem and the 
finished product at 40 per cent ad valorem. Is not that the fact’ 

Mr. PALMER. Some raw material comes in at 10 per 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. But chiefly tinsel as raw material comes !0 | 
30 per cent and the finished product at 40 per cent, so that ‘he 
American manufacturer is given an actual protection of 10 pe 
cent. Is not that the fact? ao 

Mr. PALMER. There isa differential between wire and titse! 
of 20 per cent and between tinsel and the fabric of 10 per cent. — 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman regard these articles «5 
luxuries? 

Mr. PALMER, Some are and some are not. 
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ens 


is so 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out thi 
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Some are Christmas ornaments and are mac 
heaply in Germany in competition with the United States. 
tleman per protection the American | 
turer, whom he taxes 3O per cent for his raw material 
ith reference to this paragraph and with particular 
we to what the gentleman said a moment ago, I desire to 

‘hat the difference in political opinion between the gentle- 
‘rom Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] and myself is this: Plat- 

forms of a party are sometimes written by an individual or a 
vation of individuals. Notwithstanding this the gentle- 

om Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] stands for the mainte- 

of industries of the United States which are progressive 
economic sense and which give employment to labor in 

d States at an American wage, while the other gentle- | 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer], by his performance, 

es out of business not only the industries of his Common- 

. but puts out of employment men who are engaged in 

‘hose industries, and this in the interest of revenue for the Gov- 
t which is being collected now under the Payne Dill, 


MOORE. 


offers 10 cent to 


VW 


1 he condemns. 
Mr. PALMER. If the gentleman his finished his short sen- 
would he mind—— 
Mr. MOORE. I made it as pointed as I could so that the 


eman could understand the difference between himself and 
self 
Mr. PALMER. The gentleman has excused the repudiation of | 
his party platform in Pennsylvania because of the fact that it 
; drawn by an individual or a combination of individuals of | 
whom apparently he does not approve. Would the gentleman 
i stating, for the information of the House and for the 
Recorp, in order to keep history straight in Pennsylvania, | 
where it would be important and interesting, what individual 
or what combination of individuals really control the Republi 





can Party in Pennsylvania and write its platforms? [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman tell me who wrote the Gov- 


ernment-ownership plank of the Democratic platform? Will the | 
man tell me who wrote the waterways plank in every one 


he national platforms of last year? Will the gentleman tell 


Mr. PALMER. I asked you for information. 
Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman tell me who dictated the 
Democratic platform of Pennsylvania last year? I wish the gen- 


n would rise up and answer. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

iia [Mr. Moore] has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
iis paragraph and all amendments thereto be now closed, 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

153. Hooks and eyes, metallic, snap fasteners and clasps by what- 

e known, trousers buckles and waistcoat buckles made wholly 

y of iron or steel, steel trousers buttons and metal buttons not 


] 


8} illy provided for in this section, all the foregoing and parts 
t f, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, 

fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York offers 


an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 41, strike out the last two words in line 3 and the words 
a ns and metal buttons” in line 4 and insert the following: 

“Nickel bar buttons and trousers, buttons of steel and other metal.” 

Mr. CALDER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
had such good fortune in presenting an amendment to the last 
section of the bill, which the committee evidently overlooked, 
that for the same reason I have the temerity to present this. 
In examining the provisions affecting buttons I find that in 
the Payne Tariff Act they were dealt with largely in Schedule 
N, in paragraph 427. I have not sought to raise the duty or 
to interfere at all with the duty on this particular item of metal 
trousers buttons, but sought to put under that classification the 
Same items that came under it in this paragraph, to which I 
have referred, in the Payne bill. 

Mr. PALMER, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CALDER. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER, You are seeking to add a new kind of metal 


2 LLC 


button? 

Mr. CALDER. That is right. 

Mr, PALMER. And which you do not find in this bill at 
present? 


Mr. CALDER. That is right. 

Mr. PALMER. But the gentleman will note the language of 
the bill, “not specially provided for in this section,” will cover 
the new metal button. 
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Mr. CALDER. That \ enve the question open 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; it will not. I will say te 
Kt ntleman from New ¥ Mr. CaLprer], so that he may 
time, that that particular language was written in there by 


freasury expert, who prepared the prepesition. There are tw: 


items in reference to butto n this bill. All the buttons were 
pulled out and put in SS mlule N, excent metal buttons, and 
this was prepared es} by an expert of the Treasury De 
partment to cover all 1 al butt nd there is no q estion 
about it. 

Mr. CALDER. Those who ha en the subject 
thought have considered t} the nickel bar buttons might b 
considered in Schedule \, to which the gentleman referi al 

Mr. UNDERWOOD l [ mah need not have any d rf 
because all trousers buttons and metal buttons not spe 
provided for, which n is all other metal buttons, are « 
by this paragraph, 

_Mr. MANN. That would depend on whether it would be « 
sidered they were p | for under the sundries a1 i 
ment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD Tl re none provided for 1 

| sundries amendment My end from Illinois evidently 
| not read this paragraph or he would not ask that questi on 

Mr. MANN I have read the paragraph; certainly 

Mr. UNDERWOOD I vs ‘Steel trousers buito 
metal buttons ( \ vided for.” That covers 

| buttons that you could make 

Mr. MANN, It does { they are not eci ly | 
elsewhere. : 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, my amendment make 
whole thing clear, so tha you do not leave open in fu 
question for the dete n of any board of apprai 
any customs court. There is no question about it if 1 ly cumend 
ment is adopted. Otherwise there may be 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I not think so. If the ge 
amendment prevailed it might cloud some other provi 
metal buttons that are now clear. 

Mr. CALDER. In Payne Act all these bu 
the same classification 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
ment offered by the ge eman from New York |[Mr. Cal! 

The question was taken, and the amendment was r 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Pennsylvani 
KReEIDER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will rey 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 41, lir 1, after t rel “*« * insert the ! 
those used in the mat t its and or 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. ¢ rman, in offering this a 
I take the position that in view of the fact that the com ee 
that wrote this tariff b been kind enough t 
manufacturing industry of this country to simply put rod 
uct of the shoe manufacturers on the free list and not 
any penalties to it [laughter on the Republican sid 
would perhaps give sufficient consideration to that indu 
allow the shoe manufact ‘rs to receive without a duty th 
hooks and eyes which they use in the manufacture of 
which now must be sold free 1 open competition w 
rest of the world if this bill becomes a law. 

I have been thinking that y the gentlemen wl 
pared this bill would | nsid te enough to allow the 
manufacturers to use these hooks and eyelets without | 
obliged to pay a duty on the same The pos 1 as 
the Committee on Ways and Mean ; explained on tl 
by the distinguished chai n of th mmittee, if I 
it correctly, is that the tariff duties in the future shall 
in such a manner as to put all lines of manufactur 
petitive basis. 

I have been trying to point out that this cure-all 
legislation is not a proper cure. It will put a premium up 
dishonesty and upon the lack of thrift and the lack of econon 
ical manufacture, and will impose a penalty upon thrift, « 
omy, and honesty. By that I mean to say this, maki 
this one illustration: During the debates to-day and y« 
you heard repeatedly that the duties on various artic! 
been placed at the point where they now appear bi 
importation of those articles has been either extensive o1 
haps, not extensive; and duties as high as 55 and 60 pet 
have been imposed upon articles in which the labor ce 
over 75 per cent of the cost of the articles themse! ves. 

In the shoe industry of the United States the labor cost 


the average price of shoes manufactured is 25 per cent of the 


wholesale cost. There appeared before the Committee on W 
and Means a committee of shoe manufacturers, who plead 
with the committee earnestly, and put the proposition 
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them, and told them that this industry will suffer, and suffer 
severely, if the little duty of 10 per cent that was retained by 
the Payne bill is now removed. 

It is useless to go into these details. I can not begin to think 
of doing it in the five minutes allotted to me. But permit me 
to say, Mr. Chairman, that the injustice of this thing lies in 
the fact that the shoe manufacturers of this country have been 
in open and free competition with each other, there being over 
1200 American shoe manufacturers in existence. They have | 
been in such fierce and open competition that it has been | 
necessary to practice the greatest economies possible in the 
minutest details of manufacture, and the manufacturers have 
succeeded in giving to the country and the people of the United 
States such a line of goods that, notwithstanding the fact 
that a duty of only 10 per cent was kept on the statute books, it 
has been impossible for foreign manufacturers to come in and 
compete. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed 
at the end of.5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto close in 5 minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the remarks to which we have 
just listened from my distinguished friend, the Member from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. Krerper], furnish a striking illustration of 
what has been going on in this country with respect to tariff 
legislation under the Republican régime for many years. My 
friend comes here, and in the Congress of the United States, 
though sent here to represent 200,000 people in the great State 
of Pennsylvania, he makes a plea to you to put money into his 
own pocket; for the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is not alone a boot and shoe manufacturer, but if I am not 
mistaken is the president or ex-president of the American Boot 
and Shoe Manufacturers’ Association. Now, I ascribe to him no 
improper motive, but it does seem to me that it is a striking 
illustration of the habit of thought which has got into the minds 
of American manufacturers, that they can and should come here 
and plead with American Representatives that taxes be laid 
upon the American people in order to add profit to the special 
interests which they represent. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] The gentleman speaks of this small item of hooks and 
eyes. I am not a shoe manufacturer, and I do not know what 
proportion exactly hooks and eyes bear—— 

Mr. KREIDER. There are 30 items which go into the manu- 
facture of shoes which are not on the free list. 

Mr. PALMER. TI do not know what proportion of the value 
of a shoe the hooks and eyes amount to, but I am certain it is 
an infinitesimally small part of the value of the shoe. The gen- 
tleman'’s amendment would simply throw these hooks and eyes 
into the basket clause and increase the rate. But, passing that 


by, I will say to him that we did reduce this duty from 45 per | 


cent under the present law to 15 per cent on these articles, so 
that, though we do have boots and shoes upon the free list, the 
great boot and shoe industry is not going to suffer very much 


by reason of the fact that it must pay simply 15 per cent upon | 


hooks and eyes, an industry which is able to produce in this 
country nearly $600,000,000 worth of product and export more of 
its product than any country on the face of the earth exports 
into foreign markets. 

Mr. KREIDER. I beg to differ. The gentleman is misin- 
formed 

Mr. PALMER. Perhaps the gentleman misunderstood me. 
What I say is that the American boot and shoe manufacturer 
exports more than any other country in the world exports. 

Mr. KREIDER. The gentleman is misinformed. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh! but it is absolutely true. And the boot 
and shoe manufacturers who came before the Ways and Means 
Committee confirmed that statement. The gentleman knows 
Mr. McElwin, I think, the head of the biggest boot and shoe 
manufacturing establishment in the country, and he showed that 
we exported, I think it was, $17,000,000 worth of boots and 
shoes, against a little less than that amount exported by Great 
Britain, so that here is a great industry which faces a foreign 
competition of less than $200,000, with a production of nearly 


$600,000,000, sending its shoes all over the world, underselling | 


the foreign manufacturer at the very door of his own factory, 
asking us to remit the duty of 15 per cent on hooks and eyes. 
Mr. KREIDER. Will the gentleman allow me to reply? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. All time has expired. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to | 


be heard on this question. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not care to go into the que 


boots and shoes at this time. We will reach them late; 
fer not to debate this bill all over it. 

Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last two words 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman ¢} 
on this paragraph has already been closed by una: 

sent. 
The CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee del 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto is closed. 
| tion is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman f; 
sylvania [Mr. Krerper]. 
The question being taken, the amendment was reje 
Mr. KENNEDY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, | 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connect 
KENNEDY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk wil! ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 41, line 5, after the word “ thereof,” strike out “ 15 
in lieu thereof *“ 25.’ 


ae an 
| 
| 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendn 


Aili 


by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

154. Lead-bearing ores of all kinds containing more than | 
of lead, one-half cent per pound on the lead contained there 
That on all importations of lead-bearing ores the d ities ! 
mated at the — of entry, and a bond given in double th: 
such estimated duties for the transportation of the ore 
carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or uniap 
chandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting est 
whether designated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On { 
of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled ; 
commercial methods under the supervision of Government 
shall be stationed at such establishments, and who shall 
samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated 
retary of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of 
and report the result to the proper customs officers, and 
entries shall be liquidated thereon, except in case of ores t! 
removed to a bonded warehouse to be refined for exporiat 
vided by law. And the Secretary of the Treasury is authori: 
all necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this p 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I of 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, line 8, page 41, by inserting, after the word 
words “one and.” 

[Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma addressed the comm 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what \ 
by my colleague in reference to the glass factories, | 
inform him that the glass factories went out of busine 
homa immediately after the adoption of the Payne-Ali: 
| and the price of lead in the county went down as low 
been for years. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will 
man yield? 

Mr. DAVENPORT. Yes. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The largest glass f 
Oklahoma is located in Ponca, and that was located t! 
the enactment of the Payne law. [Applause on the R 
side. ] 

Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Chairman, I did not unde 
answer for the district of my Republican colleague 
Gurre}], but I was speaking of mine, as the gentlem 
Oklahoma [Mr. Morcan] has referred to it. The Po 
one is not making very great progress at present, as 
league will admit, and the lead mines in Oklahoma do ! 
any protection greater now than they have had for ) 
they are not clamoring in my district for that protecti 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, I wish to s 
words in support of the amendment offered by the g 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MorGan]. 

We have in northern Idaho about 12,000 people de 
rectly or indirectly on the operation of our lead mi 
produce over 30 per cent of the supply of the United > 
Nearly $5,000,000 yearly goes to the railroads for fr 
transporting the products of the mines and the mills, a 
chandise needed by the communities which are sustained 
industry. In addition, the wages of the miners, supplic: 
and so forth, amount to nearly $10,000,000 per year. | 
| dustry has been built up under a protectiv e tariff of 1! 
on lead ore. In addition to the mines in operation, tlie 
great many prospective mines which are being deve 
great expense and this development will be ab: icone 
| instances if lead miners are compelled to enter the | n 
| competition with Mexican ores. The latest statistics co 
by the census report shows that out of 2,185 mines r 
| only 154 were producing mines. The total capital invest’ 
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into this question. 

Mr. MANN. 
will permit me, that I did not do it with any reflection upon 
the gentleman from Alabama. The gentleman from 
does not need to defend himself upon the floor of this House, 
0 far as this tariff bill concerns his own business, and no 
one has ever charged him with attempting to use his official 
position to improperly advantage himself in his private business. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
for what he says, but the only business in which I am interested 
is the pig-iron business and the iron and steel business in my 
own district. There is not an item in it that has not been 


<9 44 per cent of which was invested in prospective | reduced in th bill. So far as f] Birmingham d 3 
of which would be a total loss if the lead producers | ¢ ed, it »; ns ! been put uy { 
| the benefit of existing protective laws. I can | list, for the 1 of ry erally. 
rstand how any man who es his country and who is| The coal tl du rone the free TY 
“1 in the happiness and w re of his neighbors could | est manufa pl n t dai 9 steel-rail 1 
1 measure which would place them on a par with the | rails have » the fre | that 1 , 
hor of Mexico, who re ive -fourth of the wages r | trolled by a1 oly The next ¢g ifs plant in the « f 
the miners in Idaho. lisayw plant, and a part of their prod h { 
omparison betw { wages paid in Idaho and | list not mean to say that I would ve ad ted , 
thes on the free list if I thought that t! ) 
bear a tax The item in this bill th I 
Co a A : Mexico. terestes a an any other is pig iron, and alth 1 tl 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] cut the rate on pig i 
- . . $4 to $2.50 in his bill, in this bill we cut the rate f1 4) 
iiinkkabtee etn siibean aeaenice $3. 50 to $4. 50 | $0.75 | Specific to 8 per « ad valorem, which, at $15 pig iro i 
kink beaeu ama eamina baat : - es 4 “a mean $1.20 a ton, o1 ‘ut of 50 per cent. If | ould 
sceaiendeeiald tditdecninteesssscky, Me an .75 to$i.o0 | Tesent my istituency and at the same time repres 
a a a 4.00 | 1.00} people of the United States without involving 1 f in 
eenssene to 0 | 1.00 | tion of feeling I had to be a speci lead > for { 
5.00 to 6.00 | ‘ — 5 : t : p : LOl : 
Slater kccheaenmanesecte 3.50t0 400| i:60 | happen to be located in my district, I would be unwot 
ot ecercccccccccccccceces 4.00 to 5.00 1.00 to 1.25 } occupy the position I hold in this House and unw 
edrcetbeadsiicuvansadaiee, 4.50to 5.00 | 1:09 | 2 commission from the great Democratic Party of this c 
ides Sain aa aurea tek 3.50 to 4.00 | 65} LAI » on the Democratic side.}] I have no criticisn 
~ | gentle who comes here to represent the interests of his 
g 10 to 12 hour : : - 
pacing stituency. I have no criticism of the gentleman from Pe 
vania who desired to lower a duty on a product that he b 
» would be benefited by the proposed reduction of the] and at the sa: time contends for a raise of a duty on 
nd the suspension of the lead-mining industry in the | product that he sells. I do not question the gentk man’s moti 
States? Why should we send our money out of the} jn the ca e, but I contend this—that when Representativ: f 
ry for those things that are now being produced by Our-| the American people stand in this House and exercise the powel 
[Applause on the Republican side. } ._, | to tax the people of this country and lay on their backs burdens 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | of taxation, at least it is not becoming for gentlemen to display 
gentleman from Oklahoma. | a selfish interest in these matters. [Applause on the Democratic 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous Con | ciqe] 
that all debate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. The time has passed when the laws of this country sl 
fhe CHATRMAN. Is there objection? longer be written for special interests [applause on the Demx 
There was no objection. : cratic side]; when men may come to this Congress and Kk 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a fe Ww moments ago the gent © | for legislation that shall convert the dollar from the pock« f 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kremer], on this side of the| the American people into their own pockets that they may grow 
i offered an amendment relating to hooks and eyes used in| rich as the result of that legislation, [Applause on the De: 
boots and shoes, and made an observation concerning boots and | cratic side.} 
s being on the free list. The gentleman from Pennsylvania The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has « ed. 
[Mr. PALMER], who prepared this schedule, and who is in charge | pho question is on the amendment proposed by the n 
( endeavoring to reflect upon his colleague from Pennsyl-| from Oklahoma [Mr. Morcan]. : 
: stated that he was surprised that a gentleman on the The question was taken, and the amendment was + 
floor of the House would make a proposition to the House which The Clerk read as follows: 
‘ht affect his own pocket or his own business, and that it WERT 150 Tinest wien, lame a6 tebe weds Challe or fn het * 1. 
proper, or words to that effect, for the president or ex-presi- | silver, or other metal, 10 per cent ad valorem; bullion 
d if the United States Shoe Manufacturers’ Association to | threads, made wholly or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame « 0 
se an amendment upon the floor of the House affecting the | at ad ae a SF te ee on 14 
shoe business. | metal threads, 40 per cent ad valorem 
Mr. Chairman, I suppose next we will be told that gentlemen} yr FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 1 
this House who own farms or who are interested in agricul- ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
ture have no right to propose amendments or to vote upon propo- | The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendm 
sitions affecting the tariff upon agricultural products; but think | ‘ne Clerk read as follows: 
fa speech of that sort coming from one of the older ee | decent meee. 4O tee © be teeeetien after the word - 
of this House, when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- | tured,” the words “all the foregoing, 2) cents per pound.” 
0D} who introduced the bill affecting the tariff upon iron and | amend line 9 by striking out the words “25 per cent ad va n id 
steel products is himself an iron and steel manufacturer! | inserting in lieu thereof the words “ 2§ cents per pound 
Think of a gentleman making that observation relating | Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I have already spoken « 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kreriper], saying that | erally upon this subject, and I merely want at this tin ) 
it was improper for him to propose an amendment affecting the | make one or two observations that it seems to me are pet 
tariff upon boots and shoes when he was the president of the | nent to consider when we are considering the question of 
Shoe Manufacturers’ Association, when the gentleman from | ducing the duty upon lead imported into this country. | 
Pennsylvania himself secured iron ore free, the principal user | that the Coeur d’Alene region of Idaho may be taken a 
of which is located in his district! [Applause on the Repub- | very fine example of a region where the laborers are benefited 
lican side.] | by a protective duty. That is a region of country in which 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, and the gentleman might have | almost all the laborers employed are American citizens In 
added that they were also making 20 per cent profit on the | fact, under the laws of Idaho no corporation may employ 
investment. | laborers who have not at least taken out their first papers a 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the/| the first step looking to their naturalization. [Applause o 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has brought me personally the Republican side.} The average wages paid to laborers o 
| 


© 





Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman, if he | 


Alabama | 

























the Coeur d’Alene is $3.60 per man, and I would compare 
with the average wages paid to the laborers in the m 
| the Republic to the south of us, where the average is SO « 








per man. The miners in the Coeur d’Alene receive from $3.50 
to $4.50 per day for their labor, while the miners in the n 
of Mexico receive 75 cents per day. The muckers recei n 
the Coeur d’Alene from $3 to $3.50 for their labor, and the 
muckers in Mexico receive 50 cents per day. The blacks 





employed in connection with mine work receive from $4 1 
per day in Idaho, as compared with $1 to $1.25 | d: 
Mexico. And so you can go down the list, and you may 

pare the wages received by the various classes of workn« 
the mines of the region that produces nearly one-third of 
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lead of the United States and almost 10 per cent of the lead 
of the world, and you will find that the wages received on the 
average are more than 400 per cent of the wages received by 
the laborers in similar mines in the country immediately adja- 
to the United States. More than that, let me say this: 

The lead produced from the mines in the Coeur d’Alene region 
would not pay the running expenses and the freight to convey 
the lead to the markets of the world if it were not for the by- 
product of silver that is produced in connection with operating 
the mines of that region. The very fact that we are able to 
produce silver alongside of the lead enables our miners to work 
these mines and operate the same at a profit and pay good 
wages to the laborers In this country. If you were to insist 
upon reducing the schedule of duties upon lead imported from 
foreign countries into the United States anywhere near the 
ratio suggested by the bill you are considering at this time, it 
will mean that our miners will be compelled to accept lower 
wages than they are receiving at the present time or else the 
mines will cease to be operated. 

Possibly both of these results will in part obtain, and I have 
no doubt but that so far as development work is considered in 
that region and other regions of the great West it will in large 
part cease or be retarded, because it will not seem to be a 
profitable business in which to engage. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FrRencu]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

156. Metallic mineral substances in a crude state, and metals un- 
wrought, whether capable of being wrought or not, not specially pro- 
vided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem; monazite sand and 
thorite; thorium, oxide of and salts of; gas mantles treated with 
chemicals or metallic oxides, 25 per cent ad valorem; and gas-mantle 
scrap consisting in chief value of metallic oxides, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 1dment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 42, line 14, after the word “ gas,” 
alcohol,” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the »mendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to call the attention of the House to a com- 
munication relating to mantles, and so forth, carried in this 
bill, as follows: 


cent 


ainel 


insert the w “kerosene or 


LINDSAY LIGHT Co., 

Chicago, Janua $1, 1913, 
MANN, M. C., 

Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Srr: We respectfully urge that no change be made in 
the import duty under paragraph 185, Schedule C, tariff law 1909, 
which has particular reference to monazite sand, thorium, incandescent 
gas mantles, and gas-mantle scrap. 

To support this request we submit the following facts: That there 
nre no agreements of any kind pertaining to the sale of incandescent 
gas mantles; they are sold in open competition and without regulation 
of price, 

Ninety-five per cent of the materials used in manufacturing gas 
mantles is dutiable under act of 1909 with 40 per cent and over, and 
the remaining 5 per cent is dutiable at 25 per cent. 

All materials used in the manufacture of gas mantles cost 
per cent to 85 per cent more than the German manufacturer. 

Our average wage rate is from $1.10 to $1.75 per day, and in some 
branches of the work more, against an average wage rate paid in 
Germany of 50 cents to 624 cents per day. 

We know that the German manufacturer has an 
cost of labor and material, conservatively estimated 
per thousand mantles, 

Mantles of foreign manufacture are offered at extremely low prices, 
varying from $25 to $50 per thousand; present rate of duty adds 
$10 to $20 per thousand, and in reality the difference in cost is $18 
to $22 per thousand. 

We manufactured last year 8,600,000 mantles. We have no bonded 
indebtedness. We have no watered stock and conduct our enterprise 
in the most economical manner possible consistent with good manufac- 
turing 

Our net profits for last year on gas mantles were $32,473, which 
figures $3.77 per 1,000, or a trifle more than one-third of a cent per 
mantle profit, which would be totally eliminated if any reduction in 
duty takes place. 

Any reduction in the duty is not going to benefit the American con- 
sumer, for the reason the consumer’s prices on gas mantles are 10 
cents, 15 cents, and 25 cents, which at these figures will give the dealer 
profit varying from 40 per cent to 100 per cent. The dealer does not 
give the benefit possible to the consumer, and even if the public did get 
the benefit of this saving it would only be about $300,000 for the entir 
United States, and for this the American industry, paying $1,800,00 
for labor, would be placed in a serlous jeopardy. 

We doubt very much if the proposed reduction on thorium will benefit 
the American manufacturer, for the reason that this particular item is 
controlled in Europe by a syndicate who would immediately take advan- 
tage of the new condition by raising their prices, and this then would 
go to Europe in place of the American manufacturer as reduced cost. 

We sincerely hope that you will do everything possible to assist us. 
We are in favor of leaying the tariff as it now stands on gas mantles. 


JAMES R, 
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If it is consistent 
would welcome it. 
Your attention is respectfully called to printed petitio 
the members of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Very truly, yours, 


with this to procure a reduction on th 


n pre 


LINDSAY Tr 
J. M. Suen 
The Clerk read as follows: ji 
_ 158. Pens, metallic, 8 cents per gross; with nib and 
piece, 12 cents per gross. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
last word. This afternoon I endeavored to point out 
the paragraphs in which the duties had been increased 
present bill over the Underwood bill of the last ¢ 
Gentlemen complained because I pointed out only the j 
I now desire to point out one of the decreases in { 
Under the Payne law metallic pens, with nib and bar 
piece, were dutiable at 15 cents per gross. Under the 
wood bill of the last Congress they were made dutiah), 
per cent ad valorem, a duty equivalent to 47 cents pe: 
or 200 per cent more than the duty of the Payne law, 
gratulate the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Comn 
having discovered this error and having reduced this du} 
cents per gross. However, I rose to direct the attentio) 
committee to another matter. The present law, paragi 
reads as follows: 

Pens, metallic, except gold pens, 12 cents per gross. 

The language “except gold pens” is stricken 
present law. In paragraph 187 there is a proviso w] 
as follows: 

ereperes, That pens and penholders shall be assessed fo1 
rateiy. 

That has been stricken out of the bill, so that gold 
the laws remains in its present form, will be dutiab 
paragraph 158 at the rate of 12 cents per gross, a du 
much lower than that contained in the present law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has the gentleman read paragr 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have read paragraph 159. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman is talking 
pens, is he not? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Paragraph 159 reads: 

Penholder tips, penholders and parts thereof, 
pens, and stenographic pens. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That paragraph applies only to yj. 
penholders attached, and unless the ambiguity is corr 
pens without holders attached will be dutiable under 1 
paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman will have to | 
constructions from the new customs court, I guess. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

162. Type metal, on the lead contained therein, and new 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Byrns of Tennessee). The 2 
from Pennsylvania offers an amendment, which the Cl 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
strike out the words 


bar: 


’ 


gold 


Page 43, line 13, “on the lead 


therein.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylv: 
PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylyani 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, line 13, strike out the word “ new. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to put 
Recorp that that paragraph, 640 of the free list, provides ! 
type fit only to be remanufactured, so that the word “ new 
stricken out here because it is practically covered by the t 
clauses thus together. 

Mr. MANN. Should it not also provide: 


Not otherwise provided for in this section. 


Mr. PALMER. I think not. The Treasury experts say ! 
Types to be remanufactured are to come in free. 

Mr. MANN. It is proposed to strike out the word 
and make it “ type.” 

Mr. PALMER. To make it “type,” so that all type comes ; 
at this rate with the exception, of course, that the free list 
provides for old type, fit only to be remanufactured. 


f ¢ 


Mr 


also offer the 


” 

















ve. MANN. But there would be a plain conflict then, be- | 
this would include the other. 
Mr. PALMER. The other is “old type, fit only to be re- | 


factured.” 

\ir. MANN. But if you strike out “new” 
all type at 15 per cent ad valorem. 
PALMER. Provided it were fit only to 


this would 


1 
here, 


remanufac- 


Mr. MANN. There is no “ provided” about it. The ques- 
whether, unless you insert something else, that would 
nfliet with this. 
\ PALMER. I offered that amendment at the suggestion | 


of the clear 
the intent, 


nterest 


with 


Treasury Department, which, in the 

retation of the language in 
hat that word “ new” ought 
MANN. I agree with that 
a little safer to put the 
not harm anything. 


accordance 
to come out. 
part of it; 
other language 


it 


think 
l. 


I 


il 


} 
put 


Mr 


which 


be 



















Mr. PALMER. It may be so. 
I CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the | 
ent offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 
3]. | 
| question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. | 
ia ; g 
I CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Clerk read as follows: 
Zine-bearing ores of all kinds, including lan 0 per cent 
rem 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 
| Clerk read as follows: | 
ge 44, lines 18 and 19, strike out the paragraph and rt tl 
in lieu thereof: 
Zine-bearing ore of all kinds, in ding « mine, cor 
10 per cent of zinc, shall be admitted free of duty; cor 
x” more of zinc and less than 20 per cent, 4 of 1 
)} the zine contained therein; containing 20 per cent 
nd less than 25 per cent, 4 of 1 cent per pound on 
d therein; containing 25 per cent of zinc, or more, 1 
1 the zine contained therein: Provided, That on all Ip 
zine-bearing ores the duties shall be estimated at the t 
and a bond given in double the amount ; h estimated 
the transportation of the ores by common < iers bonded 
transportation of appraised or unappraised merchandise to 
equipped sampling or smelting establishments, whether des 
s bonded warehouses or otherwise On the arrival « t 
ich establishments they shall sampled according to com 
methods under the supervision of Government officers, who 
stationed at such establishments, and who s l ! t the 
thus obtained to a Government assayer, d ed by tl 
: ry of the Treasury, who shall make a proper as if the san 
d report the result to the proper customs officers, and tl 
entries shall be liquidated thereon, except in se of es that 
removed to a bonded warehouse » be refined for exportation 
vided by law. And the Secretary of the Treasury 1s authorized 
all necessary regulations to enforce the visions of this 
iph, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
the debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [| Mr. UNpDER 
oop] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this para 
graph close in five minutes. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
t is an industry in my district, and I would like to have five 
CB. 
Mr. MANN. There are two other gentlemen who desire time 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say 15 minutes, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DECKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five min 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
| states that he desires five minutes. 
UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 


The 
DECKE 

Mr. 
minut i 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDER- 
woop] modifies his request and unanimous consent that 
the debate on this paragraph close in 20 minutes. Is there 
bjection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. The gentleman from Kausas [Mr. CAMPBELL] is 
recognized. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for 
the purpose of continuing the zine ore mining industry in the 
United States, and especially in my own district. 

It is proposed to reduce the ad valorem rate from an average 
of 50 per cent to 10 per cent. 

With apologies to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Pal MER], I state that I own no stock in any ore mines any- 
where, 


will make it 20 


es. 


asks 


{ 


in that industry in my district. 
individuals. Men group themselves together, put their capital 
together, and go down into the earth to get the ore. 


But I am interested in those men who are employed 
The industry is carried on by 


The ore 
production in that section of country is not under the control of 
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any great capital, but is carried on by 
vidual efforts, and the men employed by these mea are d al 
ent upon that industry for their livelihood and fo Lie 
prosperity. 
I have seen those men se their employe as the result of 
competition with old Mexico in the produ m of ne ore } 
free trade. I have seen the same men find « wiment : ) 
as the result of the protection given to the zin industry in 
1909 by the present law. The men were out o iwlovm 
he result of competition with Mexican miners 
me-fifth to one-ninth of the wage that is paid t 
Kansas. The reason the laborers in Kansas w 
ployment in the zine-mining industry was becaus | 
not live upon the same wage that the men in Mexi 
ting who were supplying the smelters in my d 
zine ore. 
I urged a duty then to protect them from that 
I am urging now a duty high enough to protect th e 
ployed in that industry, to the end that they may have 
opportunity of supplying their families with the t 
life and the opportunity of living in the manner in w t] 
have been accustomed to live. That is all that is asked. TI 
can not do that if Mexican peons mine the ore that phic 
smelters of the United States. In 1910 and 1912—T | 
the figures for 1911—there were imported 41,750,564 pound 
zine ore, for which the United States paid $747,554 There w 
imported free of duty $504,442, making a total of S 1,097 996 
Am¢ 1 money that was pi for Mexicat e, D 
sl ld ve been paid to Al n laborers in our o 
’ re from five to nine times ; high wl 
paid to tl iborers in old Me ) rt , [Ay 
on the Rey lican side. ] 
Gentl 1 upon this floor represe 7) { 
which re mightily interested in th Lion I \ 
what they wi d I am wondering how the u 
this ai di t. I tru hat they ill vote to « 
ment for the iousands of lab I I their dis 
prosperity of the mmunit which they li \ 
on the Republican | 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to str t] 
} word. We have discovered in four or five of the cor $ 
eastern Tennessee a very valuable zine ore, and du 
six months more than one-half million dollars | e 
vested in purchasing these zine lands, building li l 
forth A very large and ex] sive plant is w in « e ol 
construction in Knox County, and the contr: yuild 
150 houses for the operatives of that plant alone 
s » the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill B mor east 
capital has been developing the zine business in Jeffe n 
County. If this duty written in the Underwood bill bec sa 
| law, that promising industry in eastern Tennessee will be at ar 
}end or a suspension of operations until the Repub! 1 Da 
| comes back into power four years from now and writes ] 
| tection for the zine industry of America. 
Not only is Tennessee interested in il re, but Arkansa 
Missouri, Kans: and Oklahoma are terested in tnd 
| Democratic Member [Mr. Decker] w! ‘pres the Jo 
(Mo.) district wi I have no doubt, b ( » the fu 
| that thousands of dollars are invested the zin dustry ! 
his district d more than 50,000 | e in th Ss vr 
| fected direct! ind indirectly by the groy ik id l VY OF 
that industry 
Now, g emen, why did you th duty t 
} amount? Did you do it in the interest of Missou 
nessee zine, Kansas zine, Oklahoma zine, or Ar bi 
| honest and tell us if you did not do it in the tl 
New Jersey Zine Co., which, I understand, has ding 
lof zine lands in Mexico, and its smelter is located on or } 
| tidewater in New Jersey? 
I know the Ways and Means Committee, on page 7 of its re 
| port, attempts to justify its course in putting coal, iron ore, and 
| bauxite on the free list, and zine, lead, gypsum, and baryt: 
practically on the free list, under this paragraph of said repo 
REDUCTION OF RESOU RE 
That the speedy exhaustion of many natural re ’ 
| feared unless access to a fresh supply is gained no one who « ders 
the subject from an unbiased standpoint can doubt. Ti is n a 
true in the case of such articles as timber, ores, minera ind of 
substances whose supply can not be increased, and exhaustion 
is merely a question of the rate at which they are taken from their 
original sources. 
Now, listen to this declaration in the Democratic national 
platform of 1912: 
OUR MINERAL RESOURCES 
We rejoice in the inheritance of mineral resources unequaled in ex 
tent, variety, or value, and in the development of the mining industry, 
unequaled in its magnitude and importance. 
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cratic national platform about 
why you to 
to France for our bauxite, 


Spain for 


true, 
zine, 


Cuba, Swede and 


do propose 


and 


and 


5 and injure this southern and western 
ry. You can do it in the interest of American smelters 
vhich own cheap ore lands in foreign countries. You may talk 

. this country. 


ibout the “ and interests” of 

uu may criticize the manufacturers of America, but you 

] igle complaint or criticism of the agents and 
are the representatives of every foreign 


ake a si 
il orters who 

fore your committee for a reduction of duty 
of the “ ves ‘ial interests” on foreign 


1 ,.Y ‘ 
u can depress 


vested special 


turer fighting be 
the 


fac 
for benefit ted and spe 
shores. 

Why should not inufacturer y his 


capital into the development of our resources, to give employ- 


American m ho puts 
ment to our people, t 
and wages for the laboring people, appeal to the law-making 
body of this country for a hearing on legislation which affects 
his business and the interest of the men he gives employment to 
at the highest known wages. The importers are given hearings. 
fhe importers of the great city of New York, king to flood 
the country the expense of American mills 
and f: are heeded. Every of the bill 
slows that it is written the interests of the manufacturers 
and wage earners [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 

Mr. DECKER. Mr. Chairman, the zinc-producing 
country in the world comprises part of the congressional dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent. In my district there 
is also a large agricultural made up 
intelligent and patriotic citizenship. For the honor which I 
have of occupying a seat in this body, I am indebted in a large 
measure to men engaged in the mining of zinc ore, and especially 
am I indebted to the men who do the actual work of mining 
About 14 years ago I went from law school to 
city of Joplin, and from that day to this my 
professional, and political friends have been the brave men who 
every morning when the whistles blow go down into the ground 
with their lamps on their caps and their picks in their hands 
to dig for their daily bread. 

And if I should fail in doing what 
best interests I would 
their confidence. I told 
schoolhouses, I told the merchants and the business men in 
the agricultural towns, I told the miners at the mouths of 
ihe shafts, I told them in their homes, I told them in the halls 
where they assembled to hear me speak, that I was a Demo- 
erat, that I did not believe it was the province of Government 
to tax one man to make another prosperous. I reminded them 
also that it was the consumer who paid the tariff and that the 
vast majority consumers were made up of laboring men; 
that I believed in a tariff for revenue only; but I told them 
each and all that so long as the revenue to run this Government 
was raised by means of a tariff and so long as the brave miners 
of my district paid a tariff tax to the Federal Government on 
the hats on their heads, their underclothes, their coats, their 
pants, their socks, their shoes, the lumber with which they 
built their homes, their furniture, and the food upon their 
tables, I would insist that the people of other parts of the 
United States should also pay a revenue tariff on the only thing 
which the miners of my district produced. 

I did not promise them that in order to get what I thought 
was the proper tariff on zine ore I would join with and vote 
with men who believed in placing exorbitant and prohibitive 
and unjust tariffs on commodities produced in other parts of 
this country. I told them plainly that I would not do so, but 
that I would present their case from the Democratic standpoint 
of fairness to all the people, and here and now I wish to say 
that I have kept my pledge. 

Since my election I have worked to carry out this pledge. In 
the Underwood bill of two years ago zinc ore was placed upon 
the free list. Before the opening of the last session of the 
Sixiy-second Congress, at my own expense, I went to Birming- 
ham, Ala., to place my views before the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee. In season and out of season, publicly 
and privately, I have presented those views to the other mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee and to the members 
of the Democratic caucus. The Ways and Means Committee 
have agreed in part to my views—I do not mean entirely on 
account of my arguments—and have placed a revenue duty 
of 10 per cent ad: valorem on zine ore. This was only part of 
what I asked. I believe I was right when I advocated a 
higher duty, and I have not changed my views. And I do not 


with foreign goods at 


ctories, heard and line 
in 


“ucross the sea. 


greatest 
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best 


I think to be for their 


the farmers of my district at the 
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apologize to any man—Republican or Democrat—who n 
from me on that proposition. But the great Democr 
to which I belong and in whose principles I believe 
ioned by the people of this country to revise 
downward, and I also believe that tw: 
the Republic and Progressives believe in a dow 
vision of the tariff. This bill we are about to pass y 
directly or indirectly over ninety millions of peop! 
those people could assemble here for the purpose of wri 
bill, there could not be found two out of the ninety m;} 
agree in every particular. If out of all the 
this country two men were given authority to make 
they could not agree in every particular. And whet! 
bill were written by ninety millions of people directly or | 
people, it would have to be the result of concession a 
promise. The only practical way yet devised for 


and revise if 


hs 


would 


} 
Le ¢ 


| of such a law 1s for those representatives of the people 


lieve in the general principles of revision downward 
together in a caucus, which caucus, after giving a free. { 
and vote upon different items, beeo: 

Gentlemen of the committee, I participated in such 
and that after full, fair, and free discus la 
upon different items has reduced the tariff tax which the 
of my district must pay upon the things which they ec 
that caucus has reduced the tariff on hats and pa: ts ; 
and shoes, on furniture and on foced and lumber, th 
which the miners of my district consume, and it has a 
a reduction in the tariff tax on zine ore, the thing wh 
same miners produce. And while I have not changed 1 
I still believe that this reduction in the 
zine has been greater than is wise, yet I participated 
caucus and I am going to abide by this caucus. And y 
miners of my district understand what I have done ; 
have done it, as I will give them to understand, I be! 
will approve my course. 

I am going to vote for this bill, not only because it 
indorsement of the great Ways and Means Committee, 


eaucus 


dorsed by this Democratic caucus of which I speak, | 
because I believe as a whole it is a good bill and bee: 
spite of all the Republican prophecies of calamity and 
and in spite of temporary disturbances necessary to 


| nents in business, I believe the patriotism of the peop! 


be unworthy of their friendship and | country is 


stronger than partisanship, and because I 
after being passed and perhaps modified ; 
Democratic Senate, a coordinate branch 
Government, and after being signed by a great D 
President, will receive the ultimate approval of a 
people. [L6ud applause on the Democratic side. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CaMPBeEtt}. 


that this bill 


CAMPBELL), there were—ayes 60, noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

165. Zine in blocks, pigs, or sheets, and zine dust; and old 
out zine fit only to be remanufactured, 10 per cent ad valore: 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fo 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have r 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 44, line 20, strike out the paragraph and insert the 
in lieu thereof: 

“165. Zine in blocks or pigs and zine dust,.-1j cents per 
sheets, 1§ cents per pound; in sheets, coated or plated wit! 
other metal or solutions, 13 cents per pound; old and Ww 
only to be remanufactured, 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, the reduction made 
Underwood bill upon the products of the zinc smelter is 
than the reduction made on almost any other industry. 
is no labor employed anywhere in the country that works | 
than the labor employed in the smelters. They get ab 
times the wage that the zinc-smelter workers receive in 
other country that competes with them in the producti 
zine products. They have not been able to compete wit) 
labor that is thus paid a less wage with the rates of dut) 
are provided even by the present law, for in the last 
years great quantities of zine spelter and zine sheets 
blocks have been imported into the United States, amount! 
the aggregate to 31,508,276 pounds, for which the United ©! 
paid $1,550,554. There was an ad valorem rate of 5=.) 
cent on zinc spelter and blocks so imported, and that rat 
duty was paid upon the importation of over 31,000,000 pov 
of zine products for which the United States paid over 
million and a half dollars. The reduction is from 32.57 | 
cent to 10. That will encourage a vastly larger importation . 
zinc products than we have had heretofore. Zine ore can 
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so long as there were duties on other products. I shall leave 
to one-ninth of what it can be mined here, taken to | it to the people of his district to decide whether or no | \ 
Rojviuim, smelted there, and sent back to Pittsburgh, Pa., the | kept his word. He cooed mildly here this evening as compared 
represented by the gentleman who prepared this schedule, | with the way he roared in the caucus, if he is correctly quote 


! 
‘ : : | 
in old Mexico, as I stated a moment ago, for from one- | 


ss freight rate than zine spelter can be taken from my | for there it is said, or has been said by the newspapers, that 

to Pittsburgh, Pa., and I will state here that the State | the gentleman went so far as to criticize a coordinate branch 

Pennsylvania, that has large steel industries, consumes 95 | of the Government which holds the veto power for having had 

( it of the zine spelter produced in the United States. too much to do with this tariff, and he insisted that the rate 

| have sometimes wondered if these great reductions in zine | now carried in the bill for which he now proposes to vote 

ts grades from the zinc ore to the preduct of zine ore | would be injurious to the people of his district 

- heen made for the purpose of giving a compensation to th | Mr. HARRISON of New York. If the gentlen , w vield 
iiustry for the reductions that have been made in the | to me for a moment, I wish to correct an injustice in t it re 

. ts of that industry in the United States. } spect that was done to the gentleman from Missom [ was 

" Ig s a sort of sop to the steel industry? While you take off | present in the caucus, and no such attack was made by the 
: on products of the steel industry you give practically free | gentleman from Missouri as was quoted of him in the new 


ie in one of their raw materials. Was that the purpose of | papers. 
ng the duty on zine spelier? Will the gentleman from Mr. HENSLEY. I will say to the gentleman that no refer 
Pennsylvania answer? Why was the reduction made? The | ence to the President was made in his speech. 
who are interested in the manufacture of zine spelter Mr. MANN. If you had an open caucus they would not hav: 
| bad it wrong. [Laughter.] 
| Mr. MONDELL. I hope the newspapers will apologize to 
peg gentleman from Missouri. I simply made the statement 
as it was made in the public press, the best evidence available, 


e investments in the industry. The industry will be 
yed, and the factories will undoubtedly close when their 
nroduct comes in competition with the importations that will 
me from other countries under the advantages given to im- | 
rts by this bill. The hundreds of men employed in these in- | 28 the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN] suggests. The 
dutries and their families will suffer. The gentleman from | gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbrerwoop], pronouncing the 
Missouri [Mr. Decker], who spoke in apology for the vote | Lew doctrine that we are not to stand for the labor and indus 
h he intends to cast against the welfare of the people of his | {Ties in our districts, referred to the industries in his distri: 
strict, gave a thrust at some of the laborers whom he says are | by way of illustration—to the industries of his district where 
employed in my district. He stated there were coal miners | rates had been reduced. As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ere who were-there under contract. I challenge him or any | MANN] has said, the gentleman from Alabama is not called 
r man to designate a single coal miner who is empleyed in | UPon to defend himself relative to his action in regard to this 
y disirict under improper contract. He stepped out of his bill. However much we disagree with his views and opinions, 
y to make a gratuitous charge against the coal miners in my 


have larg 


}no man here will and no man elsewhere ought to question his 


district he can not sustain. The men cf whom he so sneeringly | sincerity and his honesty, and I think no one does. And yet 
speaks are honest and industrious and are engaged in hazard- |! think the gentleman from Alabama would scarcely say that 
s employment in which they contribute a large share to the | he has placed a rate in this bill that he believes would be de- 
non welfare. Democrats pose as the friends of laboring | Structive of an industry in his district. Down in Alabama 
en, but that friendship is not shown in this bill or by what | they work black men, and they work them mighty cheap, and 
is said by Democrats in defense of it. [Applause on the Re- | down in Alabama the coal is on one side of the hill and the 


ore on the other. And down in Alabama, as the gentlema 


n side. ] 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, my distinguished young friend | 
from Missouri [Mr. Decker] who made a very eloquent speech 
ment ago, in a way congratulated himself, and I think pos- 
bly is entitled to congratulation, that he had gotten the Ways 


from that State has told us, they make pig iron « \ 
anywhere else on earth, and, therefore, no rate that the gent 
man could fix could injure the industries of his district unles 
it was absolutely and totally destructive of the industries 


the entire balance of the country 





il Means Committee ta add 10 per cent ad valorem tax on | ae ; oak 
ore, that is produced in his district. Evidently when he | While we all realize and appreciate the fact that the gentic 
d secured this increase from the bill of a year ago his zest man has not, in framing this bill, attempted to give an industry 
led, because I find that in the Underwood metal schedule bill | §@ bis district a rate more than it needs, I repeat that the gen 
year ago, while they put zine ore on the free list, the manu- | tleman from Al: ane certaint) Wit BOL SR} that he L s placed 
ired product from zine ore was put upon the dutiable list | ®¥¥ Tate so low that he believes that an industry in his dist 
15 per cent ad valorem, while this year, owing to the effort will be destroyed or seriously injured by that Applause 
of wy distinguished friend from Misscuri possibly, they have | °™ the Repub! ae side. | 
ne ore on the dutiable list at 10 per cent and reduced the Mr. 4 NDERWOOD Mr. Cl Fel - 
on the zine sheets to 10 per cent ad valorem, and where Wyoming J Mr. Monbetr| t go not Chink ‘ eciated 
efore the raw material was free and a 15 per cent rate put upon whi t I said. [ stated awhile ago, when the gentlemar fron 
the finished product, owing to his endeavors they now put the Pennsylvania had offered to put on the free list, or irted ft 
sime rate of duty on the raw material and the finished product, put on the free lst, an artic cmwN n Was inte ' 
which will probably result not only in the closing of the mines | ®t the same time contended for a higher rate on an , 
re they produce zine ore but in the smelting establish- | ™ which he was interested, that | 1 not impugn his pers 
ts where they produce zine sheets and blocks and pigs. I | ™Otives in the matter, but [ thought he had put 
ngratulate him upon his suecess. [Laughter and applause on rather contradictory position in this i Use, Now, I do 
Republican side. ] for one minute contend that any man on the floor of this Ho 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman—— | O@ elther side, ought not to represent the constituency tha 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, does-the geuntieman want | Him here. But I did say, aud I say it now, that he ous 
; to represent the special interests of his district, whet 


speak on this paragraph? . 1 1" 
I eral }a part of them or whether he is no That is t 


Mr. MONDELL. Yes. fe tiene ; with soc ania ace 
i@ Nan Who comes ere wiltl n open and a tree } wi iI 


Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | - ates aaa an ae ae 
hat all debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. votes what he believes is for the Interest of the people of 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | “strict and abroad at the cee ee, 1 nd ve opr eee 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- | ©! 2!) Me peopre oF Uh a, vey i States, is free to stand here and 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? [After | VO'® *S he ECRGES WHEW Chy MR Sve We tem ve 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. yea Or nay. But when a man stands on this floor fre : 


district in the United States, coming here with the selfish | 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, they preduce zine in the dis- : ; oe : 
pose of representing a special interest in his district or in 


trict of the gentleman from Kansas, and therefore I think the ; ; = sas ’ 

gentleman from Kansas owes an apology to the gentleman from | Country and not the interest of the great masses of the |x 

Alabama for advocating a duty on zinc, because, if I correctly | °! this country, I say the time nas come - the Amet rs 
gress when this House is not large enough to hold } { 


nnderstood the gentleman a moment ago, the doctrine he now 
pronounces and stands for is that any Member rising on the 
floor of the House for the purpose of protecting the labor and Mr. MONDELL. I understand the gentl n to say that 
the industry of his district is thereby a special pleader for | any Member is justified to stand for in a proper way and uphold 
special interests and not worthy of a place in the House. To | the industries of his district, and no man has the right to sa) 
me that ig a rather remarkable doctrine. Our sophomoric | him nay. How about the caucus—the secret and binding 
young friend from Missouri [Mr. Decker], who did scratch | caucus? 

through with a bare majority, admits that he told the people in| Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The difference betwe 
his district that he would stand for a duty on their products! on that side of the House—unot the gentleman from Wy 


future. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
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le of the House is this: Individualism has 
ks of the Republican Party, but not with 
gy [Mr. Monpeci]. He is an organ- 
in party government. We believe that 
ut should govern this Nation can only be 


hy i+ 


\ ‘ tute books by virtue of a united and great 
irty standing for those principles and maintaining them, and 
tly 1 we surrender our individuality to the wisdom 

d the cohesive strength of a great party, founded on princi- 
ples that | iot only been the foundation of our Republic, but 
he keystone of the liberty of the people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

On that side of the House your organization is broken. You 
once believed in party government; some of you—my friend 
from Wyoming still believes it—but there are few on that side 
of the Ifouse that are bold enough to stand out and say to-day 
that they believe in the government by the Republican Party 


instead of individualism. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee has been able to fix the exact 
date on which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpet.] became such enthusi- 
usts over an open caucus? It must have been very recent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will not try to analyze the gen- 
tlemen on that side of the House, because you and I know where 
they stand. There are two that we can be sponsor for on that 
subject 

The CHAIRMAN. The question 
amendment proposed by 
CAMPBELL}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

167. All seam engines, steam locomotives, printing presses, 
machine tools 
lace aakdinn 4 
nets, or 


is 
the gentleman 


to the 
Kansas [Mr. 


on agreeing 
from 


and 
15 per cent ad valorem; embroidering machines, and 
machines, including machines for making lace curtains, 
nettings, 25 per cent ad valorem; machine tools as used in 
this paragraph shall be held to mean any machine operated by other 
than hand power which employs a tool for working on metal. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
PayNeE] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. PAYNE. For a great many years in the various tariff 
bills there were a number of articles that came in under what 
we called the “ ecatch-all” clause—articles not otherwise pro- 
vided for—and they escaped in each revision of the tariff with- 
out much notice being taken of them and without Members 
looking through to see what articles came in under that clause. 
When they had the Wilson bill of 1894 under consideration that 
paragraph passed without any amendments and without any 
inquiries being made in regard to it, although our friends on 
the other side were then, as now, making a tariff bill. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] 

I take considerable pride in the fact that four years ago the 
Ways and Means Committee inquired into the various articles 
that were coming in under that paragraph. They were not 
enumerated in any way in the Government reports except as 
“other articles not otherwise provided for.” We did not know 
what they were. 

I remember that we had to send for witnesses from the cus- 
tomhouses in the country to find out what articles were coming 
in under that “catch-all” paragraph, and we got a list of 
them, as far as we were able. Then, we proceeded to separate 
them, and thereupon we laid the foundation for paragraph 
No. 167 of the present bill, now under consideration. 

I remember that instead of putting a duty of 45 per cent on 
steam engines and locomotives and printing presses and ma- 
chine tools, we put a duty of 80 per cent ad valorem on them. 
We took off a third of the duty. 

By the way, it was pretty difficult to get much account of 
these urticles, as to their comparative cost in this countr? and 
foreign countries; but we went about it, and made the best 
revision we could. Then we took up the question of linotype 
and typesetting machines, sewing machines, typewriters, and 
so forth, and reduced the duty to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Then we came to the question of machines for making em- 
broidery. Some few had been imported into the United States, 
and there was quite a little industry here in connection with 
them. But it was not what we ought to have in making these 
machine laces in the country, and so we drew a provision, 
keeping the duty of 45 per cent on the machines, none of which 
were made in this country, but providing that until January 1, 
1911, they should be on the free list—for two years after the 
bill went into effect. 


New York [Mr. 
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The result was that factories were built, these machi 
introduced into this country, and this industry was sty) 
and has grown into a great and prosperous industry. 

We put the limit of time on it in order to hurry up the 
ing of the industry. We also enacted a provision that 
did not do it within two years the duty would go baci 
We believed that of course it would enable them to eto 
industry quickly, and that at the same time it would be » 
protection to the machines that came here. We got enoy 
them at that time to cover the industry, and now I see {), 
friends have put a duty of 25 per cent on these lace, 
machines. Probably that is a sufficient duty. : 

We put on printing presses a duty of 30 per cent. 


re 
he D 





cratic Congress put them on the free list a year ago. 
had them again on the free list when this present bill now 
consideration was first reported in the newspapers thi: 
They put them on the free list, I say, along with pal 
printing newspapers and magazines. Of course it was oy) 
coincidence that it happened to be that that was a proper { 
# 7 in a revenue tariff bill. [Laughter on the Repu! 
side. 

Type were also put at a lower rate of duty on this bil! 
that was only another coincidence. [Renewed laughter on + 
Republican side.]_ Perish the thought that the gentlemen y 
fixed these duties had any idea that they were going to vo 
special favors for their people or for themselves or for ¢) 
party in consequence of putting these things on the free | 
{Renewed laughter on the Republican side.] 

We put print paper on the dutiable list because we though 
the manufacture of print paper was an industry that ought to 
be protected, and we are protectionists. We left this dutv . 
printing presses because we thought the manufacture of {| 
presses was an industry that ought to be protected in th 
country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from \; 
York has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to have one more minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman { 
New York will proceed for one minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentlemen in the committee and 
the caucus changed the item and took printing presses sud 
from the free list one day and put on them a duty of 15 | 
cent. Of course they did not do it for the sake of prote 
the industry! Oh, no! I was receiving every day copies « 
letters sent to the chairman of the committee protesting o1 
part of the manufacturers of these presses that the ind 
would be wiped out unless they kept on the duty of 30 per « 
They restored at least half the duty, but that action had no « 
nection with the action of the committee or the action of 1! 
caucus, and did not even soften the rigorous mind of the I’r 
dent of the United States. [Laughter on the Republican s 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no! 

Mr. PAYNE. Not at all. It was a proper revenue dut) 
15 per cent, and they even dared to brave the anger of the dai! 
papers and the muckraking magazines and all that sort of thin: 
But what I want to do is to call the attention of that si 
the House, as I have for the last two days, to the fact that t! 
Payne bill was a revision downward on these articles; and |! 
have called attention now to different items in the bill, «1! 
to convince any man with an open mind and an honest mind 
that he will admit the fact that it was, as it proved to be f! 
the statistics for the last four years, the greatest revision dov 
ward ever made in any tariff bill in the United States. [.\! 
plause on the Republican side and laughter on the Democrs 
side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous co! 
that all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto « 
in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks u 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and amendmen's 
thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama a question. te 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. J. M. ©. SMITH. I received a letter a few days *£0 ‘0 
quiring about steam pumps. A gentleman who manufactur es 
them wants to know whether they would be classified unce! 
section 167, at 15 per cent, or under 169, at 25 per cent. ae 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They have always been in the baske' 
clause, 169, at 25 per cent, 

Mr, J. M. 0. SMITH, I am very much obliged to the gen: 
tleman. 









1915. 


UNDERWOOD. The duty on the basket clause has been | 


| from 45 to 25 per cent, and steam pumps fall in that | 


VM 


ue, 
osire to oceupy the time ef the House for a few minutes 
the question of machine tools. 

ill which we reported last year had machine tools on the 
» list. The Payne bill carried them at the rate of 30 per 

1 valorem. 
re are about $50,000,000 production of machine tools in 
intry, of which $5,000,000 are exported abroad. A portion 
ese exports of machine tools go to Germany, where they 
, 8 per cent tariff duty to get into that country after pay- | 

» freight. 

the committee first considered this question they be 
i that an industry that could send one-tenth of its product 
d, pay a tariff rate to get into another country, and com- 
here needed no duty here and that we could not get reve- 
from it. On further investigation we found out that the | 
s I have stated were absolutely true as to the highly organ- 
ichine tools; but we also found that there were some 
r grades of machine tools that to a slight extent were now | 
that would probably be imported under a low 
We considered the question of endeavoring to | 





ed and 

of auty. 
rentiate between the highly organized machine tools and the 
de machine tools. There was no point where we could 

sh a dividing line, and therefore, in order to be on the 

‘e side of the question and levy a rate that would produce 

» revenue, and believing that this 15 per cent on machine 

; would produce some revenue, we concluded that we would 
servative in the matter and cut the rate in the Payne bill 
m 30 per cent to 15 per cent. 
I have no apology to make for the committee changing its 
te from the bill of last year to the rate of this year. If the 
and Means Committee should make up its mind that it 
| not err and should never change, it would undoubtedly 
lisqualified for performing the functions that are imposed 
it by this House; and although I have some doubt myself 
iow as to whether this industry really needs this 15 per cent, 
ras to how far it will be competitive, I think it was safer to 
he 15 per cent rate in and try it out and see the result, 
ugh I am doubtful as to whether they would have been 
eriously hurt if we had put them absolutely on the free list. 

Mr. COOPER, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
» was undecided still as to whether this machine-tool industry 
weeded this 15 per cent protection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I did not say I was undecided. 
id I was in doubt. 

Mr. COOPER. As to whether this industry 

cent protection, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not say protection. 
and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman said whether the industry 
needed this 15 per cent—for what? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. For what? 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman from Alabama said he was 
undecided as to whether this machine-tool industry needed 
this 15 per cent. What did he mean? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not mean “ what.” 

Mr. COOPER. If the industry needed 15 per cent, it meant 
15 per cent protection, because the industry would not get the 
revenue, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell the gentleman. I was in 
doubt as to whether we should make this reduction gradually 
by cutting it in half, or put it absolutely on the free list, and 
I am free to say that I am in doubt now as to which would be 
the proper position; but we resolved the doubt in favor of 
15 per cent. 

I ask for a vote, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

168. Nippers and pliers of all kinds wholly or partly manufactured, 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Nippers and pliers in this paragraph carry a duty of 30 
ber cent and machine tools in the former paragraph a duty of 
15 per cent; they were free in the former Underwood bill. 
These tools are ali of a somewhat similar character, so far as 
their manufacture is concerned. I do not understand why the 
gentleman from Alabama had difficulty in determining whether 
machine tools needed 15 per cent duty when he has seen fit 
to place 30 per cent duty on nippers and pliers, and I am won- 
dering if the manufacture of one of these two articles constitutes 





1+] 


I 
needed this 15 


[Applause 
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what the gentleman from Alabama ref 1 
terest. 

The gentleman, a few moments ago iewhat mod d his 
statement made earlier as to what it wus proper y s to do 
in defending the labor and industry of our distri lie now 
suggests that it is proper to do that d our duty to do it 
except that we must not stamd for s| terests I in 
ious to know when I am right and when lam wrong. I want to 

| analyze his theory from the standpoint of my ow: 

About half the people in my district and S vr ested 
one way or the other, directly or indirectly, in the gr i 
sheep and wool—in the prosperity of the industry I ) 
interest in it personally at all. Is that a sy 
Perhaps 25 per cent of the people in my district are | 
less interested in growing cattle and horses. I own s 
pony and a few milk cows. Otherwise I have no 
| terest. Is that a special interest? We mine coal in SI 
of Wyoming, and we are the only State except West Virg t 
that is hard hit by this bill through placing coal on the fre 
I have no interest in coal mines. Is that a spe 

We are looking forward to the time when we l 
| beet factories. We have them in the neighbori S [ 
have no sugar-beet land, and have no personal inter 
growing of sugar beets. Is that a special interest‘ 

The difference between the gentleman from Alaba l 
self is that I assume that I was sent here as a Ri 
of my district to do those things that I can honestly «i do 
in accordance with my declared purpose, and in accordance with 
| the policy outlined and declared by my party to aid in t 
velopment of my State and in the maintenance of fay 
wage conditions among my people and do openly, W 
seems to believe that the proper thing to do is to disavow 
effort on behalf of his own people. I think he will hb 
claim that he really intends injury to come to them 

I do not understand that these interests of my peop re 
special interests, and if they be they are my special inters S 
and it is my special duty here to protect them so far as I am ab 
to do so, and consistently with the interests of all. I do m 
stop at the boundaries of my State, but I stand as ready and 
willing to give the same adequate protection to the labor and 
industry of every other State that I ask for the labor and ind 
try of my State. It will be a sad day for the American people 
when it shall be held that it is not proper for a representative 
of the people to stand here and protest when they believe in 
their hearts that proposed legislation is not only going to injure 
them but it is going to be injurious to the entire body of the 
people. The Republican doctrine of protection is not a hap 
hazard thing, striking here and helping there and protecting 


and building up one region and industry and withholding needed 


protection elsewhere, but a mosaic of prosperity and plenty, a 
beautiful picture of fair rewards to every industry and every 
labor under the flag. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to enter into 
any controversy with the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee, nor did I mean to reflect in any way in the stat 
ment I made this afternoon in reference to the employny 
of labor in the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., in the great State 
of Alabama or the city of Birmingham. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to object to 
the gentleman’s speaking; in fact I invite it, and I hope the 
gentleman will have the privilege extended to him by the 


House; but I call attention to the fact that the gentleman from 
Kentucky has been speaking on a subject in which he is inter- 
ested and has convictions upon three times already witho 
addressing himself to a paragraph in the bill. 

I had the privilege of speaking twice. He and I had a little 
colloquy respecting some of the remarks he chose t I 
am not averse to continuing that. I shall be pleased to cont 


l ike 
Lilet hy 


iN 


it. I invite it, but I do ask the gentleman from Alabama 
Unperwoop], if the gentieman from Kentucky [Mr. STAN! 


is to have this additional time, to not object to giving me the 
courtesy of 10 minutes—5 minutes that he has already used 
and 5 minutes that he proposes to use now—in order that [ may 
present my side of the case. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I give notice now that I shal 
insist upon the enforcement of the rule in reference to th 
pertinency of debate until 11 o'clock, and after that I hope we 
will adjourn until to-morrow. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to make any 
speech or any reference to the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. 
MitiER]. I have put the facts in the Recorp, and that is all 
that is necessary. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairmen, I desire to 
figures that the gentleman put in the Recorp, 

Mr. STANLEY. I decline to be interrupted. 


reply 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gertleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized and will proceed in order. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
statements I made were from the sworn 
Ilarrison, of the Sage Foundation—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order at 
this time of the night that the gentleman is not proceeding in 
order. 

Mr. STANLEY. I hope the gentleman will indulge me half a 
minute. I am not going to make a speech. 

Mr. MANN. I withhold the point of order for half a minute. 

Mr. STANLEY. They were made by Mr. Harrison, of the 
Sage Foundation, from his own personal observation, giving 


that the 
of Mr. 


state 
testimony 


the number of convicts in mines, the offenses for which they | 
were committed, the place from which they were taken, the | 


circumstances under which they were held, and he states they 
were there for petty misdemeanors committed in the county in 
which the city of Birmingham is located, and he gives the num- 
ber of them and the character of their imprisonment, and the 
persons in charge of them, and so forth. I will ask to put Mr. 
Harrison’s statement in the Rrcorp, not as contradicting the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpErRWwoopD] but as showing the 
authority from which I quoted. I would not desire to enter 
into any discussion with the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 
man that I did not challenge his statement to-day that there 
were convicts working in the mines or that there were men con- 
victed of criminal offenses in my county, just as there are in 
every other county in the United States; but the gentleman 
from Kentucky stated that these great iron factories were being 
worked by convict labor. 

Mr. STANLEY. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what the gentleman stated, and 
that they were dragneting the streets of Birmingham—and he 
referred to the district of the gentleman from Minnesota in the 
same way—for the purpose of gathering together this labor to 
produce these iron products. I would state to the gentleman— 
I do not like to say it again, but I said it before—that there 
never has been a convict worked in any of these foundries or 
factories. In some coal mines that do not produce anything but 
coal for domestic purposes there are convicts working, but they 
are not working in these blast furnaces; and the thing I ob- 
jected to in the gentleman’s statement was that it was a reflec- 
tion on my constituency, and that the statement, whether it 
comes from the gentleman who is named in that book or other- 
wise, does not represent truthfully the condition in my district. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to raise any 
question as between the gentleman and myself upon that point. 
I simply wish to put the authority for my statements in the 
Recorp, as he purported to speak from his own personal 
knowledge. He may be very incorrect. I do not know, but in 
justice to myself I wish to have my authority for the statements 
put in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MANN. The 
leave to print. 

The CHAIRMAN. The leave to print is upon the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I stated before that I would object to any 
special leaves to print in the House, when general leave has 
been granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair of course does not know 
whether it would be construed to be on the bill or not. 

Mr. MANN. I presume the gentleman could get it in the 
Recorp if he furnished it to the proper parties. 

Mr. STANLEY. It is only a page or two. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has general leave to print, and 
there will be no special leave granted. 

The statement referred to by Mr. STANLEY is as follows: 


STATEMENT OF 


Is there objection? 


gentleman has the authority under the 


SHELBY M. HARRISON. 


The witness was duly sworn by the chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. In connection with what Mr. Reed has just said I 
have tried to be especially careful in going into this very question not 
to produce witnesses who have had an obsession on the subject or who 
were prejudiced or who had any grievance against the corporation, be- 
cause I hope, above all things, to present a cool, unimpassioned account 
of this condition as it exists 

When Mr. Fitch was on the stand he said something about having 
submitted his book and other papers from which he quoted and from 
which Mr. Brandeis quoted to the Steel Corporation and its officials. 
Do you know whether your report, about which I shall ask you later, 
was submitted to the Steel Corporation and its officials? 

Mr. Harrison. I do. It is the policy of the magazine. Of course, 
as you know, one of the editors of the magazine is a man who was a 
director of the Pittsburgh Survey under which these other investiga- 
tions were made, Mr. Fitch's being one. 

It is the policy of both the magazine and the nes Survey to 
submit any articles or manuscripts for books which would be critical 
of any particular company or particular person to that person or com- 
pany before publication, for several reasons, one being to give an oppor- 
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tunity for the person or company criticized to correct any mis 
of fact. . i 

The purpose of the investigation was to correct conditions 4) 
be viewed by the public as unwholesome. It would not }. 
along any scientific method toward the solution of these 
misstatement of the problem were made. So the first 
Survey was to be sure of its facts. 

It, of course, did not always expect the people to whom | 
scripts were submitted to agree with the Setureretation of 
or with the conclusions drawn from the facts. That was : 
opinion. It did expect, however, that the people to whom 
scripts were submitted would agree to facts which wer: 
which they could not disprove. 

So Mr. Fitch’s manuscript for his book was submitted to 
dent of several of the subsidiary companies in the Pittsbure 
who were directly mentioned in the book or in the manus 
of the opinion that it was submitted to some of the New \ 
am not quite sure of that. I know that in his recent art 
have been given to Mr. Bolling in the New York office. 

My article in manuscript form was submitted to Ge 
Crawford. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who is he? 

Mr. Harrison. He is president of the Tennessee Coal. Ir 
road Co.; to Mr. George B. McCormick, president of the Ala ( 
Operators’ Association; Mr. James G. Oakley, president of the |} 
of Convict Inspectors of Alabama, and a number of other 1 
would view it from a different side. These were employers 

Of course, I submitted it, then, to the men who might | 
prison and crime problem purely from a crime-problem sid 
from a labor side. 

7 7. > * * 7 


The CHAIRMAN. Who are connected with this Charities Py 
Committee? Who are the people who are behind this matter f 
you are working; do you know? 

> . >. 7 > . 

Mr. Harrison. Robert W. De Forest, chairman, New Yo. 
members of the committee: Jane Addams, Chicago; Ernest | 
nell, Washington; Robert S. Brewster, New York; Charles M 
Boston; O. K. Cushing, San Francisco; Edward T. Devine, N: 
Arthur F. Estabrook, Boston; Lee K. Frankel, New York: Ja) 
Glenn, New York; William Guggenheim, New York: William | 
mon, New York; Joseph Lee, Boston; Julian W. Mack, Wa 
Simon N. Patten, Philadelphia; Jacob A. Riis, New York: « 
Taylor, Chicago; 8. W. Woodward, Washington; Frank Tucker 
urer, New York; Paul U. Kellogg, secretary, New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever made a personal investigat 
the labor conditions in any subsidiary of the United States Ste 
poration? 

Mr. HARRISON. I investigated the handling of criminals in the § 
of Alabama, and it touched on the labor conditions in the Ten: 
Coal & Iron Co., inasmuch as they hire some city and county « 

The CHAIRMAN, Under what auspices were you acting at that t 

Mr. Harrison. Under the auspices of the Survey Magazin: 

Mr. Reep. Did you say that they “ hired” convicts, or that t 
them now? 

Mr. Harrison. At the time I made my investigation they had 
their employ State and county convicts. 

> = > . > > 


The CHAIRMAN. What number of convicts were then in th 
of the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co.? 

Mr. Harrison. They, of course, vary almost from day to 4: 
cause as fast as men are convicted they are brought into the car I 
of course men are continually serving out their time and going aw 
but the average was about 360 State convicts and 240 count) 

Mr. McGri.icuppy. Did the witness fix the time of this? 

Mr. Harrison. In May and June. 

Mr. McGILuiicuppy. Of last year? 

Mr. Hareison. Of last year, 1911; yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How many of the convicts, county and Stat 
there who were employed in all the mines about at that time? 

Mr. Harrison. For the last five years the total number of con 
in the State, the average per year throughout the State, was 
2,500 State convicts and 700 county convicts. About 200 of ti 
were mer who were not able to work, mostly tubercular convicts 
were in the prison at Wetumpka, which is practically a tube 
camp, leaving 3,000, and, roughly, 1,500 of those were contract 
into the coal mines, which means they went into the Birminghar 
trict, because that is where all the coal mines are located. 

The CHAIRMAN. What per cent of this 1,500 who were uti 
miners did the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. secure at the time y: 
there? 

Mr. Harrison. Three hundred and sixty and 240 makes 600 
would be 40 per cent of 1,500. 

Mr. Beau. Did the 1,500 represent the State and county cony 

Mr. Harrison. Together; yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let us understand right here what you mean by State 
convicts and county convicts. 

Mr. Harrison. The distinction is—at least it is supposed to bh 
the State convict is a man who has committed a more serious 
than a county convict, a felony, whereas a county convict is 
demeanant. . 

Mr. BartLetr. The county convicts are those who are tricd 
ably in the inferior courts, for misdemeanors or small-grade fel! 
and the State convicts are those who are tried in the courts having « 
clusive jurisdiction of felonies, or where people are convicted of 
in the higher courts. . ; 

Mr. Harrison. That is my impression. I am not certain of the 
side of the matter entirely. I know that the county convicts a! 
who are convicted of lesser crimes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of lesser crimes than a felony? 

Mr. Harrison. Of lesser crimes than a felony; yes. 

Mr. ‘BARTLETT. State convicts are those that are sentenced by ‘'° 
court to the penitentiary or to such public works as the superinten’: 
of the penitentiary or those having charge of it may direct, and 
county convicts are those who are hired out—I suppose that is * 
Alabama; it has been so in Georgia—by the county authorities, \ 
are convicted and subjected to the payment of a fine or alterna 
imprisonment. Is that about right? 

r. Harrison. Yes. ie 
Mr. BarTLerr. And in the first case the State gets the pay or 
hire, and in the other it goes to the county authorities? 

Mr. Harrison. Yes. 


p 
purr 














} 
\rm@MAN. Right at this point, speaking of the offenses for 
county mvicts sent up: It is an effense punishab! 
x imprisonment, is it not, to do such things as shooting or | ij 
1 gaming or card playing, playing at cards or dominoes or | « 
vhether for money or net, on the Sabbath day? ‘Those ure | 
} hable by a fine of from $10 to $20 or imprisonment in the 
‘Alabama? 
\ enison. If you are reading the statement I made there? 
{AIRMAN. Yes 
sngtsON. That is truce. I have not all of that quite at my | 
nds. That statement is true. } 
HAIRMAN (reading). Any person or persons who play or en- 
playing of any baseball, or foot ball, or tennis, er golf on 


is 


such 


to 


resort f 
from 


or 


purposes, 
$50. 


in any publie place where people 
1 misdemeanor and may be fined 
fankison. That is true 
CHAIRMAN. It is against the law to walk on the right of way of 
1% 
Harnrson. [ understand that men have been 1 and sen- 
to prison for deing that in the past, but that the authorities 
a little more lenient im the last two because of one | 


>. 








I 


Ss 


arrestec 


en a year 0 
rtunate ineident where a smal! boy, or a young boy, had 
sted for trespassing on the railroad track, and sent up for 
and he was sent to the mine. He knew nothing of mining 


« of its dangers, and he got In the way of a car and had his 


ff, and was crippled for life for this very small offense. That 
n. so I am told, more or less of a lesson, and they have been a 
ss strict in enforcing that law since 
BaRTLETY. De you mean that the misdemeanor convicts in Ala 


eounty convicts, as you have designated them, were worked | 
Mr. Harrison? 

fr. Harrtsoy. I do. 

CHAIRMAN. There was an accident occurred in one of those 
1 short time ago, was there not? | 
Harrison. Yes; there was an explosion at the Banner Mine. | 
CHAIRMAN. Was anybody hurt? 

[anrison. One hundred and twenty-three men were killed. 

CHAIRMAN. Were any of these the county convicts, sent up for | 

tty offenses, like playing golf on Sunday, walking on the rail- 

icks, and so on? 
ir. Harerson. I have a statement here of the percentage. 
cht best read that paragraph : 

April 123 negro convicts working in the Banner Mine, operated 
time by the Pratt Consolidated Coal Co., were instantly killed 
explosion. Seventy-two of the convicts were from Jefferson 
in which Birmingham is located; 21 out of the 72, or 30 per 

convieted of offenses so minor that their sentences, aside 

did not exceed 20 days—mainly for carrying concealed 

gaming, assault, vagrancy, or violating the prohibition law. 

rs were serving sentences of 30 days, and 1 man was within 
of his release when he was killed. Another had been convicted 
) days before the explosion. One hundred and twenty-three per- 
n the custody of the State, without voice as to the nature of their 
st their lives im serving their sentences.” 
were county convicts. That gives some indication of the type 
ffenses, 

BartTierr. It is true that In a majority of these cases of what 

ill misdemeanor eonviets, they are sentenced to pay a fine, or, in 

thereof, to be punished as they are punished? 

Harrison. Yes 

BAartLettT. The fine is imposed, and in default of that they must 

out? 

Hargison, They must work it out; yes. 

Barrtetrr. In the mines, according to the law of Alabama? 

Harrison. Yes. You understand that not all men are sent to 

however 
rLeTr. That 
fanrison. No. 


ines, 





Perhaps 


‘ 


- 
re 
te 
osts, 
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y 





I is what I am trying to get at. 
I say that 50 per cent of the convicts sent 
al mines, and that some of them are sent to the turpentine 
The State has a farm where it has a couple of hundred, and 
a stove factory where some of them are employed. 
* a - oe 
AIRMAN. How are these convicts sent up for misdemeanors 
dad? In what way are they obtained? How does the Tennessee 
& Iron Co. and these other companies get hold of them? That 
it I want to know. 
Harrison. The contracts are advertised, and the companies bid 
They are let to the highest bidder 
CHAIRMAN. These people are just put up and sold to the highest 





are 


Cy 


y 


Harrison. They eontract for the convicts for a certain length 
and they take all that the county has; that is, of course, they 
ming as fast as they are convicted. 

HAIRMAN. They agree, in advance, to take the supply, what- 
may 
Harrison. They do. 

CHAIRMAN. No matter what they are convieted for, how long 
w short the term, if they have any term of imprisonment, they 
em and work out that term, is that it? 

HARRISON. Yes. 

CHATRMAN, Whether they are 
ected of a felony or anything else? 
Harrison. Yes. 

CHAIRMAN. How do they get these 
Dees the State or the county sen 
them ? 

Harrison, The State brings the State convicts, and mining 
camps—the companies—send a man to the county seat where a man 
convieted, and bear the expense of the man, of course, that they 
and the econviets to the camp, and upen his release they send him 
to his county seat, bearing the expense, and sending a man with 


be? 


old or young, black or white, 
Mr 
eople into these 
them there, 


mining 
or do they 


ns? 


vet 
Bet 


Ato 
‘i 


send, 
back 
him. 
The CHarrMaN, After these people are procured and gotten into 
these camps, how are they retained there? 
, Mr. Harrisow. Of course they have a prison, something, at least, 
that is called a prison, with a wall around it. The men are kept in 
prison when ae are not at work. When they are at work they are 
‘ifieatt where the guarding is very easy, and escape is rather 
let nere. 


— . 7 * * * . 
sees Carman. What do they pay for these convicts, county and 
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Mr. Harrison. The State nvicts a 1 re « 
basis. Il mean to say lat the comy i t l 
n the different task ¢ I rl Ly . \ ‘ 
rommon labor rate for State convicts. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Do you know hat the iy f - ? 
Phose guilty of a felony? 5 ; 

Mr. Harri x. I know what t! re ( Lvs 

The CHarRMAN. What does the Tenr e ¢ ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Tennessee Co 1d itract Z 
igo in which it agreed to pay $46 per 1 nth n in ss 

1 gradual vering of I the 
lass f which it paid $10.50 The if . 

‘eed to a sliding scale in practice Ww 1 we d ‘ ! id 
not downward; that is, any increases in the wag i to fi labor 
in the district would ca 1 proportion rai f I : 
convicts; and since this contract went into effect 
increases in the free labor in the district which hav 
ment for men in the first class from $46 to $50.70 I i 
in the fourth class to $11.57 
The CHarRMAN. What do they pay a month for t 
victs, the young fellows? 

Mr. Harrison. They vary between different companies, but t 
average was estimated to me by the president the Alabama ¢ 
Operators’ Association as $12.50 per man per month: I ld 
per person per month, as that includes men, women, and ths. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do they feed these county convicts? Lor 
company do It, or does the State do it? , 

Mr. Harrtson. The company does 

7° CHAIRMAN. Do you know what it costs to feed t ec ts 
per day? 

Mr. Harrison. I do not know. 

rhe Cmarrman. Do you know about what it costs? 

Mr. Harrison. I know what it costs to feed the men in th ounty 
jails before they are sent to the camps. That cost runs from 7 to 10 
cents, depending upon the number of men 

Mr. Barrier. Per day. 

,, Mr. HARRISON, Per day, depending upon the number of men I 
should say that the convicts in the camps are fed tter than that 
My guess would be—if you care for a guess 

rhe CHAIRMAN. An estimat 7 
Mr. Harnron. About 15 cents a day. 
rhe CHAIRMAN, About 15 cents a day to feed them? 

Mr. Harrison. Yes P 

* * ~ a . ¢ . 

Mr. McGriitiicuppy. Who provides the lodging? 

Mr. Harrison. The company. 

The CHAIRMAN. I was going to take that up. 

They are also provided with lodging? 

Mr. Harrison. By the companies—the company owns the prison. 
The CHAIRMAN. What sort of lodging do they get? How are they 

housed, bedded, and so on? Just deseribe those places in which they 
keep them at night. 

Mr. Harrison. The prison consists, usually, of a frame building 
Mr. BarTLe?rr. Is this the Steel Corporation that he is talking about? 
The CHAIRMAN, Yes; this is the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co., alone, 

that I am talking about. 

Mr. Younc. I understood the witness to be talking ut litions 
generally, there. Is not that correct, Mr. Harrison? 

Mr. HARRISON. I was talking with regard to the food about condi- 
tions in general; yes. 

Mr. Y« iG. Yes 
Mr. Harrison. You understand I did not go down th to investl- 

gate the Steel Corporation convict system as a s m I investt- 
gated the whole system of handling criminals in Al: 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you see the food as it was d in the 
kitchens, or anywhere, of the Steel Corporation? 

Mr. HARRISON. I saw food that was being prepared in t on at 
mine No, 12 of the Tennessee Co. That prison, howevy ised the 
State convicts that were employed by the Tennessee Co. I was rid 
there by the men who were preparing the food what was the custom 

y daily ration. 

The CHAIRMAN, For both county and State convicts? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell me about how they are housed in irracks 
or prison, or whatever you cl to call it, of the Tennessee Coal & 
Tron Co. there in Alabama; |! tl victs ar I led f at 
night. 

Mr. Harrison. They are housed in prisons, as I i ich are made 
up of large cells; they lt them lis; they are rg % 
which accommodate from 30 to 60 men rhe mit conditions in 
th that I saw were good. The beds were doul I t i 
sleeping in a bed 

The CHAIRMAN. How many men in a bed? 

Mr. Harrison. Two or three 

The CHAIRMAN. How are these beds made? What do they t f? 
Are they oak bedsteads, or brass bedsteads, or what kind asteads 
do they sleep in? 

Mr. HARRISON. They are rather simple bedsteads. I do ik 
they are oak. I think they have a pine framework, t t of 

trapping underneath, ropes and canvas. 

Mr. BarTLetr. Bed cords? 

Mr. Harrison. Yes; with a tick and blanket and pillow 

The CHAIRMAN. What is in the tick? 

Mr. Harrison. I ean only say that my impr n is that it tra 
I did not open any of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. All debate upon this 
paragraph is closed by order of the committee a few moments 
ago. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. MANN. There was no order of the committee in regard 
to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is mistaken. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman and gentiemen of the House, I regret ex- 


ceedingly to weary the patience of the committee at this hour 
by making any further reference to a subject that has already 
been discussed to-day. I fear, however, I have been guilty 
perhaps of an injustice to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 









































































864 


STANLEY], and I desire this opportunity to express my exceed- 
ing regret that I have possibly been placed in that attitude. 
I have perhaps done that injustice to him because it may have 
been assumed in something I have said that he was not intend- 
ing to be fair. Whatever may have been his habitual conduct 
heretofore in this respect I am quite sure his conduct to-day 
has entirely disproved any such suggestion I might possibly 
have erroneously indulged in, because he had generously, com- 
pletely, beautifully, and magnificently placed in the Recorp a 
table of figures which absolutely disprove the statement 
made and absolutely prove the contention that I put forth. 


nine-tenths of the men who work in the mines of Minnesota, 
particularly specifying the Mesabi district, were a coming-and- 


going crowd of individuals who did not stay there for a period | 
I quote from the table which he has placed in the | 
Recorp to substantiate his position, and I find that in the Mesabi | 
citizens | 
[applause on the Republican side] born in America and only | 


of five years. 


Range from that record there were 13,289 American 


17,310 of foreign birth, and I ask and invite the gentleman’s at- 


tention to the further fact that if it shall be considered those | 
of the 17,000 who have been naturalized, more than 75 per cent | 


are American citizens to-day swearing allegiance to the Amer- 
ican flag. [Applause on the Republican side.] He said that 


not 5 per cent had been in this country five years, and yet the | 


+” 


table that he submitted shows that more than per cent had 
been there for more than 10 years, practically dating from the 
time of the beginning of the development of that region, and 
that 32 per cent had been there for a greater period of time 
than five years. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the table which 
he submitted bears this astounding fact, that of the 10,000 em- 
ployees of the Steel Corporation included in that report, 30 per 
cent are American citizens of the Lake Superior district entirely. 
I said 30 per cent American citizens, I mean 30 per cent Amer- 
ican-born people, and the number naturalized is not included; 
and if we will extend that and include those who are naturalized 
you will find that 70 to 75 per cent is a fair estimate. From the 
men who are engaged in those mines, who, with skilled hands, 
managed the steam shovels that dug that ore, were taken the 
men who for the last five years have dug the Panama Canal, 
and the world does not furnish their superior. That skill which 
enabled them to perform that part in that great international 
epoch-making work they learned in the ore mines of Minnesota, 
and their brethren left there are their equals in skilled 
strength, American courage, manhood, and spirit. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

I want to call the gentleman’s attention to a further fact, that 
these miners, from their earnings, each stepped up when work 
was over, with his candle in his hat and his begrimed suit of oil- 
cloth on his person, and dropped into a common fund from his 
hard earnings the sum that built the first monument ever 
erected by human hands to the memory of the martyred Presi- 
dent of the United States, William McKinley. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLER. Can I have two minutes more? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to indulge the gentleman, 
but, Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the paragraph 
close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on the paragraph be now closed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 


169. Articles or wares not specially provided for in this section; if 
composed wholly or in part of platinum, gold, or silver, and articles or 
wares plated with gold or silver, and whether partly or wholly manu- 
factured, 50 per cent ad valorem; if composed wholly or in chief value 
of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, zinc, aluminum, or other 
metal, but not plated with gold or silver, and whether partly or wholly 
manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. HEFLIN, and Mr. GREENE of Massa- 
chusetts rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GREENE] is recognized. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


Amend, paragraph 169, on page 45, line 20, by striking out the figures 
“25” and inserting the figures “ 45.” 

Mr. GREENE of. Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in speaking 
on the amendment which I have offered I speak at the request 
of constituents whom I do not know, but they say to me that they 
yoted the Democratic ticket iu November last, and probably they 
did not vote for me. 
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| cent electoral campaign who asked me to use my 
| against any reduction in the rate of duty now levies 
| jewelry, silverware, and kindred products should chanves 





Mr. MANN. They never will vote the Democratic tic, 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. In North Attleboro t) 
104 men who supported the Democratic Party during 


Lol 


rates be contemplated. They speak of the necessity of | 


| ing the present schedules on account of North Attlel, 
| entirely dependent 
he | 

| of the specialties included in the metal schedule. 
The gentleman started with his fundamental proposition that | 


upon the industry of the manuf 
jewelry and the large variety of ornaments, buckles. », 
As | 
said, there are 104 men who claim that they voted th, 
cratic ticket, and not one of them do I know persons})\ 

I also have a petition from the Democratic town cx; 
of North Attleboro, a committee elected by Democrat; 
of the town at the election in November, in order to pro: 
best interests of the Democratic Party, and they make a 1 
of a similar nature to me, and they ask me to prey 
changes from those existing in the present law. 

I also have a petition from the board of trade of the 
North Attleboro, which, of course, is entirely nonpartis: 

I also have a petition from the Democratic town cv 
of Attleboro, a committee elected by the Democratie yo! 
that town to promote the best interests of the Deny 
*arty, to the same effect as heretofore stated, and als 
tion from the Democratic town committee of the town of No. 


| which is in the district which I have the honor to re 


and the petition is of the same nature as those to which | 
heretofore referred. I have not spoken to a single I 
in either one of these towns in regard to any measure, 
they were present when I carried on my campaign last | 
nomination and election upon the Republican ticket. ©) 
of these occasions I announced myself as a Republican w! 
lieved in protection to American industries and American 
and as one who had stood upon every Republican | 
from the time of Abraham Lincoln down to the pres 
[applause on the Republican side], and stated that I had 
for every Republican candidate for President. 

And I also informed them that I had voted for the Pa) 
Aldrich Tariff Act, which I believed was the most bene! 
for the people of the district which I had the honor to 
sent that had ever been put upon the statute books. | 
no apology to anybody for anything I thought or said 
said if any Democrat wanted to vote for me, he must not 
for me thinking there were any Democratic ideas in my 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

I received a number of Democratic votes, althouc! 
not agree with the principles of the voters of that party, but 
lieved that those who would vote for me believed at le 
honest in my views. So I appear here to-night on the req 
the Democrats of the district I represent, men who are int 
in the jewelry business, probably some of them as owne! 
others as workers in that industry. There are more | 
jewelry factories in these three towns above referred to 
sequently the metal schedule is of vast importance to 
and all the work they do requires great skill to prepar 
market the great varieties of goods which their employe: 
a market for. They do this work for the purpose of mii! 
the life of the towns, and they say distinctly that if U 
as prepared goes into effect it will work very injurio 
their material interests. I appear here as a Repres 
upon this floor entitled to speak in behalf of constituen' 
tainly, to whom I owe no obligation, and who owe none | 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The following are the petitions to which I referred 
foregoing remarks: 

NortH ATTLEBORO, Mass., Decembc? 


To the COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MBANS, ; : s 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. ( 


HONORABLE Sirs: In view of the proposed legislation on the ' 
tariff, the undersigned, who one and all supported the Democratic 
during the recent electoral campaign, take the liberty of askine 
use your good offices against any reduction in the rate of dul 
levied upon jewelry, silverware, and kindred products should 
reduction be contemplated. ‘ es 

As you are aware, the Attleboros practically owe their exis! 
manufacturing towns to the establishment and maintenance of t!\' 
jewelry and silverware industries, which are possible only under 4 
which will equalize the difference in the cost of labor and ov 
charges between the United States and foreign countries. Ir 
lines the difference is so enormous that even with the present « 
85 per cent the competition has been exceedingly keen, and we 
informed that even with the seemingly high duty the imports 
greatly increased over those of preceding years. 


} 


A reduction in the tariff even to a small degree would therefore 


greatly increased foreign competition, with consequent lessening 0 
output and scarcity of work. 

It is a fact that under the construction 
graph relating to our products, b 
whole lines of articles have been 


ut upon the present | 


APRIL 30. 


which the duty has been reduce’, 
iscontinued, and we greatly fear 4 


nd 
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that any further reduction will result In the curtailment « n this vy paragraph tft} = ° \ ine = 
the actual closing down of our factories, with enforced idlenes called velry p or 
i ress. re . i t tl v rd ] 
i nnecessary to point out to you how vital this mat is to t ! i \ M Co ‘ 
men in these factories. and we urge you most earnestly to ¢ tot Repre ntative th i tot United S 
tmost to prevent any reduction in this duty fi t Sta rr f t ; ; . 
John J. Soper, Albert Green, Wm. B. Maloney, John IH Resp 
McCann, J. F. McDermott, Danie! T. M. Cartien, Joseph ( \. 
Gormley, Henry Carr, Henry C. Horessins, D. O, Le 
William H. King, James D. Fulton, James J nna \ ' ». Ma 
Joseph A. Drenen, Jack M Dougla J I ss Thea < ur ' we ' <-* : 
James MecLuhlin, Walter T. Barrows, Joseph , I f } along ‘> 7 ond ' 
Charles A. Heath, John R. Wil William J : reese eee ee mee ( 
D. F. Carroll, Frank P. Rodd James Lavere, Alvin i as Sirs: In nnection with f d 
Barrows, James J. McGowan, W m T. Soper, Edward a i Pr Cone til I) 
McAvoy, W. F. Corrigan, Denniss A. Flynn, jr., Joseph Att : , mitts ted by the Der itic v 
C. Doran, John Kiernan, John E. Devlin, Geles Paquet, | Promot the best interests of the DD ’ Party 3 
William G. Moore, Ernest Toothill, Ed. E. Ostenholin, o forward to you a copy of ¢t foll g res tion p | 
David Hanna. George Ranbeault, Samuel P. Totten, | 0? January 27, 191 
Wm. Donnelly, Anthony P. Viard, Dennis J. Murphy, | W1 as the custon rif law is a t to | 1 1 { I 
Joseph McKeon, Henry Kelly, Frank Edwards, Daniel States Conger : 
Kelly, Maurice H. Kil George O'Neill, Edwin E Wl is this recog s that t } 
Nelson, J. L. Donnelly, Walter W. Cooke, George B the town of | is practically dependent upor r y 
Loughlin, Aug. Schilling, F. N. Averill, Fred Viard, silverware industries, which in turn a le , 
J. D. Fontain, T. G. Issler, Mike McQueeney, Walter | adequately protective tariff inst t! : a ¢ 
Grimley, Fred A. Roessler, A. C. Roessler, George A. | countries: and : , 
Fataygier, Y. Daborowski, Joseph Boisvert, Euclide | Whereas the committee has been informed and | \ that ¢ 
Boisvert, George LBraitshau. E. Payson Bennett, John } the pr nt rate of duty on similar g Is the import i t 
J. Morse, William Wynne, John Bauman, William Cas increasing: Therefore be it ; x 
sidy, Walter Etter, George Coutona, William Pierce, | Resolved, That this committee record its disapproval of any red 
Joseph L. N. Lemay, Peter Cahbot, Arthur G. Letour- | of duty upon jewelry, silverware, and kindr dt a at r 
neau, Enset Pincult, Ubald Sde Carufel, James Flynn, | upon Congress the necessity of maint <~ ae ee ane that | 
S. BE. Gardner, Owen Dolan, Joseph W. Brennan, Pat | it further 7 POS Sane Soe Prewens: Faces 
J. Stemfard, Hugh Gormley, Arthyr Sde Carufel, P. | Resolved. That the sect ev of this commit ; ees 
Gentilotti, J. E. Lambert, Paul L. Pratt, J. N. Sweet, | instructed to forward te the Wars and Means. aa ai 
E. M. Allen, Charles Benoit, B. A. Bennett, Cyril J. | to the Represe ives of this d Seite aes tks : I ee es 
Lecompte, Eugene Austin, William B. Lincoln, Corad | tors of this State a copy of tl nits, Bnd to the Unites States 
Lamarre, Mathew Cook, John G. MacDonald, Robert | : ; — ee oe ened 
Picken, Martin H. Maguire. Cneman 2 Paamas oe 
NortH ATTLEBORO, MASS., January 27, 1913. or * ae 
COMMITTER ON WAYS AND MEANS, GILMAN L. Batt 
'nited States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. rHomMaAs F. KEeent 
H RABLB Strs: In connection with the proposed tariff legislation at Ht GAFFNEY 
ng session of Congress the Democratic town committee of North JA IF, SIMM 
o, a committee elected by the Democratic voters of the town Pr. Francis DALY 
ote the best interests of the Democratic Party, has instructed me I » SS. ! 
ard to you a copy of the following resolution passed by them on 
27, 1913: NY M y 
1s Re age es law is about to be revised by the United The CoMMITTER ON WaYs AND MEAN 
s ongress m ‘inh Mites Bann ad Mi i ~ 
eas this committee recognizes that the welfare and prosperity of the Vatted | ae House of Re} Washin D. ¢ 
vn of North Attleboro is practically dependent upon its jewelry and | HONORABLE Sirs: In connection with the yposed tariff 
rware industries, which in turn are made possible only by an ade- | at the coming session of Congress, tl Den if to col i 
ly protective tariff against the low-priced labor of foreign coun- | Norton, a committee elected by the Demo c voter the t 
and i} promote the best interests of the De tie P 7 a 4 
\ ; the committee has been informed and believes that even under | ™e to forward to you a copy of the Ving res m p 
present rate of duty on similar goods the imports are steadily in- | them 
ing: Therefore be it Whereas the customs-tariff law is » be rev l by 
ed. That this committee record its disapproval of any reduc- | _ States Congress ; nd 
duty upon jewelry, silverware, and kindred articles, and that it Whereas this committee recozniz that th jewelry nd \ 
pon Congress the necessity of maintaining the present rates; and industries are the chief industri 1f Norton, and that the pe 
rther that town are thet re la dependent upon t ind 
ed. That the secretary of this committee be, and he is hereby, which in turn are made poss oly | in ad 
ted to forward to the Ways and Means Committee of Congress, | tariff against the low-priced labor of I 1 CO na 
t Representatives of this district, and to the United States Sena- | Whereas the committee has been informed and 
this State a copy of this resolution. under the present rate of duty on sin ilar goot , 
D. M. BE. Vaucr, Chairman. steadily increasing: Therefore be it 
A. FRANK LyNcHu, Secretary. Resolved, That this committee 1 rd its disay 1 of anv 
Henry P. REYNOLDS. : tion of duty upon jewelry, silverware, and kindred i 
FreDERIC R. WHITE. it urge upon Congress the necessity ¢ nt ! nt 
FRANK A. Brown. and be it further 
JAMES L. MARRILL. Resolved, That the secretary of t ( e he d S 
THos. F. Coapy. instructed to forward to the Wa d Meat ( } ‘ ( 
DENNIS E. O'NEILE. to the Representative of tl di ict d to the | 1 
JAMES E. SMITH } ators ol this Niate py this 1 ti 
NIA 


GEORGE A. WARREN. 


Nortu At 
> COMMITTER ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
United States House of Representatires, Washington, D. C. 


HONORABLE Sirs: In connection with the proposed tariff legislation 
at the coming session of the Board of Trade of North 
Attleboro, a board organized to promote the best interests of the town 
of N rth Attleboro, has instructed me to forward to you a copy of the 
i ving resolutions, passed by them on January 16, 1913: ’ 
Whereas the customs tariff law is about to be revised by U 

States Congress ; : 

Whereas this board of trade recognizes that the jewelry and silver 
ware industries are the only industries of the town of North Attle- 
boro and that the people of North Attleboro are, therefore, dependent 
upon these industries, which in turn are made possible only by an 
adequately protective tariff against the low-priced labor of Europe 

and other countries; 

Whereas the board of trade has been informed and believes that even 

under the present rates of duty on jewelry and silverware the imports 

ire steadily increasing; and ; 

Whereas this board has further been informed and believes that many 
improper classifications under the present tariff act to the serious 
disadvantage of the jewelry and silverware industries are due to 
the inclusion of the words “ cold,” “ silver,” and “ platinum” in the 
final paragraph of the so-called metal schedule: Therefore be it 

red enntved, That this board of trade record its disapproval of any 

reduction in the rates of duty upon jewelry, silverware, and kindred 

articles, and that it urge upon Congress the necessity of maintaining 
the present rates; and be it further ¢ 
the eee That this board record its disapproval of the inclusion of 
red ‘a gold, silver,” and ——— in the same paragraph with 
ron, , tin, lead, ete, and favor a special paragraph either to 
precede or follow the paragraph referring to the cheaper metals, and 


20, MASS., January 16, 1913. 
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Congress, 


the nited 
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Mr. 


UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. C 


on this paragraph in 10 minutes. 


The 


LN 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 


CHAIRMAN. 
woop | asks unanimous consen 
reph and amendme! ] 
. LENROOT. 
. TREADWAY. 
UNDERWOOD. I 


The 


I 
La 


desire 


gentleman 


reto ciose 


w l 


reer we 


t that all de 


» minutes 


} ; : 
| move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was : 


cut having resumed the ch: 
of ‘Tennessee, 
House on the state of the Union, 
had had under consideration the bi 
duties and to provide revenue for the Government 
purposes, and had come to no resolution there 


RETT 


Accordingly the committee rose; 
as Speaker 


Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled B 
1 bill of 


greed 


Chair 


ENROI 


ir 


nan of the 


LED BILLS 


and Mr. R 


reported 
1 (H 


< 


from 


110 minut 


{LI 
pro 
Committee 
that 
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> 9O 
\. « 
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IGN 


ED. 


tem] 


i 
cle 
7 
if { 
? ‘ 
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Conner 
»Mr.G 
the W 
cee 
1, 
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ported that they had examined and found truly enrollee 
the following title, when the Speaker signed the sam« 


io. 


H. R. 29 


An act making 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-t! 
| other purposes. 





apy] 


tl 


ropriations for certain exper 
iird Congress, : 
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ADJOURN MENT. 


DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
tion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15 

ites p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, May 1, 
13, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


e lit 


PUBLIC BILLS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule 


RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
XXII, bills, resolutions, and 
morials were introduced aud severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 4477) to grant 
compensation to letter carriers and post-office clerks injured in 
the performance of their duties; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the comple- 
tion of the unfinished portion of the Government road between 
Hoopa Valley and Blue Lake, Humboldt County, Cal.; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 4479) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the opening, maintenance, protec- 
tion, and operation of the Panama Canal, and the sanitation 
and government of the Canal Zone,” approved August 24, 1912; 
and also amending an act entitled “An act to regulate com- 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

ty Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4480) to reimburse cer- 
tain fire insurance companies the amount paid by them for 
property destroyed by fire in suppressing the bubonic plague in 
the Territory of Hawaii in the years 1899 and 1900; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. HOBSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 4481) to create 
<lucational parental courts; to the Committee on Education. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4482) to provide for the edu- 
cation of deficient children in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4488) providing compulsory 
education in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4525) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication and 
payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved 
March 8, 1891; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Ry Mr. CURLEY: A bill CH. R. 4526) to regulate employ- 
ment of substitute clerks and carriers in offices of the first and 
second class of the Post Office Department; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 4527) providing for the 
improvement of the Harlem River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: Resolution (H. Res. 82) 
requesting the Postmaster General to advise the House of Rep- 
resentatives as to the names and number of men employed as 
post-office inspectors; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Resolution (H. Res. 83) directing the At- 
torney General to collect a certain sum of money from the Mis- 
sourl Pacific Railroad; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: A memorial of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts relative to an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting the practice of polygamy; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


me- 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 4484) granting a 
pension to Josephine W. Heap; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Charles R. Stevens; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACKMON; A bill (H. R. 4487) for the relief of 
George P. Plowman; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) for the relief of the heirs of Philip 
S. Fulford, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of W. F. 
Crawford; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (HL. R. 4490) granting a pension to 
Eveline H. Wheeler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4491) granting a pension to 
Myron Horton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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3y Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 4492) to restore Capt. J 
L. Jackson, retired, to the active list of the Army: t ' 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4498) for the relief of Leo Metz 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

$y Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 4494) granting a 
Sadie M. Jungerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4495) granting » 
to Mary C. Barnum; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4496) granting a pension to T) 
Mullin; to the Committee on In id Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4497) granting an increase of ; 
John F. Stallsmith; to the Committee on Pensio) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4498) granting an increase of ) 
Thomas Shrieves; to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) granting an increase of | 
Maria A. Sinclair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4500) granting an increase of ; 
John Ricksecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501) granting an increase of 1. 
William A. Barrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) granting an increase of | 
Gabriel B. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid P: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4503) granting an increase of I 
Jacob Arntz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4504) granting an increase of } 
Adam J. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen: 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 4505) granting a | 
Katherine Hempen; to the Committee on Invalid Pens! 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 4506) granting an j 
of pension to Joel Benjamin; to the Committee « 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4507) ¢ 
a pension to Willis Mollohan; to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) granting an increase of pe 
George W. James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4509) grantins 
crease of pension to Josephine R. Jolinson; to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4510) granting a pension to Jennie 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


0 Ul 


pension to Abner H. Shaffer; to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4512) granting a pension to G 
Ballou; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 4513) for the r 
William E. Farrell; to the Committee on Naval Affair 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4514 
the relief of Jaime W. Overton; to the Committee on Clai 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 4515) granting a p 
Caroline Bast; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4516) granting a penson to Wi 
Pfaff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) granting a pension to R: 
Diebold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4518) granting an increase of | 
Wilder E. Walling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4519) granting an increase of p 
Thomas W. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid I: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4520) granting an increase of pensi 
William BH. Beymer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) granting an increase of pensio! 
Martin V. McKim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Koons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4523) granting an increase of per 
Emma C. Kennedy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) granting an increase of pensio! 
Phoebe Morrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4528) for the ! 
lief of the estate of Perry P. Benson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. Bie 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4529) for the re 
lief of Robert C. Schenck, late paymaster, United States Navy; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4530) for the relief of the estate ©! 
Thomas Loker; to the Committee on War Claims. Sl 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of the estate of Georg' 
Lloyd Raley; to the Committee on War Claims. Bes 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 4532) granting a pension to 
Dana A. Smally; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4533) granting an increase of pension ‘ 
Jane Cramer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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vico. a Dill (HL R. 4534) granting an increase of pension to | 


He! 


insurance companies; to the Com- 


tax for mutual life 

ttee on Ways and Means. 
py Mr. ALLEN: Petition of the council of the city of Cincin- 
nati. Ohio, favoring the pas of legislation for acquiring 
rnment ownership of all telephone and telegraph systems; 


sage 


ty 
+o the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ty Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of E. D. Murphy, of Antwerp; 
Andrew S. Burt, of Van Wert; S. P. Wannemocher, of Clover- 
dale: Oscar O. Wyatt, of Drover Hill; and Clarence C. Bowyer, 


of Paulding, Ohio, against the income tax for mutual life in- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Petition of Will F. Frary and J. E. 
Snider, of Burbank, Ohio, and Charles H. Beck, West Lafay 
Ohio, protesting against including mutual life insurance 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
| Means. 

Mr. BALTZ: 
d congressional 
life insurance companies 


rance companies ; 
By Mr. ASHBROOK : 


Petition of sundry citizens of the twenty- 
of Illinois, protesting against 
in the income-tax 


~ Bs 


district 


By Mr. BRODBECK: Petition of 35 citizens of the twentieth 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, protesting against includ- 
ing mutual life insurance companies in the 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of Herman Weil, W. O. Daven- 


port, and R. EB. Lee against the income tax for mutual life in- 
surance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Fox Croft Grange, No. 1220, 
of Downington, Pa., and citizens of West Chester, Pa., favoring 
the passage of legislation giving international protection to all 
atory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


passage of legislation to prevent the opening of the Panama 
Exposition on Sundays; to the Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of sundry citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., iinst the income tax for mutual life insurance 
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


age com 


Committee on Ways and Means. 


against any duty being placed on ivory; to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. 
against the income tax for mutual life insurance companies 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. A. Slade, of Brooklyn, N. 
income tax for mutual life insurance companies, etc. ; 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


a 
> u 


to 


the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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inn, and J. G. Hildenstein, of Warrington, Mo., against the | 


income-tax bill; to | 


Also, petition of sundry citizens of Trainer, Pa., favoring the 


Also, petition of the hand window glass manufacturers of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., relative to brief filed by Simon Bache & Co., of 
New York City, regarding the duty on window glass; to the 


Also, petition of the Waltham Piano Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., 
on 
) 


Y., against the 
the 


Also, petition of the Stewart Hess Co., of New York City, 
against the clause prohibiting importation of feathers, etc.; to 


Also, petition of F. L. Holt, of Brookls N. Y., favoring the 

Lewis Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. clause prohibiting importation of fe het ete.. and opposing 
viso. a DIN CH. R. 4535) for the relief of Erskine R. Hayes; | the income tax for mutual life insurance companies: to the 

Committee on Claims. | Inittee on Ways and Means . 

: . | By Mr. GILMORE: Petition of the Wo Ws Christinn Tem 

PETITIONS. ETC. perance Unions of Amherst, Wolaston. and Uxbridge: of Gran 

ryder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid Fost RK. I acces and other citiz hs of Abingte Mrs. J. Maleolm 

"‘erk'’s desk ¢ 1 referred as follows: orbes and other citizens of Milton and Boston, Mass., favoring 

ie ¢ Orn © ' — a “age . = the repeal of the clause exempting Ame) ‘ fro th 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petitions of sundry citizens payment of tolls in the Panam: Ca a a 

State of Missouri, against the income tax for mutual life | 2 cotieheehia 5 ie ao ' Con : = ag Se ee a 

rance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | “By Mr “GOI DIN al as Wheatede . of Ea ee lg ; 

948 : a , a . si »Y 4 . ' ‘ ; rhs: evLLLiol Ol award . ( fre 

Also (by request), petition of Ferdinand W. Schleuder, of | Spencer Lathrop, against the income tax for mutual life in 


surance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Mea 

Also, petition of the Braid Manufacturers’ Assoc on, of Ne 
York, N. Y., favoring assessment of all braids, under pat 
graph 369, with laces, ete.; to the Committee on Ways | 


Means. 

Also, petition of the Butler-Ward Co., of New 
against the reduction of the duty on bound bo 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Ye 


oks: to 


Iso, petition of the Standard Importing Co. and Austin 
Nichols & Co., of New York, N. Y.. geainst asst ent of 
fee for filing protests against assessment of duties by the coll 
tor of customs: to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the National Cloak, Suit, and Skirt Mant 
facturers’ Association, of Cleveland, Obio, against the same rate 
of duty on finished clothing as upon woolen cloth; to the C 
mittee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Van Wie Pump Co., of Syracuse, N. ¥ 
against the removal of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 


il ding mutual | ; kk : . 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Also, petition of the Syracuse Gardens Co., of New York, 
By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of Mrs: Mary Jones, against any change in tariff affecting products of the soil: to 
Kk! Monte; 431 other beet growers, farmers, and other citi- | the Committee on Ways and Means, 
s of the following towns in the State of California: Alva- By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of sundry citizer f the f t 
rado. Arroyo Grande, Artesia, Betteravia, Colusa, Compton, | third congressional district of New York, agains xing mutt 
( . El Monte, Hynes, Irvington, Huntington Beach, Marys life insurance companies in the income-tax b | Cou 
\ Meridian, Moss, Oceana, Oxnard, Pacific Grove, Pleasan- | mittee on Ways and Means 
{ Salinas, Sauta Maria, San Francisco, Soledad, Spreckels, By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Passaie Board of Trad 
Watsonville, Woodland, Anaheim, Downey, Garden Grove, Gil- | of Passaic, N. J., against any change of the tariff schedules 
roy, Laws, Monterey, Santa Ana, Westminster; and the fol- | affecting the wool, cotton, handkerchief, chemical, me dl 
¢g firms and companies of San Francisco, Cal.: Wright | paper industries; to the Committee on Ways and Meat 
Wire Co., A. J. & J. R. Cook (Inc.), S. F. Bowser & Co., | sy Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the National Business Lé . 
Stauffer Chemical Co., Paul Rieger & Co., the Robert Dollar Co., | of Ameriea. favoring the retention in the Consular Service of 
Carlson Currier Co., Gantner & Mattern Co., Pacific Oil & Lead | officials of demonstrated efliciency: to the Cor . n Foreign 
Works, Steiger & Kerr Stove & Foundry Co., and the Pacific | Affairs. t 
Wire Rope Co., of Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against the pro-| iso, petition of Cigarmakers’ Union No. 301, Al P 
posed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committee on : ieee enamel anaes i ove ¢ 4] rire snd sacs 
Wave andl iieeue prot sting against any reductic 1 of the tat ff 1 t ) al 
. cigars imported from the Philippine I Is; to the Co : 


;} on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of Mario Cata Hoboken, N. J., 
and John R. Parsons and 2 other citizens of Jersey City, N. J 
| protesting against including mutual e insurance mp 
| in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 1 Me 
By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of the Columb d Snake 
River Waterways Association, prot ng agi t the repeal of 
the free-tolls portion of the Panama Canal act; to the C 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Fred R. Haas and 375 other 
zens of San Francisco, Whittier, Moss, Chino, Compton, Artesia, 
Alvarado, King City, Buena Park, Betteravia, Sa x d. 


Gilroy, Watsonville, Los Alamitos, Sargent, Spreci , Si 

ton, Castroville, Hollister, Meridian, Santa Ana, and El Monts 
all in the State of California, protesting ag t the proposed 
reduction in the duty on sugar; to the Committ n Way nd 


Means. 
sy Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the 
Business Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., protest 
proposed increase on personal-b : 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of John D. Brook 
citizens of Natick: Dr. Horace Bumstead and other memb 


Wa 


ige exemption of duty; to t! 


izes 


5 


| the Harvard Congregational Church, Brookline; and P1 
| Ellen F. Pendleton, Prof. Mary Whiton Calkins, and others of 
Wellesley College, all in the State of Massachuvett favoring 
the repeal of the clause in the Panama Canal act empting 
American coastwise shipping from the payment of tolls or th 


ith Brit Gover! 
1 Foreign Commerce 
1469) gran 


Committee 


arbitration of the question at issue w the sh 


ment: to the Committee on Interstate an 

By Mr. MOTT: Papers to accompany bill (1H. I 
ing a special pension to Ella M. Becker; to the 
Ways and Means. 


> 
\ 
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May 1, 


Also, n of the National Association of Cotton Manufac- 
turers. inst the reduction of duties on cotton goods; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


A f sundry 


m y chocolate workers of Fulton, N. Y., 
» reduction of the duty on chocolate; to the Committee 
and Means. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: Petition of Charles Debold, Bernhard J. 
Osmer, I'rank Emmett, Conrad Haaren, L. Eyring, A. H. Fersch, 
J. Wadsworth, and Conrad W. Brech, against the reduction of 
the duty on cocoa and chocolate; to the Committee on Ways 
ind Means. 

Also, petition of Walter S. Rapelji, Irving S. Roney, C. S. 
Findlay, Adolph Celtz, John Lamerdin, Frederick J. Brittner, 
sr., Miss M. Estelle Lifhtbouren, J. A. Armstrong, Daniel A. 
Dolan, Julia EB. Carpenter, F. J. Bittner, Joseph Hartel, John W. 
Farmer, Charles Herman, Joseph Sommers, C. A. McCounell, 
H. H. Wallace, J. C. Gounig, Lowell M. Palmer, Warren E. 
Burrows, and Willis F. Taplin, all of New York and Brooklyn, 
N. Y., protesting against including mutual life insurance com- 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Richard McCormick, Brooklyn, N. Y., protest- 
ing against any reduction of the tariff on bound books; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Miss A. Dunn and Miss Lillie Oberglock, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against any reduction of the tariff 
on all lithograph work; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William E. Lynn, Henry F. Reining, Joseph 
B. Lomax, Frank R. Treasure, Mrs. M. Buckley, and James D. 
Ackerman, all of New York, N. Y., protesting against placing 
Bibles on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the Moehle Lithograph Co., Mrs. T. A. Reilly, 
and Louis Reilly, of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against any re- 
duction in the tariff on lithographic work; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of Charles Ainsworth, H. T. 
Daniels, Richard P. Boucher, Edward Everett Rice, Nathan E. 
Moore, and George F. Troy, all of Providence, R. L., protesting 
against including mutual life insurance companies in the income- 
tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Miss Alice Hall Walter, Providence, R. I., 
favoring the passage of legislation preventing the importation 
of feathers and plumes of wild birds for commercial purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Low-Taussig-Karpeles Co., Providence, 
R. I., protesting against the passage of legislation to collect a 
filing fee on each protest against the assessment of illegal duties 
or for reappraisement; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Roger Pierce, Myrom Richard- 
son, and other business men of Boston, and the Samuel B. 
Capen’s Men’s Class, Central Congregational Church, Jamaica 
Plain, favoring the repeal of the clause exempting American 
vessels from the payment of tolls in the Panama Canal; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of sundry citizens of California, fa- 
voring the passage of legislation compelling concerns selling 
goods direct to the consumer by mail to contribute their portion 
of the funds for the development of the local community, town, 
and State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of sundry citizens 
of the State of Connecticut, against the income tax for mutual 
life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Dr. Edward Waldo Emerson 
and other citizens of Concord; President Clara H. Nash and 
members of the West Acton Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, all of Massachusetts, favoring the repeal of the clause 
in the Panama Canal act exempting American coastwise ship- 
ping from the payment of tolls or the arbitration ef the question 
at issue with the British Government; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of sundry citizens of New Jersey, 
against the income tax for mutual life insurance companies; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Eastern Millinery Association of New 
York, N, Y., against the clause prohibiting the importation of 
nigrettes, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of different towns in New 
Jersey, protesting against including mutual life insurance com- 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: Petition of 46 citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., protesting against including mutual life insurance com- 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


on W ay S 


3y Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of Pay] R 
Co., San Francisco, Cal., protesting against the prop 
crease of duty on materials for the manufacture of 1 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Globe Grain & Milling Co., Tos 
Cal., protesting against an increase of the duty on jut 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of (, 
San Francisco, Cal., protesting against an import 4d 
wheat, oats, and barley; to the Committee on Ways and 

Also, petition of the Pacific Oil & Lead Works, San 
cisco, Cal., protesting against the placing of ecoconnt 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Standard Underground Cable ¢ 
Angeles, Cal., favoring a differential duty on pig lead 9 
covered wires and cables; to the Committee W; 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Warren & Bailey Manufacturing ¢ 
7 other companies of Los Angeles, Cal.; Carlson Currie 
and 4 other companies of San Franeisco, Cal.; and the | 
Manufacturing Co., Stockton, Cal., protesting against the 
posed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Committe 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of sundry citizens 
thirty-seventh congressional district of New York, agains 
ing mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax | 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of the glove manufactu 
Gloversville, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the 
vision in House bill 8321 to charge a filing fee on | 
against the imposition of duties or appeal for reapprais: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the thirteenth dist 
New York, protesting against including mutual life ins 
companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on \\ 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Rural Letter Carriers’ As 
sociation, Hardin County, Ohio, favoring the passage of legisla 
tion for Federal aid for the improvement of public roads, and 
against a 1 cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


on 


SENATE. 


Tuurspay, May 1, 1913. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was re 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the Hou 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2973) making appropri: 
for certain expenses incident to the first session of the ° 
third Congress, and for other purposes, and it was the 
signed by the Vice President. 


CALLING OF THE ROLL. 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 


quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the | 

The Secretary called the roll and then proceeded to « 
names of the absentees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the 2 
ment to Rule XII simply applies to a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to have the ru! 
was adopted read, if the Chair please. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read Ru 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rowe XIt. 
VOTING, ETC, 

1. When the yeas and nays are ordered the names of Senat 
be called alphabetically, and each Senator shall, without debate, 
his assent or dissent to the question, unless excused by the = 
and no Senator shall be permitted to vote after the decision sb 
been announced by the presiding officer, but may for sufficient 
with unanimous consent, change or withdraw his vote. No 
suspend this rule shall be in order, nor shall the presiding officer 
tain any request to suspend it by unanimous consent. (Je 
Manual, Sec. XLI.) ; 

2. When a Senator declines to vote on call of his name he 5 
required to assign his reasons therefor, and having assigned tl 

residing officer shall submit the a to the Senate, “554 
Renator, for the reasons assigned 7 him, be excused from vot 
which shall be decided without debate; and these proceedings §'° 
had after the roll call and before the result !s announced; and 
further proceedings fn reference thereto shall be after such annou 
ment. Jefferson’s Manual, Secs. XVII, XLI.) is 

3. Immediately after and before the result of each roll , 8 a = 
tained and announced the Secretary shall call the names of [the 4 
sentees, (Amendment of April 28, 1913.) 


sh. 











The Chair’s ruling is that the | 
1 yea-and-nay vote. 
President. 
answered to their | 


VICE PRESIDENT. 
iment to the rule applies only to ¢ 
OY’'GORMAN. Regular order, Mr. 
the roll call the following Senators 

















Fletcher Sr C 
7 Gallinger Si t 
| : Gronna Ste f yn 
: Hitchco St ng 
Rr , Hollis Ston 
1 James Sutherland 
j Kern Swanson 
B Lippitt Thomas 
( wdge Thornton 
c Wyo. Met ) Tillman | 
Cr rd Martin, Va, Townsend 
( ns Myers Warren 
I im Nels Weeks 
1 Pont Norris Williams 
} O’Gorman Smith, Ga. Works 


7 
4 


Sixty Senators have answered to 


PRESIDENT. 


there is a 


Lilt 


e VICI 
ll eall, and 


Sort 
CHeeuUtl. 





quorum pI 


ME M¢ 














AND RIALS. 


ETITIONS 





















































mining on Seward Pentns 
business at Port N 
harbor. That this incre 
erate a larve fleet of 
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VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the Passed t} 4 1 = 
Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to the Com- ’ 
on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, P 
ws: . U rF AM A, 7 f A g 
OFFICE OF THE Se rARY Disti t f tory of A 
Fok THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA, | et ab nd f f : , 
JUNEAU, ALASKA. |] r tion No. 4 of : 
T y STATES OF Amenica, Terriiory of Alaska, ss: 1 t ony whereof I hay ® 
a a as a S bic : - + os of ' + . , >. 1 
am LL. Distin, secret: of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby a aT ,oe a : ‘ oF 
cel that the annexed copy a full, true, and complete transcript of = M , 
I int memorial No. 2 of the Alaska Territorial Le zislature. 
timony whereof I have heret to set my 1d and affix »d the | rT} ry 
great seal of Alaska, at Juneau, this 16th day of April, A. D. 1913. TR. VI 1) PRESIDENT | ; oo 
L.} Wm. L. DisTIn, | Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which v { ie 
tat . Secretary of Alaska. | Committee on Territories and or ed to | 1 in e 
House joint memorial 2. Record, as follows: 
v s more than three-fourths of the civil litigation in Alaska, cal- | 
ed on a basis the number of cases brought. is disposed of by ) 
United States commissioners acting as ex officio justices of the | 7 
‘e and probate judges, and practically all the c1 mina! litigation | ~ Hot ca ie . ; ; (att > an ton , 
ither disposed of or initiated before these officials, by virtue of | st eee a 
which facts and the additional facts that they also discharge the | We, your memortalists, the Leg , , 
ons of recorders and coroners and various other public duties, | most respectfully and earne 
they are, under the = governmental system in Alaska, by far | Whereas the city of Junea i t t l 
most important unctionaries in the Territory, coming in “their | is one of the oldest t } ' 
ul capacity in closer, more frequent, and more varied contact Alaska; and . 
with the mass of our citizens than any other officials, and being thus | Whereas the said city of Juneau, owl to the ! y 
1ore importance to the good order, peace, and general well-being of quartz mines in its immediat nd 
7 e community than any other officials; d the mining a mill of ext 
) s these commissioners, under the present system, are dependent lation wit! st two ye fron ) 
isively on fees for their remuneration, which fees are in the destined to continue in Si p ; 
er number of cases inadequate as recompense for the services to col by reas t ’ ; ; 
lered, and in many precincts are altogether insufficient to enable quartz i m g Oo} ] iw d ] 
commissioner to devote himself exclusively to his official duties | ores tl frot ; ™ 
for a livelihood, and such fee system affords constant temptation to Whereas at this t mer I I f . 
the commissioners to encourage litigation, and to that extent is a and milli: the é ; ' 
I ace to the conscientious discharge of the duties of the office, and are in the course of const ! . 
igh there may be no case in which a commissioner has been in- | Whereas the mi and ) i t th t 
duced by the hope of more fees to act otherwise than as his sense of | and business T are ¥ ; 
right and justice dictated, such officials are, by virtue of said fee sys to increase f Ts to Com nsure "of % ; 
tem, especially in criminal cases, placed under suspicion by the public | lation thar t ihe present time n 4 0 
t their acts are influenced by a desire to augment their remunera- | Whereas at the vr nt tir | 
n, a suspicion which in itself tends greatiy to hamper these com- entirely 1 d Ties dae ae Sata he 1 - p 
_issioners in the discharge of their varied duties; and ing ar d le irit t ttend sald 7 . 
W eas it is deemed urgently necessary, as a most ess ntial step in san onty wer : anon , 2 ; 
improvem« ot of governmental syste ) for Alaska, that these com- | Whereas t nu : { } 
ioners be placed upon a salary affording them a reasonable and lie s« i 
able income sufficient to support a family and sufficient to induce and - aa 
n of intelligence and ability to accept appointment to such offices: Wi } } 
; t S- hereas ¢ 1 
1 the n 
‘ olved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Alaska | it | 
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States be, teaching the 
and hereby is, urgently requested to enact a law placing the said com- com] d t t ‘ 
fe oners upon a salary of at least $2,000 per annum, and that all tional teache re ¢ ed to 1 ds ( j 
collec ted in civil and criminal cases be turned into fund “C” of store building nd 
the di trict court of the respective divisions in which the precinct is | Whereas the present school ft ling in J I 
situated, to be expended for the benefit of the court in the same manner Ace date the | e ‘ J 
as other moneys belonging to such fund. frame buildir re ” 
Passed the house March 21, 1913. Whereas it 1 en that ‘ ' i t 
FARNEST B. COLLINS, $50.000 to “t 1d ‘ ; J 
Attest : Speaker of the House. quate to meet the p t and - 
, Juneau : 
a Barry Keown, Therefore w r tot 
"hic Clerk f the os s+ herefore ve, ¥ Y ; ; ’ 
Passed the senate April 3, 1913. f & of the House. solicit that the Cone: the 1 1 States . 
L. ¥. Ray the ty of June » 4 f 
ite » o SEES, $50,000 for f! I I 
President of the Senate. ; hooll ; : ; 
= § ‘ . : | a schooihouse sut ] iT t s 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution adopted | 85 the future requit ‘ or Steady in 
» r : e tat : aia | tion of said city of . n¢ ; 
by the Territorial Legislature of Alaska, which was referred to That _ re _— tine 
un Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the | urge that the Congress the United 5 S pass t to 
ReEcorp, as follows: | above with all expediency posslt ym y p i 
We, your memorialists, as in duty bo 
House joint resolution 4. In order to furt! er arry ou t! l 
anes resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of | ¥® respectfully transmit her a fi ! if 
Alaska (the Senate concurring), that— 7 | the United States a fa re 
Thera . hong Mctent!, ce 
W hereas since the discovery of goid at Cape Nome, in 1899, there has | Ge i in th ~ - = 
een produced and shipped to the United States from Nome upwar ae tr te ' 
of $72.0000 } 7 m upward Adopted by the senate Ap 4 
seemed att 00 of gold, inclusive of the sums sent out by mail; no| © — Ts ae ; rR 
on , Of course, has been kept of the gold privately and personally | ; : an 
sent out, but the amount is undoubtedly forse. That during the Concurred in by the 1 e April 11. 1912 yrsenee one Benete 
sume period there has been shipped to the city of Nome upward of er aie ee EAR R. « 
000,000 worth of commodities; that the development of dredge Sp ker of t Hous 
ppeak yf H ise 
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May 


rF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, 88: 


liistin, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
the above 
10 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature. 
I whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
Alaska at Juneau this 16th day of April, A. D. 1913. 
Wa. L. DISTIN, 
Secretary of Alaska. 


is 


An act relating to affairs in the Territories, and authorizing the town 
of Juneau, Alaska, bonds for public-school purposes, and pre 
ribing the method of issuing bonds for such purpose. 
it enacted, etc., That the incorporated town of Juneau, Alaska, is 
hereby authorized and empowered to issue its bonds in any sum not ex- 
ceeding $50,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping addi- 
tional publie schools in the said town of Juneau. 
Sec. 2. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election shall 
be ordered by the common council of the town of Juneau, at which elec- 
tion the question whether such bonds shall be issued shall be submit 


to issue 


Re 


ted to the qualified electors of said town of Juneau whose bames appear | 


on the last assessment roll of said town for municipal taxation. Thirty 
days’ notice of any such election shall be given by publication thereof 
in a newspaper printed and published and of general circulation in said 
town before the date fixed for such election. 

Sec. 3. That the registration for such election, 


the manner of con 


ducting the same, and the canvass of the returns of said election shall 
requirements of law 


be, as nearly as practicable, in accordance with the 

in general or special elections in said town, and said bonds shall be 

issued only upon the condition that a majority of the votes cast at 
ich election in said town shall be in favor of issuing said bonds. 

Sec. 4. That the bonds above specified, when authorized to be issued 
as hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 6 
er cent per annum, payable semiannually, and shall not be sold for 
ess than their par value with accrued interest, and shall be in denomi- 
nations not exceeding $1,000 each, the principal to be due in 10 years 
from date thereof: Provided, however, That the common council of said 
town of Juneau may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their 
numerical order at the rate of $5,000 per annum from and after the 
expiration of 5 years from their date. Principal and interest shall be 
payable in lawful money of the United States of America at the office 
of the town treasurer of the town of Juneau, Alaska, or at such bank 
in the city of New York, in the State of New York, or such place as may 
be designated by the common council of the town of Juneau, the place 
of payment to be mentioned in said bonds: And provided further, That 
each and every such bond shall have the written signature of the mayor 
and clerk of the said town of Juneau and also bear the seal of said 
town 


Sec. 5. That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said bonds 


shall be used for any purpose other than specified in this act. 

Sec. 6. That said bonds shall be sold only in such amounts as the 
common council shall direct, and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed 
under the limitations hereinbefore imposed and under the order and 
direction of said common council from time to time as the same may be 
required for the purposes aforesaid. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of members 
of the Merchants’ Association of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, 
remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on sugar, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Ile also presented a resolution adopted by the National Drain- 
age Congress, favoring an appropriation for the prevention of 
floods and the abating of malarial diseases, which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a telegram from N. C. Newerf, president 
of the Pacifie Protective Society, relative to the validity of the 
Clayton-Bulwer and Hay-Pauncefote treaties, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Utah Chap- 
ter of the American Mining Congress, relative to the produc- 
tion of gold and silver in connection with western lead ores 
as affected by the duty on lead, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the conservation com- 
mittee of the Daughters of the American Revolution, relative to 
the transfer of any part of the public domain to the individual 
States, which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Concord and Oxford, in the State of New Hampshire, praying 
for the adoption of an amendment to the pending tariff bill 
exempting from taxation the proceeds of all life insurance poli- 
cies and life insurance funds, ete., which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRONNA presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ 
Local Society of Equity, of Ramsey County, N. Dak., favoring 
the creation of better markets for farm produce, which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Commercial 
Club of Lisbon, N. Dak., favoring the reduction of the rate 
of postage on first-class mail matter to 1 cent per ounce, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Hie also presented a resolution adopted by the Commercial 
Club of Lisbon, N. Dak., favoring the retention of the duty on 
wheat, flour, and barley, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Local Society 
of Equity of Ramsey County, N. Dak., relative to the materials 
used in the construction of good roads, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Merigold, Michigan, Blackwater, Indianola, and Laurel, all in 


a full, true, and correct copy of senate joint | 


| the State of Mississippi, praying for a reduction of thy 

sugar, which were referred to the Committee on Fina 
Mr. TILLMAN. I present a number of telegrams f; 

Darlington Manufacturing Co.; the W. S. Gray Cottoy 

| of Woodruff; J. M. Geer, of Easley; Ellison A. Smy 

| dent of the Belton Mills, of Greenville; Alexander Tony 
ident of the Aragon Cotton Mill and Arcade Cotton \ 

Rock Hill; Ellison A. Smyth, president of the Pelser \J 

turing Co., of Greenville; J. A. Smyth, jr., president 

Watts Mills, of Greenville; the Woodside Cotton Mills. of « 

ville; J. A. Smyth, jr., president of the Dunean Mills, of | 
| ville; Aug. W. Smith, of Spartanburg; the Excelsi: 

ting Mills, of Union; the Monarch Cotton Mills, of Uni 

a letter from J. I. Westervelt, president of the Caroli: 

of Greenville, and J. I. Westervelt, president of the 1 

Mills, of Greenville, all in the State of South Carolin: 

strating against any reduction in the duty on cotton 

that the telegrams and letters be referred to the Com) 

|} Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry cit 
Strawn, Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of Piqu 
praying for an adjustment of railway mail pay conseq 
the enactment of the parcel-post law, which were referre 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a resolution adopted by the ( 
mercial Club of Lisbon, N. Dak., praying for the retent 
duty on wheat, flour, and barley, which was referred 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Cor 
Club, of Lisbon, N. Dak., favoring the reduction of th: 
postage on first-class mail matter to 1 cent, which was 1 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BURTON. I present a telegram, in the nature of 
tions adopted by the board of directors of the Chamber of 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, which I ask may be printed 
RecorD and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the I 
as follows: 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, April 

Hon. T. BE. Burton, 

United States Senatc, Washington, D. C. 

By unanimous vote the board of directors of the Cincinnati | 
of Commerce at a meeting held April 29 adopted the followi: 
tion, which is respectfully submitted for your attention: 

Whereas the Underwood tariff bill imposes a duty of 10 « 
bushel upon foreign wheat and admits duty free the for 
products of such foreign wheat; and 

Whereas this discrimination in favor of the foreign manufa 
in contradjction alike of all accepted economic doctrine of t! 
lished tariff policy of all political parties and of all natio 
in effect pays a bounty to the foreign miller on all products ot 
sold by him in the markets of the United States; and 

Whereas if American flour millers have to pay a tax upon 
grown wheat, then a simple justice requires that the foreicr 
products of such wheat shall pay an equivalent tax; and if 
milled wheat products are admitted duty free, foreign wheat 
be admitted duty free: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That, believing the proposed legislation would inevit 

destroy one of the most important manufacturing industri: 

United States, and that it would further result in most serio 

to the American farmer, the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, 

its board of directors, records itself as unalterably opposed, ani 

nestly urges upon the President and Congress of the United St 

necessity of placing both wheat and its products upon terms of 
lute equality. 

Resolved, That — of this preamble and resolution be for, 
immediately to the President of the United States, Senators and Con 
gressmen from Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, the members of thx I 
Finance Committee, and the Ways and Means Committee of the 
of Representatives. 

CINCINNATI CHAMBER OF COMM! 
W. C. CULKINS, Ezecutive Secret 


Mr. SAULSBURY presented a petition of the Woman's (liris- 
tian Temperance Union of Delaware, praying for the enactie! 
of legislation providing for the closing of the gates of the I’ 
ama Exposition on Sundays, which was referred to the Co 
tee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. WARREN. I present a memorial of the National Con 
sumers’ Home Industry League, by its president, William 
Brewer, favoring the creation of a permanent tariff commissic! 
I ask that the memorial be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the I 
as follows: 

MEMORIAL OF THE NATIONAL CONSUMERS’ HOME INDUSTRY LEAGUE. 

(By its president, William S. Brewer.) ; 
WasnHincrTon, D. ©. 


tha 
tl 


To the Congress of the United States: 


Respectfully represents your petitioner, president of the National 
Consumers’ Home Industry League, of Washington, D. C. . 
Believing that the licy of taxation and representation and tt 
tering of home industries and the promoting of the same by ou! 


1 fos- 


tariff 
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has beeome the fixed policy of our Nation, and as such has 







































capital and labor to enter into competition in our home markets 
markets of the world upon a basis of investment and a stand 
living never heretofore reached by any other nation of the world: 
that the vested rights of the wage earner and the employer 
ent right nd that such ft shonld not be changed ex 
fter a scientific inves tion which shall show suc ng ) 
nefit to all, and theref necessary, we do respect y pet n 
ring the present session of Congress you will consider a joint 
n substantially as follows 
rhat a joint committee be appointed consisting of the chairman 
ranking member of the minority of the Ways and Means C 
of the House and the chairman and the ranking member of the 
of the Committee on Finance of the Senate, who shall select 
point a permanent commission of experts, not now in the Gov 
t service, who shall inquire into, collect, procure, tabulate, and 
information relative to the importation, exportation, manufac- 
nd sale of all goods, wares, and articles of merchandise which 
r become matters of trade between the United States and any 
country, with all tariffs thereon affecting the same, for the 
of supplying information to the Ways and Means Committee of 
t louse and the Committee on Finance of the Senate, on which to 
mmendations for tariff legislation whieh shall provide revenue 
support of the Government and safecuard our home industries 
such foreign competition as will tend to reduce the Ame: i 
d of livire and wag 
at for this purpose sald commission be authorized, by subcom 
1 or otherwise, to sit at such times and places as they may deem 
je; to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 1 
ns and compel the attendance of witnesses, and to employ such 
il, expert, and other assistance as shal! be necessary 
Chat all executive departments and their various bureaus shal! at 
‘ s furnish said commission with such Information as they shall 
and all United States consuls in foreign yuntries sha fur 
h information relative to the growth, manufacture, and value 
commodities 1s may become articles of export from those coun 
tries to which they may be accredited direct to said commission 
We believe tariff legislation, no matter how well intended, when 
t upon party lines or subject to party or local influences, is a 
t to the prosperity of our Government, as well as to our institu 
nd particularly to our home industries and its employers and 
Ww ers. 
} ness, which has Just enjored the greatest prosperity ever known, 
is s time checked and, in many instances, threatened with annihi 
tariff lecislation which imps their existence on account of 
¢ nability to meet foreign competition because of the cheap wages 


bave a lower standard of living 

most able men of affairs in and from 

litical beliefs, we find them agreed 

nd consumers, what 
~e : 


n countries, where tl 
\ r interviewing some of 
ts of the country and of all po 
e needs of all of the ople, both producers 
ir political views may be, should be the only 
n the tariff. and that no political party should bk 
reat question to the exclusion of those interests r 
minority 
ployment and business is disturbed by each national! election, 
the detriment of all citizens of the country and ages } 























les of our ¢ nment This uncertainty is due principally 
ipation, whether just | or not, of the and rever 
» I enacted, or changes wv ch follow upon partisan Ii 
I ed upon a scientific analysis of the req ments bot I 
and the safeguarding of our home indust yy a col ! 

















nerete example of the benefits to be d 1 from a tariff wl 

: home industries illustrated at the ¢ lienge Cut om po 

s works in Bridgeport, Conn This indust Wi established in 

1 about a century a The tariff system prevented their ex 

g to this market They built a factory here. Their workmen fol 

I i. These men receive about three times the wages here that they 
I d in England. They are satisfied with their employment and 
their condition and wages tf *. upon an American standard, 

re desirable than their former cirenmstances in England \ 


n in the tariff on purely part } es, aS at present outlined 
1 encourage the closing of this and similar industries and the 

t ference of the business to England It is the « 
! mong al) fair-minded Americar i t 
and many others similarly inted with res “t 


onsensus of opin 
of this 
if legis- 





] affecting their welfare should be changed only a most 
t h and scientific investigation. 


National Consumers’ Home Industry League, 
’ is annexed, has been « lated by every possible means at our 
ind, with the request t above reasons every person 
ing the same sign and return it as early as possible to our home 
Many labor, agricultural, economic, and other socicties have 

1 and are aiding us in the work. 
heliove that tart legislation unon 


I petition of the 





. one tha 
t for t 








purely non 








these reasons we 1 ' 
n economic principles, revising schedules as exigencies demand, 
sure confidence in all lines of business, keep labor employed, and 


cor ue our home industries on full time. 
ind your petitioner will ecver pray. 
WrrirmaM 8. Brewer, 
President National Consumers’ Home Industry League, 
619 Bond Building, Washington, D. O. 


ENROLLMENT AND PETITION, 


the National Consumers’ Home Industry League 
By my signature I authorize you to enroll me, without any charges 
( $, a8 member of the National Consumers’ Home Industry League. 
I fayor every honorable way of reducing the high cost of living, so 
lo as it dees not interfere with the continuance of home industries, 
and believe that this should be dene 
favor a just and necessary tariff for every American producer— 
workingman, agricaiturist. or manufacturer—against cheaper foreign 
production which would injure home indestry. 
’ In order to comserve the welfare and interests of all and not to 
impose unjust taxation upon the consumer and to make business more 
Stable, I favor the employment by the Government of a permanent body 
of nonpolitical tariff experts to recommend. in conjunction with the 
“ays and Means Committee, safe and scientific tariff laws based upon 
u findings as to what is the lowest tariff needed to support the 
‘ rmment and to safeguard our established home industries and their 
employees against idleness or waces on a basis that will humble the 
American laborer’s home and family, thus removing the tariff? from 
Constant political strife to a besis of national patriotiem and pride. 
I .e a constituent and member of the National Consumers’ Home 
ndustry League, I instruct you to use my name and influence in petti- 
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tions and otherwise to the Pre 1 
man urging tariff lee ram = 
Name, on t 
cit f 
hov WY t d 
’ tu t Na 


Mr. WARREN presented a 
Growers’ oO 
and meat 
Committee on Finanee. 

He also presented 
Stock Growers’ Associ: 
tro! of the semiarid unary 
Government, which was refer 
ture and Forestry 

Mr. OLIVER. I prese i 
morial f ! ded 
M. Kase & Co., Read AR 
serted in the Recorp, oniitt 
Committee on | ce 


‘ 
ASSOC lon, re 


products on the fre 











There being no objection, 
ferred to the Col tec on I 
i y Canor I 

li nited State \ f | 

Ar r in workers tod 
even with present ta , j 
by J. M & Co., a 
act n 

Mr. PERKINS presented 
Commerce of Stockton, ¢ 
position of a duty on wheat 
pearl barley, ete.. are admitte 
Committee ¢ Fi ce 

He also pr nted a re 

of Va le ( 
» the eight-hour 
| gi ts or fr: 
iturel resources 

! I ind I } 

Mi LODGI I ited pet 
21 othe it 4 \bin 


Lead Produ s of th : 
Cok lo, Al ma 1 New 
ference at Salt Lake City, 1 

ing against any change being 
I ask that che memorial be | 
to the Committee on I nce 


There being no obj ( 




















Committee on Finance and « 
as follows: 
MEM‘ AL FROM THE CKY M 
IXTY-THIRD ¢ vGl 1S f 
To the President, to the 8S te, 
The lead producers of the Rocky 
for your consideration the f wit 
The entire population of Uta 
| and Montana is dependent on t I 
ing forms a very important part 
The output of gold and silver 
pendent upon the production of lea 
being smelted on the lead basis R 
therefore reduce the output of ft! 
The men employed in the lead 
to mining labor in the U 1 Sf 
naturalized citizens of a h Lv 
Of the total traffle of the ra 
been own by railway statistics tl 
mineral products 
All of the id ores of tl R 
precious etal Viti it th 
prov 1 se the eost of prod 
alone Credit the value of ft! 
silver, against the cost of producin 
not exceed one-half a cent per 
which Is the : rage ice for t 
cases less then 5 per cert on the 
in view of the risks involved in 
The present duties on lead f 
average annual revenue of $754.6 
cent more than the revenue as es 
last Congress (H. R. 18642). It 
duties are pot in any sense pri 





competitive and revenue producin 
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It may be admitted, however, that there is a disparity between the 
duty on lead in ore and the duty on lead in pigs, bars, and bullion, 
and that the latter might be reduced to the same basis as the lead in 
ore without ary serious detriment to the lead producers. But the pro- 
tection afforded by the duty on lead in ore is absolutely essential to 
the maintenance of the lead industry in this country. The fact that, 
even with the present duty of 14 cents per pound on lead in ore, the 
iargin between cost and selling price is less than one-half a cent per 
pound leaves no room for argument as to its necessity. 

(Under the rate of duty proposed last year revenue would be de- 
creased if the quantities imported remained the same, or, in order to 
produce the same revenue as at present, the quantities imported would 
have to be increased 80 per cent. Such an increased importation could 
be absorbed in our market by displacing the equivalent quantity 
of domestic lead. In such a case the Government would be no better 
off in the matter of revenue than it is now, but a part of our own lead 
industry would be cut off, and the money that should go to the develop- 
ment of our own resources would go to develop those of Spain and 
Mexico, our chief competitors in the production of lead. 

The mining communities of the Mountain States afford the — al 
market for much of the agricultural product of the West. Anything 
that destroys or curtails mining must react to the injury of the 
farmers 

The development and growth of the Western States have been coin- 
cident with the development of mining. Whatever retards the latter 
must inevitably check the development of all other industries in the 
mining States. 

lor the foregoing reasons the lead producers of the Rocky Mountain 
States, through their representatives in conference at Salt Lake City, 
do respectfully request that no change be made in the duty on lead in 
ores, and that it be allowed to remain as at present—a specific duty 
of 14 cents per pound on the lead contained—and that the duty on 
lead in pigs, bars, and bullion be reduced from the present rate of 2% 
cents per pound to Af cents per pound, placing it on the same basis as 
lead in ores. We believe that so far as lead is concerned this would 
be a substantial compliance with the promises of the Democratic Party 
to revise the tariff downward. It would be a reduction of 29.4 per 
cent In the duty on lead in pigs, bars, and bullion, the form in which 
most of our imports are made, while leaving to the domestic producers 
of the raw lead ores the present measure of protection, which they need 
to insure the continuance of their industry. 

It is respectfully urged, also, that the form of the duty be not 
changed from specific to ad valorem. An ad valorem duty affords the 
least protection at the time’it is most needed; and in the case of lead 
it would be exceedingly difficult to determine the proper amount of the 
duty, and certain grades of ore could be imported and escape the pay- 
ment of duty, for the reason that the lead in such ores would have 
no value at the port of entry. 

Adopted by the Silver-Lead Producers of the States of Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, Arizona, and New Mexico, assembled 
in formal conference at Salt Lake City, Utah, April 3 to 4, 1913. 

Jas. F. McCarruy, 
President of the Conference. 
Geo. W. River, Secretary. 
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TARIFF DUTY ON SUGAR. 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, a few days ago I had printed 
in the Recorp a letter from Right Rev. Henry B. Restarick, 
bishop of the Espiscopal Church in Honolulu. I have now an- 
other letter from Bishop Restarick, which is a sort of supple- 
ment to the one which I presented. As it is very brief I ask 
that it be read. 

There being no objection, the letter was read and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


HONOLULU, Hawall, April 17, 1913. 
The Hon. JoHN D. Works, 
Senator from California, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Senator WorkKsS: May I add a few words to the letter 
which I sent you in regard to the sugar tariff? Mr. Roosevelt said to 
me in Washington in 1903, “I am absolutely opposed to orientalizing 
any American territory.” I replied, “Mr. President, Hawaii was orien- 
talized before it became American territory. You must remember that 
in dealing with the islands. 

We have in Hawaii some 80,000 Japanese, 
these are married and mean to stay here. If the sugar industry here 
is ruined by the serious reduction or abolition of the tariff, these 
islands will be given over to the Japanese. With a Japanese manager 
on a sugar plantation instead of a white man, with Japanese engineers, 
blacksmiths, sugar boilers, overseers, etc., and by cutting the wages 
of workers in two, sugar might be grown on certain plantations at a 
small profit. But the white people would have to go elsewhere. The 
United States Government has insisted that the island policy should 
be to get Europeans. The planters have spent enormous sums to carry 
out this policy; free sugar would drive nine-tenths of the white popula- 
tion other than United States troops from the Islands. Many Amert- 
canized Hawaiians and Part-Hawaiians would have to leave. Anyone 
who knows will tell you that I am not exaggerating when I write this. 

Hawaii pays into the United States Treasury over and above what is 
spent on it (of course not counting the Army and Navy, etc.), some 
$1,200,000 a year in duties collected. Of course in former times these 
duties belonged to Hawaii. The islands have well paid the United 
States Government as an investment. The planters have honestly 
tried to bring white labor here; the Government threatens to destroy 
its own policy and hand over the islands to orientals. 

Respectfully, yours. 


and large numbers of 


Henry B. RESTARICK, 
Bishop of Honolulu. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 540) for the relief of Joseph Hodges, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
27) thereon. 

Mr. WORKS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 

yas referred the bill (S. 488) to authorize the sale and issuance 
of patent for certain land to H. W. O’Melveny, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 28) thereon. 
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Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Military Affs 
which was referred the bill (S. 653) for the relief of Wil! 
Mallahan, reported it without amendment and submitted 
port (No. 29) thereon. 

THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee 
Senate resolution No. 4 with amendments. 

Mr. President, while I am on my feet I should like to ing 
of the chairman of the Committee on Civil Service and Re. 
trenchment how soon we may expect a report upon the reso 
tion I introduced some weeks ago in regard to the civil seryien® 
I am receiving many letters about the matter from all over | 
country, and I should like, as soon as possible, that we 
some report from the committee upon that resolution. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, because of other ep: 
ments I have not been able to call the committee together. | 
I hope to do so very early in the coming week. 

I may say while I am on my feet that I have had in prepar: 
tion another resolution, the object of which perhaps is 
same as that of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 0 
MAN], but calling for more specific data. I intended to present 
that resolution to-day, but it has not as yet been completed 
in the form in which I desire to present it. I want to say {| 
I shall do that out of no spirit of hostility to the civil-service 
law, but I shall do it because of a desire to have a real « 
service law administered according to both the spirit and the 
letter of that law. It is my belief that in some of the depar 
ments of this Government there has been an honest effort to so 
administer the law. I am satisfied, on the other hand, that in 
other departments there has been a deliberate purpose to disre 
gard it. It may be that my information is not exactly reliable 
in all particulars, but when information comes to me to the 
effect that about 95 per cent of the employees in given depart 
ments are of one political faith I am at a loss to understand 
just how that can be in view of a belief I have that when it 
comes to mental capacity and proper equipment to perform the 
duties of office there is not a very great difference between the 
members of the several political parties in this day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. POMERENE. I do. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator from Ohio made any 
personal investigation in reference to the proportion of Demo 
crats and Republicans in the departments? 

Mr. POMERENE. Well, when the Senator says “ perso! 
investigation’ I may reply that I have not gone personal; 
these departments, but that I have, for instance, informatio: 
to the effect that in one division of the Railway Mail Ser\ 
the superintendent, the assistant superintendent, and 18 chief 
clerks are all Republicans, that 39 out of 40 other clerks are 
Republicans, and that 6SO out of 720 clerks on the railroad 
are Republicans. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that seems inconceivalh 
and yet the Railway Mail Service is a very small division of the 
publie service. 

I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that for a 
great many years the Civil Service Commission has been a 
Democratic commission—two militant Democrats and one very 
mild Republican constituting it. It seems to me extraordinary, 
in view of that fact, that the service can be packed with [e- 
publicans to the exclusion of Democrats. I can not unde! 
stand it. 

Mr. STONE. Who are the militant Democrats? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator from Missouri kn 
them. One is from Louisiana—Mr. McIlhenny—and the ot! 
is from Illinois—a well-known Democrat, who has held oi! 
pretty much during his lifetime as a Democrat. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I want to say that I w 
show the Senator from New Hampshire how the civil-ser 
law has been administered, and I have no doubt it will be— 
tonishing to him. I stated on the floor here the other day |! 
it had been charged—I did not charge it—that the law {s 
to-day administered was a fraud. I do not charge that now, 
but I do charge that its administration has been a deception; 
that Congress has been fooled; that the people of this country 
have been fooled. They ask fer an investigation, and [ ask 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] to make an investi- 
gation. I say that his committee can do no better thing for 
this country and for the people of this country than to make «n 
investigation of the civil service. . 

The President of the United States, through his Economy 
Commission, has made an investigation. I have tried to get 
their report, and I shall have the report. I only have a partial 
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day, Mr. President, but I ask Senators to listen to 
ort as I read it, which shows that the civil service is a 
r the spoils system. We had better have a spoils sys- 
i to have what is known as a civil-service system not 
out upon the principles of the law as enacted, but in 
io put certain favorites upon the rolls, 
_ Mr. President, I am told that in one city they have at 
times put 250 roundsmen, ward heelers, on the laborers’ 
d in a few months promoted them over efficient clerks, 
n having been given a $3,000 salary, another man eight- 
idred dollars, and another twelve hundred dollars. 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
r they were Republican or Democratic cities where this 


oO 


ul 
i 


al 


Vr. OVERMAN. They were Republicans, I understand, who 
put in. 
GALLINGER. 
oflicials? 
OVERMAN. Oh, no; they were put in by Republican 
omlouse officers. Now, if the Senator will listen to this 
rt made to President Taft by his own Economy Commission, 
nk he will be astonished, as I am, as to the manner in 
h the law has been administered. 7 
\r. GALLINGER. The Senator knows, Mr. President, that 
am not infatuated with the civil service—— 
Mr. OVERMAN. I know the Senator’s views as -o that. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And I certainly shall welcome a careful 
d impartial investigation of the whole matter. I have no 
position to obstruct the proposed investigation in the least; 
nd yet some statements have been made to-day that have struck 
e as being inconceivable; for instance, that so large a propor- 


Mr. Appointed by Democratic mayors and 


Mr. 


was an associate of President Roosevelt, one of his intimates, 
and that he was appointed on that account, and not because he 
was a Democrat. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the Senator from New Hampshire 
will agree with me that sometimes when a Republican Presi 
dent appoints a Democrat, or vice versa, when a Democratic 


President appoints a Republican to office, the appointee be 
comes the meanest kind of a partisan. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think that ean be so. I do not 
think gentlemen of standing, as these men are, change their 
politics because a Republican President chances to appoint them 


to oflice. 

that. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Let us see what 

Republican President says about that. 


I have too good an opinion of Democrats to believe 
a 
I ask Senators to 


board appointed by 


] 
i 


sten 


I want to get the full report, and I expect to have it. This is 
only a partial report. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, before the Senator begins with 
that, of course the Senator is aware that under the law it is 
provided that not more than two members of the commission 
shall be of the same political party. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes; that is true. Here is what the Econ- 
omy Commission says: 

After an exhaustive study of the records of the Civil Servi ( 
mission 

Mr. THOMAS. Will not the Senator give the date of that 
report? 

Mr. OVERMAN. This is a report made to President Taft 


just before he went out of office. I presume it is not over three 
months old. I do not know exactly when it was made, the date 
not being given here, but it was a short time ago. It ! 


. : . 2 * Wis hide 
1 of Republicans can be in office under the civil-service law as ; ee ; 

: : as I have stated, by what is known as the Taft Economy Com 
compared with Democrats. I know that the appointments in| 1 .cion : —— Ye . en 
my own State, not very numerous it is true, have been absolutely ee 
yithout reference to political considerations. ao a sney he? = neumte- <8 ~ ag om he . Com 

*Tr , s 7 SS10 an oO e evidence lic Vas obtaine ‘oO 1 dep ent 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator Says the men | (the results of which are shown in the pages that follow), the Presi 
who preside over the Civil Service Commission are Democrats. | dent’s commission has come to the conclusion that the interpretation 
I do not know their politics, but if they have administered | Which has been given to the act by the Civil Service Commission has 
. been such as practically to defeat its primary purpose; that instead of 
the law as this board says they have, whether they are Demo- | giving to applicants the benefit of competitive examinations, and instead 
ts or Bull Moovers or Republicans, they ought to go. of giving to the service the benefit of rules — for “ testi the 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator says he does | fitness of applicants,” instead of making available to the Government 
; aod ae ons persons who had by the rules established been given a rating of su ior 
t know the politics of the members of the commission. The | merit, every “condition of good administration” has been made su! 
Senator knows the politics of Gen. John C. Black, and surely | ordinate and subservient to demands that can find no explanation 
the Senator knows the politics of Mr. McIlhenny, the commis- | ® desire to continue a system which the law was designed to supj 
sioner appointed from Louisiana. The spoils system—— 
Mr. STONE. I know that Gen. John C. Black voted the Mr. GALLINGER. Now, if the Senator will permit me 
Republican ticket. Mr. OVERMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, I never heard of that, but I hope Mr. GALLINGER. I think I can see the reason for that find 
he was wise enough to do so on occasions. ing on the part of the commission. The law provides that civil 
Mr. STONE. I understand that he did. service appointments shall be equitably apportioned among thi 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— States. I never believed in that principle; and the fact is that 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 

na yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. KERN. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. KERN. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 

re whether the Democrats who are on the Civil Service Com- 
inission are Democrats who voted the Democratic ticket? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I am not going to 
to distinguish between the various shades of Democrats 
iy more than I would of Republicans. It has always been 
derstood that Gen. Black was a Democrat of Democrats, and 
the gentleman appointed from Louisiana, the proprietor of a 
noted condiment, has always been known as a Democrat, and 
s confirmed by the Senate with the understanding that he 
a Democrat. 
Mr. OVERMAN. He was a Rough Rider. 
Mr. GALLINGER. He was a Rough Rider and a Democrat; 
obody questions it; and nobody has ever heretofore, to my 

owledge, questioned that the Civil Service Commission, or a 
najority of the members of that commission, have been Demo- 
rats for a great many years. I have never found any fault 
with that. 

Mr. KERN. I submit that it has been known throughout the 
country for years that the Civil Service Commission is made 
up of men who are not Democrats, but who were appointed to 
office by Republican Presidents as a reward for their infidelity 
to the Democratie Party. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a serious charge. The Senator 
Surely does not make that charge against the member of the 
commission from Louisiana, does he? If not, it must be aimed 
at Gen. John C. Black, the brave old Democratic soldier. 

Mr. KERN. I have not the honor of the acquaintance of 
the commissioner from Louisiana; but I understand that he 


ry 


1 


as 


—————— 


in many instances men and women making the highest rating, 
the highest percentage, are denied appointments for the reason 
that the quota, as they say, of the States from which they come 
is full. I think very likely there have been instances of that 
kind, but the Civil Service Commission has been compelled by 


statute law to make such appointments. I can not believe, I 
repeat, that the Civil Service Commission, a Democratic co: 

| mission, has deliberately done anything to exclude Democra 
from getting office when they have passed satisfactory examina 
| tions. 

Mr. OVERMAN. This is a Republican commission th ! 
reported on a Democratic commission—have it that way, tl 

Mr. GALLINGER. Have it that way, then; but I do not 

{that the Economy Commission, as quoted by the Senator, has 
anything to say about politics, has it? 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is no politics in it. They are trying 
to find the truth, and they give the truth in this report 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the point that was made which at 
tracted my attention—I should not have said a word had it not 
been made—was that 95 per cent of the employees in many of 
the departments are Republicans. I do not see that the Eco 
omy Commission, whether it has made a good showing or a bad 
showing in other directions, has had anything yet to say about 

| politics. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is not a word here about polit e 
cept they say the effect of the administration of civil-set e 
law has been to bring back to us by this means onking dee 
tion and deceit, the spoils system. The “spoils system” means 
putting into office men that belong to the party in power. ‘That, 
reading between the lines, is really what this report finds 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit just a wor I 

| for one will await with a great deal of interest and some decree 
of anxiety the report of the committee of which the distin 
guished Senator from Ohio [Mr. PomMerene) is the chai noon 
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all phases of the civil-service law. I trust particular attention | with regard to promotions in the service. But this { 
will be given to that question, because the Senator made the] time I have ever heard that the Civil Service ©, 
charge on the authority of somebody as to the political com- | fraudulently admitted men or women to the se, vice « 
plexion of civil-service appointees. It has been represented to | the provisions of the law. 

me over and over again that Republicans have not been getting Mr. OVERMAN. Before I finish reading this doc 
a fair show in the departments, even under Republican adminis- | Senator will see that the Economy Commission, he! 
trations. made their report, brought to the attention of the (j 

Mr. OVERMAN. Why, Mr. President, I have letter after let- | Commission the facts that are stated here, and the (j 
ter saying that the fact is just the other way. I do not know | Commission did not deny them, but evaded the very 
whether the statements they contain are true or not, but this | is raised here—that they were administering the law 
information has come to me because I have introduced the} way as to bring back the spoils system. 
resolution. I have not been seeking information. I have letter Mr. CUMMINS. That, however, is a mere conclus 
after letter stating that in every department of the Government | Senator from North Carolina, possibly gathered from | 
three-fourths of the employees are Republicans. I have not} of the Economy Commission. 
made any partisan fight about this matter. I want to get at Mr. OVERMAN. Let us see whether it is or not 
the truth. Mr. CUMMINS. I should like to know the fact 

Mr. GALLINGER. About nine-tenths of them have not any | Senator from North Carolina alleges that the Civil S 
politics. They do not go home to the States to vote as they | mission, in holding examinations, has given false rati! 
used to do before the civil-service law was enacted. cants and has thus introduced into the civil servic: 

Mr. OVERMAN. That is true. were not entitled to enter the civil service under 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are political somethings—I do not should like to know it and I should be the first to cond 
know what. I was going to use a word that I will not use. Mr. OVERMAN. I knew the Senator would: and | 
| Laughter. ] as I have said, that he would be astonished when he } 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President-—— report from the President’s own commission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- Mr. CUMMINS. But the particular complaint m: 
lina yield to the Senator from Kansas? President’s own commission, as I understand—I have 

Mr. OVERMAN. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. it all, but I have talked with some who helped jp: 

Mr. BRISTOW. I would suggest, to settle this controversy, | report—is as to a want of classification in the servi 
that the Senator station tellers at the entrances of the depart-| mented by the total absence of a system of pro! 
ments, and ask every clerk who enters whether he is a Repub-| merit. I believe a great many people have been p 
lican or a Democrat. the service against merit; but that is not the fault of 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not think that would do any good, for | Service Commission. 
the reason that a gvod many would say they are Democrats Mr. OVERMAN. The Economy Commission sn) 
who never have been Democrats. interpretation that has been put upon the law by the ( 

Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps they said before that they were Re-| ice Commission has been such as to “defeat the prima 
publicans when they were really Democrats. of the law.” Then, they go on to make other stat 

Mr. OVERMAN. Perhaps they did; but I am sorry this mat-| said that I had only part of the report, but that I y 
ter is taking a partisan turn. Let me continue reading this| all. I am reading the summary of the report of the « 
report. Mr. CUMMINS. Very well; but I hope the Se 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President—— North Carolina will not lend the great weight of bis | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro-| a charge of fraud against the Civil Service Comm 
lina yleld to the Senator from Alabama? regard to entrance into the service, until he has car 

Mr. OVERMAN. Certainly. ined the whole subject. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I will say for the benefit of Mr. OVERMAN. I said I made no charge of f: 
my Republican friends that during the past six years I found | there were charges of fraud which I did not make 
that the great body of the men in the departments with whom I} says that the law is administered contrary to its pr 
came in touch were Republicans, but since the election they are | its true interpretation, and is deceitful and a sh 
nearly all Democrats. [Laughter.] There would be very little Mr. CUMMINS. There are a great many people w! 
satisfaction derived from putting tellers at the doors, because | administer the civil-service law. The members of 
they have all changed their politics. Service Commission are not the only administrators of 

Mr. WARREN. And a great many of them, when they went | service law. I do not believe the Economy Commissi: 
into the service, went in as Democrats, changed their politics | to charge that the Civil Service Commission had been 
with the change of administration, and will do so again in the] in the performance of its work or had intentionally « 
future. lated cr evaded the law. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There may be a few who have done that. I Mr. OV’ RMAN, The Senator from Iowa may 1 
will not make any wholesale charge against the clerks in the] same interpretation upon this report that Ido. Iam! 
departments. in order that the Senate may put its own interpre! 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— Mr. LODGBH. Mr. President, I rise to a pariian 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- | quiry. What has become of the morning business? 
lina yield to the Senator from Iowa? Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I realize that thi 

Mr. OVERMAN. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. not very pleasant reading for the other side of the Ch 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not care whether they are Republicans Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the Senat 
or Democrats. I do care, however, to know whether the Civil | it, but I should like to introduce the bills that | 
Service Commission is violating the law. I should like the waiting to introduce. The Senator can read the report 
Senator from North Carolina to read again the part of the! thing else he wants to read afterwards. 
report which alleges a violation of the law, and interpret it, and Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator can introduce the bil! 
advise the Senate in just what respect the Civil Service Com- time “if he wishes to do so. 
mission, headed by the distinguished general, John C. Black, is Mr. LODGE. If the morning eo 
violating the law of the land. tw thing to say, but I did not know that suc! 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I have not finished reading ae not anything to say, bu not know that suc! 
the report. I will read again what I had read when I was| “~*~ “ ‘ cs 
aameeent and will read further. I am glad to furnish the} Mr. OVERMAN. It is not finished; but if the Sen 
information. I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that I to make that point, I suppose I can get time later du 
have not the full report. I expect to get it soon. I am only | Morning hour in which to read this paper. . 
quoting now the statement made by the President’s Economy Mr. LODGE. Certainly; there is not the least obje 


Commission. They say here that they give later the facts upon that. 

which they base the statement. Mr. OVERMAN. I will yield to the Senator from Mass 
Mr. CUMMINS. I know something of the work of the Econ- | 8etts now to enable him to introduce his bills. ; 

omy Commission. I have collaborated a little with that com-| Mr. LODGE. I do not think the Senator has it in his | 

mission in certain phases of the civil-service administration. | to yield. I can take him off the floor by a demand 

I was not aware that the Economy Commission charged that the | regular order, but I do not wish to make it. 

Civil Service Commission was violating the law. I was per- Mr. OVERMAN. Certainly, the Senator can. 

fectly aware that the Economy Commission was of the opinion Mr. LODGE. I only thought it would be better !f we 

that the civil-service law is inadequate, as everybody who has | get rid of the morning business, which many Senators are 

read or studied the law must admit. It is very inadequate | ous of transacting. 















OVERMAN. 


M I think this is more important than ‘cial 
of the bills we are going to introduce to-day. 
\ir. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, I ask for the regular | 
? | 
| VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is reports of | 
ttees. | 
“Vir. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator | 
from North Carolina a question upon the regular order. He | 
rose originally to submit a report of the Committee on Rules. | 
1 should like to ask him when the committee had a meeting. I 
was not aware that the committee had met, or had disposed of 
the subject concerning which the report is made. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The committee met and instructed me to | 
report a certain resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]. After the suggestions and agreement 


| 
petween him and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrLarK], I 
the report that the committee authorized me to make, with 
xception that a certain matter was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce instead of the Committee on Interstate | 
Commerce, which I thought would be agreeable to the committee. | 
CUMMINS. I have no complaint to make of the Sen- | 
or from North Carolina. He very naturally came to that | 
usion, but some members of the committee desired to be | 
rd before any change was made. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Then, Mr. President, I desire to recall the | 
report. It was my mistake. 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I do not ask that. I rise simply to | 
say that when the report comes before the Senate for adoption | 
I shall feel at liberty to make such suggestions as may seem | 
best (o me in regard to it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Of course. We had a unanimous agree- 
ment in the committee as to what the report should be. There 
as a division of sentiment on the floor of the Senate as to 
two things. One was as to waterways, and the other was as to 
the matter of conservation. In making the report on behalf 
of the committee I referred one of those items, as suggested by 
the Senator, and as I thought I was fully authorized to do by | 
the committee, to the Committee on Commerce, and the other | 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. One subject was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Conservation of Natural Resources 
and another to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The committee has never had under con- 
sideration, and has never decided, what part of the resolution 
should be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
and what part should be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw the report. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not ask that, but I want to have it 
perfectly clear that I had nothing to do with making the 
report. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the report. 
no objection, consent is given. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, before anything is withdrawn 
and the subject is disposed of, I desire to say just a few words. 

I agree with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cum™muns] that we 
are more interested in the proper and honest administration of 
the law than we are in the personnel of the commission. That 
should go without the saying. But as to the personnel, I de- 
sire to make a remark, somewhat in the nature of a further 
reply to the observations of the Senator from New Hampshir« 
{[Mr. Gaturncer]. He said that the Civil Service Commission 


he 


v 


I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 


The Senator from North Carolina 
If there be 


was universally understood to be a Democratic commission. He 
said, in substance, that he had not supposed there was any 


¥ 
4 


question about that. I, for one, question it. think there are 
a great many other people who question it. 

It may not be important, Mr. President, and I do not think 
it is of particular importance, whether a majority of the mem- 
bers of the commission are Democrats or Republicans. Still, 
since the question has been brought before the Senate, the real 
facts ought to be known; and I can not permit the statement of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to go unchallenged. 

I do not know anything about the commissioner from Louis- 
jana beyond what has been said here to-day—that he was one 
of Col. Roosevelt’s Rough Riders, a close personal friend of 
his, appointed by him in furtherance of the general policy of 
that distinguished President to recognize the valuable services 
of his Rough Riders. 

As to Gen. Black, the chairman of the commission, I have not 
regarded him, and I do not believe Senators on this side or 
Democrats generally throughout the United States for some 


years have regarded him, as a member of the Democratic Party. 
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rhere was a time when he was a distinguished and valued and 


important member of the Democratie Party; but we are all 
familiar with the fact that in the not distant past he abandoned 
his party organization, and supported the Republican ticket If 
he has reailied himself with the Democratic Party since then, 
he has not given public notice of the fact. , 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
I ask the Chair what is to be the effect of a demand by any 
Senator for the regular order. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loper] demanded the regular order, and still we are going 
right on with the discussion of a matter which may be im 
portant to the Senators who are discussing it. There are a 
great many of us, however, who do not care a continental 
whether Gen. Black is a Republican or a Democrat, but who 
would like to introduce our bills and get through with the 


morning business, and then allow anyone who desires to do so to 
discuss this subject at length. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, in deference to the very courteous 
suggestion of my pious friend from North Dakota, I will yield 
the floor to his demand for the regular order. I hope the 
Senator will take his seat now, as I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am gratified to know that the 
will do so. A Senator generally takes his seat at his own voli 
tion, or upon the direction of the Chair, and not that of any 


Senator 


|} other Senator. 


Mr. STONE. I take it, now, upon the direction of the Sena 
tor from North Dakota. 
Mr. GALLINGER and others. Regular order! 
Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to give notice that there will be some 
other calls for the regular order during the present session. 
"Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The report has been withdrawn by 


unanimous consent. Reports of committees are still in order. 


RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. From the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, I report back with amendments Senate resolution 


| 35, Submitted by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] on 


unanti 
It a 


' 
“USK 


(No. 30) thereon. I! 
of the resolution. 


April 9, and I submit a report 
mous consent for the consideration 
mere matter of inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu 
tion. If there be no objection 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. PENROSE. Let it be read 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be read. I reserve the right to object. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. pu Pont 
April 9, 1913, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to t! 
Senate of the United States, as early as possible, the following 
mation : 


asks 


(1) The nature and character of the duties that retired office of 
the United States Army may be detailed to perform under existing law 
regulations, and orders; 

(2) The laws, regulations, and orders, if any, that define what is 
known as active duty on the retired list, and whether such laws, regu 
lations, and orders permit officers on the retired list to apply for 
such duty; and 

(3) The number of retired officers of the Army who have applied for 
active duty on the retired list since January 1, 1908, and the percent 
age of those applying who have been detailed on active duty on the 
retired list during this period. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consider 


ation of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

The first amendment was, on page 1. line 10, after the 
“duty ” and the semicolon, to strike out the word “ and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 1, line 15, 
“neriod,” to insert a semicolon and the word “ and,” 
the following paragraph: 

(4) The number, rank, and 
and the avocations in civil life 


after the word 
and add 


pay of officers now on the retired list, 
n which they are now engaged. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1690) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Exeter, in the State of 
New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 1691) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Lebanon, in the 
State of New Hampshire; 




























































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1692) to provide a site and the 


Littleton, in the State 


for the purchase of 
public building thereon at 
shire: and 
5) to provide 
blie build 


iire; to the 


of a site and the 
in the State 


for the purchase 
ng thereon at C 
Committee on Public 


inremont 


| 


ounds 


By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (S. 1694) 
‘lemming; 

A bill (8S. 1695) granting a pension to Edward G. Goodbub ; 

A bill (S. 1696) i Joel 


granting an increase of pension 


JTanUnS an increase of pension to 
ranting an increase of pen 
inpanying papers) ; 
increase of pension to 
apers) ; and 
increase of 
papers); to 


to George 8. 
granting an John 
(with accompanying 
(S. 169D) 


(with 


bill 
Nort 


granting an to George 


mittee on 


pension 

accompanying the Com 
FLETCHER: 

1700) for the relief 

(with accompanying papers) ; 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1702) to change the name of oleomargarine to mar- 
garin; to change the of tax on margarin; to make mar- 
garin and substitutes for dairy products subject to the 
laws of any State or Territory into which they may be trans- 
ported; to afford the Internal-Revenue Bureau 
more eflicient detection of fraud and for the collection of reve- 
n to repeal an act defining butter and imposing a tax upon 
{ reculating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of oleomargarine, approved August 2, 1886, with amend- 
mel thereto: to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1708) for the relief of George P. Chandler; 

A hill (S. 1704) for the relief of Edgar B. Strang; and 

A bill (S. 1705) to correct the military record of Robert D. 
Magill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1706) to authorize the provision of accommodations 
the United States courts in the Federal Building at Sun- 
bury, Pa., and to increase the limit of cost for said building 
accordingly ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

\ bill (S. 1707) for the relief of F. B. Schnure; to the Com- 
nittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

\ bill (S. 
Committee on Claims 

\ bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Mary A. Heck; 

A bill (S. 1710) granting an increase of pension to Boaz D. 
Blose ; 
A bill (S 
Miller: 

A bill (5S. 
Chambers; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 
Tioch ; 

A bill (S. ) granting a pension to Mary A. Dunkle; 

A bill (S 16) granting a pension to George W. Painter; 

granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


ill (8. of the heirs of S: 


to the Committee o1 


ilvador Costa 
Claims. 


rate 


other 


ues ; 
val 
nd 


for 


. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Robert 8. 


1712) granting an increase of pension to John 


granting a pension to Kate G. Caton: 
granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


A bill (S. 
Reese; 

A bill (S. 1718) granting 
Bowman: 

A bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Susan Olewiler; 


an increase of pension to Abraham 


A bill (8S. 
Martin: 

A bill (S, 1721) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Jefferson Morris; 

A bill (S. 1722) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Bradford: 

A bill (S. 1723) granting an increase of pension to Edward D. 
Goss: 

A bill (S 
Smouse; 

A bill (S. 1725) granting a pension to Mary BH. Mathews; 

A bill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Philip B. Depp; and 

A bill (S. 1727) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Bruner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1728) to prevent the desecration of the flag of the 
United States and to provide punishment therefor; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1729) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- 
Crory (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


1720) granting an increase of pension to William D. 


1724) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


Buildings and | 


sain chee | . ‘ . : 
means for the | Reserve: to the Committee on Agriculture and Fores 


By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1780) to create a trade commission, and 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 17381) 

arker; to the Committee on Ven 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1782) providing for the establishment 
ship in connection with the American fisheries (y 
panying papers); to the Committee on Fisheries, 

A bill (S. 173838) for the erection of a 
Edward Dickinson Baker at Bails Bluff, Va.; 
on the Library. 

A bill (8. 1784) granting an increase of pe 

50X; 

A bill (S. 1785) granting an increase of pension to C 
Bragg; and 

A bill (S. 1786) granting an increase of pension to 

sates: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING (for Mr. Crawrorp): 

A bill (S. 1787) granting an increase of pension 
W. Pinkerton (with accompanying paper); to the | 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1788) granting an increase of pension 
Hubbard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1739) to reserve certain lands and ine 
same and make them a part of the Caribou Natior 


granting al 


memori 
to the 


nsion ft 


By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1740) to apply a part of the proceeds fro 
of public lands to the support and maintenance of 
schools for the benefit of agriculture and to increase | 
edge of farming: to the Committee on Agriculture and 1 

A bill (8. 1741) for the relief of the estate of He 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1742) for the relief of W. T. Hawkins; t 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1748) for the relief of Stanley Mitchell: 

A bill (8S. 1744) to appoint Frederick H. Lemiy 
assistant paymaster on the active list of the Unit 
Navy: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1745) providing for the establishment « 


neaine : ain ; | the district court for the eastern district of North | 
1708) for the relief of John BE. Frymier; to the 


Wilson, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 1746) to codify, revise. and amend the In: 
ing to the Judiciary, approved March 3, 1911; to the ( 
en the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1747) granting an increase of pension to § 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S 1748) granting an increase of pensi 
Salsgiver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1749) gr g an increase of pension to 
Riley Pennell; and 

A bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to Henry Swain: 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 1751) providing for the presentation of med 
all surviving soldiers of the Battle of Gettysburg; to t! 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1752) granting a pension to Judson P. Ad 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 1753) granting an increase of pension to \ 
S. Carpenter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 1754) to withdraw from the Yellowstone * 
Park and restore to the public domain of the United %! 
certain tract of land lying on the north side of said | 
segregated from the remainder of said park by the Ye! 
River and comprising an area of about 2,969 acres; to th 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (8S. 1755) for the relief of certain nations or t 
Indians in Montana: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of, pension to Ja 
Carpenter (with accompanying papers); to the Commi! 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: ; 

A bill (8. 1757) for the relief of the administrator and ne 
of John G. Campbell to permit the prosecution of Ind 
depredation claims; to the Committee on Immigration. 











’ 


’ 


iT 


Mr. OWEN 
iate $10,000 for settling land suits in eastern Oklahoma, etc., 
ded to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, 


nr 


, bill (S. 1758) for the relief of Warren E. Day; to the Com- 


on Indian Affairs. 





LEGISLATIVE 
Mr. BRYAN: 


JOURNALS IN THE MAILS. 





\ (S. 1701) to admit legislative journals of State and 

al legislatures to the mails as second-class mail matter ; 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 

Mr. BRYAN. The bill is short, and I ask that it be printed 


RECORD. 
ere being no objection, the bill was ordered to be printed 


RecorD, as follows: 








S. 1701) to admit legislative journals of State and Territorial 
legislatures to the mails as second-class mail matter. 
t enacted, etc., That legislative irnals of the several State or | 
i] legislatures, not exceeding 100 copies to each member of 
h legislature, when mailed from the State or ‘Territorial 
l legislative sions, shall be accepted as second-class 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mi tALLINGER submitted an amendment relative to the 


nt of the antitrust laws, etc., intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered 


e on the table and to be printed. 


he 


se the appropriation for the Glacier National Park, 


the table and to be printed. 


le also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
O00 to print a 


the proceedings of the National 

tion of State Railway Commissioners, etc., 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
h was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
submitted an amendment proposing to 


report of 


was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
red to be printed. 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment intended to be 
oposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3821) to reduce tariff duties 


to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 


ses, which was referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ered to be printed. 
Mr. CUMMINS submitted two amendments intended to be 


3321) 


sed by him to the bill (H. R. 


s, which were referred to the Committee on 


rdered to be printed. 


Mr. 


STERLING submitted an amendment intended to 


osed by him to the biil (H. R. 332 


which was referred to the Committee on 
red to be printed. 


299 
owe 


1) 


to 


lered to be printed. 


Mr. OLIVER submitted four amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 


d to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
ses, which were referred to the Committee on Finance and 


red to be printed. 


' 


sed by him to the bill (H. R. 332 


on 
lered to be printed. 
CLAIMS UNDER MARCUS P. NORTON’S PATENTS. 
SMITH of South Carolina. There was 
nmittee on Post Offices and Post Roads the bill 
the adjudication and determination of the clai 


McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
Mont., 
$100,000 to $250,000, intended to be proposed by him to 
indry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie 


intended to 
bill, 


appro- 








to reduce tariff duties 
» provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
Finance and 


be 
1) to reduce tariff duties 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
Finance and 


r. BURTON submitted four amendments intended to be pro- 
sed by him to the bill (H. R. 

) provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
ses, which were referred to the Committee on Finance and 


reduce tariff duties 


Mr. SAULSBURY presented two amendments intended to be 
1) to reduce tariff duties 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 


oses, which were referred to the Committee Finance and 





referred to the 
(S. 1269) 
ms arising 


ler joint resolution of July 14, 1870, authorizing the Post- 
ster General to continue in use in the postal service Marcus 
Norton’s combined postmarking and stamp-canceling hand- 
Stamp patents or otherwise, which both the author and the com- 


ttee think properly belongs to the Committee on Claims. 


I 


therefore ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Post 
O1 ices and Post Roads be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill and that it be referred to the Committee on 


C] 


aims, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


: If there is no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads wili be discharged from 
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the further consideration of 
the Comn Nai , 


} 


ittee on ¢ 





Rule VII debate is not in order. Tl 


Until the morning busi ‘s shall have been concluded, and 
nounced from the chair, or until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived 
motion to proce 1 to the conside tion of any Dill, resolution, rene 
a committee, or other s ect on th nd hall be entertai 
the presiding officer, un ; by unanimous consent; and if such 
be given 

Which has happened in this cas 
the motion shal! not be subfect to amendm and t 1 be 
without debate upon the merits of the subject oposed to be taken 

I make the point of order that debate is not in order 
that rule. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Has unanimous consent been given f 
consideration of the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is then before the Senate, and is 
able. 

Mr. LODGE. At this stage of the proceedings debate 
in order. It is open to the Senator to object, of course 

Mr. OVERMAN. If it is before the Senate by una 
consent, then I have a right to debate it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Not under the rule. 

Mr. LODGE. Not under the rule I } » read. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It seems that Senators do not it 
the truth. I will bring it out at another time I g 
notice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of ord y 
The question is on agreeing to the resol i dl 
Senator from Utah. 

The resolution w greed to 

WORKS OF ART IN CAPITOL BUILDID 

Mr. GALLINGER. I send a resolution with the accompa 
papers to the desk and ask that it be read and that th 
| tion and the papers accompanying it may then | f 
the Committee on Pri ig. 

The resolution (S. Res. 74) was read and, with t 
panying papers, referred to the Commit n Pr 
follows: 

Resolved, That the document herewith I tted 
| Art in the United States Capi B ling, 
artists,” compiled under the directio 
United States Capitol Building and G1 ‘ 
printed as a Senate a In 

ALLEGED SLAVERY IN TH ILIPPINE ISLA 

Mr. BORAH. I offer a resolution and ask for its pri 

sideration. I also ask to have printed in the Recorp 


nection with the resolution a certain letter which is 


r heat 


nd 





it 


Ss 


will 


none, 


the National Humane Review for April, 1913. 


be 


I 


8 


ef rré 





STENOGRAPHER INT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted the following concurrent 1 
tion (S. Con. Res. 2), which \ referred to the Commit 
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex; ses of the Senate 

Resol li by t s at i? > f fot 
That the Joint Committee on Printing and ! 

|} employ a stenogr r, compen n e é 
be paid one-half out of t ingent i 
out of the contingent fund of t H 1 ‘ 
I TARIFF BIL! 

Mr. SMOOT. I submit a ition and ask fi 
consideration. 

rhe resolution (S. Re 0) was read, as follows 

Resolved, That tl be printed 4,750 additional copies of H 
1 bill t luce tariff ; and to provide revenue for the Go 

id fo ther purposes, for the use i the S t ‘ m t 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The & tor from Utah as 
the in ediate consideration of the rs t Is the 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I suppose I ean r to 
cuss the resolution. I was about, before concluding 1 
marks, to read from the report of the Economy Commi 
will just go on with my remarks on that matter. As the Se 
from Iowa [{[Mr. Cummins] requested that I should 
What I had read. I will read the whole paragray 
Economy Commission report 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senat from Pennsy 
will state his inquiry. 

Mr. OLIVER. I ask what is the s ject before the S« 
present? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The que 1 before t Si 
on agreeing to the resolution submitted by the Senator 1 
Utah [Mr. Smoor]. 

Mr. OLIVER. I submit that the Senat from North 
lina is not talking to the subject. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think under paragraph 


e rule provides that 


7 


print 





>~ 
§ 
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The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho submits 
a resolution which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 71), as follows: 


to send to the Senate any and all facts bearing directly or indirectly 
upon the truth of the charge, publicly made, that human slavery exists 
at this time in the Philippine Islands, and that human beings are 
bought and sold In such islands as chattels. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks for 


the immediate consideration of the resolution. Is there objec- | 
tion? The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to | 


the résolution. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, my attention was diverted. I | 


will ask the Senator what he desires to do? What does the 
resolution call for? 

Mr. BORAH. Facts. 

Mr. STONE. From whom? 

Mr. BORAH. The Secretary of War. 

Mr. WARREN. Is there a letter accompanying the resolu- 
tion which the Senator wishes to have read? 

Mr. BORAH. There is a letter to be printed in the Rrecorp, 
signed by the secretary of the interior of the Philippine Islands, 
alleging the existence of slavery in those islands to be a fact. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to have it read if it is from 
the Secretary of the Interior, who has charge of the islands. 

Mr. BORAH. It is from the secretary of the interior of the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. WARREN. Oh! 

Mr. ROOT. I should like to have the letter read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 


The Secretary proceeded to read, and read as follows: 


The Philippine Legislature has ample power to pass such humane 
legislation as it sees fit - 


Mr. ROOT. Is the Secretary reading a letter which is ad- 
dressed to anyone written by anyone? He seems to be reading 
from a newspaper. 

Mr. BORAH. It is a letter printed in a newspaper. 

Mr. ROOT, Is it addressed to anyone? 

Mr. BORAH. It is addressed to some one, and it is also 
signed by the secretary of the interior. 

Mr. ROOT. I merely want to have the whole letter read. I 
do not know what it is. 

Mr. BORAH. ‘That is precisely what has been requested. 
The part preceding the letter is simply a comment of the paper. 
That which the Secretary is now proceeding to read is the 
letter itself. I assume that is what the Senator wanted. 

Mr. ROOT. That is what I wanted, but the Secretary eyi- 
dently did not begin at the beginning of the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In a letter from the Hon. Dean C. Worcester, secretary of the Iinte- 
rior of the United States Government of the Philippine Islands, written 
in Manila recently, and addressed to Dr. William O. Stillman, president 
of the American Humane Association, the following remarkable state- 
ment of fact appears: 

. 7 o * * + e 

A portion of Dean Worcester’s letter is here quoted, as follows: 

~ + - ” + - co 

The Philippine Legislature has ample power to pass such humane leg- 
islation as it sees fit for the regularly organized provinces. The Phil- 
ippine Commission has the same authority with reference to the so- 
called special government provinces. So that there is no lack of ade- 


vine Archipelago. 

: So far as I am aware, the only laws thus far passed by the commis- 
sion or the legislature which can properly fall under this head are the 
“Act for the prevention of cruelty to animals” and the “Act prohibiting 
slavery, involuntary servitude, peonage, and the sale and purchase o 
human beings in the Mountain Province and the Province of Nueva 
Vizcaya and Agusan and providing punishment therefor.” This act 
passed by the Philippine Commission under its authority as the exclu- 
sive legislative body for the territory inhabited by Moros and other non- 
Christian tribes is of course applicable only to that territory. Acts 
similar to or identical with this act have been passed by the upper 
house and sent to the Philippine Assembly for three consecutive years, 
and, indeed, are now pending there. Up to the present time the assem- 
bly has always refused to pass such an act. 

The organic act passed by Congress on July 1, 1912, provides “ that 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist in 
said islands.” Unfortunately, however, Congress provided no penalty 
for the violation of this provision, and the supreme court of these 
islands held, prior to the adoption of the act hereinbefore mentioned, 
that 

“ There is at present no law punishing slave holding as a crime. 

“The constitutional provision of the Philippine bill ‘that neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude shall exist in these islands,’ while 
operating to nullify any agreement in contravention of it, requires sup- 
plementary legislation to give it effect criminally.” 

We are dealing not with a civil remedy but with a criminal charge 
in relation to which the bill of rights defines no crime and provides no 
punishment. Its effects can not be carried into the realm of criminal 
aw without an act of the legislature. 

The situation then, so far as concerns legislation prohibiting slavery, 
peonage, and involuntary servitude, is that there exists ample authority, 
but that the lower house declines to use its authority in this regard. 
We have, of course, the provisions of the oid Spanish Penal Code against 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed | 


| 





| forcible detention, but in the large majority of cases this ca; 

proven, as the persons involuntarily held are afraid to tell the + 
of the Moro Province has passed 
slavery law of its own, but except in the Moro Province, the \| 
Province, Nueva Vizcaya, and Agusan the sale, barter, and pu 
human beings is still lawful in the oe Islands. 


| 
| 
| 








The legislative council 


The Philippine Assembly excuses its con 
does not exist in these islands. This is absurd. There 
slaves held to-day in the city of Manila. 


uct by the claim tl 
are 
DeAN C. Worcester, 
Secretary of the | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Idaho. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAII 
Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution (Ss. P 

73), which was read, and, with the accompanying paper, | 

to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ey 


of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and it 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk, at $1,440 per annum 
| from “ miscellaneous items” 


otherwise provided by law. 


of the contingent fund of the § 


NEGROES IN CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. STONE. I submit a resolution for reference to tly 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. I ask that t! 
| lution be read. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted 
Senator from Missouri will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 72), as fo 


Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Ret 


shall inquire into and 


re 


ployed in the classified civi 
each department or other governmental establishment In the I) 
laces, giving aggregate salaries paid 


Columbia and at other 


yort as to the number of n 
service, showing the number em; 


| far as sonar showing the kind of service in which such employ 
engaged, so that the Senate may be fully informed as to the ; 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a 
from yesterday morning’s Washington Post setting fort] 
count of a meeting held in this city the night before by 
known as the National Democratic Fair-Play Associat 
know nothing about the association, but there are so 
interesting things stated in this report. Among other 
the report shows that there are 926 negroes employed 


Treasury Department 


FC 
oe 


3 in the Interior Department, 


on. I ask that the paper be referred to the committe 
with the resolution I have offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the r 
together with the accompanying paper, will be referr 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


TI 


IE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, in connection with t 
lution heretofore submitted by me, I ask the Secretary to 


| for the information of the Senate, a marked paragrap! 
| paper which I send to the desk, and which I had int 


read myself. After it has been read I ask that it 
referred to the committee, together with the resolutio 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of object 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

After an exhaustive study of the records of the Civil Ser 


sl 


| mission and of the evidence which was obtained from the depart 


: . . ¢ | the results of which are 
quate authority to pass humane legislation covering the entire Philip- | 


10wn in the pages that follow 


dent’s commission has come to the conclusion that the interpr 
which has been given to the act by the Civil Service Commiss 
been such as practically to defeat its primary purpose; that i: 
giving to applicants the benefit of competitive examinations, 
stead of giving to the service the benefit of rules adopted for “t 
the fitness of applicants”; instead of making available to the ‘ 
ment persons who had by the rules established been given a rating 


| superior merit, every “condition of good administration” | 


made subordinate and subservient to demands that can find no ex) 
tion except a desire to continue a system which the law was desig 


| to supplant. Practically the — effect of the law as interpret 
been to eliminate from the possib 


ility of appointment to posit 


the classified service such persons as had entirely failed to obtain 
standing whatever; i. e., to obtain an average above the passi mark. 
This conclusion—that the result has been to defeat the operation of the 
urposes of the act—is amply supported by the facts which are sb 
S etail below. (Report submitted as a statement of fact.) | rans 
In submitting this report the thought has been that its chief va 
will lie in s‘atements of fact. In order that controversy might be con- 
fined entirely to critical comment and constructive recommendation 
the statements of fact are entirely separated in the text from that par 
To the end that all controversy mis ; 


which is rea descriptive. 


eliminate 


from the descriptive statement this portion of the rej 


was prepared and submitted to the Civil Service Commission on —— 
1912, with the request that it be reviewed and corrected or en! 


upon, if need be, in order that it might be accepted without gues' 
or cavil as a basis for discussion. This descriptive text having been ! 


L, 


n 


turned, after making such modifications as would eliminate ev0rs 
recital concerning which question had been raised, critical com! 
| and constructive recommendations were submitted January <5, '' 
On — , 1913, the comment of the Civil Service Commission, “s 


answer to the critical statements and constructive recommendations 
was returned (Exhibit —), 
rules (Exhibit —). Tot 


a reply (Exhibit —) whi 


together with a proposed change in 


is answer the President’s commission ! 


, in brief, calls attention to the fact t 


1: 


the 


iled 


hat 
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OVERMAN. Mr. President, in th¢ e connection I | dis J I 
» have read a paragraph from a letter which I have r« Wi m If. | I 
desiring that it also go into the R and be referred S ( 
ommittee with the resolution. } . 7 . > 1 
VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the Secretary | , S. I ud, of Kentr b 
das requested. j tor the port of L, ille. in the S f 
Secretary read as follows: | J. Prank sayior, whose \ of 7a | “dy 
+ © tnneets 86 he & Bederal explavee at the Mew York om- | January 17, 1913 
Ve ‘ n ‘ id if 1 1 had ta int Cy] es R. K t Pe j r of 
pull 1 here would 1 tlin tl district Y P 
Au 1 ing ~ y demand it in ‘ | M I . } 
am « 1 1 to whi I v 3 ap ‘ [ ( 
t the thre of pay 840 
You truc ‘ | Tose } D < fv } ; 
! 1 ¢ gt de to ' ts) on 1 2 i 1) 1 f ( . y 
.! rvice I led the em Conant, jt 
iintance in the division if oket | 
\ tion for advancement. Mr. Loe | \ Co | 
“l the nicht ills! tors and former customs watcl 
istoms gu i ile demoted day and night insp I \ W. Warwick, of Ol] » b \ eo f 
ty of whom were Civil War veterar He had | the T) surv. in? e of Le der P. M ell. « 
scales sworn in as watchmen, ranging in salaries ; 
> per annum, placing at their head a deputy sur Cor , I PRNAT PR } 
W n inspector for a few months (by Exceutive order) | 
0 m. None of these laborers ever passed a civil- | Louis W. Murp! of Io 
yf any kind, but they were all more or less active for the third d f ] ; ' 
1S, jority being district captains. All this time an | oe ie eer _ 4 
list for night inspector was in existence, but none were taken | SUD 1ed 
ntil all these henchmen were well provided for, a good number ( , r ( _ 
inted roundsmen at $1,200 per annum. | se _ , : 
1 a few exceptions, all of these laborers have been advanced in | Edy ya bell. of Al rma. to } f 
notwithstanding the fact that some of them have had several] ~~ 1, |. os 
ges of a more or less serious nature preferred against them. Some | Court of Claims, vice Stanton J. Peell resigned. 
ood men, but tl who are simply a disgrace 7 ' 
customs iform. Yet they go ahead, while the civil-service man | sen , 
‘ ] | * , r . ° . 
8 stat eee , : : : | Andrew H. Hudspeth, of N Mi », to be I ied 
VICE PRESIDENT. The papers will be referred aS] marshal. district of New Mex | , re 
yuested. signed. 
Mr. ROOT. ‘Was the signature to the letter read? RECEIVER OF Pugtic Moneys 
Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator insists on it, I will have it Mee Annie G. ft — iville. C 
: j ails, » 7. vf Cis, UL Mit _. ) ( 
- | public moneys : eadville, Colo ice Andrew P. Ad 
Mr. ROOT. I wish the signature read, of course. ir 7 ae ‘ :— a a ee ee a 
: ; wa * erm expired. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Of course you will have the writer turned | 
ant | si ty RAL O \ ( 
‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-| Richard Roediger, of Tacoma, Wash., to be s 
sted. |} of Washington, vice Edward P. Kingsbury, resigned 
The Secretary read as follows: PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
as O'Hara, Customs Guard, Room 135, Customhouse, New York. | 
. . ; : ; INFANTRY ARM, 
Mr. BACON. Has morning business closed, Mr. President? | 
al om em . “a . . | ‘oO ‘ronk B cCoy. Twe f ! 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business has closed. | Lieut. Col. Frank B. McCoy, Twen 
colonel from April 28, 1918, vice Col. J Ss. P 
ae , j 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. | unassigned, detached from his proper command. 
Mr. BACON. If there be nothing further to be presented to | Lieut. Col. Richard M. Blatchford, Infantry, unassigned 
» Senate, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration | colonel from April 30, 1913, vice Col. Art W 
of executive business. | Infantry, retired from active service April 29, 1 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the Maj. John P. Finley, Infantry, una: l, to | 
sideration of executive business. After 2 hours and 30 min- | colonel from April 28, 1913, vice Li uj. Ce Ky 
tes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. | Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 
ose Maj. Frederick R. Day, Thirtieth Infantry, to be lieu 
SPECIAL FISCAL AGENTS. Maj. = » ie y, sairtietn ntry, ieu 
ee od : : ; : 2 same from April 30, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Richard M. | i 
r. SIMMONS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance | ¢5,q ynassigned, promoted 
. ow . ~~ | Lord, unassigned, promoted, 
report the resolution (S. Res. 75) which I send to the desk. Capt. Benjamin F. Hardaway, Seventeenth Infantry 
1 ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. najor from April 30, 1913, vice Maj. Frederick R I a a 
the resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, | nfantry, promoted . 
nd acre . om ¢ ain a ; ; . snails 7 
and agreed to, as follows: First Lieut. Russell C. Hand. Thirteenth In try. { ' ; 
lved, That the Senate approve the appointment of the Right | tain from April 30, 1913, vice Capt. Benjamin F. I y 
lion, Sir Edgar Speyer, Bart, P. C., and the Messrs. Henry Oppen- | q h Infantry. pro1 J ; ” 
heimer, Henry William Brown, Henry Gordon Leith, James Speyer, and | Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 
Eduard Beit von Speyer, trading under the name, style, and firm of PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN 1 ~~ 
. Bros., at London, England, to be special fiscal agents of the ee eS ee ee pos 
‘avy Department at that place, agreeably to the nomination. Capt. Robert S. Griffin to be engineer in chief and Chief | 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. Bureau of Steam Engineering in the Department of the 
Mr. KERN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day | With the rank of rear admiral, for a period of four years 
- - aw , Q12° 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. the 18th day of May, 1913. “a : 
The motion was agreed to Commander Victor Blue to be Chief of the Bureau of } 
; tion in the Department of the Navy, with the rank of re 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. miral, for a term of four years, vice Commander Philip A: 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I enter a motion to reconsider | resigned. 


the vote by which the Senate on the 28th ultimo agreed to the Paymaster John H. Merriam to be a pay inspector in the N 

amendment of the standing rule of the Senate numbered 12, | from the 2ist day of February, 1915. 

relating to the calling of the yeas and nays. Boatswain William Fremgen to be a chief boatswain in tl 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Notice of the motion will be en- | Navy from the 3ist day of January, 1913. 

tered. Lieut. Charles P. Huff to be a lieutenant commander in tl 
Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. Navy from the 13th day of February, 1913. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 5 minutes Lioyd Noland, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant surg: 


P. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 5, 1913, at 12 | in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from the 16th day of 
o'clock m. April, 1913. 






SSO) 


The following-named ¢: 
from the 19th day of April, 19138: 

Robert Morgan, 

James P. Shovlin, 

John A, Price, 

Alfred R. Hughes, and 

James L. Jones. 

Milton J. Rosenau, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from 
the 28th day of March, 1913, in accordance with a provision 
contained in an act of Congress approved. August 22, 1912. 

George A. Stowell, a citizen of Oregon, to be a second lieu- 
fill a vacancy. 

POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 


Robert Boyd to be postmaster at Dothan, Ala., 
Byron Trammell, removed. 

Ed. G. Caldwell to be postmaster at Jacksonville, Ala., in 
place of Dora Crook. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 28, 1909. 

W. L. Crew to be postmaster at Good Water, Ala., in place of 
Cicero A. Ross, deceased. 

David M. Scott to be postmaster at Selma, Ala., in place of 
David M. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 5, 
1913. 

a; Se 


in place of 


Thornton to be postmaster at Alexander City, Ala.. in 
= of Henry ©. Willis. Incumbent’s commission expired 
‘ebruary 20, 1913. 

ARKANSAS. 


Louis K. Buerkle to be postmaster at Stuttgart, Ark., in place 
Edward Hall, deceased. 

William A. Bushmiaer to be postmaster at Alma, Ark., in 
place of Thomas B. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 28, 1912. 

G. G. Dandridge to be postmaster at Paris, Ark., in place of 
W. M. Howard. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
19158. 

Ernest J. Patton to be postmaster at Cabot, Ark., in place of 
Samuel P. Beck, resigned. 


vf 


CALIFORNIA, 


Cc. W. Collins to be postmaster at El Centro, Cal., in place of 
Ora L. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired March 29, 1913. 
Ellis T. Tanner to be postmaster at San Jacinto Cal., in place 
of George B. Hannahs. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 20, 1913. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Edward Perkins to be postmaster at Suffield, Conn., in place 
of Edmund Halladay. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 11, 1911. 

FLORIDA. 


jessie Bryan Simpson to be postmaster at Kissimmee, Fla., 
in place of Frank Vane Agnew. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 10, 1912. 

Crawford I. Henry to be postmaster at Apalachicola, Fla., in 
place of J. F. Warren, resigned. 

William Jackson to be postmaster at Daytona, Fla., in place 
of William C. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
8, 19138. 

B. P. Morris to be postmaster at De Funiak Springs, Fla., in 
place of William C. Eddy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1918. 

J. A. Williams to be postmaster at Alachua, Fla., in place of 
Simeon C. Dell, resigned. 


GEORGIA. 


B. F. Baker to be postmaster at Woodbury, Ga., in place of 
Mary E. Hinton. Incumbent’s commission expired February 27, 
1912. 

W. F. Brown to be postmaster at Carrollton, Ga., in place of 
Claude B. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 
19138. 

Charles Y. Clark to be postmaster at Louisville, Ga., in place 
of Lewis R. Farmer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
27, 1913. 

Mattie E. Gunter to be postmaster at Social Circle, Ga., in 
place of Mattie BE. Gunter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 27, 1912. 

Andrew J. Irwin to be postmaster at Sandersville, Ga., in 
place of Samuel B. Robison. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 21, 1912. 


rpenters to be chief carpenters in the | 
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Samuel B. Lewis to be postmaster at Fayetteville, G ( 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Henry M. Miller to be postmaster at Colquitt, Ga.. in , 
Henry M. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan 
1915. 

ILLINOIS. 

Clifford W. Brewer to be postmaster at Knoxville, I 
of Orange L. Campbell. 
cember 14, 1912. 
Marshall EK. Daniel to 
place of Frank J. 


Iucumbent’s commission ex, 


be postmaster at 
Chapman. 


; McLeansh 
in Incumbent’s commiss 


| pired December 14, 1912. 
tenant in the Marine Corps from the 4th day of April, 1913, to | 


Katherine M. McClements to be postmaster at Park Iti 
in place of William S. Chittenden, resigned. 

Thomas Moyer to be postmaster at Paris, Il., in 
Paul P. Shutt. Incumbent’s commission expired Dec 
1912. 

senjamin F. Neal to be postmaster at Toledo, IIl.. in p 
John F. Ashwill. Incumbent’s commission expired I] 

14, 1912. 

John Odum to be postmaster at Harrisburg, I., j 

Thomas S. Reynolds, resigned. 
INDIANA, 

James E. Burke to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, ] 
place of Albert L. Anderson, removed. 

Charles B. Donovan, jr., to be postmaster at East (! 
Ind., in place of Moses Specter. Incumbent’s commissi: 
pired December 17, 1912. 

Daniel Ganz to be postmaster at Odon, Ind., in place 
H. Crooke, resigned. 

Charles L. Haslet to be postmaster at Chesterton, Ind 
place of Charles E, Hillstrom. Incumbent’s commission ex 
December 17, 1912. 

Charles L. Wood to be postmaster at Albany, Ind., i: 
of William A. Hayes, deceased. 

IOWA, 

W. H. Carmody, sr., to be postmaster at Valley Ju 
Iowa, in place of Albert S. Burnett, resigned. 

Harry F. Chance to be postmaster at Redfield, Iowa 
of Edgar O. Winter. Incumbent’s commission expired J 
14, 1913. 

Charles B. Clark to be postmaster at Ogden, Iowa, in } 
Clinton L. Zollinger, resigned. 

Lloyd Crow to be postmaster at Mapleton, Iowa, it 
S. H. Carhart. Incumbent’s commission expired April 23 

B. W. De Vine to be postmaster at Livermore, Iow: 
of Joseph C. Bergen. Incumbent’s commission expired Ma; 
1912. 

S. A. Douglas to be postmaster at Adel, Iowa, in 
Albert C. Hotchkiss. Incumbent’s commission expired J 
11, 1913. 

W. H. Dudley to be postmaster at Earlham, Iowa, in | 
Eugene M. Crosswait. Incumbent’s commission expired | 
ruary 9, 1913. 

Kaspar Faltinson to be postmaster at Armstrong, I: 
place of William Stuart. Incumbent’s commission ¢ 
March 29, 1913. 

F. M. Finnell to be postmaster at Algona, Iowa, in p! 
M. P. Weaver. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
1913. 

Thomas M. Fitzgerald to be postmaster at Charles Cit; 
in place of Lyman H. Henry, removed. 

Milton Funk to be postmaster at Lewis, Iowa. 
presidential January 1, 1913, 

Reuben M. Gable to be postmaster at Lost Nation, I 
place of Robert M. Willard. Incumbent’s commission ex 
April 9, 1912. 

J. S. Guynn to be postmaster at Traer, Iowa, in place of B. I. 
Thomas, deceased. 

tdwin L. Helmer to be postmaster at Sanborn, Iowa, in | 
of Richard M. Boyd. Incumbent’s commission expired J 
11, 1913. 

A. D. Hix to be postmaster at Zearing, Iowa. 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

Anton Huebach to be postmaster at McGregor, Iowa, '2 
place of Louis N. Kramer. Incumbent’s commission exp!l i 
December 14, 1912. 

Peter Jungers to be postmaster at Hospers, Iowa. 
came presidential January 1, 1913. ce 

A. W. Lee to be postmaster at Britt, Iowa, in place of W . A. 
Simpkins. Incumbent’s commission expired February 20, 1915. 

Ed. McConaughey to be postmaster at Allerton, Iowa, 1p P's" 
of John O. Meredith. Incumbent’s commission expired Dece!- 
ber 14, 1912. 


Office 


Office be 


Office be- 
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’. A. MeCray to be postmaster at Rolfe, Iowa, in place of | S. H. Fost to be postmaster at Pittsfield, Me., in place of 
Bruce. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, | Charles B. Haskell. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
114, 1912. 
nk W. Miller to be postmaster at Olin, Iowa, in place of 
; Bittner, resigned. 
ter Rae to be postmaster at Massena, Iowa, in place of 
m C. MeCurdy, resigned. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 
(. W. Remore to be postmaster at Northwood, Iowa, in rn 
} 


Benjamin R. Gifford to be postmaster at Woods Hole, Mass., 
in place of George C. Look, resigned. 

William J. O’Brien to be postmaster at K n, Mass., in 
place of Samuel Atwell. Incumbent’s com sion expired De- 


Frank Scammon. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- ae 
cember 14, 1912 


9, 1911. 


‘ 7 : MI ( . 
1 H. Schulte to be postmaster at Breda, Iowa. Office be- CRESS 


presidential January 1, 1913. Carl L. Farwell to be postmaster at Barryton, M in ] e 
William D. Schulte to be postmaster at West Point, Iowa, in| of James IL. Campbell, removed. 
of Robert A. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission expired John ©. Hoopingarner to be postmaster at Berrien Spi 4, 


ry 26, 19335. 
Ef. H. Vary to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, Iowa, in place 
William L. Comstock. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
* 14, 1912. 


pired February 9, 19138 

serend Kamps to be postmaster at Zeeland, Mich., in place 
of William Glerum, resigned. 

Ray Maker to be postmaster at Bear Lake, Mich., in place of 
\. F. Achenbach to be postmaster at Soldier, Kans., in place | Charles W. Glover. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
‘Benson L. Mickel. Incumbent’s commission expired January | 14, 1912. 
8, 1913. Leonard J. Patterson to be postmaster at Tawas City, Mich., 
Gus Charles Buche to be postmaster at Miltonvale, Kans., in | in place of William B. Kelly, deceased. 

of James Hall, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- Mortimer D. Snow to be postmaster at Standish, Mich., in 


KANSAS, 


a: in place of Guy C. Mars. Incumbent’s co! 


ry 12, 1913. place of Louis H. Tovatt. Incumbent’s commission expire 
l'. J. Doyle to be postmaster at Englewood, Kans., in place of | January 11, 1913. 
vn , . . . | 3 ‘ 
M. Townsend. Incumbent’s commission expired January | MISSISSIPPI, 

3, 1918 aaa , E. S. Chapman to be postmaster at Utica, Miss., in place of 
\. Ellingson to be postmaster at Scandia, Kans., in place of | ajexander Yates. Incumbent’s . expired January 11, 
s C. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired January | 4919 
1915. : ‘ ” Ollie O. Conerly to be post: ter at Gloster, Miss., in place 
5. P. Epperson to be postmaster at Scott City (late Scott), | of Jonnie D. Ligon. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1 

in place of James B. Morris, to change name of office. 1912. 

Ek. C. Gresham to be postmaster at Bucklin, Kans., in place Cc. S. Summers to be postmaster at Charlest Miss.. in place 
‘Raymond §S. Frazier. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- | of William Quarles. ir.. resigned. 

11, 1913. R. Parrish Taylor to be postmaster at Oakland, M Office 
( les Hewitt to be postmaster at Wakefield, Kans., in place | peeame presidential January 1. 1912 

1 - ad . iona . 2 s aa = ge : ? ; : . 

llenry Avery, resigned. Dora E. Tate to be postmaster at Picayune, M Office b 
J. R. Lovitt to be postmaster at McCracken, Kans., in place | egme presidential July 1, 1912. 





Clarence P. Dutton. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 


t, 19153. MIS 
(. C. MeKenzie to be postmaster at Morrill, Kans., in place Charles C. Crickette to be postmaster at Queen City, Mo., in 
Ulysses S. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired January } place of William H. Funk. Incumbent’s commission expired 

1S, February 9, 1913. 

W. Niehaus to be postmaster at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. | Abel F. Daily to be postmaster at South St. J h. Mo. 


ce of Guy A. Swallow. Incumbent’s commission expired | Office became presidential January 1, 1913 


ry 14, 1915. M. W. Daugherty to be postmaster at Ironton, Mo., in place 
le Rowland to be postmaster at Protection, Kans., in] of Adrian Steel. Incumbent’s commission « red March 10, 
f W. C. Monticue, removed. 1912. 

ard Shamleffer to be postmaster at Douglass, Kans., in Edward T. Duval to be postmaster at Skidmore, Mo., in place 
of George W. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired | of George Stoolfer. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

A 30, 1912. | 14, 1912. 

b. Smith to be postmaster at Robinson, Kans., in place of | Patrick C. Gibbons to be postmaster at Edina, Mo., in p : 
M. Leslie, resigned. |of Edwin S. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


Stanberry to be postmaster at Attica, Kans., in place of | 12, 1913. 


I B. Hilton. Incumbent’s commission expired March 29, T. B. Hardaway to be postmaster at Jasper, Mo., in place of 

11s George B. Wade. Incumbent’s commission expired Ja ry 11, 
J. Ti. Weltmer to be postmaster at Claflin, Kans., in place of | 1918. 

Bert Fancher. Incumbent’s commission expired January 12, Hugh B. Ingler to be postmaster at Republic, Mo., in place of 

L916. Martin L. Howard. Incumbent’s commission expired March 20, 
KENTUCKY, 1912. 

Cleo Ww. Brown to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Ky. Office ae Lee Johns n to be postmaster at I lat Rive >. Mo.. in | lace 

of John A. Knowles. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


ime presidential January 1, 1913. i 
Charles M. Griffith to be postmaster at Russellville, Ky., in | 1, 1918. ali or 
place of Jacob B. Coffman, deceased. Meredith B. Lane to be postmaster at Sullivan, Mo., in place 
Orrin Derby Todd to be postmaster at Shelbyville, Ky., in of John H. Fisher. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


place of Mike Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired March | 72: 1913. 9 ‘ 
29 1913. Harvey Morrow to be postmaster at Buffalo, Mo., in place 


. of Robert A. Booth, resigned. 

' De Witt Wagner to be postmaster at Memphis, Mo., in place 
Cary E, Blanchard to be postmaster at Boyce, La. Office of Robert D. Cramer. Incumbent’s commission expired April 

became presidential October 1, 1912. 12. 1910. 


LOUISIANA, 


. . > VU, 
Mary Hunter to be postmaster at Pineville, La. Office became William Warmack to be postmaster at Greenville, Mo., in 
presidential January 1, 1913. place of Abner Barrow. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
Adah Rous to be postmaster at Lake Providence, La., in place} @ 41912. 
of Adah Rous. Incumbent’s commission expired January 29, MONTANA, 


1913, 

Will A. Steidley to be postmaster at Kinder, La. 
came presidential October 1, 1912. 

Theodore Tate to be postmaster at Eunice, La., in place of 
Hiram Fuselier. Incumbent’s commission expired May 23, 1912. 


Office he- Alice Hensley, to be postmaster at Moore, Mont., in place of 
Patrick H. Tooley, deceased. 

Charles Lepley to be postmaster at Fort Benton, Mont., in 
place of George W. Crane. Incumbent’s commission expired 
4 February 10, 1913. 

manne. George S. Miller to be postmaster at Deer Lodge, Mont., in 

Frank T. Clarkson to be postmaster at Kittery Point, Me., in | place of Ithel S. Eldred. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 

Place of Horace Mitchell, resigned. ary 11, 1913. 
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Incumbent’s commission expired January Mina Daughtry to be postmaster at Chillicothe, Tex 
of John W. Hedley, resigned. 
James W. Davis to be postmaster at Alvord, Tex., in 
h, N. J., in place Henry L. Sands, deceased. 
m expired April T. A. Fuller to be postmaster at New Boston, Tex 
of Richard B. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission ex; 
am, N. J., in | 28, 1910. 
sion expired Jan- L. E. Haskett to be postmaster at Childress, Tex.. j 
U. S. Weddington, removed. 

Frank W. Kirkland to be postmaster at Mount Cal: 
| place of Lucius C. Guin. Incumbent’s commission expj 
| 28, 1912. 7 

T. E. Van Landingham to be postmaster at Lone Oa] 

place of George L. Johnson, deceased. 


» postmaster at Laurel, Mont., in place of TEXAS. 


Harry A. Inglee t r at Amityville, N. Y., in 
place of Frederick B. Powell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 16, 1912. 

Alfred J. Kennedy to be postmaster at Flushing, N. Y., in 
place of Thomas B. Lowerre. Incumbent’s commission expired VIRGINIA. 

March 1, 19138 Hoge M. Brown to be postmaster at Radford, Va., in | 

William F. O’Connell to be postmaster at Andover, N. Y., in | Warner J. Kenderdine. Incumbent’s commission expir: 
place of Arthur B. Burrows, deceased. 3, 1913. 

nk D. Wade to be postmaster at Addison, N. Y., in place George V. Cameron to be postmaster at Louisa, Va., | 
les L. Crane, resigned. of Codrington D. Flanagan, resigned. 

NORTH CAROLINA. Charles E. Clinedinst to be postmaster at New Market 
place of Charles W. Wickes. Incumbent’s commission « 
May 13, 1912. 

Bb. L. Wade to be postmaster at Vinton, Va. Offi 
presidential July 1, 1912. 

J. R. Williams to be postmaster at Brookneal, Va., i 
Bezer Snell. Incumbent’s commission expired May 20, 


. B. Hale to be postmaster at Fayetteville, N. C., in place of 
* L. MeCaskill. Incumbent’s commission expired June | 


. Strickland to be postmaster at Elm City, N. C., in 
¢ ‘ssse D. Sharp. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
lary 12, 1912. 


Nicholas Johnston to be postmaster at Aneta, N. Dak., in CONFIRMATIONS. 
ace of William T. Cameron. Incumbent’s commission expired Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 1, 
February 20, 1913. SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 
OHIO. i 
i a ae we ne Alexander R. Magruder to be secretary of Legation at 
Da vic H. Hfeiby to be postnaster at Ohio City, Ono, In place hagen, Denmark. 
of Sidney J. Winney, resigned. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


ees ae . H. M. Smith to be Commissioner of Fish and Fishez 

T. 11. Hubbard to be postmaster at Cordell, Okla., in place of Govennon on ALAGra 
Carlos C. Curtis, resigned. . Soon a : 

W. P. Madden to be postmaster at Cheyenne, Okla., in place J. F. A. Strong to be governor of Alaska. 
of Maud A. Faleoner. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- COMMISSIONER OF LABOR STATISTICS. 
ary 11, 1913. f ; C. P. Neill to be Commissioner of Labor Statistics, 

W. F. Parker to be postmaster at Davis, Okla., in place of POSTMASTERS 

‘harles B. Ramsey, resigned. eee ae 

Samuel R. Staton to be postmaster at Cushing, Okla., in place ARKANSAS. 
of A. H. Holland, resigned. Pearl Berkheimer, Augusta. 
OREGON. T. G. Robinson, Marvell. 

; COLORADO, 

August Huckestein to be postmaster at Salem, Oreg., in Thomas Ryan. Salida. 
place of Squire Farrar. Incumbent’s commission expired April Eva B. Hamilton, Stratton. 

12, 1910. 
e ‘ aoe GEORGIA, 

Harry M. Stewart to be postmaster at Springfield, Oreg., in D. P. Philips, Lithonia 


ne A. Washburne. Incumbent’s commission expired W. B. McCants, Winder. 
Seas 12 FENNSYLVANIA. ‘ TLLINUSS. 
W. H. Chapman, Clifton. 
Allen A. Orr to be postmaster at Lewistown, Pa., in place of William Twohig, Galesburg. 
William F. Eckbert, jr., resigned. G. A. Griffith, sr., Rankin. 
J. Frank Patterson to be postmaster at Mifflintown, Pa., in KANSAS, 
place of Andrew C. Allison. Incumbent’s commission expired L. D. Cassler, Canton. 
February 9, 1913. J. O. Ferguson, Independence, 
George B. Richardson to be postmaster at Knox, Pa., in place F. M. Cook, Jamestown. 
of Joseph M. Brothers, deceased. G. W. Barker, Minneapolis. 
Cc. J. D. Strohecker to be postmaster at Zelienople, Pa., in J. J. Wilson, Moran. 
place of Clarence L. Dindinger. Incumbent’s commission ex- Agnes H. Gallagher, Summerfield, 
pired March 1, 1918. L. G. Wagner, Sylvia. 
RHODE ISLAND, LOUISIANA, 
Thomas H. Galvin to be postmaster at East Greenwich, R. L, Overton Gauthier, Jennings. 
in place of Nathaniel H. Brown. Incumbent’s commission ex- Mattie D. Boatner, Vidalia. 
pired December 14, 1912. MICHIGAN, 
SOUTH CAROLINA. Theophilus Belanger, River Rouge, 
George M. Anderson to be postmaster at Ninety Six, S. C., in MISSISSIPPI, 
place of Julis BD. Deloach; name changed by marriage. Henrietta Welch, Carrollton, 
TENNESSEE. J. ©. Jourdan, Inka. 
W. M. Noah, Kosciusko, 


William Brewer to be postmaster at Woodbury, Tenn., in Lillie W. Nugent, Rosedale, 


— < ew N. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Truman Gray, Waynesboro, 
Clarence W. Moore to be postmaster at Smithville, Tenn., in MISSOUBK: 
place of James H. Christian. Incumbent’s commission expired A. L. Galloway, Cassville, 
March 8, 1913. J. 8. Fowler, Cole Camp, 
Charlies E. Redes to be postmaster at Manchester, Tenn., in A. P. Beazley, Eldon, 
place of Finis R. Sharp. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- R. J. Ball, Gallatin. 
ary 31, 1912, John Hetrick, Laclede, 








CONGRESSION AT 





— } 
Cc. B. Bacon, Marshall. | ing paragraph and all amendemnts thereto be « 
\. Dodge, Milan. minutes 
ii. Martin, Perry. Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman state how that l 
MONTANA, | divided ? 
tt. M. Corley, Stevensville. Mr. UNDERWOOD. T want 5 minutes for this side 
ae ? WEW HAMPSHIRE. willing that gentlemen on that side y ] e tl ! 
time. 
1. V. Cahalane, Charlestown. Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. ( , 
NEW JERSEY. quiry ? 
\. L, Williams, Vineland. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman w 
NEW YORK Mr. GREEN of Iowa Which section is referr 
: Sica Mr. MANN. Paragraph 169 
John Soemann, Lancaster. The CHAIRMAN. The last paragraph und 
l’. M. Giles, Le Roy. schedule. 
NORTIT DAKOTA, Mr. GREEN of Towa. I should like 5 minutes undet 
1 Galyen, Belfield. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman des te 
L.. Menard, Welton. amendment ? 
OKLAHOMA, Mr. MOORE. ‘This being the basket clause, there o 
‘ Flourney, Elk City. more discussion than 15 minutes 
I. M. Hamlin, Newkirk. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that unless ai 
OREGON. offered I shall have to try to limit debate. I v 
, ee — ali gentlemen who have amendments may discuss the 
I. Relzenstein, Roseburg. Mr. MANN. Of course there are a great winy 


‘. Williams, The Dalles. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 


. H. MeKenzie, Barnesboro. 
Ilugh Gilmore, Williamsport. 
TEXAS, 

J. R. De Witt. Brackettville. 
S. D. Seale, Floresville. 

B. Phillips, Howe. 

\. Burton, McKinney. 

J. W. White, Uvalde. 


VIRGINIA, 


W. Sinclair, Manassas. 
|. LE. Rogers, Strasburg. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
j, W. Dingess, Huntington. 


Hi. Buchanan, Wellsburg. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, May 1, 1913. 


House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
» Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
prayer: 
ite and eternal Spirit, God over all, we come to Thee in 
r because spirit can meet spirit, be exalted, strengthened, 
di, ennobled by the contact. 
Behold, I at the door and knock. If any man hear 
ce and open the door I will come in to him and will sup 
him and he with Me.” Happy is the man who shall open 
loor of his heart that the King of Glory may come and be 
guest and partake with him of the bread of life. 
pen our hearts to that Spirit that we may be the better 
el for the duties of this new day, and all praise we shall 
to Thee. Amen. 
rhe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


stand 


ved. 
THE TARIFF. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
r ve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of H. R. $3821— 


tariff bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
\ccordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- | 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to | 


provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
ith Mr. Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time of the adjournment yesterday 
there was under discussion the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene]. If there be no objection, 
the amendment will be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, paragraph 169, on page 

* and inserting the figures “ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments 
thereto be closed in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 


45, line 20, by striking out the figures 
25 45.” 


[Mr. Un- 


DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on the pend- 
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by the basket clause. 
of the bill. 


TTT TnI EERREEEnEEE 


Gentlemen wish to discuss 


! 


) 


Mr. McKENZIE. I would like 5 minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make it 
Mr. MANN. Let us get it by unanimous 
how the time is to be divided. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will let the Chair ¢ 
want 5 minutes on this side. 
Mr. MOORE. I should like to have 51 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al 
mous consent that debate on the parag ha 
thereto close in 20 minutes 
Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman w ! 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Chairman, 
bate run, but I give notice that I intend to 
minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wi 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If there is objection 
Mr. MANN. Make it 25. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I I 
I intend to push the consideration of this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al 
mous consent that the debate on the parag 
ments thereto close in 25 minutes. Is there « 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Cl { 
| metal—the iron and ste sched wl 


| rates of duty upon more articles that enter ij 


the life of the Republic than any other. I a 
| this committee has so materially red d the t: 
particular schedule, because it is shown by t 
those who ure mainly engaged in the 

| covered by this schedule this manufa yb 
less protection than any othe e | i 
connected with the United St: s 1 ¢ 

in the investigation carried on for a yeat 
this House, and the man who iid t \ 
mation on that subject than a her m \ 
ably in the world—Mr. Schwab—testified 

| not need the tariff. 

We have here a schedule on the basis of 

| great measure the prosperity of the count 

| with a subject the product and s of wv 

} engaged in it the most prosperous peé 

| are the people of all others who do t nes 
titled by reason of such need, to one pai 

do not say this at mere rando1 I do 

gone beyond the principle of enacting a tat 
vide for the difference in the cost of produ 

| abroad. 

| I do not, as a Democrat, concede the right 
| manufacturer to have any such thing in his fay 


| as a Democrat in favor of a tariff in preferet 


| tion, but when that tariff is levied, I want to 
| the purposes of revenue, and I never shal 
| that is levied for the protection of an indus 
| point where it will raise the necessary revenue 
| ment when economically administered. That h: 
| in which I was born, the faith in which I was 
in which I have lived in publie life, and it is th 
Co 


| I propose to conduct myself as a Member of 


20 minutes 
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It is said we are to bring into competition with American 
labor the cheap product of European labor in this particular 
branch of industry. The United States Steel Corporation is 
the most gigantic industrial giant on the face of the globe 
to-day rhe evidence before the Ways and Means Committee, 
the publications in the magazines, and the evidence before a 
committee authorized by this House to investigate its affairs 
show that it claims to have a capital of nearly $2,000,000,000. 
The very first president of that corporation, in giving evidence 
before that committee, stated to that committee that at the 
present time that corporation did not need the tariff to protect 
it from European manufacturers. He stated that even taking 
into consideration the lower scale of wages paid in Germany 
and England and other countries, that corporation, nevertheless, 
could manufacture iron and steel and their products more 
cheaply than could any country on the face of the globe. I 
shall put into my remarks the evidence of Mr. Schwab, the first 
president of this corporation, for whose capacity and knowledge 
of the business in every detail the present president of this 
corporation, Mr. Farrell, on last Wednesday vouched. Mr. 
Schwab ay peared before that committee on August 4, eae and 
I will quote a statement which is to be found on page 1303 of 
the hearings before that committee to investigate the ened cor- 
poration. Mr. Schwab had previously stated that they could 
manufacture iron and steel products more cheaply than any 
country in the world, a statement that rather startled the 
tepublican members of that committee. Mr. DanrortH asked 
him: 

Even with the added load of labor? 

Ile replied: 

Yes; I think the reason for that is because we manufacture in such 
irge quantities; we manufacture under the economic conditions that 

speak of, and our tonnage is so great. 


Though — and pressed again by the Republican mem- 


hat what he snid was true, but that they needed a tariff, not for 
he purpose of presently protecting either their labor or them- 
selves in the manufacture of the products of this great indus- 
try, but for the future. If, perchance, the manufacturers in 
Germany and England and other foreign countries should be- 
come so efficient in producing the products of fron and steel as 
we are now, he stated that corporation would then need the 
protective tariff, but for the present time, in order to produce 
the products more cheaply than they are produced abroad, 
ws not necessary to have the tariff. So that we have here an 
industry represented by this great industrial giant, and this 
officer telling the country and the Congress that it does not 
need a protective tariff in order to manufacture more cheaply 
at home than they can abroad. 

What, then, becomes of that great proposition that the Demo- 
cratic Party by this bill have brought in a bill which is to carry 
ruin to the American laborer and to destroy industries? Ah, says 
my friend from Pennsylvania, we by this bill give to the Steel 
Corporation, which has grown to be the great giant of which I 
have spoken, advantage over the independents. Well, inde- 
pendent manufacturers sounds very sweet, but the other day, in 
the inquiry before the same committee to which I have referred 
to investigate the Steel Corporation, Mr. Farrell, president, said 
only difference between the Steel Corporation and the inde- 

endents was that the independents were not stockholders in 
the Steel Corporation, but they pursued the same policy and the 
same methods. That is, they had an understanding, written at 
times, pools, independents and the Steel Corporation alike, by 
which they fixed the price of the products manufactured by 
both, and when it became a little dangerous to have those in 
evidence they burned up the books and they carried them along 
under gentlemen’s agreements, and when the gentlemen’s agree- 
ments became dangerous they then resorted to the famous Gary 
dinners by which to have an understanding. Those are the men 
engaged in this business so vital to the welfare and interest of 
our people, who charge that we, the party in power in this 
House, who have been endeavoring to bring some relief to the 
people in regard to this most important schedule, which affects 
the smallest implement of agriculture and household affairs up 
to the greatest, they charge that we are to bring ruin and de- 
struction upon the labor of the country, these men who by rea- 
son of an unnecessary, unwholesome, and vicious protective 
system have been able to enlarge their business until its pro- 
portions startle not only the American people, but attract the 
attention of the world. For myself, I think that these men 
who have grown rich and powerful and strong in the commercial 
world, who thus declare publicly that they do not need the pro- 
tective tariff to enable them to pay the present prices for labor 
and to compete in the markets at home and in the markets of 


b 
t 
t 


. : | 
ers of that committee to retract that statement, he insisted | ts 
| United States: 
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the world, should at least have a fair propertion of theso ; 
and burdens which have hitherto been borne by the peor 
away, and chs it the people should for once be considered by 
House of Representatives. 

And ey he was asked the question whether or 
needed the tariff in order to produce the articles as ches 
as they could be produced eee id he said this: That 
into consideration the low sczle of wages paid tn Ger; 
England, and other countries th: it corporation neverthe] 
manufacture fron and steel products more cheaply th 
any other country on the face of the earth. 

That was so startling to Republican members of tha; 
mittee that they thought he had made a mistake, altho) 
Carnegie had time and time again given evidence to thy 
effect, and although he had stated previously, when pri 
a Republican member of that committee—he thought he , 
ask the question and lead the witness into retracting it 
he could do it even with the added load of labor, Mr 
said: 

Yes; I think the reason for that Is because we mannfactu: 
large quantities; we manufacture under the economic 
I speak of. 

He said they did not need that year before last and 
never need it unless, perchance, European manufacturers 
by some means become so educated and progressed in the 
of manufacture that they could compete with the Am: 
manufacturers in these articles. 

THE HIGH COST OF LIVING, 

Quoting from the report of the Committee on Wa, 
Means, which reported this bill: 

INCREASE IN COST OF LIVING, 

Probably the mo rikin 
the tremendous incre » jn 
attracted the anxiot atter 


foll 


f owing figures 


taken place duri1 


aye 


eX 


“ond 
cond 


economic ehange since 1897 | 
cost of living—a situation 
on of economists the world 
epre sent the relative advance in living « 
‘ritical part of the period in quest! 


. 
sy 
i 
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Relative wholesale prices, and per cent of increase over 15 


Price, | Priee, | Inere sad Price 


Comm 1897. | 1900. fover 1897. 1910, 
} 


5. 109. 

7. 104. 

1.1) 106. 

56. 120. 

4. 115. 

ish 9. 106. 

Misce ieee 0 us 2. 109. 
All commodities....... 9. 110. 


a 


Fem ‘this table it will appear that the whotesa! e pri 
metals and implements, such as are embraced in this si l 
have increased from 86.6 in 1897 to 120.5 in 1900, or 39.1 
cent; and to 128.5 in 1910, or 48.2 per cent over the pr 
1897. 

Now how have wages increased in the corresponding per 
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The following table, taken from Bulletin No. 77, from tl 


Bureau of Labor, published in 1908, will in a measure show 
per cent of increase in wages up to 1908. These are the 
available, but my information is that wages since 1907 d 
show any considerable increase. 


Per cent of increase tn wages per hour in 1907 as compared wit? 
average for 1890-1899, by industrics. 

Agricultural implements 

Bakery, bread_ 

Blacksmithing and horseshoe ‘ing 

Boots and shoes 

a 

Buil ding TTI sccs:tootcticherasitiinhetetnthciiua nitibibitiaaas tenabiacaeaimaataimiaaiin 


Carpets enervet eitegeantip aint dihtiicntaniiy tetenttitiipintishnd aint iniiniepniilalieeimnitinmaiinmeES are 
Carriages and wagons 

Cars, steam railroad 

Clothing, factory product 

an 

Dyeing, finishing, and printing textfles_..._-._u-_.__---~- --- 

EE slee trical apparatus and supplies 


Foundry and machine shop 

Furniture -- 

tes cn ersten sc eannirtetnictan tas ines annie ttanntlantlbeas anna tt -- 

ee ee ee 
I os cocci ines tain cnn es tle ee cn tn ts nen neaealtealinmenatinienaaamaianae 
Hats, 

Hosiery and knit goods 

Iron and steel, bar_- 

Iron and steel, Bessemer converting 

Iron and steel, blast furnace 


Liquors, 


Marble and stone work_...-~.--.--..---~-..-.- wane nnn 25. 


> 











Pa 


I 
I 

} 
print 
S 

S 

S 


LT 


191. 





et EE BE. nein cecnwon camanmmamen ‘ 83 2 | 
mill__- we -<-=-- — ° 4 6 
1g and binding, book and job — —_ . 31.0 
newspaper —-~- - -—-- -< menente eae Oe 
ding . - --- wenn 20.) 
ods ‘ . seottnctin eneciheiiancentibetncan canatihteemsiorei>ioeeass nanan 16. 9 
tering and meat packing elias 16 0 
and sewers, contract rk Sal . 45.7 
ind sewers, municipal work bidet” aes 
cigars on «oe 

nd worsted good aiditniain ; ae 31.9 
industries peice = . . a 

ill be observed that this tabie merely shows the per cent 
ise in wages per hour, not the per cent of increase per 


3 week. 
n this table it will appear that in the iron and steel 


) 
1907 the increase has been as fo 


ss from 1897 to lows: 
and steel, bar, 33.4 per cent per hour; iron and steel, 
ier converting, 40.4 per cent; iron and steel, blast furnace, 
er cent. So in no case has the increase of wages kept 


vith the increase in prices. 
il attention to a recent report of 
ublished showing the cost of 


the Bureau of Labor 
living in 1912 as compared 








\ e years 1890 and 1896, whi is found in the New York 
W of May 1, 1913, and is as follows: 
COST OF LIVI 3 REACHED HIGHEST POINT IN 1912 
WASHI IN, April 30. 
the latter part of 1912 the cost of living in the States 
v er than at any other time during the last 23 rh 
] of Labor Statistics has just issued a report or prices 
90 to 1915. 
west cost was reached in each of the geographical divisions 
the United States as a whole in 1896 From that date to 1912 
il increase in the cost of living per year fer a workingman’s 
fs by geographical divisions, was North Atlantic, $166: South 
At , $152; North Central, $187; South Central. $186; and Western, 
proximate cost of a year’s food supply for an average work 
s family at av prices of each vear, by g 1ieal divi 
r 1890, 1896 (the low year), and 1912 was 
Di yas. 1s9 1896 | 1912 
\tlamtic.......-++++--- $319 | $300 £466 
: aici ae ws cncssnicndecinlthiseaedatiaslifetini 274 265 417 
N a aati 299 276 | 463 
irl CN Es « cdicncnncneoennstnniemseshinannintties ca 269 255 | 441 
eS Gt) ee ii 309 277 | 429 
I have taken the pains to present in a concise form the great 
b ess done in the iron and st manufacture during the last 
yt showing the immense amount of export to foreign coun- 
tr and the inconsiderable imports from foreign countries; 
lso a table showing, article by article, the difference in the | 
: ° es . > o9 * | 
rates in the Dingley bill and the Payne bill and the bill now 
inder, consideration. I do that so that the country can see the | 
gt reduction made in the rates in these articles and that the 
people of America shall get what they are entitled to—relief 
ft these unnecessary burdens of taxation which for years 
ni years have been placed upon the importation of these arti- 
les, not for the purpose of bringing revenue to the Government 


judgment this tariff bill on this particular schedule 


ne 

ul 

int 
to ¢ 
the: 
low 
of t 
im] 


the 


for no purpose in the werld but to add to the already full 
overflowing coffers of the men in this industry. In 
and I do 
believe upon any other—will not have any deleterious effect 
| the men engaged in it, because the chief head of this great 
stry, the men who have organized the Steel Corporation 


| know more than anybedy else about it, have said under oath 


they did not need a tariff of any sort upon these articles 
rder te manufacture more cheaply than they can abroad, or 
nable them to successfully compete with the world; and 
1 when they pay the wages they do in comparison with the 
wages at home and abroad. I present the following analysis 
he iron and steel trade for the past year, as shown by the 


orts and exports, and a comparison of the rates contained in 


Dingley, Payne, and the pending bill. From these I am confi- 


dent it can not be truthfully maintained that this industry needs 


any 


t 


brit 


Jus 


protective tariff, and that rates fixed by this bill are both 
and fair to the manufacturer and, at the same time, will 
ig relief to the American consumer from unjust and bur- 


densome taxation, which has heretofore been imposed mainly 
for the benefit of those who did not and do not now need it, and 
under which the most gigantic financial corporation and trust in 


the 
plat 






issu 





world has been organized, flourished, and prospered. 
ise. ] 


[Ap- 


Our export trade of iron and steel and manufactures in 1911 and 
1912, as taken from the Monthly Reports of Commerce and Finance and 
Imported Merchandise entered for Consumption in the United States, 
ed by the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
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In 1912 we imported a 
«» to Jo per cent tax 
VW 
Barbed 
All other 
We imported in 1911 and 1912 
1912, $7. All other wir 1911, $1,16¢ 
] Lile hardwa 
Locks. } 7¢ 1 ot ] 
Saw 


In 1912 we imported $1,992 worth 
pers, $67,410; saws, $37,040, against 
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Machinery, machines and parts. 


Adding machines 
Brewers’ machinery 
Cash registers ' 
Electrical machinery 8, 024, 628 
Mectal-working machinery nae | 9, 626, 965 
Laundry machinery . ee is as danas , 233, 613 
Mining machinery 7,017, 486 
Printing presses 2, 854, 210 
Pumps and pumping machinery . 3, 562, 438 
Ice-making machinery 616, 187 
Sewing machines 

Shoe machinery 


9,039, 849 
1, 633, 670 
Steam engines, locomotives. . .. 3, 298, 182 
Stationary engines 


3, 953, 648 

iden chained ticheenauiies 4,042,793 750, 581 
Traction engines adnan naliiatean 3, 627, 837 906, 882 
Be I co neqetcsescocces . 4, 424,303 4, 256, 371 
Sugar mills. . 2,590, 739 1, 782, 504 
Electric locomotives . . 88, 902 
Stationary gas engines. . 393, 683 
Gasoline engines 9,014, 665 
Typewriters........ 11, 423, 691 
Wind mills 


1, 876, 164 
Woodworking machinery 


2’ 368, 578 
All other machinery 25,913, 213 


2 | $928, 878 
175, 461 321,955 
3, 224, 886 | 3,585, 192 


1,132,782 
6, 869, 591 
3,050,372 
4, 031, 933 

830, 678 
9,947,312 
1,911,824 


9, 778, 498 
1,929, 991 
1, 827, 963 
24,497,774 


Total machinery 104, 528, 7 7 32 


In 1912 our imports of machinery were 
Cash registers, at 30 per cent 
Icembroidery and lace machines, 
Other embroidery machines, 
Linen-making machines, free 
Jute machinery, at 30 per cent 
Machine tools, at 30 per cent____ 

Printing presses, at 30 per cent 

Sewing machines, at 30 per cent 

Steam engines, at 30 per cent 

Typesetting and linotype machines, at 30° per cent 
Typewriters, at 30 per cent 
All other machinery, at 45 per cent 


Thus we have a total import of machinery having a value of 
$7,129,977, against an export of $115,406,132. In other words, our ex- 
ports are 16 times our imports and, as will be seen from the compara- 
tive table following this, many of these items of machinery have been 
very properly placed on the free list in the Underwood bill. 


Nails and spikes. 


at 45 per cent 
free ; 


_ 6, 025, 149 


Cia 
Wire 
All other 


$434, 788 
2, 363, 671 
737,131 


All these have been  eanevinn a duty of about 15 per cent, but in 
the present bill are carried to the free list. 


$10, 735, 167 
268, 654 
496, 437 

1,061,383 


$13, 063, 737 
306, 885 
Saf Bisa 
Be: SR OI aa nieuw acincksbaumadndaasiananeaal 
Stoves and ranges 1, 582, 387 
All other manufactures. . . 22, 982, 480 
Ger and total of all iron and steel manufactures exported .| 230,725,352 


ro which add agricultural machinery 35, 973, 398 
Our entire imports were 5, 96 


Our imports are a mere ) begat lle compared with the immense value of 


our exports, and justify every reduction shown in the following com- 
parative table: 


Comparison of the Dingley and Payne laws with the Underwood Dill on 
iron and steel. 


Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 
Tron ore 


Pig iron 

Spiegeleisen 

Both together 

Wrought and scrap iron 

PORRRROED didi si on cudb hata Rtionwes chbsdds sadeba 
Chrome metals 

Ferrosilicon 

All other pigs 

Slabs, blooms, etc ‘ 
IE WRER. <onsse0cs enna spiaheeiiannsiants sitndlaienmaidd 
Bar iron 14. 
Bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron 

Round iron 

£quare iron 

CR. oinanknueal ocesenpetnenaaaneeennen 
Beams, girders, etc 


8, 444, 863 | 
2,151,819 | 





nn 


Comparison of the Dingley and Payne laws 


f with the Underwood 
iron and steel 


Continued. 


| | 
Dingley. } Payne 


Per cont 
I CUR cnactcascacnatsadccandenellle e. 3. 75 - 
Boiler plate 42.99 | 
5 ; 28.53 | 
Aushets.. bES boveccceccnsedentecctiucnséwresesgeabonee 

tink sedi nines ctehnpensndacetiiadiaadaeemiien 

Antifriction balls 

Hoop iron 

NL, scdcinue ciknes ctnnasnnbiscoatabuanaten 

Sins « ctusiemansnananinacipietenamaeal pee 

Bands, cut to lengths for hay, ete 

Railway MNS. Us GescevlcoesonvJeccsuatcccuraen 

Railway fishplates 

Galvanized plates, sheets, or strips 

Galvanized hoop, band or scroll 

Layered sheets.............. sceqvedeccaseducéqustieen 

POSIT UE SINE. oss. sic cw osesctcbessdedeas 

Bands or sheets, cold rolled 

Plates or sheets, hammered 


| Tin and terne plate 


Steel ingots, blooms, or slabs 

Mill shafting 

Ry CN MEE PENUEDS 0s cnn scccicevccsscccnsescest 

Steel wool 

Grit, shot, and sand 

ee eae 

Round wire of iron or steel 

Iron bars, cold rolled 

Wire covered with cotton, silk, ete 

Wire tempered cold . 
Barbed wire..............scccccceccccee Skibo chee cstth, scdeneben 


Telegraph and telephone wire 
Wire rope 


ES «osc ones di bacouananaa aoe Oen Tate 
PE ME cn 2 c6ccduneetendasasssenieneull ee 


IIIs ci 365.0 000psnecencensectusiioks oat 
Spiral nut, locks, and washers 

Card clothing 

Cast-iron pipe 

Cast-iron andirons, etc 

Castings of iron 

Castings of malleable iron 

Cast hollow ware, coated or otherwise 


Tubes, pipes, flues, or stays 

Thine adiinenes catenin neraannant ennapqeaces 
Pen knives, pruning knives, etc 
ee a ree écsddvcbséecuaul 
ee EES: 
TTI cir a aioe 4nd abienn da hued anima aan 
Table knives, ete. , without handles 


Muskets, shotguns, and rifles 
Breech-loading guns 

Table utensils, enameled or glazed 
Needles 


Bas 
7 


ved plates, electrotype, etc 
Lit ographic plates of stone 
Rivets, studs, and steel points 
Cross-cut ‘saws, mill saws, etc 


o 


o 
_ 


Screws 

EN. ti. nwondencdonencdpangs hae Seiaearee 
‘Wheels for railways 

Aluminum scrap 

Antimony 

German silver 

Bronze powder 

Copper plates 

Sheathing copper 

Gold leaf 


Be HERESRSZSEN 
RS 


B2E8BS 


sf 
£8 


| Bullions and metal thread 


Manufactures of tinsel ware 
i didn <skns dnesecencahcauaweherediten 


fe. Dosh odcccbsdticnsunenedeocaces 


Nickel 

ED ois cdbslnins deh patiacsabnsbencbeclbuescsn 
Pens, with nib and barrel in one piece .... 
Penholder tips 


1 One-half cent per pound. 3 Eight cents gross. * Twelve cents gross. 
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S EP dbdcesecosesccccaseeosce 45 | 45 Frees 
jiitiden Se Free. | Free. | Free. 
Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I am certain that Mr. Schwab 
not have had the making of pumps and pumping machin- 
der consideration when he stated, as is alleged by the 
an from Georgia, that we could make these articles and | 
em against foreign competition without the tariff. The | 
ny before the Ways and Means Committee indicated 
he cost of materials is about the same in foreign countries 
is here. The cost in the making of pumps in this country 
the labor, that amounts to 77 per cent of the cost of the 
‘tt as against one-half of that in foreign countries. Ve 
I n industry of this kind in the city of Scranton, and I 
| that to-day it is in financial distress, and if the tariff is 
ed it will greatly lessen the chance to reorganize the 
and give their workmen an opportunity to earn their 
vd. 
[ simply want to quote the deadly parallel as regards the 
s of the two countries. I will not do that in detail now, 
t to say that where men in Germany, France, England, and 
um get $8 or $9, our men, for similar work, get twice and 
times two and a half times. 
| over this country we see along railway lines—notwith- 
ling the feeling shown on the majority side against manu- 
rs—great signs asking manufacturers to locate in towns, 
free. I know in Scranton our anxiety is to have more 
factories, and particularly those industries employing male 
All through this Sehedule C, my friends, you are dis 
g male workers. Reference yesterday was made to the 
covering tires for wheels for railways, which will dis- 
I » male workmen. 
{nd so will this section, with respect to ironworkers. displace 
ge numbers of male help in many of the States of this Union. 
In many cities in those States are industries making pumps and 
pumping machinery; and where we have been able to sell 
ad it has been largely due to some specialized machine 
Whose merits for particular purposes create a deaand. 
Now, we talk a great deal here about human welfare, and 
aly s . . . 
about our interest in the welfare of women, and shorter hours 
f orn lie ae 
of work for the women, and better conditions for them, and 


against child labor. I agree fully on these propositions, and no 
a is doing quite so much for its women and children as 
this country is doing, But here you propose to legislate out of 
eXistence industries that employ male labor. I ask the gen- 
Uemen on that side this question: With the men out of work, 
what are we going to do for the women and children? [Ap- 
pause on the Republican side. } 
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ment which he offered in behalf of jewelry employees, whom 
you will recognize, from the petitions he presented and the intro- 


ductory remarks he made, as good and regular members of the | Underwood bill of last year the basket clause carried jn 
I particularly want to urge the adoption of | 


Democratic Party. 
that amendment because it is directly along the line affecting 
the particular industry of which I wish to speak, and for which 
J offered an amendment yesterday afternoon. 

Now, we have heard a good deal said here by the distinguished 
leader on the opposite side of the aisle in reference to “* special 
interests.” I do stand for just such a special interest as I re- 
ferred to here yesterday, namely, the workingman. At this 
time I particularly in behalf of the workingmen in the 
wire mills of my district who have asked me to urge a continu- 
ance of the present tariff rates affecting their industry. This 
same purpose will be accomplished if you adopt the amendment 
offered by my colleague |Mr. Greene], increasing the rate in 
the basket clause from 25 per cent to 45 per cent. 

Now, that kind of a “ special interest ” 
should not be advocated by a Representative in Congress, if I 
correctly understand the attitude taken by the gentlemen on the 
other side. We tried to get an explanation last evening through 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr, MoNnDELL] as to just what 
interests” are. But I consider a proper special inter- 
est in my district to be especially the employees in that district. 
{Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, just another word, my friends. I realize that-I am a 
new Member of this body, and I do not wish to intrude either 
personally or officially on our friends on the other side, who are 
in the great majority over there and who are against us here, 
but I do stand for the workingmen in my district, and I think 
when I put a clean-cut proposition to the leader of the committee 
who was in charge of this matter yesterday, I should have re- 
ceived at least the courtesy of a reply as to why the duty on 
Fourdrinier wire or bronze wire cloth was reduced from 45 per 
cent to 25 per cent. There was no kind of a reply vouchsafed 
in any shape or manner. I do ask that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] extend at least that courtesy to me, 
not personally but as representing an industry in my district, 
as to why that change was made. And in that connection I 
want to say that I stand here for the preservation of that in- 
dustry as well as other local and general industries. 

In reply to the gentleman whom he designated as coming 
“from Philadelphia,” which is an honor in itself, although it 
would be a still greater honor if he were designated as coming 
from the State of Pennsylvania, he answered last evening in 
these words—and I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, 
page tah: 

Mr. PatmMer. Mr. Chairman, I will say in answer to that that if the 
gentleman from Philadelphia could say that he was here trying to save 
an industry from destruction there might be some logic in his position. 

That is exactly the logic for which I stand here to-day. 

I am trying to the best of my ability as a representative of 
that industry to save it from destruction, and we want to save 
it from destruction for the benefit of the employees in that line 
of industry. If the votes on this side will do it, and will save, 
likewise, from destruction the industries represented by my col- 


spt ak 


‘ tot 
special 
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league from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene] and the rest of the | 


industries of Massachusetts, then I know these industries will 
be saved. That is the logic of the situation in the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene], and 
that is the logie of our attitude toward all our industries. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The words of the Democratic platform adopted at Baltimore 
last year, and the further explanation by the Democratic can- 
didate, now President, made in a speech at Pittsburgh on Octo- 
ber 18 last, although they have already appeared in a speech 
by a Republican Member during this debate, are especially ap- 
propriate at this time as directly bearing upon my argument. 

The platform says: 

We recognize that our system of tariff taxation Is intimately con- 
ne d with the business of the country, and we favor the ultimate 
attainment of the principles we advocate by legislation that will not 
injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

Mr. Wilson 

I welcome the opportunity of stating what I believe to be the well- 
considered posit of the Democratic Party with regard to the tariff. 
It is absolutely essential that we should be entirely frank with one 

discussion of this fundamental question. The Democratic 


said: 
ion 


nnother in the 
Party aeao toot propose free trade or anything approaching free trade. 
We favor the ultimate attainment of the principles we advocate by 
legislation that will not injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

I respectfully ask, How do these statements made before the 
election harmonize with the conditions to-day, six months after 
election, in this very industry, as evidenced by the testimony of 
the wire wenvers of Massachusetts? I submit similar evidence 
is available from the workingmen in many other industries, not 
only in Massachusetts but throughout the United States, 
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Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, this is the basket el), 
the metal schedule and carries a rate of 25 per cent. | 


machinery, made almost exclusively by the United s) 
chinery Co. When the bill was up for consideration Jas; 
made some inquiries of the gentleman from Alabama as + 
shoe machinery, the product of a trust, was put into this } 
clause and carried a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, and ; 
time the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] ¢ 
explanation of why this shoe machinery carried that du: 
per cent, and this was the explanation. He said: 

Now, as to not putting this machinery on the free list, + 
it was not put on the free list was because it would haye | 
avail. It is a patented article; it is a monopoly by reason of 
ent rights. It can only be made where the owners of the pat 
it to be made. A tariff will not protect it, because the patent 
it. A reduction of the tariff would not have helped anybody 
the patent protects the owners of the article, so that it w:. 
have been a matter of absurdity to take that article out of ¢) 
clause, where it happens to fall, because it is not fixed in the | 
place it on the free list, and then gone to the country and said 
done something. That would be merely fooling the country, 

to do that. 


That is what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unpr: 
said about shoe machinery being put upon the free 
year, that if they did it they would be merely fooling ¢) 
try. I am sorry the gentleman is not in the room, b 
would like to ask him whether in putting this machin 
the free list now they are fooling the country, as they s 
would be doing if they had done a year ago what they | 
done in this bill. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentlems 
Pennslvania [Mr. PALMER] last night stated with 4 
gesture and still more dramatic effect that his colleag 
Moorg, had been guilty of such conduct in proposing pro: 
duties on some of the articles mentioned in this schedule {| 
blushed for shame for the people of his State. If ther 
occasion for anyone in the State of Pennsylvania blushi: 
shame with reference to the conduct of any of her Rep 
tives—and I say it not in any invidious sense, but merely) 
of comparison—if there is any occasion for any blush: 
is because a Representative of the State of Pennsylvy: 
making up this schedule, has so prepared it that it w 
out the small manufacturer or put him entirely at the 1 
the trusts. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. If under American policy, as we und 
it, as it is taught in-the common schools of the land : 
is authorized by law, it is proper for a man to engag 
industrial enterprise, in the construction of a building o1 
would not the gentleman “blush for shame” if a law) 
Congress should undertake by an act of Congress to dri 
man out of business without any consideration whateyv 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I think the gentleman is corr 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for just o1 
question? I have been bowled out of time this morning 
behalf of one of my constituents who employs a large mn 
people I should like, in the gentleman's time, to intro 
letter showing the effect on labor of the policy of the ger 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. May I introduce tl 
in the gentleman’s time? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman may. 

The letter referred to is as follows: : 
Philadelphia, Pa : 


Hioop Cé 
April 
The Hon, J. HAMPTON Moorr, 

Congressman, Washington, D. C. 

HonoreD Stir: I desire most earnestly to protest against the 
now before Congress. If it should pass, it will ruin my busi! 
throw my men out of employment. If this is not the result, 
will have to consent to work at a greatly reduced rate of wax' 

The proposed bill reduces the tariff on manufactures of meta! 
to 25 per cent. While the tariff may have been too high on so! 
modities, it certainly never was too high on machinery. = 

I make fine comb circles for machine wool combs, also fa 
bars, which work in connection with the same machinery. | 
all fine machine parts, involving a great deal of skill and a hic!) 
cost. I submitted a small sample of our work to the Ways and 
Committee and filed a brief. 

I think it is a shame that men in my business. whose mecha 
far superior in skill than, say, the building trades mechanics, 
receive anywhere as large wages. No builder in this country, 
subject to foreign competition, could maintain such a standard of \ 
unless he had a tariff of over 100 per cent. ; 

Even postmen in America receive three times the wages t! 
same men do in England; yet our Congress wants to reduce mon 
ployed in the machinery trades away below the wages of the postma 
hod carrier. a 

Everyone knows who knows anything about Europe that meena 
are cheap there. I have English and Italian mechanics in my ¢™)) ad 
who acknowledge that they receive wages here from two to three (! = 
as much as what they received in the old countries. Yet the propos’ 
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; giving us only 25 per cent to compensate for this vast difference 


Res. 


trowever slow Europe may be on other lines they are not slow in the 
ifacture of machinery. They make good machinery, and make it 


: cheaply, and 25 per cent will not even make competition, but it | 
will surrender our market to them. 
if it were possible for us to make machinery in competition with | 
I 1e on this 25 per cent basis, no one would be more delighted than I | 
t) do so; but it is a physical impossibility, unless, as I have said be- 
fore. there occurs a sweeping reduction in the price of labor. 
“ On going over the various schedules of the proposed tariff I find on 
eortain goods a tariff of 40 per cent. These goods do not have any- 
Ww e near as large a labor cost as the goods which we manufacture. 
I | instance one class of goods as an illustration. The one I have 
' ence to is card clothing, which cards the wool on the machine, 
while the goods which I manufacture combs the wool after it is carded 
preparatory to spinning it into worsted yarns. I am prepared to prove 
+, apvone that the labor cost on the goods that I make is greatly in 
:s of the labor cost on card clothing. Yet in the old tariff they 


165 per cent, while we had 45 per cent, and a discrimination equally 
gross is proposed in the new. 
rrusting you will use your influence in an endeavor to defeat 
] remain, 
Ever truly, one of your constituents, 


this 


R. H. Hoop. 
GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the manufacturers of 
“ds, of tacks, of cut nails, of wire nails, of barbed wire, or 
vanized fence wire find, when they come to purchase the ma- 
als they must use in their factories, that a tariff has been 
upon them and that the Steel Trust holds control over 
those substances. 

When they come to sell their products, after they have taken 
them into their factories and put the work of American laborers 
upon them, they find they must market them in a market which 
is entirely unprotected, for all of those articles are put upon the 


Mr. 


free list. And why are these articles upon the free list? Is 
there any scientific reason that can be given therefor? No. 


No matter what you say about how this tariff schedule ought 
to be prepared, nobody would claim anything of the kind. It 
simply economic blundering. They are put there solely for 
political effect. As the gentleman from Wisconsin has intimated 
with reference to some other items, they were put there for the | 
purpose of fooling the farmer and the producer, and that is 
the reason why this schedule is made up in this manner. And 
yet they will not fool the farmer nor will they fool the producer ; 
they will find simply that the small manufacturer will be com- 
pelled to go out cf business and that the trust is enabled to keep 
up its prices. The consumer will gain nothing by having these 
articles put upon the free list. Now, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania said something about platforms. Neither the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania nor any of his party is in a position 
to talk about platforms in connection with this tariff schedule. 
Why, the Democratic platform declares a protective tariff to 
be unconstitutional. Will the gentleman think when he comes 
to vote for a protective tariff upon wool and hair of the Angora 
goat, and cloth made from it, that it is in accordance with his 
platform? Does the gentleman think, when he puts a tariff on 
raw material and makes the finished product free of duty, that 
it is in accordance with his platform? Does he think, when 
ie puts a duty upon the partly finished product that must be 
used in a certain line of manufacture and takes it off or makes 
it lower upon the completed product, that that is in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the platform that say they 
intend to injure no legitimate industry? If that is so, what 
are legitimate industries? I leave it for the gentlemen to 
answer. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GREEN] has taken unnecessary pains in his expression of the 
thought that I, as a Pennsylvanian, should blush for shame for 
anything that has been done in this steel and iron schedule. 
[ want to say to him that I have been as deeply in the fight 
for tariff reform in Pennsylvania during the last four years 
as has any man in that State. I think I know the feeling of 
our people in the great industrial State of Pennsylvania upon 
this tariff question, and I assert it as my deliberate Judgment 
that there is no State in the Union where the demand for a 
reduction in the burdens of tariff taxation is greater or louder 
to-day than in our State. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is evidenced by the fact that in the year 1912 no political 
party in our State had the nerve to write into its platform a 
demand for a continuance of the high protective rates. Every 
political party which wrote a platform in our State that year 
contained a demand for a reduction of the Payne rates and a 
demand for the lightening of the burden of tariff taxation. I 
come from one of the great industrial districts of the country. 
We have some of the largest industrial plants in the United 
States within that district. We have the greatest cement mill 
in the world, the great Atlas Portland Cement Mill, at North- 
‘unpton, which took the enormous contract for nearly 5,000,000 
barrels of cement for the Panama Canal. We have the Beth- 
lehem Steel Works, employing nearly 15,000 men. We have 90 
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per cent of the slate mined, manufactured, and produced in the 
United States. All of these things have been highly protected 
yne law as in previous laws. We have gone into tha 
district with the fight for lower tariff taxes. This tariff ques 
tion has been the in many a hard-fought battle, waged 
from corner to corner of that district, and upon that issue 
the present Representative has been returned by such majorities 
as conclusively prove that our people believe in a reduction of 
these tariff taxes. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired: 


issue 


all time has expired. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. Greene}. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the 


noes seemed to have it. 

Upon a division (demanded by Mr. Gre 
there were—ayes 54, noes S80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NE of Massachusetts) 


SCHEDULE D—WOOD AND MANUFACTURES OF 

170. Briar root or briar wood, ivy or laurel root, and similar wood 
unmanufactured, or aot further advanced than cut into blocks suitab 
for the articles into which they are intended to be converted, 10 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the lasi 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
where briar root or briar wood or laurel root are obtained in 
the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My information is that this wood is 
almost entirely, if not entirely, grown in foreign countries. I 
can give the gentleman the information as far as I have it: 

Briar root or briar wood is the root of white heath, which often 
grows to large size. The roots are gathered extensively in tl ith 
of France and in Corsica for the purpose of being made into t 
pipes commonly called briar-wood pir¢ 

Mr. MOORE. That is the foreign wood. But I was king 
where it is obtained in the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is imported. 

Mr. MOORE. There is none in the United States’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. None of which I know. 

Mr. MOORE. I have been advised that in North Care i 
they undertake to develop brierwood. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman’s information 


entirely incorrect. I never heard of it. 
Mr. MOORE. You think my information is entirely incorrect? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 


Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman will find it in his heat 
ings of four years ago. 

| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I was reading from the notes on 

| the Payne bill, to give the gentleman the information. [Laugh 

| ter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. That was before we had the hearings. When 
we had hearings we paid attention to them. That is nade 
up a year before the hearings 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman ought not to «de hi 
own authority. 

Mr. PAYNE. You will catch up in five years 

Mr. MOORE. What I want to say in connection with this 
question of duty on brierwood is this: It is in the interest of 
brierwood raisers in North Carolina, and I am glad of it. Ten 
per cent is imposed; and in addition, unmanufactured amber 


and amberoid, which enter into the manufacture of pipes, are 


taken from the free list and put on the dutiable list, the appa 
ent purpose being to raise revenue. I would say that most of 
the users of the pipes made from brier root and brierwood are 
of the poorer classes. Many of them are from the South, and 


some of them being Congressmen, smoke their brierwood pipes 
here in Washington with a great deal of pleasure. Hereafter, 
instead of obtaining the pipes as cheaply as before, the user 
of the pipes in the United States will pay the duty, and the 
price to the consumer, who likes to smoke his old-fashioned 
pipe, will not be reduced. In other words, in this particular 
instance the committee has raised the price to the consumer 
rather than to reduce the cost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


171. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of s 1 r 
lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mal ny wood, 
satinwood, and all other cabinet woods not further manufactured in 
sawed, 10 per cent ad valorem; veneers of wood, 15 per cent ad va 
lorem; and wood unmanufactured, not specially provided for in th 
section, 10 per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vennsylvania offers 


an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 46, line 3, strike out the word “ other.” 
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More than 75 per cent of the 
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This oriental labor works for f 
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Yesterday I received an affidavit, which I hold in my hand, 
a man who has recently inspected 16 shingle mills in 
sh Columbia. These mills are typical of all the mills in 
Province. This affidavit shows that 75 per cent of the 
yed in those mills are Chinese and 5 per cent are 
in other words, 80 per cent of the labor working 
cle mills of British Columbia oriental. 
the latest figures that I have be able 
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the character of the timber, it also 
than it does the timber of British Columbia. Mr. J. H. 
who of the foremost millmen of the State of 
igton and who owns shingle mills beth in British Colum- 
the State of Washingten, has testified that the labor 
British Columbia 25 cents a thousand. I» the State 
ashington it is 55 cents a thousand. 

cted that American labor 
labor, or shall the shingle mills e 

or the other is inevitable. 
State of Washingten the shingle mill 2 
of the forest. It euts what the sawmills leave. It 
stumps and pieces of logs generally charred and black- 
ened by fire. In British Columbia the oriental labor cuts mostly 
clean and en timber. Not only does the shingle mill in 
the State of Washington give employment to labor at high and 
living wages but it also censerves our forests by largely cutting 
timber stumps, tops, and parts of legs that would otherwise rot 
or be burned clearing the land. 
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In order th understand more fully the char- 
acter of the labor in British Columbia that the Democratie 
Party propeses that American labor should directly compete 
with, I will show a few pictures taken at the mills in British 
Columbia. 

Here the phetegraphs of British Columbia mills taken 
only a a days ago. [Exhibiting pictures.] In this photo- 
graph you see the Chinaman and in this one you see the Hindu. 
I ask the amet ratic majority, Do you intend to bring Amer!- 
n labor in the State of Washington inte direct competition 
with this oriental labor, with the Hindus and the Chinese? 
And that is precisely what this bill will do if you pass it. If 
you pass this bill and compel American labor in the State of 
Washington to compete with oriental labor just across the 
national berder, then IF hope no gentleman on the Democratic 
side will again attempt to mislead the House and the country by 
making speeches against oriental labor, as has recently been 
done by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srsson] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sranrey]. 


cu 


| 


igton | 


about 15,000 


| tells 


| ing 
tht mills | 





| were busy. 


| that 





The Democra 
by bringing 
labor. And 


American | 


Party is weleome to 
American labor into 
reply has the Democratic Pa 
working in the shingle 
Washington? What consolation has been 
Democratic Party, speaking through Presi 

i 

1 


any 


glory tha 


obtain contact with 
ental 
to the 
State of 


The 


what 
morer Ini 


the American workman in the State of Washi: 
he will have the high privilege of whetting his w 
tition with oriental labor. 

The Democratie Party the American yw 
my State the privilege of whetting his wits until } 


Li 
the Japanese live, until he can live on the pay t! 
nese receives. The Democratic Party gives h 
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les free into the State of Washinet: 
lower the price “to the consumer. In Canada they 
Shingle Trust. No attempt is made to conceal the 
Government does not attempt to prohibit it. They pe 
so many machines to be run. Each community is all 
number, and can not operate any more. This ts avow 
for the purpose of keeping up the prices. When 
shingles, the prices will only be lowered sufficiently to 
our market. As soon as our mills close prices will be ji 
The Canadian is selling his shingles in our 
our advantage but for his own. We know by ex 
they will do. We do not have to guess. At one time ¢ 
sold to us 5,000 carloads in a single year; but the 
consumer did not get his shingles for any less. Our ! 
closing six months in the year, while the mills acr 
The work and wages were simply transferr 
Washington to British Columbia—from the American w 
to the oriental. But the American consumer still paid 
price for his shingles. 

The history of the shingle industry is the history « 
industry in America that has been protected from the « 
tion of cheap foreign laber. Every time we buy 
shingles from British Columbia we take just that 
and that mych labor from the Americans and 
foreigners. 

The result of this bill will 
shingle industry from the 
Columbia. It will mean that 
and wages will be taken from American labor in the 
Washington and given to the oriental labor acr« 

It means that the Democratic Party will take the d: 
from 60,000 men, women, and children in the State 
ington, and im the name of free trade, low prices, 
statesmanship give it to the Hindu and the Chi 
Japanese. 

They may give us cheap prices. They 
had a “Prof. Wilson” then as we have a 
was the high priest of Democracy 
prophet of free trade. Yes; prices were low 
could get a good meal in many cities of the Uni 
5 cents. That this bill may bring again those splendid d 
Democratie cheapness I admit. There is no reason for 
shingles upon the free list but a sectional one and a | 
one. If it were a little peanut industry in the South, it 
be protected as rice and peanuts are protected. If the 
industry was located in Pennsylvania or Indiana or Mi! 
or in any State that had a Democratic member of the 
and Means Committee, it would have been protected. 
sacrificed for political purposes only, because it is a P 
coast industry. This bill will destroy this industry as 
many others, but there is no hope of amending it, so let 
enacted quickly. Let the tragedy be perpetrated at on 
order that the people may the more quickly have the exper’ 
and the more quickly determine, as they will, to wij 
sectional monstrosity from the statute books. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bate on this schedule—I understand that gentlemen all wan! 
talk about lumber—close in 35 and that 25 
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be to again largely t 
State of Washington 
$10,000,000 annually 


did once be 
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and 
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35 minutes, 25 mint 
of that time: go to the other side. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Washington 
Fancower] wishes to talk on an amendment that he will offer. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
prawoop] has the floor. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to agree about the length | 
the debate on this schedule, but I do not want a prolonged 
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of 


™ Mr MA NN. The gentleman does not wish to cut off Members 
who desire to offer amendments to the lumber schedule? 


} 
| 
| 
| 
} 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; all gentlemen who desire to 
do so can offer amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The Asiatic, oriental prop 
psition that is involved in admitting the lumber of British Co- 
jumbia is the most important question now before the people of 
the United States. It overshadows the whole tariff bill. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I am going to object to the limitation of 
time suggested by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall be very glad to see if we can} 
make an arrangement with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] if other gentlemen will keep quiet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the matter can 
be accommodated much more readily if gentlemen will be in 





order. All gentlemen will please be seated. 

Mr. MANN. Now, let us see if we can come to an agree- 
ment. How many gentlemen on this side desire time? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I desire time. 

Mr. MANN. That will be 5 minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. I desire time. 

Mr. MANN. That will be 10 minutes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire 5 minutes. 


MANN. That makes 15. 
FALCONER. I desire 5 minutes. 
MANN. That makes 20. 
FORDNEY. I desire 5 minutes. 
MANN. That makes 25 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


=. 


HUMPHREY of Washington. 
MANN. That makes 30. 
MOORE. I desire 5 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. That makes 35. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I desire 5 minutes 

Mr. MANN. That makes 40. On this side there are gentle- 
men who desire a total of 40 minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Make it an hour. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that the de- | 
bate on Schedule D—the lumber schedule—conclude in 50 min- 
40 minutes to go to that side of the House and 10 minutes | 
to this side of the House—and that all amendments may be | 
pending and voted on at the conclusion of the debate. | 

| 
| 


I desire 5 minutes. 


utes 


Mr. MANN. Make it so that gentlemen may offer their 
amendments to be voted on when the paragraphs are read. 

Mr. FORDNEY. You will have to dispose of a million dol- 
lars a minute. There is $40,000,000 involved in this. 

Mr. GARNER. We can do that. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- 
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on Schedule D | 
close in 50 minutes. | 

Mr. MANN. I understand there will be 50 minutes’ debate. 
The 50 minutes does not include the reading of the paragraph | 
or the offering of amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; 50 minutes’ debate—40 minutes to go | 
to the minority side of the House and 10 minutes to the major- 
ity, the time to be controlled by the Chair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Chair may make the recognitions. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

} 





There was no objection 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, 65 per cent 
of all the wooden shingles consumed in the United States are 
made in the State of Washington. One-fourth of all the men 
in British Columbia are orientals, and there are few oriental 
women. Nearly 80 per cent of all the workingmen in British 
Columbia are either Chinese, Japanese, or Hindu. The shingle 
industry in the State of Washington can not go against this 
competition. I desire to read to you a short telegraphic dis- 
patch printed in the Seattle Post-Intelligencer under date of 
April 22, this year: 

VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, 
Monday, Aprii 21, 1913. 

__Under the terms of the Anglo-Japanese treaty, recently ratified by the 
anadian Government, and going into effect May 1, 1913, the Japanese 
have practically an open door to Canada. 

Prominent Japanese recently in Vancouver are authority for the above 
statement. The McBride government has recently ratified the action of 
the Dominion Government. 

Che Anglo-Japanese treaty prohibits any action being taken by the 
provincial governments. 


Now, then, in order that this may be thoroughly understood, | 
I desire to make a few explanatory statements of the immigra- 
tion laws of Canada. 


‘ 
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| of the State of Washington. 


| sion to do as much for us. 
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First. Natives of India—that Hindus—are British 
jects, and under the law of Great Britain and Canada have the 
right to enter the latter Provinces and work there, provided 
that they pass a medical examination and have suflicient money 
on their person at the time of entering the country to insure 
their not becoming a public charge until they have had reason 
able time to find employment. The sum of $25 on his person 
is a passport for the Hindu into British Columbia. 

Second. The Chinese are permitted to enter and work in 
British Columbia on payment of a head tax of $500 in each 
case and the passage of a medical examination. 

Let me say here that I want to thank the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Dies] for the introduction into the Recorp of the 
paragraphs from President Wilson’s books, showing the me- 
chanical ability of the Chinese, and I propose to place in the 
RecorD, if my searchers now at work in the Congressional 
Library can find copies of the speeches made by the present 
Secretary of State, William J. Bryan, concerning the Japanese, 
at the time when he declared that imperialism was the para 
mount issue. 

To revert to the head tax, and treat it from an economical 
standpoint, it costs $500 and traveling expenses to put a Chinese 
workman into a lumber job in British Columbia. That $500, 
borrowed at 6 per cent interest, amounts to a yearly of 
$30, or about 10 cents per working day. Therefore the present 
difference between the cost of obtaining Chinese labor and other 
labor in British Columbia is fundamentally 10 cents per day. 

Third. Under a treaty between Great Britain and Japan, 
which goes into effect May 1, Japanese subjects have a right 
to freely enter British Columbia and to work therein in the 
shingle industry, the lumber industry, the lime industry, and 
nearly every other industry. Perhaps Vancouver, British 
Columbia, will become the shoe center of the United States. 

Mr. KEATING. Will the gentleman state how he 
for the fact that 50,000 American farmers have crossed the line 
to Canada, seeking homes, if this horde of laborers is about to 
deluge Canada? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. These hordes have not 
crossed the divide yet; they are still west of the Cascades clear 
ing timber, grubbing 2 feet to get to the ground before they can 
get to agriculture. This shingle bill will stop our people from 
clearing the land that they are going to live on. 

Mr. KEATING. It will keep our people at home, will it not? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I can not yield any further 
The gentleman and myself can talk it over when we reach the 
schedule of agriculture. 

Vancouver, British Columbia. lies close to our territory, and 
if the old “fifty-four forty or fight” had prevailed, as our 
fathers hoped for, Vancouver should now be an American city, 
with, thank God, the Chinese barred and the Japanese re 
stricted, while the Hindus could be run out of there just as we 
ran them out of Grays Harbor, my home. 

Fourth. While Japanese may enter British Columbia freely, 
there is, however, what might be termed a gentleman’s agree 
ment between some of the officials of the Dominion of Canada 
and those of the Japanese Empire, by which Japanese imml- 


is, sub 


cost 


accounts 


gration is limited as occasion requires. <A similar policy pre 
vails as to the Chinese. 
The Chinese head tax is used as a sliding scale, letting 


Chinese coolies in when there are openings for them and ex- 
cluding them by raising the head tax when there are no labor 
opportunities. In other words, the Dominion lets Chinese labor 
in or shuts them out just as it regulates the shipment of wood 
pulp into the United States. I have very little time in which to 
go into the dangers of Asiatic immigration across the boundaries 
Bubonic plague, riots, and all those 
troubles are with us. In the city of Bellingham, Wash., the 
white race recently lined up against the Asiaties. The papers 
are full of California’s struggle against the Japanese. In pass 
ing I would like to say, “ How would you like te have your 
little 6-year-cld daughter sit in school beside a 
Japanese fresh from the manure pile?” 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to reintroduce inte the Recorp som 
remarks on the necessity for lumber and shingle duties made a 


25-year-old 


few years ago by my illustrious and honored predecesser, 
Francis W. Cushman, who on this floor sacrificed his life as 


truly as any soldier on any battle field to the cause of the Con- 
stitution, the flag, and the state. [Applause.] 

I will also introduce the timber laws of British Columbia, 
showing the terms by which that Province gives Crown grants, 


| special leases, and how they print the United States tariff 


schedules on lumber in their Timberman’s Guide for the benefit 
of their lumbermen. Oh, if we had only had a tariff commis- 
Then perhaps we new politicians 
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would not be obliged to dodge the name of Payne as if he were 
the ghost that pursued Tam O'Shanter. 

I desire to introduce into the Recorp the text of the Anuglo- 
Japanese alliance, and I commend to every member of the 
majority this book, The Valor of Ignorance. by Homer Lea. 


I want to also introduce into the Recorp the protest of the | cut f: 
on | windfalls by 


Shingle Weavers’ Union and statements against reduction 
shingles and pretests from many civic organizations with regard 
to the jeopardizing of our industries in the West by continuing 
the lax so-called gentleman’s agreement between the high 
officials of the United States and those of Japan. 

1 want to prove to you by actual reports that British Colum- 
bia shingles, after paying a duty of 50 cents a thousand, sell in 
the New York market today at just exactly 10 cents higher 
than our shingles. 

Mr. Chairman, I represent a 
miles of shore line—enough to 
Charleston, 8. ©. I have an 


thousand 
Mass., to 


has a 


soston, 


district which 
reach from 
interest in that shore line. My 
district has two great forest reserves, two gigantic national 
parks; one-half of the district is conserved, and in the remain- 
ing territory there are about 60,000 Republican voters of all 
varieties, and I represent them. There are about 15.000 Demo- 
eratic voters in all of that great district of 20,000 square miles, 
and I represent them, as well as 60,000 Republicans of various 
degrees. There are about 200 shingle mills in my district, and 
I represent them, although I have no interest in any one of 
them, and after this bill is passed I would not accept the whole 
200 as a gift. 

f can almost regret that in all the great Northwest not a 
single Democrat came to Congress to sit in that secret “caucus 
Congress” which framed this bill. A single Democrat from our 
great section could have told that caucus some startling things, 
But I need not worry, for your great Democrat, your peerless 
leader, W. J. Bryan, the Secretary of State, will come back 
from the Pacific in a few days with information that will startle 
the President of the United States, who wants to match wits 
with the world. 

How can the sizzling solon from Mississippi [Mr. Srsson] in 
the last month of the last session of Congress vote against a 
battleship program, and in the first month of this Congress cry 
out on the floor these words: “If we must have war or submit 
to this indignity, I am for war.” How can he vote for this 
tariff bill in view of this statement? 

And my far-sighted friend, the gentleman from Alabama, 
Capt. Horson, who knows all these facts, how can he vote for 
this bill? Will the income tax alone be enough to build the 
battleships that he knows we must have? [Applause.] 

I will print as a part of my remarks the following: 

To the CONGRESSMAN Seconp District, WASHINGTON: 


thousand organized workmen in State 
protest against reduction of tariff on lumber. 
wages reduced. 


of Washington 
We do not 


Twenty-five 
vigorously 
want our 

CHAS. PERRY TAYLOR, 
Secretary Washington Fcderation of Labor, 


Also the following telegrams: 
Rockrort MILt Co., 
Seattle, Wash., April 15, 1918. 
Tion. Atrnerr Jornson, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Dean Sire: If you want to put the hundreds of little shingle mills, 
that give employment to thousands, out of business, then help take off 
the tariff on shingles. 

It is absolutely a question of a living with us, and we should be pro- 
tected and for at least 50 cents a thousand. 

We use timber that would be a complete waste were it not for this 
industry. 

Now, all we can do is to ask your help in our protection. 

Yours, very truly, 
RockPorT MILL Co., 
By Geo. C. Lemcxn, President. 


ABERDEEN, WASH., April 15, 1913. 
Hon. ALBERT JOHNSON, Washington, D. ©.: 

Realizing that any material reduction of the duty on shingles would 
throw vast quantities of British Columbia shingles, manufactured by 
cheap oriental labor, into competition with our shingles, and thus prac- 
tically kill this industry in Washington, the Aberdeen Chamber of Com- 
merce earnestly request you to exert your utmost power in procuring 
the same provision in the new tariff law as is now in effect. 

N. P. BRYAN. 
HoquiaM, WASH., April 16, 1913. 
Hon. Atnrrt Jonnson, M. C., 
Washington, D. O.: 


One thousand men living in Chehalis County, earning $4,000 per day, 
and $6,500,000 invested in cedar mills and timber, demand protection 
from —+) oriental timber and oriental labor. If you remove shingle 
tarif you kill American shingle business. 

Hoquiam Com™menrctar, CLUB, 
W. L. ADAMS, 

J. A. Lewis. 

THOs. HUTCHINSON. 
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SEATTLE 

Hion. ALBERT JouUNSON, Washington, D. C 

When we had a 30-cent duty on shingles British Colum)! 
oriental labor shipped 5,000 cars annually into United Stat 
Washington mills now cut and ship 35,000 cars a year. s 
cent of shingles consumed in United States: most of tl 
cut from low-grade cedar from stumps, broken and burned 
white labor Much of the credit for th 
development of Washington is due to the small Washin 
mills utilizing what would otherwise be an economical w 
shingles will give British Columbia mills our American | 
great suffering and to citizens of Washing 
have a 30-cent duty, and we urge and expect 
efforts to that end. 


, WASH., Az 


cause loss ton 


Paciric Coast SHiprpers’ A 
RAYMOND COM MERCIAI 
Raymond, Wash., Aj 
Hon. ALnert Jounsox, M. C., ' 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: As the tariff revision is to be undertaken 1 
Congress, and as this section of the country depends upor 
industry almost entirely for its prosperity, we earnestly 
duty on lumber and shingles be at least maintained 
advanced 

We believe that by 
Shingles that you 
your constituents 

Very truly, yours, 


voting 


for the protective tariff on 
will be 


carrying out the wishes of the 


RAYMOND CoMM1 
Per W. W. Hays, S&S 

Mr. Chairman, I have hundreds of other protests, 

I will not burden the Recorp. I thank you. 
MENT NO. 1. 

As an appendix to the bock of Homer Lea, entit! 
Valor of Ignorance,” will be found the Anglo-Japanes: 
adopted at the time of Japan’s war with Russia. A co; 
new Anglo-Japanese alliance, by which the Japanese re 
ditional favors in Canada, will soon be available for t! 
In this connection read Homer Lea’s The Day of the S: 

STATEMENT NO. 2, 

I desire to take from the appendix of the book of TH 
entitled “The Valor of Ignorance,” the following 
concerning the first expression of the anti-Japanese 
in California, and I desire to add that an anti-() 
ment has existed in the State of Washington since |! 
State was admitted to the Union in 1889 and prevailed 
an extent that Chinese were not allowed to remain am 

The first expression of anti-Japanese sentiment did not 
1900, when a mass meeting was held in San Francisco 

In 1964, at the twenty-fourth annual session of the Am 
eration of Labor (2,500,000 members), resolutions were pas 
maanently exclude the Japanese from the United States and 
rerritories. These resolutions were reaffirmed at the D 
in 1905 and 1906. During 1905, 12 great national conv 
dorsed and adopted the same resolutions, as did 539 other ors 
comprising civic, fraternal, political, and labor associations 

cd ® % * fe * 


In 1908 


STATI 


there was established in general convent! 
Exclusion League of North America, the outgrowth of the 
Korean Exclusion League of 1906. This league has brat 
of the Western States. 

STATEMENT NO. 3. 

Memorial of the First Convention of the Asiatic 
League of North America in a regular session held 
Wash. They entered requests and protests as follows: 

Request the immediate passage of a law which will exclud 
lutely and emphatically, all Asiatics from the mainland and 
possessions of the United States; and your memorialists do 
emphatically 

*rotest against the administrative and executive officers of t! 
States entering into any agreement which will permit the rule: 
foreign country to make stipulations as to what class of per 
in what numbers, shall leave said foreign country for the pur 
immigrating to the United States; and your memorialists 

Declare that any such agreement with a foreign power is a 
sion of the traditions and policies of the United States and a | 
of the rights of American citizens. Your memorialists further 

Protest against the employment of Asiatics on board vess« 
the American flag to the exclusion of American seamen and 
tion of American law; therefore, your memorialists 

Pray for the speedy enactment of a law which will prohibit t! 
ployment of Asiatics upon all vessels flying the American fia 
any branch or department of the public service; your meu 
again emphatically - 

Protest against the continuance of Asiatic immigration upon 
exalted grounds of American patriotism, for the reasons ; 

First. That these Asiatics come to the United States entire! 
rant of our sentiments of nativity and patriotism, and utter!) 
and incapable of discharging the duties of American citizensilp 

Second. The introduction of this incongruous and noni 
element into our nationai life will inevitably impair and de 
not effectually destroy, our cherished institutions and our Amer 

Third. These Asiatics are aiien to our ideas of patriotism, mo! 
loyalty, and the highest conception of Christian civilization. — 

Fourth. Their presence here is a degrading and contaminating |» 
ence to the best phases of American life. —_ 

Fifth. With their low standard of living, immoral surroundings 
cheap labor, they constitute a formidable and fierce competition as: 
our American system—the pride and glory of our civilization~ 
unless prohibited by effective legislation will result in the irrepara 
deterioration of American labor. ti 

Sixth. The living in our midst of a large body of Asiatics 
greatest number of whom are armed, loyal to their Government, 


» | 





enter- 








CONGRE 















distrust, if not of hostility, to our peop 
our Government or our institutions, not 
iife in times of peace, and ever ready to resp 
their own nations in times 7 war, make thes 
nace to the American Repul rite the splendid act 
! the strong s and k a il hearts of Cauca 
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the 
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I also desire to present the following affidavit of Charles C. 
ho was employed by the Pacific Coast Shippers’ 
Wash., 


*s working in these shingle mills. 


of Fre 
Shingle 


rhe statement 
the Red Cedar 
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ment of Mr. Hone. 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, County of King, 


being first duly sworn, 
Ce ast 


Coarles C, Hone, 


d A. 


Traill, 
Manufacturers’ 
ile of wages of the white employees 
the State of Washington. 
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from 
plants of the following conce: 
British Columbia, 
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Albe rt Cotton, Vancouver, British Columbia, 
Jhomas Kirkpatrick, Vancouver, 


Imperial Shingle Co., Var 


Jose pb Chew Lumber & Shingle 'Co., 
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Lulu Shingle Co., Eburne, Br 
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Vancouver, British Columbia, on 
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Westminster, British Columbia, 
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on April 15, 
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on April 15, 
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on April 15, 1913 
Robert McNair Shingle Co., Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 


1913. 
1913. 
1913. 


1913. 
on April 


New Westminster, British Colum- 
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Brunette Saw Mill ¢ Sant | ( 
1913 
( ‘ rtd \ ‘ 
Thurston | ( i ' 
April 17, 191 
Port Moody 8&8 ‘ I Mi ! i ( . . 
1913. 
New Ia J ( ‘ | 
1913. 
Victoria Lun r fa ' ‘ ( 
on April 18, 1913. 
Victoria Shingle Co., Vi ] 
As the res t of 
that the number id 1 ; of t ‘ i 
plants of the above-named c 
; 
A nl i | 
wy } } 
j 
4 , | 
| i 
Total | 
- ' 
' Cov it passer In ek | 
movers and na : ! i 
From these figures the percent f white « ‘ 
the percentage of oriental employ 
ployees, 80 per nt: wl ‘ 4) 
On inquiry as to the wages paid Asia yees by t 
tioned concerns, I bave arrived at the fol y 
Shingle sawyers Asiatie « . a ts t ‘ 
sand 
Shingle packers (Asiatic « s), 6 cen to TA cente 
All other (Asi empl $1.40 to §$ ) per da 
CH 
Su I a a nt t "4th d f Ap 
(s1 ] Bb. A 
Not fd { na for i of Washi 
ACSLAINGg 
g ‘ vy HI? ( ty of I os 
Fred A. 1 ! i ' ! th dey Q 
he is trea i i i ¢ r & Ni 
Association, an organization ‘ | ited und ( ws 
of Washington, « ed of about 200 shit manufac ! 
facture about 65 per cent of t ! output of t “ 
ingt 
That I am entirely familiar with the wages paid sh 
(white employees), shingl kers (¥ ( ploy 
(white employees) in the shingle manufa: i plar 
Sound, State of Washington 
The following is the seale of wag 
Shingle sawyers(white employees), 16 its to 19 cx 
Shingle packers (white employees), 9 cents to 10 nt 
Knee bolters (white employees), $3.50 to $4.50 1 
Drag sawyers (white e v g 0 to rd 
Common laborers hi ), ge Tt 5 ) |] 
Sul ibed and s 1 t re I t 24th ¢ fA 
Nota Pu t if i of W 
Resid 
I am in DOSs ion of fully 1.000 letter and le 
testing against the destruction of the shi i 
no opportuni y has been given to pr t the 
the oe schedul nd as no Democrat has vote 
than directed by his leaders, it ’ esa to 
the columns of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD 
Let me, in ¢ sion, add a ne ition of 
Columbia timber laws and t tion 1 . { 
and the low price for leasing 
All land in the Province of Brit ( 
orivate ownel ) sul t to t 
fes, save the lands tn the ral ! lwa 
about 20 1 n each sid t ( ' 
as Port Mood the statutory t t 
up to the p nt tir has n ¢ 1 of eit 
lease, or ul s 
Crown grant or patent gives absolute ownership in f 
and timber th yn, and on the 7 i 
issued prior to the 7th of April s t 
ver 1,000, which fi nded if 
S Canada Or ti ‘ t on d \ ame 
the 7th of April, 188i i I i i 
royalty of 50 t I t I ! 
portable 
On any timber from ¢ 1 lands or f: Crown 
deeded since the 12th of M om 
thousand, but the logs a t exportable until manufactur 
Dominion le s give } holder tl ‘ t of ‘ ' 
land held under le l | it i charges on the ea 
lows: A ground rent of 5 cents | per ye in 
stumpage or royalty of ) cents per t isand n cut 
charge for fire dues, which is too small to take into « 
Prior to 1905 the provincial overnmet! wi } 
timber of British Columbia outside f the Canad 1 I 
belt, issued leases covering timberlands, which gav t 
leases the right to all the timber on t nds 
period of 21 years, with a ground rer f 10 ts p 
and 50 cents per th: ind stun re wh t ese ' 
rendered at any time and ren I { l 
laws in force at time of ‘re : 
The provinelal government to 1908 1 ad 3 
licenses for 21 years from date of issue, which gave the 
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to all the timber on the land for 21 years, a round rent of $140 pe ‘ AVS ‘ : eles « 
annum r f a Thess. of 6 iO od ual 50 ae oer eee Se unc ee ee en ed — me 
wn cut. " * — . é < ‘ or 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the com- | “e¢ territory in the northwestern part of the United si 
mittee’s attention to the fact that on page 46 cedar lumber is Labor! You Japanese, Chinese, Hindu lovers!  [1, 
put on the protected list at 10 per cent ad valorem, and on oe the Republican side. ] J hope the gentleman from 
page 128 cedar shingles are put on the free list. It costs twice a - talked kor the laboring man yesterday will \ 
as much in labor and other expenses to convert a thousand this morning. He er he is a — ,who was elected 
fect of cedar logs into shingles as it does to convert a thousand heen of wg to protect the labor interests. Any 
feet of logs into lumber. You have therefore put a duty of 10 a> ‘a dead a on ~ ae knows that he is 
per cent ad valorem on lumber when imported into this country had 7 aa — as tO . : a the - = agreed in this cou 
which sells at about $25 per thousand feet, or $2.50 a thousand roel he ye 7 - parry aat — engaged in it wi 
feet protection, and you can not truthfully call it anything else, ns OF other employ ment inside of the next two year 
and you have put the product of that thousand feet of logs in a a kee the tingle industry t 
shingles on the free list. Shingles are made out of many kinds Mr FALCONER. Y as Saad will the gentleman y 
of a cedar, redwood, cypress, pine, fir, and many other Mr. RAKER "Deus the aiid know what per 
kinds of timber. coe ea oe ae : . ; _ 
The gentleman will say that this is cabinet wood. You have ee ee oe ¢ are workine in 11 
made no distinction between Spanish cedar and British Co- Tie’ f Britisl Cc ] bia. at will OL working Hm the 
lumbia cedar, or any other cedar; so that cedar lumber will | U8 OF %! aes a will file an affidavit o! 
come in under that paragraph and pay a duty of 10 per cent ad ee rs that. Or li 
valorem, and you put shingles on the free list. Show me the Mr. <P Le in os and W a. 
consistency between the two when one costs twice as much as Progressive side 7] ' More than 90 aoe po oo. 
the other. i : a ae ns aha vs la : > men 
Again, gentlemen, you forget. Remember now this is a ahingle se = the States of Washington, Oregon, M 
special interest. I have got some personal interest and there- = aa a er ne - eligible to be so. 
fore I should not be permitted to talk on the subject. If I| 47 ‘Chin gs seaboney pone ‘Hind Poe. = 
do I may be subjected to severe criticism as was my friend canine ee oy om meee wae wore in Br 
from Pennsylvania yesterday when he talked about shoe eyelets. — warn p = 
I am a lumberman; I am not a shingle manufacturer. My wife _ Se eeeee eens ld Sia , 
Had an uncle whose cousin had a brother married to a girl fact that it - the Re A te eae Ghat ee a a 
whose uncle was in the shingle business. [Laughter.] Seicheiiein :ii aah aoe ange .. a. ~ See teen” 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. What relation are you to her? | “Sn ""t.T Gonnn "The gentlemen and Dre weete an 
Mr. Paes Can A ee describe that again and let in the Japances now _ cee i iieelpaaali 
get it the same way? ughter. | ee a Raa 
Mr. FORDNEY. There are 49,000 saw and shingle mills in the — waracee = eet ee one 
United States, employing 800,000 laboring men. These men and cadibadenine ond your Secttans’ otis is eae a i 
their families get their bread and butter from that industry. ale a nat ates eneen attain  ehent the naenes care 
Talk about monopoly! The Bureau of Corporations spent half a nahin le cade ; ve ———— 
nillion dollars and five years time in trying to find a monopoly Mr RAKER _ President recommended that 
or a trust in the manufacture of lumber and shingles in this Mr. FALCONER. This is not a question ae aeane’s 
eee and then reported their absolute failure to do 80. | gent or party. I am dealing with the item involving tli 
My friends, you are striking a blow at an industry the product : - 


Vv . ‘ ir sa re » >, y ‘Are 
of which last year amounted to $40,000,000, one-half of which ay. ms. Chairmen, these guatiemen who a 


thusiastic in protecting the Chinese, Hindus, and Japan 
the men who are working for the special interests; 
terests that control certain lines of industry and who | 
vast amount of money importing just this kind of 
you know it and the gentleman from Chicago who s| 
day knows it. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FALCONER. I am not going to yield. We do 
Chinese to stay in Snohomish County or any of thos 
in Washington where shingles are made. With regard 
gentleman from California who persists in interrupting 


went into the pockets of the men who were employed in that 
industry, not including the men in the lumber camps. I am 
speaking of the men in the saw and shingle mills of this 
country. You are going to do this. You are going to put 
shingles on the free list and lumber on the free list. Lumber 
is now on the protected list and pays the smallest rate of duty 
of anything mentioned in the protective law, with the single 
exception of fish. You are going to take away that little morsel 
of protection, when everything that the manufacturer of lumber 
and shingles uses in the way of tools, machinery, clothing, food 


supply, everything that is used in the sawmill or in the say that he demonstrates the fact that when you get 
lumber camp, is on the protected list. You propose now to give | ~ : oe Senin : 7: Silas a 


them free potatoes and free pork-—— crat started on the wrong road—and he is wrong on | 
Mr. RAKER. And free beef? ject—he does not know when to stop, and he exhib 
Mr. FORDNEY. Beef! Oh, granny’s nightcap! Cattle on aes Soe 28 Eee Seer: es oe 
: » & ; “me . o¢ What does it mean to labor? You talk of the ex 
the protective list and beef on the free list! Another incon- the Chinese. Eight thousand ‘Chinese went into Br 
sistency from the Democratic side of the House—raw material | jy pia in two ee There is supposed to he a tax | 
on the protective list and the finished product on the free list. per capita to ao They do not pay $500 per capit 
Not protection. Do not use the word “ protection,” for your life. Teaitnion of Canada has 4 “ sentionats™ eereement. 
Revenue, revenue—cattle on the protective list because we need Japanese Geserumant that onke 500 a ‘wear shall have 
the revenue, and we are going to get it, too. So it goes all down to British Columbia‘ and the ame of the matter is th: 
the line. But gentlemen on that side of the House forget when came in 1907 and 1908 ; 
putting shingles on the free list that the industry in the North- I have neon tn the ghinate business. not, however, for 10; 
west, where the great bulk of the shingles come from, needs | 7 now have no interest, either directly or indirectly, 
that protection. know the business, gentlemen, and I want to say that I « 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan vi 


hy 
vu 


: one, if shingles are placed on the free list, together 
has expired. opening of the Panama Canal, can ship shingles fro! 
Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention to offer | Columbia, in foreign ships through the canal, to every 
an amendment to the amendment; but when this Ways and | city in the United States. Under the present conditio! 
Means Committee can dispose of $40,000,000 in 40 minutes, I will | cents duty, Canada has imported about 6 per cent 
say that they are moving too rapidly for me, and I will not offer | shingles used in the United States. Why take the duty 
the amendment. [Applause. } . 

I want to submit, however, that 54 per cent of the standing The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
timber in the United States is in the States of Washington, | ington [Mr. Favconer] has expired. ; 
Oregon, California, Idaho, and Montana, and yet the men who Mr. FALCONER. I wish to extend my remarks and |" 
are at the head of affairs in this House have not seen fit to put | a clipping from the Everett Morning Tribune of April 
one man from any of these States on the Committee on Ways | the following affidavits: 
and Means. [From the Everett Morning Tribune, Apr. 22.] 

In your reckless revelry of tariff tinkering you are putting JAPANESE NOW HAVE OPEN DOOR TO ea oa wit on 
an industry in the State of Washington out of business. I VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, Apr 


J . se treaty, recently ratifi 
am not here to talk for a duty on lumber; that is @ different | canadian tovernment ‘and: going ito effect May 1, 1013, te 


matter. But'I do say that any man who stands up on the floor ! have practically an open door to Canada. 


Bri 

















nt Japanese recently in Vancouver are authority for the 
nt. The policy of the McBride government has apparently 
st oriental immigration, but only recently it ratified the 
the Dominion government. 
.-Japanese treaty prohibits any action being taken by the 
2srnomen 
WASHINGTON, County of King, 8 
Cc. Hone, being t duly orn on oath, deposes and says: 
was employed by the P: ic Coast ae Association of 
ash., and the Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers’ Association 
Was! to inspect shingle manufacturing ‘plat its In western 
I and to investigate and determine the capacity of said 
t imber and races of the employees of each of said plants. 





pected from April 
following concerns: 


personally ins 15, 1913, to April 18, 1913, 


plants of the 














n & Hackett, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
McNair Shingle Co., Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 
t Cotton, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
Kirkpatrick, Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 

Shingle Co., Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 
Chew Lumber & Shin; gic Co., Vancouver, British Columbia, on 

1915. 

ngle Co., Eburne, British Columbia, on April 15, 1913. 

ster Mill Co., New Westminster, British Columbia, on April 














City Lumber & Shingle Co., New Westminster, British Co- 
n April 16, 1913. ; 
Saw Mill Co., Sapperton, British Columbia, on April 16, 
le Mills (Ltd.), Vancouver, British Columbia, on April 17, 1913. 
yn Flavelle Lumber Co., Port Moody, British Columbia, on 
: 1913. 
Moody Shingle Co., Port Moody, British Columbia, on April 17, 
Ladysmith Lumber Co., Nanaimo, British Columbia, on April 18, 
1 Lumber & Manufacturing Co., Chemanius, British Columbia, 
18, 1913 
ria Shingle Co., Victoria, British Columbia, on April 18, 1913. 
result of my personal investigation and inspection, I found 
umber and races of the employees engaged in and about the 
- the above-named concerns were as follows: 
| Chinese. | Hindus White. Total. 
ali akiea ditiiaincilk eccasainaanaedabe S, ee 12 | 70 
PALS EI OO chcocudlanenunpied 69 
Te cn sacrataisceaslltee 04 5 53 | 152 
Ruidecdutundintnndietnebitintneta 2 | 5 65 | 291 


1en, block pilers, hand sawyers, clipper- 
‘ar loaders, and common laborers. 

of white employees compared with 
Asiatic 





‘3, cut 


rs, ¢ 





res the percentag re 


tage ‘of oriental employees engaged is as follows: em- 
80 per cent; white employees, <0 per cent. 
On inquiry as to the wages paid Asiatic employees by the above- 
mentioned concerns, I have arrived at the following averages: 
§ le sawyers, 12 cents to 13 cents per thousand. 
Shing » backers, 6 cents to 74 cents per thousand. 


All others, $1.40 to $1.70 per day. : 
Cwas. C. Hone. 





8 ! ibed and sworn to before me this 24th day of April, 1913. 
AL Josern B. LEXANDE! 
Notary Public in and for the State of We obineten, 
Residing at Seattle. 
STAI r WASHINGTON, County of King, 88: 
ed A. Traill, being first duly sworn, on oath depose and say 
t I am treasurer and manager of the Red Cedar Shingle ene. 


f rers’ Association, an organization incorporated under the laws of 
t ite of Washington, composed of about 200 shingle manufacturers, 
1an — about 65 per cent of the shingle output of the State 
gton. 
am entirely familiar with the wages pald shingle sawyers 
ployees), shingle packers (white employees), and all others 
mployees) in the shingle manufacturing plants on the Puget 
1, State of Washington. 
ol lowing is a scale of wages : 


That I 





ngle packers (white employees), 9 cents to 10 cents per thousand. 
bolters (white employees), $3.50 to $4.50 per day. 
sawyers (white employees), 3.50 to $5 per day. 
mmon laborers (white employees), $2 to $2.50 per a r 
. A. TRAILL. 


1913. 


] 
Drag 
( 


ribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of om oril, 
AL. ] Josern B. ALEXANDER, 

Notary Public in and for the State of W ashington, 
Residing at Scattle. 


oF WASHINGTON, County of King, ss: 

D. Becker, being first duly sworn, on oath depose and say: 
ai I am secretary and manager of the Pacific Coast Shippers’ As- 
Ation, an organization incorporated under the laws of the State 
¢ Washington, composed of wholesalers and manufacturers - lumber 
ds ingles, whose combined output is approximatel 70 B cent of 
: aot lumber trade of western Washington, and about do per cent 
or the rail shingle trade of western Washington. 
! I empl loyed Mr. Charles C. Hone on age 14, 1913, to inspect 
a ish Columbia manufacturing plants; that t sald C harles Cc. Hone 

the same person who has testified to the foregoing affidavit. 

*. D. Becker. 

24th day of April, 1913. 
. Josepu B, ALEXANDER, 
Notary Public tn and for the State of Washington, 
Residing at Seattle, 


o> a 


_ 


a “/ and sworn to before me this 
| BAL 
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SHINGTON, County of King, se: 


Fred 









I, A. Traill, being first d ily sworn, on oath dey , a 

That I am treasurer and manager of the Red ( $ 
facturers’ Association, an rga n ted 
of the State of Washington, com] “dof 200 ‘ 
turers, who manufacture about 65 per cent t : e ou f 
the State of Washington. 

That I employed C! les C. H n April 14 t t I h 
Columbia shingle manufa ing} 1 that ( ( 
Hone is the same person who testified to \ 

Sul bed and 1 to | ‘ t ‘ 

[SEAL.] j I B. A 

Notary P in and for the Stat \ 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to « ! 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report tl 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Par. 1724. Rough lumber, $1.25 per thou 1 f I 1 

Par. 1729. Railroad ties, 10 per ce 1d valorem 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not eat » | I 
upon this amendment at any great th. The I 
Party has determined to pass the Ui vood bill without a d 
ment, and for the purpo se of put tin gy before the ge ral 


one of the ablest speeches I have read for a good while I 
read into my remarks a speech made by former Senator ¢ 

cey M. Depew before the Montauk Club, of Brooklyn. a 

ner given in celebration of the seventy ninth birthday of M 
Depew. His speech, published in the New York Bveni 

in its issue of April 28, 1913, is as follows: 

“Mr. PRESIDENT AND GENTLEMEN: With each recurr f 
these anniversaries I am more impressed with th a nee 
of friendship. The proof is here to-night. For 22 rs the 
members of this club in celebrating my birthday added to tl 
pleasure of the first meeting an original compliment. In 2 
years several generations of club members come and go, but 
there is always a central phalanx of veterans to keep up prin 
ciples and traditions of the organization. A 

“I have been greeted to-night by fathers who have br 
their sons, and by sons who have brought the gran of 
those who welcomed me within these walls 22 ye go. The 
political revolutions which have taken place in the unt nd 
in the State, the financial crises which have for a time para 
lyzed our industries, and the agitations which seemed 1 
tionary, but disappeared, have neither interrupted nor Im) l 
our numbers or the pleasures of our anniversarie 

“Lucian, the famous gossip of antiquity, the predec ! 
originator of the immortal Pepys, in one of his storik y 





that he called upon a famous centenarian named Goretas, who 
lived at Corinth 1,700 years ago, anxious to put the qu 
to which every centenarian has been subjected eve iy l 
probably before, for there is nothing new under th 
‘ATE THE AERRING A B 

“Lucian called upon Gorgias to find out th t 
extreme age. He said to him, ‘You have just had 3 
hundred and eighth birthday and are enjoyin; l 
vigor, and vitality. Now, to what do you ascri ( 


answered, ‘To the fact that I never have accepted an in 


to dine out.’ One of our centenarians a few da; 20, al 
ing the same question at 103, said in his case it was d to 
fact that he had eaten a red herring every day. I th he 
American had the better time. He certainly did not eat it 
herring alone, and it created a thirst which led to npa ! 
ship in quenching it. 

“What a ghastly century was that of Gorgias who had 
dined out. The brilliant men of his period, the seulpt 
are the despair of our artists, the architects whom we 
never equal, the philosophers and poets who have been n 
of all succeeding generations, the orators, statesmen, id 
soldiers whom subsequent history has never eclipsed, all were 
visitors during his long life to beautiful and artistic Corinth 
and he might, at the dinners which were invariably given the 
have enjoyed the pleasures of their society and left an autol 
ography of personal reminiscences of incaleulable value t 
posterity. 

“TI have met most of the distinguished men and w 
my time in this and other countries, and with 
exception the best I ever knew of them occurred at dinn \ 
evening with Gladstone was a liberal education. He posse d 
the most comprehensive mind of his generation and was fted 
with the most graphic power of expressing his opinions 

“A formal interview with him was of little value, but in the 
confidences and intimacies of a long dinner at a friend's | ‘ 
Gladstone could be more eloquent, more impressive, and 1 f 


delightful than in his best efforts tn the House of 
It was possible on such occasions to study the working: 
marvelous mind and get an insight into the sources 
netic power, 


SO 





‘BROWNING CHARMING AT DINNER. 

“To read Browning’s poems was one thing, but to hear 
Browning talk at dinner was much more human, informing, 
and charming. He said to me that when at the request of the 
Government, the Duke of Sutherland gave a dinner to the Shah 
of Versia at the Stafford House, he was one of the guests. In 
order to impress this semisavage monarch, every one was re- 
quested to wear all their regalia. The Prince of Wales and 
members of the royal family, the dukes, marquises, and earls 
came in all the medieval splendor of their rank and order, and 
with all their jewels, real and paste. 

“Mr. Browning said that, having no rank, 
crimson gown of an honor man of Cambridge University. 
monds did not impress the Shah, because the buttons on his 
coat were real stones as big as horse-chestnuts. The ermine 
and tiaras produced no impression upon him, because he and 
his suite were arrayed in more barbaric splendor. But his wild 
eye roving around the table came upon this crimson Cambridge 
at the foot, where, as a commoner, the poet sat. 


he came in the 
Dia- 


robe 

“The Shah instantly said, ‘ Who is that great man?’ 
that is Mr. Browning.’ ‘What is he?’ ‘He is a poet.’ ‘Com- 
mand him to come here and sit beside me.’ So a royalty or a 
prime minister was displaced and the embarrassed poet was put 
beside the autocrat. The Shah said, ‘I understand you are a 
poet, a great poet,’ which Browning modestly admitted. ‘ Well, 
then,’ he said, ‘I want you to stay here with me, because more 
than the fact that I am the supreme ruler of Persia, I am a 
great poet myself, 

“Mr. Browning assured me that the story was true; that the 
Shah said to the then Prince of Wales, afterwards King Edward 
VII, ‘This is a magnificent palace.’ The prince said, ‘ Yes; this 
is the finest palace in Great Britain.’ ‘ Well,’ said the Shah, 
‘let me give you a little piece of advice. When one of my no- 
bility gets rich enough to live in a house like this, I cut off his 
head and take what he has. It is very simple and saves a great 


deal of trouble.’ 


‘Why, 


** DOLLAR 
will not 


FEASTS DELIGHTFUL. 

permit an enumeration. I 
secrets from cabinet ministers abroad in 
the confidences of the dinner table than I could have had in 
years of and under similar circumstances the armor 
of reserve has dropped from Presidents of the United States 
and their troubles, their anxieties, their wishes, their ambitions, 
their friends, and their enemies have been an open book. 

“*Ah, but,’ says the philosopher who is eternally denouncing 
the opportunities of wealth, ‘dinners are all very well for you, 
but how about the rest of us?’ Why, my dear sir, the dullest, 
most stupid, and most boorish dinner I ever attended cost $100 
a plate, while my most delightful evenings have been with a 
bohemian coterie, where a dollar was the limit. The cost of the 
dinner, the rarity of its wines, and the brand of its cigars are 
of no account unless about the table are men and women of 
mind, of individuality, of versatility, of something to give which 
is worth receiving, and a willingness to listen to the message 
which you think is worth delivering. 

“Senator Hoar, who in his long, brilliant, and most distin- 
guished career had met everybody worth knowing, told me that 
no gathering, however small or however large, equaled in wit 


night 


state 


But the 


lent ed more 


have 


residence, 


and wisdom, in flashes of genius, in things always to be remem- | 


bered and never to be forgotten, the weekly luncheons at Par- 
ker’s, in Boston, where Longfellow, Hawthorne, Ralph Waldo 
Emerson, Theodore Parker, ‘and others, and Judge Hoar, the 
brightest of them all, met for a week-day luncheon. 

“ Judge Robertson, of Westchester, and I were invited by 
Secretary of State Seward to dine with him in Washington on 
our way to the Republican national convention which renomt- 
nated President Lincoln. That dinner changed the Vice Presi- 
dent from Daniel 8S. Dickinson, of New York, to Andrew John- 
son, of Tennessee, and made a different chapter in American 
history. 

“ The newspapers, which tell us everything, say that the pres- 
ent tariff and income-tax bills were perfected at a dinner at the 
White House, This brings us in immediate and acute contact 
with the most interesting of current events. 

“NO EXCITEMENT OVER TARIFF. 

“In my 57 years in public and semipublic life I have partici- 
pated in many political revolutions, and in none of them have 
these changes, especially of the tariff, been received with so 
little excitement and scarcely a suggestion of passion. There 
are no editorials or flaming speeches predicting direful disas- 
ters or indignation meetings resolving that we are on the brink 
of financial and industrial ruin. 

* These tariff propositions, going as they do to the very foun- 
dation of our financial and industrial system, and the manner 
in which they are received are high indications of that much- 
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abused word ‘progress. We have become a delibe; 
contemplative people. Without inherited prejudices 
san bias we can calmly weigh measures and policies ; 
at individual conclusions as to results when the, 
into law. We all recognize that at some time thes 
must be tried. We have all recognized that at some ; 
theorists must have devolved upon them the respous 
government. 

“There has been no period since the Civil War wh, 
ments could be tried with less danger than now. The 
was never so prosperous, employment was never 
wages were never so high, the farmer was neyer 
receiving such returns for the product of his field 
stock, the output of the manufactories was never 
expansion of our credit and the amount of our e) 
never so large, and our imports and exports never 1 
a volume. 

“The fly in the amber, or, to put it more serio, 
tion and discontent under these otherwise happy 
the high cost of living. The laws which our new 
putting in force will affect equally all the peope; t 
the duty of all of us to wish them Godspeed and 
It is the hope of all of us that the realization of th 
which some of us have feared, will be in the line of 
sanguine hopes. Their problem is a difficult one 
form, it is how to reduce the cost of living without 
opportunties of earning a living. In that is the y 
the situation. 

“ AMENDMENTS TO CONSTITUTION, 


“Tt has been our habit to touch lightly and, if pos 
ingly upon the things that have happened since ou 
ering. The Constitution of the United States } 
amended in over 100 years. The fourteenth 
amendments, which were passed after the Civil 
really not amendments, but simply declarations 
which were in the Declaration of Independence : 
of the original instrument. 

“But after over 100 years of satisfaction with 
tion, within this year two amendments have been : 
income tax, the other for the election of United Stat 
by the people. I am not going to discuss these meas 
are here to s1y. But when the history of their p: 
to be written it will be disclosed that there are s 
phases of human nature. 

“When the amendment to the Constitution of {1 
States for an income tax came before our New York | 
it was defeated by a message from Gov. Huglies. 
sage did pot oppese an income tax, but clearly stati 
needs of our Commonwealth were growing so rapid 
sources of State taxation were so limited that the i 
should be left to the States, and the General Gove! 
its infinite possibilities, could raise revenue from ot! 

“When the income-tax amendment was under di: 
the Senate, I had a heart-to-heart talk with a group ot 
from the Western States who were urging its adopti 
to them, ‘Our revenues at present are furnishing a 
never will need to resort to this method of taxatio 
a great emergency. Then why do you want it now 
answer was, ‘ Because with an income tax we can co 
half of the expenses of the Government from your + 
New York and the other half from New England, New 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois.’ 

“The exemption of $4,000 a year in the present bill sh 
these gentlemen control this legislation, because very 
their States have an income of that size. It is an int 
question in legislation of this kind, since in no country) 
world where they have an income tax is the exemptio! 
to $1,000, whether in order to have the whole people 4 
quisitive, and critical upon the expenses of governme 
in checking extravagance, the largest possible number 
not have their attention called to those expenditures 
tributing something toward the support of the Governme!| 

“ BECAUSE BRYAN WANTS IT. 


“When the income-tax amendment was before our Nev 
Legislature I said to a man who as much as any other 
trolled that body, ‘ Did you think Gov. Hughes was right: _ 
said, ‘Yes.’ I then told him what these western Senators 
said to me. He said, ‘That I believe, too.’ I said, ‘1 hen v 
are you urging the adoption of this amendment by our 5! 
His answer was, ‘ Because Bryan wants it.’ a 

“When the amendment for the election of the United S*' 
Senators by the people was so framed that the United States G 
ernment had the power to see that all the people voted and hat 
none was disfranchised, I said to the Senators from the Stites 
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the negro is disfranchised, ‘Do you see danger of a 





ng down of the safeguards which are in the Constitution | ‘ 

st hasty and inconsiderate action by the people. We are 
ceeding upon the theory that leadership no longer does or 
ht to exist, that all matters should originate with and be 
ded upon by the people as a mass on the passion or emo- 
n of the moment and without the intervention of representa- 
ive bodies er interpretations by the courts, and yet there never 
a time when leadership counted for so much as it does 








rt 









lt 









vas 







1,000,000 Republicans followed Col. Roosevelt in the last cam- 
sn, not because they wanted to break up the Republican 
rty, not because they adopted all the doctrines of his plat- 
rm or of his speeches, but because they believed in Roosevelt 
| wanted for President of the United States a strong, mili- 
aggressive, and audacious leader. 
“CALLS FOR LEADERSHIP. 

“The national convention of the Democratic Party at Balti- 
was swayed by Mr. Bryan. It was recognized that the 
great mass of his party recognized him as a supreme leader 
om they were willing to follow wherever he chose to go. For 

‘first time in 123 years the President of the United States leaves 
the Executive Mansion and appears at the Capitol to impress 
upon the legislative branch of the Government his views upon 
ling legislation. These are not symptoms, but facts. With 
the shouting and the trumpeting for a pure democracy, the 
tions of our busy, hurried, rapid, nervous life call for a 
der in every department more than at any other period in 
our history. 
“The same is true in the industrial disorders which are now 
acute. In their more revolutionary phases they are governed 
by a leader with very few assistants, whose power is unlimited, 
whose authority is unquestioned. 

“Another curious phase of this trend to pure democracy is 
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that its leaders are opposed to majorities. Ten per cent of the 
voters initiate a number of radical measures. They are sub- 
mitted to a referendum at the next election, and a plurality of 
the yotes cast make them laws or insert them in the Constitu- 
tion. In the history of these referendums the vote has averaged 






bout 20 per cent of the total vote at any election. The meas- 
ive been adopted by the petitioners who constitute one- 
half, and many times more than one-half of those voting carry- 
ing the day because the majority of the electorate have not cast 
their ballots. 
“ When it is proposed that no law by referendum shall become 
1 law and no amendment shall be attached to the Constitution 
unless it receives a majority of all the votes cast at the elec- 
tion when it is submitted, without exception the reformer cries 
‘No’; reforms must be carried not by the unintelligent mass, but 
by the few who understand the needs of the people. 
“ BELIEVES IN TRADE-UNIONS. 


“TI believe in trade-unions and trade organizations. 
















In the 
way world I have been their best friend, but there is a new 
hovement now progressing all over the world and forging to the 
front with us with lurid exhibitions of its power. As a student 
my life of every idea which has captured any considerable 
uber of people, whether upon religious, or social, or industrial, 
economic questions, I bought the book which gives the most 
‘uthoritative and vigorous exhibition of syndicalism by one of 
its ablest and most eloquent writers. 

ae is very interesting, though not yet very alarming, except 
'n its fierce and bloody riots to compel other unions to join. He 
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uvs: 


,. We have in the United States to-day nearly 500,000 organized fight- 
ing soldiers. In the whole world we have 7,000,000. We are comrades 








with a common purpose. The cry of our army is ‘No quarter.’ We 
bt ait you possess. We will be content with nothing less than all 
»°U possess. Here are our hands. They are strong hands. The able- 





eodled workers would not have to labor more than two or three hours 
‘very day to feed everybody, clothe everybody, house everybody, and | 
ive fair measure of little luxuries to everybody. 
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way that interests them to a point where they will not t 
surrender their rights in raising 


whom the proprietors are the hardest 
over the United States. 


“ur 


Then he goes on to say: 


I bill if this amendment is adopted? Don’t you think that | “When all these things are accomplished, then all the world wi e 
ses arise, and they will arise, where a majority of the | impelled to action—scientists formulating law, inventors employing 
< s feel that certain measures in which they are interested janie! Ean sale tees Ee ne sn sh plang clay, poste 
be passed if all the people, including the negroes, in your | tention is to destroy present-day society as a fact. and also to ta 
St voted, they will pass laws under which the Government | possession of the world with ail its wealth and machinery and 
' see that they do vote, at least for United States Senators?’ | ae ‘ 
said, ‘Yes; we see all those dangers.’ I said, ‘Then why “Here are a few of the bunkers over which this army must 
ou voting for it?” Their answer was, ‘ Because Bryan successfully propel its bomb: There are about 8,000,000 peopie, 
' s it.’ men and women, in this country who own their own homes and 
rhis brings us to a horizontal view of one of the paradoxes | will fight to retain them. There sre over 4,000,000 oni 
ef our American life. We are rushing with unprecedented their own farms, other millions who get their living from farms, 
r lity for us, for we are a conservative people, toward the and none are so tenacious of their rights as the farmers rhere 


ire about 11,000,000 who are engaged in various industries 





ith al 


Line 


stock, or as florists, or 


culturists, or nurserymen. There are the millions of small shi 
keepers everywhere whose living and the future for their f 
ilies are in the goods in their stores. 
“A NATIONAL CONSCIENCE. 
“ Our eyes are so blinded by the increase in the capitali ! 


to-day. of great corporations like the steel or tobacco or sugar that we 
here never was a time when leaders asserted themselves | lose sight of the fact that there never were so many smal! 
with such confidence and autocratic authority. More than | manufacturers with limited capital, employing few men, amon: 


workers, scattered all 
The foundations of our society are deep 
in the selfish interests, in the ambitions, in the hopes, and in the 
affections for their offspring of 99 per cent of our people. Be 
sides all that is the national conscience, with an irradicable 
sense of right and wrong, based upon respect for the property 
and lives and liberties of others, for which every church, every 


common school, every agency of education and instruetion, every 


fraternal lodge, is a recruiting station. 

“Now, the crux of that idea is that when this millennium has 
been brought around nobody will have to work over 2 hours 
in 24. During the rest of the day everybody will be happy 
because industrially occupying their time in creating er making 
or producing things which are useful and helpful to their fel 
lows. A distinguished philosopher has said that the mainsprings 
of action are ambition, necessity, and greed. It may be growing 
out of what happened in the Garden of Eden that effort requires 
a spur. Every one of us knows that in our own experience 
There is no one at this table here to-night who would be what 
he is unless there had been a motive to accomplish something 
for himself. There is no truth more self-evident than that this 
selfishness has in it also the elements of patriotism. 

“The man who forges ahead and in his advance creates con 
tinually larger opportunities for others to get on is selfishly a 
climber and unselfishly a philanthropist. The curse ef the youth 
of our country is idleness. Our hooligans, our gang men 
gunmen, our young criminals are all the products of idlene 
The ambition of the boy at school is aroused first by competition 
with his fellows. As he advances to the high school or the 
lege it is for the honors which can be achieved. 

“IDLE MEN NOT HAPPY. 

“‘T look back over 60 years of continuous effort, and when I 
try to differentiate the causes of my health and happiness I 
come back always to work. I never yet knew an idle man 


our 


1S 


Wiie 


was a happy one. I mean an idle man who was such from 
choice. Every man I ever knew who was doing the best he 
could in the line of his talent and equipment, and who became 
fond of his work, and who outside of his regular occupation 
had some fad which interested him, and who could on occasion 


play as hard as he worked, was healthy and happy himself and 
radiated happiness and inspiration to every one about him. 


“We are all workingmen, but I have known thousands of 
what are known as laboring men—that is, those who earn a 


living by the work of their hands—who in their little gardens 
found repose and recreation, who in their church, or in their 
lodges, or in their social work discovered never-ending sources 
of education in broadmindedness, in higher ideals of citizenship, 
and material, spiritual, and intellectual advancement. 


“Tt is an old charge that republics are ungrateful. Perha} 
| that is a mistake, and they are only forgetful. I recall on this 
question three of my late colleagues in the Senate, who were 


and are now 


among its most distinguished and useful Members 
in private life. 


“When the case for the expulsion of Senator Lorimer, of 
Illinois, was tried before the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions a large majority of the committee, though they knew 


that the newspapers generally demanded Mr. Lorimer’s expul 
sion, and such was the sentiment of a majority of the peo; 
yet acting as judges they could not find in the testimony suffi 
cient warrant for a verdict against him. 


‘ 
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* SENATOR BEVERIDGE’S CASR. 

“Senator Beveridge, one of the most brilliant Senators of 
his term in the Senate, made a minority report and led the fight 
against Lorimer. He had often before proved himself to be an 
accomplished and brilliant debater, but he never was so able, 
resourceful, and eloquent as in this battle. It was on the eve 
of his fight for a reelection to the Senate, 
feit that his reward was certain. He made one of the most 
thorough and able canvasses of Indiana that any candidate ever 
did, and yet he was beaten. 

One of the most useful and able Senators in my time was 
Norris Brown, of Nebraska. Mr. Brown believed that nine- 
tenths of the people of his State were in favor of a constitu- 
tional amendment for an income tax. He introduced the amend- 
ment and gave his time, energy, and remarkable diplomacy to 
secure its passage. I am quite certain from my own familiarity 
with the course of that legislation that except for Mr. Brown’s 
advocacy and support the amendment would not have passed 
the Senate. When he came before his people for the approval 
of his course, he was beaten. 

“ My captivating friend, Jonathan Bourne, of Oregon, was the 
author of most of the so-called reforms which have substituted 
the initiative, the referendum, and the recall in Oregon for 
representative government and made the governor and the leg- 
islature rubber stamps. In season and out of season, in the 
Senate and on the platform and in the press, he portrayed the 
merits of this return to a pure democracy and this recovery 
by the people from an obsolete system of their full rights. 

“It is said that the placing of one of his greatest speeches 
on this question in the hands of every voter in the newly ad- 
mitted State of Arizona led to the adoption of the most radical 
constitution ever known. We all thought that whatever might 
happen to the rest of us, the call for reelection of Jonathan 
sourne was to come with a unanimity never known before by a 
grateful people. Yet he was beaten. 

“It is an interesting study in politics whether people are un- 
grateful, which I do not believe, or forgetful, which may happen, 
or whether their tribune is not sometimes mistaken in thinking 
that he knows just what they want. 

“DOES NOT LAMENT THE PAST. 

“Tt has been the fashion in all ages for elderly people to 
lament the good old. times and long for their recall. I do not 
share in any way in this desire. Solomon repudiated it, but 
then Solomon had more things than all his predecessors put to- 
gether, including the family, and notwithstanding his hundreds 
of wives and thousands of concubines, seems to have been very 
happy in his domestic relations. George Washington, on the 
other hand, thought that the times as they were in the few 
years preceding his death far worse than in earlier days, and 
that they gave little hope for the future. 

“As I look back over 57 years of intense activity in many de- 
partments of life, of a full share of both suceesses and failures, 
of hard knocks and compensating triumphs, of sorrows and joys, 
I come to the conelusion that while one year may be very bad, 
very miserable, and very hopeless, yet take time by decades 
every 10 years as a whole is infinitely better than all the 
preceding ones. 

“ Still, there are some things which seem to be permanently 
lost, and are to be greatly regretted, for the enjoyment of life. 
One of them is conversation. The most charming volumes in 
history are made up of the conversation of agreeable talkers, 
but it is a general complaint that now conversation is a lost 
art. Some say it is because bridge whist has so shortened the 
dinner as to make it a feed instead of a function, and the craze 
for gambling in bridge whist has destroyed the freedom from 
eare and elasticity of mind which are necessary for the inter- 
change of thought, of humor, of aneedote, of argument, and of 
raillery. We ought to be grateful, therefore, to anyone who 
ean help in the restoration of that most charming, I almost 
say indispensable, medium for the enjoyment of friends and 
acquaintances—conversation. 

“ WILSON'S ‘NEW FREEDOM.’ 

“President Wilson is happily contributing to this end. He 
is advocating in a series of brilliantly written magazine articles 
what he calls ‘The New Freedom.’ There is intense curiosity 
to know what the ‘New Freedom’ means. This century and a 
quarter of unexampled and unparalleled growth and prosperity 
under our Constitution and laws has given us the freedom so 
gloriously expressed in the Declaration of Independence. The 
Declaration of Independence was a philosophic statement of lib- 
erty, but the Constitution of the United States crystallized it 
into law. Jefferson’s idea of liberty was that governments are 
based upon the individual and that he must have the largest 
freedom with the fewest possible restrictions and the least pos- 
sible legislation. 
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and he and his friends | 
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“President Wilson now has an opportunity of which | 

avail himself of putting into law his ‘new freedom.’ \ 
told by the press, always so Argus-eyed and so truthful. 
a conference at the White House a few days since the P 
agreed with the chairmen of the committees of the Se) 
House of Representatives which have charge of appro 
bills that the one now passing should have on it a rider « 
ing labor unions and farmers’ associations from the res: 
and penalties of the Sherman antitrust law. They get » 
which no one else enjoys and become a privileged class. 
this is practical. It is a new freedom. 

“The first restraint ever put since the adoption of . 
stitution in 1787 upon the activities of the individual wi 
ing in great combinations was by the Sherman antitr 
Under prosecutions commenced by Cleveland and conti: 
McKinley, Roosevelt, and Taft these combinations hay. 
relentlessly pursued because violating the Sherman 
law. Some of them have been put out of business, and ma 
them have been dissolved. Decisions have been rendere:| 
these cases which bring every great combination withi: 
restrictions of this law. Now a new freedom is to be ¢ 
legislation to labor unions to do as they please and farme: 
form associations and combinations for the marketing of { 
products. 

“ PRACTICAL DEMONSTRATION. 


“There is no suggestion that those who are engaged i: 
steel or tobacco or oil, in hats, shoes, or clothing, or 
or anything else shall be relieved from the beneficent 
tions of the Sherman Act, in which I think most of us ! 
believe. But labor unions and farmers can club togethy 
by the processes which are so successful in protection G 
and called cartels in free-trade England, and called com! 
tions in protection America, and called trusts, can hav i 
one in doing what it likes and the other in raising the price . 
bread and meat—all the advantages of the freedom which ever 
body had before the Sherman antitrust law. 

“Now, this practical demonstration of the new freedom | 
led to more conversation everywhere than anything which |! 
occurred for many years. it is an enlightening, ijlluminat 
and instructing conversation. It raises that one topic of ij 
interest at all times where everybody is affected, ‘ Who 
next receive the new freedom?’ 

“Vice President Marshall is a charming gentleman 
delightful speaker. I have heard him on many subjects 
which he talks so well, and none better than upon brother 
in Masonry, he and I being both brethren of the thirty-t 
degree. Tivo weeks ago to-night he attended the Jefferso: 
banquet in New York. He there delivered an address wi)! 
Was as novel as it was original. He claimed that the i 
itance of property from one’s parents is not a natural or a4 con- 
stitutional right but purely a privilege granted by statute, a: 
so to prevent accumulations of property all that the leg 
tures have to do is to repeal the laws of inheritance, and 
whatever a person acquires will go not to his natural heirs 
to the State. 

“Of course if such a law was passed there would be no a 
mulations afterwards, because the main incentive for saving 
money is to take care of those who are dependent upon us; in 
other words, our wives and children. There would be peoye 
so masterful and with such genius in that line that they could 
not help making money. If they were not to have the pride 
and joy and comfort of its enjoyment in the benefits it would 
give after their death, they would squander it. 

“The first line in which a man begins to squander money ‘8 
self-indulgence. Drunkenness would become the attend 
prosperity, and the prohibition States, which are now (0! 
fairly well in restricting the consumption of liquor, would (: 
cover that their laws were universally nullified. The new vicw 
of life would be ‘ Let us eat, drink, and be merry, for to-morrow 
we die.’ 

“This speech was delivered on Saturday night two weeks 
and published in the Sunday morning papers. It made ©on- 
versation all over the United States. When I came oul of 
church and met the people of all the other churches | was 
stopped dozens of times, not to talk about the sermons whi 
had been heard, but to discuss the speech of Vice Presiden' 
Marshall. 


vo 


“CONVERSATION REVIVED. 


“T lunched with some friends and dined with others that 
day, and both functions were prolonged far beyond the usual 
time by an animated discussion of Brother Marshall's deliv- 
erance. If Eugene Debs had said this it would have passed 
unnoticed because expected. It is the unexpected which }- 
spires conversation. So from the new Vice President of the 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. S99 


d States it became a matter of interesting talk in every Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to offer 
g, private or public. an amendment to this lumber schedule, because I realize that 
\Vell, these things have helped in bringing into activity again | it is useless to do so. Nor is it my purpose to take up but two 
ost lost art of conversation. Still, these subjects are | or three minutes of the time of the committee in discussing it. 


fine as those which prevailed in the good old times. We] because I realize that is also useless for this side to discuss 
, long for a new novel by Dickens or Thackeray and talk | further. 


the old ones until the new ones came, and then the new; We have not the acute situation with reference to o} ti 
intil others were published, until David Copperfield, Mi- | competition in my State that the gentlemen from the North 
r, Capt. Cuttle, Jack Bunsby, Dora, Becky Sharp, and | west who have spoken have, but we sympathize with th We 
Newcome were intimate members of our families. They | are interested in the lumber industry in Kentucky. \ 
land radiated the home. thousands of men employed in that industry and hundred 
We eagerly discussed Hawthorne’s latest novels and what | thousands of dollars invested in it. I wish the gentle 
Whittier, Lowell, Emerson, and Dr. Parker, Dr. Storrs, or | Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] and those who are helping h 
Henry Ward Beecher had contributed to the wisdom and en- | this assault upon the lumber industry could take a look 
nt of the world. John Stuart Mill and Herbert Spencer | the humble homes of the men who are earning their daily bread 
their audiences and their admirers, and the Shakespeare | for themselves and their families. They would realize that this 
Browning societies found opportunities in every hamlet in | question about cheaper lumber for the home builders is a two 
intry. sided one. In every race I have made for membership in 1 
[ am at a loss to know why there are no writers of equiva- | body in that district I have contended that if Democracy obt 
reputation and equivalent consideration contributing now | the power to do so it would injure the lumber industry and 





. cordiality and camaraderie of us all. Why, we carry the | the coal industry. I have contended also that the party i 
everywhere and talk of either what we want or what we | Utterly opposed to the principle of protection in any shape. 
have or What the other fellow possesses and how he got it. It is | Many Democrats in that district who are interested in the de 
ery depressing. velopment of the great resources that we have there have denied 
Rut, my friends, I do not despair. On my doctrine of | that proposition. I am glad that the gentleman from Alabam: 
decades I isolate this 10 years. I avoid the calamity howlers. | [Mr. UNpERwoop] and the geatleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
I expel from my reading desk and my mind the preachers of PALMER] and other leaders of the Democracy have made it 
disorder or destruction or despair. I place my trust, my hope, | Perfectly clear now that [ was correct when I said that the; 
my optimism in that fine, discriminating, cordial, loving associa- | 2T¢ opposed entirely to the policy of protection. Jt will relieve 
om of the people with each other and of their trust in and | ™e of the necessity of rearguing that question when I run 
irage for the rights and the liberties of all.” again. ala pate 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- |, Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Does the gentleman say that 
aa he will not make an occasional casual reference to it in the 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. course of his campaign? 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; I guess I will; and I will also have my 

; w t s distinguished friend from Michigan |Mr. HAMILTON] come down 
Page 46, line 4, after the word “sawed,” strike out “10 per cent ad | there and help me doit. He does it so handsomely. [Laughter.] 

* and insert “15 per cent ad valorem. 7 . : ee tae Pee 

J Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, mind what I tell you, when 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the strange political philosophy | this pill goes into operation the lumber industry and the coal 
of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] would provide industry will suffer. Leaders of Democracy in Kentucky con 
through this bill for the increase of factories to manufacture | tend that taking the duty off of coal will not reduce the price 
cigar boxes in Cuba. We have a large concern in my city which to the consumer, and putting lumber on the free list will not 


is engaged in the business of taking sawed cedar which comes | reduce the price to the consumer. If that is so, then why take 
up from Cuba and the former Spanish-American possessions and | the duty off of these articles and give up that much revenue, 
turning it over to American workmen, who at American wages | which you say you were after in framing this bill? In the name 
shape it into cigar boxes, and I wish we had them in Florida, or | of the people- é 

in Georgia, or in South or North Carolina, nearer the supply of Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

the raw product. They would all be worthy of protection, but Mr. LANGLEY. No. The gentleman never yields to me, and 
that is net the proposition in this bill. According to the gentle- | I take great pleasure in declining to yield to him. [Laughter] 
man’s philosophy, instead of encouraging a man to invest his; [ny the name of the great industrial district which I represent, 
capital here or to employ Americans in the manufacture of cigar | which is just now starting on an era of prosperity that wil! be 
boxes of raw material coming from Cuba to Pennsylvania, we | aimost unparalleled if they are let alone, I desire to protest 
‘ire to encourage the men in Cuba to retain “heir cedar wood and | against this lumber schedule as well as many other schedules in 
build factories and employ cheaper labor there to make cigar | the Underwood bill that will deal a staggering blow to my 
boxes for us. district and State. [Applause on the Republican side. |] 

It seems to be the philosophy of the gentleman from Pennsyl- Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, as a Representative of the 
vania [Mr. PaLMeR] not to attempt to do any business in the | gtate of Washington, I desire to say something on this shingle 
United States, not to encourage anyone to rear a factory and | sehedule. 
employ labor, but to let this be done in foreign countries. This Now, to begin with, I want to make perfectly plain the fact 
bill proposes that the man who does rear a factory in the | that as far as I am concerned, speaking for myself alone and 
United States shall pay a duty on the raw material of 10 per for nobody else, I believe in the substantial immediate reduc 
cent, and then it removes from him the protection he gets on the | tion of the tariff schedules. I believe in revising the tariff 

} 
| 
| 
| 


product that is finished here. We have asked in this instance | schedules downward, and I believe it is the duty of this Con 
that the duty which enables the American workman to manu- | gress to reduce these schedules generally, and the statute that 
facture cigar boxes in competition with Cuba be restored. We | js passed by this Congress ought to show that kind of legislation. 
have asked that the Democratic majority shall see the error of | | do not believe it is the movement of the Democratic Party or 


its ways and adopt this amendment. the Progressive Party; I do not believe it to be the movement 
Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield just a moment? of any party. I believe it to be a movement that has the back 
Mr. MOORE. Yes. ing of the great body of the American people, and I believe if 


Mr. PALMER. He probably did not catch the tenor of this | this Congress did not substantially reduce these tariff schedules 
paragraph. By striking out the word “other” it means the | there would be almost a revolution in this country. I believe 
cedar wood would come in at 10 per cent. the people have demanded it, and I believe it is the duty of 

Mr. MOORE. I think the amendment contemplated changing every Congressman sitting on the floor of this House to cooper 
from 10 to 15 per cent in order to protect sawed cedar. ate in endeavoring to reduce generally the tariff schedules that 

Mr. PALMER, There was not a question of changing the | have been forced on the people for all these years. 
rate to protect anything. It was in order to get rid of that very I believe they have been essentially wrong in almost every 
question as to what cedar should come under the 10 per cent | instance. But I desire to say to you that this question of the 
rate, and there would come in free under the paragraph as} shingle industry of the State of Washington presents a special 
now changed cigar boxes, and cedar wood would come in free | problem. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 





when manufactured; and unmanufactured, in the shape of logs, SevERAL Members. Oh, yes! [Laughter.] 
it comes in free. Mr. BRYAN. That is all right. I am willing to stand for a 


Mr. MOORE. That is the very point I am making, namely, | reduction in all the schedules and a reduction in the rate on 
that the gentleman has increased the opportunity to manufac- | shingles, but I do not believe that this Congress ought to wipe 
ture in Cuba and reduced the opportunity to manufacture here. | out all of those duties. You have not wiped them out on all of 

Mr. PALMER, It is just exactly the contrary. the various articles. You have, in a2 number of cases, maintained 
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e a duty of 5) cents a thousand that 
‘ty, and putting shingles on the free 
the shingle industry is situated differ- 
industry. 
| Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
speak for the shingle indust and the 
» on behalf of the shingle industry in this 
honest and sincere man as he 
I will not 
from the 


ly on the free 


‘ to e 
in the Washington. 


presented by my colleagues 


ery sin 
State of 
ilready 

f Washington, If you put shingles absolut: 
list, if you cut eutirely the duty on shingles, I am sure that 
the competition that has been suggested here from oriental 
labor will interfere, not with any great industrial enterprise so 
much as with the many small mills of my State. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will 

wnan yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. D 

Mr. BRYAN. I 

The CHAIRMA 

Mr. BRYAN. 1T 
Sound and on the 
the 


and they are 


ou 


the gen- 
entleman yie 

ime to yield. 

N. The gentleman declines to yield. 

hy 

: 


ld? 
have 


hlal il 
se mills are located on the shores of Puget 
ittie streams that empty into the Sound, and 
men who work in these mills are right close to their homes, 
working there in the mills, and I say they ought 
to be maintained in that work. 

These are located on the shores of Puget Sound and on 
the little strenms that empty into the Sound, and the men who 
work in these mills are right close to their homes, and they are 
working there in the mills, and I say they ought to be main- 
tained in that work. 

I y that the particular situation with respect to British 
Columbia labor does affect us more than any other industry, 
perhaps, that bas been referred to here. I believe the committee 
ought to take this up. So far as I am concerned, I would like to 
vote for this bill. I want to see the tariff reduced. I am sin- 
( re about it 

Mir. JOHNSON of Washington. 
the f 


mills 


Mr. Chairman, I want to call 

attention of my colleague to the fact that there was not a 
single Democrat from the great Northwest in the caucus-con- 
gress held here for several weeks by the majority—not an indi- 
vidual to point out to the men making this bill this terrible and 
desperate situation, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr, BRYAN. I yield to no one. [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BRYAN, I do not care by what party name a man be 
called in this controversy. This is not a controversy of parties. 
This is a controversy in which the people of this country have 
spoken. It does not make any difference about the party lines, 
and it does not make any difference about the catchwords you 
have been using all these years. You have got to meet this 
issue and recognize the fact that the people have demanded a 
revision downward. The Republican platform demanded a re- 
vision of the tariff, and it was claimed it meant a revision 
downward. The Democratic platform provided for a revision 
downward and the Progressive Party platform demanded a 
revision downward. I intend to stand for that, and I stand 
for what I claim all the parties stand for and what the Ameri- 
can people stand for; and there is going to be no compromise 
on that. 

But when you come to figure out the various schedules, as 
explained by the able leader of the majority in this House, you 
must consider business conditions to a certain extent. You 
ought to consider this particular industry at this time. There 
is no reason, there is no ground, for turning this industry over 
to British Columbia labor. It is not right. and it does not 
correspond with those principles that are fundamental in the 
human breast. It does not give the people a square deal or 
that which is right and just. And I think if you reduce the 
schedule not more than about 50 per cent, you will comply with 
your platform and with the demands of the people. I am 
willing to cut the present duty in two in the middle. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
upon the paragraph and amendment be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on the pending paragraph and amendment thereto 
be closed. 

Mr.. MOORE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. The gentleman can offer an amendment 
later. I am moving to close debate on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I wish to speak on that amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Two of m 
Chairman, are very much interested in this 1 
not had an opportunity to speak, and this mean 
this industry if you put it through. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am ly willing 
men may speak on their own amendments. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentieman will pardon 
amendments on this side will be offered to this p 

Mr. MOORE. I have one. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I have one. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from Washington 

rants five minutes? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of in 
will it be in order to offer an amendment at this 
less duty on the next paragraph or on the same par 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman could offer : 
to the amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Chairmen, I ask unani 
that all amendments that may be desired may be ; 
this schedule. 

Mr. MANN. This paragraph? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They all want to speak 
is all one thing. 

Mr. MANN. ‘This is on shingles. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know. If we can have wnai 
sent, I want to close up this schedule. I ask unanimo 
that the debate on this schedule be closed in 20 mi 
that the amount of time the gentleman wants? 

Mr. MANN. They want 20 minutes on the shi 
tion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
I insist on my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama n 
the debate on this paragraph and amendments be now « 

Mr. FORDNEY. I want to appeal to the gent 
do that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
to offer his amendment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not want to offer any ame: 
any paragraph in the schedule. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, the Dem: 
has gone on record as believing in a tariff for re\ 
shingle business at the present time is to some ext 
tive, and we have been getting a revenue from 6 per ce 
shingles that have been used in the United States—t! 
ing been imported into this country from Canada. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNprrwoop] in 
ing speech to this House said that the Democratic Pa 
not going to cut the tariff schedules with an ax, bul 
letting them down gently with a jackscrew. I would 
know just whereabouts he applied the jackscrew to t! 
industry. It looks to me as though he went at it rm 
with an ax or butcher’s cleaver, without taking into « 
tion the nature of the business, the men who were em) 
it, and whether or not it was operated by a trust or b; 
concerns. I think his committee gave this question ab 
no thought. Why should they wipe out an industry t! 
ports from 150,000 to 200,000 people in the United & 
There is nobody who can show that in any way shingle | 
facturing ever has been in the hands of a trust or mon 

Neither has there been any widespread demand for 
shingles. Taking the country over, I think shingles hav 
sold at a very reasonable rate. In the census of 1910 
shown that the shingles in the State of Washingto! 
brought an average of $1.81 a thousand, and I think U 
very reasonable price for shingles at the factory. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to go info an) 
tended remarks on this question. Your minds are n 
but I want to say to you that some of these rates are 
back, and some of these things you are doing now wi 
back to plague you in the future. [Applause on the Re) 
side. ] 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] in 
port to the House when submitting this bill from the Wa) 
Means Committee, quoted from the Democratic platforn 
summarized the basie principles from which the col 
worked in formulating this bill, as follows: 

(1) The establishment of duties designed primarily to 
duce revenue and without thought of protection. on 

(2) The attainment of this end by legislation that w!'! 
injure or destroy legitimate industry. 

Mr. Chairman, has the Democratic Ways and Means C 
mittee in any sense of the word carried out the principics 


perfec 


Mr. Chairman, I can not 


I want to give the gentle! 
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ay they ex) f ecomi h th ry y { ; 
f revenue to pport ti (lovernment | , i h real \ 
| ot injure oil destroy legitimate i fustryv. nm tin a ‘ i i 
hat declaration ou tur round ad deliberat } mie 
the free tist th hinele ine try, whieh in my State Mr. Chairmea pe 
ploys more than 15,000 \merican iborers lacme | f d of the ¢ I l 
irect competition with the Ilindu wie ot! ori } and by i endn i ‘ t ! 
mployed in shingle manufaeturing in Canada Vil rine ire Lor eq opm 
ivits are now on file with your committee show hat}! or reat 
per eent of the Canadian labor is orienta! I ippese } ne ttl 
oO judge by this action of the Ways ul Means ( } rf ! t 
hat they do not regord the shingle business a | t- | ( i y ry , ' ‘ 
iness, and those who Inabot » on hinele i Lorie ‘ ' ( ! 
icek in legitimate industry ‘QO eonsistency, theu|}! ‘ t { ! 
+f, but thou dwellest not with the Ways and M i till unos i 
ties t spotted | ' 
i say, in laying down your principles, article 1, “* Revenue bet tiie i l 
thoueht of protection You protect the goat Indust 
by placing 10 per cent d yalorem on the animal and n th ! 


eent on the fleece wit reat Demoeruatie State of Te 
more goats than all of the rest of the United § 
its 


i. Raising goats Is a “ legitimate industry,’ henee you did ' | red } i 
vish to “injure it As Texas is to Angora goats and rhe i viii | 
mohair the State of Washington is to the shingle industry upon lumber ; the liek | ! 
hington makes more shingles than all of the rest of the } Ub le 
| States, but evidently, as [ have remarked before, shins te | alune £ me E te f 
is not a “ legitimate industry,” as you make them duly hi hij vl oul ‘ 
Oh, upright judge.” The same inconsisteney permeates ; 0 Duy Shins the 
ntire joker, As you have treated shingles you haye lumber and coal | a 
fed about aH of the procuets of the North and West. | Now, wh h 
One of the farm produets extensively raised in my State is | You redueed the tariff upen ( 
nd at the present rate of duty on oats my State often } f lumber went uj nad } I » ' 
elt the effects of Canadian competition You have redueed ment tost tl reyon ure 
f duty under this bill one-third on the iin and on its | o inywhere in the br } } t > 
| produet—rolled oats, meal, and so forth ou have re for 2 eent | 
i it entirely, so that they come in free, injuring not only } Yeu reduced th arif | 
rmer’s feed market, but destroyil bsolute! iis milling | up, and in my « y 
t and obliterating the oatmeal miller and his employees’ [ and the railroads put ! 
ices for remunerative business and Inbor O, wise and far- | and no coi 1 th i 
statesman, Canada should sineerely appreeiate your gen | bust of coal for a { 
y! } that is all You inere ! 
\ir. Chairman, in a speeeh IT made on tl loor of this House | the result Limes ' 
he Sixty-seecond Congress, when we were discussing the | mills began to run 1 ! | ont 
procity measure, Tf said the name was a misnomer, and that | * hat ¢ e employ 
judgement it should be entitled “Ap act of diserimination | wages « , OOK 
t certain of our people in favor of Canada.” Tf thought int i \ ox t 
judgment was good regarding the title of that bill, and LI} State « Washit 
the same title is even more pertinent to this one. We did | fl otherwise would | et 
ive a little something in return for our econ ions te jin British Columl 
Canada under that ill-advised measure. On a basis of 1910 ;a penny more rol 
we gave Canada about 70 per cent of t! best trade, | tow, the ha ‘ i 
id receive some 30 per cent (using 100 as al e) tn retul t re ‘et shss ‘ } ‘ 
iis Demoeratie Congress is giving Canada vastly more under | permit anly nany 
bill than it received under that md reeeiyes absolut hy an absolute | ‘ vel if ' le , 
olling In return in the State of ¥ t tr 
fr, Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UND l the 1 of shine! 
| in the HFlouse of Repr ifative February 14 ft l ¢ ir mill will 5 nh iL it 
on Canadian reciprocity, said } Vr. HARDY 
to agricultur ul machinery d meat, I reeognize thi bill is | Mr. HUMPHREY of Wa I ; I 
‘ balanced, when you put cattle on the free list and leay Rh “es 
\ibittve tax on meat, as you do in this bill. , co tne genweman 


n : \ iDY Mr. Chairmar 
Under th *, Ais nein alt eattl — 7 \ HARDY. l ha nal 
er the Canadian reciprocity bill eattle ean free, and Mr. HUMPHREY of! . 


et paid 1} cents a pound duty, which would be about 10 per , : 
o von tify ; 
cent ad valorem for the average price of the beef carcass ‘Not | the entieman 


properly balaneed?” The gentleman reeognized it [ wonder | Mr. HARDY An 
th} . . . . Mfr rT ’ Rin¥ of \W 
¢ thinks this bill is properly balaneed. | Mr. Hit MI Lrikiny 
It puts the meat, hide, hoofs, hair, and horns on the free list. | to object if LT comment. 1 


rhe only thing that does not eome in free is the life, and | Say anything unkind about 
on that they charge 10 per cent ad yalorem. Oh, yes; the} Mr. PALMER. You owght not to comment « vbod 
geutieman has it property balanced im Canada’s favor and im! you will not yield to. 
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Mr. ILUMPIHREY of Washington. I do not ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to give me any instructions. He has strutted 
around here in his egotistical manner and berated everybody 
in this House, and it does not become him to be calling anybody 
to order, because if there is any man in this House that has 
never been accused of being a gentleman he is one of them. 

Now, the result of putting shingles upon the free list will be 
that a large amount of our product will rot in the forests or be 
burned that would otherwise be manufactured into shingles. It 
will transfer the work and wages now given to Americans to 
the laborers in British Columbia, and it will not cheapen 
shingles to any consumer. There is no reason that can be given 
why any industry should be protected, or why there should be 
a duty on any industry that does not apply to the shingle in- 
dustry in this State. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PALMER. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. 
Chairman, having heard considerable from the lumbermen, 
whose remote blood relations we are told are extensively inter- 
ested in this tariff on lumber, perhaps it is time that a word 
was said on behalf of the lumber purchasers of this country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] While I expect, in view of 
the excoriation which I have just received from the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Humpurey] I ought to be good and 
sit silent, I can not allow the opportunity to pass to say a word 
on behalf of the people of this country, who have been demand- 
ing free lumber in tones of a trumpet voice for many years. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Washington has a personal grievance 
against me, but I am surprised that he should display it in the 
manner in which he has. His grievance grows out of the fact 
that I led a fight two years ago to cut out the mileage graft, of 
which he is one of the chief beneficiaries in the House, for he 
collects out of the Treasury for travel expense by way of 
mileage something like $4,000 in a single term of Congress. He 
has ever since been making remarks about me somewhat on 
the order that he has just made. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken as to the 
amount. 

Mr. PALMER. In three sessions of a single Congress, I think 
the gentleman draws $1,400 each session, which would be about 
$4,000. What are these gentlemen complaining about? The 
gentleman from Washington asserts that if we put lumber on 
the free list the price of lumber will not go down. He points to 
something in the past to prove that. If that is true, how are 
you going to be hurt? Your cries in this House and the lumber 
dealers’ loud protests are a sufficient indication that if we put 
lumber on the free list the price of lumber to the American 
home builder will go down, and that is the reason we are put- 
ting it on the free list. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

It is as the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Bryan] has 
asserted, and, by the way, I would like to commend to him and 
to his colleague from Washington, Mr. La Fo.LietrTe, the exam- 
ple of those distinguished men whose names they bear, William 
J. Bryan and Senator La Fottetrre, who led the fight from 
coast to coast for free lumber for the American people. [Ap- 
plause.] It would be better for them to follow the example of 
those great patriots than to look to the interests of their own 
districts alone. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. I can not yield now. I repeat, it is as the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Bryan] has said, if you do not 
do this thing you will have almost a revolution in America. In 
1908 the Democratie Party went out to Denver, and in the very 
center of the great lumber district of the country they declared 
to the world that, in behalf of the man who wants to build his 
home on American soil and rear his children around his own 
hearthstone, they would remove the tax from lumber. Since 
that time in the House of Representatives the Democratic 
Party moved to recommit the Payne bill in order to put lumber 
on the free list. A revolution within your own party began 
when you opposed putting lumber on the free list. The demand 
is widespread and universal. Every party is committed to it, 
and gentlemen who sit on this side of the Chamber, excepting 
only those who confessed their interest in the matter, believe 
that we ought to’ do this thing, and we propose to do it. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
correct that statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania has expired. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I speak on this matter for the 
purchasers of lumber—the men who consume the lumber. The 
city of New York, which in part I represent on this floor, dur- 


May 1. 


ing the past 12 years has built over 163,000 building 
over $2,200,000,000. We use more lumber in the cit 
York than any three States in the Union put toget}oy 


when the Payne bill was under 


discussion four ves 


talked with the lumber merchants in New York xs to | 


of free lumber on the price to the consumer. I 


to having some little interest in 


Inust 
the matter, for of th: 


houses constructed in New York City in the last 12 y« 


built nearly 1,000. I use lumber 


in my business, and | 


a point to make some inquiries about it. I asked thy 


merchants, “If we reduce the 


duty on lumber, jy 


cheaper would the builders of New York City and 


wish to build homes be able to buy.lumber?” 


They 


one penny. “ The minute you put lumber on the free 
moment the Canadian will raise his price.’ And 
pened? We reduced the duty on rough lumber f; 
$1.25 per thousand, and the next day the Canadian 
price for his lumber, increasing it to the extent of 


of duty reduced. I went home 
interviewed our lumber dealers. 


a week or two ago ; 


I told them Congress 


to put rough lumber on the free list and asked 
cheaper can we buy it this winter, and they replied 


cent.” They informed me that 


they were making tly 


tracts now with the Canadians to be delivered after t}y 
wood bill becomes a law, and that these contracts \ 
on an arrangement whereby the Canadian lumber «i: 


creased his price to the extent of 


one-half the duty and 


York merchant got the other half. So, Mr. Chairman 
the consumer going to get out of it—those of us who 
ber and cut it up and put it into buildings? I asked 1 
tion and was informed, “ You are not going to get ; 
tage, and if you want to place an order for lumber s\ 
did last spring you can have it for just the same price 


sider yourself lucky to get it.” 


Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. ( 
then thinks the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pa 
slightly mistaken when he speaks so eloquently about 
is going to do for the home builders? 

Mr. CALDER. I know whereof I speak when I say 


reduction of the duty on lumber 


difference to the consumer. 


is not going to mak: 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman y 

Mr. CALDER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but | 
yield. It is going to make this difference: We are going 
out of the Treasury of the United States the revenue 
lumber producer in Canada puts into the Treasury 
and we are going to compel the people of this country 


other way to make that up. 


Mr. FARR. Just as we lost the duty on coffee. 
Mr. CALDER. Just as we lost the duty on coffe: 
Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman now yield for 


question? 
Mr. CALDER. Yes. 


Mr. HARDY. If the taking of the duty off lumber 
ting lumber on the free list is not going to reduce 
how will it reduce necessarily the wages to the worki 

Mr. CALDER. I am not discussing it from that st: 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] I am discussing | 
tion solely and purely from the standpoint of the consu 

Mr. HARDY. That was the question I wanted to 


gentieman from Washington. It 


was a simple questio! 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the speech just mack 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Caper], if he be co! 
statements, suggests the necessity for some additions 
tion to reach the Lumber Trust, which seems to be ope! 
New York. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, 


will the gentleman ) 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texis 


the gentleman from New York? 


Mr. SLAYDEN. If the gentleman will be quick and 
Mr. CALDER, I will say to my friend that he wil! | 

legislate in some way to reach the Lumber Trust in C: 
Mr. HARDY. And in the United States. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Leaving that 


aside, Mr. Chairman, I } 


that if there is an industry in this country, or a commod 
the entire list of all of the commodities produced in this : 


try, that needs no protection, it 


is lumber. So far as ! 


servation in my own State and in the adjacent State of 1. 
ana goes, it is absolutely true that there is no class of |! 
facturers in the country who are so uniformly prospereUs 
the producers of lumber. Some of the greatest fortunes |!) 
Southwest—and if newspaper reports be true, one of the 
fortunes in the entire country—have been made out 0! 
natural increase in the value of that commodity, due to 


constantly diminishing supply. 


Those are factors which Ww!!! 








fluenced by the tariff I do not know that I entirely | Mr. PALMER Mr. Chairman. T « in pendn 
ith the suggestion made by my friend from Pennsyl-| ‘The CHAIRMAN The Cler! rt the ar dmen 
Vir. Pavwer}, that the abolition of tariff duty will reduce | The Clerk read as fi 
of lumber to the consumer, at least for any prolonged Pace 47, li 1 ft { 1 
of time. but it will have this effect: It will arrest for | cbief val 
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unmanufactured. This manufacturer of lumber-—t | de ree in proportior mola t 
timberland told me when I had my conversation |: wo id valorem eng auove 2) 
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interfere a particle with the gencral prosperity of | ,.,,,; F 
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pered so well in the lumber trade, tells me that in his the following et: — ' ’ : 
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conspiracy may be made out from their evident pur | be sebject to duty as ux - eS OF Stl r, tt 
of maintaining a uniform standard of prices. It is | ee 7 ye one Blas than On a pop ew ot 
ous that there is only a show of competition. A pros plainly branded by the manufacturer or refiner f } ’ 
¢ buyer gets the same prices from all the dealers to whom | of sach manufacturer or retiner, and the polarisc 
Nes. At least that is my information, and sy pg Pps 4 EE dred | 
‘CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, deemed and taken to be a misbranding of food wit 
SHARP. Mr. Chairman, I wish to speak wpon this the act ef June 30, 1906, entiticed ‘An act for p ‘ 
here is a limitation , facture, sale, or tran portation oi adult rated or n ‘ 
7 ous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, 1d and 
| CHAIRMAN. ‘There is a limitation All debate upon | lating trafie therein, and for other purpo ’ And th i 
hedule is now closed. Che Clerk will report the first 2 this proviso shall not apply to any sugar hipped or delivered to 
Iment in the order in which amendments come in the Tile tike ae aa ae ee a aan d lu 
he amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsyl- | grape sugar, 1} cents per pound ; ‘sugar cane in natural if 
|Mr. Moore}, unmanufactured, 20 per centum ad a rem ; wat t le i 
‘he Clerk read as follows: shredded, artificially dried, or lich ha 1 sublected to any m 
, ; . facturing or other proces 0 per < im i 
jPage 46, Hine 4, after the word “sawed,” strike out “10 per cent] Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of ort 
et : on that. I may withdray he point of order, but the g 
‘he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. man’s amendment really co ee welacin ' Siti’ ioe 
‘he CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment eet a : rE : 
olfered by the gentleman from Washington {Mr. Humenrey}. Br, FORDNEY | ( he hole schedul 
oa ieee che ie ul valorem insert “shingles, ° | Mr. UNDERWOOD It covers the whol c] lul ban 
er thensand.’ 2 Lea ke Te ungles, ¥°} the other points in the schedule—saccharin and 
Che question was taken, and the Chairman announced the | lly at issue. Would 0 minutes’ debate on this paragraph 


eemed to have it. 
Ou a division (demanded by Mr 
were—ayes 55, noes 104. 
oO the amendment was rejected 
Che CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 


Humrurey of Washington) 


next paragraph. 


the Clerk read as follows 
172 Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone, trottey, electréicight, 
dl egraph poles of cedar or other woods, 10 per cent ad valorem, 


"he CHAIRMAN. 
‘ Mr POWERS, 
he Clerk read as follows 


The Clerk will now report the amendment 


ige 46, after line 10, insert two mew paragraphs, as follow: 
_ Par. 1723. Rough tumber, $1.25 per 1,000 feet b. m, 
Par. 172}. Railroad ties, 10 per cent ad yalorem.” 


‘he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 
the Clerk read as follows: 


the denen and window blinds, curtains, shades, or screens, any of 
oa ol oe in chict value of bamboo, wood, straw, or compositions 
‘aaa not Specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad 
: an; if stained, dyed, painted, printed, polished, grained, or ereo 
soted, and baskets of like material per cent ad yalorem, 
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HOUSE. 


satisfactory? 
Mr. PAYNE. 


I in amendment. 


want to ol! 


Mr. MANN. ‘There will be several amendments offered 
this schedule besides the amendment olfered by the g¢ tlei 
from Michigan. Probably most of the discussion will be 
posed of on the amendment of the gentleman fi 1 M 
although I think there should possibly be sor deb 

| that. The centleman from New York [Mr. Pa eg} int 
offer an amendment, and I may offer one myself 

Mr. MURDOCK. aAnd the gentleman from Michi 1 | 
Wooprurr] will offer an amendment. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. L think there s about {) nu 
bate desired on that side of the Hou as indicated 

| gentiemen standing up. 

Mr. MANN. A good deal more than that. 
| Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to a 
gentieman [Mr. Unperwoop] if it is not possible for me to 
some time, whatever agreement will be made on this sched 
As the gentleman knows, I was not able to secure any tim 


‘ 
, 


general debate, I would like to get at least 20 minutes, 


! 
it 


atl 
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Mr. ERWOOD,. I must say to my friend that I have 
refused to let anybody violate the five-minute rule, and I can 
not do that. 

ir. PAYNE. Of course, this is as important a schedule as 
there is in the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say this: If the gentlemen on that 
side of the House are willing to agree to two hours’ debate, 
and allow the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and some 
one on this side to control the time, and divide it, you can make 
as long speeches as you desire. You can divide it to suit your- 
selves. tut if we go on under the five-minute rule 

BROUSSARD. Would the gentleman allow me in his 


Mr. 
hour 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not surrender 
side of the House in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I take it that I am acting strictly within 
the rules of the party to which the gentleman and I belong. 
The fact that I am opposed to the schedule and acting strictly 
within the lines of the party ought to give me some considera- 
tion on this side. The gentlemen on the other side yielded some 
six hours to the gentlemen who belong to the Progressive 
Party and who are also opposed to the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is opposed to the 
proposition, and ought to take his time from the opposition. 

Mr. MANN. We granted time to certain gentlemen who 
announced in their speeches that they were supporting the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 

Mr. MANN, Yes, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I do not recall that. 

Mr. MANN. That is the fact, and we have always done that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to agree to two hours’ 
debate, and the time to be equally divided, and I will give the 
centlieman from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp] 10 minutes of 
iy time if that is agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
well knows that in this debate at present the minority side of 
the Tfouse need more time than the majority and should be 
vranted more time. This is rather an important schedule to 
some districts of the country. I hope the gentleman will be 
\ ng to grant this side of the House at least an hour and 
ah lf. 

Mr. 


nios 


the 


UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illl- 
{Mr. MANN] that on most of the schedules we did grant 
the minority more time. But this is a vital schedule, and our 
side of the House is entitled to be represented on it. 

Mr. MANN. I do not care how much time you take, but 
I «<lo not see how we can get along without a good deal of fric- 
tion with less than that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will make a proposition to the gen- 
tlenan. I was going to give 10 minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana {Mr. BrovussarpD], who is on your side. 
If you will take care of the gentleman from Louisiana, I will 
agree to 2 hours’ debate, 1 hour and a quarter to go to your 
side and the balance to this side. 

Mr. MANN, I will be glad to do that if the gentleman from 
Alabama will give the gentleman from Louisiana 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not stand on that proposition. I 
am:willing that you shall have 5 minutes more of our time, so 
that you would take 1 hour and 20 minutes, and we will take 
40 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. And you are to yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am about to yield you an hour and 
20 minutes, and you are to yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. That is your own proposition. 

Mr. MANN. No; that was 2 hours’ time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I said we would have 2 hours, 
and we would give you an hour and a quarter, and you were 
to yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. You said you would 
not do that and suggested that I should yield only 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana. Now, I am going to give you 
the other 5 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I did not understand that. If you will give us 
an hour and a half, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not 
be technical. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
his word. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, do not say that. You did not do that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinois said he 
would be agreeable if I would give the gentleman 5 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I will agree, if the gentleman from Alabama 
will give me 1 hour and 20 minutes, to give the gentleman from 
Louisiana 5 minutes if the gentleman from Alabama will also 
give him 5 minutes. 


I took the gentleman from Illinois at 
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time on our | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had already agreed—— 

Mr. MANN. That is the only proposition I made at 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agreed to give the gent) 
Illinois one hour and a quarter, and the gentleman f; 
proposed to give him five minutes. That is the best 

Mr. MANN. I do not want to assume the task of ¢ 
the time with so many gentlemen desiring time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to leave it with 
to divide up the time. 

Mr. MANN. That will be still worse. If one man 
the time, some others would get less than five m 

Mr. LANGLEY. Oh, I don’t know about that. | 
willing to risk the Chair. I think myself that he 
pretty fair. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, if that proposition is y 
able, we shall have to read. 

Mr. MURDOCK, Is it quite possible that a 
use an hour’s time or 50 minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is quite a vital question. | 
should be agreeable if we gave all but 40 minutes to | 
side. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is not the proposition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the re« 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alalh: 
UNDERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that the del 
schedule be limited to 2 hours; 1 hour and 20 1 
be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. \ 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], whoever 
and the remaining 40 minutes to be controlled by the 
from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop], at the end of whi: 
debate on the schedule shall cease. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And a vote shall be taken on t 
ments that are pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. And a vote shall be taken on tl: 
ments pending. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That may be offered at any ti: 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. ¢ 
would like to say that if that arrangement is made | 
yield only 5 minutes to the gentleman from Lou 
would reduce the time among other gentlemen, proba! 

4 or 5 minutes, for them to determine. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the req 
gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Reserving the right to object, M 
man, I would like to know whether the 10 minutes I des 
coming to me? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the 
Louisiana that I tried to take care of him; and if I 
then I can not. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I think I should have some ti) 
not had any time heretofore. I could talk 5 minut 
tions and be able to get in 20 minutes in four 5-min: 

Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object, Mir 
man, I wish the gentleman would couple with his 1 
proposition that we should have 5 minutes of that t 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman from | 
arrange that. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman from Illinois sa) 
you go to scaling down we might lose our 5 minutes 
rate. 

Mr. MANN. I think some gentlemen would be « 
minutes, If that understanding goes through I 
only 5 minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr 
SARD]. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Can not the gentleman from A! 
yield me 5 minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wanted to arrange it. but I 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a paus: 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk : 
remainder of the schedule before I speak upon this am: 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will suggest that it i 

to read paragraph 180. 

Mr. HAYES. Before that is done, I wish to offer a1 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan | 
NEY] has proposed an amendment which is, in effect, an 
ment to two paragraphs. The Chair does not und: 
whether the gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous « 
that. as has been done before, two paragraphs be cons 
together. 

Mr. FORDNEY. That was my intention. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am willing to give unanimous © 


Lentils 


- 


rentle! 


5 


that there may be a vote upon his amendment as 4 si 


amendment. 


May | 


‘ 











1913. 


ee 






i CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp- 
. asks unanimous consent that the amendment which he has 
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of sugar in this country absolutely in the hands of what you 
admit is a monopoly 


the great sugar refining companies of this 


ed, and which has been read at the Clerk’s desk, shall be | country, three in number to-day, two if the Federal merges into 
lered as a whole, it being an amendment to two para- | the American, with August Spreckels at the head of the sugal 
s—179 and 180. Is there objection? refining company in New York. As I stated, he is in New York 

\ir. MANN. Of course, that will not affect the offering of | and his brother, Rudolph’ Spreckels, is on the Pacitie coast, 






























fi r amendments to the first of those two paragraphs. 

e CHAIRMAN. It will not. The Chair hears no objec- 

and it is so ordered; and the Clerk will read paragraph 

vith the understanding that opportunity will be given later 

fer amendments to paragraph 179. 

Clerk read as follows: 

Maple sugar and maple sirup, 3 cents per pound; glucose or 

sugar, 14 cents per pound; sugar cane in its natural state, or un- 

ictured, 15 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on and after 
ist day of May, 1916, the articles hereinbefore enumerated in this 
rraph shall be admitted free of duty. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
If,yves] desire to offer his amendment now and have it pending? 

Mr. HAYES. Iam willing to do so. I will offer it now and 

it pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
ndment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 48, strike out the proviso in lines 11, 12, and 13. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
ForpDNEY] five minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 

ttee, I offer my amendment for more than one reason, but one 
particular reason for offering that amendment in its present 
form is this: When the free-sugar bill passed this House last 
year and went to the Senate this amendment was known as the 
Bristow-Lodge amendment to that bill, and when voted upon in 

» Senate it received every vote cast there with the exception 
f three, one Senator from Idaho and two Senators from Louisi- 

, who voted against the bill because they did not believe in 

y reduction of the duty on sugar. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HarpwicKk] 
frankly and openly stated the other evening in this committee 
hat he believed if the rate of duty proposed in this bill is put 

to effect at the end of three years the sugar industry of the 
Southern States—Louisiana and Texas—must die, must go out 
of existence. Gentlemen, I want to say to you that before the 
Ways and Means Committee and before the investigating com- 

itee on sugar last year—the so-called Hardwick committee— 
there was not one man, woman, or child who appeared in the in- 
terest of any lower rates of duty, or free sugar, with the single 
eption of importers or the manufacturers of refined sugar who 
port raw sugar. 
rhe gentleman has said that he is going to put lumber upon 
e free list for the masses of the people. Not a single soul has 
been present asking for what he proposes either in lumber or 
1 Sugar, but all admit that if sugar goes upon the free list your 
cane industry in this country must die and the 
beet-sugar industry of this country will either be crushed or 
greatly injured. All admit that, and yet to-day you know and 
[ know that the reason for low prices of sugar in this country is 
because of the keen competition between the domestic manufac- 
turers of sugar, and when our domestic sugar goes off the 
market—which is about this time of the year or a few days 
later—the price of sugar generally goes skyward. Then it is 
furnished to the consumers by the great sugar-refining com- 
panies, 

I am goiug to give you this statement for what it is worth: 
A Member of the House only yesterday told me that he saw in 
2 newspaper—I did not see the article—that in a short time a 
president of the American Sugar Refining Co. will be elected. 
It has been stated on the floor of this House that the only 
independent manufacturer of refined sugar is the Federal Sugar 
Co., of which Mr. August Spreckels is president. That gentle 
man appeared before the Hardwick Committee and the Ways 
and Means Committee asking for free sugar. The newspaper 
report is to the effect that this gentleman, Mr. August Spreckels, 
is about to be elected president of the American Sugar Refining 
Co. That means a merging of the Federal Sugar Co. with the 
American Sugar Refining Co., if that statement is correct, thus 
leaving the consumers of sugar in this country—after this bill 
goes into effect and the domestic sugar industry is crushed— 
absolutely in the grasp of the American Sugar Refining Co. and 
the Arbuckle Bros.’ Sugar Refining Co., which two companies 
refine 92 per cent of all the refined sugar made in this country, 
exclusive of the domestic industry. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

I appeal to you, gentlemen, not for this industry alone but 
for the consumets of this country. Do not put the consumers 


i 
iw 


ille 


i ve 


CA 


domestic 


eventually, with the 
dustry, we would have many factories. 
perform here to-day somewhat unusual in its character, 
great State of Montana, lying north of Wyoming, has beet-sugar 


and between the two the industry will perish. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. Monpett]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there are no beet-sugar fac 
tories in the State which I have the honor to represent We 
have hoped, however, and have had good ground to hope, that 


growth and development of this great in 
But I have a duty to 
rhe 


factories. It has localities of wide extent which a prominent 
Democrat in the State told me the other day would suffer in- 


jury from which they would not and could not recover in a 


decade if this bill passed. That State has no one on this floor 
who will speak for that great industry. To the south lies the 
imperial Commonwealth of Colorado. Within her borders are 
17 beei-sugar factories. Last year there was paid to her farm 
ers for sugar beets between twelve and fifteen millions of dol- 
lars. She has no one here who will speak for her people de- 
pending on this mighty and growing industry. 

One of the gentlemen hailing from that State will, I imagine, 
a little later tell you that Colorado is willing to dismantle her 
17 sugar factories; that she is willing to have her beet fields 
sown with ragweed or any old crop, provided he can retain his 
regularity as a Democrat. 

He will tell you that he told the people of Colorado that he 
would vote for free sugar. He is unsophisticated enough to 
imagine that his position in the matter of the duty on sugar 
had any effect whatever on the fact of his being here a 
minority Representative of that great Commonwealth. He 
might have been singing any kind of a song, in the frame of 
mind that the people of Colorado were in last year, with the 
Republicans divided squarely in two, and have been elected 
Dismantle her factories, destroy one of the most important and 
valuable crops of her fertile acres, reduce the income of the 
population of her beautiful sugar-growing sections, and the gen 
tleman will hear from his constituents in no uncertain way. 

The gentleman from Alabama has said that in the main this 
bill has been constructed with the use of a jackscrew and not 
an ax. Here is a case of dynamiting. Here is a case of confis 
eation. The sugar factories north and south represent an in 


as 


vestment of over a hundred million dollars. These will be ac 
tually confiscated. Sixty to sixty-five millions of dollars annu 
ally are paid to the farmers of the country for beets and cane 
and no man whose opinion is worth paying any attention to, 
here or elsewhere, can deny the fact that when sugar goes on 


the free list the sugar industry, beet and cane, is destroyed 


under the American flag. 
There are men on that side honest enough—and I hope in 
this debate they will say what they have said in private and 


sometimes almost said in public—that this mighty industry 
an expensive luxury and they are willing to destroy it because 
in their opinion it is in the interest of the American people 

If I was on that side of the aisle and intended to vote for 
this bill that is the position I would take, for it is the only 


sition 


logical, tenable position in connection with the propo con 
tained in this bill to destroy the American sugar industry. 
What is going to happen is that, after our beet fields no 


longer produce sugar beets, after our factory wheels cease to 
turn, the lawbreaking Sugar Trust at home, and foreign com 
bines, will have-the American people by the throat and raise 
the price of sugar higher than it has been for years. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has 

Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Cali 
fornia [Mr. Hayes]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I do not at this time desire to 
enter into any extended discussion of this A few 
days ago I gave at some length my reasons for believing that 
the tariff on sugar ought not to be reduced, much less should 
sugar be placed on the free list. I have offered an amendment 
which is now pending and which will permit this House to vote 
directly on the question whether or not it is in favor of putting 
sugar on the free list. 

I desire at this time, Mr. Chairman, to ask 
sent to withdraw that amendment in order that 


expired 


schedule 


unanimous 
the gentleman 
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from Illinois [Mr. MANN], the minority leader, may offer the 
inenament 

the CHAIRMAN (Mi McIXgLLAR) rhe gentleman from 

a ks unanimous consent to be allowed to withdraw 

nt which he has offered on th ugar schedule. 


1} Lion ? {Af pi The Chair heat none, | 


oO ordered 
MANN Vy hai li it order to offe 
ndment at thi j amendment pending 
CHAIRMA | 
LieRE! \ ] rentiel n will permit 
hat these 
voted 


WilS my 
d during t 
Chairmal 
the paragraph 
ind 13 . 
May, 1916 
pl hall be adm 


ntteman from Illine 


which will be eonsidered pending 
\i VIANN ir, Chairman, I yield five 
man from Michigan |[Mr. Samurnt W. Sm 
SAMUTI \W SMITH Mii Chairma : 
*. in the disenssion of the tariff question, t ible to 
opinion oft joome one of the opposite Olitieat faith 


eood fortune at this time to be able to give 0 you the | 


r 


i. leading Democratic national eommitteeman on the | 


of sugai { quote from what Col. Robert “wing, Demo 
national committeeman of the State of Louisiana and 
{the New Orleans States, is reported as bayin said 


hington Post February 26, 1913; 


two industries In Louisiana on which we need protection 


rice [ am a tarilf-for-revenue Democrat and have never 


kind of a Democrat sugar and rice Ww e protected, 


order that these industries may survive and that we may | 


from them. Sugar is the only necessary of life, the only 
odity, that has fallen in price, notwithstanding the duty. 


invite attention now to the next few words that Col. Ewing 


ir would not mean any material benefit to tl consumer 
' 


i pri might falt for a short time, but it would be only a matter 

months when the refiners would put the price back where it was. 

Mr. Chairman, I will fell my Democratie friends when sugar 
vill fall in price, and that will be after the Ist day of May, 
ID16, ef this bill becomes a law If the refiners have any grati- 
ude in their souls to the Democratic Party they will punt the 
riee down from that time until after the November election 
of 1916 lo continue what Col. Fwing said 

In other words, free sugar would mean merely that the ' nment 
would be playing into the hands of a trust 

Mr. Chairman, T want to say that, if he is correctly quoted, 
the senior Senator from the State of Louisiana, in this morn 


ng’s Washington Post, confirms every word that I have quoted | 


is coming from Col, Mwing 

Last Saturday night, in this Chamber, the able gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HArpwick] expressed his views on the sub- 
ject of sugar, and In the course of his remarks said that in 20 
years cither under this pending bill or under the present law 
the industry would be wiped out in Louisiana 

In Michigan, as in many other States, we have millions of 
dollars Invested in factories. The farmers have hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in machinery, and the laboring men, as 
well as women, are paid splendid wages for the work they do 
in the sugar fields in connection with the sugar-beet industry 
of our State. T have no Lesitation in saying that the prophecy 
vhich the gentleman from Georgia made with reference to 
Louisiana will be true with reference to the sugar-beet indus 
tries of Michigan, Colorado, Utah, and other States. But it 
will only be in keeping with every other bit of tariff-for-revenue 
and free-trade legislation that has ever been written upon 
the statute books since the birth of this Republic. It is not 
possible for one of you gentlemen to poimt to any free-trade or 
tariff-for-revenue legislation in this eountry under which we 
have not had results like we had in 1887, in 1857, between 
I8O3 and 1S97, and I am frank to say te-day that I woukd like 
to have somcbody give to the country some eonsolation and 
comfort that we can hope that this bill will Le an exeeption 
to eyery other tariff for revenue or free trade piece of legisia- 
lation that has been written on the statute books. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 


| the one obi 


| tariff bill 


opposite effect. ‘The 


t ¢ 


I 
ATTACK PROPOSED SCHEDUL) ASSERTS CUT WOU! 
OF INDUSTRY IN HANDS ¢ MONOPOLY OF REFINE! 


THORNTON FREE-SUGAR FOF LOUISIANA SENATOR FIRST 


The first outspoke La ) e Democratii 
a Democrat me yesterday, w senator Tu 
isiana, in a publ tatement scored the sugar 
Louisiana Senator ald the sugar sehedule was b 
ject which has be claimed by P1 
Leader UNDERWOOD as p! ry purpe 
legislation. Senator 

I am in thoroug!] 

ae t Wil | 


will put the entire « 

States In the hands of the 

they are meeting with very 
r industry. Its 


ye 

0 

inp ¢ 

anything to 
In yi i i 

will resul he dest 

ing of he esti 

pressiv 10 oly, able to 

and to ‘ higher prices from the 
wil following | 

WATALER, HAWAII 


Washingt 

Sir: Several years ago you very kindly us 
to try to secure for me the appointment of co 
at the port of Honolulu, so that I now take the | 
you to give me another lift ‘his is not for 
the people of Hawaii. If you can possibly do so, | 
to ask you to vote against the reduction of the tariff upor 
as such reduction will surely spell the ruin of tl 
The revenue received from the tax upon the sugar in 
Hawaii amonwnts to 55 per cent of all the revenues. If 
dustry is erippled, where shall we turn for revenue 


many will say that we must turn to other crops, b 


possible on account of the climate, soil, and the count! 
pests which are able to live through the entire year 


{no cold weather to exterminate them 


Hoping that you may be able to help us, I remain 
Yours, respectfully, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
man from California [Mr. J. R. KNoWLAND]. 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, the peculiai 
conditions of California make that Commonwealth a 
wonderful and diversified interests. If there is any indu 
that great State that will not be injuriously affected if | 
goes into effect, I have failed to find it. 

One of the chief industries of California is the beet 
dustry. We have in that State 13 beet-sugar factories 
to-day the chief beet-sugar producing State in the Uni 
want to present a few figures in order to impress up 
House the importance of this great industry to the State 
part represent. We paid last year for beets to the | 
$6,701,582. We paid for labor in the factories and field 
$3,900,000. We paid for fuel oil $500,000. We paid f 
$391,000 and for other supplies $542,000, making the tof 
penditures due to this industry in the State of California 
$14,100,000. The number of acres harvested is 1! 
The tons of sugar beets grown are 1,037,000. The lt 
sugar produced are 168,000 and the total investme 
faetory, land, and equipment in the State of California is 
$19,904,823. This is but one of the great industries of ¢ 
fornia that is going to be disastrously affected by the pa 
of this law. In the beet-sugar industry alone we empl 
California 25,000 men, and it can readily he appreciate ! 
with the expenditure of this yast sum of money and the 
ployment of this number of men that to strike down 
dustry and elose these 13: factories you inflict a severe 
upon California. No doubt the rising generation in Califo! 















tot recall the effects of the Wilson law upon the industries of 
the State, but if this bill is enacted as at present written they 
have a bitter experience that will not so soon be forgotten. 
Not only have we an interest in the beet-sugar industry in our 
State but we are interested in the cane-sugar industry of the 
Hawaiian Islands. We sympathize with those people. The 
Hawaiian Islands are good customers of California and the 
Tnited States. The total value of domestic merchandise ship- 
| to Hawali from the mainland for the 12 months ending 
December, 1912, was $28,029,240. The total for the same period 
1911, was $21,917,747. The total for the same period, 1910, 
was $21,637,751. Hawaii’s products sold to the United States 
nland increased approximately 54 per cent from 1911 to 1912. 
Hawaii’s purchases from the United States mainland increased 
proximately 30 per cent from 1911 to 1912. Strike down this 
dustry in Hawaii and this entire country will suffer. Destroy 
the beet-sugar industry and you play into the hands of the 
Sugar Trust and do not benefit the American consumer. I shall 
support the amendment which has been offered to restore the 
rates upon sugar and to strike out the proviso for free sugar 
in three years. While I realize that this amendment will not 
be adopted because of the fact that the majority are bound and 
gagged by caucus rule, I am glad to go en record. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Wooprurr]. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, I also come from one of 
the great beet-sugar producing States of this Union. There is 

re beet sugar preduced in my district, I believe, than in any 
other district in that State. There is more beet sugar produced 
in my city than in any city in the United States, and I believe, 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this committee, that the effect 
of this tariff will be to absolutely throttle and destroy this 
great industry. The Democratic Party, as represented by the 

unbership in this House, proposes not a reduction of the 
riff for the purpose of placing the producer of this country 

a basis of competition with those abroad, but they propose 

» enact into law a measure that will absolutely annihilate an 

dustry that represents an investment of more than $100,- 
000,000 in this country, claiming that any industry that can not 

ete in the open market with a like industry abroad with- 

t the benefit of the protective tariff is an illegitimate industry 

| should be destroyed. Much has been said both for and 

gainst this theory in this House in the past week, and I say to 
you of the majority that when the American farmers and the 
{merican laborers realize the fact that you propose to place 

hem upon an absolute basis of equality with the Asiatic and 
Eurepean farmers and laborers, they will have an answer to 

hat argument that will be most displeasing to you. It is a 
well-known fact, Mr. Chairman, that at such seasons when 
beet sugar is not on the market that the great Reiiners’ 
rrust of this country ebsolutely monopolizes the market and 
fixes the price of sugar. It is also a well-known fact that at 

ich times the price of this commodity is much higher, and I 
say to you, gentlemen, that if this bill becomes a law, and it will, 

id if the production of sugar in this country ceases, and it 
will, that the people of this country will be at the absolute 
mercy of this great Refiners’ Trust. Within the past two years 
in my home city I have paid 9 cents a pound for granuiated 
sugar. That was at a time when the beet sugar was not on the 

irket, 

The excuse offered for the rise in the price of sugar at that 
of more than 2 cents was that there was a rumor of a 
shortage in the beet crop of Germany. Now, gentlemen, there 
are produced in this country 625,000 tons of sugar annually by 
the beet-sugar producers. There are something like 350,000 
tons of cane sugar produced in this country, and I say to you, 
gentlemen, that if a mere rumor of a shortage of a crop in 
Germany would produce a rise in that price of some 2 cents 
per pound, what rise, in God’s name, would an actual shortage 
of nearly 1,000,000 tons of sugar create? 

Gentlemen, there is one schedule in this bill that I would 
like to vote for. I would like to vote for the income-tax 
measure, but, coupled as it is with a measure that strikes at 
the very foundation of all our industrial institutions, I can not 
Support it. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? I do not believe his time has expired. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I yield my time back to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Was there any time left? 

The CHAIRMAN, One minute. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know why the falling off per acre 
in the production of beets in your State was so great last year? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Michigan yield? 


minutes to the 


the 


time 
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last year. 


to the climatic conditions in the State 
the beet-sugar producers in the St 


money on account of having so much rain. In many instane 
it has been impossible for the farmers to get into their fields to 
harvest their crops, owing to the wet condition of the ground. 
I would ask the gentleman to go back further and look at the 
statistics. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is it not true that the forces that mak war 
are lacking to an extent, as they are in other States, d pre 
vent you from raising beet sugar? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Absolutely not. The gentleman can find 
that I am right if he will go back and look at the statistics. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Keatine] 10 minutes, 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyomi! 
[Mr. MonpDELtL] has taken occasion to refer to me and my views 


on the sugar tariff. 
the gentleman from Wyoming to believe, in view of the fact 
that his State has tolerated the representation it has had for 
the last 10 or 12 years, that the people of the West give Hi 
gent consideration to political problems. 


plains that Colorado has no one on this floor to protest agai 

the removal of the tariff on sugar. The reason for that, Mi 
Chairman, is because the people of Colorado at the last election 
voted to instruct their Representatives to remove the tariff on 
sugar, and they voted in that way after a most thorough and 
exhaustive discussion of the question, and they voted that way 


because they were convinced that the 
Sugar would not destroy the beet-sugar industry in that State 
or in any other State where God Almighty intended that men 


should raise sugar beets. And I submit that the people of 
Colorado, who have 17 sugar factories in o eration, are better 
judges of the effect of the removal of the tariff on that great 
industry than is the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpet], 
who has no sugar factory within the boundaries of his State 
I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that ] 

has no sugar factory there, not because the people of Wyomin: 
can not raise sugar beets, because in the irrigated sections of 
Wyoming they can raise sugar beets of as good a quality as they 
ean in the irrigated sections of Colorado or Utah or Idaho, but 
you have no sugar factories in Wyoming because the Sugar 





Mr. WOODRUFF. I do, sir. 
Mr. FOWLER. I see you produced only 6.75 tons per acre 
I see that California produced 9.1. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I can answer the gentleman. It 
For the past 
of Michigan 


gan fh 






was due 





two years 


los 





ate 


















I appreciate it is just a trifle difficult for 
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Trust will not permit you to erect sugar factories in Wyoming 
Evidently the Sugar Trust has felt that it could depend upon 
the vote of the gentleman from Wyoming without offering any 


thing to the people in that State. 













The reason that the people of Colorado are willing that this 
sugar tariff should be removed is because they want to save th 
beet-sugar industry from the malign influence of the Si 
Trust. Let us trace the story of the Sugar Trust’s i: { 
beet-sugar factories. 

Ten years ago, during the discussion of the Cul I 
bill, the representatives of the beet-sugar interests came before 
Congress and declared that if you gave them 10 ye f 
protection the industry would be able to stand on its own 
We have given them 10 years more of protection and g 





matter of fact, the industry is able to stand on its own leg 
About 10 years ago the men who were then, and are 1 j 
control of the beet-sugar industry in the Western 
down to New York and met with Mr. Havemeyer, of the S 










Trust, and entered into a deal with him by which they sold to 
him the control of the beet-sugar industry in this « ntry. 

Mr. Morey, the president of the Great Western Sugar Co 
and Mr. Boettcher, of the same concern, and a number of othe 
sugar magnates, including Eccles, of Utah, have so testified in 
the case of the United States against the American Sugar lhe 
fining Co. They have told how they went down there; they ha 





told of the price they got for a controlling interest in the st 
and then they have confessed that they entered into an arra: 
ment with Mr. Havemeyer by which they became his western 
representatives. And the correspondence submitted in tha 
hearing proves that Mr. Morey and Mr. Boettcher and the 
others were hired at salaries ranging from $10,000 to $15,000 
a year to go back to the West and see to it that new si 
factories were not established there. 

The correspondence is complete and conclusive. These men 
were the hired spies of the Sugar Trust. Their own lette: 
prove that they went from point to point where they heard 
that sugar factories were about to be established, and that the) 
used all their influence to prevent the development of the sugar 
industry. 
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found that the ‘ntiment of a community was so | saw a box ear, in addition to the tariff [Applause on th 
he people themselves were about to erect beet fac- | cratic side.] 
1 and endeavored to secure the control of the Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentle 
, and in most instances they did seenre the | Michigan [Mr. Ke.ury}. : 
y of the stock Mr. KELLEY of Michigan, Mr. Chairman, under 
months ago an attempt was made in tho | of this bill sugar, both raw and refined, is proposed to 
the southwestern corner of my State, to | upon the free list at the end of three years, T have not 
tory fhe farmers came forward and | diseuss the effect of the removal of the duty upon th 
acreage. The business men pledged gen- | industry of the country for two reasons: First, it would 
\ banker in that town undertook to finance | much good, and, second, because my colleagues from Mi 
whole deal was called off, Accord- | and elsewhere have done and will further do so. But 
timony which appears in the case of the | have risen to inquire about, in good faith and for inform 
\merican Sugar Refining Co., it ap- | is the effect of the provisions of the autidumping clause 
(] inker was called up by the representative of | bill upon this seetion now under consideration. 
rust and told to abandon the project. The trust’s As I understand it, practically all the sugar-proeducin 
in simply put the serews on the Durango financial in- | tries of KMurope levy an internal-revenue tax upon sugar 
; and prevented the establishment of this factory, which | consumption. When the manufacturer of sugar in Ger 
much to southwestern Colorado any other Kuropean country where this internal-revenne 
(hat is only one of many instanees. And, my friends, a3 a | imposed invoices his sugar to the wholesaler for local ¢ 
ulf of these experiences the people of Colorado and, I believe, | tion, of course such invoice ineludes the cost of his raw 
people throughout all that intermountain country, have] rial, his labor cost, any government charges, org 
(o the conclusion that the only way to put the beet-sugar | charges, and profits, Necessarily such price will inelud 
lustry on its feet is to demonstrate that it is a legitimate | internal-revenue tax levied in those countries on local ce 
industry, that it can exist without the protection of a tariff, and | tion. Now, the purpose of this antidumping clause, as I 
it it will return to Investors a fair rate of interest upon the | stand it, is to prevent foreign countrtes from selling in o 
sitment. And that fact can be demonstrated. kets cheaper than they sell to their own people. What | 
»can raise in Colorado and in Utah and in Tdaho and in | to know is, under the provisions of this antidumping clau 
of those Western States as many pounds of sugar bects | the sugar refiners of Europe are going to sell in our n 
the acre as can be raised anywhere, and they will average as | cheaper than they sell at home, and how are we to get c! 
h a percentage of saceharine matter as beets grown in any | sugar when the price of sugar there for home consumpti: 
country on the face of the globe. equal to or greater than the price of sugar to our co! 
Our farmers get more for these high-grade beets than do | here at the present time? If they do sell sugar cheaper hei 
the farmers of Germany, If our factories get their beets for as | at home, the antidumping provision puts a 15 per cent dut 
w a price as do the German factories why should not they be | the sugar so imported into the United States. And here 
ibie to produce sugar at as low a figure? I know of no reason, | secret of the whole business as it looks to me: This pro 
and gentlemen haye submitted no reason. coupled with the antidumping clause, enables the American 
Mr. AUSTIN Mr. Uhairman, may I ask the gentleman a | finer to get free raw sugar from Cuba and protects him from 
question? sugar refiner of Europe by a 15 per cent duty. 
fhe CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman yield? Mr. HARDWICK rose. 
Mr. KEATING Yes. Mr. MANN. Let the gentleman from Georgia answer in hi 
Mr. AUST'LN What, in your opinion, will be the effect of | own time. 
this change In the law placing sugar on the free list as to the Mr, KELLEY of Michigan. Will the gentleman from © 
price in the market to the consumer? answer in his own time? That is the only question | 
Mr, IKWATEING, The price to the eonsumer will drop the full | ask. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
umount of the tariff at onee. Out of all this discussion con- The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield back thi 
cerning sugar one faet stands out, so that no man can question | mainder of his time? 
its aecuraey, and that fact Is that the tariff Is added to the Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Yes. 
price of sugar and that the American consumer pays $115,- Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood that the time which 
000,000 more a year for his sugar than he would if the tariff | not consumed would not be charged to either of us. 
were not added Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mich 
The other day the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Ketiry] gan |Mr. Cramton]. 
questioned my statement that there were no independent bect- Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, as I listened to the 
sugar factories in this country, that there was an understand- | man from Colorado [Mr. Kratina] in his demonstration « 
ing or trade arrangement or selling arrangement—whatever | reason that there were not more beet-sugar factories estab 
you want to call it—by which the price of sugar was fixed in | in the State of Colorado or in Wyoming, it seemed to me th 
every town in this country. had eonvineed me that the sugar-refining interests did nof 
[fe said that was not true, and I want to submit to him what | the sugar factories and that at the present time they are 
I consider to be splendid authority, the statement of a beet- | what they can to keep them down. That is what I unde 
sugar man, R, A. Wagner, the president of the Wisconsin Sugar | was the gentleman’s argument. I understand he is abou 
Co, Mr. Wagner also says that my statement is not true, and | yote for this bill, and thereby igs going to try to strike a 
yet [ want to read you his letter and submit it as absolute eyi- } blow at the sugar-refining interests. My friends, in strikin 
dence that my statement is true. He says: blow you are simply putting out of business all of the bee! 
Che price of sugar is higher in Colorado because over three-quarters | factories, and the sugar-refining people, instead of thinkin 
of Peete oat one - ee and refined at the seaboard you have struck a terrific blow at them, will simply think th 
ar aul ees ae “ a aac senshi dimienedt oithedmaal you have given them a slap on the wrist, or it may be a love \ 
epoca tite dihiiaedin but at thet dee ieee. tx groberel rhe distinguished and affable gentleman from Alabama 
atttatan State Sitiede: Wilner -apebsamiaieeth tents aeaeelinel eating he ina that the duties were being reduced with a jack, and as w‘ 
within the Stat ly, we export live or six times as much as you are letting the sugar interests down with two bum 
we use in the State. Yet he says that every pound must pay stead of one, and we are to walt three years to see how 
rail freight to Cok rado. ( ontinuing, he says: the last bump will be. As I recollect, in one county of my «i! 
f 7 . aa 1 on Fo Sas alee taekanen eee evrbe tric ( and I believe I have a right to speak here nee pene ; 
Colorado sugar producers naturally meet these conditions, and in order | the interests of my people—in one county, Huron, there were 
to get the business make their quotation a few points lower. years ago 6,000 tons a year of sugar beets produced. Now tli 
And that is true in every town in the United States. ‘The | are better than 96,000 tons a year, and at the same time 
trust, in determining how much it will charge the American | valuation of the farm lands has doubled, indieating that 
people for refined sugar, ascertains first of all the cost of raw | farmer does get some benefit from protection. As I reme 
sugar ut New York. Then it adds the tariff. Then it adds the | that and think of the disaster that is impending over these | 
cost of refining. Then it adds to that a profit, and then it adds| crs in that county, it occurs to me that the jack that was In 
to that the cost of the freight from New York to the point | strumental in the reduction of the tariff in this bill was not 
where the sugar is consumed, without regard to where the sugar | Jackscrew that the gentleman has referred to, but that g) aria 
may be produced. And, as I stated on the floor of this House | angel of the Democratic Party, the blundering jackas 
the other day, the result is that down in Arizona, in the shadow ; [Laughter.] 
of a sugar factory, where they are producing many times the Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to presume to discu 
amount of sugar consumed in the State, the people of Arizona | further this bill, but I believe it will be proper here in the 
pay $1.34 per hundred pounds freight for the sugar that never | midst of all these discussions, at least some of them from men 
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iro 
ins 


re assum their statistics, or at least pi 

dusty vo that it would only be fair the 

; stand for a minute one of the men who has got his liv- 
ut of the business, trying make something for himself 
his family, and also to afford a market the manufac- 
of Hence, I am going to read this letter from 
« farmer who is engaged in the preduction of sugar t 


Micnu., April 


king them up 


to eall to 


to 
for 
the cities. 
veers: 


CROSWELL, o 1912 
CRAMTON, 
venth District, Michigan. 
Sir: I earnestly beg you all in your pow 
of duty from gar I think I express the 
ers of this beet-growing district. 
;, the 18th instant, the report was started that the Croswell 
Michigan Sugar Co. had turned down all contracts and 
to operate the coming campaign. Well, you ought to 
> “holler” that the farmers and the residents of Croswell 
» until they found the report was rot true. 
ever two or more farmers met the question was, “ What can we 
to take the place of sug eets?" And I say nothing will take | 
e of sugar beets on Mic ran farms to-day, on ‘ount of the | 
e cultivation and deep-rooting system of the sugar beets, as 
‘ing up fertility from the soil that we would get in no other 
It is the indirect benefit we get from the sugar beet that pays | 
5 re than direct benefit. We will take my own f: here for | 
le, | 
en I bought this farm 10 years ago I harvested from 17 to 50 
] Is of oats and about 1 ton of hay per acre Now, after growing 
sl r beets for 7 years, I + from 50 to 60 bushels of oats and 24 
tons of hay, ami from a worn-out farm I have built up a farm as g 
in Sanilac County 
{ raise from 12 to 18 acres of beets on my 80-acie farm every y 
t is getting richer all the time—thanks to sugar beets. 
a cash-money crop the beets are ahead of any other crop we ran 
Of course, it costs more to grow an acre of beets than any other 
but we get paid for it in the benefit it does our land. As for 
ng them for less per acre than we are getting now, I know there 


eis C. 
present 


H I 


live 
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sentiments 





nt 








t going 


eard tl 















ood 


ar, 


is not a farmer in this neighborhood that would contract for an acre. 
It costs us $20 per acre to get the hand labor done. This labor is done 


» foreigners, and we are making good citizens and good farmers 
’ these foreigners; in fact, four of the families I have had in the 
I even years have bought farms within 2 miles of my farm. 


You gentlemen in the city are worrying about your foreign 

population. Let them go out into the country and help produce 
t you in the city want to eat. 

The letter eontinues: 

and we have made good 

sugar beets. When 


0 value, In fertility, 
, and it is all through 
prospers. 


inything you 


‘land has increased in 
is out of these forecigne! 
rmer prospers everybody 
anking you in advance for 
I remain, 
Yours, very truly, 


else 






can do to help the farmer, 


B. C. 


well, Sanilac 





WESTBROOK, 
Cres County, Mich. 

[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, by the courtesy of Members on 

: side of the House I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BroussarD] an additional 10 minutes. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that, acting 
trictly within the rules of my own party, formulated and 

lopted in a Democratie caucus, I should have obtained from 
the Democratic leader time to present the case of the Demo- 
cratic constituency that I represent here. I have sought in 
vain to get recognition which I think I am entitled to reeeive in 
a Democratic House. Failing in that, I want to express my ap- 
preciation of the courtesy extended to me by the leader of the 
Republican Party in permitting the constituency which I repre- 
it—which was 90 per cent in the last election in the votes 
of that district—in affording me an epportunity to present their 
Case, 

I have no desire to be an obstructionist or to criticize the 
leader of the Democratic Party, but it seems to me that one or 
the other thing ought to be done. If I come strictly within 
the rules of my party, opposing the measure as I do oppose it, 
[ ought to get time from the lender of my own party. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And if I can not get the time 
from him I ought to be excluded from the Democratie caucus, 
that the people at home may know that the Democratic leader- 
ship of this House, without personal reflection on the gen- 
tleman who now is here in control of the Democratic forces, 
may know whether they have friends here in their own party 
or whether they must appeal to the leaders of the other party 
in order to secure time to present their cause. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

I am not going to deal with the subject at length. My per- 
sonal relations with the gentleman who occupies the leadership 
of my party om the floor are very agreeable, and in my estima- 
tion he stands as high as does any other Member in this House 
[applause]; but I do desire to express in behalf of my con- 
Stituents. the thought that at least within the ranks of their 
party they should be able to get as frank a reeognition as they 
get from the party for which they do not vote. 

My time is so limited that I will not deal with that very 
much, but I make this acknowledgment to the gentleman lead- 
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ing the forces of the minority u t! ] r 

may understand not only my : ré le ; \ 
he has extended to 1 but t ‘ i 
I represent on thi fl I 

I want to get to the meat « I \ ) 

tended in this House that. the di 

industry in this country will lead us | \ 
|} existed long ago, when there wes no ¢ ry, l 
permit the refiners operating along th t 

Ocean, the Gulf, and the Pacifie to d t l 
sugar market. I believe in the little tir ‘ ( 

demonstrate that the efforts of the en on who 





using their means, their money, and ef to secure 
Sugar, aS some claim, but to secure vet ow d 

that they may, with the destru of d ! 
nate the American market di } ! ( 
American consumer. 

A man working for wages in this city brought me t 
ing this card which I hold in my bund Lie 1 
package of sugar of 20 pounds, refined from ea 
from the Tropics, which be bought in the market o ‘ ) 
for 4} cents a pound. That sugar was refined by the 8 3 
Refining Co., which my friend from Georgia [Mr Hs < 
will at once recognize is the employer of Mr. Lowry, t! ! 
who has taken charge of the propaganda for f L 
reads as follows: 

Tariff on sugar is an advan to t Sugar T t l ; 
only. With free raw sugar this ir would t y ibout 2 cents 
per pound I Urge your Con » to insist on t il of 
the tariff on sugar. 

This ecard was in a package of 20 pounds of sugar bought by 
this man, and he brought the card to me He paid 44 cents 
a pound for the sugar only yesterday. Now, let us look the 
facts squarely im the face. I once before took the p ion in 
the House that this refiner, including what he calls the Sugar 
Trust, which is generally accepted to mean the American Suga 
Refinery, the Arbuckles and himself, were in alliance not to put 
sugar on the free list, but to so reduce the duty as to put the 
beet-sugar people in the West out of business, and also tife 
sugar-cane people in Louisiana and Texas out of business, in 
order that together they might dominate the market. ‘Their 
efforts have been directed, first, to control the beet preduction 
in the West by controlling the factories in the West They 


have never worried about us. These refiners have robbed us of 
Louisiana, so far back that no man’s memory runneth to the 


contrary. 


They saw the beet industry developing in the West 
a large proportion of the sugar being supplied to the 


sorbing 
absorbi s 


\merican 


people, and my friend from Colorado {[Mr. Kearine], I believe, 
will agree with me, and they started first by trying to absorb 
a majority of the steck in the beet industry in the West Chey 
failed in that. The industry developed too fast. In 10 years 


there was 1,500 per cent of production increa 


and they h 








to abandon that plan of contrelling the domestic sugar output. 
Then they adopted another plan—that of discouraging men from 
putting money into the development of the sugar industry in the 
West, in order that they might stop the d production 
of sugar in continental United States. They failed in that. 
Then they appealed to Congress, not to put sugar on free 
list, but to reduce the duty on sugar to the extent of r 
the industry, in order that they might again absorb th ol 
of the American market and then lift the pri f 12 
consumer as best suited them. ‘this card « » Mr. 
Lowry. It is issued by his employer. It is p ! same 
way that numerous articles you have received in ir mail 
each and every one of you, are printed. I ha h do 
ment published by him en the 12th day of April, this year, o 

a few days ago. In that decument at the head of as has 
appeared on every recent document issued by him, including 
the two that came this morning, he does not advocate free sug 
as appears upon this card, but a duty of 0.624 cent; 
advocates and he speaks for Spreckels, beeause the evidence is 
before at least three eommittees of the Congres the Hardwick, 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and the | e 
Committee of the Senate last year—that every bit @ @X] se 
incurred in the propaganda which he is conducting is paid out 
of the pocket of Spreckels, who claims, according to him, to be 


fighting the Sugar Trust. Mr. Atkins, the vice president of the 
American Sugar Refining Co., speaking before the Committee on 
Ways and Means the other day, said he did not want f1 
sugar, but wanted to reduce the rates of duty. The Arbuckies 
took the same position before the Ways and Means Commit 
in my presence here recently. 


Mr. HARDWICK. ‘The Arbuckles were for free sugar, 


Lce 




















910 


Mr. BROUSSARD. 
is: and right at the head of every document that you receive 
now that calls for free sugar, as on this card, you will see 
printed . 

The rate 
0.60 cent per 

Sixty one-hundredths cent per pound means that every 
domestic refiner in this country, every domestic producer in 
this country, must go out of business. What follows? Domina- 
tion of the American sugar market by the refiners. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 86 minutes. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. May I get 10 minutes more? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield the gentleman 10 minutes more in 
view of his very interesting statement and the courtesy of 
some Members here, [Applause.] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I thank the gentleman very much; 0.624 
puts the domestic producer out of business, the beet and the 
sugar men in the West and South, and it gives the market 
entirely of at least 8,600,000 tons of sugar a year into the 
hands of the refiners. This card of the refiner pleads for free 
sugar and tells the consumer that he can get 2 cents per pound 
reduction on his sugar. These circular letters of this same 
refiner pleads for a small duty, just as the American and other 
refiners desire. Give just enough duty so we may put the 
domestic producer out of business and then what? 

Let us see, by this document—I take the gentleman’s very 
statement—paid for, printed, and posted, the efforts and time of 
the gentleman who issues it, paid for by Spreckels, the refiner. 
What does it show? It was alleged here when Cuban reciproc- 
ity was up, when the proposition was a reduction of 50 per cent, 
that the reduction was to help the Cuban planter. When the 
proposition of 20 per cent, which finally became law, was under 
consideration, the argument was that we owed that much to 
the Cuban planter. The bill had not been law more than 18 
months when the Cuban planters were complaining to Congress 
that the refiners, including Spreckels, the employer of Lowry, 
was absorbing the entire 20 per cent which Congress supposed 
tNey had given the Cuban planter. Now, what appears here in 
this document? Lowry says this on the 12th of April: 

Cuban sugars are to-day selling at 2 cents, cost and freight, and pay 
a tariff of 1.348 cents. San Domingo sugars (nonprivileged) are offered 
at 2.06 cents per pound, cost and freight New York, and pay a duty 
of 1.685 per pound. 

We gave 20 per cent, according to this gentleman’s state- 
ment—and I have verified the statements and I know they are 
correct—we gave 20 per cent to the Cuban planter. That sugar, 
bought in bond, upon which the refiner pays 1.348, sells for less 
than the sugar that is brought from San Domingo that pays 
1.685. It is therefore evident to any man who will stop to look 
into the matter, that the Cuban planter does not get one cent of 
the 20 per cent reduction. Now, then, does the consumer of this 
country get the reduction? Will any man get up and say so? 
This card which my friend handed me gives the difference be- 
tween the New York price of sugar that come from Cuba and 
the New York price of the sugar that come from San Do- 
mingo. Both sugars once refined sell for the same price to the 
consumer, and if the Cuban planter sells his sugar cheaper in 
bond to the refiner, including Mr. Spreckels, for less money— 
despite the 20 per cent preferential he has—than the San 
Pomingo planter, who pays the full duty, it is evident that the 
Cuban planter gets none of the benefit of the 20 per cent re- 
duction. On the other hand, if the consumer of this country 
can not distinguish between the Cuban and the San Domingo 
sugar after Mr. Spreckels has refined it, but must pay the same 
price for each, it is evident to any man who will think about it 
at all that the entire difference between the difference in duty 
on San Domingo and Cuban sugar is absorbed by the refiner. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The American producer does not get a cent of the 20 per cent 
reduction. He can not possibly get a cent of it in spite of this 
ecard, saying that free sugar would give my friend the same 
sugar which he purchased only yesterday at 44 cents a pound for 
24 cents a peund. Besides, note the bunco game attempted upon 
the consumer. Free sugar, it urges on the card, while to you 
gentlemen of the House the same sympathetic gentleman tells 
you daily he does not really wish free sugar, but six hundred 
and four one-thousandths of a cent, so as to enable him at one 
and the same time to kill his competitors and permit him to con- 
tinue to reap the benefits of the 20 per cent Cuban preferential. 

As a matter of fact, the refiner buys his sugar cheaper from 
the ian who produces it in Cuba than from the man producing 
sugar elsewhere, despite the advantage of 20 per cent on the 
rate of duty fixed in the law; but when he comes to sell it to 
you and to me he sells both for the same price, and thus absorbs 


propose, 0.62 } 


pound 


cent per pound; raw sugar, 96 test, 
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They are not, any more than Spreckels | 


May 1. 


the entire 20 per cent. This is not a novel proposition. Pp 
in 1872 or 1873 this Republic made a treaty with the 
Kingdom of Hawaii by which the sugar from those js 
should come in free. This was done, so it was Claimed. ; 
duce the price of sugar to American consumers on the P 
coast. Three years after that treaty was enacted, in 1876. 
for the entire term of the treaty this disproportion was 
tained, that sugar sold on the Pacific coast at 10 cents a 1 
with free raw sugar upon the Pacific coast, as against 7! 

a pound on the Atlantic coast, with a duty of over 2 ce) 
pound. 

This condition continued for over a quarter of a ce 
until annexation. Nor did this condition cease until beet < 
began to be produced on the Pacifie coast, when the refin: 
forced to sell his sugars for less. It is the policy of the re 
of the country to destroy the domestic production when tly 
again dominate this market. Mark what I say. After . 
shall have become free you will find that the refiners in 
country will be exerting their influence with whatever | 
may be in power, for these being in a trust, belong to no ) 
will be exerting their influence to permit them to hav 
Government send a party to represent this Republic at 
Brussels conference, and when they shall have done that | 
will exclude from the United States European beet sug 
competition with themselves. Through this instrument 
in 1911, with a dearth of sugar on the American marke 
Brussels conference, forbidding Russia to ship to us any 
of her 2,000,000 tons of surplus sugars, enables the refiner: 
lift the price of sugar to the American consumer to 7} 
and Spreckels was the worst offender of them all. They 
absorbed the Cuban crop, they have absorbed the Hawa 
crop, they have absorbed the Porto Rican crop, and 
they have done that, and they have no further competitors 
continental United States and after, with your assistance, { 
shall have destroyed the beet sugar in the West and the « 
sugar of the South, the price of sugar will rise, boosted by 
refiners, as it was when they secured Hawaiian recipr 
[Applause on the Republican side.] That is their purjos 
judging from the evidence that appears in the three se): 
efforts of theirs. 

Let me show you how much money they made out of (u! 
reciprocity when they told us then, through a similar 
aganda, conducted by the American then, much in the 
that Spreckels conducts this one now. They have abs 
under that treaty, as I have just shown, and do now al 
the entire 20 per cent reduction upon the tariff rate. The 
has been imported into this country since the Cuban recipro 
treaty from Cuba, in round figures, 28,000,000,000 pounds 
sugar, and they have declared in dividends, that ought to | 
gone either to the Cuban planter or to the American consui 
over $96,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 
minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman five minutes 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Thank you. 

Now, what does that mean with regard to our trade with t! 
islands which we own and with which we are in treaty \ 
tions? Let us take Hawaii. There was exported to Hawaii 
from the United States in 1911, $21,000,000 of goods. Ther 
was imported into the United States from Hawaii $40,250,4") 
worth of goods, of which sugar formed $36,500,000. Last y« 
there was an increase of 30 per cent in this trade. What will 
become of that trade? If I am correctly informed by the reso 
lution of boards of trade of Honolulu, Iloilo, and our islands 
of the Pacific; if I am correctly informed by the gentlemen 
who are here and have come here to protest against this freeing 
of sugar after three years, it means that that industry must 
go. There is no question abeut the destruction of the Louis! 
ana industry. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick'!. 
who investigated the Sugar Trust, says frankly that it must 
go at the end of three years. The gentleman from Alabam: 
{Mr. Unperwoop] has been frank and fair enough in the ce 
bates in this House to say that in his judgment it must be 
abandoned; that $100,000,000 worth of investments in Louisiana 
must disappear as the result of this policy. 

What will become of this trade of Hawaii? I will tell you 
what will become of it. There are 80,000 Japanese in Hawaii 
to-day. The moment you reduce this duty to the extent ot 
making it impossible for any but the most favored plantations 
to continue, the moment you reduce it to the extent that these 
people must reduce the cost of production in order to be able 
to compete against the world on this market, that minute the 
American white man in Hawaii will move away from there 


The time of the gentleman has expired 
I would like to get just two or tliree 
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nature to its cultivation. 





me back to his native country and engage in some other Now, I did not want to discuss this matter very uc] er, 
t. What is left? The Jap is not going back to Japan. | except as to Cuba. Here is a report which has just be d 
i vetting an outpost in the Pacific, 7,000 miles closer to | on March 24, by one of our consuls to the State Department 
ited States than before. regarding the sugar crop in Cuba he I t . 
will be a dominating influence; he will become the sole | in the sugar production in Cuba this year. even 5 
And do not make a mistake about it. The Japs under- | last year over the previous year There w be ov 
i the industry. They developed the sugar industry in | lion and a quarter tons of sugar pro , and y th 
sa after the Jap-Chinese War. They have sent men | are in bad shape, says the consul, | ise the A oT 
to my State to learn from the agricultural college that | has already absorbed the 20 per cent preferent 
hes the sugar chemists the world over to-day—sent men on the Republican side. } 
there, as I know personally to learn that industry. And| The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
d of continuing importers of sugar, they are preparing,| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield eg 1 
ding to our consular reports, to become exporters of sugar. | from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. Ly 
ey will be the people who will handle those plantations in | side. ] 
i i, so well favored as to survive this disastrous legislation Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemi 
» compete with the world with Japanese labor; and instead | mittee, I want first to answer in my o e 
( t $40,000,000 of trade coming to the United States you | pounded by the gentleman from M in [r. Ix 1 
v find that trade going to Japan, because the control of the | he would not let me answer in his t = ! y 
nds will be in the hands of the Japanese, who will stand the | and matter invited an immediate auswer 
eut in wages when the white man shall have been driven from The antidumping clause will have no effect \ 

se islands. [Applause on the Republican side.] sugar situation, for the simple reason that if the 
What about Porto Rico? Every cablegram, every resolution | will read the dumping clause carefully he will find | 
of every commercial body in the island of Porto Rico, as wel’ | plies only to a commodity upon which a duty is est: I 
as the statements of men whom I have seen here from Porto | jt applies to no commodity that is on the free list. a far 
Rico, assures me that in consequence of the annexation of the | as free sugar is concerned. it could have no effect. 
island, bringing about American labor and methods of living in It is possible that the dumping clause might have 
Porto Rico, they must go under with free sugar. And yet the| during the three years of reduction, but my own bel it 
trade with Porto Rico is thirty-three and three-quarters million | when the Treasury Department construes the dumping « in 
dollars. The importations from the island to the United States | regard to refined sugar during these three years, it w und 

: thirty-four and three-quarters million dollars, of which over | to hold that local taxes, in the nature of consumpt f 
twenty-five million dollars is sugar. nal revenue taxes, will not be considered a part of | 

What else will occur there? We have been able to put our! price in foreign countries. 
rice—our surplus rice, our low-grade rice, raised in Arkansas Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Would it not be better 1d 

| Texas and Louisiana—into Porto Rico in competition with | the pill in harmony with mv suggestion? 

world. Mr. HARDWICK. No; I rather think not do 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. it is necessary. Of course the main question w] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. It surely is not 10 minutes, Mr. Chair-| of the antidumping clause will be upon free sug 

bave no effect whatever upon that, I have expl 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] | gentlemen can form their own conclusions as to eff 
ded five minutes to the gentleman the last time. the three-year period when we will have a duty that 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Can I get a few minutes more—just two | 25 per cent. 

ites? I want to cover, if I can, in my own way, I 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes. | in reference to the sugar situation, and I am t try k 
\pplause on the Republican side. ] a speech about it. But before I start to do Iw 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. | that if gentlemen will withhold their ques 1 

USSARD] is recognized for three minutes more. developing an idea, I will then yield to them as | have 

BROUSSARD. Now, the grade of rice that is sold in| ® Second of time left. [ will yie n to any ¢ n on 
Rico is not consumed in the United States at all, and | either side, so far as the time will permit. 
‘ loss of that part of the crop means the putting of that in- As far as Louisiana cane sugar is concerned, bef 
ry out of business in all three of the States I have men- | bate began to«<lay many gentlemen on that side and « 

ed. Why do I say that? Under the treaty with Cuba we | came to me and asked me if during the closing lhe 1e 

e a 40 per cent preferential rate on the Cuban market, and | general debate the other night I did not admit tl g 

‘duty on rice in Cuba is more than 3 cents a pound. With | sugar on the free list would eventually put Louis! 

per cent advantage on that market we have never yet been | the sugar-cane business. I did so admit, and [ went rt] 

‘to ship from this country as much as a thousand sacks of | than that, and I now repeat it. Even the pres ‘ 1] 

to Cuba per year. judgment from an exhaust e ex nat | 

We are selling now in Porto Rico one-fifth of the entire pro- | Could not keep Louisiana in the sugar business a dos 

tion of rice in the United States, and of that grade that is Mr. BROUSSARI » Will the gentleman yield for { 
not consumed in this country. This proposes to cut the duty 50 Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; if it is a brief question. 
per cent. If we can not ship into Cuba, as we believed we Mr. BROUSSARD. Does the gentleman believe :, , 
could, when Cuban reciprocity was adopted, with a preferential | three years before sugar becomes free under this b suf 
of 40 per cent on 3 cents per pound duty, how can we ship a | industry can prosper, even for one more year 01 © 
pound of rice into Porto Rico, with a cut of 50 per cent and a | Years: 
duty of only 1 cent per pound? Mr. HARDWICK. I do not think can pros e 

We shall lose that market, and not only will those people quit | three years, and I do not think the gentlem ry 6 
trading with us in rice but they will get their main supply of | Prospering now, and I will tell him why in a | en if 
food from Europe, where they take the brown rice of the Orient, | the American consumer would consent to keep the pres duty 
and in fitting it for market in Germany and Spain send their | 20bedy knows better than my friend from Loui [Mi 
low-grade rice to the West Indies. Not only will we lose that | Broussarp] that the Louisiana cane-sugar industry can not live 
market, so far as the rice produced in this country is concerned, | anyhow. We are not murdering that industry. We not 

it we will also lose the other part of that market, which repre- sending it to an untimely and unmerited death. The “ul of 
sents this $34,750,000. nature is sending it there. 

How about Cuba? We got last year from Cuba $60,000,000 This is the best illustration I have ever seen, ax ) 
worth of trade, and we shipped into Cuba $110,000,000 worth, | the way view this situation, of a hothouse indu i 
of which $81,500,000 was sugar. And this last year there was | gentlemen in Louisiana have splendid rich lands h 
an increase of 12 per cent, making over $90,000,000 worth of | this sugar cane is grown. When I ask them why » not 
sugar, plant those lands in cotton, they tell me that if hould 

The moment sugar is free, which is the basis of our treaty | plant cotton there the stalks would grow so high the) 
with Cuba, there will be no more incentive to continue the | would have to use stepladders to p the cotton out of bolls 
treaty, and of itself it must become inoperative and void. And | They can raise vegetables, grains, cotton, or anything, : they 
that trade will go where the Cuban can get the best prices; we | ought to raise something adapted to that climate and that 1, 
Will lose most of it. All this trade with Hawaii and Porto Rico | instead of raising this tropical product which they n not 
and Cuba must be lost absolutely as the result of free sugar at | raise on even terms with other countries more d by 
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Let us see if the figures do not prove that. The facts which 
I am going to give you during the course of these remarks are 
mainly taken from the report of a committee which is unani- 
nereed to by gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber 
so there can be no question about its fairness, nor do I think 
there can be any reasonable question about its accuracy. 

In Java raw cane sugar is being produced to-day at 14 cents a 


mous 


pound, and in the Philippines at 13 cents a pound; and one of | 


the greatest experts in all the world, Mr. Prinsen Gerliggs, of 


Holland, says that in the Philippines, when they get modern ma- | 
chinery there and when they get transportation to the sugar | 
fields, the Philippines alone can produce all the sugar this world 


can consume at a lower price than any other country on earth. 
Already Philippine sugar delivered costs 1}? cents per pound, but 
they have to pay tremendous transportation charges to get their 
sugar to the market. In Porto Rico, Cuba, and Hawaii the cost 
of production is about 2 cents a pound. 
of production of raw sugar our friends from Louisiana are here 
with an industry which they admit can not produce raw 
sugar for less than 3} cents a pound, or almost double the 
cost. It seems to me that 
our Louisiana friends, both politically and industrially, from 
themselves—from the serious and fundamental mistake they 
are making—and to do so in the hope that they may soon 
turn to other industries better adapted to their splendid soil 
and therefore more profitable. They ask us to continue the 
policy that has been maintained in this country to the detriment 
of the American consumer these many years of taxing all the 
people in order that a few may maintain this hothoused indus- 
try. It is undemocratic, it is unfair, and it is unrighteous; 
and I stand to-day with that great commoner who came out of 
Virginia and founded a great party, to whom the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Srrrncer] so eloquently referred the other 
night as saying, in effect, that it was absolutely unjust and 
unrighteous to fasten a duty on any product which could not be 
permanently produced in this country, in the end, as cheap as 
anywhere else. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Oh, but gentlemen speak of destroying the industry. In a 
meeting held in New Orleans on the 12th of November, 1912, 
after our first free-sugar bill had passed the House, there were 
resolutions adopted and speeches made. Some of those speeches 
are not very complimentary either to my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWooD] or to myself, but we will let that pass. They 
did pass a resolution stating the condition of the industry, so 
far us the capital invested therein was concerned. What did 
they say? They said that the industry had invested in it 
$119,000,000, and they itemized it—$70,000,000 in land, $10,000,- 
000 in mules, $35,000,000 in factories, $2,000,000 in farm imple- 
ments, $2,000,000 in plantation railroads. Now, we are not 
going to confiscate the land, and it is land on which they can 
raise better cotton than we can anywhere else. We are not 
going to do anything with the mules, and as to confiscating the 
machinery, they can sell that like they would any secondhand 
stuff. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. To whom shall we sell the machinery 
that is not worth a thing to any man? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not know; you could sell it to Cuba 
or the Philippines. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 
ferent. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman said they came over here 
and got machinery and learned our methods. But I can not 
waste time on that minor detail. You can probably get some- 
thing for it. So they ask us to preserve an industry that repre- 
sents a total investment of thirty-odd million dollars, and to do 
it they want to tax the American people $140,000.000 a year. 
It is not Democratic and it is not right. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Very well. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Has the 

atement this morning? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. And he says the consumer does not get 
it; the refiner gets it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will tell the gentleman before we pass 
that point that the gentleman’s description of what happened 
when the Cuban reciprocity bill passed is entirely wrong and 
is absolutely incerrect. Here is what happened: The Cuban 
reciprocity act passed and the refiners obtained 6 cents per 


Will the gentleman yield? 


No; we could not; their system is dif- 


Will the gentleman yield? 

Not just now. 

Just one question. 

read Mr. 


gentleman Lowry’s 
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Now, against that cost | 


it is our bounden duty to save | 





| beet sugar is not very much. 


May 


100 pounds benefit from the Cuban preferential, Cuba 10 
per 100 pounds, and the American consumer 
dred pounds. ‘That 
country. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Who? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Wallace P. Willett. The « 
wili admit that Mr. Willett is one of the best sugar ex 
the country? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That what he swore to, and | 
refer the gentleman to pages 3551 and 3741 of the he 
the special committee, and he will find that that is exact 
he swore to. I tell you what I thought would happen w 
passed the bill. I thought the Cubans would get ri 


igh 


the tariff wall just as the Hawaiians did, and take 


IS cents ; 
is the estimate of the best exper: 


is 


| benefit of the duty against the rest of the world, at the « 


of the American consumer. They could not do it 
Because the refiners had loaned them money and were | 
them to pay the debt. So that the refiners were able 
from them 24 cents per 100 pounds of the reduction of °% 
cent, leaving to the Cuban planters the remaining 10 ce: 
100 pounds. 

The refiners would have kept all of this 24 cents if tly 
been in combination, as the gentleman indicated. hb 
petition was so keen between them that for every 10 ce: 
kept they gave the American people 18 cents. I did not 
when I voted for the bill to get anything in the way of 
tion for the American consumer, but in point of fact did ¢ 
18 cents reduction, as I have stated. 

As far as the Hawaiian business is concerned, of 
when we put Hawaii within the tariff walls and kept wy 
tariff wall against the balance of the world the Hawaii: 
said, “ You can not buy your sugar from Germany or J 
anywhere else without the duty added, and you will | 
pay us the amount of the duty,” and that answers the ¢ 
man’s whole argument upon that point. The gentlema 
Louisiana or some other gentleman spoke about American 
If he will examine the sworn evidence—I believe my f 
from Louisiana made some statement about labor? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. No. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am glad the gentleman did not, ) 
if he will examine the evidence in this case he will find 
cording to what his own people swore before the speci 
mittee, they pay for field labor from 75 to 85 cents a d 


men and a dollar a day in the harvest time, and for women 7! 


cents a day. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Oh, the gentleman wants to be fail 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am absolutely accurate in th 
ment. It is taken from pages 1816 and 1817 of the hea: 
the special committee. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. But the Louisiana people furni: 
people with homes and fuel. 

Mr. HARDWICK. In Cuba, where they furnish 
things, too 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Oh, they do not. I beg the gent! 
pardon. I have been there and his committee has not 
sleep in the open—in the cane fields. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not wonder that the gentlema! 
not want me to emphasize this matter. In Cuba they a! 
ing from $1 to $1.25 a day for the same class of labor. 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BROUSSARD. But the gentleman wants to be fai! 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes; but I have not the time now to 
mit the gentleman to take it all up. Please do not bothe 
now. In Cuba the factory cost is about the same as it | 
America. The labor cost of manufacturing a pound of ca 
It costs about 14 cents a hu 
pounds; and I do not think they need any protection, as f 
the factories go, either beet or cane, because of factory |: 

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is where the trust comes in. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Besides that, in Louisiana the su 
content of the cane is from 6 to 7 per cent. In Hawaii 
from 14 to 15 per cent. In Cuba it is from 10 to 12 per cent 
sometimes 14. In Louisiana they plant almost every year 
they have to cut the cane in October in order to keep the 
from getting it. In Cuba and Java and these other coun! 
the frost never bothers, and they do not have to plant more 
once in 10 years. It is perfectly apparent why Louisians 
not continue this industry. It is not the unkindness 0! 
Democratic Party. It is simply the decree of the God of nat' 
It ought never to have been attempted in that climate. 
has been successful. The only time in its history that it 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Not at this time. 


ever paid was during those palmy days to them, to which ¢ 


i 


It never 
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ents a pound for sugar. 
| want to give a moment now to the beet-sugar factories. 
v) is not the situation as far as the beet-sugar factories are 
eoncerned. There are not a dozen fairly well organized fac- 
<s in this country that can not live and make more than 10 
ent on the investment under this law, and I defy any man | 
lisprove it in this Chamber or elsewhere. 
ir. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Vr. HARDWICK. Let me call attention to some of the facts 
i then I will yield. There are 76 beet-sugar factories in the 
17 in the State of Colorado, 16 in Michigan, 13 in Cali- 
in Utah, 5 in the State of Idaho, 5 in the State of 
t in Wisconsin, 2 in Nebraska, and 1 in each of the fol- 
i¢ States: Montana, Minnesota, Kansas, Iowa, Illinois, Indi- 
a. and Arizona. The total capital of these 76 beet-sugar fac- 
ries is $141,410,000, according to the last statement they ren- 


} 
‘ 
‘ 


t 


ry 
. 6 





dered. Their total capacity for slicing beets per day in tons is 
62.550. That is the total capacity of them all, and that, accord- 


« to the admissions of these same men when they were in 
effect pleading for continued high duties, does not mean a real 
investment of more than sixty-three and a half million dollars | 
in these entire 76 factories. In the report in which the gentle- 

1 from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] agreed with me, we valued 
all at sixty million, not quite as much as I have estimated 
ere to-day. 
Say $63,000,000 is the total of factory valuations in this coun- 
So, taking $39,000,000 in cane and $63,000,000 in beet fac- 
you have a total real capital of about $100,000,000 in- 
sted in this industry, which every year levies tribute on the 

t masses in this country under the tariff of from $125,000,000 
$141,000,000, in order that a few may be “ protected” at the 
ense of all, 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
fr. UNDERWOOD. I yield the gentleman five minutes addi- 
nal. 


Mr. FORDNEY. 


Will the gentleman now permit a question? 


Mr. HARDWICK. Let me go on; not at present. I will yield 

er, if possible. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman will yield before his time 
has expired? 

Mr. HARDWICK. If I possibly can. Now, I want to take 


three of the great beet-sugar companies as examples and show 


he they are capitalized and organized and why they are 
pleading for this continued high protection. I will take first 
the Great Western Sugar Co., one to which reference has been 


It was started in 1906, chartered under the 
and that was before the regeneration of 
ew Jersey [laughter and applause on the Democratic side]— 
th a eapital of $30,000,000, one-half common and one-half 
preferred stock, the preferred representing to a certain extent 


de here to-day. 
vs of New Jersey— 


\ 


VW 





real value and the common in every instance promoters’ 
profits—water, pure and simple. In five years that company has 
umulated on its real investment of about $12,000,000, 





50,000,000 surplus, besides paying 12 per cent interest on the 
i! capital invested—7 per cent on the preferred stock and 5 
r cent on the common. They have done pretty well. Do you 





l 
i 
TM 
] 










ow why? Because they can make sugur there in the best 
factories of that concern within a few points of the cost in 
Germany. Let us take another one, the American Beet, a 
California concern. Our friend Mr. Oxnard, of whom we have 
‘ heard in connection with sugar, is at the head of it, or 
was until recently. The American Beet Sugar Co. has a capital 
of $5,000,000 preferred and $15,000,000 common; real value 

cording to the slicing capacity of this factory about $5,000,000 





nd the $15,000,000 common—water—and yet in 1911 it paid 6 
per cent profit on the actual investment of preferred stock and 
passed a surplus of $1,643,659, a dividend of 10.95 per cent on 
Wwiter pure and simple; and in 1912 paid 6 per cent on its pre- 
ferred and laid up a surplus that would have paid a dividend of 
15.0 per cent on its common. So that this common stock, repre- 
enting no investment save a capitalization of the tariff, paid 10.95 
r cent in 1911 and 13.5 per cent in 1912. Let us next take the 
Michigan Co. The Michigan Sugar Co. was capitalized origi- 
lly at $9,000,000, one-half common and one-half preferred— 
ie half possible value, the other half certainly water—and the 
gentleman agreed to that in the report, too. [Laughter.] It 
Was organized in 1906 with a little over 5,000 tons slicing 
capacity for all these factories, and it has paid during all the 
time 6 per cent on its preferred stock, representing value, and 
‘ per cent on the common stock, or water, a total of 13 per cent 
dividends per year on its actual invested capital; and in 1910, 
besides paying this dividend, it declared a stock dividend of 
$2,000,000 and passed $1,000,000 to its surplus. 
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Mich., 
nothing 





the common 


on God's e 


was quoted in March, 


913 


eman referred, when the people were paying 7 and 8 mal And if we can believe the American Sugar Industry, a paper 
published in Detroit, 
ginning represented 
capitalization of the tariff, 


stock, that in the be 
arth but water and a 
1912, at $121 


a share, which was $1 more than the value of the preferred 
stock. [Applause on the Democratic side.] These are the lusty 
infants that will perish unless we give them protection. Oh, 
but they say: “ We can not stand the foreign competition with 
out a tariff.” Let us see. The German cost of production for 
beet sugar is 2.41 cents a pound; the best factories of the great 
West, 2.56. Spreckels, according to his own statement—I 
mean John D. Spreckels this time, and not Mr. C. A. Spreckels 
whom they abuse simply because he carries on a propagand 
the interest of the American consumer as well as himself for 
free sugar. What does John D. Spreckels say on this subject 


He says he produces it 
The best factory of the Oxnard plant 


cents; 


cents 


insurance, 
that it is not disputed that every one of tiose Se tories 


ber 


so I say when 
and when you 


14 points, 


you 
consi¢ 
from (¢ 


for 


2.70 cents a pound. What els 
produces it for about 2.80 
remember the German cost is 2.41 
ler the ocean freight charges and 
rermany to New York, and remem 
has 


about SO or 90 points in freight-rate protection before any sugar 


can 


reach the territory they can supply, you will readily see 
that these beet factories have “ protection ” of about 1 cent per 
pound entirely indepepdent of all tariff duty, which more th 


equalizes any difference in cost of production between fore 


and domestic beet sugar and about equalizes the difference in 
cost of production between domestic beet and foreign cane. 

It is doubtless true that without a duty these beet factories 
will not be able to continue to pay excessive dividends on vast 
issues of watered stocks, but they will be able to pay a good 
dividend on the actual investment, and that without reducing 
the price they pay to the farmer for his beets, for to-day our 
beet factories pay the farmer rather less than more than the 
German factories pay for beets, though the German tariff duty is 
only about one-fourth as high as the present American duty 
But gentlemen insist that the American consumer will get no 
benefit from the reduction or removal of the duty. 

I deny it. I deny it on the authority of history, on the au 


thority of the sworn evidence from the highest protectionists 


this land. What happened? In 1890, when you put sugar on 
the free list in the McKinley bill, and you did not think it w 
so awful then, according to the sworn testimony of Mr. Wi 
lett, sugar went down to the full extent of the reduction in 
duty—it went down that extent within a few days, and it 
mained that much lower in price during the time the Mclinley 
bill was in force. Mr. Willett proved by tables that every time 
the United States has reduced the duty on sugar the price went 
down just that much. Not only that, but Mr. C. A. Spre s 
Mr. Jameson, of Arbuckle Bros.; Mr. H. A. Oxnard; Mr. Atl 

and every other sugar man examined by your committer ve 
evidence to the same effect. But it is insisted that after all 
the duty is removed the refiners will combine and ra 

price of sugar—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield two minutes more to th { 
man. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I have only a moment. The contention 
is absurd. The refiners now have no substantial domestic co 
petition, except from each other. The Louisinna cane people 
have never been competitors of the trust. They furnish it will 
its raw material and have always been at its mercy and unde 
its thumb. The beet people might be competitors, but 1e 
American Sugar Refining Co. owns nearly half of their 
stock, and I do not think under those circumstances there is 


or el 


is 


relat 








ment, 


less 


So long as the 
imposition of a duty of about a half cent 
in European countries the cane sugar 
tropical country on earth will find in our country their la) 


ported sugar 


ghteen million tons. 


of the w 
ively, 


but one I can not st 


quantity. 


orld, rather 


ibseribe to; 


3russels convention continues 


A most 
besides, 
to the world’s production of sugar in favorable 
the product of sunshine and air, and can be 


the 
remat 
there 


than 


eC 


pr 


to 


per 


Not 


They say competition will be 
destroyed if the amount of sugar that competes for our ma 
all the sugar 
that we produce ourselves. 


small 


livy 


odueced 


authorize 
pound o1 


liable to be any serious competition between people who have 
that sort of business relations with each other. 
but you talk about reducing the total of the world’s preduction 


only that 


of sugar by’ the destruction of the domestic supply. What is 
our total domestic production? A few hundred thousand tor 
out of a total world production of about seventeen and one-half 


bore 


am t 
*kable 


» limit 
It 


bitnit 
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7n 
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arket, unfettered by discriminatory duties and open 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


Californi 


of all the world on even terms, and will out of | Curry] is recognized for three minutes. 


and will furnish 
ply of sugar at a much lower price than it can be 
obtained anywhere else on earth. 
many millions of dollars per year to the American con 


‘est seek our markets first 


nf 
i 


t suy 


ns with an | 


This means a great saving of | with headquarters at Berlin and a substation at 


Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, the manufacturers 
stcor are said to be operating under an international a 
Ne 


umer. | They can take care of themselves under free trade. w 


It means sugar about 2 cents per pound cheaper than it could | comes now or three years hence. But the Lord have : 


be bought if the duty remained. 


It means the greatest good the sugar planter of Louisiana that is being bet: 


for the greatest number, which is or ought to be the one object | house of his friends! 


of American statesmanship. I 
the committee the support of this schedule. 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Forpney]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. In the time limited, let me say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] has not 
a particle of evidence presented to the Hardwick investigation 
committee to the effect that there is a beet-sugar factory in the 
United States that ever produced a pound of sugar below 2.7 
cents—none except the factory he referred to in California; 
whereas in the State of Michigan the average cost of pro- 
duction of beet sugar is 3.54 cents per pound. You speak about 
the price of sugar being lower in this country under the 
McKinley law. It is true; but the Government paid 2 cents 
bounty at that time, and it is true that fhe consumers of this 
country received cheap sugar. 

You speak about the Michigan Sugar Co. stock being watered. 
You should tell the gentlemen of this House that when that 
company was organized in 1906 it purchased eight sugar fac- 
tories in that State and put in additional money to pay out- 
standing debts, and new stock was issued for all the new 
money that had been put into those factories. It was not 
watered stock. Every dollar of it was money—1i00 cents on 
the dollar. Why do you not state the facts? [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time is remaining on 
the two sides? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
peRWwoop] has 8 minutes and the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. 
MaNN] 17 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Hawaii {Mr. KaLANIANAOLE]. 

Mr. KALANIANAOLE. Mr. Chairman, I will not attempt to 
go into the facts and figures on sugar, but will say a few words 
as to the effect of free sugar on Hawaii and especially upon its 
citizenship. Before we were annexed to this country we were 
a prosperous nation, and in the belief that that prosperity 
would continue, Hawaii voluntarily ceded its sovereignty to 
this country 

Yet, to-day Congress is proposing in three years’ time to 
enact free sugar, thereby annihilating Hawaii’s chief industry, 
the source of its prosperity. 

Hiawaii, unfortunately, is a one-industry country. 
industry was begun 40 or 50 years ago by the missionaries sent 
there from this country, and since its establishment there has 
been a continuous growth. Should the sugar industry be wiped 
out it will be impossible to substitute any other industry in its 
Pp! 


therefore earnestly urge upon 
[Applause on the 


The sugar 


ie effect of this legislation on the citizenship of Hawail 


Tl 
will be to turn Hawaii over into the hands of the Asiatics. 
people have dene more—-and I say this earnestly—since annexa- 
tion than the people of Hawaii to Americanize that country. 
Hawaii has expended millions of dollars to bring Buropeans 
into the Territory to replace the Asiatics that are there. And 
yet when you have enacted this law, placing sugar on the free 
list, gentlemen, you place Hawaii, the paradise of the Pacific, 
under Asiatic control. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We Hawaiians have a majority of votes there; and yet, gentle- 
men, we have brought into that country thousands upon thou- 
sands of white people. Why? To stay in that land*eand make it 
an American community. To-day you are attempting to stop 
the further bringing of those white people from Europe through 
the attempted enactment of new immigration laws. Now, you 
are jeopardizing our hopes of Americanizing those islands 
through this radical policy of reduction. 

Gentlemen, it is hard for the people of Hawaii, but they are 
Americans to-day, and they must bear the consequences. We 
are not grumbling, but we do ask for justice at the hands of the 
Federal Government. Under the treaty between this country 
and Hawaii you guaranteed to us justice and a continuance of 
that same prosperity that we had before we joined our fortunes 
with this country. We of Hawaii ask for justice. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Curry]. 


No 


This bill gives the Leet-sugar industry of the United 
the only competitor of the Sugar Trust, three years’ not 
wind up its affairs and get out of business. It has been « 
on this floor that the beet-sugar industry is in the hand 
trust. So far as California is concerned, the trust h: 
whatever to do with any of the 13 factories in .rat State 
are absolutely independent. They have to fight the Sug 
and they have reduced the price of sugar. 

It has cost us on the average during the past three 
$2.88} a hundred to manufacture beet sugar in Califor 
yet to-day that sugar is transported to New York and s 
$4.06 a hundred. If it was not for the competition of th: 
sugar factories and the beet sugar in this country, the } 
sugar would be nearly twice as high as it is at the | 
time, and the American consumer of sugar would be abs 
in the power and at the mercy of the Cane-Sugar Trust, w!] 
international and has only the beet-sugar people to fear. 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute to the gentleman fi: 
[Mr. Wi 1s]. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in the minute I have I ; 
want to utter some words of consolation for the benefit of ; 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp]. I want to read to } 
what Mr. Spreckels says about this proposed tariff on 
He says: 

I am much pleased with the proposed reduction in the sugar + 
Personally I would have liked to see free sugar declared at 
there is no need of protection for the sugar-refining industry. 

I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that this | 
in the interest of the great sugar refiners of this country. VW 
is it that every time Mr. Spreckels, Mr. Atkins, Mr. Heil: 
Mr. Gilmore, the representatives of the great sugar trus 
this country, have spoken they have spoken in favor of 
sugar? Why is it, I say? Because they want the beet 
industry of this country destroyed so that they can | 
tribute upon every pound of sugar that comes into this ¢ 
And then Mr. Spreckels is good enough to say that t! 
reason why three years is allowed for the tariff on sucar | 
done away with is to give the Louisiana planters time 
up their affairs. 

It is pleasant to the farmers who raise sugar beets and 
cane to have notice that they are to be executed in thre: 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

On this important subject of the duty on sugar the Fre! 
Chamber of Commerce recently adopted the following r 
tions: 

FREMONT CHAMBER OF Com MEI E 


j ont 


Resolutions. 


Resolvcd by the Chamber of Commerce of the City 
Ohio, That we protest against any legislation by C 
the duty on sugar; and believing that the beet-sugar industry 
started and now being developed, is one of very great import 
people of this country, and that the removal of the present 
foreign sugar at this time is calculated to and will destroy 
portant industry and will result in no ———— benefit to 
sumer in the way of cheaper sugar, we therefore most earn 
respectfully request that the Senators and Members in Congr 
Ohio oppose any measure interfering with the present rate ol! 
imported sugar, and that they most earnestly oppose any 
legislation placing sugar on the free list. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted t 
the Senators and Members in Congress from Ohio. : 

The foregoing resolutions were adopted by the Chamber of ‘ 
of the city of Fremont at its meeting held on Mareh 12, 191°. 

Tue Fremont CHAMBER OF COMM 
By W. G. Wartt, its President. 


of I 


yngress 


Attest: ce 
Dect 


CARROLL COX, 
The Ohio Farmer, a representative agricultural paper of | 
State of Ohio, has the following editorial in its issue of Febr 
15, 1913: 


FREE SUGAR. 


The e of the United States should wake up to the real imt 
tance of t attempt to remove the tariff on sugar. The plea is i 
that this tariff lays a burden on everyone who eats sugar. That 0 
everybody. If the removal of the duty would mean cheaper susar. | 
fight would be a just one. But free sugar would not necessar'y Di 
cheaper sugar, while it would mean wiping out the American sugar int 
ests—both beet and cane—and make us dependent _ the foreign | 
ducers and the great American refiners—the Sugar 





rust—with nothins 
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them in check. The following quotation from a letter recently =a on account of its influence in increasing agricultural pro- 
ed at this office is sicnifican | duction, the report says 
1 was in Washington attending the hearing on sugar before the | “It will be seen that the culture of the sugar beet plays a very 
u and Means Committee, and it does look like the legislation was | prominent role in the agriculture of northern Europe and that it 
i to go through that will kill the sugar interests of the United | occupies a correspondingly prominent place in the national economy 
s including both beet and Louisiana cane; and the parties that are | The industry from its foundation has been fostered by national legis 
t are the three sugar refineries of the United States. If the people | lation in every country of Europe. It is thoroughly protected from the 
t that they are going to get cheaper sugar by putting into the hands | competition of the cheaply produced tropical sugars and is means 
; se people the entire sugar bill of the Nation, they will wake up | of excise taxes made to yield large sums for the support of the gov 
k iny and find themselves mistaken. tesides all of this, I can abso- | ernments. Europe as a whole derives $200,000,000 a r annum from 
lutely prove that growing beets increases the yield of everything that is | sugar taxes, yet this is a minor factor in its national ec ; in 
vn on the same soil for four years thereafter. * * * The tre | comparison with the wealth added by the beet-sugar industry, the 
ri is yields of continental Europe come from the use of a root crop | money saved by the home production of all the sugar consumed, th 
i rotation.” - . | receipts from heavy exports of sugar, the employment of 1 t 
beet-sugar makers of the central West have been able to furnish | sands of people, and the indirect agricultural benefits w ve 
( us competition to the sugar refiners, and that is the reason for | aeeryed from beet culture.” 
{ werful attempt to put sugar on the free list. The farmers of the Applying the experience of Europe to conditions in the United $ tes 
| West are beginning to realize what they can do if they a & | the report. continues : ; 
the sugar beet. They should bring all of the pressure that they “18 nal 7 al diame : 
( exert to induce their representatives to kill the free-sugar bill. It euesteatt anit ith en. oF b Sees sae i ev ' 
. d work great damage to the American sugar interests without per- future pat Hate f Saneniie ts very raned expansk n - the beet 
manently benefiting the general public. sugar industry in the United States. If this is to be of the t 
rhe Findlay Morning Republican comments editorially in goed, to os country aa the ag og bee — dn 
, — . 2 . aia desk develope as a_ specializes puUSiNESs, yu shouk be undertake 1 
its issue of January 16, 1913, and says: limited acreages by general farmers and in rotation with grains and 
{From the Findlay Republican, Jan. 16, 1913.] — ae The indirect benefits of beet culture can thereby be fully 
realized. 
va See. It is the recognition of the great saving that would result 
One of the Ohio and Hancock County industries which is in danger | American people from growing their own supply of sugar, t ‘ 
of ng hurt by the revision of the tariff by the Democrats, if they | spread benefits of sugar-beet culture in adding to the agricult 
cal out their announced program, is the beet-sugar industry. Per- | wealth of the country, and the vital necessity of increasing thy rea 
in the { 


s no other product of the farm, unless it be wool, is in such immi- | output of American farms in order to halt the rapid rise 

it danger, and certainly a reduction of the tariff on no other product | of living that has induced officials of the Department of Agr 
would bring such immediate and telling results to our community. ture, including Secretary Wilson and Dr. Harvey W. Wiley, regardless 
rhe possibilities of this industry are not generally understood by the | of politics, to appear before Congress and to urge that no 1 \ 
but the records show that Ohio alone consumes $20,000,000 | should be made in the present tariff on foreign sugar that | 


worth of sugar per year, while she produces only about $8,000,000 | destroy or hamper the progress of the beet-sugar industry in this 
worth. She now has only 5 factories, but those who are in position | country. 
to know state that we could support 30 factories, which would mean ie bs . ‘ 
that Ohio could not only supply her own sugar but could supply the Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have 11 minutes re- 
demand from other States which do not produce any, to the extent | maining, and the gentleman from Alabama has 8 minutes 
of $25,000,000 annually. -emaining in the debate 

the five factories now in operation in the State paid last year to rema : ns - os —— 

farmers for beets more than $2,500,000, to the railroads for trans- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has 11 min- 


portation of = ores | ai and for wages and salaries $450,000. | utes and the gentleman from Alabama has 8 minutes. 
It is estimated that the farmers’ profits were from $30 to $70 per acre ANN ‘The co >is . ichic: * For! } 
in addition to the increased fertility of the soll which comes from a|, ¥- MANN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forney] 
proper rotation of sugar beets with other crops. Careful experimen- | has an amendment pending which I would like to have disposed 
tation has demonstrated that by proper rotation of crops the yield | of before the debate is concluded. 
of corn has been increased 27.6 per cent, oats 48 per cent, barley 62 Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, my understanding was 
per cent, wheat 49 per cent, and potatoes 46 per cent since the sugar a ei 7 glide tee tannand of after t) iohate 
beet has been included in the plan of rotation over the yield in former | that all amendments were to be disposed of after the debat 
years before the introduction of the sugar beet. If this be true, and | was concluded, but I understand why the gentleman 
it is claimed to have been carefully worked out by experts, then the | this disposed of at this time, and I have no objection to a vote 
growing of sugar beets is not only a direct profit producer for the : . 
farmer, but indirectly it is the best crop he can grow. on it now. 

Taking all these facts into consideration, it would be a calamity to The CHAIRMAN. What amendment is that? 
remove the tariff from sugar in order to help out the cane-sugar Mr. MANN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
r ers, who largely import their raw materials from Cuba and whose es +. wtatey ee . adil a 
sole object in advocating free sugar is first to check and eventually to Michigan [Mr. Forpnry]. I ask for a vote on that. 


wishes 


stamp out the beet-sugar industry in this country. If they can not Mr. UNDERWOOD. That only relates to this one amend- 
y 3 
get free raw sugar, then they want to get such a material reduction | ment 
as would crush out the domestic industry, or at least stop the building ; aoe 
of additional factories. ? Mr. PAYNE. Let it be reported. 
Chis is a vital matter for the farmers of Hancock and surrounding Mr. MANN. I ask to have it reported again. Gentlemen are 
counties, 7 ee one of the most productive fields for the | asking to have it reported 
growing of sugar beets. oa i A 7 ‘ ‘ 
a ‘ . - ‘ The CHAIR) The »stio s e { nmdment pro 
On April 3, 1913, the editor of the Mount Victory (Ohio) - , ar eel rhe pone or ~ = <a O iecae +} if 
' : 10S ry > gentlem: Michigs Mr. ForpnNey |. 
Observer writes as follows: poset y ie genticman from ichigan (Mr. For 
me Gill nial wali sale there be no objection, that amendment will be again reported. 
OHIO CAN GROW NATION’S SUGAR—1 ACRE IN 10 OF IMPROVED LAND WOULD Ther ae on 
YIELD THIS RESULT—GOVERNMENT IS AUTHORITY—MILLIONS NOW There was no objection. 7 
ENT ABROAD TO PAY FOR FOREIGN-GROWN SUGAR SHOULD BE PUT INTO The amendment of Mr. Forpnery was read, as follows: 
POCKETS OF AMERICAN FARMERS INSTE/ T IS DECLARE : 7 “ ' 
nana P -_ -e _— Se, 82 5h SLA Strike out paragraphs 179 and 180, pages 47 and 48, and substitute 
‘hat the average American consumes 82 pounds of sugar each year; | the following: 
that only 10 pounds of this ration are now produced in this country; “179. That from and after March 1, 1914, there shall be levied ! 
that vast sums are now sent abroad to pay for imported sugar which | jected, and paid upon sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane 
sl uld be kept at home and put into the pockets of American farmers; | melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, test 
and that Ohio alone could produce all the sugar required by the | ing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, ninety-five one hundredt! 
‘ation—and with a tremendous addition to the wealth and prosperity | of 1 cent per pound, and for each additional degree shown by the 
of the State—are some of the striking facts set forth in a recent report | nolariscope test twenty-six one thousandths of 1 cent per pound addi 
of the Department of Agriculture at Washington on the sugar industry | tional, and fractions of a degree in proportion; molasses testing 1 
United States. above 40 degrees, 20 per cent ad valorem; testing above 40 degres 


fhat it would be a simple matter for the United States to produce | and not above 56 degrees. 3 cents per gallon; testing above 56 de 
home the sugar now brought from abroad is shown by the depart- | ¢ cents’ per gallon; sugar drainings and sugar sweepings sball | 
t's report that if 2,000,000 acres of land were devoted to sugar-| ject to duty as molasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to 
et culture the Nation would be entirely free from dependence upon polariscope test : Provided, That every bag. barrel, or parcel in whicl 
foreign-grown sugar. As the present acreage devoted to this crop is | sugar testing by the polariscope less than 99 degrees is packed 


abou Bor ’ ‘ 7 - . aan » . “ ! i . +? +} 

S Saal ar ao i eae that four a land a i plainly branded by the manufacturer or refiner thereof with 1 ! 

Sugar-beet growing should be devoted to this purpose in order to avoid | 6¢ such manufacturer or refiner, and the polariscope test of the sugar 
tribute which the American people are now paying to foreigners for | therein contained, accurately, within one-half of 1 degree, and a fall 

ee ae ure to brand any such bag, barrel, or parcel as herein required shall be 


_On the other hand the department produces figures to show that eat oe oa cca ager ty he ihe tom anakinine. ef 
re are 274,000,000 acres of improved land in the 19 States in oot — — gh A. er tan nel = ee ee ee a 
which it has been demonstrated that sugar beets may be grown suc- | facture. sale. or transp. rtation of adulterated or misbranded or poise 
cessfully é ire, Si : ans i Liter 1 ! I 
“ on 2 os ous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for re 
s If one farmer in four in these States, reads the report, were ee ee one Be and for other purposes.’ And the requirements 
io pant a Sacre patch and give it the care that could readily be | this ‘proviso shall not apply to any sugar shipped or delivered to a 
stowed upon so small a plot it would be unnecessary for us to buy | yagner to be refined before entering into consumption. 
reign sugar. Two-thirds of 1 per cent of the improved land in this “180. Maple sugar and maple sirup 4 cents per pound: 
rea is all that would be required to accomplish this result. More | ,.o56 einen 14 cents per pound; sugar cane in {ts natural state or 
ain that acreage lies idle, absolutely unused, every year. Any one of Semanefacturel 20 per cent ad valorem; sugar cane, defecated 
and One of Hlinots, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Minnesota, Nebraska, shred led, artificially dried, or which has been subjected to any 
and Obio could produce all this sugar and then have the beets occur fact ring or other process, 50 per cent ad valorem.” 
only once in a 10-year rotation; several others could do it alone on a ae ? i at: 
nve year rotation. P YH .. The question is on the amendment whicl 
In Europe, it is pointed out, the importance of a hoed root crop The CHAIRMAN. The question } 
and of sugar beets as the most desirable of such crops is fully recog- | has just been read. 
—— . fet, ie the leases for many Coeman and Austrian me The amendment was rejected. 
it is provided that a certain proportion of the land must be plante INDE 7 ‘hairm: rel , inutes te 
in Sugar beets each year. As showing how the various European gov- Mr. UNDERWOOD. | Mr. aa I yield two minutes to 
ernments have done everything in their power to encourage sugar-bect | the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fow er). 
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Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, we are pledged by the Balti- 
more platt rm to plac » on the free list all articles produced by 
the trusts of this coun 


try. 
le, by the systematic increase of prices by 
gave us their in the 
They gave us an overwhelming ma- 


The peo} outraged 
these unlawful combinat 
November election of 1912. 


Ions confidence 
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jority in this House, a safe majority in the Senate, and placed | 


in the White House a President pledged to this platform. 
have commis us with ample authority on the 
statute books a law in harmony with our pledges. We are now 
writing that law, and I maintain that it is our duty to see that 
trust-made article is sheltered by a protective duty in our 
tariff bill when it leaves this House for the Senate. It will not 
do to say that the Senate will our Our bill 
should be free from error, so that the Senate will have nothing 
to do but to ratify our action. 

Mr. Chairman, linseed oil, red and white lead are the prin- 
cipal ingredients of paint, which is used by the home builders of 
this country to beautify and preserve their homes. Under the 


They 
sioned 


lace 


to }j 


no 


correct mistakes. 


prevailing prices of these articles for the last 10 years many 
of the poor people throughout the land have been unable to 
paint their houses. High prices have put them to great 


straits in supplying themselves and their families with a meager 


and’ often inadequate supply of food, raiment, and shelter, 
They have neither time nor means to beautify and no leisure to 
enjoy the beautiful. Their struggle is for existence. 

Mr. Chairman, it is well known that these articles are now 


and have been for many years produced and controlled by a 

trust. Prior to the of the Dingley bill in 1897 linseed 

oil and red and white lead were produced in America by many 

independent competing with each other in our 

markets and the markets of the world for trade. On December 

5, 1898, the American Linseed Co. was incorporated under the 

of New Jersey, with a eapital stock of $50,000,000, of 
1 $25,000,000 is preferred and $25,000,000 is common stock. 

iis was the beginning of the Linseed Oil Trust in our country, 

‘r at that time 47 independent oil-producing com- 

red throughout the United States, as follows: 

Linseed Oil Works, St. Louis, Mo. 

Linseed Oil Works, Iowa City, lowa. 

Linseed Oil Works, Burlington, Lowa. 

Linseed Oil Works, Marshalltown, lowa. 

‘ed Oil Works, Chicago, IL. 

Linseed Oil Works, Mankato, Mo. 

City Linseed Oil Works, Sioux City, Lowa, 

Missouri Linseed Oj] Station, St. Louis, Mo. 

9. Woodman Linseed Oll Works, Omaha, Nebr. 

0. Grove Linseed Oil Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

Ottumwa Linseed Oil Works, Ottumwa, 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works, Des Moines, Iowa. 

Dubuque Linseed Oil Works, Dubuque, Iowa. 

Kansas City Lead and Oil Works, Kansas City, Mo. 

St. Paul Linseed Oil Works, St. Paul, Minn 

Northwestern Lead and Oil Works, Chicago, II. 

Cedar Rapids Linseed Oil Station, Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

Evans Linseed Oil Works, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Topeka Linseed Oif Station, ‘Topeka. Kans. 

Leavenworth Linseed Oil Works, Leavenworth, 

Gilman Linseed Oil Works, Gilman, IIL 

2. Marion Linseed Station, Marion, Ind. 

23. Logansport Linseed Oil Works, Logansport, Ind. 

2 Leonard Linseed Oil Works, Piqua, Ohio. 

25. Detroit Linseed Oil Works, Detroit, Mich. 

Dayton Linseed Oil Works, Dayton, Ohio. 

Portland Linseed Oil Works, Portland, Oreg. 

La Crosse Linseed Off Works, La Crosse, Wis. 

Wricht & Lawther Ofl and Lead Works, Chicago, Ill, 

Buffalo Linseed Of] Works, Buffalo, N. Y. 

31. Emerson Linseed Ot! Works, Racine, Wis. 

32. W. P. Orr Linseed Oi! Works, Piqua, Ohbto. 

83. Mansfield Linseed Oil Works, Mansfield, Ohio. 

34. Cleveland Linseed Oil Works, South Chicago, IIL 
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Metzer Linseed Oil Co., Toledo, Obio. 






Leonard & Daniels, Piqua, Ohio. 
37. Douglas & Co.. Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
38. Cleveland Linseed & Oil Co., Cleveland, Ohio. 
30. Metzer Linseed Of!) Co., Toledo, Ohio. 
40. Douglas & Co., Minneapolis, Minn. 
41. Archer & Co., St. Paul, Mo. 
42. Toledo Linseed Of] Co., Toledo, Ohio, 
43 Campbell & Thayer, New York City. 
14. Dean Limseed Of! Co., New York City. 
45. Griswold Linseed Oi] Ce.. Warren. Ohio. 
46. Wright & Hills Linseed Of] Co., Chicago, Tl. 
47. Western Linseed Of] Co., Minneapolis, Minn. 


Since the incorporation of this company it has acquired other 
interests as I am informed, so that this trust now controls 
about 90 per cent of the linseed oil produced in America. It 
is dominated by the Rockefellers, John D. Rockefeller, jr., be- 
ing a member of the board of directors. In 1909 its net earn- 
ings were more than a million dollars. Its president and treas- 
urer, J. A. MeGean; vice president, Henry E. Cooper; secretary, 
W. A. Jones; assistant secretary, R. H. Adams; and assistant 
treasurer, E, V. Cary, live in New York City, and its principal 
er general office is located at 100 Williams Street, New York 
City. It is purely a Wall Street property, controlled by Stand- 
ard Oil influences—hence a trust. 
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This tells only half of the story. Paint not only requir 


oil but lead must be used. To leave lead open to « a 
would interfere materially with the Linseed Oj] Ty 

trolling the price of paints. So in January, 1963, s1 

influence incorporated in New Jersey the “ United I, 

which was a complete union of the Rockefeller-Gu 1 
interests and the Whitney-Ryan interests, thereby «i | 


practically all of the competition in the production 
and refining of lead in this country. Three of the G 
and Thomas F. Ryan were placed on the di: ! 

It took over at this time 19 of the lending ind: 
companies scattered over the country, as follows: 

1. James Robertson Lead Co., Baltimore, Md. 

2. Omaha Shot & Lead Co. Omaha, Nebr. 
Northwestern Shot & Lead Works, St. Paul, Mi 
Collier Shot Tower Works, St. Louis, Mo. 

sailey & Farrell Shot Works, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Markle Lead Works, St. Loufs, Mo 
Gibson & Price, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Le Roy Shot & Lead Works, New York. 

Union Oil & Lead Works, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

. Sportsman's Shot Works, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Chicago Shot Tower Co., Chicago, IL. 

Hoyt Metal Co., St. Louis, Mo. 

Tatham & Bros., New York City. 
Raymond Lead Co., Chicago, Hil. 
E. W. Blatchford & Co., Chicago, 
Thomas W. Sparks, Philadelphia, 
Chadwick-Boston Lead Co., Boston, 
Lansten Lead Works, Chicago, Ill 

1 McDougal White Lead Co., Buffalo, Be 

The capital stock of this concern was fixed at $2: 
$10,000,000 is 6 per cent cumulative preferred and $1 
common stock. They have united with other compa 
they own and control 28 companies and are allied w 
porations and control from 85 per cent 
the properties engaged in the smelting and refining 
a total approximate capital par value of $201,550 406 
market value in January, 1904, of $108,460,000. 

The Linseed Oil Trust and the Lead Trust are affili 
controlled by the Rockefellers, Guggenhecims, and Ry 
ing one gigantic trust, with no other object than to stifl 
petition and control the production and price of mine 
and paints. This is the class of men Mr. Bryan deno 
Baltimore, and the Baltimore convention passed a 1 
denouncing them as unfit to take part in nominating 
date for President, and our platform declared that the p 
of such trusts as the “ Linseed Oil and Lead Trusts” sh 
placed on the free list. 

But let us see how they have been dealt with in th! 
Under the present law—Payne-Aldrich law—linseed 
a duty of 15 cents a gallon. Our bill places it at 12 
gallon. This is but a very short step toward the free 
a trust-made product. In fact it is only a society hob! 
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step. In 1912 the equivalent ad-valorem rate on white 
was 38 per cent. Our bill places the rate at 25 per « l 


valorem. Another feeble effort to carry into effect our | 
in the Baltimore platform. 

It will be remembered that linseed oil and white 
lead are placed in the chemical schedule. It will also be re! 
bered that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hakgr 
had charge of this schedule. 

It will also be remembered that he is a great free t! 
especially in the press and when out among the peop 
when he is a Member of Congress, clothed with autho: 
revise the tariff, he writes rates on trust-made products, ' 
are approved by the trusts. Here is what the Paint, 0!! 
Drug Review said in its issue on the 16th of April, 1913, p 

The duty on flaxseed in the Underwoed bill is no reduction, | 8 
no rebate is allowed on cake, which just about equals the 5-cent r ’ 
in the duty. The reduction in the tariff will have little effect ) 
flaxseed or oil market, and years when America raises a nor 
of seed we can compete with the world. 

There is no doubt that this gigantic oil and lead trus 
compete with the world in our markets as long as they ; 
sheltered by these high protective rates. 

The Paint, Oil, and Drug Review of April 23, 1915, on 
27. had this to say: 


The reason we favor the Underwood tariff on flaxseed is b 
gives the farmers the protection needed and only a nominal adv! 
ae and the feature which does not allow a drawback on oil ¢ 
peals to us because the American farmers are just beginning to 
the great value of oil cake as a feed and a fertilizer. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] prepared ()° 
chemical bill a year ago, which we passed. At that time I 
called his attention to the fact that he had made but it! 


= @ 


reduction in the rate on linseed oil, which was a reduction of 
only 2 cents per gallon. He then claimed that as his bil! cor Id 
not deal with the duty on flaxseed he was not warrantea 10 


making a further reduction in the rate on linseed oil. 
A few days ago, while the present bill was before our caucus, 
I called his attention to the rates now carried in this bill on 
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and linsecd oil and su ‘ teal that hy had an oppol | 
io lower the rates on each of them Hie promised to } 
nfo the feasibility of lowering them, but I have heard be read in bushels ; we 
from him sinee It is clear to me that there is a com } | | 
} 
' 



















understanding that the products of the Linseed O}1 & partment of Agri i 7 ord os 
i Trust are to continue to be sheltered Dy protective rat . | tions we prorduee 1 re flay | ' ba 
the rates proposed in this bill, when white lead sells for} three years our crops 
1 pound or $10 per ton, the Lead Trust will receive | considerably more than ¥ — 
ection of S35 per ton Linseed olf will have a protection this table closely t will l } ele ' 
; per barrel of 40 gallons to the barrel his will ¢ ve | ou j rts exceed our e ' 
Linseed Oi] & Lead ‘Trust a magnificent opportunity to; bei: tr e duty on flax ‘ ! } 
eonsumers out of millions of dollars nunually { ay | Ie ve ti laid bout he 
i that the poor man’s cottage will still go witheu tithe 4 on } f 
ne coat of paint With these high rates of protect ! it i 14) Del ! ‘ 
t the protectionist journals and dailies justified in pre- } flaxseed might © heen ro ' 1/ wh 
that the price of linseed oi! and white lead will not ! submit the table fer your inspect 
iterially lowered, and are they not justified in 
they like the rates fixed by the gentleman from ew York | ' ed ‘ 
e articles? ' 
. } ; 
But what will the consumers say and what will they do? | | 
| he gentleman from New York answer this questiot Ife bas | } 
imers in his district, [ presume, and the chief owne! mad |» 
tors of this trust live In his home elity, } ‘ 
It has been claimed by some that linseed oil can not be pro ! | 
j} in this country if placed on the free list unless the duty | | | 
» fla eed’ is taken off Let us see how this fi res ont ander | ; 
ite on flaxseed proposed by this bill, which my «F its | | } 
bushel, One bHbushel of flaxseed will produce illens of } 4 
ed oif of 74 pounds to the gallon, and there will be left a | is9e 
d cake or oil eal of 30 pounds. ‘This oi! cake has a ! ys08 
commercial value of $40 per ton Thirty pounds is vorth | ix - 
two-thousands or three two-hundreds of $10, whieh is | 
' ’ ' 
| r normal conditions flaxseed setts at al t $1 per bushel. | | 
et from this the 60 cents the trust gets for the oil cake | 1 } 
| e have 40 cents ieft er bushel as first ¢ t for ti fax. | => } 
| but the trust has 24 eallons of linseed oi! in its hands to | | 
nee this item, which would amount to 16 nts per gation |! | 
he oik dd to this the cost of retinin the oil whiel 3 | oa i 
few cents, and we get the first cost of the oil— about | 1 i 
18 or 19 cents. Tt ha etailed in my home toy for more |! 
$1.25 per gation foes - 
let us consid the advantage the linseed oil people will I } 
m the propo ed rat on tinseed oll, which | i2 cents ner | . ! 
We have ilrendy seen that flax ad i su duty of 20 1 1 1" } 
ner bushel ind that a bushel of eh em) will produc | 
lions of linseet oil } 
rhe rate on this ou is 12 cents per gallon, which is equal to Neen Prodnet 
nts per bushel \dd to this the GO cents per bushel if gets } e us year 1910) 
oil cake and we have 90 eents per bushel and 2§ gallons | . ata 
ed oil ilaxseed costs from St to 51.15 under ordinal ' 
ditions It is clear that the original cost of linseed ot! per } iy. Chairn | 
vill not exeeed more than from 6 to 10 cent f the pre ( to be reed ¢ 1 ti j I 
| rates are enacted into law. Chis looks ery small pu y _ we ‘d by ‘ { 
red with t retail pt CS whi h we ha » been compel tj : i - ( ‘ a : 
) y in our home towns. Who will claim that a rate of 12 New York | . TAR pan : wa : 
per gallon is not a protective rate, even though a rate of 5 Metin > the pl pw 
) cents per bushel on flaxseed should be retained ) AVLe » ttt He Ba 
But when we consider the production of flaxseed in America N . Chairman ' 
vill be driven to the conelusion that 20 cents per bushel . a _ arChy ; 
otective rate. Wlaxseed is produced in this country in Min- | a ta - } : 1 
ta, the Dakotas, and in a few of the Northwestern State rind day and 0 ' 
\ normal crop ranges from 20,000,000 bushels to 30,000,000 | '"5 #° | 
els. While we usually import more or less flaxseed, i _ : 
narily we export more than we import The Argenti 7 “ ry 
hepul > produces more tlaxseed than any other counti in th . n , . 
d, most of which is exported, and America comes xf {'! tal wae ats . 7 
following table, furnished by Mr. Ennis, gives the world’s flax as, : 
(| crop for one year under ayerage condition aioe ™ " » oe 
| sitic without t | | | 
{ | proviso | i \ ir ¢ } 
Counter | Prodi ’ Export } 7 } Impor | Member ! : <a ' 
| ' people of Port R LI i 
i } \ | Lie peopl enguLzed i i i 
ted Stat | $26 000, 000 | $2, 000, 000 | $24, 0 | 1,00} In Porto Rieo and H uit tl | 
oa |; 16 00 0 | 15,000, 000 | 1, O0t m0 | |ihroat by the Sugar 1 t ¢ ! 
\ m : non ~ ie 00 | , “i, 1 harvest thei erol rh y are ¢ ! 
10, OOU, OOO 29, 560, 000 |} 1, 500 WO | are - . . 
5, 000 00 | #, 800, 000 | 200, 000 } | the Sugar ‘Trust. 
ia 0 0 | yap |, ‘Enis sehedule is in the interest of th 
| | 8 00, 000 } 18. 500, 0 ) | in the interest of the consumers of si iin col 
} 7,800,000 | 7,500,000 | gamer in ihe United States to-day w buys | 
} 650, 000 | 2, GWU made free after three yea! uier the provi of 
52, 7,00 95, 125, 000 32,925,000 | ‘The Sugar Trust is the beneficiary Raw 
‘ , . | material, and they are the direct beneficiari Refer thie 
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refined product reaches the table of the consumer every particle 
of the reduction that is made will be absorbed by the refiners or 
the trusts and the dealers in sugar. But the sufferers will be 
the men in Hawaii, in the Philippines, in Porto Rico, and 
Louisiana, in the sugar-beet raising States, who are paying the 
American scale of wages to men employed in growing cane and 
beets and making these products of the farm into sugar. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] concedes that 
the proviso will destroy the sugar industry in Louisiana. He 
might also concede that it will destroy the industry in Porto 
Rico and Hawaii and in the beet-sugar States. Everyone knows 
the supply of sugar, and not the tariff, controls the price to the 
consumer. We produced last year 500,000 tons in Hawaii, 
160.000 tons in Louisiana, 340,000 tons in Porto Rico, 606,033 
tons of beet sugar in 1911. When you destroy that American 
production of sugar you put the American consumer absolutely 
at the mercy of the sugar grower of other countries and of the 
Sugar Trust, that will then import its raw material free of duty 
and sell its refined product at its own price, unaffected by the 
addition to the world’s sugar supply of what our own country 
could produce. You will not raise revenue, and in the end 
sugar will be as high as now or higher. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47 strike out lines 24 and 25, and also lines 1 to 5 on page 
48, including the word “ proportion,” in line 5, and insert: 

“179. Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups and cane juice, melada and con- 
centrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, 1.4 cents per 
pound on the sugar content thereof; the sugar content shall be deter- 
mined by tests which shall be made according to regulations which the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the provision in the bill follows 
the classification that has usually been in the sugar schedule 
from time out of memory. Commencing with 75-degree sugar 
at a certain rate it advances in this case six-thousandths of a 
cent on every degree up to 96 or 97 degree sugar. This results 
in an injustice to the producer of raw sugar and results in a 
better differential, a larger differential, to the refiner of sugar. 
Yor ivstance, take the Underwood schedule. Seventy-five-degree 
sugar is seventy-one one-hundredths of a cent a pound duty. 
Under what I propose it would be ninety-five one-hundredths ofa 
cent a pound duty. It would look at the first blush as if mine 
was the higher, but when we add the fact that practically all 
of the importations of sugar are over 92 degrees by the test, 
and that these duties more nearly approach each other when 
we get up to 92 degree—for instance, in the Underwood bill 
92 degree sugar is 1.152 cents and in mine 1.288 cents—on 97 
degree his would be 1.282 and in my. proposition 1.358, or 
seven-hundredths of a cent more in my proposition than his. 
While we start out with raw sugar at a higher rate, when we 
get into the refined sugar my proposition would be 1.4 cents, 
and his leaves a greater differential. That difference has run 
all through tariff bills up to this time and is continued in the 
Underwood bili. But what I want to get at is to get the exact 
duty per pound on the sugar content of that pound, whether it 
is 75-degree sugar or whether it is absolutely pure sugar. 

While the rates are not far different, very nearly approaching 
each other and less than the present rate, they are better and 
more just and more equitable. I have not said anything in my 
amendment about striking out this proviso making sugar free at 
the end of three years. That is provided for in the amend- 
ment contained in the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. But if that proviso is left in the bill, I state, 
not on the authority of the gentleman from Georgia, not on 
the authority of what people may claim who are raising sugar 
beets, but I state it on the admission of gentlemen opposed to 
these industries, to wit, the sugar refiners, that if you wipe out 
the duty on sugar you wipe out the Louisiana industry and you 
destroy the sugar industry in the United States. 

efore the Hardwick committee refiner after refiner came and 
testified that that would be the result, and that was what they 
wanted. Why? ‘They said that this beet-sugar crop came in 
every year, came in on top of the Hawaiian crop and the crop 
from Cuba, and destroyed their markets. It took away the 
market that belonged to them, cut down the price—and it has 
cut down the price this year and will cut it down every year as 
long as they continue to live. If you do this thing, gentlemen, 
you take out of the production of the world’s sugar a million 
tons produced in this country. You cripple the industry in 
Hawaii and in our insular possessions, and when you have done 
that the law of supply and demand begins to work, and the 
result will be that sugar will go up, because there will be less 
of it to supply the demands of the market of the world. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, while I shall vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], I 
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shall also ask the House to vote upon the amendment 
offered striking out the proviso which puts sugar upon {| 
list at the end of three years. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that it is unquestioned 
beet-sugar industry has not started or thrived in any 
of the world without favorable legislation or financia) 
its behalf. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. II, 
speaks of a hothouse industry. The beet-sugar indusi 
parts of the world wherever it has existed has received { 
cent influence of governmental agency, and there be no 
ignorant to-day, whether in hovel or palace, who does ; 
that the price of sugar to-day would be from 100 to 300 
more than it now is if we had to supply our demands , 
the aid of this beet-sugar industry in the world. [A)) 
the Republican side.] You propose now, however, io 
down the industry in the United States on the assum 
the State aid given by other countries to their beet 
dustries will keep the price of sugar down for your | 
the United States. No one else has ever cast such ig 
suspicion upon the authorities of other countries. It 
that we are legislating here without regard to the ini 
our own industries, but that is not the case with the leg 
of other countries. In other lands, and in this land why 
Republicans are in control, the legislators are seeking { 
portunities to increase industry, to build new estab 
to start up new lines of work, while you, with the ghoi 
displayed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Har 
describing the destruction of “only a hundred million ¢ 
worth of property,” as he said—you seek opportu 
search every corner of the country for the chance 
down some industry, some machinery you can render 
except for old iron, some manufacturing establishme: 
you can close. Make the most of your opportuniti 
country is already prepared to say that your tariff | 
is a mistake. The first opportunity it has will be 
opportunity you will have. [Applause on the Republi 

Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman | 

Mr. MANN... No; I do not think it is worth while. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I was surprised 
statement of the venerable and usually well-informed 
minority member of the Committee on Ways and M 
that side of the House, if I understood him correctly 
said that the rate on sugar as fixed in this bill am 
1.85 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
sugar. 

Mr. 
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I did not say that. I said 1.282 cen 
UNDERWOOD. The actual rates fixed in 
sugar coming from all countries is 1.15 per cent 
sugar coming from Cuba it is 0.992; on 96° sugar cor 
the world it is 1.254; coming from Cuba it is practi: 
cent on 90° sugar. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is exactly what I said. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I must have misunderstood t! 
man. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
had them here. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. In other words, the reductio: 

bill from the rates in the Payne bill, so far as the | 
test is concerned, is almost exactly a 25 per cent reducti 
cut of one-quarter, but the reduction amounts to more th 
because we have stricken out of the schedule the differen! 
went to the sugar refiner under the Dutch standard, with t! 
that as the bill stands to-day, and will stand for the nest | 
years, there will be a reduction of forty-six one-hundred! 
cent on refined sugar, or, in round terms, there will be a h 
reduction at the customhouse on the duties levied on rav 
and at the end of three years’ time sugar will absolute!) 
free, so far as the customhouse is concerned. Now ge 
on that side are appealing for the protection of Americi! 
in these sugar fields. I hold in my hand a paper that h 
to me—the Sacramento Bee, of Saturday, April 5, 1915 
contains a letter in reference to the sugar situation in 
County, Cal., and I only read you one paragraph from tle 
because that is the pertinent one. It says this: 


This year’s crop of beets grown here will be handled by t! 
rado factory of the company. The company has finished plantin 
on 8,500 acres of its holdings, and the plants are all coming up 
—_. Part of the crop has been let to a colony of Japanese tor « 
vation. The Hindus are also busy on their knees weeding wit! 
little hoes. A number of Mexicans have been brought in and are a 
ing to the irrigating. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

That is merely a news item that has incidentally and * 
dentally fallen into my hands with reference to the labor 
one of these great sugar plantations—not in Hawaii, not in To! 
Rico, but in the State of California. 

Mr. CURRY. Will the gentleman yield? 


Else I did not read my figures cor! 


May |. 
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CTLALRMAN lhe question on th umendment offered f- in 1 him Lh rem viLy ha iter. | 
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CHAERALAN Withont ot tion, the amendment will be pare rt of this ¢ tol « h day { | 
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vas no obj rthe eo. itt has furnished, I want you to 
Clerk read ; follow | cially that the valve of imports f ea 
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é i rt ’ vt aft the Ist day of May, ID916, the irtieles Ft ativin ebat r of hea / a is t bye it 4) | 
‘hu rates it this paras | shal i) rebnitt ~~ of 
mt t in , raph shatt ritted free ere: : St 083.6 } ‘ 
. Le il ol tS] er y t t | 
i CHELATE | N I'he (pte tion iS on Auere ine to the ame ne- ’ 
; y Une it ry in '? et { vO? , ‘ : i 
offered by the ventleman from titineis to strike ont the . ; ' 
se } proper under th f t t 1 I 
e just reas 
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Clerk read as follows: } 7 : ; ; 
try lL wondered if they theught so much m le 
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r. MANN ‘ir. €hairma cid the Clerk finish readit | caus that everything that Ameri ws produ houkkt be 
raph tS f moderately protected against every compe eo , vl i 
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Che Clerk read ; follow yalves, Increase of the duties? \ bi Y ire | 


t the proviso im para iph «IS vhich is as follo 
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ded, That on and after the ! lay of May, 1916, the articles 
re numevated in this paragraph hall be admitted free of 


vs | The CHAIRMAN rhe time of t entl ! <pired 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I mo 
} strike out the last word 

ihe question was taken, and the amendment was rejeeted } The CEHLAIRMAN rhe a a -s 

lhe Clerk read as follows | to strike out the last word 
Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey Mr. Chairman | 

men, I believe that the Committee on Ways and M 
it redueed the duty on eattle and on sheep and | ed i 
p free list, aeted in compliance with the ex! | ‘ rele 
} 
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CILEDULE @ IGRICULTURAL PRODUCT® ANI PROVISION 


Ls Cattle, 10 per cent ad yalerem 


\ir. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman 
Mir. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman 


. to the people of the United St s in the plat r acl db in 
the © I e@ ge ms ' hie: \ ’ t : 
IAI tMAN rhe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp the national convention of the Democratic Pa r Baltimore 
y], & member of the committee, is recognized. and repeated in every congressional district du eine > eam 
Mr. FORDNBY Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend os ae ; " oe “ore Sen - 
SF 7 tes a paign. Personally I felt that in considering tles 
ti . ‘ 
1 : . , they might have gone further and placed cattle on the free list 
the € \ 2MAN i ot ema I \ hig 0 y r ‘ . : . 
7 i aoa et on . — m from Miehigan offers an as they did beef and mutton and other ment rom ts 
mime wV ie n r W ‘T) t . 7 . : : 
" ae, Son ee }answer to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Stoa ‘ 
rhe Clerk read as follows : , ' 
. : fmands an inerease in the proposed duty on cat 
at Sa page 50, after the word “ eattle,’ sivike out “10” and | read an article that was printed on Saturday tast in é oI 
' wows t . . 
’ ‘ , = t Observer, 2 leading newspaper published in uty 
the CHATRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered | }¢ quotes from a pamphlet isswed by Swift & Co., one of the 
y the gentleman from Miehigan {Mr, Porpney }. three constituent companies whieh go to make up | Reef Trust 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. and is a complete answer to his argument in fayou 
Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. | jp the duties on eattle. I read: 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
SLOAN | offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. Sieiaieiey Siinemad: atmenettn it neat ce ela 
Tl ep *residen Hsen’s attention ts respeetfully call o the pam; 
re Clerk read as follows: fesued this week by Swift & Co, ef Chieazo, a copy of whieh has been 
Amend tine 17, section 188, page 5®, so as te read: sent to his seeretary, Mr. Tumulty, together with the announcements 
Cattle, 15 per cent ad yalorem,” that Representatives KINKBAD and Bremner, of New Jersey, ha de- 
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cided to bolt the Democratic caucus and yote against the 
per cent duty on cattle and other food animals. 

Why should the 10 per cent duty be imposed? 
Swift & Co. show from the records that in 1912 the cattle raisers sent 
to market 560,265 fewer animals than in 1911. There was also a 
decrease of 18 pounds per head in the cattle marketed, or a total 
decrease for the year of 704,498,365 pounds. 

This was not a temporary diminution in the supply. Though the 
population of the United States increased about 16,500,000 in the 
decade ending last year, the number of cattle in the country had de- 
ed 7,468,000 in the same period. Unless the people eat something 
else—rice, for instance—and the slaughter of calves is stopped, the price 
of beef must go to prohibitive figures the packers say. 

When it is so frankly confessed that the producers of the United 
States can not supply us with beef, why should any impediment, even 


proposed 10 
| 


| 


In their pamphlet | 


| nothing 





if per cent obstacle, be put in the way of the free importation of 
cattle on the hoof? 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chuirman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Why does not the gentleman 
amendment striking out that 10 per cent duty? 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I will state to my friend 
from Minnesota that I am moving in what I consider the most 
practical way. I believe and I hope that this duty will come off 
in the Senate, and when the bill comes back here I am sure that 
every man on this side of the House will vote for free cattle, as 
I will, although I am sincerely doubtful as to the attitude that 
you ntlemen will assume toward the amendment. 

[ continue from the editorial: 

All are | 


offer an 


id either by Republicans to “ protect home industry 
or by Democrats for the purpose of raising revenue. 
an industry which can not supply the demand needs no 
ind the customhouses have never yielded from the importa- 

le enough to buy gasoline for the President's car. 
‘e told by the consul at New York from that country that 
f cattle are slaughtered on the plains of Argentina, in the 
grass of the best grazing land in the world, for their hides and 
. the meat being left to rot because it is shut out of the United 
3 | the tariff. Mexico and Canada also stand ready to provide 
beef we need if we will let them. 
» en, a 10 per cent duty on cattle? 
ons and not the cattle raisers asked for and secured this tariff? In 
event, why does not President Wilson join the New Jersey Con- 
gressmen in the demand that this chief necessary shall be put in the 
tree li One message from him before the Underwood bill leaves the 

House might accomplish wonders. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the statements that are made in 
this ecitorial demonstrating the justice of admitting cattle free 
of duty, in view of the pledges made during the last campaign 
to reduce the cost of living in this country, I hope that the 
House will refuse to pass the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. SLoan]. [Applause on the Democratic 
side, | 

Mr. 
want 

Mr, 


ATy 
Jit. 


Is is true that the beef 


UNDERWOOD. 
to speak? 
LANGLEY. I want two minutes only. 

UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate close in 20 minutes on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that debate on the paragraph 
and amendments thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the statement 
made by the chairman of this committee [Mr. UNpERWoop] at 
the opening of this discussion that we are legislating through 
an irrevocable proxy. I do not hope by anything I may say 
to change a single vote upon that side of the Chamber, because 
by the chairman’s own statement every man on his side of the 
Chamber is bound and gagged to vote against every amend- 
ment offered by this side, no matter how meritorious. 

Since you refuse to take advice from Republican sources, I 
want to bring to you on that side of the Chamber the words of 
a distinguished Democrat who knows something of the agricul- 
tural schedule, and particularly of stock raising in the United 
States. I refer to Judge Cowan, who, in an article published in 
an agricultural paper, says he feels it his duty “as a citizen 
who no office to call attention to the real grave and 
supreme danger confronting the stock-raising and agricultural 
interests.” That article is as follows: 

COWAN SOUNDS WARNING TO CATTLEMEN AND FARMERS. 

*“We now have the tariff bill before us,” said C. H. Cowan, attorney 
for the Cattle Raisers’ Association of Texas and the American National 
Live Stock Association, “and within it sufficient evidence that a 
serious blow to the live stock and farming interests of the United 


aes, has been struck. It needs no explanation or argument to 
show it. 

“ Manufacturers organized as they are and labor organized as it is 
may have looked after their interests sufficient to secure a reasonable 
preference in our home markets wherever they needed it for their 
output and to force us to work for them on the lowest level, but it is 
certain that the live-stock raisers and farmers have not enqcganenlly 
looked after their interests. Like ‘snipe hunters’ they are left wit 
the bag to hold. 


Do three gentlemen on the other side 


seeks 


“This bill with free meats, free flour, free wool, free sy 
otatoes, and other free-list farm products, together with qd 
ow on many others as to amount to nothing, manifests the j; 
om the stock raisers and farmers of this country on a wor! 
evel of prices for what they raise and reduce the meager pro 
free competition with the cheapest labor and land and cheapest 
of living of the countries which we invite to invade our market 

is demanded in return. The majority of the people 
United States surely are not in favor of that, and there ough: 
be a single farmer or stock raiser so dense as to favor it. 

“If we had the referendum independent of politics, eyory 
west of the Alleghany Mountains would vote overwhelming), 
the free-trade scheme. The time has come for stock raj 
farmers to rise up and express themselves and get their friend 
likewise. The man who neglects to register his protest to his So 
and Congressmen and in the press, is by his silence acqni 
this plan for his own undoing which will surely follow. ‘T) 
cultural interests will be the increasingly greatest sufferers, for 
opening of our great markets will invite production in other co) 
supply us and take the place of what we should and would p; 
will in the end bring our stock raisers and farmers to a | 
them. Thus we turn our trade—our home market—ovyer to ¢} 
do not support our Government, pay taxes, support our i 
perform the duties of citizens, or protect it in time of war. 

“A fair preference in our home, markets should be demanded 
gress is giving it to some, denying it to others—especially 
and stock raisers. If it turns out as intended it will impo 
farmers and reduce their capacity to buy from the work si 
producers and reach every avenue of trade. If it does not red 
then those from the center of population who are forcing 
upon us while keeping a preferential duty for themselves, 
cheaper farm products which they seek. 

‘Every other important agricultural country in the w 
tariff designed to encourage agricultural pursuits. Why s! 
the greatest in agriculture, deliberately discourage it by i: 
surplus producing countries to our markets free? The 1 
the hands of the stock raisers and farmers, and those 
agriculture, to prevent this calamity by asserting thems 
their voices are heard. He does not have to be a high ; 
to do this, he simply subscribes to fair play and acts in 1 
defense against free trade. 

“For over 26 years the attorney for the Cattle Ra 
of Texas and many years for the American National f 
ciation, acquainted with the business and conditions suri 
feel it my duty on that account and as a citizen who secks 1 
call attention to this real grave and supreme danger confi 
stock raising and agricultural interests, and to urge each i 
act direct for himself 

“We have never had a tariff that enabled the prodn 
unreasonable profits on live stock or other agricultural pr 
have done nothing to demand punishment; we could not 1 
we ought not to be selected for sacrifice just because we | 
able to make others afraid of us or produce. 

“A general demand by each individual stock raiser and f 
bring the result.” 

But my good friend, Judge Cowan, forgot that the lit 
circulated in the cities in the congressional campaign of 1 
the Democratic congressional committee pledged the De 
Party to enact a tariff law that would reduce the cost 
articles to the bankrupt prices of 1896. The Democ1 
mittee in that year distributed to the thousands of vote 
cities of this country a circular entitled “The hi 
living.” The following is a copy of that circular: 

Voters and householders read the within carefully. How to 
money. Take into booth with you when you vote. Vote f 
families. High cost of living facts. Read carefully. P 
Vote right. 


i 


net 
ll 


will 


rh 


1896—— PRICES—1910. 


The Republican Party has been in complete control of ev 


ment of the Government since 1896—President, Senate, and ‘ 
They have given you a government of trusts—Beef Trust, Sug 
Flour Trust, Clothing Trust, and the “daddy” of them all, 
Trust. See the result below: 

St. Louis prices. 


189¢6—-TWO WEEKS’ STORE | OCTOBER, 
BILL. 

salt pork 
pork chops ------ 
pork ribs-- 
smoked shoulder_- 
SS eee 
ard 


OCTOBER, 1910—TWo 


BILL NOW. 
salt pork —-- 
pork chops —- 
pork ribs. -—- 
smoked shoulder 
Dia esdnte ee 
I  iadiein emenen 
corned beef 
butter__-_ 


pounds 
5 pounds 
5 pounds 
4 pounds 
2 pounds 
5 pounds 
5 pounds 
4 pounds 


2 pounds 
5 pounds 
5 pounds 
4 pounds 
2 pounds 
5 pounds 
5 pounds corned beef 
4pounds butter 

2 dozen eggs 

1 pound cheese 

1 barrel flour 

4 pounds chicken 

21 pounds sugar 

2 pounds steak 

5 pounds roast beef 


$0.10); 2 
~50) 5 
30 | 
30 
15 
. 85 
- 25 
40 
- 20 
-138 
. 50 
. 40 
. 00 
20 
. 50 


8. 28 
TWO STORE BILLS. 


1 pound cheese 

1 barre! flour 

4 pounds chicken-~--~-~-~-- ; 
21 pounds sugar 

2 pounds steak_.-.------- 
5 pounds roast beef 


LO AT THESE VOTE TO PROTECT YOUR |! 


BOOK. 

Your table bill has doubled; have your wages doubled? Yo 
100 per cent more for your clothing, blankets, and household £0 
has your salary kept pace with the increased cost of living? You 
is higher and your fuel is higher; how much higher is your wer 
wage check? Don't you think you had better help put the trusts 
have doubled the cost of living out of business? Congressman \ 
vote helped to make the bill $15.593 instead of $8.28. 


In this circular you on that side of the House pointed to tl 
prices of 1896 on farm produce as ideal prices, and you promise’ 
to enact a tariff law that would bring back those prices. . 
that is not the implied promise, what was the purpose a 


yo 
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for 10 cents. Think of it, Mr. Farmer, salt port at 5 cents aud then put on the free list tha 
und. Hogs are selling to-~<lay in the Chicago market for | into. The effect of it, as I view i 
.70 per hundred pounds, and yet you promised to enact a | whipsaw the packing industry « 








































a few words more. |} handled without much waste. 





t which cattle 


t, is to buneco the farmer an 


f the 


He 


are ¢ 


United States 


furnishes 


the 


of the circular? The first article named in this circular, | Cattle raising is one of the great industries of our State 
he price you promised to the consumer, is 2 pounds of salt | my mind it is an economic absurdity to put a duty on <« 


‘onvert 


and 


best 








f law that would bring to the consumers of this country | laboring men employed in that industry. Watch the pri of 
at 5 cents per pound. You gentlemen on that side who | cattle go down after this bill goes into operation. 
sent farming interests find that a caucus rule, for which Mr. Chairman, I shall say nothing further at pr t by I 
voted, absolutely binds you to support this program. Sut | want to have read in my time a resolution ado; od recent 
will your farmer constituents like the result? nonpartisan mass meeting in the city of Buffalo, tended by 
tet the Members of this House who are farmers, or let the | about 2,500 citizens, in which th ‘Vv expressed their view won 
rs of the country take this Democratic document and this matter. I send it to the Clerk’s desk. 
yze it, taking each article separately, and ascertain how The Clerk read as follows: 
the farmer will obtain for his produce if the prices above E NI ( 
0 on farm products should prevail. Hon ome N a AN 3 Y, ethane 
sterday cattle in the Chicago market sold for $8.90 per Dean Sen: Whe city of med ate wa fe a over the 
lred pounds, but this Democratic circular promises to the 
mer that he should buy his beefsteak at retail at 10 cents Mr. LANGLEY. I only asked to have the olution read 
nd. I think I am reasonably safe in asserting that SEVERAL MempBers. Read it all 
, salt pork and pork chops are selling at retail at 5 and 6 Mr. LANGLEY. I have no obj n to the ¢ k 1 
s per pound live hogs will bring not to exceed $2.75 or $3 | it all. 
hundred pounds. That when beefsteak sells at retail, The CHAIRMAN. What was e reques I 
g for packers’, jobbers’, and retailers’ profits, at 10 cents | from Kentucky? 
pound fat cattle will sell at not to exceed $4.50 or $5 per | Mr. LANGLEY. My request vw C 1 ‘ 
ired pounds. Gentlemen on that side may be willing to | resolution adopted at that meeting. 
rn to the low bankruptcy prices for farm products and| The CHAIRMAN. Without obje the ¢ 
stock that prevailed in 1896, but the Republican Party The Clerk read as follows: 
es that the prosperity of the farmer should go hand in | Whereas we, the citizens of Buffalo, a n 
| with the prosperity of the manufacturer and the laborer} 23d day of Al ril, 191 n cor } 
every other industry in this country, and that our tariff | ened na at : : d : 
should give that degree of protection th will measure |e mate: , each « vould f t ¢ , 
fference in the cost of production at home and abroad. | while 1 s ! : y i l to 
Chairman, recurring to this Democratie cireular, what | \ ceed : m, ; : a as i ' ’ 
ference can be drawn regarding the duties levied by legislation would ‘ ' i 
Payne law upon the articles named? The ordinary reader | dustries In this cit now 
| fairly infer that the Payne law greatly increases the duty | y; on : a. Kane that 4 7 ; Unit : 
those things. Now, what are the facts? The facts are } ittine] ret a ' 
the Payne law did not tnerease the duty on a single article | thoi shiy unde il 
the list. Here is table showing the duty on those articles |. Resolved, That if i 
the Dingley law and the changes made in the Payne law: | ae Ss ak + . " - 
Table co J D lau d Pa { | Resol “That we do. I t nit ! 
iching effects o 
t h unjusti 
Mr. LANGLEY. I 
25 per cet — 1 : | ful consideration of ting | gentleman f iB 
2 cx 1} cent i 5 | Mr. KENT. Mr. Chairman 1 a en i do t 
ao lo 25 I ought to say anything about the 1 t he | I 
ild 2 cen 251 cent ad l ? Sa ¥ . . 
(aiasnns Oi eas lo | interested in the meat business I 1a na 
Pad 2 cents per pound per ! 25 | cattle breeder on a consideral scal To 1 1) 
‘ 25 J tad n . I : | cratic Ways and Means Commit made a ser < 
swede mts per pound.... ) cents per pound... eae , : 
f per d nor dozen. | not putting cattle on the free list, and I am going ! { 
Rp ge Fd 6 « ‘ rund a | amend the bill to that effect. Our turage in this « 
amr teese re came ner paunn Tie ier aie as a" | well taken up to-day. We all | if we are exyx d 
P ciateinn Seated 1. per hundred- | $1.9 per hundred- 238 the cattle-raising business, that in 1 tC parts 0 
' ht el is a great expense to carry tl bre | - cow t i Fa 
a ag Coe pr pee: -. 25 | This is one of the heaviest costs in raising e. Ne rn 
™ | “ Mexico is a wonderful piace for cheapiy producing ca < | 
a ae INo< oi young cattle. They can there be started much cl thas 
uses under Payne law ae most parts of this country, and | vided they can 1 oO 
er of decreases under Payne law, 6. and brought to a northern climate where they w I 
Here we have a concrete statement of the changes made in | growth the result is a great cheapening of our meat s 
the Payne tariff on these articles. Of the 15 articles named, The difference between a 3-year-old steer in Ari: : 
the duty on 9 was not changed. On the remaining 6 articles | Mexico, or Mexico and his brother sent north 
the duty on 1 was reduced 2}% per cent, and on the other 5 | least 300 pounds. Therefore, as tizen hoping for 
articles the Payne law reduced the duty 25 per cent. We are | quate meat supply, I believe in f tle, and : € 
told by this campaign circular, which is a-lie upon its face, | and cattle breeder I am in no fear of dat to my bt or 
that the Payne law increased the price of pork chops 150 per | the wages of my employees from free cattle 
ent, when in fact the Payne law reduced the duty on pork | Mr. Chairman, we have had a lot of misinforn on in this 
chops 25 per cent. House concerning’ the packers b'¢ 25 years I | by 
Mr. Chairman, in the name of the honest and hard-working | against the Chicago packers. I know what they h t 
farmer, I protest against the lies that are now being circulated | that did not belong to them, and how much they have tal 
about his industry. We ought to encourage farming and stock | did not belong to them, but to-d they have a very s! 
raising. We should induce the men and women who are an- | fluence on the cost of the best meat. ‘Their charges fou 
nually flocking to our shores to leave the overcrowded cities | a standard steer are, I believe, le than $3, possib 
and take up agricultural pursuits. But if you on that side | over $2. That on an animal that is worth 45110 ull ye 
can not say a good word for the farmer, you should at least | centage. This talk of the farmer being wrecked 11 ed b 
quit lying about his industry. the advent of free meat from Argentina and her place s t 
Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, earlier in the day I said I | veriest nonsense. 
was not going to take up any of the time of the committee, The proof of that is in Panama, where Col. Wilson, living in 
because I knew it was useless; but as we proceed step by step | a free-trade market, where he can get Argentine meat, pret 
in this bill you are rubbing it in so hard on many of the in- | to stock his commissary with the more expensive corn-fe:| 
dustries of the district which I represent that I am bound to say “attle from the Middle West, as it is better stuff and can be 
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it takes 56 pounds of corn to make 4 pounds of 
pounds of pork as a by-preduct. With high-priced land we ean 
if produce corn-fed beef at prices below what means luxury. 
We ought t in the cost of the calf; we must mature our 
meat more cheaply. There is no sense nor logie in a duty on 
cattle, There is no danger to anyone in free meat or untaxed 
imports of tive cattle 

\ir. Chairman, ET moye 
put on the free list 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman 
to the amendment, whieh the 
read as follows 
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amend to the effeet that eattle be 
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Catifornia offers 
will report 


imendment Clerk 
he Clerk 
Amend mM 
and inserting “ free of duty 
Mr. BROUSSARD Mr. Chairman, © know full well that 
is believed that the only thing [I know in regard to this tariff 
is the sugar sehedule. As a matter of fact, I have given more 
tudy personally, theoretically, and as a conerete proposition, to 
ithe meat question than T have given to the sugar question. ‘Fhe 
tariff on ef and meat has not now, and never has had, any- 
thing to do with the price of meat in this country. [ have 
Mexico, on the Couchiverrichi ranch, where I 
have a camp, at different times, and last year when the Madero 
revolution was in foree in Mexico—the undivided one-half of 
that ranch being owned by an Ameriean friend of mine—-I ob- 
(tained permission from the ‘Treasury Department to transfer 
ym that raneh, whieh runs up to the international line—the 
ine along Arizona and New Mexieo—several thousand head of 
atthe, and they were permitted to enter this country upon a 
bond being furnished to return them within six months. ‘hese 
teers were transferred and they lived among the cattle in 
\rizona and New Mexico for six months. Then, as I recall tt, 
it obtained a further extension of time under the law from the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, whieh permitted them to stay for six 
months longer, ‘Chey had finally then to be brought baek onto 
the Couchiverrichi ranch, 
Che result of all this was that when they brought these steers 
back into Sonera, across the line from Douglas, Ariz., the own- 
ers, L am informed, as [I know was done with other cattle in 
Sonora, killed the steers in order to sell the hides in this eoun- 
try, and they let the meat rot on the field. This is a faet. I 
bought meat—and I have been under contract for the last five 
years to buy half a steer twice a week at my camp—for 25 
Mexican cents a kilo, which is approximately 44 cents a pound. 
the other half of the steer ils brought to Dougtas, Ariz., and the 
there is paid upon it and the meat is then sold for 35 cents 
volta kilo. IL paid 44 cents in my camp in Sonora and the Amer- 
ican consumer at Douglas, right aeross the way, paid 35 cents 
for the other half of that same steer. No man can contradict 
that statement, beeause for four years that has been my expe 
rience, It is 34 miles from the border. Half of the steer 
came into my camp at 44 cents and the American consumer— 
and £ and my men were consumers of this meat—paid in 
Douglas 35 cents a pound from the retailer—the restaurant 
man, What did the duty have to do with that? 
The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired, 
Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that [ may be permitted to proceed for five minutes more. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ean not consent to an 
extension of this debate. I would like to, but if I do it for one 
gentleman, I would have to for another, 
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posed by the gentleman from California to place beet 
free list. 

Mr. MONDELEL 


from Alabama 


question is on 
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ynend 


Mr. Chair a parliamentary inqu 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is all debate on the paragraph 
amendments thereto closed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the paragraph and all 
ments thereto, by order of the committee, has been eloss 
question is on the amendment to the amendment off 
gentleman from California. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded 
MANN) there were—ayes 13, noes 99. 

Se the amendment to the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment + 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoan}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was 1 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting as a 
50, the following: 

“ Fresh beef, veal, mutton, 
except birds, 25 per cent 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph which 
offered restores the present duty on fresh meat. [ beli 
the present law, so far as the duty on eattle and on fr 
ts practically a competitive duty, as dese 
the gentleman from Alabama. In 1907, during the eight 
ending with the month of February, there were impor! 

this country 12,513 head of cattle. During the ei 
sponding months of last year there were imported 
comntry 222,000 head of eatile, upon whieh the duty 
eent ad yalorem was paid. I realize that the cat! 
and the live-stoek industry has undergone some great 
in the past six years. There is to-day a shortage of mi 
15,000,000 head of eattle in the United States, and oth 
tries have noted that shortage and desire to take ad 
of it. I held in my hand the Daily 

Mr, GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, GOOD. Not at present, 

Mr. GOULDEN, Just a simple question. 

Mr. GOOD. By reference to the Daily Consutar 
Reports of January 23, 1913, I find this quotation: 

Australian méat has been put on sale at San Francisco, Cat 
ship which has just brought the trial order left 300,000 pound 
and mutton at Honolulu for the Army in the Hawaiian Islands 

Also, in the issué of the Daily Consular and Trade Reps 
August 19, 1912, is feund an item relative to prices on 
in Peru: 
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the central market are 12, 20, and 25 centavos (5%, 99, and 125 
American) a pound, the latter for choice loin cuts, and it is 
beef at that. 

Mr. KINKIEAD of 
an interruption there? 

Mr. GOOD. I can not; I have not the time. The gent! 
can get time. ‘To show that this bill has been framed in 
interest of the Beef Trust, I want to say that gentlemen 0 
that side of the aisle—Democratic members of the Ways 
Means Committee—have said they did not experience any «ill 
eulty with the West in redueing the duties on cattle and mea 
products, but they experienced their difficulty in the Kast 
Welt, I guess that is true. The western farmer realized that 
you were opposed to his industry, and they are willing to submit 
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mpanies Pe a The report of 
lirectors of the River Plate Fresh Meat C for 1912 shows a net 
f $279,000, out of which a dividend of 10 per cent com- 


f 
ed, $50,000 placed to reserve, and $41,000 forward. 


I s reported that work bas been 


s that are to be built at Zarate. 
to one of the beef Trust « 
oO 
is re 
Reef Trust plants located in Argentina and Australia can 
ler this bill bring in their meats free of duty, but this bill 
ies to the independent packers, whose only plants are located 
this country, the right to bring their cattle in free. Yes; 
met your trouble down East unquestionably; you met it by 
elding to these trust magnates who receive these large divi- 
cle ds. 
rhe big four are already firmly established in South America. 
& Co. control the La Plata Cold Storage Co. (Ltd.), at 
La Plata, which is just south of Buenos Aires, and also operate 


Swift 


a plant at Montevideo, Uruguay. Morris & Co. control the 
Sociedad Anonima La Blanca, in which for the present Armour 
& Co. are interested. Armour & Co. also have a plant now in 
course of construction in South America. Schwarzschild & 
Sulzberger Co. have men on the ground now building a plant in 


Buenos Aires. 

The voice of the lowly farmer could not reach the Ways and 
Means Committee and secure the protection which his industry 
demands. It required greater influence, and that influence put 
meats on the free list and gave to the Beef Trust a great advan- 
tuge over the independent packer. It is to be regretted that the 
spirit of fair play did not prevail to the extent of writing in this 
| a fair protection both on cattle and on meats. But our 
Democratie friends are unfair to the farmer and dishonest with 

industry. The fact is that during the past decade prices 
ve been advancing the world over, and in no place have they 
need more rapidly than in free-trade England. The Ding- 
law became effective in 1897, and the Payne law wrote 
‘cely a single increase in the duties on agricultural products. 
Hience the increase in prices on farm produce that has taken 
‘e during the past 10 years can not be charged to the tariff. 

It is traceable to some other cause. 

The finding of the commission appointed by Gov. Dix to in- 
vestigate the cost of living is most instructive. It gives this 

ident showing the relation between prices received by the 

ner for his product and the prices the consumer is obliged to 
ay for the same article. A farmer on Long Island sent to the 
York market 25 bushels of string beans. At the end of 10 
days he received a check for 76 cents for his product. The com- 

ssion also found that at the time of this transaction string 

ns were sold at retail in New York City at 10 cents per 
quart, or $3.20 per bushel. I suppose our Democratic friends 
will claim that the tariff on string beans was the cause of the 
high price which the consumers of New York were compelled to 
pay for those beans, but they will have great difficulty in con- 
vincing the farmer who received 76 cents for his 25 bushels of 
string beans that the tariff cut very much figure in the trans- 
action. 

Our Democratic friends claim that the tariff is responsible 
for all the evils in our body politic. If prices are too high, they 
assign the evil to the tariff. If the prices are not high enough, 
the tariff is responsible. And so, to correct the existing evils, 
they propose to tear down, to destroy industry. I submit that 
if this bill shall become a law the sober sense of the American 
people will record its verdict in favor of a policy to regulate 
and not destroy, to protect and not to kill American enterprise 
and American industry. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have heard of some 
animals that move backward, and I have discovered in this 
tariff debate that there are some mentalities that move back- 
ward. When you hear it announced on the floor of this House 
that legislation is in favor of a great monopoly when you put 
the article that that monopoly makes on the free list, it is 
mental gymnastics that I am not able to grasp. But, as a 
matter of fact, the gentleman’s party, when they reduced their 
rates under the present law to ad valorem rates, were in exactly 
the position that this bill is in except their rates were higher. 
The duty to-day on cattle, on an average, is 27 per cent. This 
bill reduces it to 10 per cent, or cuts off 17 per cent of tax. 
The duty on fresh beef, reduced to an ad valorem, is about 17 
per cent. The legislation in this bill is to reduce it to no 
per cent, cutting off 17 per cent. 

Now, I do not say that those mathematics on the part of the 
Ways and Means Committee were intentional, but, as a matter 
of fact, the rate produced the result, and the rate on cattle and 


New 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


the rate on beef are both reduced by just 17 per cent of a it 
Now, I can not see where the gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber can find, if it is merely a question of adjusting these 
duties to similar rates, any great amount of criticism, be 
the balance remains as it is under the present law, except unde) 
this law the American people will have free meat and a very 
great reduction on ¢eattle. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield rhe ¢ “nan from 
Iowa [Mr. Goop] talks about sausage meat, I supy 

Mr. GOOD. That is one of the items if ed bi 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not yield now. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] overlooked 
that so far as his criticism in reference to that proposition is 
concerned, both swine and swine meat are placed on the 
free list in this bill. He forgot that in his argument. 

The whole proposition, though, is this: That this party on 


this side of the House promised to the American people free 
bread and free meat, and we are keeping our omise to the 
American people to-day as we have done in the past. [A] 


plause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the pending amend 
ment be now closed. 


Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma, Mr. MONDELL, Mr. CAMP 
BELL, and Mr. MANN rose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am closing it on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is the gentleman proposing to close debate 


on the paragraph? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. On the new paragraph offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. It is already closed on thi 
main paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have entered into an agreement with 
the House as to debate on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
debate on the pending amendment be now closed. 

Mr. MANN. This amendment is to place meat on the duti 
able list. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McGuire] and 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpett] are both very 
much interested. Will not the gentleman make it 10 minutes 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. I ask unanimous consent, Mr 
Chairman, to make it 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
mous consent that all debate on this amendment be closed it 
10 minutes. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ol 
ject, will not the gentleman make it 15 minutes h I 
get 5 minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I will. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will not the gentleman from A Mr 
UNDERWOOD] yield to a question before he sits down 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let us get through with this firs 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabam: s 
mous consent that all debate on this amendment be closed in 15 
minutes, 5 minutes to be yielded to the ge 1 from Ok 
homa [Mr. McGuire], 5 minutes to the gentleman from Wyomi! 
[Mr. MonpDELL], and 5 minutes to the gentleman from I 
[Mr. Brovussarp]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I asl 
that the gentleman from Alabama may have t 
answer a question. The gentleman stated that t! y of 1 
cents a pound, which is the present duty on le hie 
equivalent of 17 per cent. At what price per pound does he 
ealeulate his meat? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not make the caleulation. It i 
the calculation of the Treasury Department for the year 1910 


and the Treasury Department says the unit of value for tl 
year was 8.4 per cent. 


Mr. GARDNER. That is what I made it. I wanted to 
that it was calculated incorrectly on beef that was yw 
than 9 cents a pound. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I refer the gentleman the T 


Department. 
Mr. GARDNER. 


[Mr. McGUIRE 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. MONDELL. 


That was in 1910. 


of Oklahoma addressed the « See 


The gentleman from Oklahoma is the mos 


conservative man I know. He has placed the number of lies 
told about the Payne bill at only 1,000,000. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I mean the number of liars. 


Mr. MONDELL. Still more conservative. 
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ence, because are still taxed. 
whatever in placing meats on 
, live animals; and if the gentlemen were 
t in their endeavor to reduce the price of beef 
country, and were willing to sacrifice the American 
o do it, they would put both cattle and meat on the 
You say to the dwellers along the seaboard that you 
them cheaper meats, and if you do, you place 
(he country in competition with the 
and at the same time you refuse to 
secure their stock at a lower price 
mily country where we can secure it in any large 
to wit, Mexico. But Mexico happens to He adjacent 
io the empire State of Texas, hence the duty of 10 per cent on 
cattle and no duty on meats. Open the gates of Texas to the 
ite of Mexico without a duty and the cheapest yearlings 
earth will come in to feed on the grasses of Texas 
country to the north, where the great ranges Hie. 
eattle raisers would suffer from the lower price for 
») free importation of meats, they would at least 
antage of lower raw material, While the men in 
as and Nebraska would suffer by the lower price of meat 
the coast, they might gain something through cheaper 
ttle coming tnto the range country from Mexico to be there 
own and then shipped to the corn States to be fed. 
But you could not carry out a logical proposition. The geogra- 
hy of your party is such that you can not do It. 
Mr, SLAYDEN, Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. I have only five minutes. You could not 
arry out a logical proposition like that, which would lower the 
of meat In the United States somewhat with the least 
ible injury te the American stockman; but you have a 
{ion here which no one can defend, which has no logic 
under which you propose to keep out the cheap young stock 
n in Mexico and at the same time put the American farmer 
with the frozen meat from abroad. 
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Chairman, I started out a while ago 
luty on cattle does not affect the 

of meat in this country so long as the prevailing quaran- 
tine laws continue In foree, and owing to the shortness of my 
time I was unable to finish my argument 

{ had this proposition presented to this Government by 
Government of Spanish Honduras: Can we ship cattle into 
( d States and break down the price of meat? I the 

le to go from Puerto Cortez, a ride of 860 miles, to 
ralpa, the capital, where I talked with the then Prest- 

the Republic, and he secured the signatures to an assent 

to me 300,000 four-year-old steers, fat and ready for 

$20 Honduran money, which, being at the rate of 

1 dollar, meant $8 apiece. At that time steers of 

racter selling in Chicago at over $40 apiece. I 

ack here not with a view of getting the contracts, but 
vanted the slaughterhouses in the city of New Orleans, of 
. of the coast elties, to get these 800,000 head of steers 
them from Honduras, the cost of transportation by 

, $3.75 apiece, making $11.75 for steers that were 

- in St. Louis and Kansas City for nearly $40 aplece. 

ppeated to me to present the matter to the Secretary of 

[ went to him and he sald that there might be 

e among them, The Government of Spanish Hon- 

as put up the money and had two experts sent by the Sec- 

retary of Agriculture, They went down there and found noth- 

ing the matter with the cattle except that they had ticks. Now, 

the ticks abound from the 36th degree of north latitude, which 

includes North and South Carolina and California, and the 36th 

degrea of south latitude, which includes a part of Argentina, 
where the British get their meat, 

Chere are ticks everywhere between these lines. We ship 
cattle from Louisiana, North Carolina, Texas, and Tennessee 
into the markets of Kansas City, Chicago, and East St. Louis; 
we ship them for immediate slaughter, and no objections are 
urged to them under the quarantine laws. And yet these 300,000 


the 
the 


took 


were 
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MAY 


steers could not be brought into New Orleans, 

mont, or anywhere along the Gulf const or on the 

seaboard to be slaughtered immediately as they do in ¢ 

with southern cattle, because the Secret ry 

said they had tick 
You could kill the eattle and 

bring the hides witl 

the country, because 


Galveston, | 


bring them 
i the ticks on them in. bri: 

ticks do not affect the me 
influence of the Meat Trust was that thes 
are still in Honduras dying of old age or being slay 
their hides, and the American people ere still demand 
beef. The gentlemen in charge of this bill have never 
gated the subject and are not willing to permit these « 
be brought into the country and compete with the M 
These are the facts. The rnment of Honduras 
entire expenses, and the report was in the hands of the 
tary of Agriculture, a copy of which is in my office, a 
these cattle can not be brought into this country so as | 
mit competition with the Meat Trust. 

You talk about the meats from Argentina and your 
being made cheaper by having this bill passed. I will te!) 
that you will not cheapen meat at all until cattle from 
huahua and Sonora and Guatemala and Costa Riea and 
duras, millions of them, can be brorght into this cou 
the tick territory for immediate slaughter. We have a 
tick territory in this country, as they have in Mexico and 
and Central America, and yet gentlemen say taking the 
off will cheapen meat; but I tell you that it never wil! 
you have regulated that proposition. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Lo: 
has expired; all time has expired; and the question is « 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by Inserting, after section 188, a section to be num! 
and to read as follows: 

“All meats, including fresh beef, pork, lamb, veal, and all pr 
preseryed meat, including ham and bacon, 15 per cent ad valo 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested 
tariff will not in any way affect the price of beef or 
If that be true, I see no occasion for this session of C 
or for the modification of this particular schedule. I do 
belleve that it affects this to the extent that a great 
people claim. I want to call the attention of the comm 
this one fact: The purpose of this bill is largely sh 
Schedule G, where the greatest reductions are made, ‘I! 
ductions amount to twice as much in Schedule G as the 
any other schédule—directed against that 60 per cent 
area of the United States lying in the West. I want to 
the attention of the committee to this fact: On page 3 
report, at the head of the many alleged evils that ar 
corrected by this bill, stands this most elevated target: | 
products, increase from 1897, 93.2 per cent. I take it that 
the admitted purpose and claim of this bill to do awny 
those profits. They did not say anything about that out 
We hear a good deal about it here. I want to tell the ch 
of the Committee on Ways and Menns that if he had 
throughout the West and had had Members upon that sid 
clare that they would have free meats and cereals and 
farm products there would not have been a Member 
from the great Northwest to sit upon that side. They did 
talk about that; and while I am talking about the memb: 
from the Northwest, I want to state this particular fact 
are protectionists in that great Northwest. 

I have looked over the returns of the elections in every 
trict of the United States, and I find those who were 0} 
to protection have carried a majority vote In only 21! 
gressional districts of the United States, while in 224 dist 
of the United States the protection votes were in a majoril) 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

There is a great deal of misinformation leading to this 
of action, and some of it comes from exceedingly high authority 
I have in my hand a copy of a speech that was delivered ot 
September 12, 1912, in Albany, by a man who has been e!c\y ted 
to high authority in this country. This is what he said: 

Take the price of meat, for instance, and the price of meat !s 
the heart of the business, for it is meat that makes tho red blood ant 
makes work easier. ‘fhe price of meat has gone up 30 and 40 per « 
in 10 years in this country, and the price of American meat has 1 
gone up a fraction of a cent per pound in the London markets. 

If he means by that that wholesale meat has not gone up ii 
the English markets, I will call the attention of the Congress, 
and of the gentleman himself, to the actual facts of the price 
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\merican meat imported into the United Kingdom for the last 
and I will give an authoritative statement: 
annual price per hundredweight of all American beef shipped 
into the United Kingdom, 
‘ al i eli tala $10. 06 
; en tere a eee aN oe eal - . 10.25 
rae ES ten aey Se : ee | oe 
: oo Res ahs ‘ SPS SSS eat 10. 98 
ee Coes : : i ee pea 
ae - z : aie a bts - ss oe ceil 10, 40 
‘ ie: Lacuna EEE EOS ao. Se 
1 ibe Si a ea ee 10, 45 

~ se z ha ahi Ci 10. 35 

Q 5 re See ee eed <s ee | 

rn a ae ‘ pS, ie on ae 

1011 ENT EY : ibd intghielpnhneieneiedieleieetle” SAE 
' a e Ni aint el 
ise of price of United St s beef imported into the United 

1 for 1912 over 1902, more than 9 per cent. 
rage price f t 5 years ov erage for first 5 years above 

I arly S per ¢ it 

he increase in the price of United States beef imported into 
t United Kingdom in 1912 from 1902, which fixes the period 

lin mind, was 9 percent. The average price of 1910, 1911, 
1912, as compared with 1900, 1901, and 1902, was an in- 

of 7 per cent 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
] expired. 

r. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I read this letter 

w some of the inconsistencies of this bill 

East Burvato Lygv Srock ASSOCIATION 
East Buffalo, N. Y., April 17%, 1913 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives: 
ppears to be tl determination of the present Congress and of 
the President to enact a tariff law mitting meats duty free. This we | 
to be a grievous mistake, : inst which we most earnestly pro 

jut assuming that meats will so admitted we respectfully urge 

t} yrovision be made for the admisston of live stock on an equal 
l ' Otherwise, the producers of meats in this country, which means 
one the so-called teef Trust’ or “ big packer,” but the raisers 

and grain, the farmers, feeders, and stock raisers, as well as 
ndependent butchers and slaughterers, big and little, to the number 
veral thousands throughout the country, will suffer from such un- 

discrimination. 

“big fellow” can take care of himself, either here or abroad, 
while striking at him what is only an imaginary blow in this 
vy, the free admission of meats with a 10 per cent duty on cattl 
t a play into his hands, assisting him in the extension of his 
ions abroad by opening to him our markets for his foreign pro- 

( ions, with increased profits to himself, to the detriment of actual 

e producers, the probable throwing out of employment of thousands 
( workmen, and with no benefit to the consuming public through 

r meats. The fact is, that the large packers, four in number, 

tituting the so-called “ Beef Trust,” already have numerous large 
| in Canada and in South America, of which they would immedl 

ivail themselves, and ultimately there would be created and built 
genuine and real world-wide beef trust; and if we really want 

f trust better plans could scarcely be devised for the permanent 
‘ ishment of such. 

ith the free admission of meat animals, however, still assuming 
t meats are to be free, conditions would be more nearly equalized. 
; farmer, grazier, and feeder could obtain thin stock for raising 
and fattening, and the home butcher would be on an equal footing in 
t purchase of supplies. Competition would be on an equitable basis, 
the law of supply and demand would have a fair opportunity of assert- 
ing itself and if benefits are possible they might be realized. 

rl following, quoted from an interview with Mr. A. J. Shamberg, 
vi president of the National Live Stock Exchange, appearing in a 
r it issne of the New York Journal of Commerce, is indorsed and 
( ended to your earnest consideration : 

When the hearings are held in Washington a delegation will be 
pl nt to present the argument that the raising of the duty on 
dressed beef while leaving a duty on live cattle will not tend to the 
reduction of the price of meat. The placing of a duty of 10 per cent 
on live cattle and allowing dressed beef to come in duty free will 
further assist the so-called Beef Trust to kill off smaller packers through- 
out the United States and also to throttle the foreign raisers of live 
stock, some of the reasons for which are as follows: 


“(1) Only very large corporations can maintain killing plants 
throughout the world and successfully meet keen rivalry. 

“(2) Nobody can import live cattle for slaughter In the United 
tes and sell beef thereof in competition with imported dressed beef 
f the rate of duty is to favor the dead article 10 per cent. 

“In consequence, the foreign live-stock raisers will be forced to sell 
to those interests which have the slaughtering facilities in foret 
lands, as they neither can slaughter at home nor ship here alive in 
competition, owing to such duty discrimination. 

“Also our smaller slaughterers throughout this country will not be 
able either to import the live cattle, owing to duty discrimination 
against live cattle, nor establish slaughtering plants in foreign countries, 
owing to the large capital necessary for such, 

_ “As a matter of equity, and to eliminate monopoly, sure to establish 
itself, the rate of duty should be in favor of the importation of live 
cattle for the following reasons: 

(1) Beeause the expense of feeding and shrinkage of carcass is 
eliminated in transporting beef in competition with transporting live 
cattle. 

“(2) Because the business of importing live cattle would be open 
to hundreds of persons, the competition among whom in selling would 
produce cheaper meat (despite extra handling expense) than would the 
importation of dressed beef handled by comparatively few firms. 

““(3) Imported dressed beef will not create the demand for labor, 
being the finished article, that would be created with importations of 
live cattle which are to be slaughtered and manufactured into beef, 
thus creating industry at home. 
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“ Briefly, to tax live cattle and tina “l beef the 
meat industry in a few hands, en f I 1 ind t 
permit monopolists to dictate p y i 
and the prices meat must sell f “y it t 
I believe, meet strenuous opne t x] hav » be ] 

‘Again, our farmers will be c« ited ith ft t 
meats and not be able to | } n t k f | 
in time, t ; would mean : i 
which great crop is being " 1 k 

“My hope is that live catt Ww l tl iz 
industry for the farmer, a 1 ) 
anima! husbandry which MY ‘ ‘ \f » 
should | i duty of at ! 1 
producers and in the indi: ite ‘ 

ht i etfull . 
East Burra.o Live S 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who 
| taken | eat made the statement, as I understood | . 

the Democratic Party prior to the last election had d d 
in the West and in the Northwest that they proposed 
bill to give to the people of this country free meat d tree 
bread we would not have elected a single Representative in the 
entire West or Ne hwe Il w to call the tt on f > 
gentieman from Nebraska to the bill on which ma ‘ 
campaign. On the 8th day of May, 1911, we passed . 

louse a bill which provided for free beef, free veal, fi 
mutton, free lamb, free pork, and meats of all kinds, fresh, 
salted, pickled, dried, smoked, dressed or undressed, prep: | 
or preserved in any manner, bacon, ham, shoulders, lard, lard 
compound, and lard substitutes, sausage and sausage 
coming from any foreign country with which the 1 ed Sta 
has a reciprocal trade agreement and which shall admit from 
the United States free of duty cotton, wheat, oats, « 1, cattle, 
and hogs, buckwheat flour, ¢co1 l, wheat flour, s rye 
flour, bran, middlings, and other offals of grain, oatmeal! ylled 
oats, and all prepared breakfast foods 

That is the proposition upon which we made ou mpaign 
and this bill passed the Senate and was vetoed by the I’1 dent 
of the United States on the 18th day of August, 1911 Wwe 
to the country fair notice that if the Democrats controlled th 
body and controlled the Senate and trolled the C Exe 
utive of the Nation we proposed to do these v« thin rhe 
President vetoed this bill. Is not the fact that we have elected 
so many Representatives in the Northwest on this sort of 
platform due to the fact that we declared in favor of the 
free foods, and especially due to the fact that the Preside 
vetoed this bill, thereby placing the Republican Party in pos 
tion of opposition to it all? 

Now, they say that the small tariff we have : ined on e 
cattle will prevent the importation into this country of live 
eattle from the Republic of Mexico, and yet | ir when the 
tariff upon live cattle was nearly three times as much W 
have placed it in this bill, when the tariff amounted to 27 pe 
cent ad valorem, and we have placed it now at 10 per cent 
we brought into the United States 330,000 head of cattle Now 
when we have lowered the tariff to 10 per cent, when we hat 
made it about one-third of what it was, does it folk ind is it 
logical that fewer cattle will come across the boundary from 
the Republic of Mexico? Why, instead of 27 per cent 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has stated the number of 
cattle that came in at the higher rate. I presu: 
man wants more to come in. D not the gent 
that more cattle would come in if they were free than at t 
10 per cent rate? 

Mr. RAINEY. I do not think the nomi: rate of Ili 
cent ad valorem will make any material differen bf 
amount of importations from Mexico from what the impor 
tations would be if cattle were free, but it will result in addi 
tional importations. We have not kept this 10 per cent ad 
valorem on cattle for the purpose of protecting the farmers of 
this country. The gentlemen Who are talking upon 1e other 
side can not make the farmers of this country belik 1a high 
duty on cattle. They want cattle in their industry. Why, it is 
to the interest of the farmers of this country 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. I can not at present. It is to the interest of 
the farmers of this country to get their free raw mat il from 
Mexico just as cheaply as they can get it. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat is an expert on the subject of this agricultural schedule 
and especially with regard to meat. Now, I hold in my hand 
the Democratic campaign document that I referred to a moment 
ago, which was circulated either by the Democratic national 


entitled 


committee or the Democratic congressional committee 1 
“The High Cost of Living,” quoting the prices on meats for 
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1896 and pointing to those prices as the ideal price, and I want | bring to the consumer cheaper food prices. A few years 


to ask the gentlemau this question: If this bill shall become a 
law. as it now appears, with free meats and a duty of 10 per 
cent upon cattle, with free hogs and free pork products, how 
much will that reduce, in the gentleman’s estimation, the price 
of meat to the consumer? 

Mr. RAINEY. I wiil say to the gentleman, we put swine 
upon the free list now. The gentleman seems to be objecting. 
Last year we brought in 994 hogs. What difference does that 
make? 

Mr. GOOD. I would like to have the gentleman answer my 
question. How much will this bill, if it is enacted into law, 
reduce the price of meat to the ultimate consumer? 

Mr. RAINEY. I do not know how much we will be able to 
reduce the cost of living in this country. 

Mr. GOOD. I am not asking that. 

Mr. RAINEY. But if under Democratic administration we 
will be able to check the increased price of living that has been 
growing under Republican administration, then we will have 
accomplished much. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman answer what is in the cam- 
paign circular, or state that it is absolutely false—— 


Mr. RAINEY. I do not know anything about the campaign 
circular. 
Mr. GOOD. I will be glad to show the gentleman a copy 


of it, because I went to the expense of having some of these 
campaign circulars printed and circulated among the farmers 
in my district. I want to know how much will the enactment 
of this bill into law reduce the price of meat to the consumers. 
I want the gentleman to be honest with Members of the House 
at least. 

Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman can not expect the gentleman 
from Illinois to be a prophet. In this case we are trying to 
reduce the cost of living in this country; in this case, the cost 
of meat. We promised to do it, and we are going to do it. 

Mr. GOOD. How much will be the reduction? 

Mr. RAINEY. How much does the gentleman think it will 
take? 

Mr. GOOD. How much do I say? I say you will give all 
the reduction to the Beef Trust, every bit, by putting a duty 
upon cattle. 


Mr. BUTLER. That is wrong. 





Mr. GOOD. Now, I ask the gentleman, as he is an expert 
and I am not 
Mr. RAINEY. 


The gentleman will not get many men to 
agree with him on that proposition. 


Mr. GOOD. Will it reduce the price 5 cents a pound on 
beefsteak? 

Mr. RAINEY. I hope it will reduce it as much as the pres- 
ent tariff raised it, if the present tariff has raised it. 

Mr. GOOD. Has the present tariff raised it? 

Mr. RAINEY. I do not know whether it has or not. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the enactment of this law reduce the price? 
By putting swine and pork on the free list, will that reduce the 
price of salt pork and of fresh pork? 

Mr. RAINEY. It will only affect the importation of 500 hogs. 
We took that off of the dutiable list because it is one of 
the Republican absurdities. 

Mr. GOOD. But you put on the campaign circular by means 
of which Democrats obtained places in this House a list of 13 
articles, among them salt pork, pork chops, pork ribs, and lard. 
You put all of those in your campaign circular, and said that 
the enactment of the Payne law increased the cost of them 50 
per cent to the consumer, and now you say the repeal of the 
Payne law will not amount to a single penny to the ultimate 
consumer. Did you tell the truth when you issued that cam- 
paign circular, or do you tell the truth when you admit that the 
enactment of this law will not reduce the price to the ultimate 
consumer? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unless some other gentlemen wish to 
speak on this amendment, I move that the debate close in five 
minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 


PDERWOOD] moves that debate on this amendment close in five 
minutes. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner] 
is recognized. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I. presume it would be well 
for us to consider the object of these proposed reductions. It 
has been stated over and over again that their object is to 
give to the consumer cheaper prices on food products. There 
has never been on the floor of this House one single fact stated 
upon which an argument could be based that would show that 
these reductions that you propose on these farm products will 
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are wasting your time; if that be true you are cnly trying to 
delude the ultimate consumer with these promises. In 


during the last campaign. 


to the workingmen, and you said, “It is true you are receiving 
high wages. 


about taking off the duties on your products. 
a particle of difference. 


You will get as much for your products after we have gone int 








May ]. 


the Secretary of Agriculture made an investigation reg. ' 
the prices that were paid by the ultimate consumer of f+, 
products, and he found that the ultimate consumer was ), 
about 100 per cent higher prices than the farmer was rece 
for his products. If you really desire to consider the inte 
of all the people, as you say you do, would it not be more | 
tical statesmanship for you to suggest some measure by w| 
100 per cent of the cost to the ultimate consumer is consy 
by transportation and middlemen’s profits and the combina; 
that are affected, both in the cities and out, in the disposi 
of these farm products? It has been stated here by gentlejyoy) 
over and over again that these reductions in tariff rates , 
not make one particle of difference in the cost to the ultin 
consumer of food products. 

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TOWNER. I can not yield, I am sorry to say. 


If that be true, I will say to the advocates of this bill y. 


fact, 
It was what you did 
You went to those men in the | 


that is what you are attempting to do. 


We do not propose to reduce them, but w: 
propose to reduce the cost of living one-half.” And you 
to the farmers of the West and said, “ Do not be fright 
It will not m 
any protection 


ed 


You never received 


power and passed our bill as you ever did, but th2 benefit y 


be to you in that you will get a large reduction on everything 
from the East that you are compelled to purchase.” 


So you made the East believe that they could sell everything 
they had to sell high, and you made the West believe they co 
sell everything they had to sell high, and you made both of them 
believe they could buy everything they had to use low. The 
proposition is, as these gentlemen put it, and are now making 
it, that the same people can sell everything they have to sell 
high and purchase everything they have to use low. 

And that is the foundation on which this argument is pow 
based in this House. I consider that this proposition made here 
if it shall be judged on the declarations of these men who favor 
these reductions in farm products—a declaration made this 
afternoon—is absolutely unreasonable and inconsistent. {[{Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoan}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


190. Sheep, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wi! 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 50, line 21, after the word “sheep,” strike out the words “ 10 
per cent ad valorem” and insert in lieu thereof “$1 per head.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendny 
in the confident hope and fond expectation that it will be 
adopted. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

But I have offered it particularly for the purpose of calling 
attention to one of the absurdities in this bill. As has bee 
pointed out already here, the purpose of this bill seems to ly 
particularly to strike a blow at the farmer. Substantially 
everything that the farmer produces is either placed upon tl 
free list or has the rate of duty upon it greatly reduced. 

The item under consideration is no exception to that rule 
As in the case of one of the other items that has just been dis 
cussed, however, to speak frankly, unless amendments shal! be 
made to other sections of the bill it would not amount to 41) 
thing at all to change this rate from 10 per cent ad valorem to 
$1 per head, or to any other figure, as is the case with the pro 
posed duty upon cattle. 

This item here, to speak frankly, is nothing more nor Jess 
than “bunc,” in order that Democratic Members from agricu! 
tural districts may have something to talk about to their farmer 
constituents. For example, take the duty upon cattle, that we 
have been discussing. What difference does it make to tl 
farmer, Mr. Chairman, if beef cattle and sheep are taken frou 
the free list and placed on the dutiable list, as they are under 
the terms of this bill, when beef, mutton, veal, lamb, wool, and 
hides are placed on the free list? What difference will it make 
with respect to the price of the farmer’s sheep while that item 
remains in? None at all. It gives him no protection whatever, 


ld 


yet compels him to buy protected clothing. 
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possible product that the foreign ean | 


yl sheep raiser 
nio the country is put on the free list. Wool is put on 
list and mutton is put on the free list and sheepskins | 

the free list and mutton tallow is put on the free 


But as it is inconvenient and disagreeable and undesirable | 


ut on 


mocratic Members who happen to come from agricultural 
‘ts to have to go to the farmers and say, “ Everything 
ise is on the free list,” therefore, in order to let Members 
Missouri or Texas, we will say, save their faces with 
farmer constituents, a fake duty is placed on sheep of 10 
nt ad valorem, and a similar duty is placed on cattle. 
course, as they have already discovered in the examination 
s bill, it is a great thing if there can be somebody on the 
ittee to look after these that were 
sed yesterday. On the subject of sheep and on the sub- 
of wool we find that a wise discrimination was made by 
( in able gentlemen in order that the goat industry might 
be fully protected, while wool and mutton were put on the 
free list; and then, in order to pull the wool, or the goat hair 
flanghter], as the case might be, over the eyes of the farmer, 
item is put in here, so that the Democratic Members running | 
for reelection in agricultural districts can go to their con- 
stituents and say, “ We stood up for your rights. We have a | 
duty here on sheep of 10 per cent ad valorem.” [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] So that it does not really make very 
h difference whether there is any tariff at all on sheep, if 
you put everything that can be produced by the sheep raiser 
on the free list. 

I have introduced this amendment largely to call attention 

that ridiculous and unfair provision in this proposed law. 
I simply “ bunc” and nothing else. [Applause on the Repub- 

ean side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 
on this paragraph and all amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from 

e debate and all amendments thereto. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion offered by 

gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIs]. 
fhe amendment was rejected. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 

11. All other live animals not specially provided for in this section, 
er cent ad valorem. 
MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I shall not offer an amend- 
I t to this paragraph further than the formal one to strike 
out the last word. I have not offered an amendment to any rate 
in the bill. I do not intend to offer any amendment to any 
rate in the bill. I have voted for most of the amendments 
offered on this side. I have not offered any amendments be- 
se I realize how utterly futile it is to do so with the gentle 
men on the other side pledged to resist all amendments. 

In order that some future historian may not misunderstand 
what has been going on here and assume that there are many 
or a considerable number of items in these schedules that are 
not opposed because amendments are not offered to them, let 
it be written now that there is no hope of any amendment of- 
fered on this side being adopted; and, therefore, while there is 
scarcely a rate in the bill that we on this side approve, many 
of them are passed over because it is entirely useless to offer 
amendments. 

As I said a moment there is neither rhyme nor reason 
in the proposition to place meats on the free list and retain a 
duty on the live stock, and the only purpose there can possibly 
be, in my opinion, for doing that is, as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Witx1s] has just stated—and I desire to emphasize 
that statement—that the gentlemen from the cities may be able 
to say to their constituents, “We have reduced the price of 
meats; we have made meat free,” and to enable the gentlemen 
from the country districts to say to their constituents, “ We 
have retained a duty on your products.” 

If, perchance, any of your constituents in the country pre- 
cincts should suggest that that is not logical, you appeal to 
their prejudices by saying that it is the product of the Meat 
Trust that you are placing on the free list, while the produet of 
the farmer remains protected. 

With meats on the free list there is not any sense on earth 
in retaining in this bill any of these items of protection of 
meat-producing live animals. On the contrary, if you are 
honest in your efforts to reduce the price of meats, and if you 
are willing in so doing to reduce the returns of the flockmaster, 
the herdsman, and the farmer, you must place live animals on 


“special industries” 


move to close debate 


Alabama moves to 


+} 
( 
ul 


Mr. 


© y 
igo, 


the free list as you have placed meats on the free list, in order 
that the live animals may be imported, to be grown, fed, and 
fattened here. 


You will at least be logical if you do that. 
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Though, to be fair to the farmer and stock raiser, n« 
nor live stock should go to the free list. 

The gentleman from New Jersey | ind 1 what will 
probably happen at the other end of the ¢ | ls 
will also go to the fre That vy save the f: of the 
gentlemen from the bucolic district hat side of s llouse, 
for they can go home and say that they voted here for a bill 

| that retained a duty on the farmers’ live stock, | the 1 
Senate struck it out; and when they voted for the conference 
report, of course they had to vote for it in toto up or down, and 
therefore they could not defend the industries of | r farmer 
constituents, much as they desired so to do. “Bu s the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wittis}. Not only bune, | 
combe, and heaps of it. But the American people wiil 1 a 
permanently fooled, all or a majority of them [Appl on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman. I move to close debate 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desi n I 
ment, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I move to close deb ) pal 
graph and amendments in five minutes 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do not care to debate my a end 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. All right. Then I ve | te 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, debate on the 
paragraph and all amendments will be closed. 

There was no objection, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, page 50, strike out 10" and insert “ 25.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I de to offer an 


amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


an 


Mr. STEENERSON. It is to come in as a new paragraph 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 23, page 50, insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“1914. Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds.” 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, the alleged reason for 
placing potatoes on the free list is to cheapen the cost of living. 
Now, I want to call your attention to the history of this indus- 
try, to show you how unreasonable that proposition is. The pro- 


duction of potatoes has been advanced and improved, by reason 
of the invention of modern machinery, to such an extent that 
the production of potatoes in the United States has increased 
very rapidly, so that last year we produced 376,000,000 bushels, 


It is one of the things that goes into the daily food consump- 
tion, and this food supply has constantly increased. At the 
same time that this great increase of production has been going 


on the price has been reduced. Now, it was alluded to a while 
ago that the Democratic campaign circular said that they 
wanted to go back to the prices of 1896 so far as pork yw “4 
cerned. Go back to the prices of 1896 for potatoes and you will 
find that they were 80 cents a bushel, according to the tal 
printed in the report of the Committee on Ways and Means 


whereas in 1912 the average price in the United States of 
potatoes was only 52 cents a bushel. 

What can you accomplish when 99 bushels out of 100 are 
sold through the dealers and middlemen, and when they rs l 
the cousumer sell for SO cents a bushel? Liow much 
do you want them? That means that the farmer, aft ‘ 
the freight, gets about 25 or 30 cents a bushel on : 

What will it effect if you put potatoes on the free | rhese 
men who are engaged in the modern industry of ralsing potatoes 
bave invested in expensive machinery, in potato diggers, potato 
planters, manure spreaders, and machines for spraying, and so 
forth. ‘They have built up extensive warehouses so that they 


can handle the potatoes very cheaply, and that is the reason 
that the price has been gradually going down 
Now, if you put them on the free list, the chances are that t] 


foreign countries will flood the market, reduce the price st 


further, and after you get our people out of the busine { 
devote the land to other purposes the price will go uy You 
never had in the history of the country as cheap pot s 


you have to-day. If you want potatoes for nothing 


other thing. I do not believe there is a man anywhers 
or capitalist, who wants the farmer to produce potatoes re 
cheaply than he does now. 

You can buy them in my town for 25 cents a bushel, and i 
1912, according to your own table, they were only worth 52 
cents a bushel. What are you doing? Here is an item where 
the duty was not excessive by your own test. It was shown 
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here by this table that the revenue derived from potatoes has | Mr. MONDELL. ‘To discuss the amendment. 
been gradually increasing every year from $175,000 in 1896 to The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized f, 
$7,175,375.85 in 1912. You are throwing away a revenue of over | minute. There is one minute remaining of the time. 
$7,000,000 annually to Jet in foreign potatoes in order to| Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I prefer to speak lat; 
cheapen potatoes below 50 cents per bushel, the average price The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
last year. Will you do it? No; you will discourage production | by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
at home and in the end raise the price to the consumer here. I | The question was taken: and on a division (demanded | 
do not believe a single laboring man begrudges the farmer the | STrENERSON) there were -ayes 52, noes 76. 
price he now gets for his potatoes. The consumption of pota- So the amendment was rejected. 
toes per capita is less than 8 bushels. One day’s work aft The Clerk read as follows: 
$3 per day will now buy from 6 to 12 bushels. Two days’ work | 
will buy a year’s supply for a whole family. [Applause.] 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all ahibe on these | Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendiments be closed in five minutes. ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that all debate close | The Clerk read as follows: 
in five minutes. Page 50, in line 24, after the word “ barley,” strike out 
The motion was agreed to. and insert “ 25 cents. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a tele- Mr. HELGESEN. 
gram read which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


192. Barley, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 


Mr. Chairman, having consumed 
the first day of general debate, in which time I confined ) 
The Clerk read as follows: wholly to the agricultural schedule, I had not intended 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., April 30, 1973. sume any more time on this schedule, because I realize | 
Congressman Sronny papas, D.C: is simply a waste of time to talk against a proposition + 
in emit Heine Gunieh aiel Shippers’ Association, representing | W® have here to-day, where a party has already legis!: , 
every potato grower in the State, is very much opposed to the removal | this matter, and it is impossible to change any of these 
of the tariff on potatoes. Can you do anything for us; and whe can | ules. But this particular paragraph is so absolutels 
in thale aaieine tothe dented that ereutualiy the consumer will suffer | 8nd indefensible from the position taken by the majorit 
more than under the present law. There are numerous other perfectly selves that I thought it might perhaps appeal to them to c!} 
good reasons for the maintenance of the tariff with which you are | jt, They have started out with the idea of lowering the 
— MinNesoTA Potato Growers & SHIPPERS’ ASSOCIATION, living to the people of this country, and I sympathize wit 
Gro. B. Hiaoins, Secretary. party that attempts to do an act of that kind, even 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have listened it may be in the wrong, if they are sincere. This is a 
with great attention and interest to the remarks of various | tion that does not come under that head. Anyone who 
Representatives from the agricultural districts. I have read anything about barley knows that the ultimate consi 
the schedule on agricultural products, and I could not help barley is not the man who eats, but the man who drinks 
thinking as I sat here that after all the items appeal to others | man is not going to be benefited by the lowerirs of the « 
than those from the agricultural districts, as the schedules con- barley. Last year the farmers in our State sold barle, 
tain articles that are the necessaries of life for the great wage- | cents a bushel. This year they got 35 cents a bushel, ; 
earning population of this Nation. Last summer I happened | you will find that the beer that has been made out of the | 
to be in a community which I believe is within the district of during those two years was sold for the Same price ¢ 
the gentleman from Ohio. I found that the farmers are further rhe only people who benefited from this at all would 
advanced than their Representatives in some degree. I went brewers and possibly the caloon keepers, who might 
into 87 counties of Pennsylvania last summer, one of the largest | Wholesale a little bit cheaper. 
agricultural States in the Union, having one of the greatest Mr. PAYNE. But does not the gentleman know that 1 
agricultural counties, old Lancaster, and I found the farmers | vote? The gentleman does not understand the principle 
were making no such arguments as have been made here on the | bill. [Laughter.] 
floor of the House by Representatives. They were denouncing Mr. HELGESEN. They do. There is a very good rea 
the Payne law in unmeasured terms and demanding relief. I | I want to appeal to you on this schedule. You have 
want to say to you that the farmers of Pennsylvania and Ohio | reason you want to reduce the duty on grains that go int 
are in some degree advanced enough to know that they can not | products was because we are not raising enough of them 
hope to get advantage by special privileges which drain the | country. One reason why we are not raising as much 
pockets of others. They are not trying to get their hands in | we ought to raise and as we could raise is because of tl 
the pockets of others half as much as they are trying to keep | that when you raise wheat a certain length of time the ; 
other hands out of their pockets. I find, as I said in my will get foul with weeds, and the best way we know of ou 
speech in general debate, that special privilege in whatever | to eradicate the weeds is to sow it to barley. Now, it 
form always fights for the advantage of the few at the expense important thing for the farmers of the Northwest to 
of the many. That statement is responsible, I suppose, for this | crop of barley that is profitable to raise and not one | 
editorial which was handed to me a moment ago. a losing proposition, and it seems to me that if you w 
After a half column devoted to the superlative merits of my | penefit this country, if you want to reduce the cost of 
distinguished predecessor, the editorial closes as follows: even, the proper thing is to leave a sufficient duty on bar) 
Mr. Dalzell’s seat is occupied in the Sixty-third Congress, but it is | it will make it a profitable crop for the farmer to raise 
not filled. His district has a Representative, but it is not represented. doing so you are going to enable him to clean his land 
This is an editorial from a paper published in Pittsburgh and | eradicate the weeds so as to increase the yield of wheat: 
owned by Mr. Greorce T. Ottver. It is a statement that I desire | if you increase the yield of wheat per acre, you are mak 
io have placed in the Recorp, for perhaps it explains why the | larger volume of wheat and thereby benefiting the cons 
privileged few are always linked together to betray and pray | But to cut the barley duty in two is absolutely not goin: 
upon the common people of this Nation. I have said on the | benefit anyone. Of course, I realize that the Democrats ar 
floor of this House only that which I am willing to stand for | in sympathy with the farmer. It is very evident they are 
and maintain at any place or time. Perhaps, too, there may be | from the speeches made in this House. These speeches ind 
something in my opposition some years ago, as a member of the exactly where they stand on this proposition. But it se 
Pennsylvania Legislature, to the gentleman, the junior Senator if they have inadvertently done something that is not 
from Pennsylvania, to account for this editorial. I said then | to penefit anyone except the brewers and saloon men, and | 
and I say now that his golden windfall of millions is the only | jn that condition, they might, even though they have no 
thing by which he can claim advancement to place or station, | ticular love for the farmer, correct that mistake. Now, if 
and to my mind such qualifications are not all sufficient. want to know how the Democrats stand as against the far! 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of during the time of the discussion of the Canadian recipro: 
order that the gentleman is not discussing potatoes. [Laughter.] | proposition several speeches made in this House indicate ))!:i!! 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I want to say one thing | where the Democratic Party stands as against the farmer. | 
further, that I have no desire to fill the sphere of my dis- gentleman from New York [Mr. Hargrrson], in discussing 


tinguished predecessor, nor shall I attempt it. I have no desire | Ganadian reciprocity bill, had this to say on February 13. 1911 
to be known as the high priest of protection. If I might choose Repu! 
: , : tion, bringing about the first overthrow the Rep 
a title I would far rather be known as the-high priest of the ea Kayes me tot ae eae, was freighted with one great (| 
unprotected. an cE iroig ond and clone, im response to that mandate We 
7 Dr . taxes off from and clothing. In response to that Gate wi 
Mr. MONDELL ee now taking the first step. From the east side of New York city A 
rhe CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman | niiion salen are raised in appeal to you that you should make t 
rise? bill a law. From every city in the East they cry out to you. 
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xing on the woolen bill, on July 30, 1912, he said: sation for labor, and at the same time buy a large yy o 
Democratic Congr« as ser iere by he onsumers of e > ings ic re C Ss | "Of on ] ‘rel ‘NI \! 
"aan oat by the aronacers. ot. Tari Board ee Sao ree woe 2 we aa abroad, and the er. = Cae aes 
ke reference Is producer’s report. It deals exclusively with | yp, abor to the full force of competition with the bor of 
nce in the cost of production, if any, here and abroad. European and Asiatic countries, notwithstanding that the labo 
William Sulzer, of New York, on August 5, 1912, speak- of these countries receives on an average of less than half t 
the tariff question, said: American wage. In the report upon the present bill the ¢ 
Democrats must keep the tariff to the front. It will never be | mittee on Ways and Means has said that they believe that 
intil it is settled right—and it will never be settled right until | pledge of the Democratic platform of 1912 contains two ess 
led by the friends of the consumers | tial ideas: First, the establishment of duties designed py \ 
Oscar W. UNvbrerwoop, of Alabama, on June 10, 1912, | to produce revenue for the Government, and withou 
| of protection; and second, the attainment of this end b 
ve in relieving the men who work in the factories and in the lation which will not injure or destroy legitimate industry 
s and have to purchase their daily bread. * * * It is the pretense of the majority that it has conformed 
further evidence is needed to convince anyone that the action to these essential ideas in framing the present b \ 
er has nothing to hope for from the Democratic Party? must concede that the bill has been formulated with 
SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, it had not been my purpose to thought of protection, except upon a few apparently fa 
the time of the committee by participation in the debate | industries. But as to its injurious effect upon legitimate indus 
the bill now before the House, my advent into this body tries, Republicans entertain some very positive no It 
matter of such recent occurrence and my experience so | Would be a waste of time, however, to attempt to ulify ¢ 
| that I might well leave the expression of the views of change the conviction of the real apostle of free trade r} 
rty tg those of my colleagues whose knowledge and ex- present generation of that school must learn as did the gene 
‘so uch better fit them to the task. But after listening | Hons which preceded them—by the experimental process. I 
ore than a week, with much interest, to the frank and, | ™@y not be a waste of energy, however, for those who have 
eve, sincere pronouncements by our Democratic friends of | been believers in the protective policy in the past to carefull; 
licy which this bill is not only calculated, but intended to | ete the effect of the law which is to be enacted not only 
to effect, and after reflecting upon the degree of departure | the various industries of the country when considered ind 
policy declared from the policy by which the American vidually but upon the country and its prosperity as a whole 
have seen fit to be guided in the past, I have been unable The great agricultural section of the country from which I 
ear the temptation to take advantage of the rule under | Come has enjoyed a fair degree of prosperity under th. pro 
| the House is now proceeding to make a few observations | tive policy in this country during the last 16 years. Its inhab 
he subject and the situation. ants have deserved all that they have received. It will be we 
controlled in this respect not only from a consideration and wise for them to understand now at the outset that they 
importance of the question itself but from a consider. | “%¢ to pursue their various avocations and conduct theit 
f the causes which have made this radical change pos- | @&SS for a number of years to come under a commer | 
rhe history of the American people bears striking evi- widely different from that under which they have operated in 
f their high degree of efliciency in the art of self-govern- the past. This condition is brought about not by their « 
Throughout most of their political career we find prac- | BOF as the direct result of their votes. Every State of th nik 
knowledgment not only of their willingness to submit Middle West north of the Mason and Dixon line cas vor 
will of the majority in matters of public concern, but | fF protection. The people of those States believe in pr 
r keen perception of the necessity of so doing. and always have so believed. They are now, however, to expe 
the American people are not always infallible; indeed, | ©UCe the full force of an adverse policy. Practically every at e 
ire not always wise. We stand to-day confronted by a produced by the western farmer is placed in open « ' , 
le the like of which has been rarely witnessed in our | With like products from all other countries in their own 1 ’ 
| career. A great commercial policy, inaugurated nearly | The great transportation and market facilities which the \ 
ury ago, crystallized and developed through more than | €™ farmer has built up and developed during the | 
century of highly successful application, relinquished by century are now to be utilized to bring the produ of l 
r and controlling majority of the people while believing lands to his markets for the purpose of competing with hi 
eflicacy and its wisdom, and the privilege and power | , The weak pretense is put forth that the farn ti 
i to a minority to substitute another policy which is in | f€@rs; that, notwithstanding the fact that the 
fundamental respect its antithesis. Controlled by consid- | @"¢ taken off his products, no material incre 
is in a degree laudable in themselves, some of the ma-| Will follow. To illustrate: The importations of barle 
have permitted themselves to lose sight of the common | Year 1912 amounted to 2,165,474 bushels, under an in d 
‘hich bound the whole into efficiency of purpose and action, | Of 80 cents per bushel. The present bill reduces that 
“l they have refused to stand; divided their fall was in- | C€@tS per bushel, and yet the Committee on Way 
ble. It remains for the future to determine whether reflec- | {2 its report upon this bill estimates future i 
following in the wake of experience will bring wisdom; | =;000,000 bushels per year only. They offer no ex 
er those whose common political faith is grounded on the the assumption that cuttin: e present duty I v ‘ 
vindicated principles and policies of the Republican Party | Crease the importation of the commodit 
realize that in unity and tolerance lies the hope of reestab- | understand just why the reduction of the duty on b 
ng the things for which they stand and rebuilding the | 89 to 15 cents per bushel will tead to restrict the fl 
se of their country’s prosperity. commodity into the market f the United State I 
‘he motto upheld by the Republican Party throughout all of | that in this report prepared by the Committ 
magnificent career has been that the American people must | Means it is estimated that the duties will b , 
luce all that they consume; that, being blessed with a $830,542 to $300,000 under the pending bill. T 1} n 
th of resources almost ample to feed and clothe the world, this revision of the tariff was to be accor : na : 
there is no rational excuse to be found In the economy of trade | would bring a revenue into the Treasury of the United St 
we should buy the commodities which we can produce here | but I am unable to understa1 d why gentlemen on the other 
frou those who produce like commodities abroad. | of the aisle so adjust the dut m this commodity as to re 
The Republican Party has been constant in its advocacy of | duce the revenue from $850,000 to $500,000. But, in my o 
the protective policy because its membership believed that if | the duties will not be reduced. Importations of barley w 
the great opportunities of this country were to be conserved for | be reduced; on the contrary, there will be a great ‘ 
the benefit of the American citizen and the welfare of their importation. This is especially likely when we consid 
mmon country the oppressive competition of the labor of the | the railroad rates from Canadian territory are so adj 
Old World must be restricted. The Republican Party has been | the Canadian barley can reach Minneapolis 
onstantly for the protective policy because it believed that we | actually less than the barley produced in a 
ould not constantly buy a large portion of the things we con- | Iowa and Nebraska. 
sume abroad without robbing our own citizens of their national What is true of barley is likewise true of the wh nd 
and natural right to produce and sell those things at home. items. Referring again to the report of the on th 
é Che Democratic Party has been constant in its advocacy of | bill and to the quotation for the years 1910 and 1912, I cor 
ie doctrine that the markets of the United States ought to be | paring those figures with the figures of previous years, we « 
pen to the world with the least possible restriction; that the | cover that the importation of wheat into the markets 
products of the world’s labor ought to be free to enter our | United States has been incrensing very rapidly durin 
Markets at all times regardless of the effect upon our own | few years. In 1912, 2,684,381 bushels of wh: 
production. The Democratic Party has affected to believe that | under a duty of 25 cents per bushel. It is now predicte 
we could maintain our present standard of living and compen- | with the reduction of the duty from 25 to 10 cents by 
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will be decreased to 2,000,000 annually, and that | 
decreased from $352,245 to $200,000. Mr. 
i, this is mere pretense. Neither the majority of the 
Con on Ways and Means nor the majority of the mem- 
bership of this House can deceive the western farmer nor lead 
him to believe that a reduction of the duty on wheat, barley, 
and oats will decrease the importation of these commodities 
into our markets. The Canadian grain-producing territory is 
very largely populated by men who have gone from the western 
portion of our country. These farmers in Iowa, Nebraska, 
Dakota, Minnesota, and other Western States have sons, rela- 
tives, and neighbors who have gone to Canada and who are now 
engaged in raising these commodities. Intercommunication is 
constantly carried on between them; they are well acquainted 
with the conditions across the line, and they know that the 
Canadian grain of all varieties will seek the markets of the 
United States in preference to any other market of the world. 
They understand that the farmer of the West has an acre-unit 
value ranging from $75 to $200 per acre and must, under the 
free-trade policy, meet in even competition the products of 
Canadian lands, the market value of which is less than one- 
fourth the value of their lands. 

There is another weak pretense put out in this bill to mollify 
the indignation of the western farmer. A duty of 10 cents per 
bushel is laid upon wheat imported into this country, and it is 
claimed that that duty will be sufficient to restrict any unrea- 
sonable importation or competition. It is clear, however, that 
this duty of 10 cents per bushel amounts to nothing when we 
consider that flour, the product of wheat and its competing com- 
modity, is permitted to enter our markets free. But this is not 
all. The 10 cents per bushel is to be remitted upon all of the 
imported wheat which is ground by the American miller and 
exported in the form of flour. In other words, the American 
miller, unable to meet the influx of free flour from the North, 
vill turn his attention to grinding wheat for the people of Great 
tritain and continental Europe instead of for the people of the 
United States. The law will be so framed as to permit him to 
engage in this industry without hindrance. These men can 
buy without limit the wheat and other grain products of the 
Canadian farmer, manufacture that product, and ship it abroad 
on a basis of absolute free trade. Assuming, then, that the 
United States is to produce a surplus, her farmers are not only 
deprived of the benefits of their own markets, but they are de 
prived of every advantageous facility which they now have to 
meet the Canadian farmer in the markets of the world. 

The Democratic Party fs being no more generous to the west- 
ern farmer with respect to his meat products than with re- 
spect to his grain. The meat produced by the western farmer 
is on the free list; the meat products of Canada, Mexico, and 
Argentina are given aecess to your markets without even the 
restriction of proper and wholesome inspection laws which are 
applied in this country to our own citizens. 

An examination of the bill makes it very clear that the Demo- 
cratic Party has determined to direct against every product of 
the farmer the highest degree of competition possible. No duty 
is laid upon any article produced by the western farmer where 
the laying of such duty would in any considerable degree re- 
strict importation. The low duty on cattle will not restrict 
importation of live cattle from Mexico—only that portion of such 
cattle as are killed and brought in as meat. I say that it will 
not otherwise restrict the importation of cattle because Mexico 
has no other place to send her cattle. Mexico has cheap pas- 
ture and can afford to send her live cattle across the line under 
a 10 per cent duty in preference to sending them to any other 
country. 

I have explained why a 10-cent-per-bushel duty on grain will 
not keep that commodity out of the market. Grain that has 
been coming in in yearly increasing quantity under a 25-cent 
duty will not be restricted when that duty is reduced to 10 
cents, and besides this, the railways will be very glad to 
absorb a portion of that duty in order to get the traffic. Now, 
what Is the purpose of all this? Ostensibly to reduce the cost 
of living to the great consuming public, and especially the labor- 
ing class. But the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
have not been able to show by facts or figures or course of rea- 
soning how, by reducing the value of the farmer’s bushel of 
wheat or oats or corn the cost of the loaf to the laboring man is 
going to be reduced. The great mass of the laboring people in 
the cities buy their bread by the loaf. The price of that loaf 
does not vary with the rise and fall of the price of wheat. 
What ts true of wheat is true of all other commodities. 

The price of meat over the butcher’s counter in the city does 
not rise or fall with the variations of the live-stock market 
unless the variation be in wide degree. Considering the whole 
line of necessaries, food products as well as fabrics, I predict 
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| that the ultimate consumer will gain very little in loy 

| cos st of living. Facts brought to the attention of the ¢ 

| on Ways and Means and to this House clearly indicat: 
increased cost that has come about during the pas 
very largely lies, so far as manufactured goods are 
between the manufacturer and the ultimate consumer 
far as agricultural products are concerned, between t} 
and the ultimate consumer. It is the increased cost 
about by high profits to the middlemen, and in mai 1y 
retailers, that has in large degree increased the cost . 
in this country. Our Democratie friends will realize 
pectations, so far as the lowering the price of the food 
wool, and cotton at the farm is concerned, but in »\ 
they will fall far short of their expectations in lowe, 
cost of living to the ultimate consumer. On the ot} 
opening the American markets to the world, thr 
products of our entire country in open competition 
world and its low-priced labor, will reduce our product 
reduce opportunity for employment, will reduce the 
of compensation for labor; and, relatively measured 
of living will go up and not down. The real price of an 
is not always measured in dollars and eents. The an: 
question to be eonsidered by the American laboring 
How much ean I buy with my day’s wage? and, Do | 
fair prospect of getting a day’s wage? The questi 
most coneerns the American farmer is whether he s! 
the first chance at the American market which he h 
oped during the last half century, or whether he mus‘ 
its advantages, without any compensatory equivalent, 
farmers of other countries; whether the standard of \ 
his land and other property built up by generations of } 
development shall be equalized with the standard of ; 
countries. In the meantime, and as we observe duri 
next few years the operation of this new policy, or rat! 
old and discarded one, it may be well for those who be! 
the protective policy applied fairly and in a reasona)! 
to reflect upon the question of getting together. [Applan 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire to « 
amendment to this paragraph? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. A new paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanim 
sent that all debate on this paragraph be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph be now 
Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hear: 
The questiof is on the adoption of the amendment pro): 
the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Hetcrsen]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rej 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer 1! 
lowing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma off 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 50, after line 24, by adding a new paragraph, \: 
to read as follows: 

“192%. Broom corn, $25 per ton.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
sent to close all debate on the amendment offered b) 
gentleman in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks | 
mous consent to close all debate on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Oklahoma in five minutes. Is there 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


[Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma addressed the commitiee. 
Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 0k'*- 
homa has expired. All time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentle! 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Morean]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Division, Mr. Chairman. i 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 48, noes 5-. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Tellers, Mr. Chairman, 

Tellers were refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. ; a 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, a parliament! 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I would like to know if under 
the general consent that was given on the request of the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee to extend remarks iD 
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Record, it applies to all speeches that are made under the | Had he not done so, I w d have had ensure in off g 
‘ iinute rule? myself 
CHAIRMAN. It applies to all speeches made on the | The story is a very sil e 4 A large number of pe ‘ 
| many of them citize ot 1 » 1? as sof f ‘ birth e 
» Clerk read as follows: engaged in the manufact rf ( d veri i this 
Barley malt, 25 cents per bushel of 34 pounds. i; country. To a certain extent their occunpat nswers crit 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. | cisms that have been made upon this floor with r » people 
i CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan’ [Mr. | 0! foreign birth who have engaged in enterprises he United 
I NEY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. states, rhese people are Italians very largely phey learne * 
i Clerk rend as follows: their occupation in Italy, many of ft ' wit o the 
ndment to paragraph 193: In line 1, page 51, strike out “25” | United States to better their condition Chey « | ed th 
ert “45." factories, and they have undertaken to do busine i | 
rhe CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend American markets, and have done it, so that Ame 1 wages 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney]. | #"e now paid to men who for rly received It 1 Ww 
fhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected, | Which are only about one-third of those paid in the United 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. — a 
lhe Clerk read as follows: Mr. LOBECK. They have bettered the nditi en, have 
4. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 1 cent per pound. eo ' ane re] { 
. s - Mr. MOORE. "nanestionably they have Ihe ul ‘ CO 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment by way Ree mdi PRR Rg ek ' Se 
fa new paragraph, numbered 1944 “ | dition. They came here for that purpose, and th is the whole 
ae ; aaa as Seal Smee 2s story. The alie ho comes to the United State o has 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MIr- a ‘ ce . ; ' sahaies = : ; ot ie 1 
9 ‘ . ut ee ery much invelwned ALCAIMNS re during the | V i\ 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. | . : : : : a 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | oan here to improve his condition, and here is a case in 
i il i ‘ i Ss | - | noi Ni as if lo "] eet cvs 4] ‘ wun 7 ro} t . lasiring 
the end of line 4, page 51, insert a new paragraph, to be known | | mnt. Men a Jowly fi reign birth me in fi 1 ltalv, desiring 
1943: “ Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds.” | to improve their condition. They enter into the same oecupa 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of | ‘ s 7s 2 vhich eae — a . 
order that that paragraph has been passed and voted on. A | Me 7 OBECK 1 7 = gp Bs pot 7 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SteeNeRson] offered an amend- |... hi th ep Mh a Pare See eee 
t on potatoes some time ago. or an 1S DuSsINeSS tha 1e j ( nde no Ce ' ‘ rin 
Mir. MILLER. I was out of the Chamber for a few moments Mr Me MORE. The Itali ! { { | 
. Ai i hu ne ALANS in tile ‘ ( Ss TOW li ive 
1 was not aware that that had been offered. I move to or 1 ft ] ~ | “oe 1) ; cite & ae 
a - of ‘ MMe rsrooe | vel i The Thien } ( 1 l l ( uit 
end the amendment by striking out “25” where it occurs “ome ~ on aos ; a 
| inserting in lieu there f 90.” | this bill througn, and knowing the uselessness of protesting 
1 Et 1s eal ( =’. ; they made no sign oa gent who was onelessly pound 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman will not attempt |). Reoeae. ot to a gentleman hopelessly | und 
' : s : : a ) @ action of his ecnucus nd who eounld not help them if he 
delay the consideration of the bill by offering amendments | eee a E the Ttal = ; opp o 
‘ na : oul oO SO , l t: ins in v district, who are ) s 
over again. It has been practically passed upon, and the House | eee a - ——— wor ’ ee eee 
1 on it , i the equals of the Italians in ¥ le mn } | 
ee ‘ ; , good citizens of the United State 
Mr. MILLER. Has it been discussed pretty thoroughly? | Mr. I ORECI ees 
rar orev . . a ’ . s 4 > ! sure 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is on the free list, and the gentleman Mr MOORE. Sawa eet +] ‘ 
will have an opportunity to discuss it when we reach that part ae ake ee ee ee ee a al man 
f the bill , " man from New Jersey [Mr. BrowNnine] in his dis t, belie 
e ) 
s ; +P he Members of the House of Represent es wl ire "eng 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. Sane tae Se eee Se Sine Sarees ee aves Maree we 
The Clerk read as foliows: from that thraldom to which the gentleman has subiected hin 
> *PK CY i Loli a : 
‘ , self, would urge the Democracy to pass b \\ ld 
Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 1 t per | a a a ' omaae : 
a , | really be in their interest 
‘ ee ei 7 Mr. LOBEC b e tl Om » COE be 
Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that sec- | f } ' | eer we: j | 
et: ” : . 99 i TO School, 
tion by striking out “1 cent” and inserting “14 cents. | ; MOORE TI 1 a] 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. | r es ad re oa 1 { | ntain j 
LRowNIne] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. es ne nner ae ed to come 
rhe Clerk read as follows: ere or shall we ul ge them to go back, tak ss 
Amend. para ph 195. II ~y 51.1 ai t th ' with them and such capital as they have a i. 1} 
nend, maragraph wed, ne 5, age ol. by striking ou e words ee ; a a >, 
( ent” and inserting “one and one-half cents” in lieu thereof. — nrg Phey will not go ba Ii Mo 
> — * * * P OORKE ck ho hi I he \ | } ‘ » 
Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I have in my home city oe : ORE. I do not . ee nM 
wufacturing establishment engaged in making macaroni. | ‘ oo ta Chain aa ~~ oe oy : ; ; a 
. . . . . | ‘eLUr! e nute tepublican prosper erfurns o @ 
When House bill No. 10 was introduced into the House, as fast | ¥'* Te! wt ad aa | 1] : ! , . . _ 
: : : . . 1; coul "vy minuse o he tepnub wis 
as I could get copies of the bill I forwarded them to the manu- tel f + ; ae : 
: . * : : ter oO SOMO ¢ vc “ i 
cturing establishments in my district, and requested them to f - — ; ” 
° " . ‘ niOW 7 
advise me how the bill would affect the industry in which they | "'"*: Y 
were interested. I hold in my hand a letter received from the | Hon. J. tHawprox M 
American Macaroni Co., which is rather a large concern, at | House of Representat i D. ¢ 
1023 Market Street, Camden, N. J., which I will read: Dean Sir: Inclosed ! t 
tariffs, of which, no doubt, you \ 
AMERICAN MACARONI Co., explanat y. : : 
Camden, N. J., April 11, 1913. We again beg you to urge the 1 t t 
Hon. WILLIAM J. BRrowNINe, present duty of 1 nt yund duty 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. | of same would, as we » 1 \ 
Dear Str: Replying to your favor of the 9th instant, would say that g to the faet that t n l 
we received copy of the new tariff bill as framed by the Democrat ure ejudiced agai t \ luct 
Party, and note that the tariff on macaroni products has been reduced | VW trust, theref that ‘ ‘ I 
one-half cent per pound. | this growir Ar in ind 
As we said formerly, this will practically mean that many American | rhanking \ rer ! 
macaroni factories will have to go out of business, as it is impossible to | Res f } ( cK R 
compete with foreign manufacturers, because macaroni is a product | Rn. I \ ( 
that is used principally by foreigners, and they prefer to buy imported | i 1 Vi A 
goods, especially if they can buy it cheaper than the American product A » Bre 
We appreciate your efforts in our behalf, and trust that the party in I). ¢ 
power will not be able to carry out their bill as outlined, not only in A I N 
our line, but in many others. van ‘ ’ , wal 
Yours, truly, AMERICAN MACARONI Co, | fhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Murray of Oklahoma) \ll debate 
Mr, Chairman, I hope my amendment will be adopted. ; on this paragral h is ,- _ q : = 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | °ffered by the eon aoe. SENS 3 oa a bots ae tsicce 
that debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in The question beig taken, the \nalrma mounced that the 
five minutes. noes appeared to have it 
1. : — ‘ - BROWNING ivision, Mr. ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN. The genileman asks unanimous consent Mr. BROW NIN ; Di uM me: . . 
The committee divided ; neat thet ere yes 42, noes 60. 


that debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Browninc] offered this amendment. 







| 
| 
| 
| 
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Act ordingly the amen 
The Clerk read as fol 
196. Oats, 10 cents per 


Mr. FORDNEY. 


dient was rejeé 


l } 
mshei 


Mr. 


ows 


of o2 po Inds 


Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


932 





gentleman from 
will report. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
amendment, which the Clerk 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 51, line 7, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I should like 5 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well; I will make it 5 minutes. 

Mr. CRAMTON., I should like 2 minutes. 

Mr. SLOAN. I want 3 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well; I will make the request 10 
minutes, and that it be divided up in accordance with the re- 
quests of the three gentlemen. 

Mr. MONDELL. Can not the gentleman make it 15 minutes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let us get along with the consideration 
of the bill. Mr. Chairman, I will modify my request and make 
it 12 minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto close in 12 minutes, is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to this example of the extremely scientific 
manner in which this bill has been prepared. Oats are taxed 
in this bill at 10 cents a bushel. Rolled oats and oatmeal are 
on the free list. The fact of the matter is that oats in British 
Columbia are to-day worth $23 a ton and in San Francisco 
they are worth $30 a ton. It would seem that that is handicap 
enough for the manufacturing interests in this country which 
are quite largely engaged in the manufacture of oatmeal and 
rolled oats, but it is not sufficient apparently to satisfy our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber, and so they tax the 
raw material at 10 cents a bushel and put the product on the 
free list, which means that the process of preparing oats for 
human food will be transferred to the Canadian side of the 
line. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the reduction of this duty 
from 15 cents to 10 cents can not be alleged as a matter of 
revenue, and therefore it must be one of the cases where you 
propose to reduce the cost to the consumer. The question is, 
Can the farmer afford the reduction? I want to offer a state- 
ment from a farmer in my district as to the cost of producing 
10 acres of oats, which shows that, not allowing for the years 
when there is a poor crop, the profit would be $9 on 10 acres of 
oats. The proposed reduction in tariff would be $17.50; there- 
fore the poor farmer would be the loser to the amount of $8.50 
from his crop. [Applause on the Republican side.] I will in- 
sert it in the Recorp: 

Cost of producing 10 acres of oats. 
(By Benj. Wade, Harbor Beach, Mich.) 


Rental of ground, at $2.50 per acre___- * 

Plowing, 6 days, at $2.50 per day (the ‘price ‘of man and team 
would be more if they were hired) 

Harrowing, 3 days, at $2.50 per day 

Sowing, 1 day for man and team, $2. 50: for drill, 

For cutting and shocking, 3 men, team, and binder 

Hauling to barn, 3 men and team__-_- 

For binder twine, 20 pounds, at 74 cents per "Ramee: 

Thrash bill, 24 cents per bushel on 350 bushels______-__--__---~ 

Driving to market ‘ ‘ 


Michigan offers an 


strike out “10” and insert “15.” 


“A 
to 
a 


a 


ee | 


“ 
_ 


NOMrseds 


Total 


850 bushels; the Fs 
which is_ 


10 acres of oats, at 85 bushels per acre, 
farmer receives a usual price of 30 cents per bushel, 
Cost of production 
Leaving a balance 


Less for seed_ 


Showing a net profit of 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, further supplementing what 
was said about the loss of revenue on the oat reduction of 
tariff rate, I want to call attention to the statement as follows: 
There is forecasted under this change a reduction of duties 334 
per cent and the imports fall 21,037.64 bushels and the values 
$108,008.96. Duties fall off $138,155.75, making the United 
States pay by foregoing that which would have come in $1.27 for 
every dollar’s worth of oats stimulated to stay at home and 
not be imported. Sometimes this inspired charter of the new 
era pays to bring it in, sometimes it pays to keep it from com- 
ing in. If we just knew when it was going to leap forward, 
balk, or back, it would help some. In regard to what the 
gentleman in charge of the bill said this afternoon—that he 
announced to the public last fall that you were in favor of 
free meats and cereals. The gentleman honored me by deliv- 
ering about a score of speeches in my district. I took occasion 
on several of those occasions to have the speech taken down by 
my shorthand friend, and from the shorthand notes he does not 
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mention free meats, free cereals, or free cattle, or anythi 
that kind, in any of the speeches he made around 
district. 

Mr. RAINEY. I am sorry I forgot it; it was my bad mx 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, just a word in ref 
to the rates upon oats and oatmeal. The rate has be 
duced, of course, upon oats. The equivalent ad valore: 
is about 39 per cent and the equivalent ad valorem wu; 
meal and rolled oats about 17 per cent. There is, if you s 
it, a differentiation, a difference at least of 22 per cent 
is, the oats carry a higher ad valorem by 22 per cent th 
rolled oats. Now, in the reduction which we have mad 
have placed rolled oats and oatmeal upon the free list a) 
specific rate upon oats is equivalent to about 28 per « 
that the difference between the two products under our | 
about 28 per cent, while under the present law it is 2» 
cent. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? Is not f¢] 
cause of the prediction you would lower the people's oats 1 
the coming bill? 

Mr. HAMMOND. No; I think not. 

Mr. SCOTT. How do you account for it? 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inqui: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Was there not a vote here that all de! 
should close at a certain time, and has not that time expi 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; 12 minutes; but the tin 
not expired. 

Mr. MANN. How much time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. A mintue and a half. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, under the existing law oat 
dutiable at 15 cents a bushel. This bill proposes to reduce | 
rate to 10 cents a bushel, not a very severe reduction. hk 
oats or oatmeal are now upon the dutiable list—I forget the rate 
1 cent a pound—and has a very large consumption in the United 
States, as it is one of the main articles of consumption in » 
families. This is a proposition to put that upon the free lis 
and leave the raw material upon the dutiable list, again ex 
plifying the wonderful genius of the gentleman who made » 
the bill, to put the raw product on the dutiable list and th 
finished material, made from the raw product, on the free lis‘ 
in order to encourage the grinding of oats in Canada instead 
of in the United States. If you bring a bushel of oats across i! 
Canadian line you pay 10 cents a bushel, but if you do the v 
over there and employ Canadian labor to do the work of g1 
ing the oats into oatmeal or rolled oats it comes in free of ( 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment j) 
posed by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejecte:. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, after paragraph 196, a paragraph to bx 
bered 1963 and to read as follows: 
“Maize, 10 cents per bushel.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 
sent that all debate on the paragraph close after five minutes’ 
debate on the amendment. 

Mr. SLOAN. I do not care to delay the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will ask for a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the « 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the committee rose 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. GARRET! 
Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee on the Whole House ©! 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 332i—the tariff bill—and 
had had come to no resolution thereon. 

RECESS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
take a recess until 7.45 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House stood in recess until 7.45 p. m. 


the 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, at 7 o’clock and 45 minutes p. . 
the House was called to order by the Speaker. 
THE TARIFF, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 












CONGRESSIONAT BR 
; | 


iS. 

















te of the Union for the further consideration of the bill | food that goes into the ! of in er t t 
H. R. 332 the tariff bill. | may exist. Although tl does ve to the ult te 
Che motion was agreed to. sumer free food, ‘ ry reduction going i 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of | the direction of giving An food id I 
Whole Ilouse on the state of the Union for the further con- | to welcome the gent w fr ' ¥ th col ! 
ation of the bill TH. R. >. the tariff bill—with Mr.}| The CHAIRMAN Phe tinx Mi 
Garrett of Tennessee in the chair. | has expired. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. Mr. LAZARO. M1 bh 
Che Clerk read as follows: Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. ¢ J mn 
7. Rice, cl 1, 1 cent per pound 11 . or rice free | their feet, and I su se they d to a hy 
of rn nee ee) Davee tee F ner ut = om, 5 of 1 € nt | I ask that debate on the paragra 10 
ads 12 sieve of a kind prescribed by the Secretary of the | 22€ CHAIRMAN. The gent! from Alab vi 
iry, 4 cent per pound; paddy, or rice having the outer hull on, | W®° »] asks animous consent hi lebat on the | 
1 cent per pound. and all amendn s thereto 10 mi | 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike | Jection? [After a pause.) The hears e. IB ( 
out the last word. There is no rice grown in my district or in | ™&n from Wyoming [Mr. Monvett] is F d 
the State of Michigan. When, however, so eminent a Deinocrat Mr. MONDELL. Mr. ¢ rr \lal 
Col. Robert Ewing, Democratic national committeeman from | bas been particulariy interest cine edit 
the State of Louisiana, expresses his views upon the subject of | last few minutes in the formula he | gz. H 
rice, I think the same are entitled to respectful consideration. | /£ 4 rate was reduced we did not d tne vert and 
Ile says: |} was raised we did need the rev . Now all f L pre { 
e in Louisiana must have a protective tariff or the industry will | HUST be cheap unless you can r I le by th 
olutely ruined. We produce more rice in Louisiana than in any | dear, and then you are justified (l Rice, 
- State. The crop wi!!! approximate thirty thousand millions a yeat oduct of Lonisians 1 ad ’ 
R ve the duty and lene Honduras, aoa oth 23 entice W ould ‘s nd os oe Aor oes a von -— e of 3 cl ' 
( gh rice to the United States to put the rice growers of Louisiana, | POUNC, «oo cent DUS Pot ‘ ‘ ido and els¢ 
re: and Arka! as out c f busing s, ete rice is not n- where in the N rth are placed on the free Ss be rown 
aaa comhents grows in this ‘ untry.. rhe eutine Na n co where : . me es y eo Dy = ed ~ 
ist on rice if it became necessary We raise in Louisiana enoug ie nts a bus Phi un of this Ly it 
ply the entire population, yet we import a consideral i t tariff bill. 
clal purposes, which gives us a good revenue. Now. the fact is. Mr. Ch "1 ‘ t if ther san agricul 
Chairman, the gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- |} tural product that perhaps needs protection in the Un l 
ber are engaged, as they were last fall, in the laudable but | States it is rice. Down in Lou d Texas they sow rice 
brain-racking proposition of trying to convince the farmer that | as in the North we wW e2rail deast or with a seeder 
they are going to so legislate that he will continue to receive | They cut it with a e: ti t] 1 it with ste thrasher 
the same good prices for his products, and the laborer the splen- | There is hardly ther p ( earth where ri ound 
did wages he has been receiving, and at the same time he and | not plowed in the mud, waist by a water buffalo dray 
the consumer are to receive the products of the farm much | a crooked stick behind him or y e the ] ts al if 
cheaper. When the gentlemen have consummated their mastery, in seedbeds and transplanted by hand There is no ( ! 
we will all be able to lift ourselves by our boot straps. } earth competing with these United States in the growt ! 
When this bill was being considered in general debate a few | where the actual labor on every bushel of rice grown not 
days since, I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | three or four times what it is here. And no matter how \ 
PALMER] to explain why rice was on the dutiable list. He re- | paid that labor may be, I doubt if there is rice grown anywhere 
plied by saying that he was then discussing the metal and the | cheaper than it is grown down yonder in the Southland 
steel schedule, and that he did not care then to answer the ques-| © Wheat is grown under practically the same conditions the 
tion. I would now respectfully ask the gentleman from Ala- | world over—sown broadcast or with a seeder, cut with a reaper 
bama if he will explain why rice is on the dutiable list? thrashed with a thrashing machine—except in the Far East, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has] where they thrash it on a thrashing floor. And t wheat is 
already explained it in his own statement. He has just read a | given rate of 10 cents a bushel and rice a rate 75 cents a 
statement in which it is said that on account of large importa- | bushel. 
tions of rice it was a good revenue producer, and if the gentle- Is it because they grow rice down in Louisiana wh they 
man will carefully read this schedule he will see that rice is | grow wheat in Minnesota? Is that why there is the dif ce 
cut to about the same extent as the other agricultural products | that we find in this particular schedule? If not, what is the 
in the schedule, and it is a very much better revenue producer | reason? In my State we grow wheat under irrigation. We 
than most of the cereals or any of the cereals that are named in | are compelled to turn on the water, after having pr red the 
the schedule. land at great cost, to irrigate the wheat at great cost, so that we 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to the gentle- | raise wheat under the same conditions of irrigation under which 
man from Alabama before he takes his seat that rice that is | rice is grown in the South. And yet wheat, our great staple, 
cleaned is on the dutiable list at a cent a pound. Rice that is | has a duty of 10 cents a bushel, and rice, the soutl i Staple, or 
in the hull, not cleaned, is half a cent a pound. Wheat is] the staple of a few southern districts, 1 cent a pound. 
on the dutiable list at 10 cents a bushel. Flour is virtually on Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman w me to 
the free list. Why not put cleaned rice on the free list also in| him a question? 
the interest of cheaper food for the American people, this being Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
such a grand article of food? Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman voted f Payne bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gen Why did you put a tax on rice at 54 per cer 1 did it by 
tleman that cleaned rice is cut from 54 to 33, and now produces ; your vote. 
$635,000 of revenue. It is estimated that under this cut it will Mr. MONDELL. We believe in protection. Under our duty 
produce $750,000—a very good cut and a very good revenue | we built up that splendid rice industry in Louisiana and Texas 
producer. We made possible the digging of the ditches, the draining of 
Mr. PAYNE. I understand the principle is not to reduce the | the land 
food to the American people when there is enough of it im- Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman has not ans 
ported to make any appreciable difference, and the revenue is | questicn. 
$635,000. Mr. MONDELL. And the time has now come w ra 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from | Republican policy, if we were revising the t ld 
New York desires to be captious. probably reduce the duty on rice. 
Mr. PAYNE. Captious? Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait a minute and I you a 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. But he will see that there is a tax on | question. 
barley and wheat and oats and other cereals in this schedule, Mr. MONDELL. And doing it, we | do it t ind 
and there was no particular reason why rice should be placed give the rice grower the same protection that we he ower 
on the free list. of other cereals. 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, but the finished product. | Mr. UNDERWOOD. But you gave wheat a duty eq ent 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not disposed to quarrel with the | to 14 per cent, and you put 54 per cent on rice. Now you ask 
gentleman from New York about putting food products on the vhy we put a higher rate on rice than on wheat? Why did 
free list. I hope the gentleman will move up in that way him- | you do it? 
self. I do not mean to say that we ought to put them on ina | Mr. MONDELL. We put a high duty on rice to build up the 
moment, but I think the last thing that we ought to tax is the | lustry, because we believe in protection, You do not believe 
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in protection, and yet you leave a high protective tariff rate on a 
product of a section of the sunny South and you reduce the 
wheat of the North to a low-revenue basis, placing flour, the 
product of wheat, on the free list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You put a 50 or 60 
barley, a product of your own section. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Ten per cent more than they put on rice. 

Mr. LAZARO, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. UNprerwoop] this question: The 
gentleman said a moment that the duty on rice was re- 
duced for the benefit of the consumer. Is it not a fact that 
you have reduced the duty on broken rice from a quarter to an 
eighth, when there is no broken rice used by the consumers of 
this country, when the broken rice is used by the brewers only, 
for the purpose of making beer? And is it not a fact that this 
difference goes to the brewers and not to the consumers? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We have reduced the rice schedule all 
along the line. 

Mr. LAZARO, I know; but I am speaking of the broken rice 
known as the brewer's rice, which has a duty under the present 
law of a quarter of a cent. Now, you have reduced it in this 
bill to one-eighth of a 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
along. 

Mr. LAZARO. 

the consumer. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
concerned we are not 
people are, 

Mr. LAZARO. But is it not a fact that you are giving this 
difference to the brewers and not to the consumers? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not intimately enough acquainted 
with the question to know whether that is a fact or not; but we 
reduced the rates equitably, both to one class of consumers and 
to another class of consumers. 

Mr. LAZARO,. Yet, when you reduced the duty on broken rice 
from a quarter to an eighth of a cent you gave the advantage 


per cent rate on 


ALO 


cent, 
We made about the same reduction all 


I know; but there is not any of this rice used 
by 
So far as the gentleman and myself are 
consumers of that product, but other 


to the brewers. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, is it a private conversation 
that is going on over there? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not tell, but if the com- 


mittee will conie to order he can ascertain. [Laughter.] 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. As I understand, there is a part of the time remaining 


unused, 

I do not like the criticisms of the gentleman from Wyoming 
| Mr. MonpDELL] on this subject of the duty on rice. I have be- 
lieved with him and voted with him on this side, but I think 
his remarks with reference to this particular item are unjust. 
This bill was written by 14 Democrats—7 of them being from 
the South. They have put the southern sugar-cane industry 
on the free list at the end of three years; they have put corn 
and corn meal and raw cotton on the free list, which is a south- 
ern staple; they have put iron ore on the free list; they have 
put bauxite on the free list; they have put lumber and coal on 
the free list; and they have greatly reduced the duty on cotton 
goods, kaolin, pig iron, and zinc. We have practically given up 
everything in the South except the Angora goat in Texas and 
peanuts in North Carolina [laughter on the Republican side], 
and I appeal to my friend from Wyoming to let this item pass. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not offer an amend- 
ment at a reduced rate. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, is there any time left? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one minute remaining. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that four years ago 
the rice industry had not been developed as it is to-day. There 
was some difficulty about getting some way to plug the water, 
and there was some trouble in Louisiana and Texas about pump- 
ing. But since that time they have discovered large rice-pro- 
ducing tracts of land in Arkansas, where the water is very near 
the surface of the ground and the pumping is very easy and 
inexpensive. 

i want to say to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprr- 
woop] that if his bill should stay on the statute books for four 
years, long before that time we shall not be getting a penny 
of duty on rice, because we will raise every pound of it in the 
United States, and under better conditions than there are any- 
where else in the world, and for less money, because we can 
use machinery from beginning to end, and they can not use it 
anywhere else in the world. [Applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
198. Wheat, 10 cents per bushel. 

Several Members rose. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the practice, the Chair will yr 
nize the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to see if we can agree on ti; 
on this wheat proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Let us see how many gentlemen want 1{! 
minutes each. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I took the floor for the | 
pose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there were five gentlemen 
on that side. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I should like four or five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that debate 
this paragraph close in half an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks u 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all 
ments thereto close in 30 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman include the request 
the recognitions be for 3 minutes instead of 5? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have two gentlemen on this side \ 
would like to speak. The gentleman from Minnesota 
HAMMOND] said he would like three or four minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would like four or five. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that the recognitions 
four minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks 1 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendiy 
thereto close in 30 minutes, and that the recognitions sj 
be for 4 minutes instead of 5. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. LANGLEY. Reserving the right to object—— - 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Reserving the right to object 

Mr. MURDOCK. I should like to point out that there 
now over 10 Members on their feet. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We must get 
They can not all speak at one time. 

Mr. MURDOCK. There will be more controversy over this 
than there will if you let us have the time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will tell the gentleman that if he 
will not take it he will not get it. I want to move along with 
this bill, and every man can not speak on every item. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The Chair having recognized me for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, I desire to inquire if I am ent 
tled to the floor for four minutes after this agreement is reached? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if it is left 
the power of the Chair he will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman has the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky off 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15, page 51, strike out “10” and insert “ 25.” 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this pro 
vision and other similar ones in this bill violate the traditicia! 
policy of the Democracy as I have always understood it. At 
to-day’s session I read some resolutions that were adopted by 
the citizens of Buffalo, in which they asserted that the provi- 
sion to which these resolutions referred, including this one, 
would seriously cripple, if not destroy, a home industry in that 
city, and either drive out of employment or greatly reduce the 
wages of thousands of laboring people employed therein. 

I desire now to read a telegram from the secretary of ithe 
Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati along the same line. I! 
is as follows: 


all 


i al 
be f 


along with this 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, April 30, 1913 
Hon. J. W. LANGLEY, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
By unanimous vote the board of directors of the Cincinnati Chamber 
of Commerce, at a meeting held April 29, adopted the following reso- 
lution, which is respectfully submitted for your attention: 


Whereas the Underwood tariff bill imposes a duty of 10 cents per busliel 


upon foreign wheat and admits duty free the foreign-milled products 
of such foreign wheat; 

Whereas this discrimination in favor of the foreign manufacturer 
in contradiction alike of all accepted economic doctrine of the 


established tariff policy of all political parties and of all nations 
and in effect pays a bounty to the foreign miller on all products of 
wheat sold by him in the markets of the United States; and 

Whereas if American flour millers have to pay a tax upon foreign-grown 
wheat, then a simple justice requires that the forelgn-milled products 
of such wheat shall pay an equivalent tax, and if foreign-milled wheat 
products are admitted duty free foreign wheat should be admitted 
duty free: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That, believing the proposed legislation would inevitably 
destroy one of the most important manufacturing industries in the 
Unit States and that it would further result in most serious injury 
to the American farmer, the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, through 
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oard of directors, records itself as unalterably opposed and earnestly | gq valorem duty. It is mv observation. from my part of 
es upon the President and Congress of the United States the neces ‘country. ths ileal ate : r ap :, 
of placing both wheat and its products upon terms of absolute | country, that nearly all industries, save the flour-milling 
ility. | try, have concentrated. I have seen many different nes al 
solved, That copies of this preamble and resolution be forwarded | sorbed into the greater units of orga mtion, taken over by tl 
diately to the President of the United States, Senators and ( Pease . bination aa Tes a iat ried a 
smen from Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, the members of tl Senate | u usts or combinations and put nder false ¢ VIZ . 
nee Committee and the Ways and Means Committee of the House | It 1S true of the flour-milling busin« t it sr ned 
: | : 
Rhepresentatives. pee iain | regated, that it bas not moved away, but re iins next to tl 
CINCINNATI CHAMPER OF COMMERCE, ; 2.1 ; 
W. C. CULKINS. Executive Secretary | Wheat fields, that it is not overca ed. and rule the 
‘ .- hy apes 7 ar ,+. | millers are not ric as riches are now counted \i f t 
Mr. Chairman, our daily mail is filled with protests like this, | ' ‘a so ~ a. a ; oe - 
. . : . s sos } are reli-TO-do mit an nowvning ore 
from commercial bodies, corporations, firms, and individuals, This bill. ef ' pect nae de al ' , 
li t ; e ¢ } | His i, eltner y accident * design, rp 1 ! é 
ealing to us to protect them against the results of what they ee en oe :; = oe 
. litics, wherein the members of the committe 


assisted in bringing about when they put the Republican Party ‘ itisfy th wie 4 + } 
. air ; oO satisfy the people i he city on the score of thie 

of power and placed our friends on the other side in power. | Sate eine tee tei — ' : 
cost of living and at the same time pretending to d 


if I desired to be ugly and revengeful about it, I might Say | ¢ Rk cys peek “ 


that they deserved a few heroic doses of free trade for having | ic ikvameuner aed re a Lei ege th ad . a . ee ia 

brought about that result. I sympathize heartily with the peo- | eine’ aed aaa a ne rs “6 2 mm a of 10 So gg ' 

ple of Cincinnati in the sentiments which they express through | 344 ansointely unequal. and in this + as ae ae oe ie 
: telegram, although I can not refrain from reminding them | 27¢ ®>solutely unequal, and in this way: If wheat Is worth : 


a : ; we 2 bushel in Canad: hen the duty on the flour de f 
this is what they get for turning out of Congress men like ' a, oe sep oe 


» able, patriotic, and distinguished Nicholas Longworth [2] 
plause] and men of that kind, who were their friends and cham- | @, Joa. ene, g ; , : ; 
; : : : unada, then the duty on the flour from tl he you | 
pions, and putting in their places men who are here making | ae See Oey OS Whe Rear rece tat whest ' . 
; : eee ae ‘ ; > Nh} |} 90 cents. This is putting the American miller to a disad 
ssaults upon the industries of the great State of Ohio. I hope | of 20 * This is not fict! it i 
. . : ‘ os 1 or 20 cents. lis is 0 ction. j S nO i l 
the good Lord will give them more light and that they will have | ctual liti rd } — : s ' : 
. . z . actu conditio whl mir 1 rs ii have ) I et rié 
the foresight next time to correct the grievous error they made | it will inju 1 . , f Seema ‘ 
+ . 3 7 il! injure miller and farmer. Canada in ; 
st fall. [Applause on the Republican side. ] vompine 1 7 a ' ; oan em ns “+ ' ; 
4 nn ’ tae : . ero 1g. 1e western part o anada produced in wheat in 1900, 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the gentle © WeRere Part o - ‘tie . 


would be under this bill 50 cents a barre but if wheat should 


be in Canada 60 cents a bushel, and it has been 60 s in 


: 4 te 17.000.000 bushels 191? th 7.000.000 bushels | l leaned to 
man from the tenth district of Kentucky [Mr. LANaLey] has ; he In 1 12 hat 17,9000, bush — . 
: ae = 1OS.000.000 bushels Canada. in conformity with the l¢ 
utroduced an amendment to raise the tariff on wheat from 10] 4).0 iil stays close ion 5 fo alee devel 
7 »¢ 1e Stays close t »wheat fleid, iS also dey ping wo! 
cents to 25 cents. As a matter of fact, the gentleman knows _ one e to the wheat ~— = 


fully in the milling industry and as an exporter. In that way in 
190) Canada produced 455.000 barrels of flour, and in 1912, 1 t 
155,000 barrels of flour had jumped to a total of 2,388,000 


trict, and but little corn, the most of which is made into moon- 
shine liquor. [Laughter.] : — , 
— , ; , ' 3) — mrreis of te ? NO i addition to tis fac j Seems ertain 
Mr. LANGLEY. Does not the gentleman like the finished aa sea tthe 4 maou Sale a 
« ‘ ‘ 0 the admission o 1e our through his di riy { 
product? (Laughter. ] . of duties, the flour baeocted wil ( = into the fixation of 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I admire the products, but as ele a - “9 ; * pee “ 
. j henile Moban ; ; price of wheat in the United State 
more than the gentleman admires his own products, and I The CHAIRMAN. The ti e tl seis : 
do not use them one-half as much. [Laughter. ] fie a moar oe > aah sora can en 
Mr. LANGLHY. I will leave that to our associates. ’ eee 


nothing about wheat, because they do not raise any in his dis 


’ ‘ . ‘ ; ‘ Mr. McG tE of Oklahor Mr hairman, in the « 
Mr. THOMAS. If there is anybody upon the face of this , m ig as : os a ee oe 
earth that ought to be for free corn and free wheat it is the | 7, (5 Gevate f have been npressed with the ominous § 
of the gentlemen on the other side of the House who 1 ‘ 


gentleman from the tenth district of Kentucky, for the greatest 


. 7 f . | districts vw re farming is he } f ocenpnation of their eo 
use that they make of corn and wheat in that district is to | ares = = . ee . a ae , . ; a ber pioh 
make liquor out of it, and they need corn and wheat shipped oo : ne = oa D Is e en moered Wi = th I s 
: * : . * : ; in Tense ) 1s lil m” T) \ As has been \ 1 
into that district for bread, and they ought to get it just as . = = : DD ' . ee . 


applied during weeks of secret Democratic caucus 
cheaply as possible. pplied du - weeks 0! Dem ae bt » and | 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? regret to say that those gent eme! most vigorous i the d 
Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. : of this 1 easure come from s¢ ions and cities whet the py I 
Mr. LANGLEY. Was the gentleman ever in the tenth districi ucts ol the farm — Tere ined and not where t Dt 
in his life? duced. It is my confident belief that the gentle ( on that ile 
Mr. THOMAS. Many a time. have presumed too much on the tolerance of the men who till 
Mr. LANGLEY. Then the gentleman did not observe very | ‘2¢ Sell. You know the farmer is not an agitator. You know 
much. 4 that, ‘omparatively, he is the least t irbulent of all the elet 
Mr. THOMAS. And the next time the gentleman runs for | °f ‘™erican citizenship. He es ; 
Congress I will be up there. [Laughter.] | ing, and patriotic; and yet you must not assume that he v 
Mr. LANGLEY. That is why I got a large majority, and the | SU?@!t Without protest to any pr meus FOU ay Saws Epos 
next time it will be unanimous. [Laughter.] him in your discriminations in favor of the great consu 
Mr. THOMAS. No; I have never been up there in the cam- | US and centers of population. We make requ a 
paign when the gentleman was running for Congress, and when | him more than upon any other clas ; . 
I do I will run him out of the district. [Laughter.] ’ : eee a Aa eal ¢ innit ' 
Mr. LANGLEY. Well, the gentleman will certainly not do it He iS the greatest guaranty Of perpetuity. He is 
while the moonshine lasts. ' | influence for good and the most powerful restraint 
Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for | He 18 opposed to mob violence. He fs an enemy of the B 
a question? : Hand. He vi ry properly has less respect for the crin 
Mr. THOMAS. One at a time. than he has for the criminal | i He has e sym 
Mr. SwIaZER. I would like to inquire whether the business | With the political demagogue, and much less with the demor 
of making moonshine whisky is a growing business in Ken- | “8 ‘ufluence of Tammany methods, wi * practiced 
tucky? 5 place or another. He believes in honest but 1 in ad 
Mr. THOMAS. In the tenth district it is. [Laughter.] capital, and will support it when it is employed hone 
Mr. LANGLEY. We make it to some extent in my district, | Ut he will fight it to the death when it is employed d 
but it is consumed largely in the gentleman's district, I under- honestly. ‘The supporter and friend of the honest e 
stand. S . as well as of the honest e1 loye uit the e1 


vitalizing influences of the Republic. He is the founda 





Mr. THOMAS. Now, if there is any other Republican over | his means and cap tal to oppress the em] oy : 
there who desires to interrogate me, let him rise. [Laughter.] | °° a ee So ne oe Bren ieee 
Mr. Chairman, in the first place, I am unalterably opposed to | narch of the mob. He = the enemy of bow 2 ae 
putting any food products of the people upon the tax list. I | criminal alike. He is neither a snob nor a toad C be 


believe that everything that the American people eat and wear | ~ equal opportunity and fair play He has no syu thy with 

and consume should be on the free 1 t, and I 80 intend to vote | bigotry or caste, but be reve Ss inst rely ‘ 

while I am in this Congress. are only entitled to consideration in proportion to their 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky | “U™S'C Yatue. The Decalogue is h s guide. He believes in the 

has expired. ’ sentiments expressed in the Declaration of Independence, i 
Mr. MURDOCK, Mr. Cl airman, the dangers of a haphazard cherishes but does not abuse the liberties guaranteed by the 

tariff are very clearly illustrated in the item upon which the Federal Constitution, 

committee is now working. The item is wheat, which bears here | You must not overlook that a people of such splendid qualities 

a 10-cent specific duty. Its product, flour, is given a 10 per cent | 


must be taken into account, else the day of reckoning wi me. 
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They are nearly forty million strong, or more than one-third of 
nll the people of the United States. They are entitled to greater 
considerntion than has been shown them in this bill and to a 
better defense from that side of this Chamber than you have 
imide for them. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Of the hundreds of amendments introduced by Republicans 
on this side of the House in the interest of the farmer you have 
not permitted one of them to pass, and this is conclusive evi- 
dence that you gentlemen from the farming districts have been 
bound hand and foot by your secret party caucus. You are 
efraid to speak against the amendments offered by Republicans, 
intended to sustain the price of farm products, because such a 
course would defeat you at the next election, and you can not 
speak for them because you have pledged in secret, behind closed 
doors, where the country can not see or hear you, to vote for 
this bill at any cost. You will not permit a yea-and-nay vote 
to be taken on the amendments offered by the Republicans, 
because such a course would put each of you on record and the 
people whom you represent would demand that you gentlemen 
from the farming sections repudiate this bill, and if you refused 
this demand they would force you out of public life. Your 
failure to speak for the measure as it affects the products of the 
farm is conclusive evidence that you know you are wrong. 
Your caucus rule will not let you speak against the bill and 
your constituents will not permit you to speak for it. You are 
having your way now, but the people will have their way later. 
You are repudiating the farmers now, but they will repudiate 
you at the ballot box and at the first opportunity. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

I am not opposed to party caucus on matters pertaining only 
to party interests, but you have no right as public officials and 
as representatives of the people and as the majority party of 
this House to debate and vote on this bill in secret caucus. The 
country is entitled to know what you are doing and saying 
when you are considering matters of public interest. Your con- 
stituents are entitled to know how much of this bill you are for 
and how much of it you are against. They will call upon you to 
explain why it is that you have kept this measure, so vital to 
the well-being and prosperity of every American citizen, for 
weeks in secret debate before it was permitted to see the light 
of day. 

The country will not tolerate this piece of secret legislation, and 
the only reason you sought darkness rather than light was be- 
cause your deeds were evil. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

In the light of the history of this bill it may be of interest to 
the House to read briefly from the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee, that you may understand something of the 
confidence that the southern Members have that the southern 
farmer will vote the Democratic ticket at any cost. 

In volume 3 of those hearings there is the testimony before 
that committee of a gentleman by the name of Cowan, a distin- 
guished citizen of the State of Texas, who was being interro- 
gated. Mr. JAMES, speaking to Mr. Cowan, said: 


Do you think free meat would ruin the cattle industry? 
Mr, Cowan. It would. 


Mr. JAMes. Did not all the Members of Congress from Texas vote for 


free meat 7 

Mr. Cowan. I think they all did. 

Mr. James. And were they not all overwhelmingly elected? 

Mr. Cowan. They were. We vote the Democratic ticket there in spite 
of polities; in spite of platforms; in spite of anything that is said in 
the platforms. IY the Democratic platform says prohibition, then we 
vote it. If it says anti, we vote that. 

Mr. JAMES. I know that is true. 

Mr. Cowan. You Fnow that, Mr. JAMES, just like I do. 

Since [T have adverted to the cattle industry, I shall indulge 
a little further in the discussion of prices. The following fig- 
ures taken from the census report of 1910 and also from reports 
made by the Agricultural Department will disclose to the farm- 
ers of my State and the country some startling facts, these 
figures being a comparison of the value of some of the principal 
products of the farm in Oklahoma under a Republican and 
Democratic administration, respectively. 

CATTLE. 

The Wilson bill, which ruined the country under the Cleve- 
land Democratic administration, provided for a duty of 20 per 
cent ad valorem on cattle. The present, or so-called Payne law, 
provides a duty of 274 per cent ad valorem, and the present 
Underwood bill, which will become a law, only provides for 10 
per cent ad valorem on cattle, or only one-half as much as the 
Wilson bill, which wrought such destruction to the farmers by 
the ruinous prices of cattle under it. 

In May, 1896 and 1897, the price of cattle on the Chicago 
market was $2 to $4.45 per hundred. On May 1, or the last of 
April, 1913, the same grade of cattle which brought only $3 in 
1896 and 1897 sold for $7.60 per hundred on the same market. 
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ROUND NUMBERS USED IN TOTALS. 

For the sake of convenience we will use round numbers 
giving totals rather than the detailed figures as we get 
from the census report. 

In the State of Oklahoma there are approximately 100 ««. | 
farms, according to the census report of 1910. The same re 
shows that there are a little less than 1,250,000 head of « 
in the State, an average of about 6 head to every farm 
will take these figures as a basis, and they are as nearly eo) 
as is possible to procure. The Federal census report shows | 
beef cattle were worth about $380 per head more in 1911 9») 
1912 under a Republican administration and a Republican { 
than they were in 1896 and 1897 under a Democratic qj); 
tration and a Democratic tariff, and the agricultural re) 
show that stock cattle were worth about $15 per head n 
1911 and 1912 than they were in 1896 and 1897, and t} 
average worth of all cattle under a Republican administr 
has been and is $20 more than under a Democratic adminis 
tion and a Democratic tariff. 

ONE HUNDRED AND TWENTY DOLLARS’ LOSS TO EVERY FARMEI 

Taking these figures as a basis, it will be observed th: 
cattle of my State were worth about $25,000,000 more und 
Republican administration and a Republican tariff than tly 
were under a Democratic administration and a Dem« 
tariff, or $120 to every farmer in favor of the Republican 
ministration. 


ul ( 





HORSES. 

The Federal census also shows that there were 800,600 head 
of horses in Oklahoma in 1910, or about 5 to every farm. A, 
cultural reports show that in 1896 and 1897, under a 1 
cratic administration and Democratic tariff, horses averaged *:\ 
per head. This would make Oklahoma’s 800,000 head of ho 
worth $24,000,000. In 1912, under a Republican tariff, the same 
reports show that horses averaged $110 per head. Thus wider 
a Republican tariff the 800,000 horses owned by the farmers of 
my State are worth $88,000,000, or $64,000,000 more than the 
same horses were worth under a Democratic tariff. 

MEANS $400 TO EVERY FARMER. 


This amounts to $400 to every farmer in the State. In oi! 
words, taking the facts and figures which can not be disputed 
every horse owned by an Oklahoma farmer was worth under 
a Democratic administration just $80 less than the same an 
was worth under a Republican administration. 

MULES. 

We will now take up some figures regarding mules, which : 
as startling as on other products. 

In 1910 there were more than 270,000 mules in the State of 
Oklahoma, or about 2 to every farm. In 1896 and 1897 mules 
averaged $40 per head, all in the State being worth a tot:! 
about $10,000,000. In 1911 and 1912 mules averaged $120 
head, making the total of Oklahoma’s 270,000 mules worth 
$30,000,000, a gain under the Republican administration 
$20,000,000 over what they were worth during the Democra! 
administration and a Democratic tariff. This amounts to S160) 
to every farmer in the State; that is, his mules were worth SS) 
a head more under a Republican tariff than under a Democr: 
tariff. 

Though this indispensable hybrid “can not boast of pride 
of ancestry or hope of posterity,” these figures are quite sulfi 
cient to make it hang its head in shame at such treatment from 
its nearest kin, the Democratic Party, and with such lau 
table lack of appreciation of party emblem one can not readily 
conceive how, in the light of such a record, an honest Den 
can look a mule in the face. [Applause and laugiter.] 

WHEAT. 


Oklahoma produces about 30,000,000 bushels of wheat anuu 
ally. That 30,000,000 bushels of wheat in 1896 and 1897 was 
worth 57 cents per bushel on the Chicago market, or a total 0! 
$17,000,000, under a Democratic administration. In 1910 and 
1911 and 1912 the average was about $1 per bushel. Oklahom:'s 
30,000,000 bushels of wheat, theu, would be worth $30,000,009 
under a Republican tariff as against $17,000,000 under a Deimo- 
cratic tariff, or a difference of about $75 per year to every 
farmer in the State. 

TOTAL LOSS TO EVERY FARMER IS $750. 


The loss to the farmers of Oklahoma alone under a Deto- 
cratic administration on only four commodities, viz, horses, 
mules, cattle, and wheat, is $122,000,000, or $750 to every indi- 
vidual farmer in the State. 

This is not taking into account corn, cotton, oats, potatoes. 
chickens, butter, eggs, and almost innumerable other things 
produced by the farmer, the difference in price being quite as 
much as it was on cattle, horses, mules, and wheat. 








STILL LOWER IN UNDERWOOD BILL. | 
| 
ere are very few people in my State and, in fact, through 


ountry who do not remember the appalling conditions 
ey were under the only Democratic tariff law that we have 


} 1 three-quarters of a century. and it should be borne in 
| that the present Underwood bill reduces the tariff still 
r than under the Cleveland administration, and it may be 
for the farmers of Oklahoma and the whole country to 


ember that you can not name one single article which you 


uce on your farm on which the tariff is not reduced. There 
some few advances in the Underwood bill. but in not one 


se are they in the interest of the farmer, and we are told by 
gentlemen who are inflicting this bill upon the American 
e that we are paying too much for the things that we eat, 
h is but another way of telling the American people that 


are paying too much for what the farmer produces.  [Ap- 
se on the Republican side.] 
Within the last half century the country tried you once 
re and you failed, and the fact that you are in power 


n does not mean that you have the confidence of the people. 


On the Ist day of this month President Wilson, your chosen 

eader, spoke at Newark, N. J., and in the course of his remarks, 
e flaying his own party in that State. said, in part: 
I want to say a few words about the Democratic Party. I want | 

e hody to realize that I have not been taken in by the results of 
t st national election The country did not go Democratic in ; 
N ber. It was impossible to go Republican because it could not | 
‘ vhich kind of Republican to go. | 
. . . a: | 

In this connection it may be of interest to quote from another | 
distinguished Democrat, and one who did more to elect Mr. | 
Wilson than any other man in America, not excepting Mr. 
Bryan. I refer to William R. Hearst, who has the most power- 
ful string of metropolitan dailies in the world. In an article | 
condemning and repudiating this bill and criticizing President | 
Wilson's free-trade policies, his papers, on the 13th day of April, 
said, in part: 

Mr. Wilson’s opposition to the protective tariff is not inherently or | 

tially Democratic. 

WILSON AN ENGLISH FREE TRADER. 

Tefferson, the founder of the Democratic Party, recognized the prin- | 

of protection, and advocated discriminating duties in favor of 

\ an shipping and recinrocity treaties in favor of American trade 

Mr. Wilson is fundamentally opposed to the principle of protection, 

{ his idea of radical, ruthiess tariff reduction is but an expression 
e English free-trade theories of Cobden and Mill. 

Mr. Wilson is an English free trader | 

Ile may obscure his utterances, but he can not conceal his acts | 

Mr. Wilson's political economy is the political economy of another | 

and of another age 
is the political economy of a nation that is passing and of an age 
t s past. 
Mr Wilson's theoris s are the theories of books, and of British books, 
of British books that are no longer believed by the patriotic and 
practical and progressive Englishmen of to-day 
rhe United States of America have given an example to the world | 
in progress and prosperity, in advancement and enlightenment, in | 
happiness and contentment ; } 
rhe nations of the world have turned toward this country in admira 
{ and amazement. 

The methods and systems and institutions of our country have been 
studied and imitated in every foreign nation except, perhaps, in | 
] land 

FEDERALISTS ALONE IN THE DARK. | 

England ts slow to learn and reluctant to learn, but, nevertheless, 
gl is beginning to learn, and the most advanced and intelligent 
t ght in England to-day is in favor of an imperial federation, with 
f trade among its component States and colonies, but with a policy 
of protection toward the rest of the world. y 

Germany and France have long prospered under prot ction and 
t igh intelligent appreciation and imitation of other American ideas 
and institutions. , ; 

rhe realization that this country is the greatest country in the world | 
and the appreciation of the causes which have made it the greatest 
country in the world are almost universal throughout the world except 
among the few remaining Federalists of the United States of America. | 

If there is to be tariff modification, the modern American policy | 
should be the original democratic policy of reciprocity and discrimi- | 
nating duties in favor of American products, American manufactures, 
American commerce, and American trade. | 


In our tariff we have a weapon with which we can withstand the 


tariff weapons of other nations, but we must not abandon our weapons | 
ntil other nations are ready to abandon theirs. | 
WHAT RECOMES OF RECIPROCITY? 
In the reduction of our tariff through reciprocity we have a method | 
by which we can compel the reduction of the tariff of other nations, 
it of what value will be a policy of reciprocity which does not go 
into effect until after our tariff reductions have been made? ; 
If we are to make tariff concessions which will be encouraging to 


the products and valuable to the producers in other nations, we should 
compel reciprocal concessions which will be equally stimulating to the 
products, equally beneficial to the producers, to the farmers, to the 
manufacturers, and the laborers in our own country. 

Through reciprocity tariff reduction can be made coincident and co- 
extensive with trade expansion. 

Through reciprocity the injury to our manufacturers, to our farmers, 
to our laborers, through the invasion of our markets by foreign prod- 
ucts, would be compensated for by the advantages obtained by our 


n 


manufacturers, our farmers, and our laborers in the opening of foreign 
markets to our trade and to our produce. 
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MOTIVE AN NSELFISH 

In the advocacy of intelligent ‘ than reckle and 
ruthless tariff reduction and mmercial ion, I have no lfish 
motives 

I have cattle ranches in Mexico nd it | d unde M Wil 
son's policy to bring bee ree inte Un i 

It would advantage me consider V sordid point of 
view, to have Mexican beef allowed ‘ nto t { 1 States market 

Sut, as a patriotic American citizen and a J mian Dem it 
I do not believe that Mexican be ot nv othe Mexican . t. 
should be allowed free into the markets the 1 ted til 
American goods are allowed free into t! markets of Mexico 

Under Mr. Wilson's program it is proposed to allow wh 
free into the market f the United States from Canad 

I use over $6,000,000 worth of white paper every ir { ! 1 
a merely selfish financial point of view it w ld benefit 1 er 
to have white paper admitted free into the markets of the United 8S 

NATION’S IN1 STS ARO' “ARTY 

But, again, as a patriotic Ame n t rand a Jeffe ian I ) 
crat, I do not believe that white pape1 iv othe ( ian prod : 
should be admitted free into the United St ntil t prod of 
the United States, or at least corresponding product of tl iy i 
States, are admitted fre into the markets of Can i 

The Canadians scornfully rejected our proy 

Are we in return to give them the full advant cip ty 
without securing any reciprocal advantages rv ourselves? 

I am loath to criticize the policy of the D weratic | tv. or of an 
man whom I labored to elect t IT am an Amertean first dal 
crat afterwards, and I can not consider t! nteres of my party ve 
the interests of my country 

I shall hope to see the Democratic Pat fulfill its duty a . 
to its opportunity. 

I shall support it gracefully when it is right, but criticize it 1 et 
fully when it is wrong ind I sil or to imnl it n t eo 
led by a Federalistic fetich away from the fundan tal prineipk of 
Thomas Jefferson, who was always not only a great Democra t 
great American 

VW rrAM R. ¥tt 

The foregoing remarks coming from any other than a ding 
and distinguished Democrat would be regarded as most excel- 
lent Republican doctrine. fut it means that Mr. Hearst has 
abandoned the free-trade-tariff-for-revenue-only policy of the 
Democratic Party and confesses that the R publ can P { is 
and always has been right. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, we: should not verlook the fact that th 
splendid word picture of Mr. Hearst, portraying the acknowl 
edged supremacy of the American people among th ther 
nations of the earth, is the direct and legitimate result of the 
policies and supremacy of the Republican Party in this country 
Protection and reciprocity have always been the watchwords 
of the Republican Party, and long as we adhere to them 
the Nation will succeed; and when we abandon them, we will 
fail. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment, which I send to the Clerk's des! 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 51, line 15, strike out the entir aragraph which read Vi if, 
10 cents per bushel,” and substitute therefor ft follow , \\ t 
wheat flour, and wheat millstuff 10 cent hundred | ! 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairmen, on behalf of the op 
in the tenth congressional district of Kentucky nd for th 
mountain people generally, I want here and now to deny é 
charge that it is the hotbed-of the moonshiners. If the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLry] had seen fit to retali 
ate on Mr. Tuomas, the other Kentuckian making the charge, in 
all probability he could have said, with much truth in the asser 
tion, that night-riderism runs mad in certain boasted sections 
of our Commonwealth, but I suppose he believed it to be his 
duty, and the duty of every Kentuckian, to defend the whole 
State of Kentucky and leave unsaid those things cal I 
to hurt or harm any part of it. [Applause.] 

Now, a word in regard to this pending amendment rhere 
is not a flour mill in the district I ha the honor to represent. 
The charge, too often bandied back and forth on tl floor of 
this House, that the Representative spe ig for certain 
interests in his district can not in this instan it least with 
truth, be laid at my door. 

The people of my district believe in equal opportunity n 


} 


workshop, mill, factory, and farm, and eqi 


il and exact iustice 
before the law. This present Underwood bill carries a dut rf 
10 cents a bushel on wheat and makes wheat flour and oil 
products of the mill free of duty. Does the Democrat jor 
ity suppose that they are going to fool the Amer f r 
by lulling him into the belief that he is being t l by a 
10-cent duty on wheat while flour is nut on the f st? 

The distinguished Member from I! Mir. IRAd a gen 
tleman for whom I have every respect, seid in his speech this 
afternoon that the country had already indorsed the provisions 
of this bill. in substance, by indorsing the farmers’ free-list bill 
and by returning to this House an overwhe g Democrati 
majority. I want to remind the gentleman from Illinois that 

there is all the difference in the world between king » eam 
paign on promises and performances. The Democrat Party 
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two years from now will be compelled to make their campaign 


on actual performances. The old law under which the farmers 
of this country have had unbounded prosperity and under which 
they felt secure in the good prices they were receiving is to be 


supplanted, and this new measure is to be put in its place. | 


What protection is there to the American farmer in the wheat 
he produces when you put flour on the free list? What pro- 


tection is it to the American farmer to permit Canada to ship | 


her flour to this country free of duty and then charge her 10 
cents a bushel on the wheat she ships? Canada would no longer 
ship any wheat to this country. She would manufacture it at 
home and send the flour over, and the flour, when sent here, 
would have the same depressing effect on the price of the 
farmer’s wheat as if Canada had sent her wheat here in the 
first instance. You are not protecting the farmers by this 
process. You can not fool them by this means. 

Canada in 1910 produced 95,000,000 bushels of wheat avail- 
able for export. Her total yield that year was 166,747,000 
bushels. She therefore produced twice as much as she needed 
for her own consumption and actually exported that year 
57,000,000 bushels of wheat, much of it coming to the United 
States. 

In that same year the United States exported only 114,000,000 
bushels of wheat. This gives some idea of what Canada will 
do when her 8,000,000 people reach the 100,000,000 point we 
boast of in this country to-day. 


The Canadian wheat lands, of which there are 30,000,000 
acres in the Provinces of Manitoba, Alberta, and Saskatchewan 
alone, average, when in cultivation, 22 bushels of wheat to the 
acre, while the average yield of the United States is only 15 
bushels per acre. Do you suppose that you are going to protect 
the American farmer in his price of wheat when you let Cana- 
dian flour into this country free of duty? 

And what has the American miller done to you that you 
should discriminate against bim in favor of the Canadian 
miller? What have the wage earners in the American flour 
mills done to you that you should discriminate against them in 
favor of the wage earners in the Canadian flour mills? When 
great flood disasters, such as the recent ones in the States of 
Ohio and Indiana and through the Mississippi Valley, visit our 
country, destroying life and property and laying waste the 
land, who is it, through generous contributions, comes to their 
assistance and relieves their suffering? It is the American 
mill owners along with other patriotic and whole-souled Ameri- 
cans. Who do we look to to build up and maintain our free 
institutions, improve our highways, erect our churches, and 
build up our schools and colleges. It is Americans. Americans 
ought not to be discriminated against by other Americans and 
in favor of foreigners. 

No doubt Canadian and other foreign newspapers and peoples 
are giving you much credit in your splendid work in favor of 
the foreigner, but our own American people will have a reckon- 
ing with you one of these days. I want to insert as a part of 
my remarks a telegram I received from the Cincinnati Chamber 
of Commerce; also a letter from the Washburn-Crosby Milling 
Co., of Louisville, Ky.; also an editorial from the Washington 
(D. C.) Post, in its issue of April 14, 1913. The matters re- 
ferred to are as follows: 


CINCINNATI, O10, April 30, 1913. 
Ilion. CALEB POWERS, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


By unanimous vote the board of directors of the Cincinnati Cham- 
ber of Commerce, at a meeting held April 29, adopted the following 
resolution, which is respectfully submitted for your attention: 


Whereas the Underwood tariff bill imposes a duty of 10 cents per bushel 

— foreign wheat and admits duty free the foreign milled products 
such foreign wheat; and 
Whereas this discrimination in favor of the foreign manufacturer is in 

contradiction alike of all accepted economie doctrine of the estab- 

lished tariff policy of all political parties and of all nations, and in 
effect pays a bounty to the foreign miller on all products of wheat 
sold by him in the markets of the United States; and 

Whereas if American flour millers have to pay a tax upon foreign- 
grown wheat, then a one justice requires that the foreign-milled 
products of such wheat shall pay an equivalent tax, and if foreign- 
milled wheat products are admitted duty free foreign wheat should 
be admitted duty free: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That believing the proposed legislation would inevitably 
destroy one of the most important manufacturing industries in the 
United States and that it would further result in most serious injur 
to the American farmer, the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, throug 
its board of directors, records itself as unalterably opposed, and ear- 
nestly urges upon the President and Congress of the United States the 
neconeny of placing both wheat and its products upon terms of absolute 
equality. 

Resolved, That copies of this preamble and resolution be forwarded 
immediately to the President of the United States, Senators and Con- 
gressmen from Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, the members of the Senate 
Finance Committee, and the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives. 


CINCINNATI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
W. C. CULKINS, Ewecutive Secretary. 
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| 
LOUISVILLE, Ky l 
Hon. Cates Powers, pone hori 
Congressman, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: We have just noted that the Ways and Means 
has inserted a paragraph in the proposed tariff bill admitt D 
milled products free of duty, at the same time imposing 
74 to 10 cents per bushel on wheat. 

We are addressing this letter to you with a view to Solicit 
| influence in opposition to legislation of this character for t 

potent reasons: First, to admit a manufactured product to this 
free of duty while imposing a duty upon the raw materia| 
legislation without equity or justice; second, such legislat 
tend to ruin the milling interests of the United States, an ind 
is to-day overdone some three or four times the necessities of t| 
and, were the markets available, the United States has milline . 
sufficient to grind all the wheat produced in both the Uniti 
and Canada. ; 

It can be readily seen how such legislation would injure thy 
industry, because it would open our markets to Canada for 
ment of flour and feed into this country absolutely free of d 
we as millers would be barred from buying wheat from Cap 
the purpose of grinding it into flour. : 

You will understand that were flour and milled products yp 
free list because of the call from certain sections se lower 
ucts, these latter sections would possibly be satisfied, but. 
hardly be protection to the farmer, and such action would no 
the farmer in the end because the shipment of wheat from (a; 
the United States in the form of flour would depress the ; 
as much as if sending in an equal quantity of wheat. The m 
United States would require less wheat because of the Cana, 
supplying the market with flour. Such legislation would 
ruin the milling industry of the United States, as not only 
open the doors for the shipment of flour from Canada, wh 
surplus of wheat over consumption is raised, but would a! 
doors for the possible shipment of flour from Argentina, 
or through milling in transit in Germany, France, and Eng! 
it could be manufactured into flour and shipped to New York 
phia, Boston, etc. 

We will greatly appreciate any efforts you may make wit 
to having this paragraph in the proposed tariff bill modit 
viding that wheat and its products—fiour and mill stuffs 

laced upon an equal basis. If it is necessary let us have f: 
ree flour, and free mill stuff, but in order to protect t! 
think that the duty should be made, say, 10 cents per 100 | 
wheat, 10 cents per 100 pounds on flour, and 10 cents per 100 
on mill stuffs. If 10 cents is too much for some of our friend 
it less, but under all circumstances let the tariff on the raw 
and the manufactured products be at least relatively the san 

This is an urgent appeal to you for your assistance in « 
with a matter that if put through along the line proposed | 
do greater harm to one of the leading industries of this co 
any other legislation could possibly do. 

Can we count upon you for your assistance? 

Very truly, yours, 


( 


WASHBURN-CROSBY MILLING Co. (I 
W. M. ATKINSON, General Manage 


[From the Washington Post, Monday, Apr. 14, 191°.] 
A WEEK OF THE TARIFF. 

The tariff bill, at the end of its first week “on trial l« 
country,” has not stood scrutiny imperviously by any means, 4 
volume of disapproval does not measure up to predictions, ex 
New England and the sugar and wool States. The usual dil 
experienced in fixing upon the precise effect of the changes. 

The publication of the bill, as it happened, found prices on a ¢d 
in practically all of the markets, financial and commercial, 
downward tendency was not traceable to the tariff appreciably 
in the securities of the new industrials. The depressing effect 
issues of railroad stocks on one hand and the flattering reports o 
conditions carried the lists downward at a rate that quite « 
the effe:t, if any, of the new element of weakness. A lingerin: 
that the Senate will modify some of the severities favored by the 1! 
sustains the feeling of confidence to no small degree, so that 
attitude of the upper body is fully disclosed the final judgm 
people can not be known. 

A number of cotton and woolen mills in New England have | 
down until the new basis of manufacturing can be more definite 
termined, and will remain closed, it is announced, if the outlook 
to brighten. Protests continue to pour in on Congress from all ‘ 
tions, but the work in caucus does not indicate that they are s 
the resolution of the leaders to put the bill through practically 

Foreign opinion of the bill runs strongly in the opposite di: 
as was to be expected. English manufacturers are overjoyed at 
prospect of vastly enlarged markets in America. The trade | 
over there look upon the bill as certain to give a great stimu! 
our imports, one of the publications declaring that it is the hi 
blow given to protection since the passage by Parliament of tl 
tariff 60 years ago. The German exporters also are on the tip! 
expectation, and the same buoyancy of feeling prevails in al! 
European and many Latin-American countries. Canada will p! 
portionately to a greater extent than any of the beneficiarie 
the open door extended to her agricultural, live stock, dairy, ma 
turing, and lumber industries. 


Mr. RAINEY. The difference, Mr. Chairman, between te 
Democratic Party, I will say for the benefit of the gentlemsn 
from Kentucky [Mr. Powers], and the Republican Party is tls 
in brief: The Republican Party makes promises before election 
and breaks them afterwards, while the Democratic Party makes 
promises before election and keeps them afterwards. [Appla Ise 
on the Democratic side.] And that is what we are doing how. 
Now, 10 cents a bushel does not protect the wheat farmer of (h's 
country. ‘They do not need protection against the wheat of 
Canada. Why, over in Canada they have a population ©! 
7,000,000 while in the United States we have 6,300,000 far ns 
and we have 12,000,000 farmers. We have almost twice 45 
many farmers as they have of men, women, and children in all 

| the Dominion of Canada. Talk about this great Republic crius- 
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efore Canada and before this tremendous influx of wheat? 
Why, we raise in the State of Illinois 25 bushels of wheat every 
vear for every one single bushel of wheat that comes into the 
Tnited States from Canada, and we are not pretending to be 
the createst wheat-raising State by any means. 

“\r. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAINEY. In a moment, if I have time. Talk about 
ecting the wheat farmers of the United States. Why, here 
On April 29 in Chicago 


figures of the present market. 

Mav wheat was selling for 92 cents. In Winnipeg it sold for 94 

vents on that day. On the 28th day of this month May wheat 
at 94 to 944 cents and it sold in Chicago for 


e 
‘ 


sold in Winnipeg 
4? cents. 


“vr. MILLER. Will the gentleman please yield? 


| 


} 





in this 


country they will not keep and carry into effect the 

kind of promises that our people in North Dakotn know they 

carried into effect when they were given an opportunity to man 

age the affairs of this Government. We did not have the pros- 

perity in Democratic days that we are now enjoyvir ind I want 

to say to my friends on the other side that the farmers of North 

| Dakota did not at all understand the promises that you made in 
the last campaign, if they are such as are being carried out in this 

crazy-quilt patchwork of a tariff bill. They did not understand 

that you intended to throw the farmers’ markets of this « ry 


Mr. RAINEY. Not now. 

Mr. MILLER. I can suggest something. 

Mr. RAINEY. I ean not yield now. On the 26th day of | 
wheat sold in Chicago for 92 cents (this is May wheat) 


au d it sold in Winnipeg for 98 cents. On the 29th day of April 
July wheat sold in Winnipeg for 95 cents and in Chicago at 92 


On April 28 July wheat sold in Winnipeg at 95 cents, and 
it sold in Chicago at 92 cents. On April 26 July wheat sold in 


celts 


Winnipeg at 943 cents, and it sold in Chicago at 91$ cents. And | 
the same thing holds good with reference to September wheat. 
Why, the farmers of this country, if they want to seil their 
wheat on the highest market, and that has been the way all | 
through this month, and it is usually that way—if they want to | 


sell their wheat on the highest market they ought to break 
down the barrier between this country and Canada—induce 
Canada to repeal its tariff of 10 cents to 12 cents per bushel on 
wheat—their general tariff enforced against us is 12 cents—so 


as to let our wheat go there and sell on the highest market. | 


The farmers of this country are not afraid of Canada. Three 
days ago contracts were made in St. Louis to sell flour ground 
here in the United States for delivery in Glasgow, where they 

e port mills, the port mills of England which, they say, 
threaten the mills of this country. 

They were contracting in St. Louis three days 
\merican wheat in this country and sell it in the port mills of 
Great Britain. That is the situation. Now I will yield. 

Mr. MILLER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman—lI 
suggest to him that if he had been as industrious in this as I 
know he wouid have been if he had had time he would find 
every year for the last 20 years 

Mr. RAINEY. I am not yielding for a speech, but just for a 


question. 


ago to grind 


Mr. MILLER. I want to make just a brief statement. 
Mr. RAINEY. I can not yield except for a question. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. For a question. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The sales that were made for July were 
speculative sales; they were not cash sales? 

Mr. RAINEY. That is the trouble. That is the reason why 
we ought to reduce the tariff on wheat. That is the reason why 
flour ought always to be free, to prevent the speculation in 
Chicago and up in Winnipeg. If it is possible to take it across 
the berder either way, they can not tell how or when to corner 
markets—gamble in wheat. If this gambling could be pre- 
vented, it would mean cheaper bread there and cheaper bread 
here. We impose this tariff for the purpose of revenue, and 
that is all, and that is the only excuse for any of these rates. 
We get $200,000 out of it a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the indulgence of the com- 
mittee to state that because 30 can not be equally divided by 4 it 


Inakes it difficult for the Chair to divide the time evenly. The 
Chair will recognize the next gentleman for two minutes. 
Mr. LANGLEY. Will the Chair allow me a suggestion? In 


order to be fair to each gentleman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time may be extended to 32 minutes. 
Mr. FOSTER. I object. 

tf. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
Norton] is recognized for two minutes. 

_Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to take the very short 
tine granted me to say that I am pleased to support the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. I have 
the honor to represent the greatest wheat-producing State in this 
Union. Nothing that I may say here this evening, I know full 
well, will change one single jot or tittle of this Democratic 
tariff bill. I have, however, during the past week been in- 
terested in the discussions that have been had on the different 
schedules. I have been particularly amused at the statement 
just made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rainey] that 
the Democratic Party always bas kept its promises. Their con- 
cealed promises are about the only promises they have kept in 
the past, and I sincerely hope that during the next few years 








| burn-Crosby Milling Co., 


open to the world. I am just as confident as that night follows 
day that these United States in the future are not going to con 
tinue as a free-tariff country or a Democratic tariff-for-revenue- 
only Nation; but that, on the other hand, it 

tinue as a nation of Americans, for American 


is going to con 


manufacturers, 


American laborers, and American farmers. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
HAMMOND] is recognized. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to say a word particularly to 
certain of my colleagues from Minnesota to whom I made a 
statement the other day. I said that Mr. Crosby, of the Wash 


had stated to me that he preferred the 
present rates and provisions in this bill in reference to wheat 


and flour to free wheat and free flour. I so understood Mr. 
Crosby to state in a conversation I had with him. I desire to 
say that I have received a telegram from him in which he 


states that that is not his position, and that I must have mis- 
understood him. As he is a gentleman who makes no misstate- 
ments, I desire in this public way to correct, in so far as [ may, 
any misapprehension that may have been caused by my 
understanding of his remarks. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] h 
figures as to the number of barrels of flour made in ¢ 
in Canada, the great country to the north of us, 
we fear so much. Assuming that his figures 
not know—Canada made, in 1912, a little 
barrels of flour. 

I desire to say that one flouring concern in the city of Minne 
apolis in six months will turn out that amount of flour and 50 
per cent more; that the amount stated, great it may 
appear, is not so great an amount as would disturb conditions. 
Why, if that one milling concern should shut down for six 
months, 50 per cent more flour would be deducted from the 
flour product of the world than the amount given by the gentle- 
man as Canada’s yearly production. 

Another thing: About 54 bushels of wheat go into a barrel of 
flour. 


mis- 
is given us 
‘anada 

from which 
are right—I do 
than 2,400,000 


less 


sO as 


Mr. ANDERSON. Four and one-half. Does the gentleman 
yield right there? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The very least amount that goes into a 
barrel of flour is 44 bushels and the highest is £ 

Mr. HAMMOND. Well, 5 or 54 would be a fair estimate, 
would it not? 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is plenty. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. Well, assuming that it takes as 


much wheat up in Canada to make a barrel of flour as it does 
in other places, and making the liberal estimate of 5 or 54 
bushels to the barrel, there must be something less than 
15,000,000 bushels of wheat ground into flour in Canada if the 
gentleman’s figures are correct. Why, the wheat farmers of 
the United States furnish to the millers of this country all the 
flour they want to grind, and then send abroad twice as much 
wheat as that. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen 
man allow me just one question there? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Is not the gentleman aware of 
the fact that the average daily capacity of grinding in Canada 
is 111,000 barrels a day,instead of the figures of the gentleman 
from Kansas? That is a fact, as I am telling you. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will say to my colleague that I do not 
know the grinding capacity of the mills in Canada, and I do not 
know the number of barrels of flour ground there last year. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. One hundred and two million 
bushels were ground last year. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then the statement of the gentleman from 
Kansas is incorrect, and it was upon that statement that I 
based my remarks. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Twenty-two million 
and that would require 102,000,000 bushels of wheat. 


tle 


barrels, 
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went to my friend from Kansas and asked him to show me his ported and shipped to the Duluth market, stored in } 


| elevators at Duluth in bond, 22,000,000 bushelsof wheat, 
to illustrate, at any rate, the comparatively slight importance of | 


figures, and I took them as he gave them to me. But it serves 


the wheat ond flour of Canada as compared with the wheat 
raised in this country and with the flour made here. 

Now, while we may think that it would be better if there 
were a straight rate upon flour in this bill in place of the con- 
tingent rate that is given, nevertheless I am satisfied that 
there is some advantage to the American miller in the plan 
proposed, and I believe it will be of benefit both to the raiser 
of wheat and the maker of flour. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. HELGESEN rose 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. HELGESEN. I would like to have two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The debate has been limited by order of 
the committee. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 


The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the | 


“noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I demand a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN Is this vote on the Powers amendment or the 
Langley amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Powers]. 


Mr. MANN. I thought it was the other way. That is all | 


right. 

The CITAIRMAN. The Chair said “the amendment of the 

nileman from Kentucky.” He did net call the name. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 107. 

So the ainendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, this is the amendment for 
the increase to 25 cents a bushel. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is an amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. 

Mr. NORTON. I demand a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 60, noes 115. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to offer an 
amendment in the way of a new paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from. Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 51, line 15, after the word “bushel,” insert as a new para- 
rrapn: 
me 198}. Wheat flour and semolina, 45 cents per barrel of 196 pounds.” 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, that is the exact rate neces- 
sary to equalize the duty of 10 cents per bushel proposed in the 
pending bill. I desire the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Rarnry] for just a moment, if I may have it, that 
I may call his attention to a fact related to the prices on wheat 
that has hitherto escaped his attention; and I am afraid that 
lack of information is illustrative of many of the reasons why 
certain schedules in the bill are as they are. He read to us 
the present prices of wheat in Winnipeg and Chicago, and it 
was no doubt to his surprise and that of the House that the 
price in Winnipeg was higher, and upon that he based the state- 
ment that we should let down the bars so that our American 
farmers might sell their wheat in Canada. But, Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman should learn now that every year for a period of 
our months, during which time not a bushel of wheat is sold, 
he qnotations at Winnipeg are higher than at Minneapolis, 
Duluth, or Chicago, and that during the other eight months of 
the year, when every bushel of wheat grown in Canada or 
America is sold, the price at Minneapolis and Duluth is from 
i0 to 14 cents higher than it is at Winnipeg. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

Mr. Chairman, I am one who believes that the duty on flour 
is a protection to the farmer in the matter of his wheat. In 
round numbers, we raise in this country about 600,000,000 
bushels of wheat each year. The mills consume for flour pur- 
poses about 500,000,000 bushels. If we strike a blow at the mill- 
ing business, we certainly do an injury to the best market the 
farmer has for his flour. Wheat is grown for practically no 
other purpose but to make flour, and if we injure the milling 
industry we certainly injure the wheat industry. 

Gentlemen have indulged themselves in the statement that 
wheat is not imported from Canada into the United States 
to-day in any considerable quantities. I would invite their 


4 
i 








it is the first year the great influx has come. 
you knock down the duty on wheat still further, so t 
imported wheat can pay the duty, instead of being ex 
in bond, it will be milled in the States. 

I am frank to say that what I am now saying is 1 
welfare, perhaps, of the milling industry in my own ci 
believe it is for the welfare of the milling industry 





surprised at the statement. So I | attention to the fact that during the last season there , 


Mr. Chai 


if 


United States and the farmers of the United States, ‘I 


then would like free wheat and free flour, but I b 
protective duty on both. It may be easy for some | 
that by reason of their great capitalization, great org 
and scattered condition over the land, the milling i: 
the United States can compete with the world. 


That is true when that industry can compete with t! 


on even terms, but handicap them by duty wheat 
flour and they can not possibly do so. Not in all 
they compete now. 

Mr. Chairman, at the head of Lake Superior th 
several mammoth flour mills that have not turned 
10 years. I do not ask that a duty be placed upo 
enable those mills to start again. You can not do it. 
at that point and listen to the whir of the flour mills 
Canada, across the line, where new mills have been co) 
during the past year and many more are projected ; but \ 
not to put this handicap upon the milling industry of t! 
States, that the flour mills in Minneapolis, in Ki: 
Kansas, in Missouri, in Georgia, may not be like th: 
with cobwebs in the machinery and panes out of the \ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask unanim 
that debate on this paragraph and amendments close 
utes, 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like a couple of minutes 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I should like two minut 

Mr. MANAHAN. I should like five minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I should like some tin 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, everybody can 1 
every paragraph. I should like to accommodate s 
men on this side. I will ask unanimous consent that « 
this paragraph close in 20 minutes and that the time | 
to 4 minutes each. 


Mr. MANN. That will take care of the gentleman fro: 
nesota, the gentleman from Oklahoma, the genticm 


North Dakota. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I will yield to the gentleman fron 


sota [Mr. MANAHAN]. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will modify 


quest. I ask that debate be closed in 24 minutes and tl 
ers be limited to 3 minutes each. 


ic 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama ask 


mous consent that debate close in 24 minutes, recoguition t 


for 3 minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret the poverty 


accorded us on this great question. It does not strik 
fair, but it is as fair as the tariff is to the people of Mi! 


‘ 


The tax on wheat at 10 cents a bushel with flour f 


is a “con” case, designed to obtain votes by false p 


I never realized until this discussion came up the app 


It may be good politics, but it is poor patriotism—i1 


Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that I have not 


to show the iniquity of this proposition. I regret it exc 
because it is not only dishonest to the farmers of my State, ! 
to the American people. 
eruelest blow that can be struck against labor, and I am am 
that the Representative from Illinois [Mr. BucCHANAN . 
resentative of labor, does not appreciate the great truth thet ! 
you make farming so miserable for the farmers and unprolt- 


To break down agriculture 


fraud. It is dishonest. [Applause on the Republican side 
The gentlemen who drew this schedule know that wheat ! 
be ground into flour before it is used. Possibly the pre! 
Democrat used wheat before it was ground, but it only ser 
to develop his teeth and grazing ability, and possibly deve 

his ears at the expense of his intellect. [Laughter.] 


( 


Trop} 

ness of the great symbol of Democracy, represented by the st 
borness of the mule. You can not convince these gent! 
any proposition, and the reason given by the gentleman 
Illinois [Mr. Rarney] is that they promised the Ani 
people before election they would give them free flour and \ 
and they have got to keep their promise, regardless 0 
merits of the proposition. 


is wicked—to destroy the great industries of a great Stit 
the sake of keeping a promise made for political effect. 


th 
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e. and so unsatisfactory to the farmer’s boys and girls, they 


‘ keep on congregating in the city and making the laborer’s lot 


harder and more fiercely competitive and the farms poorer and | 


productive and profitable, 
the 


thus bringing wholesale depres 


and poverty to Nation. You have got to have the 
farmer prosperous in order to have labor succeed, because if the 
farmers are prosperous the whole Nation is and the demand 


This is a dishonorable tariff as far as the 
ulturists of the country are concerned, and an unfortunate 
for men and women who work. [Applause on the Repub 

n side.] 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I want to ex- 
my opposition to this paragraph and the preceding one. 
It matters not what is said on this floor, it matters not what 
may be said in the future, the farmers of this country under- 


labor is heavy. 





stand thoroughly this proposition, and they believe that a re- 
duction of duty on wheat or the placing of flour on the free 
list will seriously injure their business, and I agree with the 


farmer. 


PETITION FROM OKLAHOMA FARMERS. 


I want to present to the House a petition from the farmers 
of my district. It is as follows: 


MOORELAND, OKLA., April 26, 1913. 


Hon. Dick T. MorGan, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: 
Whereas the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representa- 


tives has prepared a tariff bill for the revision of the tariff; and 
Whereas by the terms of the said proposed bill all tariffs would be re 
moved from flour; and 
Whereas by the terms of the said bill it is provided that a tariff of 10 
cents per bushel shall be maintained upon wheat; and 


Whereas it is evident by removing the tariff from flour the price of flour 
will necessarily be lowered, and in that manner and to that extent 
will necessarily lower the price of wheat correspondingly ; and 

Whereas the effect of the removing of the tariff from flour will neces 

rily be to reduce the price of wheat, thereby reducing the price of 
t land upon which wheat is grown in the United States; and 
Whereas the removal of the tariff from flour will necessarily reduce the 


price of wheat to an export value and maintain same throughout every 
month in the year, thus depriving us of our domestic value, which 
sually is from 10 to 15 cents per bushel higher than export values, 
and thus putting our wheat in competition throughout every month 
in the year with the vast wheat-growing countries of the Canadian 
Northwest, Argeniina, and Russia, which countries can not produce 
anything but wheat, and which countries can produce wheat at a 
lesser cost of production than we can in our country; and 

Whereas the removal of the tariff from flour will necessarily transfer 
the milling business from the mill centers in the United States to 
the Canadian mills and other countries producing a surplus of wheat, 
and in that manner depreciating the value of all milling property, and 
transferring the labor employed in the milling coneerns in the 
— States to the milling concerns located in foreign countries; 
ane 

Whereas we, the undersigned farmers and pioneers of northwest Okla- 
homa, have helped develop northwest Oklahoma into a wheat-grow- 
ing country, ont the reduction of the price of wheat would naturally 
ffect our accumulation of a lifetime: 


Therefore we, the undersigned farmers, do hereby earnestly protest 





iinst the removal of the tariff from either wheat or flour, and do 
yy urge you as our Representative in Congress to use your best 


forts and influence in maintaining the tariff on both wheat and flour, 

) the end that we may not suffer disastrously from the passage of 

s bill. 

Respectfully, 
John J. 


Bouquot, Geo. Knittel, G. W. Tyford, F. J. Knittel, 


J. F. Butcher, W. M. Blevins, J. C. Triplett, A. B. 
Catlett, Albert Geerdet, H. M. Wyckoff, Joe Lowell, 
W. J. Shaw, Wm. H. Lintner, O. A. White, B. J. 
Durant, J. E. Taylor, J. G. Carter, Geo. F. Ruttman, 
oO. P. Clifton, R. C. Robinson, A. 8S. Jeniseh, L. E 
Bouquot, BE. L. Leighton, 8S. Luellen, D. I. Harper, A. P. 
Atkinson, M. L. Cobb, A. D. Bailey, M. Matthews. 


I next present a letter from Mr. H. K. Schafer, manager of the 
Canadian Mill & Elevator Co.: 

EL 

Hon. Dick T. MorGAN, Washington, D. C. 


Drar Str: We sincerely hope that the grain producers’ interests, to- 
gether with the milling-industry interests, will be considered when the 
tariff bill is taken up in the Senate. We understand this bill is designed 
to protect the consumer of flour by having flour on the free list and 
to protect the producer of wheat by having a tariff on wheat. In this 
connection wish to say, however, that the producer gets no protection 
whatever, from the fact that immediately when flour is imported into 
this country the producer's wheat must necessarily recede in price to a 
level that will enable the miller in this country to cope with his foreign 
competitor, who imports the cheaper flour; and, speaking from the 
miller’s viewpoint, there is no question but what it would be a direct 
discrimination to have flour on the free list and wheat protected by 
duty. If the interest of the millers and milling industry would be 
protected: like the interests of other manufacturing industries, the miller 
Should be entitled to free wheat and a duty on flour; however, if this 
can not be granted, we request that you urge by all means to at least 
keep flour and wheat and the products from wheat on a parity; that 
iS to say, if wheat bears a duty, let flour and other products of wheat 
bear a proportionate duty. 

We sincerely request that you give this matter serious consideration 
and see to it that the producer of wheat as well as the miller gets 
protection he is justly entitled to, 

Yours, truly, 


RENO, OKLA,, April 28, 1913, 


CANADIAN MILL & ELEVATOR Co., 
H. K. ScHAPER, Manager. 
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OKLAHOMA Crry, OKLA ipril i 
Hon. Dick T. M An, M. ¢ 
Weshi dD. ¢ 
DEAR Sir: We t t t the 1 t ff bill place Ned « 
meal, nd oat | 1 the ! f ind 
American manufacturer of rolled vel » that Con al 
j ea tariff on t in i t | ' 
of raw n ‘ il whic 1 kore 1 \ 
unchanged 
We believe a duty of 55 cents per hund 1 pov Is or led oa nd 
oatmeal and 15 cents on oat feed oa } ymuld be 1 
Dp rtions with the proj id on raw 1 te il nd co 
mea e of protection d the Ar im mar t ! 
Under t proj i ea I i nd il | 
United States would be wholly e m if forelen compet 
n e especially with ¢ ada, sin the | eT ti v t 
have the opportunity f importin raw |! ! » t 
as his foreign competitor could ship into the United States h 
actured products 
It seems to us that from such an un td ination \ 
raw and manufactured pr ts, me I wrt of a di is end \ 
come to our home anufa ers 
In thus exterminating tl he > manuf . we in e in our 
imagination uch dest { n ft t he ket for raw mat i 
to render the profit to the producer al: st. if not quite, extinet 
Anything which you can conscienti« ly do in defeat of the } ed 
act, placing this item on the list, we ‘sure you will be d ip 
preciated, not only by ourselves and home manufacturers, b the 
farmers as well 
Yours, very truly, CarroLtL, Brovucn & RosBINS 
By J. ‘TT. Rost N, 
Sceretary and T) 
Et Reno, OKLA ipril 5, 1 
Hon. D. T. Morcan, 
liouse of Representatives. Washington, D. C 
Dear Str: We received word that the new tariff bill about to be 
considered tn Congress provides a duty of 74 cents a bushel on w it 
while flour and feed are placed on the free list We immediately ired 
you that this would be a deathblow to the milling industry of thi 
country, urging that flour, feed, and wheat all be put on a parity 
We do not know the exact figures, but think on a 10 years’ average 
the farmer receives 2 to 3 cents per bushel above the export price for 
his wheat. This is due to domestic requirements being so close to pro 
duction Domestic consumption, of ex . is entirely by miller and 
should they be eliminated the farmer would be forced to sell his entire 
crop for export at a considerably lower price than he has heretofore 
been getting 
The millers do not ask for any protection or favors of any kind 
they are surely entitled to the same advantage from our Government 
as the Canadian and English millers This bill in effeet, however, dis 
criminates against us in favor of t foreigner 
Trust that you will see the injustice of this act and will succeed in 
securing this parity of duty on grain and flour and feed 
Yours, truly, Ei Reno MIL. & EnpvatTor Co., 


fitUMPHREY, 
Necretary and Trea 


K. E 


Mr. Chairman, upon this matter of a tariff upon agricultural 
products I like to look at it from a broad national viewpoint. 
There are 3,000,000 square miles of area in continental United 


States, 1,.908,000,000 acres of land. Eight hundred and eighty- 
five million acres are included within our farms. Four hun 
dred and eighty-five million acres of that land in farms are 
improved. In other words, only one-half of our farm lands 


to-day are improved. Three-fourths of the area of our country 
is not improved. The men who have given the greatest study 
to this agricultural question believe in intensifying our farm- 
ing, in scientific farming, in aiding and developing the great 
farming interests of this country so as to enable them to pro 
duce what is necessary for all our people. 

Give our farmers a fair chance, give them prices that will 
make their labor remunerative, and they will furnish products 
in abundance for all. 

The farmers are entitled to the same protection we give the 
manufacturers. Competition is no more injurious to the manu 
facturer than to the farmer. ‘The farmer is entitled to the home 
market as much as the owners of our manufacturing plants. 
To open our markets to the cheap farm produets of Canada, 


Mexico, South America, and other countries where the price 
of labor is often not one-fifth what it costs the farmer in this 
country is unjust, unfair, and not for the welfare of any class 
of our citizenship. Farming is not only the chief industry of 
Oklahoma, but it is the greatest industry of the Nation. If our 


legislation makes the farmers prosperous, all other classes will 
share in that prosperity 
The provisions of this bill are also unjust to the millers of 


this country. 


Why should we enact laws that will embarrass or end r 
any industry? Why should we legislate in a way that w 
depreciate the value of the mills in this country? I protest 
against the provisions of this bill relating to wheat and flour 
as detrimental to both the farmers and millers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla 


homa has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gen 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Rarney] to answer a question. He 
has just stated that May wheat was selling in Ohicago for 92 
cents and on the same day in Winnipeg for 94 cents. Does the 
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gentleman have reference to the present market and the 1912 
crop? 

Mr. RAINEY. That refers to the present prices in Chicago. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber, you have been deceived, unless 
you have made an independent investigation. I trust that this 
House wants to be fair. I trust that the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Rainey] wants to be fair, and I want to say to you 
that the prices of wheat that Mr. RAINngey gave are on a par 
with a great many other things that evidently have crept in 
here, 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I read those quotations from 
the Chicago Inter Ocean, a Republican newspaper. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Very good. I am going to relieve 
the gentleman of the position in which he has placed himself. 
I want to say it is unfair, and I want to say that no man can 
take up one of these schedules and digest it within a year, 
while we are forced to pass upon the entire bill within a week. 
If we had a proper tariff commission, we would have authentic 
and unbiased information. I am going to quote to you the 
actual range of prices covering a sufficient length of time to 
warrant their use as actually showing the facts. 
£ table contained on page 425 of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, pre- 
pared by the Tariff Board, which shows the price of wheat in 
Minneapolis and in Winnipeg for 6 years, and out of the 72 
months only six times was the average price higher in Winnipeg 
than in Minneapolis. EKighteen times it was more than 10 cents 
higher in Minneapolis than in Winnipeg, and 45 times it was at 
least 5 cents higher in Minneapolis than in Winnipeg. When 
you confine yourself to one single year in getting statistics it is 
not fair. It is misleading, and it shows you have not investi- 
gated the subject, and anyone who relies on that statement is 
depending on information that is not reliable. Let me tell you 
why the price of wheat in Chicago and Minneapolis to-day is 
less than it is in Winnipeg. If you will just go out to the great 
States of North and South Dakota and Minnesota and see what 
we produced in 1912, you will understand. Out of 621,000,000 
bushels of wheat produced in the United States we produced in 
those three States 265,000,000 bushels. Do you not think that 
that will affect those markets. We never had such a crop and 
probably will never have such a crop again. When you are 
estimating prices do not confine yourself to 1 year. Cover a 
period of 10 years if you can—the further back the better. 
When you take an isolated case and base your argument on that 
to show that the prices in Chicago and Minneapolis are lower 
than in Winnipeg, I say it is manifestly unfair; and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Rarney] should have known it, and 
especially since he is the member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee having charge of this schedule and upon whom the mem- 
bership of the House must rely for its information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to 
some of the remarks of gentlemen on the other side, particu- 
larly the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMoNpD] and a 
few others who said that we have nothing to fear from Canada. 
Evidently they are proceeding upon the theory that when this 
bill is passed all progress is going to stop, not only in this 
country but in Canada. Canada is a new country, and I pre- 
suime there is not a man on that side of the House who realizes 
that you can draw a line through the city of Winnipeg north 
and south, and that the Canadian territory west of that line 
will support the entire population of the United States. They 
do not realize that Canada is in the near future going to raise 
more wheat annually than the United States has ever raised 
in all its history, and that, Mr. Chairman, means that we will 
have something to fear, providing they can raise the wheat 
more cheaply than we can. On the subject of the price of 
wheat, let me illustrate: A neighbor of mine last fall took two 
samples of wheat from my home town to Saskatchewan, where 
some of his relatives live. One sample was graded as No. 1 
northern in my town and the other was graded as No. 2. 
When he got to Saskatchewan, for the No. 1 northern he was 
offered No. 4, and the other, our No. 2, they would not grade 
at all. 

Now, the way they grade their wheat in Canada, No. 1 hard 
is quoted at a high price, but no wheat is ever sold or scarcely 
any at the No. 1 price. The price they do sell their wheat at 
there is such that were they to cross this line they would get 
from one to four grades higher on this side than on the other. 
If you take that into consideration, my friends, there will be a 
vast difference in our favor between the Canadian price and the 
American price, and when you talk about their milling capacity 
they have more water power than we have, so that they can 
extend their milling capacity without limit. If you think for 


I have here | 
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one minute they are not going to remove the duty on flo, 
goes into Canada in order to get the benefit of free flony | 
you are assuming they are a lot of idiots, and they have de, 
strated in the last few years that there is no more es) 
intelligent business men on earth than the Canadian, and 
are going to remove the duty on our flour in order that they 
enjoy the greatest market the world has got. We consi) 
per cent of all the manufactured products of the world, and 
can rest assured it is not long before Canada is going ¢ 
advantage of what you are offering them in this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the p 
of the committee now, they promised free food in the . 
bill, and for that reason they put flour on the free list a 
heard from the millers of the country. I heard some , 
of that in my own office, and for reason of these loud 
they concluded to break 10 per cent of their promises ; 
and report a duty of 10 cents on wheat and 10 per cent o 
As long as you have broken your promises, why not vive 
that would be proportionate, so there will not be any | 
portation of free articles and you will raise the reven 
are so anxious about. I heard some echoes about bu 
and a gentleman came into my office, who lives in my 
who said he had the largest buckwheat mill in the coun 
not in the world, perhaps, which ground exclusively bu 
flour, and they had a meeting of a large number of millers 
buckwheat flour, from Pennsylvania, and they sent him « 
as the buckwheat spokesman. He said he wanted one of 
things—either free buckwheat or a duty on buckwheat 
They have got the buckwheat on the free list. He wanted 
know what he should do. I told him I did not have anyt) 
more to do with this bill, thank God, than he did, and of 
things that have been charged agsinst me I was not respon 
for a line of it. But I did tell him where I thought he s! 
go to interview some men, and he seems to have gotten 
work. 

I told him that it was an uphill job, because the Membe: 
our State was more interested in some things down ; 
Manhattan Island than in raising buckwheat and making } 
wheat flour up in my district, and the gentleman from Pe 
vania had his hands more thar full, but he went notwithis 
ing, and what was the result? Why, to even up things th 
buckwheat on the free list as well as buckwheat flour, 
have another thing added to the inharmonious aspect of 
bill running through every other line of it. Buckwheat 
buckwheat flour free, wheat on the dutiable list and 10 j» 
on flour, but to be free in the end. They make prom 
break them, because they know and everybody knows C 
will take off the little duty on flour in order to set to w 
mills of Canada, which have the capacity to make 50 pet 
more flour than they are making now. Oh, it is a b 
bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the committee has alr 
termined by a vote to keep the duty of 10 cents per b 
wheat. By all principles of fairness if there be a duty of 19 
cents per bushel on wheat the amendment to place a duty 01 
ought to prevail in the interest of having wheat mi 
flour in our own country instead of in Canada. I was | 
however, and somewhat surprised to hear my distin 
friend from Kansas [Mr. MurpockK] apparently advocate 
a reduction on wheat or a duty on flour. The pending m 
carries 10 cents a bushel on wheat and no duty on flour ex 
under certain conditions. 

When the duty on wheat was 25 cents a bushel inst 
cents a bushel, the distinguished gentleman from Kansas | 
Murpock] a year ago voted to place flour on the free list, 
25 cents a bushel still remained on wheat—much more onerous 
for the miller than the proposition of 10 cents a bushi! | 
wheat and no duty on flour. He not only voted for the | 
when it passed the House, but he voted to override the veto | 
the President after the President had vetoed the bill on (4 
distinct ground that to leave a duty on wheat at 25 celts a 
bushel and then place flour on the free list would be destrt 
tive of American milling interests. And I am delighted an 
pleased beyond measure that we have gathered to this side © 
the House the gentleman from Kansas, now in favor of tl 
proposition which he then voted against. [Applause 00 the 
Republican side. } 

The CHAIRMAN. 
posed—— 

Mr. ANDERSON. 


id of 1 


\fr 


> Phew 


The question is on the amendment pro- 


Mr. Chairman, has the time expired? 


The CHAIRMAN. The time has not expired. There are six 
minutes remaining. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog: 
nized for three minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate wy 
colleague from Minnesota [Mr. Hammonp] on the frankness 
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squareness which characterized the statement which pref- | ing the further fact that she has 30,000000 aeres of wh: 
| his remarks a few moments ago. The squarene wis like | lands available for the production of wheat, has a populat 
1d worthy of him, and I want to express for myself and | only 8,000,000 people, while the United Stat has a popu 
colleagues our appreciation of his action. I only regret | of about 100,000,000 people. 
: . . . | mn e ‘ . 
his Democratic colleagues on the committee do not appear | The CHAIRMAN. The time of 1 itleman from K 
i g to protect the interests of the State of Minnesota | tucky has expired. All time has expired The a { 
», |} agreeing to the amendment offered by the gent] 
I realize that gentlemen on that side of the aisle will not pay | Minnesota [Mr. Miter]. 
h attention to what we Republicans may say, and so I want | The question was taken, and the Chairman announced 
read for your edification a letter which I received from a| the noes appeared to have it. 
ong Democrat in my district. It is as follows: Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division « 
a ‘ | The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, 
Preston, Fillmore County, Minn., April 191 So the amendment was rejected. 
SyDNEY ANDERSON, The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
nr Str: As a lifelong Democrat, but never an office seeker, I want The Clerk read as follows: 
st against the finan ial idiocy that tak the tariff! from flour 199. Biscuits, bread, wafers, cake » other baked articles 
leaves it on wheat I levoted to Democ - Dp ples, and | ever name iow : shyt ; 
' ‘ ' aS esis Ne ; i a ver ni know vyhen ned its, fruit, o1 
proven the fact by answerin ie call of Dougla ind Logan tO | tioner f anv kind , +} = a 4 
} 1 of ¢ ' ONeTY O1 ny Rind, and without re rd to ft mponent mat 
nd by the Union, wearing a blue uniform as a Democrat and remain- | epjog Yat S ner cent ad va 
one since, while knocking ot 1 living by hard vy ; This entitles | 7 : s ; 7 
; : , : as p> : : 
in my opinion, to the privilege of protesting against being financially | Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amend 
iered by a bunch of Democratic theorists who never did an honest The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. R: 
work in their lives. What are the dairy farmers of your district ee ad d + = cae ; . 
to do for mill stuff with the mills shut down? We raise no | OF — S COUREESICS GENETIC! hich the Clerk will repot 
to speak of. Leaving the tariff on wheat and taking it off The Clerk read as follows 
transfers the milliag industry to Canada, Any fool can see that. | On } » 51. line 17. a { vord “ article insert ¢ 
the tariff on both or ta t of from bot Can not you make my | puddin , : 
© , 7 i PXana ~~ 
ead brother Democrats see this? Or will the owners of the |! ‘ ; 
LD) ratic donkey have to pull its ear We who own it are competent Mr. MANN. You will be a pudding for us! 
io the job. ‘ is aS = , amelie Manns The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the ; 
SUlistactiol Wiil it t elt ( nsu LO u Canadian Hour . : . 
> willie are shut Gow: Will he get it any cheaper? By no | Ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RArney]. 
: he will pay more. After the 10-cent tariff on wheat has closed | The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to 
ills, consumers will have to pay the penalty that monopoly exacts.| Mr RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer another committe 

\ n we can not get bran and short x” our cows, except from Canada, | _ Rat 
farming will suffer a more severe blow than my fellow partisan, | “72echament. 

B son, has sought to inflict upon us in his oleo propaganda. Phe CHAIRMAN (Mr. Suertey). The gentleman from Illi 
ight iz he ous¢ of oul rieuds is he lege St rO8 for . rt rie He « — ‘ } . 
ughtered in the ho eA a _ iS the | gend I suggest for) (Mr, RaInry] presents a committee amendment which the Clet 
mbstones of Democrats crushed by a tariff provision that benefits 7) on . 

American, and I wonder what there is in Democracy that goes to | Will report, 
me men’s heads and makes them foolish. Don’t hesitate to read this The Clerk read as follows: 
to my fellow Democrais. [| am not an efiice seeker, only a voting oO m1] oo — “de * ‘ 
; a : : ; 7 . n page 51, line 1 strike out the word her mbines 
rat with calloused hands, who swallowed Greely and offered to I ee - Re ee ae t 


again for Tilden. 

I hate a raseal, but a fool is worse, and the men who can not see that 

tariff on wheat and none on flour is foolish are simply fools; and you 

mighty welcome to tell them so for a Democrat who was a fighting 
crat 50 years ago. 
Yours, truly, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, has all time expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes remaining. 
centleman from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, we have been reminded by 
some gentleman on the other side of the aisle that the United 
States has nothing to fear from wheat production in the Domin- 
ion of Canada. I want to remind them that in the year of 1910 
Canada produced 166,745,000 of wheat. Canada had 

vailable for export in that year 95,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
The United States in that year—— 

Mr. RAINEY. Will the gentleman permit 
much the United States produced in that year? 

Mr. POWERS. What is that? 

Mr. RAINEY. Will the gentleman permit me to state how 
much the United States produced in that year? 

Mr. POWERS. I have no objection. 

Mr. RAINEY. It produced 621,338,000 bushels. 

Mr. POWERS. While that is true, the United States 


arms 


GRATTAN, 


The 


bushels 


me to state how 


ex 


ported in that year only 114,000,000 bushels of wheat, and Can- 


ada exported in that year 57,000,000 bushels of wheat, : 
deal of it coming to the United States. 
them further—— 


Mr. RAINEY. There could not be more than 1,000,000 bushels 


come to the United States. 
Mr. POWERS. I said 57.000.000 bushels of wheat. 
Mr. RAINEY. You just said that 1,000,000 came 
United States in that year. 
Mr. POWERS. 


to 


Mr. RAINEY. 
much came to the United States in that year? 

Mr. POWERS. I have only three minutes. 

Mr. RAINEY. One million one hundred 
came to the United States in that year. 

Mr. POWERS. Canada 


thousand 


of 15 bushels per acre. 
Mr. RAINEY. 


Year Book it was 9,299,000 acres, 
Mr. POWERS. 


good | 1910, a part of which reads as follows: 
And I would remind 


the 


Canada exported in the year 1910, 57,000,000 
bushels of wheat, a good deal of it coming to the United States. | 
Does the gentlemen object to my stating how 


bushels | 


has 3,000,000 acres of wheat land. 
She produces on an average of 22 bushels per acre, while in 
the United States we are only able to produce on an average | 


Will the gentleman permit me to state what 
the wheat acreage was in that year? According to the Canadian 


Canada, nowithstanding the fact that she is 
producing this enormous quantity of wheat, and notwithstand- | 
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} insert the word “ containi 





The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


200. Butter and |! 


itter substitutes, 3 cents per pound 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment I 
send to the Clerk’s desk 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa |Mr. Goo 


offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, line 21, page 51, by striking out “3.” and Insertin 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, the item refers to the duty or 


| butter. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
read? 

Mr. MANN. Yes: it has been read. 

Mr. GOOD. The bill places the duty at 3 per poun 
The amendment which I have offered places the duty at the rat 
earried in the Payne law of 34 

Mr. MANN. It is given here as 6 cents in the Payne law 

Mr. PAYNE, According to this print it is 6 cents. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a cirenlar 

| enlated in the cities of the United States in the campa 


Mr. Chairman, has that paragraph beet 


CeTLES 


cents. 





Voters and householders, read the within ecarefolly. How t 
your money ‘Take it into the booth with you when you vot Vot 
your families. MHigh-cost-of-living facts Read earefully and pond 
well. Vote right. Eighteen hundred and ninety-six priees-—-1910 rl 





Republican Party has been in complete 
the Government 18S06—President, 
have given you a government of trusts 
Trust, Clothing Trust—and the daddy 
[Applause on the Democratie 
See the result 


control of every department of 

Senate, and Congress rhey 
Beef ‘Trust, Sugar ‘Trust, Fleu 
of them all, the Tarif? Trust. 


since 


side. } 
below. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ratney}, the expert on th 
committee, made a statement a few moments ago to the effect 
that the difference between the Republican Party and the Demo 
cratic Party lay in the fact that the platform pledges of fl 
Democratic Party were redeemed when that party got in 
| Let us examine the facts with r 

The Payne law did not alter the duty on butter at all. The 
duty on butter under the Dingley bill was 6 cents a pownd and 


1G 


rard to this schedule. 


| if the gentleman is correct, it was 6 cents a pound in the Payne 


bill. The statement which your committee sent out in 1910 
that butter in 1896 was 10 cents a pound, and you say that the 
| price in 1910 was 30 cents a pound, an inerease of S00 per cr 
resulting from what? From not doing a single thing with 
regard to the tariff on butter, but by leaving it just as it was 


nt, 





944 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


{ 


Mr. RAINEY. The Elgin Butter Trust. 

Mr. GOOD. Now, I want to ask the gentleman if the action 
of that Congress in not changing the duty on butter, in not | 
lowering or increasing it at all, increased the price to the ulti- | 
mate consumer 300 per cent, how much will the reduction of 


1 per cent proposed in the bill increase the price to the ulti- 


mate consumer? 

Mr. RAINEY. The price of butter has been increased by the 
Elgin Butter Trust. 

Mr. GOOD. How about the millions of farmers who are 
making butter and selling it in the markets? 

Mr. RAINEY. They do not make that kind of butter. 

A Memner. They make better butter. 

Mr. RAINEY, Before the gentleman qualifies as a farmer—— 

Mr. GOOD. Perhaps they make a better kind of butter. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the price of butter now? 

Mr. GOOD. I am not an expert on that. The gentleman 


who prepared that campaign decument perhaps can tell what 
it 


is. 


SeveraAL Members. Forty cents. 


Mr. RAINEY. It keeps getting higher and higher. It will 
commence to get lower now. 
Mr. GOOD. How much lower will it commence to get after 


this bill passes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that debate on this paragraph 
and amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
five minutes 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to call the atten- 
tion of the committee and of the gentleman from Alabama to 
ihe report on this bill, page 162, butter and substitutes there- 
for. The duty is reduced from 6 cents a pound in the Payne 


LT 


bill to 3 cents a pound in the Underwood bill, presumably for | 
: | what the total amount of increased importations is to be 


the purpose of raising revenue 
under the Payne bill to $39,000, estimated, under the Under- 
wood bill. But as to the cost of living, the unit value of butter 
under the Payne bill is given at 23 cents a pound, and under 
the Underwood bill, the duty being reduced, at 25 cents a pound. 
I should like to ask whether that is a typographical error? 
The price of the commodity to the consumer seems to be raised 
under this system. Before the gentleman answers that ques- 
tion T will eall his attention to cheese and substitutes therefor, 
reported on the same page. There is a reduction of duty there 
from $2 per cent ad valorem under the Payne bill to 20 per cent 
under the Underwood bill. 

‘The duty, of course, is reduced for the purpose of revenue 
mly, but the price of cheese to the consumer, this being an 
article very much needed by the poor consumer, is apparently 
raised from 18 cents in the Payne bill to 19 cents in the Under- 
wood bill. This may also be a mistake. It may be purely 
typographical; but it would appear on locking at eggs, page 165, 
that the duty on eggs in the Payne tariff bill was 5 cents a 
dozen, and the duty is to be reduced to 2 cents a dozen in the 
Underwood bill. The unit value of the eggs in the Payne bill 
viven at 13.7, and in the Underwood bill, the duty being 
lowered, the price of the eggs is increased to the consumer to 
14 cents a dozen. Now, it may be that these are all clerical 
errors and that the committee has made a mistake. It would 
seem so, because the purpose of the committee, as I understand 
it, is to take the duties off in order that the price of living to 
the consumer may be reduced. 


which is reduced from $60,000 


-_ 


is 


Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman will allow me to refer to 
rose plants and things of that kind, I think I can show that 


throughout this series of tables as the duty is taken off and 
the opportunity to the producer to obtain a fair profit for his 
commodity is reduced the price to the consumer, whoever he is, 
is increased, as proven at least by the figures in these three 
tables I have quoted. It is an interesting study in statistics, 
and might possibly be explained by the philosophers on the 
other side who are teaching us how to keep wages up and prices 
down, 

Mr. GOOD. Perhaps this campaign circular disclosed what 
is meant on that subject. 

Mr. MOORDB. I have heard the gentleman refer to that sey- 
eral times, and I am inclined to think that campaign circular 
was one of those 1,100,001 lies that were circulated so success- 
fully through the newspapers and handbills that they com- 
pletely deceived the people in the last campaign as to the real 
intent of the Democratic Party to reduce the cost of living. 


Mr. GOOD. With regard to eggs, they propose by the same 
reduction—— 


Mr. MOORE. To raise the price to the consumer. 





MAy |. 








Mr. 
sumer. 

Mr. MOORE. When the poor consumer gets his end 
he will in the course of time, he will understand the 
which the gentleman has read. 

Mr, GOOD. First they propose to reduce the duty 
pound on butter and they propose to reduce the pr 
consumer 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman represents the produc: 
ter, and I represent the consumer. The gentleman 
producers are going to be hurt, and I say the price to 
sumer is going to be increased. That is true Democriti 
ophy. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment « 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOOD. Reduce the price 15 cents a dozen to {th 


by 


201. Cheese and substitutes therefor, 20 per cent ad valo: 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, 
in this country under this paragraph and the pre 
dairy products amounting to $250,000,000 worth a ye 
happens that the amount of consumption is practically the 
equivalent, around the figures of one-quarter of a billion 
every year. Of course, the purpose of our Democrat 
blacksmiths is to increase importations of these articles 
others that they have made these great reductions of th 
upon. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a number of blacks 
in my district, and on behalf of those blacksmiths | 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. They stated that 
erning principle forming the basis of their reductio: 
have no regard for protection. In the second place, the 
such reductions as will lead to a material increase of j 
tions. They have not favored the country with a state: 


have in some respects. As to articles left on the dutia! 
they have estimated that the imports will be $39,000,000 
than in 1912, but they have taken off the dutiable list and 
on the free list articles of value imported in 1912 to the 

of $102,000,000. It goes without saying that if you t 
cles off the dutiable list and put them on the free list th 
tity of importations will very much increase. 

Take the sugar question. Sixty million dollars in roi 
ures of beet sugar is grown in this country, and it 
time under free trade come near disappearing entire); 
nearest we have had to an estimate from these resj\ 


| gentlemen who are rearranging the tariff, was when il 


|is to become of the equivalent 


tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PAL™ 
addressing the House, and I asked him what was tl 
mate of the probable increased importations, and afie: 


sulting at his elbow the gentleman from Alabama, |! 
derstanding of the estimate was that in round fig 


amounted to $286,000,000. That is a very great dis 
in the amount of consumption of American products. \ 
of the goods of An 
products to be displaced by that amount of foreign goods? 
say that this tariff is made for the consumer. The Repub 
tariff was always made for the producer. Our idea is t! 
you can keep everybody a producer the country is gr 
wealthy, and every man worth his salt is a producer is 
as a consumer. It is only the idle rich and the weary \W' 
who count the ties on the railways, that are not producers 
do not make tariffs for those people. What are you goi 
do with the labor and the products that are to be displa 
the $300,000,000 worth of foreign goods to take the place 0! 
American manufactures? One of two things must happeti. ¢ 
that much production must cease or else that much of p! 
tion must find a market abroad. 
The schoolmaster from New Jersey occupying the W! 
House assured us that by sharpening up our wits and by a!'0\ 
ing these people to come in and compete with us and tal 
portion of our market we will be able to drive them out of sor 
other market, and in conformity with the same theory 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UnpErwoop] says, in his report, 
that, in his judgment, the future of American commerce wil! he 
found across the seas. Evidently it will not be found at home, 
and if the gentlemen who have suggested this marvelous propo- 
sition about sharpening our wits by allowing foreigners to come 
in and drive us out of our own markets will suggest a way 
whereby we may drive them out of their markets there would 
be some hope in the proposition. [Applause.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto now close. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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» CHAIRMAN (Mr. SHertey). Without objection the pro 

«4 amendment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 
» Clerk read as follows: 

tjeans, not provided 


i 


9 


specially for, 25 cents per bushel of 60 


ir. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee 


diment. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
51, line 24, after the word “beans” insert the words “and 


CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
» amendment was agreed to. 

FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
t, which I send to the desk and ask to have read, 
Clerk read as follows: 
ge 51, line 24, after the word 
rt “ 45.” 
FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for 
; reason: The amendment, if adopted, would restore in this 


\fy 
il 


“ for,” 


“on” 
av 


strike out the figure 


\fy 


i 


t 


} the rates in the Payne law. ‘The State of Michigan is one 
of the great States of the Union in the production of beans, 

red by this paragraph. A normal crop of beans in the 
State of Michigan is about 15,000,000 bushels a year. The im- 

tions of beans last year, as given in the handbook, were | 
\ ed at $1.76 per bushel. That is the foreign value. The 
estimated value of beans under the new proposed tariff law | 


ld be $1.60 per bushel. <A reduction of 20 cents a bushel to 
farmers of Michigan means $3,000,000 a year. I submit 


on that single crop alone it is a rather high price for the | 
of the State of Michigan to pay for Democratic rule. | 


is one of the important crops of the State. 
the border of Canada. Canada the 
‘ing country in the world. 
Michigan farmers, therefore, would be more affected than 
rmers of any other State in the Union except the States 
Northwest. Therefore I submit it is unfair to reduce the 
on this product. If it does not lower the price 20 cents a 


is bean- 


greatest 


{ 


consumer benefited, but the Treasury of the United States 
be deprived of just that much money in duties to which 
ustly entitled under such circumstances. If by reducing 
uty 20 cents a bushel the price is brought down from $2.21 
to $1.85, under the figures given in the handbook, I submit 
rather a high price for the people of Michigan to pay for 
‘own folly. 

NDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
this paragraph and all amendments now close. 

motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


ly? 
u 


Che Clerk read as follows: 
>. Beets, 10 per cent ad valorem; ir beets, 5 per cent ad | 
Ir. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, Some time ago the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD] read an excerpt from an article in a California news- 


iT 
} 


Sutter County. The truth of the matter is that 
the Alameda Beet Sugar Co. contemplated erecting a beet-sugar 
factory in the town of Meridian, in Sutter County. 

templated spending $2,000,000 on the factory and in the acreage. 
‘They have $45,000 worth of steel on the ground now, but know- 
ing that this bill will be enacted into law, 

that factory has been abandoned. 

There are in California 25,000 people engaged in the beet- 
sugar industry. Of that number less than 500 are orientals, and 
most of them are employed on the beet farms. 
the orientals. 
she is willing to go to the limit of her constitutional authority 
to stop the immigration of orientals into this country. We want 
the help of the people of the United States, for this country 
always has been and is now, and, I pray God, always will be a 
white man’s country, enjoying a white man’s civilization, which 
is the result of the best thoughts and best efforts of the best 
minds that have inhabited and benefited the earth by right 
living and exalted thinking. 

While the desire for liberty is as old as the aspirations of the 
human heart for higher and better conditions, the liberty we 
enjoy is a new thing in government, and dates practically from 
the Revolutionary War. It cost unnumbered precious lives and 
untold treasure. It is our obligation to transmit it to posterity 
as pure as we received it from the founders and preservers of 
the Republic, who suffered so much and mutually pledged their 
lives, their fortunes, and sacred honor in order that they and 


L—60 


Michigan lies | 


then the farmer is not in any way injured, and neither | 


er in reference to the labor conditions on the beet farms in | 
some time ago | 


They con- | 


the construction of | 


their liberty as long as the people are homogeneous, speak the 
same language, and occupy contiguous territory, worship the 
Same God, and are intelligent, law-abiding citizens who love 
liberty and are willing to defend it. [Applause. | 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman desire on 
this paragraph? 

Mr. MANN. About three minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I m iat debate 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto n three 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama mov: hat 
| all debate on the paragraph and all amendments th: 
in three minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph provides for a rate 
of duty on sugar beets of 5 per cent. The committee this 
afternoon voted to place sugar on the free list at the end of 
three years, although this duty of 5 per cent on the beets from 
| which the sugar is made would still remain. I would like 
| to know upon what theory it is proposed to put beet ir on 
the free list and retain the duty on sugar beets f) which it 
is made. If anybody can explain that theory I t ff my 
| hat to the gentleman if the explanation is satisf yr’ \p 
plause on the Republican side.] You are propo I f 
appealing to the intelligence of some of the gentlk 1 on the 
| other side, because I know how vain an appeal would be to 
| their intelligence. [Applause on the Republican side.] You 
propose to take off the duty on sugar, thereby rendering 
probable the closing of the sugar-beet factories, and the ime 
time say that the raw material from which they make the 
sugar shall remain upon the dutiable list. Upon what theory? 
Is it protection or revenue? What revenue do expect to 
| derive from 5 per cent duty on sugar beets? If for 
| revenue, is it protection, and when did y pro- 
| tectionists? Now, I defy gentlemen to g ' ib or 
reasonable explanation of the self-apparent PAY 
plause on the Republican side. ] 
|} The Clerk read as follows: 

} 204. Beans, peas, pre] or pr = t 

bottles, or similar pa luding the w 

| ings, 1 cent per pound; mushrooms and truf 

| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, in e 202 ige 

| Ol, [I move to strike out the figures “25” and insert 15 id 

} upon this question I would like to be heard for a brief ti 

The bean crop is one of the most in portant in the State of 
Michigan, as well as in the sixth congressional district of that 
State. This bill reduces the tariff on beans from 45 cents ps 
bushel to 25 cents per bushel. If the bill is permitted to become 
a law in its present form, I fear that Canada, whose border 
| line is just across the river from Michigan, and produces | s 
| in great abundance, will take possession of the Detroit a 
other markets, as she did under the Wilson-Gorman bill, and 
greatly injure, if not practically ruin, the industry in Mich 

Michigan raises 70 per cent or more of the bean crop of the 
United States, or more than 6,000,000 bushels out of the ten mil 
lion or more bushels raised in the United States. The farmers 
of Michigan receive a handsome return annually, aggregating 
| between ten and fifteen million dollars each year for their bean 
| crop. 

Scattered along the railways at many stations thre m 

| district one can find bean houses, where many women em 
ployed at splendid wages. I fear that if this bill becon law 
| that not ouly the farmers and local buyers will be greatly i 


We do not want | 
California has recently shown to the world that | 
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we might be free. The people of a republic can only maintain 
































































jured, but that the splendid wages which have been paid to 


women for work in the bean houses will be greatly reduced. 

In the consideration of this bill it is worthy of note that the 
Japanese beans are making greater and greater inroads upon 
| our shores every year, and that when the Panama Canal is 


opened, as is expected in the near future, this will allow the 


| Japanese to raise and carry their beans direct to the best 
| markets in this country in their own vessels. 
| This question is of unusual importance in my distri nd 
| especially to the farmers in the counties of Livingston and 
| Genesee, and in portions of Oakland, Wayne, and Ingham 
Counties. 

Some of our farmers have been engaged in raising sugar 


beets, and if it is your determined intention to destroy this in- 
dustry in the next three years, then the farmers of Michigan 
will have lost two great and profitable industries and 
sugar beets—and as a result will not have as wide a field in 
which to diversify their crops, but will be limited to corn, oats, 
potatoes, and wheat, which on the whole is no longer very 
profitable to the farmers of Michigan; so I hope that this bill 


beans 
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! { I \ i Ly | mysell f tl pr | nity te Mr. i {J>] yi Wi n t make nrogre nm th 
‘ 1 itis they ex tod in ti om ni n ! ole i did not tart ntil | men insisted on cont 1 
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r to th | h ( re i here ject mal r of the ragra] I c unanimou 
| (| ‘ { | I ihout | debate on the pa n five minutes, 
' cont iction. that such cA nd The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama ae! 
flint ' faritft fou nue or re ( b ne ef t that lel ! d on the | 
j | i eountt nee if birth ha peen ! iwi nd if | minutes Is there objection TAft rf a pause, | I} ( 
| Dy tunis i 1 I 1 ¢ lances, | none ind it is se rdered 
£ this th i to call your attention ’ which Mr. HAYES. Now, Mr. Chairman. IT want to calf 
in | Ye ribu in December | to the fact that tl State of California has f ' 
' rown a very ! juantity « beans and we 
1 
ymn i with the ¢ ! ntil five years ( 
( i os York Tribune 1 ection | Competition with the me x 4 | fi y ) 
j 1 lj t nd prospectivel ' ondit , | COMpPeLILiO re } \ ul ing ut 1 W 
ul com i i 1 that the ief ind beans from Japan and Manchuria and during the Inst 
Sen —— Ss & vee oer inte | the average importation from the Orient of beans |! 
n ! ritish ee-trad loc ! pu into oo : : 
rath her t if ! that our peop! i been brought over 100,000 bushels per year. If with the tariff at 45: 
9 # condition ich in Europe is attendant upon revolution; and that | bushel this competition has constantly increased, what 
: OR O20 REARS Ch Cee 7 1 was so ter! pen to the bean producers of the Paeific if the tarifi 
{ : I ) il nploy I j ( nh out of | 7 : = > 
: lhe 4 led | to 25 cents per bushel? Now, in spite of the condit 
\ t etus re nted! We have su ried Muropean | have existed the price of beans has not been 
“eel deagee né artisans and middlemen to the negicct, | and | during the past four or five years they have sever 
I ruction our ¢ n men of industry and talent, of iteyer kind, | ’ i J ; 
nd that j ole reason of our diffieulty, } cents a pound. One county in my district has ha! 
On Ak fer, January 15, 1855, the New York Tribune printed the | acreage planted in beans each year—the county of V« 
pa ic article, which explains itself: — ; Those beans are generally lima beans. And mn 
\\ ) hunery? Co and see You that are full nd know not | : : - : 7 
tj ) lungry—perhaps never saw a hungry man—go and see, | Menaced with the competition from the Orient, but b 
(io and (housands, men and omen, boys and girls, old and young, been coming from South Africa in the last few years {« 
ac :; ma, OS OS 1 — crowding and jostling cach other, almost | with our farmers of the Pacific coast. Under th 
tin ior a first hance iwting more like hupnery woi a. in luman . “ on ie “a : 
' na land of plenty, waiting titi the food is idy for distribu | stances I can not understand upon what theory the ( 
’ Snch a seene ly b cen every day between 11 and o’clock | on Ways and Means proceeded when reducing the tarifi 
dt! ol ) ‘haths Str > Ww e charity give . = Ox aan . 
sinae hah ilies aananie on = : oe * an ag oy ag their from 45 to 25 cents per bushel. 
9 the poo ane 0 ) ame ear Oo othe Oo ca ( e - . 7" — . . . : 
iserable famili sox | The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
On Saturday we spent an hour there at the hour of hi tide. We The Clerk read as follows: 
never 1 anything I! it befor< Upward of a thousand people " , , ‘ 
It fed wit 1 plate of soup, a piece of bread, and a of meat on | 205. Vecetables, if cnt, sliced, or othe rwise reduced in 
ihe mi nd in all more than 1,600 On the same y 1,130 por- | parched or roasted, or if pickled, or packed in salt brine 
up \ dealt ont from stewart’s ‘soup kitchen,’ corner of pared in any way; any or the foregoing not specially pro 
| { t and Broadway. \t the rooms on Duane Street for the this section, and bean stick or bean cake, miso, and si las 
relief : poor, on the same day, they gave food to 2,256 In the } 25 per cent ad yalorem. 
ixth ward alone over 6,000 persons were fed by charity on Saturda ie . -: ‘ , 
January 18 {nd this ts only one day in one ward. Meanwhile seenes Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
of a like nature are being enacted all over the city. the last word, In July, 1911, an act was passed by thie ¢ 
= rhe et y of a a 7 L re uu a , " , aeons every t ist of ‘as comes | of the United States known as the reciprocity act 
‘ ‘ 5 « Pou ; s SLOp ‘ SS are cios¢ bs i ne { ‘ 7 1 - . . ae : . 
hips are no longer being built. Factory hands, road makers, carpen- | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
rs, brieklaye cS and laborers are idle, and paralysis is rapidly embrac- order; that is not on the paragraph. 
n very pursuit in the country re cause of all this stoppage of cir- -. ORrw Hi . neh co , . aT ) } 
he them” ts be found in the steady outtiow of gold to pay foreign | Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I wish to be heard on th 
borer for the cloth, the shoes, the iron, | ind the other things that | order. . 
ould be produced by American labor, but which ean not be so produced The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair does not desire to h 
imder our pt 1¢ revenue system. The convulsion would have come Pf at kes ‘i : Rs" . le ° 7 aay 
ipon us sooner but for the extraordinary demand in Europe for bread- Bt ntleman on ‘the point of order, and he will pro¢ eed in 
iuffs, growing out of huge famines and big wars, and but for the | Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is somewhat oi 
| ling and magnificent diseovery of gold mines in California, by which reader if he knows what I am going to say. 
d money, sufficient to buy an empire, has been called into existence Ay . = : f 
ind coor’ d to evens. if we could stop the import a the iekiee Mr. UNDERWOOD. I knew what the gentleman w 
irticles the gold would cease to flow out to pay for them, and money | ing, and it did not pertain to this paragraph. 
vould then again become more abundant, labor would then again be in Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I propose to discuss this pat 
dlemand, sho« clothing, and other eommodities would th in be in . ae ; a as ‘der th: he anki 
demand. and men would then cease to starve in the streets of our towns | 2nd I intend to keep nearer in order ( 1a the nth 
ind cities If it be not stopped the gold must continue to go abroad, | for half an how yesterday in discussing his personal i 
ind employment must become from day to day more scarce, until where | ; to h . 
there at now many thousands we shall see tens of thousands of men in this bill. S : : piles 
erywhere crying: ‘Give me work! Only give me work! Make your Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill we have here before this | 
own Cerma—asiy wile and chilGren Dave Gotmeng 08 eet! mittee, upon which I wish to make some remarks if the 
(s one reads the above, are they not forcibly reminded, espe- | man from Alabama [Mr. UNprerwoop]} will permit and 
cially if they lived during those days, of another Democratic | dulge in political speeches himself, permits on. y 
lavilf-for-revenue, free-trade period—the dark days from 1893 | product of the fields, the forests, the mines, and the w 
to 1897, under the Wilson-Gorman bill? During both of these | Canada to come in here free of duty or at a greatly reduce 
periods there were similar experiences—the soup houses, fac- Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the pr 


iovries closed, thousands of honest but idle laboring men 


who 
» willing to work, but there was no work for them. 


Listen 


0 the ery of the laboring man in a land of plenty like this, or, 
{ least, where there ought to be sufficient for all to eat and 
plenty of work to do: “Give me work; only give me work; 
make your own terms; my wife and children have nothing to 

eat, 
L wonder that in the debate upon this important legislation 


that no Democrat hag sought to explain these conditions as they 
have occurred from time to time under legislation similar to 
that which you are about to enact. Can you not give us some 
hope or consolation the future, pointing out speeifically 
where we can expect that the resuits will be different than they 
have been heretofore under similar tariff acts? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that all debate on 
ihe paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

the CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 


for 


inous consent that all debate on the paragraph and all amend- 
close. 
Mr. Chairmana—— 


ments therete now 
Mr. HAYES. 





order that the gentleman is not confining himself to the 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. ‘These provisions have been ¢! 
without asking anything whatever from Canada in return V 
have taken off the duty entirely on flour, on potatoes, and |) 
have reduced it in a large number of particulars as to ‘5! 
cultural products. They have taken it off of sawed lu 
without, as I have said, asking for anything whatever in return. 

Now, I would like to know of the gentleman from Alabain 
{[Mr. Unprerwoop] what justification he can give for this ind 
the other reductions in the duties which are made by this )!! 
without asking anything from foreign nations? 

Some time ago, about two years—and the gentleman [rol 
Alamaba ean interrupt me, if he desires, and I will stop If '~ 
does not like to hear it—this House passed what was kn 
as the Canadian reciprocity act. It was one of the most U" 
popular provisions among the farmers of this Nation that ey 
went through this House, and it contributed more than any 
thing else to the defeat of the Republican candidate for Presi 


oVW 
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' 
t. I have always wondered, Mr. Chairman, why it was when | products of American labor nd therefore a ‘ 7 
izreement was so advantageous to the Canadians that they | labor itself, to the amount of over S300,000,000, ¢] VV ' 
rejected it, but I can understand it perfectly now. They knew | lot of men out of work in t] country who wi lf s 
gentleman from Alabama, leading the Democratic hosts | just as cheap as they « ret them. ‘ 

| in this House, would give them everything they had by | ‘They will need the flour just as 1 AS von t. 
that provision of reciprocity, so called, and a great deal more | and if they can make flour ‘ Canada t i the 
in addition, and ask nothing whatever in return for it. [Ap- | United States under the pro s of 1 | who 
niause on the Republican side. | are out of work will “i it i} t ! r ] } +t so 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate sure but that many of the pr ions of ultural sche 1 

the pending paragraph now close. | ule are in perfect harmony with the rest of s it ha 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that | been prepared, because you are getting ready to d tl 

debate on the pending paragraph be now closed men that you are going to deprive of work by | ns 

Che motion was agreed to. of this bill and by cheapening the things that the ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: to sell to the people of the country who are en \ \| 

Cider, 2 cents per gallon plause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last Two things are essential to a country’s prosperity, 1 
word. Now we have something very important. I wonder | Steady employment at the highest pos » wage to the Ame 
who is the author of this great reduction. Cider in the present | /#borer and good prices for the products of the A 

w. which, by the way, is imported at the price of $1.02 a | farmer, and you are making both of these conditions al \ 

ion, carries the enormous duty of 5 cents a gallon, very | possible during the time that the provisions of this law shall 
nearly 5 per cent, and the distinguished authors of this pro- remain In effect. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
vision—and {f hope the authorship is scattered around among Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that a bate on 
t] whole 14 members of the majority—has seen fit to relieve this paragraph and pending amendments close in five 1 
the cider drinkers in the United States by reducing this 5-cent The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
duty on a gallon down to 2 cents a gallon. I wonder if any of | WOOP] moves that all debate on this paragraph 
them figure out and are able to say just how much that would |} amendments thereto close in five minutes. The question ‘ 
relieve the man who drinks a glass of cider out of this gallon agreeing to that motion. 
when it comes into the United States. Why. we have reached The motion was agreed to. 
to-day, Mr. Chairman, a condition of microscopic things in the Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, the ument of tl ent 
revision of the tariff duty. What a wonderful reduction this from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] is a typical Repul n ars sonst 
ist How welcome it will be to the consumers of the United | He outlines the theory upon which the Republican Party r s 
States to reduce the duty on cider from 5 cents a gallon to 2 the tariff. A Republican revision is always in the interest of 
cents a gallon! the trusts. [Laughter on the Republ n side.}| The ger nan 

Oh, it is another illustration of the wonderful mechanism | #ttacks this very paragraph, | makes an am vat 
displayed in regard to this bill, which was said a few moments would not help the farmers any if it went through, but which 

ro to have been made by blacksmiths. [Laughter on the | Would be of immense value to these fel S who run d-st 
Republican side.| But that is a mistake, for blacksmiths | Warehouses in the great citi The farmer alway his eggs 
a % not use jackserews in their work to a very alarming on the lowest possible market, when evgs are th en} t nd 
extent. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It was a micros | these cold-storage irehouses store them up, and 
copist that did this thing [renewed laughter on the Repub- | ™2n does not want eggs to come in from any oth 
jican side], and it was the smallest, finest kind of a microscope interfere with the cold-storage trust in this try 
Oh. the man that conceived that—what a statesman he would | Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a qu 
make! [Laughter.] He ought to be President of the United Mr. RAINEY. Yes; I will. 

States. ! Mr. MANN. Does that rgument apply also to the 2-cen 

Mr. BLACKMON. He may be. [Applause on the Democratie | duty that is carried in this bill: 
side.] 1 Mr. RAINEY. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. He will be a president if the country ever Mr. GOOD. It takes > cents to make that argument apply 
discovers [applause on the Democratic side] the mind that is Mr. RAINEY. Let us see what the gentleman from Kansa 
responsible for the authorship of this bill. They will make | is going to do. He raises the duty on eggs and to 
him president [renewed applause on the Democratic side] of | 2nd he leaves in this paragraph frozen egg tC. ( 
some village debating society in one of the rural counties of | pound. Now, the effect of the gentleman’s an nent, if 
some backward State. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- | Should prevail, would be this—and it is a typi Repub 1 
lican side. ] way of revising the tariff, and that he he ] 

the CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read | rebelled against the Republican Party, and that is th 

The Clerk read as follows: 'so few of them are found on tl side of t i 

208. Eggs not specially provided for in this section, 2 | [Applause in the galleries. ] 
dozen; eggs frozen or otherwise prepared or preserved in tin r othe The CHAIRMAN, The galleric 
packages, not sp cially provided for in this section, including the | festations of approval or 4d 1} 7 
weight of the immediate coverings or containers, 24 cents per pound Mr. R \INEY. The fr 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | They bring in frozen eg f M iria 
numeral “2,” in line 17, and insert in lieu thereof the numeral | eggs and put them in containers, and freeze tl m and br 

3,” so that it will read “3S cents.” them over here. Frozen eggs in tl unt! r | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment | When eggs are broken in transit in this country t = Hi 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. them and sell them in that way 

rhe Clerk read as follows: | Now, the gentleman proposes to r the tarifi ergs 

Page 52, line 17, strike out the figure “2” at the end of the line | until it is higher than the tariff on frozen eggs, a by doing 
and insert in lieu thereof the figure “ 3.” that he excludes from this country th: 5 id of eggs that 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I assume that the reason | can compete with the cold-storage war é 1 he invites 
& reduction was made from 5 cents a dozen to 2 cents a dozen | into this country these broken eggs from which the shells are 
was to reduce the cost of living. The price of eggs has been removed, which come into the country from Manchuria, That 
reasonably high for the last 15 years, and during that time | is what he is trying to do, and that is a typical way of revising 
the farmers of the country have reaped a very large benefit | the tariff, and that is the theory upon which the Payne-Aldrich 
from their poultry yards. The average income to the farmers | tariff was built all the way through 


for the last two or three years has been in the neighberhood of 
$322,000,000 for eggs. 


Now we are about to enter upon an era of low prices, low 


cost of living, and cheap things, and I take it that you want 


to make eggs just as cheap as possible. 


There never was 


time within my recollection when eggs were as cheap as they 
were the last time the Democrats made a tariff law. 


on eggs under the last Wilson bill. 
are invited by this bill to come into the country displace the 


Mr. MANN. They sold then at 5 cents a dozen. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. And there was a duty of 3 cents a dozen 





Mr. CAMPBELL. Was that in the Wilson bill tariff of ! 
116 years ago? 
Mr. RAINEY. In those d they did not ] e the 


If the importations that | 


egg industry. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, they did not! 


Mr. RAINEY. And if the gentleman knew iything about 
the industry he would know that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman think they fre ees in 
cold storage? 

Mr. RAINEY. Oh, the gentleman did not catch my argument 


a 


t all; but that is not my fault. 


948 


Vit 


The ti 


ré jon 





me of the gentleman has expired, 
amendment of the gentleman from Kan- 


ted 


follows: 


is per 


n solul 


CHMAIRMAN 
question is on the 
i{Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

ndment wa 

(Clerk read as 

I dried, 10 cé 
! ried blood, wh 

GOOD Mi ( 

information with res 


hi me information as to the theory on which it 
is constructed, without being aeeused of playing polities. In 
ill eai tne { want to ask the gentleman how much he 
proposes to reduce the cost of eggs to the consumer by the 
reduction that is proposed in this bill, both dried eggs and 
fresh eg: if th man can not answer the question, 
here { handbook of the Democratie party in 1910 on that 
ubject, if t vant to refer to it. 

Mr. PAYNI Read it to him, 

Vr. GOOD The gentleman in his handbook in 1910 said that 
ihe price of ¢ was 10 eents a dozen. 

Mr. RAINEY { will state, if the gentleman wants me to 
inswer bis question 

Mr. GOO! And that the tariff had increased the price to 
Y cent ad en, 

Mi RAINWY If the entleman will permit me to answer 
his question—the gentleman knows about as much about the 
tariff a {| iverage Republican tariff maker. Dried eggs 
ive not used in food at all. They are used in the industries. 

Vir, GOOD Will the gentleman answer my question as to 
fresh Hlow much does he propose to reduce the cost to 
thi Isuhi 

Mr. PAYNH Let us see what he knows about it. 

Mr. GOOD. I want to know what the gentleman knows 
iboeut if 

Mr. RAINEY How much do you think it will reduce it? 

Mr. GOOD Che gentleman said I did not know anything 
bout if [ am coming now to the source of all information, 

Mr. RAINEY rhe gentleman can wait and see. We will all 
lind out 

Mr. GOO! Well, does the gentleman know how much it 
will reduce the cost of eggs? 

Mr. RAINEY if I did not know more about the tariff than 
th ntleman who is interrogating me does I would not diselose 
iv Mmnorance 

Vi TAN << still then 

Mr. GOOD It is because I do not know that I appeal to the 

ntleman from Illinois, 

Mr. RAINEY. It is not my fault that the gentleman does not 
now The gentleman must not expect me to furnish him too 
h h information, 

Mi MANN We do not 

Mr. LANGLEY, here is no danger of that 

Vir, GOOD. But can the gentleman furnish me any informa 
ion at all on the eg sehedule? 

r. RAINEY. WV « re not running a kindergarten school for 
he | fit of the gentleman 

tr. GOOD I want to know something about this question of 
he hich eest of living and its relation to the tariff as far as | 
( re concerned, and if the gentleman knows anything about 
it C dae he will enlighten me, 

Mr. RAINEY [ will say that I do not want to burden the 
entleman ipparently limited intellect with too much informa 
tion to ht | Laughter, | 

Mi MA ‘ No danger of that. 

Mr. GOOD. I have appealed to the gentleman time and time 
gain for information in regard to the tariff schedule as far as 

ugricultural preducts are concerned, and have failed to elicit 
from him a spark of information or even of intelligence as 
{o the price to the ultimate consumer. I will say that the 
statements contained in the cireular I have referred to are ab- 
solute false. It was circulated by the Democratic committee, 
and the gentleman |! that 


lo get 80 


knows 


the gentle in, and he 1 
what effect this 
on the price 

schedule. Doe 


N 
N 


knows absolutely nothing in regard to this subjeet. 
Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I 
mediate substantial downward revision of the 


N 
stat 


Ir 
Ir. 


Ir. 
Ld 


tariff, 
makin: 


FORDNE 


GOOD, ' 


BRYAN. 


for an im 


I think it only fair to be reasonable and moderate in 
ing the cuts till conditions can adjust themselves. I am 


printing with the 


by 
and 


Mr 


the 


industri 


erus 


tirma 


sed bill will have on the priee of eggs or 


prope 

ny other artic 
he know? 

y Sitenes is 
Che ilence we 


se remarks a table prepared and handed to me 
i’. R. Hathaway, of Detroit, Mich. It shows the products 


the 


State 


pound; eggs, yolk of, 10 per cent ad 


le, 14 cents per pour J 


n, I should like to obtain some 
ard to this agricultural sehedule. I should 


it is false. I have appealed to 
to tell the Members of the House 


les mentioned in the agricultural 


consent 
uld indicate that the gentleman 


of Washington that are affected 
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| accept your answer to their demand for relief that t! 


interest can have the slightest doubt of the propriety 
| 
| 


MAY 


by the tariff. I am willing for the rates to be reduced in 
ease where excessive, but I hope the committee will be faj 
will make cuts by such degrees as will do the great: 
the greatest number. 

I have listened to the stock arguments of the Re 
Party on the various phases of this taritfé question till | 
come to realize that there is a lack of genuineness of 
in the things that are said. My friend over there hii 
from the campaign argument of the Democratie Party 
the high cost of living, and 


{ ‘ 


his colleagues on the Re 
side seem to think they score most convincing 


point 
they show that the cost of living can not be greatly 
certain reductions in tariff rates under consideration 
time. 


To begin with, campaign pamphiets are not reli 


i 


should not be deemed convincing in a discussik 


ly tk OL ft 
We all heard of “ the full dinner pail” of the Republi 
and yet under the Republican Party program the | 


grown poorer and the rich richer. The burdens 
continued to bear harder upon the backs of those who | 

We know, everybody knows, that relief can not 
from a revision of the tariff. The laborer and t! 
knows that it will take more than that. The work 
done in this poor and unsatisfactory manner is 
beginning. 


‘ 


The high cost of living will come down, you can d 
it. The people will take hold of the Government in 
that present methods of revising the tariff will b« 
and finally the people will have their way about 

|my part I am glad of an income tax against th 
principally of the rich. I know that will help reduce 
eost of living. gut there are other things to be e« 
Take the great fuel problem. The vast coal deposits of .\ 
lie there, the property of the people, untouched, out o! 
while all classes, whether poor or rich, are compelled 
exorbitant prices for fuel to men who have 


’ 


wo 
fiourished under the Republican rule. We propose 
railroads in Alaska and operate them by Governn 
Ve will open the mines and bring the coal to mai 
Government rails and let the Government sell it at cx 
ultimate consumer 

Hon. Walter L, Fisher, former Secretary of the | 
spoke recently concerning the Alaska situation as foll 


Responsibility for the condition of 
shoulders of Congress and no place else. 





1e necessity for 
to open up the Territory has been pointed out I ; 
nothing whatever has been done. It ems to me that no ca 
of the situation of Alaska who is at all free from personal an 





eral Government, conducting 
up that Territory. The 
Railroad has proven satisf: 
Panama ean be used to great 


a! 


one or more railroads in Ala 
fernment operation of the P 
ory and much of the n t 
saving in the construction of | 
Railway. ‘There can be no development in Alaska unless the G« 
constructs a railroad from tidewater to the interior Dy t 
might build as far as the coal fields or the copper mines, but 








It is appalling to think how the people of this count: 
been betrayed by the giving away of the fuel—the coa! 
We are going to develop and mine and use in our own 
the vast coal and fuel supplies of Alaska. 

I hear my Republican friend over there, yes, and in 
ocratic friend over here, say “ Why, that would interfe 
private business. It would put the Government into ce 
with property investments of citizens.” Well, what 

I say the cost of living must come down. ‘The people \ 


much, recreate too much, live too high. ‘They have a mind 
fact that your party has permitted the coal deposits of t! 
try to get into the hands of the railroads and into other 
hands. They know that the vast timber resources of this c 
have been worse than squandered, so far as the people 
thereto is concerned. The present commercial value of the 
ing timber of this country is $6,000,000,000, exelusive of the 

of the land on which it stands. The standing timber is 
mated at 2,826,000,000,000 feet, of which 2,197,000,000.00' 

is privately owned. The value of this timber has enhan 
the last 10 years almost beyond the dreams of its owners. \W! 
should all these billions of increased value, an unearned 
ment, go to these few men and be in their hands forever, i 
added means of extortion from those who must pass throug! 
the struggle for existence in ages yet to come? I publish i 
connection with these remarks some figures which may wel 
startle the reader of them. 

Yes; the cost of living must come down. In Alaska, than 
to Gifford Pinchot and his fellow conservationists, the peopl 
still own the coal; but the hand of greed stands guard, and 
all the little dandies here and there who are on the pay rolls 
of the special interests proclaim that the conservationists haye 










1913. 
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° a, 
-_ 
em 





locked up Alaska. It is the greediest band of cutthroats in | millions of the people’s money ‘ ] } 
. world that now has a strangle hold on the throat of fair | Why not use them for the telephone and ‘ 
Alaska. They tell us they will build the railroad if we will give | thus further lower the cost of living 
them the coal. No; a thousand times no. Uncle Sam is strong That is not all. The peo ‘ nd the o 
enough to bring down the high cost of living. Let us have a | local utilities—the tr on « th } 
Government road, bearing Government coal to our fellow citi- | water and gas co | . Wi) f j 
vens at the cost of mining and transportation, instead of a | must come down. 
Guggenheim road bearing Guggenheim coal to the people at | Oh, you need not wh ‘o1 
‘ rbitant and unjust prices. Already we have started tf g ours } 
Will not the lowering of the cost of fuel help reduce the high | capitalization, and, if th \ { 
st of living? I hear you laugh and say, “ Not much.” All | reduce the high cost of living by 
it. When we have reduced the tariff and lowered the price | everybody f ortation, both frei ! 
‘al, does anyone suppose we will stop there? The high | people will railroads of this co 
cost of living must come down. The people want the telegraph | a railroad passenger and freight office in ¢ y 
and telephone lines and the express monopoly done away with | the land. Yes; and we w ry thi 
right now. I mean what I say. The Government is ready to | lower prices. We will know what ( sto! 
handle all this business By a slight development of the} or a hat or a pair of shees, and the Gove 
parcel post the express business will belong to the people. That | great operators and 1 acturers how 1 | 
will help some more; and the telegraph and telephone lines. | the people, and again we will stop unusual pri \ 
There was a time when the people generally were not concerned | help? Will the Republican Party stand in the way? ‘I 3 
with these utilities, but to-day it is the consumer alone who | funeral procession will be told to trot a \ D 
is ultimately charged up with the millions of dividends that are | crats try to fool the people? That party wil ! l \ 
enriching the monopolistic owners of the telephone and tele- | The Progressive Party can have an end g f 1 
. ' . . . 
ph. How easy it would be for telegrams to be sent from |} service to the people just in proportion down to tl 
and received at our post offices. Think of the millions upon | people, studies their wants, and relieves then 
Washington industries and tariff rates 
| Quantity. i Value. Dingley law rate Payne-Aldrict { 
a on _ - ‘ — — a a 2 
et | fae Bushels. | 
GU ititisinndseddiadscwsss | 269,742 | 13,228,003} $5,870,857 | 15 cents per bushel......... 15 cent e bushel........<.. 
Sinan ramainctanedasnnced 2,118,015 | 40,920,390 | 35,102,370 | 25cents per bushel.......... 2 its | 
CE ae oan caangics ; | 17,852,944 | 25 percent.................. 2 EEO I 
ON lida vnacbcccacscidecete 171, 888 | 5, 834,615 3,331,930 | 30cents per bushel............) 30 cents per bushel........ l 
en NG aa 57,897 | 7,667,171 | 2,993, 737 | 25 cents per ait a 25 cents per bushel........... ir 
Tons. | | 
H 1 forag euenccnceceses 742,137 | 1,391,664 | 17,147,648 | $4 per ton seqeqsesess|) © Ml. wenescedcogadenten 
Fr | Rearing trees. Bushels. | 
Li cepsouseesacenscooetes , 009, 337 2, 672, 100 | 2,925,761 | 25 cents px Svenceaee 2 per bushel... ......... 10 | 
aa 823, 082 1,032,077 | 600, 503 | ea tes cae dels panded we daleueianaden 
CEE ott sevacesoneanenes 241,038 | 131,392 278, 547 Mh, cw nneckgausesegcasees hed ddncendewanneadennene | f 
PU Sach ok cedessdeustecs 290, 676 | 310, 804 328, 895 i cnascina i viccathacllicindl idsccamnunpsiebaiasiaas Do 
Sheep of | j | 
| sheas ngage. |\Pound rl. | | | 
WOE cad eeinttekneanicaeannoatod 295, 264 | 3, 135, 348 | 536, 708 | 11 to 36 cents per pound {| 11 to 36 cents per pound | Free 
Liv tock and dair product - | Number. | ! 
Cattle on farms. . $03, 120 |. cccccccccsce | 12,193,465 | $2 to 25 per cent per head | $2 to 25 per cent ud per t 
Horses and mules en far OL eee 31,539,551 | $30 to 25 per cent per hea 530 to 25 | $ i ad. 
Swine on farms. eee 1,674,927 | $1.50 per head $1 per i Fr 
heep on farms . SE fils cs ce ater 1,931,170 | 75 cents to $1.50 per head 75 cents to $ vy head 10 
Domestic animals on farm Lidbabneckwaenclenckeaeae | 47,370,775 | Allond I t All on dutia t Mo 
Domesticanimals not on farms|..............]......-.0+---- | 7,558,077 }].....do.:. lo bo 
} | . ae ‘ Y 
DUGEy OR GI ck nntsbescs sss 8 eS } 1,367, 440 cont -} : i i vd 
| Dozen | 
NE. s so.nldt iin ddingendawesnuediessae 16, 472, 575 4,311,291 | 5 cents per dozen ts per doz 2 
Ey PE Ridtdnbiedidtiiedsscscccakennns i scieicilideaiinenaad §, 746,041 | All on dut \ l M 
Pounds | 
Butter i Sl es | 6, 761, 575 | 1,992,249 | 6 cents per pound f nts per pound... ......... t r rd 
Cheese..... ddieciddade Ne iD as canst | 52,970 | <<  ee i cckianeneedande Dia ieexddhtmidaddedaan 2 
| | 
| Number of | 
| Vumber. | wage earners 
Manufacturing ostablishments. .. .| 674 | GEASS | BO PME Bentecdeccdcecccdes cos cdcncuieesciee veeeeeess 
Mines, quarries, and wells........ 170 | 7,343 Be pe Sn cudbiiteccscsccnencac< 
Number of } 
op 1fors. / j 
Ow ts he hbiebida 32 6,155 9,236,793 | G7 cents per ton.............. 45 cents f{ n - Free 
ee : _ — — = = —— — - — — 
EXTRACTS FROM “THE LUMBER INDUSTRY ”—PART 1—STANDING TIMBER. | States of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota there are 100,000,000,000 
ISSUED JANUARY 20, 1913, BY THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND | feet (p. 11). ; 
LABOR, BUREAU OF CORPORATIONS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 1 Southern Pacific Railroad owns 105,600,000,000 feet, t Mi er 
’ é > a .. | Timber Ce v 95.700.000 000 ef. Ar the Nort j 6,200 
Southern pine sold by the Government for $1.25 an acre; much is 000.000 feet. all on the Pacific aa ‘s 46) iy 7 
now worth $60 an acre. Large amount of Douglas fir in western The Southern Pa Northern Pacific, and the W hauser Timber 
Washington and Oregon which the Government gave away or sold at| Gy own 235 per cent of the privately owned tit on the Pacific 
$2.50 per acre now range from $100 to $200 per acre (p. 18). | coast (p. 19). , , 7 
The Southern Pacific Railroad, the Weyerhauser Timber Co., and the | ed! A kT ee — a 
ad a be : ; . One-half of the privately owned timber on the I ast is owned 
Northern Pacific Railroad own 238,000,000,000 feet of timber, or nearly by 37 holders (p. 20 
a ae cent of all the privately owned timber in the United States | ““gixty-seven holders own 39 per cent of the long f pine of the South 
». 20). i aeranat aan aeneeen am per cent of tt rdwood °1). 
Present commercial value of the privately owned standing timber in | ~ _-. an oe’ aera coe a ~ +} eoniin cie a ; 
von = . > , : 7.3. : ot Six holders have 54 per cent of the standing whit ine and Ne« v 
theae thet rene ae Sates at WRSOC INO. Sais Coes Bot: me) pine in Minnesota, to ether with 16 r cent of the « ( conifer in 
clude the land (p. 2) vi mn OF as : cee ae oe ge ' aaa uf ; 
» o7 _— ‘ an | isconsin { old ave three ths of the timber and in \ I 
Output of lumber by 46,584 sawmills in 1909 amounted to 44,509,- wi ee “* h a ers Be a ae mS : ' : 
000,000 feet (p. 2) 110 holders have two-thirds (p. 22 
: ie = Ore — . © cor Increase in value of standing timber has been large, a n 
Total standing timber in the United States is estimated at 2,826,- | by the following examples 
000,000,000 feet, of which 2,197,000,000,000 feet is privately owned. | ee ee : 
Owned by the Government in forest reserves, 539,000,000,000 feet; by | 
States, Indian reservations, etc., 90,000,000,000 feet (p. 6). | , B I 
‘ a timber standing on Pacific coast is 1,512,900,000,000 feet, as | 
ollows: _ 6 ar a ie: . - . 
ee is oiddececccedessccsequces< 1891 $5.00 1904 $22.00 
OO, Ce ae 381, 400, 000, 000 | Louisiana...............2-2.-+++-200+- Isk2 | 9 ». 50 
Aina ritiideniecinseliemenamtiigaeneiation sedate abe 545, 800, 000, 000 | Washington.................... 00 | nd 1907 0 
en sina 391. 100, 000, 000 | Idaho................-..-- i901 =| 240.1 09 0.00 
TTR an I 129, 000, 000, 000 | Washington................. per acre 1882 A). 00 1909 wu 
Montana _.._____ atl a tk 65, 600, 000, 000 | GE: i biasctasueeenannioe do 1896 | 00 08 
Ge incccnncécccccasecenccsce le 1900 18. 00 1909 ») 
Of this amount 1,013,000,000,000 feet are privately owned (p. 10). | 
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uthern States contain 634,000,000,000 feet, and in Lake 





950 


In Minnesota the price 
1.000 in 1880 and 


hifty-four per 


received for timber on State lands was $1.47 
$7.63 per 1,000 in 1909 (pp. 26-27). 

cent of the total timber of the United States is found 
in the five Vacilie ¢ 


vast States of Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Mon- 

tana, and California (p. 66). 

The 1,013,000,000,000 feet privately owned timber on the Pacific coast 
fare made up of the following species: 

Feet. 

Douglas fir Sr 521, 900, 000, 000 
White pine 19, 600, 000, 000 
Western pine = ane 153, 400, 000, 000 
Sugar pin * steal as _... 4, 700, 000, 000 
Redwood oe _... 101, 900, 600, 000 
ted cedar 2 _.. 56, 700, 000, 000 | 
Ilemlock 7 _.. 87,400, 000, 000 
Spruce ‘i eS Te 


All other species 45, 500, 000, 000 


in the 11 South- 


The 634,000,000,000 feet of privately owned timber 
ern States are made up of the following species: 
Feet. 

884, 400, 000, 000 

152, 100, 000, 000 

40, 400, 000, 000 

‘ ‘ _.._.. 209, 200, 000, 000 

The 100,000,000,000 feet of privately owned timber in Minnesota, Wis- 

consin, and Michigan are made up of the following species: 


Long-leaf yellow pine 
Short-leaf yellow pine 
('ypress . — = 


Hardwoods 


Feet. 
17, 700, 000, 000 
26, 600, 000, 000 
stiunasthiteawu Be eee eee 


ahkciea 41, 900, 000, 000 


ge 77, there are 17,700,000,000 feet of white and 
innesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan. According to the 
output of these species in the same States in 1909 (p. 88), the supply 
should be exhausted in 1918. At the same ratio the short-leaf and 
long-leaf pine (p. 76) should be exhausted in about 25 years (p. 88). 


White and Norway pine 
llemlock - 
Other conifers 
Hardwoods 
Referring to 
Norway pine in M 


Fifteen holders own 62 per cent of the California redwood; 14 hold- | 


ers 
In Louisiana 3 


three-fifths of the cypress in Louisiana (p. 155). 
7 holders own 48.7 per cent of the total timber (p. 154). 


The average stand per acre on the Pacific is 42,000 feet; in the 
South, 6,100 feet; and in the Lake States, 5,600 feet (p. 168). 


No States in the South or the Lake States average 10,000 feet per 











acre, The average for the country is 11,300, largely made up from the 
heavy stand on the Pacific coast (p. 169). 
Stumpage values per 1,000 feet 
| 

1899 | 1904 | 1907 
We NEO DED. on cncccsccneecesudedcassxccenssoannsnaneaseetansestes 3.66 | 4.62 | 8.09 
COOGEE. oc cbvpenvuscdccdecccdsueswhéerenenececungeqnntsanensaueeenen 1.32 | 1.49 4.63 
I ance aie: ceaahad ciate tk ol aedear ade aaa 1.58 | 3.42 4.37 
UTI. . «icon aachanhcee semtnebdaoneaneelagenaekioiaeinele 1.12] 1.68] 3.16 
Redwood. . pweedeowsbecenectesssupnnsesdeuarhakePaoseeey 1. 06 1.55 | 2.25 
Western yellow pine. . 2.2... .-- cece cence cee ence wenn nwenene rene eleeescnlenesns 1. 66 
DOUG OE oss kc vc bknecdddechcncnsccbudncenedatessetieoheunsenneses 77 | 1.05 1.44 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

210. Hay, $2 per ton. 

Mr. GOODWIN of Maine. 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 52, line 25, strike out, after the word “hay,” the figure 

“2” and insert the figure ‘4.” 
Mr. GOODWIN of Maine. Mr. Chairman, this simply re- 
stores the duty now carried by existing law, which is $4 a 
ton. It changes it from $2 in the proposed bill to $4 a ton, as 
earried in the Payne bill. 

I do not want to take the time of the committee to-night at 
this late hour, but it is the one agricultural product in which 
the people of my State are the most interested. If it were not 
for the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rarney], 
who has charge of the agricultural schedule, is evidently so 
tired and so much displeased with what has been said to-night, 
{ would like to speak upon this subject, but under the circum- 
stances, and at the request of my constituents, I simply ask 
that a vote be taken on the amendment. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the few remarks 
I am going to make will be in order. I tried a moment ago 
to get recognition to say a word in defense of the American hen, 
put the gentleman from Alabama cut me off with his motion 
to close debate. Eggs are a very important product, and valu- 
able product, in my district. The hens down there frequently 
lay them in the hay; and I think, therefore, that a discussion 
of the question will be in order upon this hay paragraph. 
[Laughter.] The hen is a very generous, good-natured fowl, 
and we ought to be kind to her and protect her. I am reminded 
of a limerick that went the rounds in the days of Henry Ward 
Scecher which illustrates the noble generosity of the hen, which 
ran something like this: 

Said a Congregational preacher 
To a hen, You are a beautiful creature. 
And the hen, just for that, 


Laid an egg in his hat, 
And thus did the hen reward Beecher, 


[Laughter. ] 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
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May l. 
If we want to encourage the egg industry in this country 
ought not to be too hard on the hen and her product, ~ 
plause. } 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that al! debats 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto now close. 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
committee for three minutes upon this subject. 
Mr. FORDNEY. And I would like to have two minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask ubaniny 
| consent that all debate close in five minutes, three minutes to },, 


we 
[Ar 


to address {| 


| given to the gentleman from Minnesota and two minutes to {ho 
gentleman from Michigan. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat confused 
on first scrutinizing this paragraph to know why hay was re- 
duced in duty to $2 per ton. It did not occur to me then how 
anxious Democracy is to furnish cheap food for the countless 
| bull moose it needs to pull it through in the next campaign. 
| Two dollars per ton is a “ consumers’ rate” sure enough, and 

likely under it “competition,” which the Democratic leader 
urges so incessantly, will result. There will be such politics! 
competition, if he has his way, between the elephant and the 
| bull moose as to leave the haystack, in fact the whole pasture, 

in possession of the mule. 

Seriously speaking, however, I protest against the lack of reg- 
sons for reducing the rate of duty on hay. The production of 
hay should be encouraged for broad reasons, comprehending 
the conservation of the soil of the American people. No 
| farmer properly cultivates his soil unless he rotates his crops 
| and periodically uses his fields for the production of hay. | 
wish to urge this point earnestly—I do not expect to urge it 
successfully—to this committee. I repeat that hay ought to be 
protected and its growth encouraged; prices should be such as 
to compel farmers, by self-interest, to extend their acreage of 
| hay not alone for the profit to them presently, but rather for the 
broader and bigger purpose of conserving the American soi! for 
the future Nation. 

I shall not dwell upon the importance of this industry as 
such. The hay crop of the United States and home value 
thereof, from the year 1895 to 1911, as estimated by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, ranged as follows: 

















Hon 
value 
47,078, 541 $8.3 
59, 282, 158 6.54 
60, 664, 876 6.61 
66, 376, 920 6.0) 
56, 655, 756 7.21 
50, 110, 906 8.89 
-| 50,590,877 | 10.00 
-| 59, 858, 000 9. 06 
61, 305, 940 9.08 
60, 696, 028 8.72 
60,531,611 | 8.52 
57, 145, 959 10.37 
63,677,000 | 11.68 
70, 798, 000 8.98 
64, 933, 000 10. 62 
60, 978, 000 12. 2% 
47, 444, 000 14.64 








This production of approximately 60,000,000 tons per annum 
shows the importance of this item. Hay in considerable quan- 
tities has been imported into the United States in spite of the 
present tariff of $4 per ton. The imports from 1900 to date 
were, annually, in tons, as follows: 


Tons 
nema. aosnyilh ds denneisensemeney incapacitate can ial sa a ae Nate 143, 890 
TN Bi in cincinnati enincinseiilasechc tests einstein cee Te lati re cna 142, 62% 
ne a i 48, 415 
TO ie vein nisin en ten esltsellhcteeni cin ht A i i itera tiniady 293, 112 
see EOS Tor rae 114, 388 
I socininns ch thn nee acirmsecs scinsncgph apie abaeandcs dattia ask an taade einai inet nantes 46, 214 
rey 668, 540 
i ee 61, 116 
|) PR ee LEE Se Se a 10, 063 
ee 6, 712 
1910 sisi ns, dhdnisshanlintsheds thita de eecncttincam taeed bulbs ils alemantalhd: asda aneaaenna= 96, 829 
I i a aa aa 336, 757 


With a rate of $2 per ton enormous quantities of cheap Cana- 
dian hay would be imported into this country, and our farmers 
would have to sell their hay at a loss or let it rot in the stack 
or stop raising it. With any substantial reduction in prices the 
farmer could not pay the expense of cutting, baling, and the 
heavy t ansportation charges to the terminal markets. It is 
extremely difficult for him to make any money in the business 
as it is. If the farmer finds himself losing money on his hay 


crops under this bill, as he certainly will, he will naturally stop 
raising hay to the serious permanent injury of the land. 
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cultivation of hay, potatoes, onions, and similar wma 
iid be encouraged rather than discouraged by law. ‘Too 
a production of grain and corn by the farms of the Nation 
times depresses prices by overproduction, and also occasions 
peril to business generally in the event of a general grain 
rn crop failure. Heavy yields of secondary farm produce, 


at 


. > . | 
ay, potatoes, onions, and so forth, tend to balance and | 
n prices generally, and obviate danger of panic that | 

ys waits upon the failure of any of the great staple articles | 


of production. This bill not only strikes a severe blow at hay, 
important product of Minnesota, but is even more severe on 
» potato growers of the country. It is cruelly unfair to our 
{ ers to put potatoes on the free list. The growing of po- 
tatoes is precarious, so much depending upon the weather, but 
there is a very large acreage of land in Minnesota where the soil 
is poorly adapted tc raising any other crop. Minnesota pro- 
duces an average annual yield of about 17,000,000 bushels. On | 
account of the perishable character of this commodity no part 
of one s®ason’s crop can be held over until the next year. This 
makes it necessary for the potato growers to dispose of their 
crop during the season, regardless of prevailing prices, and 
tends further to make the business precarious. 
° 


t } 





Vs 
Aa 


this 
An examination | 
the prices at which potatoes have been sold for the past 15 | 
years will show that on an average one year out of every three 
resulted in an actual loss to the farmer. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another element to be considered re- 
garding the rate on potatoes. It has reference to labor. Potato 
growing gives employment to many men. The average cost per 

of labor in producing and delivering potatoes to the 
shipping station is approximately $35, some six times as much 
as in the case of grain. Free trade in potatoes will drive many 
of our farmers out of that business and consequently throw out 
of employment a large number of men who will have to compete 
with toilers in other occupations and thus depress the price of 
labor generally. This is a great potato-consuming Nation, and 
it is wiser to have the money we pay for potatoes go to our 
farmers and laborers on the farms rather than to the farmers 
and workingmen of other countries. 

As | stated, the potato crop is uncertain, and therefore if our 
potato farmers are put out of business, as to a large extent they 
will be if this bill in its present form is enacted into law, and 
there occurs a general potato failure in other potato-producing 
countries, unreasonable prices will be exacted from the con- 
sumers, defeating the very purpose claimed for this bill. 

Examination of the prices that have prevailed for years under 
the present tariff on potatoes shows that the average price to 
the farmer has been reasonably low. Any exaction of fancy 
prices from consumers has been by the retailer, and they would 
have a better opportunity to charge unreasonable prices to con- 
sumers if loeal producers were put out of business and the bulk 
of our potatoes were imported. 

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that my time is limited in this dis- 
I would like to state fully and in detail the im- 
portance to the people of my State of both the hay and potato 
crops. All I ean do now is to protest, and I do protest earnestly | 
and emphatically against this bill as it stands. It favors cotton 
and the South; it hits hay and potatoes as well as grain and 
beef, mutton and wool production in the North. It is a sec- 
tional bill, selfishly made by the solid South of the Democratic 
majority, and I believe like any selfish sectional law it will in 
time work its own destruction. In the meantime I suppose the 
farmers of Minnesota and the great Northwest will have to do 
the best they can to raise their crops and compete with the 
Old World. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I support the amendment 
principally for this reason: The State of Michigan, which I 
have the honor in part to represent, is a great hay-producing 
State. The value of that crop in the State ranges annually 
from forty to fifty million dollars. A reduction of $2 per ton 
in the rate of duty on between three and four million tons of 


acre 


cussion. 


rhe time of the gentleman from Minnesota 


hay means a reduction on the income of the farmer of from | 


six to eight million dollars a year. I again submit that that is 
a rather high price for the farmers of the State of Michigan 
to pay for Democratic rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
by the gentleman from Maine. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

213. Garlic, 1 cent per pound; onions, 20 cents per bushel. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 53, line 4, after the word “ onions,” 
per bushel” and insert “35 cents per bushel.” 


“ 


strike out 20 cents 


| half the amount of the tariff. 


| bill builds up no Ameri 
} to any 


i conn} ry 


| attention of the commi 


The question is on the amendment offered | 
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Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, we have | 
and interesting disquisitions on vari 
cider to hay and from honey to hops. 

I want to submit ! 
yet festive and alwa 
such liberal ntities i 
the first place, Mr. Chair 
{laughter}, the rate that is | 
gether with the existing rates 
absolutely the contention that has 
many times since this debate begat 
of tariff was added to the price of 
law provides a tariff of 40 cents per 
yet if any gentleman wants to supply himss 
erous vegetable, if he will 
he can buy him any quantity, a bush 
per bushel. 

As a matter of fact, onions have bee 
in the great onion-producing district 
at less than 20 cents per bushel 
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The effect, Mr 
duty is carried into effect as proposed in this l, 
the onion farmers. They are men who carry on bus 

a small scale. This product is not raised upon great farm 
it is raised upon the small farms by small farmers, 
bill should be enacted into law it simply means 
farmers of the onion-producing districts of Ohio 
17 States in the Union that produce this 
brought into direct competition with the prox 
of Spain, the farms of Ezypt, and the farms of Berm 

The onion farmers of Bermuda appeared before 
and Means Committee (Teari pp. 2778, 2784) an 
urged the reduction of our duty on onions. Why are 
interested? Evidently they know who t 
parently the committee was more dispo: 
the onion farmers of our own 
reduced in accordance with the 
muda onion growers. 

I had always supposed that W 
interest of our own people, not the f 
in control of this Congress tal t] 
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upon this particular 

price of it. Men say t 
I can invite their atte 
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this vegetable it bas bee 
by the Department of Agri 
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tariff of 40 cents per bushel on onions should not be 


be | 


made some 


in 


to 


or I 


= m 
st liv 
db 
paid 


( it 
y 


w 


of 
vere 
ity 


t! 


a¢ 
a 


1 
n tl 


ow ing 
thea 
rie 





952 


First. This year’s crop of onions demonstrates beyond a 
doubt the fact that this country can henceforth easily produce 
all the onions that this country can possibly consume. There is 
no occasion whatever to open the door for foreign onions. In 
fact, onions are now being sold in this country at prices below the 
cost of growing them. 

Second. The onion growing in this country is in the hands of 
farmers in quantities from 1 acre up, from Massachusetts to 
Iowa, and also in Colorado, on the Pacific slope, and Texas, and 
to a small extent in Missouri, Kentucky, and Louisiana. Large 
growers market their crops direct to car-lot buyers and small 
growers sell to local buyers, who in turn compete with each 
other and with the large growers in each section, each section 
competing with other sections, so that there is sharp competi- 
tion all along the line, and no combination to fix or control 
prices is possible. Prices will absolutely be fixed by supply 
and demand. 

Third. The present tariff of 40 cents per bushel is necessary 
to suitably protect the American onion grower from the cheaper 
grown onions from foreign countries. 

A gentleman connected with a very prominent European 
produce house recently stated that he had personally visited 
the onion fields of Spain and Egypt. He stated that labor could 
be obtained for the onion fields in Spain at about 20 cents per 
day and in Egypt for even a lower price. Here in Ohio and in 
Indiana from $1.50 to $2 per day of 10 hours is paid for men 
in the field and women and children in proportion. 

‘The freight rate from Spain to New York City direct is about 

cents per 100 pounds, and from Egypt about 40 cents. 
Freight from Ohio and Indiana points to New York is from 22 
to 25 cents per 100 pounds. It can readily be seen from these 
figures that with the tariff removed Spain and Egypt can lay 
onions down in New York City for a lower price than we can, 
even if we move them at actual cost of growing. Freight on 
onions from Bermuda is 14 cents per 100 pounds. We do not 
know the cost of labor in Bermuda, but it is certainly below 
the prices paid in this country. 

Mexico has recently begun the development of onion in- 
dustry and promises to be a very important factor in the future, 
especially if the onion tariff be either removed or reduced. 

Fourth. The removal of the onion tariff entirely would strike 
a deadly blow at the American onion industry, that has grown 
from small beginnings to its present large proportions, an in- 
dustry that will continue to grow as fast as the needs of the 
country demand it. Vast tracts of land now of but little value 
will be developed into onion farms if prices secured for onions 
will warrant such development. Any material reduction in the 
tariff must cripple this industry seriously. 

The intensive farming required in growing onions makes 
necessary large investment of capital in developing the land, 
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erection of suitable buildings and storages and necessary 
equipment, and the employment of many thousands of men, 


women, and children, who depend upon this industry for their 
livelihood, and women and children so employed in the country 
could not procure employment elsewhere. 

The serious crippling of this industry would mean the prac- 
tical loss of a very large capital invested, as above described, 
throughout the country, as in such cases the property would be 
greatly reduced in value and suitable returns for labor and in- 
vestment could not be secured. 

lifth. We do not contend that with the tariff removed the 
market, but the removal of the tariff would cause the foreign 
production to be rapidly and enormously increased, and enough 
would in the near future be thrown upon the New York market 
to drive prices down to a point that would be seriously damag- 
ing if not ruinous to the American grower. 

New York City practically fixes the prices for the entire East, 
and with the low prices at the seaboard, onions in western New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio that usually go east would be 


thrown upon the western and southe markets usually sup- | 
x ‘ n d ithern markets usually suy | amendment. 


plied by the onion States west of us, and thus prices in the 
South and West would also be forced down to nearly or quite 
the low prices in New York City. 

Sixth. If it be urged that the low prices herein suggested will 
be for the benefit of the consumer, the obvious reply is that 
the recent amazing increase in onion acreage in this country 
and the large tracts of land that will be developed and devoted 
to onion growing in the future, if prices will warrant it, makes 
it certain that as low prices will rule in the future as the Ameri- 
can grower can stand, and that it is poor policy to force prices 
so low that the grower can not secure cost for his produce. 
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Seventh. The importations of onions for the two fiscal years 
1910-11 and 1911-12 were about 1,500,000 bushels each year. 
With the tariff removed, the importatious will soon be doubled, 
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and therefore, if the tariff be removed, eventually and soon the 
foreign importations will force American prices to a point below 
the American cost of growing. 

Eighth. If with a reduction of existing onion tariff the eos 
of foreign onions plus the tariff would be equal to the absolute 
cost to the American grower, the American grower would | 
compelled to retire from the business or scale his style of livin: 
down to the level of the Spaniard, Egyptian, and Mexican, and 
surely that can neither be expected or desired. 

Why take the risk of strangling or seriously crippling the 
American industry by removing or reducing the onion tx; 
when the only person in the world who would be benefited }), 
would be the foreign grower? 

Mr. MANN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama 4 
question. Was the quantity of the bushel of onions inten: 
ally or accidentally left out? The existing law carries a bushe} 
as consisting of 57 pounds. I notice, and very properly, in most 
places of the bill it defines the quantity of a bushel, and as the 
bushel is different in different States I think it would be do. 
sirable—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the regulation at the Treas 
Department has established so fully that 57 pounds is a bus 
of onions that it was not necessary to place it in the bill, 

Mr. MANN. Of course the regulation of the Treasury jp, 
partment would have no effect. It has been the law heret 
fore that established 57 pounds as the bushel, not a recy 
of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The established rate is so uniforn 

Mr. MANN. They had no occasion to establish it because the 
law has provided it, and practically in every other place in the 
bill the gentleman has defined the quantity of a bushel. \ 
had up in the House a proposition to define the quantity « 
these measures, and it is one I think that should be passed, and 
we discovered that in many of the States there was a variation 
in regard to a bushel of onions or a bushel of other vegetal 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think we have done that as a ru! 
the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say that the gentleman’s disinclina- 
tion to accept any suggestions from this side of the House 
lead to confusion in the Treasury Department in the future 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will look into it. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that debate on 
paragraph and amendments be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. U> 
woop] asks unanimous consent that debate en the paragrapl 
amendments be now closed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offe: 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIs]}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

215. Orchids, palms, azaleas, and all other decorative or gre 
plants and cut flowers, preserved or fresh, 25 per cent ad valore! 
of the valley pips, tulips, narcissus, begonia, and gloxinia bulbs, 
thousand; hyacinth, astilbe, dielytra, and lily of the valley 
$2.50 per thousand; lily bulbs and calla bulbs, $5 per thousand: | 
Iris Kaempferri or Germanica, canna, dablia,‘and amaryllis bulbs 


per thousand; all other bulbs, bulbous roots or corms which ar 
vated for their flowers or foliage, 50 cents per thousand. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move (to 
strike out the last word. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a comm 
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foreign onion grower could at once fully supply the American | : 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers a com 
mittee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 53, line 11, strike out the letter “s” in “ azaleas,” 


the word . Indica.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RaIney]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed (0. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 


ins¢ 


and 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers a fur 
ther amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 53, line 14, after the word “hyacinth,” strike out the coms 


and insert the word “ bulbs.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page line 16, after the second word 


1 


I also offer the following 


53, “bulbs,” strike out the 


comma and insert the words “ or corms.” 











1913. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Raney]. 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the following 

endment. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois offers a 
further amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
line 16, before the 


Page 53, word “peony,” insert the word 


aceous.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
sentieman from Illinois [Mr. Raney]. 
~ The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wanted to ask the gentleman a 
question about the last amendment, where he inserted the word 
“herbaceous.” What becomes of the duty on the other peonies? 

Mr. PALMER. They go into the next paragraph under 

irsery stock. The herbaceous peonies are the fine—— 

Mr. MANN. I know what they are. 

Mr. PALMER. And the other peonies are heavier plants, 
which come in under nursery stock in the next paragraph. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I also offer the 

endment. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 53, line 18, strike out the word “ bulbs.” 

‘The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Raney]. 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
mendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois offers another 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 53, line 


following 


also following 


18, insert, after the word “roots,” the 


words “ root 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman what 
the occasion is for all these amendments? 

Mr. RAINEY. ‘These are suggested by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, most of them—in fact, all of them—in order to dispose of 
a lot of conflicting questions there. They have decisions both 
Ways. 
Mr. MANN. Of course, if the Treasury Department recom- 
mended them, I have no question in regard to it, although, hav- 
ing some practical knowledge of these matters, I think possibly 
that instead of settling disputes they will be apt to cause them. 

Mr. PALMER. 


Mr. MANN. 


Oh, no. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] 
who says “No” does not know the difference between “ diely- 
tra’ and “ peonies.” 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, I am an expert on peonies. 
Mr. MANN. What is “ dielytra ”? 

Mr. PALMER. It would take too long to educate the gen- 
leman. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ratner]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAtnry] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 53, line 11, at the end of the line, strike out the word “ or.” 


The CHAIRMAN, 


[Laughter. ] 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer another committee 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
tet 53, line 19, after the word “corms” insert the words “and 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have 
prepared an amendment, which I will present later. I would 
like to have the attention of the members of the committee for 
Just a moment. Near Bellingham, in the State of Washington, 
is the only place in the United States that I know of where they 
raise bulbs. The Government has a bulb farm there, and the 
authorities in charge of it expect within the next few years to 
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furnish all 
of Congress. 


the bulbs necessary for distribution by Members 


I have received a good many communications from people in 


that neighborhood, saying that if they could get bulbs from 
Holland free, for propagating purposes, it could be made a 


profitable industry, because that is in the line, as I understand, 
of the policy of both partiés—to bring 
for purposes of propagation. 

I will suggest to the gentlemen that they consider at 
will submit to them the question, when we reach the free list, 
whether they will not see fit to insert an amendment of that 
character. I do not think it is covered by this language 


in bulbs or other seeds 


it, an 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wash 
ington that I do not see any serious reason why it should not 
be adopted, but the committee has not had the opportunity to 


consider it and see the effect of the adoption of the amendment. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is the reason why I 
make the suggestion now and ask the committee to consider it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. 


Chairman, I desire to 
have this telegram read into the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be inserted. 

There was no objection. 

Following is the telegram referred to: 

BELLINGHAM, WASH., April 29 
Congressman ALBERT JOHNSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Desire tariff removed bulbs imported propagating purposes « 
Commercial bulbs to florists and greenhouses remain as now. Impossible 
start bulb growing in Washington State unless mother bulbs are ad 
mitted free. tulbs grown nowhere in United States save Whatcom 
County. Expansion commercial bulb industry bere demands removal 
tariff because present tariff precludes possibility Should not object 
to tariff being replaced five years We believe contrary to poll 6701 
ernment to impose tariff which will hinder new enterprise. <Acced 
to our request would in no manner disturb present bulb busine 

BELLINGHAM CHAMBER OF COMMI 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

216. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Maha 
Mazzard cherry, Manetti multiflora and briar rose, three years old or 
less, $1 per thousand plants; stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of pear 
apple, quince, and the St. Julien plum, three years old or i $1 | 
thousand plants; rose plants, budded, grafted, or grown on their own 
roots, 4 cents each; stocks, cuttings, and seedlings, of all frult d 
ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen shrubs and vines, and ail 
trees, shrubs plants, and vines commonly known as nursery 01 i 
house stock, not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. RatNey] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 3, by 


line 23, 
words *“ Rosa Rugosa.” 


inserting a 


the word “ro 


[ Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was ag 


The question is on agreeing to the amend 


reed to 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I have another committce 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois presents an 
other committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 54, line 5, strike out the words “or greenhouse.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend 


ment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, what 
ask the gentleman? What 
if that were stricken out? 

Mr. PALMER. ‘The gentieman from Illinois will 
in the bill now, under paragraph 215, occurs the language, 
“ Orchids, palms, azaleas, and all other decorative greenhouse 
plants and cut flowers,” while paragraph 216 provides for 
“plants and vines commonly known as nursery or greenhouse 
stock.” Inasmuch as these two paragraphs carry a different 


is the effect of that, may I 
would greenhouse stock come under 
' 


that 


notic e 


rate, there would be a conflict between greenhouse plants and 
greenhouse stock, it being impossible to distinguish between 


the two. The object of the two paragraphs is to have green 
house plants in paragraph 215 and nursery stock in pariag! 
216. 

Mr. MANN. Well, but a great deal of this greenl 
is just as easily distinguished as nursery stock. 

The same conflict would exist in reference to that nur 
sery stock. Now you propose to increase the rate on green 
house stock from 15 per cent to 25 per cent, which I believe is 
the existing rate. A very large amount of this greenhouse stock 
is necessarily imported. 

Mr. PALMER. If the gentleman will obser\ 
is not provided for in paragraph 215. That 


ipl 


as to 


e, nursery Loe 


ly . ys 
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tuber cor! and greenhouse plants and eut flowers. The 
words “or greenhouse” are taken out of paragraph 216 in order 
to avoid the conflict. The conflict is in the present law and has 
resu | i great deal of difficulty at the customhouses, 


Mir. MANN, I will say to the gentleman that the difficulty 
will still exist, as far as that is concerned. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to know how. 

Mr. MANN. Because there will be a constant conflict whether 
a plant is a greenhouse plant or nursery stock. 

Mr. PALMER. No; there will not be any such conflict. Nur- 
erymen say that nursery stock and greenhouse plants are easily 

(inguished; that they are trade names which are perfectly 
plain in the trade, however vague the distinction may seem to 
my distinguished friend from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I am somewhat familiar with the trade, and I 
question whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania is as famil- 
jar with it, and that ts no reflection on him. 

Mr. PALMER. I am not expert in the trade, though I am 
fond of these things and have paid some attention to them: but 
I am advised by experts in the trade that nursery stock and 
greenhouse plants are very easily distinguishable. 

Mr. MANN. I am unfortunate enough to raise for my own 
amusement several hundred thousand of these plants a year, 
and I know something about them. 

Mr. PALMER. I congratulate the gentleman on having con- 
stantly at his side a source of great happiness. 

Mr. MANN. That is the only fun I have, except what I get 
out of you gentlemen over on that side. 

Mr. PALMER. I trust the gentleman gets more fun out of 
his plants than he does out of this side. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I get a good deal out of both. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ce 

r 
1 

a 


217. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 15 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; 
flaxseed or linseed and other oil seeds not specially provided for in this 
section, 20 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy seed, 15 cents per 
bushel of 47 pounds; mushroom spawn, and spinach seed, 1 cent per 
pound: canary seed, § cent per pound; caraway seed, 1 cent per pound; 


ani seed, 2 cents per pound; beet 


(except sugar beet), carrot, corn 
ulad, parsley, 


parsnip, radish, turnip, and rutabaga seed, 3 cents per 
cabbage, collard, kale, and kohl-rabi seed, 6 cents per pound; 








po ; ; . 
eggplant and pepper seed, 10 cents per pound; seeds of all kinds not 
spr lly provided for in this section, 10 per cent ad valorem: Provided, 
TI no allowance shall be made for dirt or other impurities in seeds 
provided for in this paragraph. 
{[Mr. FOWLER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 


that all debate on the paragraph be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous that the debate on the paragraph close in five 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the seeds named in this para- 
graph are collected in the same manner that the seeds are in 
the existing law—by description and name. I believe in the 
existing law the description and differential of rates were made 
largely at the request of the seedsmen. I have no criticism of 
the gentlemen for following that description, because their at- 
tention has probably not been called to the fact that there is no 


consent 


minutes, 


known method of distinguishing between seeds named in the 
paragraph carrying different rates of duty except by planting 
them. 

Two or three years ago I obtained from the Agricultural 


Department some 20 different samples of seeds which had been 
purchased by that department. They came in bottles, and I 


took out half of each bottle and put them in a number of 
other bottles, so that when I had finished I had 40 bottles of 


seed taken from half of those sent me, all carrying distinguish- 
ing numbers. 

I sent the 40 bottles of seed to the Agricultural Department 
with a request that they furnish me with a statement as to 
what kinds of seed they were. In reply they admitted that as 
to a number they could not tell, except that they were of a 
character of, say, cabbage seed or belonging to that family. In 
about one-third of the cases, or nearly one-half, the analytical 
seedsman of the department differed from the men who had 
sold the seed to the department. 

I then asked the department to take the remaining packages 
of seed which I had all numbered and plant them as a final 
test and find out what those seeds were, the one who had 
bought them not agreeing with the one who had analyzed 
them. I again found a great variation. An easy illustration 
is beet seed carried in this paragraph at 3 cents a pound, 
except sugar-beet seed. The man does not live who can tell 
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sugar-beet seed from market-beet seed, except by planti: 
and watching the result. 

Since the law went into effect there has been very litt! 
nary beet seed imported, but great quantities of sugar-hee: 
imported, which comes in free. The same is true of , 
other kinds of seed carrying different rates of duty wh 
not be distinguished. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

221. Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, packed 
in oil and other substances, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin box 
per cent ad valorem; all other fish in tin packages, not spe 
vided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem; caviar and 
served roe of tish, 30 per cent ad valorem; fish, skinned 
fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after the word “fish,” in line 4, 
words “ except shellfish.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
last word. I should offer an amendment which I think 
to be adopted, even on the principle the Ways and Means ¢ 
mittee approve, of admitting all green fish, as we cul! { 
into this country free of duty. Even on that principle 
ought to allow a duty on partially manufactured fish. 
have, as a matter of fact, allowed a duty of three-quarters « 
a cent on fish skinned and boned, but they have allowed », 
duty whatever on smoked and cured fish. If it were no! I 
the fact that I should be afraid of prejudicing the ea 
fore the conferees by having an amendment voted do 
the House, I should offer an amendment providing for a « 
on fish, smoked and cured, of onehalf a cent a pow [ 
wish to call the attention of the Committee on Ways and \i 
to the effect of this discrepancy, that they recognize o: 
of manufactured fish and not the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma ; 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


yr | 


offer the followi 


222. Apples, peaches, quinces, cherries, plums, and pears, ; 
ripe, 10 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; berries, edible, in thei 
condition, one-half cent per quart; cranberries, 10 per cent ad \ 
all edible fruits, including berries, when dried, desiccated, evapo: 
prepared in any manner, not specially provided for in this s 
cent per pound; comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits of all kinds pri 
or packed in sugar, or having sugar added thereto or preser 
packed in molasses, spirits, or their own juices, if containing no a 
or containing not over 10 per cent of alcohol, 20 per cent ad 
if containing over 10 per cent of alcoho! and not specially pr 
in this section, 20 per cent ad valorem, and in addition $2.50 px f 
gallon on the alcohol contained therein in excess of 10 per cent 

of all kinds, 20-per cent ad valorem; pineapples preserved in t 

juice, 20 per cent ad valorem, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the ge 
from Alabama a question in reference to pineapples pr‘ 
in their own juice, as to whether this permits any addi 
sugar at all? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


No; the paragraph was drawn 
it would not do that. That was the purpose, 

Mr. MANN. I do not just this minute recall, and does 
gentleman, what the duty would be where any sweetenin¢ 
rial was added? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is provided for in another | 
of the bill. I can not tell just where it is now. 

Mr. MANN. I remember. I tried to find out yesterds 
examining the bill whether it was intended to be covered | 
comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits of all kinds preserved or pa 
sugar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the place where it is su 
to be covered. 

Mr. MANN. I am not sure whether that would cover }', 
whether it would come in under the basket clause. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the point where the com 
intends it to be covered. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how that could be. 
carries 20 per cent ad valorem, 

Fruits of all kinds preserved or packed in sugar, or having sucar 
added thereto or preserved or packed in molasses, spirits, or their « 
juices, if containing no aiechel or containing not over 10 per cent 
alcohol, 20 per cent ad valorem ; if containing over 10 per cent oF ! 
hol and not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ac ¥ 
rem, and in addition $2.50 per proof gallon on the alcohol conta 
therein in excess of 10 per cent. 

I eall it to the attention of the gentleman, and I wish that 
the gentleman would have it looked into. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I re 


That pro\ 


call that the committee did differentiate between pineapp!es 
that were not sweetened and those that were sweetened. 
in the bill somewhere. 


It is 












1913. 


Mr. MANN. IT am not disposed to say to the gentleman that 
it is not in the bill, because I accept his statement. However, I 
have examined the bill carefully for the purpose of endeavor- 
jug to ascertain what the rate would be under the bill for pine- 

les preserved in their own juice with a slight addition of 
y I do not find any paragraph that seemed to cover it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, unless there is to be 
me debate on some of the remaining paragraphs in this sec- 
tion, 1 would like to finish it to-night. If there is to be debate, 
I will move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MANN. My impression is there would be some debate on 

aragraph 225, 

Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Garrett of Tennessee, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
3321—the tariff bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILL YRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 2978. An act making appropriations for certain expenses 
incident to the first session of the Sixty-third Congress, and for 
other purposes. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. In the Evening Star newspaper this afternoon 
appears an article entitled “Lafferty ends speech with loud 


s r. 
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I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 
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applause—the Representative from Oregon takes advantage of | 





leave to print” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there is 
no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quorum present. 
ADJOURN MENT, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 
6 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 2, 1913, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on examination and 
survey of Newport Harbor, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 42); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustration. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of 
Matawan Creek, N. J., with plan and estimate of cost of im- 
provement (H. Doc. No. 43); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustration. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4536) to 
reopen the rolls of the Choctaw-Chickasaw Tribe and to provide 
for the awarding of the rights secured to certain persons by the 
fourteenth article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of 
date September 27, 1830; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4537) prescribing 
offenses committed in the United States Army and fixing the 
punishment thereof; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4538) prescribing offenses committed in 
the United States Navy and fixing the punishment thereof; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) providing for a survey for a military 
and post road from the city of Washington, D. C., to the Naval 
Academy at the city of Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 4540) making appropriation for 
payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and under the provisions 
of section No. 151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, commonly 
known as the Judicial Code; to the Committee on War Claims. 





- = 

QD 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (II. R. 4541) to consolidate the vet 

erinary service, United States Army, and to increase its effi 
ciency ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MOSS of West Virginian: A bill (HL. R. 4542) au 
thorizing the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to deliver to 
the town of Ripley, State of West Virginia. for 
Car! Shatto Post, No. 28, Department of West Virginia, Grand 
Army of the Republic, two condemned bronze or brass cannon 
or field pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the use of the 


By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 4543) to amend sections 4924 
and 4927 of the Revised Statutes, relating to patents; to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 4544) to reserve 


certain lands and to incorporate the same and make them a part 
of the Caribou National Forest Reserve; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4545) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 4546) to abolish the Commerce 
Court, and for other purposes; to the Commttee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOGUE: A bill (H. R. 4547) for the preparation of a 
plan and the erection on ground belonging to the United States 
Government, in the city of Washington, of a memorial or statue, 
to be furnished by the State of Pennsylvania, of Maj. Gen. 
George Gordon Meade; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DIFENDERFER: A bill (H. R. 4548) to prevent a 
combination of firms or individuals from conspiring to raise, or 
raising, prices of supplies furnished the United States Govern- 
ment, or combining to put up prices for structural work, and 
providing penalties therefor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H.R. 4569) to amend section 
4 of the interstate-commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 4573) authorizing the 
President to appoint an additional circuit judge for the fourth 
circuit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution (H. Res. 84) to authorize 
the expenditure of balance of fund authorized under H. Ke 
587 adopted June 18, 1912; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: Memorial of the Legislature of 
Alaska Territory, petitioning Congress to provide for the build- 
ing of a bridge across the Chena River at the town of Fairbanks, 
Alaska; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, pray- 
ing Congress to provide for the immediate development of the 
coal and railroad resources of Alaska; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying Congress to authorize the city of Juneau, Alaska, to 
issue $50,000 school bonds; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska, praying Congress 
to provide a salary for commissioners, justices of the peace, pro- 
bate judges, coroners, and recorders in Alaska Territory; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
for the repeal of the law of Congress taxing railroads in Alaska ; 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
Congress for a survey and to build a breakwater at the harbor 
of Snake River, Nome, Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
for a reduction of the excessive telegraph and cable charges of 
the United States military telegraph and cable lines in Alaska ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
for the repeal of the statute entitled “An act extending the time 
in which to file adverse claims and institute adverse suits 
against mineral entries in the Territory of Alaska,” approved 
June 7, 1910; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
for better mail service in that Territory; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Alaska Territory, praying 
Congress to provide an appropriation to pay the deficiency in 
the mileage allowed members of the Alaska Legislature; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of the Senate of the State of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the Lever agricultural education extension bill; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


AS 





CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (CH. R. 4549) granting a pension 
to Edwin V. Butler; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) granting an increase of pension to 


Augustus Fortney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (11. R. 4551) to authorize the Presi- | 
dent to appoint Archy Wright Barnes an assistant paymaster | 
in the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (TL. R. 4552) grant- 


to An to the 


Pensions. 
increase of 
Committee on Pen- 


\ie Neate; Committee on 
bill (H. R. 4553) 
nk Sanderson; to 


ing a pension 
By Mr. HAYES: 
pension to ir: 


granting an 
James the 
sions, 

By 
of pet 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. KETTNER: A bill 
John L. Churchill; to the 
a bill (1. R. 4556) 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr LY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4557) granting an increase 
of pension to John Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 


IULINGS: A bill 


William VY. 


(H. R 


Mr. ] 
Thompson; to the Commiitee on In- 


ion to 
(H. R. 4555) granting a pension 
to Committee on Pensions. 


Also, 


t 
iN 


Also, a bill (HL. R. 4558) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4559) granting an increase of pension to 


John Carley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also. a bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Tuckerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herr: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ajso, a bill (H. R. 4502) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\iso, a bill (H. R. 4563) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry L. Vanee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (CH. BR. 4564) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Ernst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) granting an increase of pension to 
Baker Woodruff; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) granting an increase of pension to 


Jumes Hackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ty Mr. McLAUGHLIN: A bill (H. R. 4567) granting a pen- 
sion to William Feavel; to the Committee on Pensions. 


iy Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4568) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Comstock; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. FESS: A bill (11. R. 4570) granting a pension to Mar- 
ga Bretney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4571) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen G. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 4572) granting an increase of pension to 
Ludlow Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

vy. 


by Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 4574) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Linda 8. Anderson; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (U1. R. 4575) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
Parsons, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4576) for the 
‘lief of George A. Nowland; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (CH. R. 4577) granting a pension to 
Noah Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 


E. 


re 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of sundry citizens 
of souri, against the income tax on mutual life insurance 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

lso (by request), petition of the Pennsylvania Congress of 
Mothers and Parent-Teacher Association, Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against any change in the present national system of 
forest control; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also (by request), petition of J. H. Atkinson, Fulton, Mo., 
and Webb Strange, protesting against including mutual life 
insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
against the income tax on mutual life insurance companies; to 


the Committ: } Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of A. W. Barnett and 4 other 
merchunis of Ioylesiown, Ohio, favoring the passage of legis- 
lation to inpel concerns selling goods direct to the consumer 
by mail te contribute their portion of the funds for the develop- 





1554) granting an increase | 


for the relief of May Stanley; to | 





ment of the local community, county, and State: to the 
f= on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
| 





Also, petition of Alvin Rich, Wooster, Ohio, and J. w. 7, 
Uhrichsville, Olio, protesting against including mutual) 
surance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Commi 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALTZ: Petition of Thomas L. Fekete, ir., and 
R. Clanahan, St. Louis, Mo., protesting against including ; 
life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the « 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: Petition of sundry 
| unionists of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the removal} 
| duty on Philippine tobacco and cigars; to the Commi 
Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. BULKLEY: Petition of the city council of C1 
| Ohio, favoring Government ownership of the telegr; phy 
telephone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ( 
inerce, 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petitions of sundry citizens of A! 
against the income tax on mutual life insurance compani 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of sundry citizens of Pen: 
| favoring the retention of the present tariff rates on la: 
lace curtains; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to 
(H. R. 4528) 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Trades and Labor ( ", 
Vallejo, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation to ext 
eight-hour law to include labor used by those who r 
| erhinent grants and franchises; to the Committee on L: 
| By Mr. DALE: Petition of sundry citizens of Brookly: 
against the income tax on mutual life insurance com 
| the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Henry Lotz and Schmidt & Co., « 
York, N. Y., against the reduction of the duty applying 
lithographic trade; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Linnean Society, of New York. 
favoring the feather provision in Schedule N of the t 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Progressive Knitting Works, of 
lyn, N. Y., against the reduction of the duty on the s 
coat, and knit-goods industry; to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Sherer-Gilbert Co., of Chie 
against the duty on saffron; to the Committee on Ways 
| Means, 

Also, petition of the Montague Castle-London Co., of 
York, N. Y., against placing stained glass on the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of Irvy Card, pro 
against including mutual life insurance companies in th 
come-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mary Schwaner and E. Scott, of New York 
N. Y., protesting against the placing of Bibles on the fr: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Baer Bros., New York, N. Y., protesting 

gainst the proposed change in the tariff on bronze powder; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of sundry citizens of 
twenty-third congressional district of New York, against taxing 
mutual life insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

sy Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of sundry citizens of Brook! 
N. Y., against the income tax on mutual life insurance com- 
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Railroad Commission of the 
State of California, favoring the passage of legislation making 
an appropriation of $4,500 for blanks for the use of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Pneumatic Tool Co. and 5 other 
companies of San Francisco, Cal.; the Stewart Dawes Shoe 
Co.; the Pacific Wire Rope Co., of Los Angeles Cal.; and the 
Holt Manufacturing Co., Stockton, Cal., protesting against the 
proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the Commilice ou 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of W. J. Mulligan, of the Nationa! 
Fuse Co., San Francisco, Cal, favoring a reduction in the tar! 
on safety or blasting fuses; to the Committee on Ways aud 
Means. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: Petition of the Navi Chamber of 
Commerce, Hawaii, against the reduction ef the duty on sugar, 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Petition of the Railroad Commission of 
the State of California, favoring an item of $4,500 in the ap- 
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By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of su dry citizens of the thirtieth 


district of New Yor! gainst the ineome tax on life insuran 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALTERS: Petitions of C. F. Hager and others of 
Pennsylvania, against the income tax for mutual life insurane 


companies; to the Committee on Ways and Mean: 


By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petitions of sundry citizens of 
New York, against the income tax for mutual life 
to the Commitiee on Ways and Means, 
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tion by the improbability of the canal being built by the ter- 
riforial sovereign, by Great Britain’s claim of a protectorate 
over the eastern terminus of the Nicaraguan route then uni- 
versally accepted as the most eligible route, and by the natural 


apd reasonable belief that financiers would more readily en- 
gage in the canal enterprise if Great Britain joined the United 
States in becoming sponsor for the safety and neutrality of the 
canal and for its equal use by all nations. The outcome was 
the famous Clayton-Bulwer treaty, the essential features of 
which are these: 

“First. A canal built by the State owning the canal route or 
by its concessionaires. 

“ Second. A compact by the parties that neither will build 
nor take part in building the canal, directly or indirectly, nor 
obtain nor maintain exclusive control over it. 

“Third. A specific agreement as to the modes in which both 
parties may aid in the construction of the canal—as by each 
using its influence for such construction with local governments 
and for the establishment of a free port at each end of the 
canal, and by each undertaking to protect the canal while in 
process and after completion to guarantee its neutrality, and 
to thus safeguard the capital invested. 

“Fourth. An undertaking by each to enter into contracts 
with Central American States with the view to carry out the 
great purpose of the treaty, to wit, the construction of a ship 
canal between the two oceans ‘ for the benefit of mankind and on 
equal terms to all,’ and for the purpose of protecting the same. 

“Fifth. Enjoyment by the citizens or subjects of each party of 
the same ‘rights or advantages in regard to commerce or 
navigation through the canal,’ charges and conditions of traffic 
to be approved as just or equitable by the Governments of the 
contracting parties. 

“ Sixth. An invitation to all friendly States to join in con- 
tributing to the construction of the canal, coupled with the 
declaration that the equal terms and conditions secured to the 
citizens or subjects of the contracting parties shall be enjoyed 
by the citizens and subjects of every other State ‘which is 
willing to grant thereto (to the canal) such protection as the 
United States and Great Britain engage to afford.’ 

“The two notable features of this phase of American canal 
policy are, first, the self-denying ordinance preventing the 
United States or Great Britain from building or controlling the 
canal, and, second, the clear recognition of the right of a State 
constructing on its own territory an artificial waterway like 
the canal to dictate the conditions of its use, as by permitting 
the use to some parties on conditions of their undertaking to 
protect the canal and denying its use to other parties not 
willing to undertake such protection. 

“'The next phase of American canal opinion and policy was 
foreshadowed as early as 1869, when Secretary Seward officially 
‘expressed the very deliberate conviction’ (1) that ‘hence- 
forth neither any foreign Government nor the capitalists of any 
foreign nation, except the Government and capitalists of the 
United States, will ever undertake in good faith to build the 
canal across the Isthmus of Darien’; (2) that ‘the neutrality 
most desirable for Colombia is to be found in a combination of 
the power, authority, and influence of the United States of 
America and the power, authority, and influence of the United 
States of Colombia to protect the canal and make it productive 
of the largest commercial benefit to all nations’; and (3) that 
‘not only would the United States be unwilling to enter into an 
entangling alliance with other foreign nations for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of a passage through the Isthmus, but 
also that the idea that other commercial powers could and 
would consent to enter into a combination with the United 
States of America for that purpose is impracticable and vision- 
ary.’ About the same time a convention was actually nego- 
tiated at Bogota by which the United States was to build the 
canal. On various grounds not necessary to state the conven- 
tion failed of ratification at Washington. 

‘*Meanwhile, and before Secretary Seward’s prophetic words 
were generally accepted as verity, there ensued the de Lesseps 
attempt to construct the canal over the Panama route. The 
final abandonment of that attempt in 1889 forced upon the 
country the conviction that Secretary Seward was right, and 
that if the canal was to be built it must be built by the United 
States, both because the United States was the only American 
power with the necessary resources and because the construc- 
tion and control of the canal by any European power would 
conflict with our settled policy respecting European interference 
in American affairs. President Hayes, in a special message to 
Congress in March, 1880, justly interpreted American sentiment 
by declaring: ‘The policy of this country is a canal under 
American control; the United States can not consent to the 
surrender of this control to any European power or to any com- 
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bination of European powers.’ He condensed the whole 
ment for the policy into the fewest words by adding t}).; 
canal would be ‘ virtually a part of the coast line of the 1 
States.’ President Cleveland, in his message of December 1 
yas equally explicit as to the inadmissibility of any cont; 
the canal by a European power. 

“The final phase of American opinion and policy bei) 
the United States must build and control the canal, ang 
any share in its construction or control by any European | 
was to be excluded, the first step to be taken obviously w: 
removal of the obstacle presented by the Clayton-Bulwer ¢), 
That object was meant and thought to be attained by the 
Pauncefote treaty of 1901. It clearly permits the United 
to build the canal. Does it also debar Great Britain fro) 
control of the cana! except such as results from the ex 
provision that the canal shall be open for use to Great Pp, 
and all other nations on terms of entire equality? The ; 
is to be found in the terms of the treaty itself interpreted 
cording to their true intent. They can be so interpreted , 
by reverting to the previous relations of the parties to the 
enterprise, to the new relations to the enterprise the 
meant to assume, and to the objects each had in view in pn 
the treaty. 

“1. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty of November 18, 1901, i; 


be noted, does not merely authorize the United States to | | 
the canal through the territory of some other power, thoyey 
such would have been a possible construction of the rejected 


Hay-Pauncefote treaty of February 5, 1901, but the tr 
November 18, 1901, adds a clause not found in the Fel 
treaty to the effect that no change of territorial sovereig 
the country or countries traversed by the canal shall aff; 
obligations of the parties to the treaty, thus assenting i; 
vance to the acquisition by the United States of the terri: 
needed for the canal. Hence, since the United States did af; 
wards acquire the Canal Zone, the terms of the November H 
Pauncefote treaty apply to the case of an artificial wat 
constructed by a State on its own territory. 

“2. It is to be further noted that by way of asserting {] 
clusive control of the canal by the United States and eliu 
any semblance of control by other powers the November IJ 
Pauncefote treaty omits article 8 of the February treaty, |) 
which other powers were to have notice of the treaty aud be 
invited to adhere to it. 

“3. The facts being, then, that the United States has 
fully built the canal through territory of its own; that 
having become the owner of the canal route, the tre 
pressly accords to the United States all the rights incid 
construction; and that in undertaking the canal as a | 1 
States enterprise the United States did so with the n ; 
purpose of excluding all foreign control beyond that resulting 
from the stipulation for equality of terms to all users o 
canal—what is there in the language of the treaty to justif 
claim that the United States has made a further submis 
foreign control by a stipulation which prevents it from a! 
the use of the canal by its own vessels or those of its n: 
on any terms it chooses to fix? 

“4, The one provision possible to be relied upon for that 
pose is rule 1 of article 3, declaring that ‘the canal shall 
and open to the vessels of commerce and of war of all n 3 
observing these rules on terms of entire equality * * ’ And 
the single point is, Are the words ‘all nations’ inclusive 
clusive of the United States? 

“It seems difficult to successfully contend that the U 
States is included. 3 

“(a) The treaty is a contract by which the proprietor 0! 
canal fixes the terms upon which it grants the use of the « 
to its customers. 

“(b) It was needed for that purpose only—it was not needed 
to fix the terms upon which the United States and it 
tionals—its cestui que trust—should use the canal, becaus 
use without tolls or otherwise, as the United States might cl) 
is a necessary incident of its ownership of the canal. 

“Tt can not reasonably be argued that, in fixing the terms 
for the use of its canal customers, the United States | 
upon itself as one of the customers. 

“(c) The words under construction are in substance the !'s' 
of a set of six rules adopted by the United States as the bis's 
of the neutralization of the canal. 

“ But the other five certainly apply only to parties other t! 
the United States, so that there is the strongest reason 
holding that the first of them is to be given a like applicatio! 

“(d) And if the British construction be correct, instead «' 
liberating the United States from all foreign control of th 
eanal and from all duties to foreign powers in respect to 1'> 
use—except not to discriminate between them—the Hay-Pauuce 
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contention, and the United States has lost the ordinary and 
normal right of the canal owner to be exempt from the tolls 
and charges it makes to customers, 

On the grounds and in view of the considerations above 
stated, the United States may contend—and it is believed can 


rightfuuly contend 


ber, 


that the Hay-Pauncefote treaty of Novem- 
1901, does not, as justly interpreted, prevent the United 
States from exempting its coastwise shipping from the payment 
of tolls for the use of the Panama Canal. But to the English 
contention that the controversy should be referred to arbitra- 


tion there seems to be no sufficient answer. Both countries 
are firmly “ommitted to arbitration as the best method for the 


settlement of international disputes. It may be safely assumed 
without argunent that if the matter in difference is not other- 
wise disposed of it will be left to an arbitral tribunal. It does 





not follow that resort must be or should be had to The Hague 
or The Hague Permanent Court of Arbitration. Our existing 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain, article 1, expressly ex- 
cepis from reference to that court differences which ‘ concern 
the interests of third parties’—and in the case of the present 


difference over the meaning of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty the 


‘third parties’ with interests concerned, but without legal 
standing in respect of them, include almost all the countries of 
Muro] That the present difference should not go to The Hague 
Permanent Court is as clear as that the parties are not bound 
to send it there. International arbitration derives its chief 
value from confidence in the arbitral tribunal and in its ability 
and purpose to do justice—an award lacking that confidence is 


not only likely to work unfortunately as regards the particular 
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| 
| 


| ing trains. 


ea but also to discredit the cause of arbitration generally— 
and the faci ust be reckoned with that ih this country there 
is a widespread conviction which has been publicly voiced in | 
high official circles that all Europe is interested in the success 
of the British contention, and that submission of the controversy 
to arbitration under The Hague convention would be in the | 

re of a farce. American sentiment on this point is no doubt 
in part due to the nature of the subject matter in controversy. 
The claim of Great Britain is, in effect, a territorial claim. 
The United States possesses no more costly and perhaps no more 
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bureau has also had considerable correspondence with the « 
authorities. I believe the following to be a fair statement of ¢} 

Georgia has a juvenile court law, applicable, however, only in 
so electing. Fulton County, in which Atlanta is situated, has 
this law and deals with children under it. Unfortunately the py 
and phraseology of the juvenile court follow closely those of t} 
inal court, and the use of this phraseology is apparently the , 
the wide misunderstanding of the case, although the actual p: 
of the law are in line with most juvenile court laws, and sectic 
especially states : 

“This article (law) shall be liberally construed, to the end } 
care, custody, and discipline of the children before the «& 
approximate as nearly as possible that which they should 1 
their parents and that, as far as practicable, they 
not as criminals but as children in need of aid, encourage: 
guidance. Proceedings against children under this article, 
be deemed to be criminal proceedings, except where the child 
mitted to trial according to law.” 

The State of Georgia bas a reformatory to which children f; 
counties are sent, but Fulton County maintains an institution 
own for boys, popularly known as the Fulten County Industri 
It is not a penal institution, the superintendent reports to 
board of education. This farm is about 8 miles from Aftla; 
consists of about 150 acres. There are now in the institut; 
100 boys, who are in school half the day and at work in va) 
occupations the other half of the day. The average length of 
the farm is stated as about two years, 
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An agent visits the boys who are sent from the schoo! ’ 
the superintendent acquaint: with their progress. If they ; 
doing well, they are brought back. The chief probation office: 5 
juvenile. court, Mr. W. W. Tindall, states the history of 0!) 


as follows: 

“Ollie was running the streets, idling and loitering, and 
small edibles from groceries and wagons and hopping on and 
On his first appearance in court he was put on 
and for a time he satisfied the probation officer, but on reap; 
court later, under new charges of running the streets and 
articles indiscriminately, among which was a bottle of coca 
was committed to the industria! farm, since he had already 
on probation, which had falied to reform him, and especial); 
father complained that he could not do anything with his son 

While, according to the words of the statute, the child was 
the actual fact seems to be that he was committed to the ge: 


afr 





of the school during minority, as children are committed 
juvenile courts of other States to quasi-public industrial sch. 
State schools for a period not longer than minority, to be 
or discharged, at the discretion of the superintendent or trus 
schools. 

While in Atlanta, I visited this school and met the super 
who has been a professional teacher all his life. He seems t 









boys’ in ts sincerely at heart, and inquiry showed tl 


| general confidence of the community. I saw the boys as 

marching out of the dining room on Sunday, dressed in t) 
Sunday uniforms. The atmosphere of the place was that of 
Some of the boys I spoke with, among them the child in 
He was a bright, cheerful-looking lad of about 13. All th 
tion I gained personally in Atlanta, from my own observ: 


valuable piece of territory than the Panama Canal, and Great 
Britain’s claim that the Hay-Pauncefote treaty not only en- 
cumbers that territory with equal rights of use by all other 
nitions, but impresses upon it a servitude by which the United 
States loses the free use of its own canal for its own vessels. | 
It rights of that nature as to which both countries are espe- 
cially sensitive and which both countries have been peculiarly | 
careful to safeguard. Thus, for territorial claims the general | 
arbitration treaty of 1897 (perfected as such on the part of 
Great Britain, but killed in the United States Senate) provided 
a tribunal of six arbitrators, three of whom should be chosen 


by each party, and whose award should be final only when made 


by not less than five arbitrators. The same general idea gov- 
erned in the case of the Alaska boundary, though the final 


award might be by four out of the six. A more important differ- 
ence, however, is that in the case of the Alaska boundary the 
arbitrators were to consist of ‘impartial jurists of repute,’ 
whereas by the 1897 treaty they were to be taken from the 
judges of the highest courts of the respective countries. That 
such a 
Paune 


and would be greatly preferable to a tribunal constituted as in 


the Alaska boundary controversy is unquestionable. It would 
be superior in dignity, in impartiality, and in general com- 

. . . . | 
petency. It would be infinitely more likely to be regarded as 


beyond the reach of any but the most correct motives and in- | 
fluences, and the results would be infinitely more likely to com- | 


inanud the cheerful acquiescence of both countries.” 


GEORGIA REFORMATORY. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 
in the Recorp a letter from Miss Lathrop, Chief Children’s 


sureau, relative to the imprisonment of Ollie Taylor in the 
Georgia Reformatory for stealing a bottle of coca cola. There 
has been so much publicity in the papers about the matter that 
in justice to the Georgia prison reformatory I ask to have this 
letter printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKHR. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp a letter from Miss Lathrop 
touching the case of Ollie Taylor for stealing a bottle of coca 
cola. [Laughter.] Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The letter is as follows: 

May 1, 1913. 

My Dear Sie: I have just returned from Atlanta, Ga., where I went 


to attend the Southern Sociological Congress. While there I made per- 
sonal inguiry into the case of Ollie Taylor, of whom you wrote me, he 


tribunal should be made the interpreter of the Hay- | 
fote treaty if arbitration of its terms becomes necessary | 





from people with whom I spoke about the matter, convin 
the boy is receiving proper care. 
Very respectfully, Junta C. Latin 
Chief Children’s 3B 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 

Mr. LAFFERTY. To ask unanimous consent to pro 
five minutes to answer an article appearing in the Evening 
of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Lar! 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for five mi! 
in regard to an article in some paper. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obj 
this with reference to the matter that he has inserted in 
RecorpD, including the gentleman’s biography—— 

Mr. LAFFERTY. It is. 

Mr. FOSTER. And other matters, stating what wond 
things the gentleman has done in Congress? 

Mr. LAFFERTY. They are somewhat remarkable, I w 
admit. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman h: 
five minutes? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr, LAFFERTY said: 

Mr. Speaker: There appeared in the Evening Star of yes! 
day an article which would probably be a proper basis for 4 
question of personal privilege, but I do not care to dignify it )) 


asking to reply to it upon that ground. It is headed, “* La fie rty 
ends speech with loud applause” and “loud applause 
quoted. “Representative from Oregon takes advantage 0! 


‘leave to print’ section.”” Further along the article states: 

The “loud applause” said to have followed this dictum is anony” 
The Recorp discloses naught of its origin. 

Now, there has been a great deal said in the newspapers about 
Members of the House of Representatives inserting printe 
speeches in the Recorp that were never delivered, and sprink- 
ling applause through those speeches and sending them out to 
an unsuspecting public. I say that any Member of Congress who 
would indulge in a deception and fraud of that kind ought to \° 
retired by his constituents at the first opportunity. The speec!t 
in question was delivered by me on the floor of this House on 
last Saturday evening in the presence of nearly all of you whom 
I am now facing. I spoke for 25 minutes, and the full speech 
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d have required about 30 minutes. At the conclusion of my 
rks, the official stenographer inserted in the speech “ Loud 
in accordance with the facts, and instead of insert- 
t at the point where my time shut me off, which was a few 
eraphs before the conclusion of the speech, he, and not I, 
inserted that “ Loud applause” at the end of the manuscript 
cpeoch which he had in his possession. 
then, I have had considerable experience with the Associ- 
| Press, of which Mr. Frank B. Noves, one of the owners of 
Evening Star, is president. I have defied that organization 
from the time I first announced myself as a candidate for a seat 
in this honorable body. I defy it now, and I shall continue to 
iefy it so long as I am in public life. The Associated Press 
‘sts that it has nearly 1,000 newspapers in the United States. 
ve no kind of respect for any Member of Congress who comes 
e to serve the people and is afraid to speak upon any subject 
at will not bring forth laudation from the Associated Press, 
nd there are such in this House of Representatives. If you are 
coing to represent your constituents, sooner or later you are 
hound to defy the Associated Press, the same as you are bound 
to defy special privilege in all of its forms, for the Associated 
Press is controlled by special privilege. 
I have introduced a bill, which was mentioned in this article, 
nd to which my unsophisticated friend from Illinois [Mr. Fos- 
has referred in a deprecatory manner. That bill, to con- 
the Associated Press, appeared in this speech as an ap- 
ndix, and there is certain correspondence had with Mr. Frank 
B. Noyes in regard to that bill which I beg leave to insert as a 
part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LAFFERTY] 
asks unanimous consent to insert as a part of his remarks the 
correspondence to which he refers. 

Mr. FOSTER. I object. I think we have had enough of this. 


THE TARIFF. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


suse,” 


Now 


de 
bo 
I hi 
he } 
t] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
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resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the | 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. | 


3321—the tariff bil!. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
with Mr. Garretr of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Figs, 2 cents per pound; plums, prunes, and prunelles, 1 cent 
per pound; raisins and other dried grapes, 2 cents per pound; dates, 1 


cent per pound; currants, Zante or other, 2 cents per pound; olives, 
15 cents per gallon, 


Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. 
ainendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
KNOWLAND] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 56, line 1, by striking out the figure “2” and inserting 
the figures “* 24.” 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
I have offered restores the present rate on figs. Until very re- 
cent years the Smyrna fig has had a monopoly not only in the 
United States, but throughout the world, and it has only been 
through the persistence and the nerve of Californians that there 
is to-day a real competitor of the Smyrna fig. California has 
for many years raised figs, but these figs did not compete with 
the imported Smyrna fig. Since 1882 private parties in Cali- 
fornia have been expending large sums of money for the pur- 
pose of introducing a fig in California that would be a real com- 
petitor of the foreign fig. Not until the year 1900, when a 
certain insect called the Blastophaga grossorum, without which 
the Smyrna fig can not be successfully produced, was intro- 
duced into California, have we produced a fig that is a real 
competitor of the imported article. Since the House increased 
the duty one-half cent in the last tariff bill the industry has 
received an impetus and the acreage set out to fig trees in 
California has practically doubled. An increased production 
of this fig will cause the price of the imported product to be 
reduced throughout the entire country. 

In framing this “ scientific” tariff revision bill there appears 
to have been a studied effort to overlook no section or industry 
of California, and throughout the 58 counties of California 
there will not be a man, woman, or child who will fail to have 
brought to his or her attention the full significance of a Demo- 
cratic attempt to tinker with the tariff. 

I realize that prebably these remarks will have no effect 
whatever upon the Members upon the other side of the House, 
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Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 


| of California. 


| 
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but I want to say that so far as those citizens of my State are 
concerned who have expended thousands of dollars in placing 
this industry upon a paying basis, those who have in the last 
two or three years doubled their fig acreage—and I want to call 
attention to the fact that it takes six years for a fig tree to 
become a producer—to these people this item of half a cent 
is a matter of great importance. 

In the northern part of the State of California 
struck at the lumber industry and the woo! industry 
have reduced the duty upon citrus fruits. You have 
reduced the duty on beans, and you have reduced the duty on 
olives, and upon olive oil, and you have reduced the duty upon 
sugar, to the injury of the 13 beet-sugar factories, employing 
over 25 In three years sugar will be free, and when 


have 
You 


also 


you 


25,000 men. 
you have destroyed the only competitors of the Sugar Trust by 
closing these beet-sugar factories, the price of sugar will be 
no lower and an American industry will have been destroyed. 

This bill is calamitous, so far as the State of California is 
concerned, and I am glad at this time to go on record by offer 
ing this amendment, although I know it will have no effect upon 
the other side of the House. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. J. R. 
KNOWLAND]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 56, line 3, by striking out the figure “ 2 
the figures “ 24.” 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
restores the present duty of 24 cents per pound upon raisins. 
Heretofore there has always been a slight differential in favor 
of raisins as against the Zante currant. The Zante currant is 
really a seedless raisin, and the one-half cent a pound which 
this bill removes has been of great benefit to the raisin growers 
If you vote down this amendment, you make 
the duty upon Zante currants the same as it is upon raisins, 
to the disadvantage of the California grower, for Zante currants 
compete with seedless raisins. The Zante currant foreign 


another 


* and inserting 


is a 


| product. 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment offered by the 
KNOWLAND]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 
amendment. 

Mr. HAYES rose. 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
gentleman from California [Mr. J. R. 


nother 


Oh, my colleague will excnse me. I 


did not know he was present. I yield to my colleague, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the figures “15,” in line 4, and inserting in lieu thereof 
“on” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
HAyEs] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. Amend, line 4, page 56, by striking out the figures “15” and insert 
ing “ 25.” 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this an iment 
is simply to restore the present duty on olives. 

We raise in California about 4,000 tons of olives fit for pick- 
ling. As I said in regard to the olive-oil industry, if the present 
duty could be continued, in time to come, not very far distant, 
we can produce practically ali the olives that are consumed in 
this country, whether pickled green or ripe 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman intend to restore the 
present duty? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then you do not quite do it. In the prese) 
law olives, in bottles, jars, kegs, tins, and other pac! 
taining less than 5 gallons each, have a duty of 25 cents a 
gallon; otherwise, 15 cents a gallon. I think the an 
ought to put that in; otherwise I could not vote fo 

Mr. HAYES. Very well. I will ask that that ded to 
restore the present law. I have the language right here 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr 
HAyEs] asks unanimous consent to modify his amendment. The 
Clerk will report the modified amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 56, line 4, by striking ont the words “ olives, 15 ts 
per gallon,” and inserting in lieu thereof “ olives, in bottles, jars, kegs, 
tins, or other packages containing less than 5 gallons each, 25 cents per 


gallon ; otherwise, 15 cents per gallon.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the modification? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make any 
extended speech. I only desire to say that in this industry 
to-day, under the present law, there are no excessive profits; but 
it is a business that can be carried on by people who live in the 
foothills, where they have cheap lands, and it is very desirable, 
from our standpoint in California, that it should be encouraged 
and allowed to develop, as it will under the present tariff condi- 
tions. Much lowering of the duty will destroy it. 

Mr. RAINEY. May I ask the gentleman how many tons of 
olives are produced to an acre? 

Mr. HAYES. About one and a quarter tons of olives per acre. 

Mr. RAINEY. ‘The brief filed here by Mr. L. J. Hough, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., shows that the average profits per ton of 
pickling olives is $39.20; and if they produce a ton and a 
quarter to the acre = 

Mr. HAYES. They are not all pickling olives. Only 25 to 30 
per cent of the crop are pickling olives. The rest have to go to 
the oil press The pickling olives are only the larger and finer 
grades, and the poorer ones, those that have any blemishes or 
that are smaller, have to go to the oil press, so that the figures 
stated by the gentleman do not represent the profit per acre, nor 
anything like it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers.an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 56, lines 3 and 4, by striking out “‘ Currants, Zante or 
other, 2 cents per pound” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

* Currants, Zante or other, shall be admitted free of duty.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I introduced various amend- 
ments in the discussion of the bill yesterday, but unfortunately 
2 number of them did not meet with the approval of gentlemen 
on that side of the House. I have now introduced an amend- 
ment which I feel confident (7?) will receive the support of every 
gentleman on that side of the House, and I believe when I have 
explained it it will also receive the support of every Member 
on this side of the House. As I am informed, this is a product 
that is not raised in this country at all. The Zante currant can 
be raised and is raised only in Greece, particularly in the 
Peloponnesus. This is shown by the statement made by 
United States Consul A. B. Cooke: 

[From the Daily Consular and Trade Reports. ] 


GREEK CURRANT CULTURE AND CROP. 
Greece has practically a world monopoly in the cultivation of cur- 
rants Efforts have been made to grow the currant in other countries, 


but thus far without appreciable success. The Greek currant belongs to 
the grape family, being a sort of small, seedless, and very sweet grape 
growing upon a vine like the ordinary grape. Its cultivation is confined 
to the Peloponnesus and the lower Ionian Isles and constitutes the chief 
agricultural industry of those sections, 

This duty does not to any degree protect any American indus- 
try. It is a tariff that is levied, as I suppose, solely for revenue. 
I note from the tables that are furnished by the committee that 
last year some 33,000,000 pounds of Zante currants were im- 
ported into this country at a value of $1,500,000, the average 
price per pound being about 4.7 cents. The duty under this pro- 
posed law is 2 cents per pound. It is estimated by those who 
have prepared this table that the price of these currants will 
continue to rise; that the price next year will be 5 cents per 
pound; and the proposed duty is therefore about 40 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is the bald proposition: These 
Zante currants are not luxuries. They are necessities for the 
food of the common people. I am speaking for the great host 
of pie eaters and plum-pudding eaters and for 400,000 work- 
ingmen throughout the United States, to whom these currants 
are a valuable, nutritious, and wholesome article of food. You 
can not make a good mince pie or a good plum pudding without 
Zante currants, and in the face of the declaration of gentlemen 
on that side that they are going to cheapen the poor man’s 
food this bill proposes, ruthlessly and without the slightest 
excuse, to levy a tax upon the buns and mince pies and plum 
puddings of this country of $661,000 per year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman’s amendment should give a 
little better opportunity for that side of the House to get close 
to the pie counter, does he think there would be any trouble in 
having it adopted? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIS. I think there would be no difficulty at all. 
If gentlemen on that side could be assured that they and their 
constituents could get up close to the pie counter at once, they 
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would all vote for this amendment; but I think they are 
to vote for it anyhow. They will have to vote for it. |) 
it is in line with the declaration that has been made }, 
times during this debate, that the purpose of this legisla; 
to cheapen the poor man’s food. And I invite attention ; 
fact that the Zante currants are used not simply in pluy 
dings and mince pies. They are used in the poor man’s | 
and the poor man's cake. There are thousands of labor 
this country whose only approach to luxury is a few . 
in their bread; and yet this Democratic majority, made , 
this host of the friends (?) of the common people, pleder| ;, 
see to it that the common people shall have free bread anid yoo 
meat, are proposing here to say that they will levy on the | | 
of the poor man a tax of $661,000 per year. I want my fyi, 
on this side of the House to understand that this duty 
cents per pound can not possibly be of any advantage | 
American industry, since we have tried to raise Zante e 
in this country and failed ignominiously. An attem);: 
made to raise these currants in California, but it was foy 
that the nature of the vine changed in that climate s) 
the seedless Zante currants could not be produced. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If I thought these currants were the sj) 
they used to make pies of for the harvest hands in Kansas. | 
would be against the amendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAYES. The same kind. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I am against them. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think these are not the same thing. These 
are the kind they undertook to raise in California and tty 
were not the real thing. This is an amendment in the interes; 
of the people. It reduces the price of food according to the 
Democratic doctrine; it takes the tax from the poor 
bread and the housewives’ mince pies and plum pudding: 
does not deprive any American laborer of employment or j e 
any American industry; and it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the pending amendment and paragraph close in five minutes, 

Mr. PAYNE. I want a minute. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield the gentleman a minut 

Mr. PAYNE. I will wait until the gentleman from A 
gets through. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am rather surprised 
that my good friend from Ohio [Mr. Wrmtts] should attempt to 
make a joke of the food of the poor people. He is always 
esting and always says some good things, but I did not 
that he would treat the question of giving the poor peo; 
this country free bread and free meat as a joke. 

Of course, the committee has endeavored to reduce the | 
on the food products of the American people. As to how far 
that will be effective in reducing the price no man can p! 
at this time. In regard to some food products, such as sual 
I do not question for a moment that, if this bill becomes : 
there will be a very great reduction in the price. As to tle 
other food products, the probabilities are that it may be 
finitesimal. 

But here is the difference between currants that are raised 
only abroad and sugar that is a competitive product. These 
currants of course are highly competitive. They all, or pr 
tically all, come from abroad, and every cent of tax that falls 
on them goes into the Treasury of the United States to sup- 
port the Government of the people. But when you come to tlie 
tax on sugar—if I recollect right, I saw the gentleman from 
Ohio the other day walk between the tellers voting against 
making this reduction on the people’s sugar; he is trying to 
take a revenue tax off of currants, every dollar of which goes 
into the Treasury of the United States to support the Govern 
ment of the people, for, as I stated, he wal‘:ed between tie 
tellers and voted for a tax on sugar that levies $115,000,000 
burden on the consuming masses of the American people wien 
only $50,000,000 of it goes into the Treasury of the United States 
to support the Government, and the other $65,000,000 goes into 
the pockets of the special interests. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] That is the position the gentleman from Olio 
takes in levying these taxes. ie 
Now, you would imagine from what the gentleman from Olio 
said, that we had resurrected this tax from nowhere and put 't 
as a burden on these people. There has been a tax on these 
Zante currants almost from the beginning. Under the Wilso” 
bill there was a tax of 14 cents a pound, and the ad valorem 
equivalent at that time equaled 89 per cent. Under the 
Dingley bill there was a tax of 2 cents per pound, and the a‘ 
valorem equivalent equaled 79 per cent. When the Payne bi! 


it 


BR 


became a law 2 cents was retained on the Zante currants, wit) 
an ad valorem equivalent of 56 per cent. In 1912 the ad 











1915. 


valorem equivalent dropped to 42 per cent, and this bill still 
r ns the same 2 cents tax on Zante currants. It will produce 


» revenue of over $600,000 for the Government and, as I say 
to the gentleman from Ohio, every dollar of that tax goes to 
the Government and the special interests get none. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. Under the gentleman’s theory, would he be in 
, - of a tax on tea and coffee? I am opposed to such a tax. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that there 
is a broad prejudice against taxing tea and coffee. 

Mr. WILLIS. And currants. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But there is more justice in taxing tea 
nd coffee, every dollar of which tax would go into the Federal 
freasury, than there is in taxing sugar in the interest of 

ial interests whose hands have never been too clean in the 
the city of Washington. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
| now yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I can not say all I want to say 


in that time. I am surprised at the gentleman from Ohio. He 
has not delved into the question as he usually does. These 


Zante currants are nothing more than raisins, and not very 
good raisins at that. They take the place of raisins. 

The 2 cents a pound is a protective duty on them. Of course, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] as copied our 
duty in this bill on Zante currants, as he has copied a good many 
other things in the present tariff law, and he would have done a 
good deal better if he had copied more. It is a protection on 
raisins. He need not have put any duty on raisins. If he 
had not it would not be proper to put it on Zante currants, but 
if it is proper to put it on raisins, it is proper to put it on 
Zante currants, purely as a matter of protection, although this 
is a food product. Currants are a food substitute for raisins 
in pies and cakes and things of that kind. I have eaten them 
both. I commend the gentleman from Alabama for keeping this 
duty on in order that we may produce raisins here, and with 
ihe competition make them cheaper in the markets, as they 
already are and have been for a number of years. The duty is 
all right and I shall vote against the amendment. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

2 Lemons, limes, oranses, grapefruit, shaddocks, and pomelos in 
zes of a capacity of 14 cubic feet or less, 18 cents per package; 

ages of capacity exceeding 14 cubic feet and not exceeding 24 


feet, 35 cents per package; in packages exceeding 24 and not 





in pac 


cubic 


exceeding 5 cubic feet, 70 cents ~ package; in packages exceeding 5 | 


‘ic feet or in bulk, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 56, in line 7, strike out all of paragraph 
following: 

“ Lemons, 14 cents per pound; oranges, limes, grapefruit, shaddocks, 
and pomelos, 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. 


oO 


and substitute the 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I would like two or three 
minutes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of California. I desire to be heard, Mr. 


Chairman, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that debate on 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 15 minutes, 
each gentleman to be recognized for 3 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ents thereto shall close in 15 minutes and that the recognition 
be for 3 minutes to each gentleman. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend- 
nent in good faith, to replace the duties where they now are and 
to remedy an injustice that is being done an industry that has 
already suffered through the ravages of the frost. I also offer 
it to call the attention of the Committee on Ways and Means 
to several items in this proposed paragraph. You have changed 
from the pound basis to the box basis, and I suppose the 
reason for this, Mr. Chairman, is to simplify the method of 
handling the imports by the customhouse by eliminating the ne- 
cessity of refunds for decay. But the present plan will increase 
the cost to the Government, because the decay will have to be 
determined by counting each rotten fruit, rather than eliminat- 
ing and weighing the decayed fruit as a whole. It has been 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. 


963 


should be 


held by the Board of Appraisers that there 
allowance for decay where the duty has been levied 
capacity of the packages rather than the cortents. This was 
Treasury decision 32108, but this decision was recently reversed 
by the United States Court of 
decision 32570, which holds that decayed 


oevil, 
rebates whether the duty is levied 


on the 


Customs Appeals, 


fruit is 


‘Treasury 
subject to 
on 


contents or capacity 


basis. So that this present plan will increase the cost to the 
Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I take it that it was the intention of this 
committee to fix the duty on citrus fruits at one-half cent per 
pound, and the committee has done this in connection with t! 


fruit in bulk and in packages exceeding 5 cubic feet. On 
other packages it has fixed a duty considerably below one-lielf 
of 1 cent per pound by an apparent error in fixing the maximum 
size of the packages. It provides that in packages of capacity 
exceeding 1} cubic feet and not exceeding 24 cubic feet there 
shall be a duty of 35 cents per package. A cubic foot of lemons 
weighs, on the average, 36} pounds, and the rate of 35 cenis 
established is 10 cents below what the committee should have 
fixed on this package. The importer at present uses a packnge 
of 2 cubic feet, but with this maximum of 24 cubic feet he will 
immediately enlarge the package and thus take advantage of 
the provisjon in this paragraph and save for himself the duty 
of 10 cents on each such package, thereby escaping the payment 
of duty on 18 pounds of fruit on each package. 
There has been much talk on this floor about 
consumer paying the cost of transportation on 


the 


eastern 


lemons from 
California. I want to say to you, Mr. Chairman, that the 
present duty was never intended to equalize the freight rate. 


It equalizes the difference in the labor and materials entering 
into a box of American and foreign lemons and nothing more 
The foreigners add to the producing cost 
of brokers’ and speculators’ profits and the growers’ profits 
as well, and compare that with our cost of production; but 
no tariff duty should ever attempt to protect a group of foreign 
profits, because the foreign industry can simplify method 
whenever business necessities require. 

What the Democratic Party denies to American 
it should as scrupulously deny to a foreign industry. 

This Congress is asked to reduce the revenues of the Govy- 
ernment a million and a quarter dollars annually and to turn 
that sum over to the small coterie of importers who control the 
supplies that enter the American ports. It is a stake worth 
playing for, and is done under the subtle guise of reducing the 
cost of living. I would not have the assurance to make these 
remarks if the history of the retail lemon business in Toronto, 
Montreal, Halifax, and St. John, where foreign lemons, duty 
free, are used exclusively, did not prove that the retailer there 
charges the consumer the identical price, or even more, than 
the consumer pays in the United States. 

The low duty on citrus fruits established in this bill violates 
every principle of tariff making. It makes a rate lower than a 
competitive rate, it takes no account of the difference in the 
cost of production, and it reduces the revenue that the Goy 
ernment has collected more than a million and a quarter dollars 
annually. It will turn the lemon supplies of the eastern con 
sumer into the hands of a few importers, and in the absence of a 
healthy domestic competition the eastern consumer, like the 
consumer in Canada, will pay the price of a monopolistic control 
of the lemon supply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer another amendment after this amendment has 
posed of. 

Mr. HAYES. That is what I desire to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Bev}. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
This does not exhaust debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘This merely disposes of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are 12 minutes of debate remaining. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BELL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out paragraph page 56, and insert in lien thereof: 
“ Lemons, 1 cent per pound; oranges, limes, grapefruit, shaddocks, and 
pomelos, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.” 


Mr. STEPHENS Mr. 


a complicated series 


its 


industry 


desire to 


been dis 


inquiry. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


or 
aa, 


of California. Chairman, the lemon 


growers of California believe that they are entitled to a duty of 
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} 
14 cents per pound on lemons, and that it will be for the best | 
interests of the American people to have a duty of 14 cents per 
pound on lemons. However, this Congress has determined on } 

a reduction, 

i crme to this Congress and to the previous one believing 
that many schedules should be reduced, but I can not stand | 
here now, and I have not been willing at any time to stand here, 
and vote for a reduction in other schedules and not be willing 
to make a similar reduction in schedules affecting my own dis- | 
trict and State. Therefore I offer this amendment in good 
faith. 

Mr. Chairman, nobody to-day really knows what reductions 
should be made, unless it is upon the wool schedule and the 
cetton schedule, which have had the benefit of a tariff-board 
report. I would be perfectly willing, and I think the various | 
industries in California would be quite willing, to take any re- | 
duction recommended after deliberation upon a report from an 
expert, nonpartisan tariff commission. I would vote for what- 
ever the result of that investigation proved would be best for 
the American people. [Applause.] I believe that 1 cent per 
pound will help the lemon industry far more than the one-half 
cent per pound allowed in this bill. 

Our lemon growers believe that a reduction to one-half cent 
per pound will practically ruin the lemon industry. Lemon 
groves have increased in California near 150 per cent in the 
last 15 years. In 1908 California furnished about 25 per cent 
of the lemons consumed in the United States. To-day it sup- 
plies something like 6O per cent of the lemons used in the 
United States. 

Los Angeles County alone, which I have the honor in part to 
represent, has enough land not now planted to fruit trees which 
is adapted to and available for the raising of lemons to supply 
the 40 per cent now imported. In the balance of the State 
80,000 aeres are also fitted and available therefor. 

California would like to supply the whole of the United 
States with lemons. It believes it can do so at prices that will 
average less than if supplied from abroad. 

All I ask is a fair proteetion for this or any other California 
industry. It is all that I have ever asked at any time. I am 
reidy to reduce any schedule that should be reduced, even our 
own. I do not ask for California industries a ratio of protec- 
tion beyond that which I am willing to vote to industries else- 
where. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask for information, will that cut me out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to hear the frank 
admission from my friend from California: that the lemon 
industry in California has been receiving more protection than 
it really needed. I know of no industry in the country that has 
so completely demonstrated at the present time its ability to 
get along absolutely without tariff protection as the lemon 
industry of California. Out there 6,500 lemon growers have 
formed a combination, but in some mysterious way they escape 
the operation of the antitrust laws. There are a few lemon 
growers who are not in the association, but not many. These 
6,500 lemon growers have organized themselves into 115 pri- 
mary associations, and those 115 primary or original associa- 
tions have organized themselves into 17 associations, and these 
(7 associations have perfected the Lemon Trust of the country, 
which is known as the California Fruit Growers’ Association, 
and there is nothing like it anywhere in the world. Why, 
they have a box rate on lemons from San Francisco to New 
York of 84 cents per box, and they can not land lemons in 
New York from Sicily for less than that amount; and after the 
Sicilian lemons get here they pay the tariff before they get on 
the market. The California Fruit Growers’ Association have 
the right to divert a car of lemons whenever they want to do 
it, and on account of the perfect organization they have formed, 
if lemon growers in different sections of California start two 
carloads of lemons for the same point somewhere in the Middle 
West or in the East, before those lemons reached that point 
this splendidly organized association always finds it out and 
they divert one of those cars of lemons, so there never is and 
never can be in any territory reached by California lemons the 
slightest competition between lemons grown in California, and, 
at present, on account of the perfect organization they have, 
California lemons are being sold cheaper in New York City 
than they are being sold in Denver. 

They ship lemons from California to Canada and pay the 
tariff charged by Canada, and then compete there—and compete 
successfully—with lemons from Sicily. The lemons grown in 
Sicily and in California are really two different propositions. 











| lemon and the Sicilian lemon. We have given them ¢) 
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The California lemons are larger. They are a better 
fruit. The Sicilian lemons are much smaller, but the 
more acidity. There is only one place on this continen: 
there is any competition in lemons at the present ti; 
that is in New York City and adjacent sections, and 
other large eastern cities. It is only along the Atlan; 
board that competition is possible between the (») 
they ought to have in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendmen} 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Stepnens]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rej 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an any 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Californis 
Hayes] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will rej, 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Amend, in line 7, page 56, by inserting after the word “|! 
words “14 cents per pound.’ 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman fro; 
[Mr. RAtNrey] is something like Josh Billings’s goose. [J 
be better off if he did not know so many things that 
true. [Laughter.] Most of what the gentleman has sx 
regard to marketing the California lemons is not true. 

Mr. RAINEY. It is all based upon the testimony 
in the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman has misinterpreted it . 

Mr. RAINEY. No; I have not. 

Mr. HAYES. This lemon growers’ association of w!] 
speaks has no authority to fix the price of lemons. They 
only 75 per cent of the lemons grown in California, and 
proportion of this 75 per cent is sold at public auction i: 
country in open competition with the world. That is the | 
And if they bring less in New York than they do in De it 
is because in New York they have to encounter more co 
tion from the Italian or the Sicilian lemon than they 4d 
Denver. That is all. That is what makes the price. T! 


wi 


no trust. It is an association of lemon growers, formed for ihe 
sole purpose of marketing their product to the best possi 
vantage. They often do divert, if there is liable to be a creat 


dumping of a surplus in one market, a car of lemons that y 
be consigned to that place, to a place where there wil! be no 
surplus. And I commend that sort of thing to all the agi 
turists of the country. We would be in a very different s 
tion agriculturally to-day if the growers of agricultural prod 
ucts would follow the example of the lemon growers of C€ 
fornia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is an infant industry in this country 
in the true sense of those words. Fifteen years ago lemor 
growing was not known in this country as a large commercial 
proposition, and to-day we do not grow more than one-half of 
the product that is consumed in this country. But we ha 
land that is adapted to growing sufficient lemons to suppl) 
of this country and the whole of the Western Hemisphere. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Do you not understand that the purpose is 
for the Democratic Party to give the American voters a free 
lemon? 

Mr. HAYES. As I understand it, the purpose of this provi- 
sion is to get the Italian vote on the Atlantic seaboard. That 
is the purpose, and that is all the purpose, there is no doubt. 
It will not bring a cheaper lemon to the consumer, and nobody 
knows it better than the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAiNe\ 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The Italian board of trade in New York Cilj 
requested this? 

Mr. HAYES. They sent agents here to appear before tlc 
committee and demanded it. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California 
HAYES] yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HAYES. I can not yield. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is along the same lines as nea 
all of the provisions that affect the agricultural schedule. ‘T! 
are intended to catch the voters. That is-what they are :0', 
and there is no scientific or business reason why most of tl« 
should be incorporated into our tariff laws. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
last word. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ratney] his ma 
an appeal to the Members of this House for lower priced Iemois 
for the people of this country. ; 

The gentleman has stated how many men were engaged ‘1 
the raising of lemons in California. If he had been a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means in 1908 he would have 
heard an abundance of evidence to the effect that 1 cent per 
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1 d was not sufficient protection to protect the lemon orchards 
of California. He would have heard that lemon orchards were 
{ being grafted to oranges, it not being profitable to raise 
| is. Thousands of trees have been grafted, thus discontinu- 
ing to that extent the raising of lemons in California. The gen- 
tleman ought to have stated to the Members of this House that 
Italy and Sicily now supply the whole world, outside of the 


l ed States, with lemons, and that from one-half to two-thirds 
of all the lemons consumed in the United States come from 
ly and Italy. 
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rhe gentlemen who appeared before the committee in January | 


favoring a lower rate of duty on lemons denounced the lemon 
rowers of California for the employment of alien labor, foreign 
r—Japanese, Chinese, Mexicans, Hindus, and all that sort 
of people—and assailed those engaged in the sugar industry of 
fornia for employing foreigners, stating that they had no 
her farm labor. 

I want to read a statement from a paper published at Yon- 
kers, N. ¥.—the Yonkers Statesman—on April 16, 1913. There 
a strike on in the establishment of the Federal Sugar Refin- 
ing Co., where the very men who testified before our committee 
and criticized California for employing foreigners figure. Here 
is what one of them says, going on to tell about the strike in 
the refinery of the Federal Sugar Refining Co., and about pro- 
tion to be given nonunion labor. I read: 

REFINERY OPERATING TO-DAY. 
The Federal Sugar Refinery is operating to-day with a force of about 
150 men. They are refining the raw sugar that was on hand in the 
factory when the strike started. Unless this were done the cane sugar 
would spoil. It is the plan to close down completely when this work 
is finished, unless there are enough nonunion men to run the plant. 
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The men working are all nonunion men. A few of them are new 
employees, who have come in since the strike started. Others were 


employed as machinists, oilers, helpers, cleaners, and in various other 
capacities. 

Following yesterday’s clash between the police and the strikers at 
the entrance to the refinery, the company has supplemented the guard 
of policemen with between 60 and 70 special officers, whom it is em- 
ploying. 

Mr. Spreckels said this morning that protection would be afforded to 
the men at work, even if the Regular Army has to be called out. 

“We rely on the city authorities for protection,” he said, “ and they 
m to have the situation well in hand. If the police and special offi 
; are not sufficient to protect the plant and the men who want to 
ork, we have the sheriff of the county to fall back on, and next the 
ilitia and the Regular Army. Being citizens of this country, we have this 
ght to protection. I doubt if 10 of the foreigners in the union at the 
finery are citizens of this country, and if they riot or incite to riot I 
hink steps can be taken to have them deported.” 

You will notice this: 

Mr. Spreckels said this morning that protection would be afforded to 
the men at work, even if the Regular Army has to be called out. 

Then he adds: 

Being citizens of this country, we have the right to protection. I 
doubt if 10 of the foreigners in the union at the refinery are citizens 
of this country, and if they riot or incite a riot I think steps can be 
taken to have them deported 

He says not 10 of the foreigners of that union employed at 
the refinery are American citizens—employed by Mr. Spreckels 
and Mr. Lowry, upon whose testimony largely you have made 
up the sugar free-list bill and imposed a lower rate of duty on 
lemons, criticizing the Californians for employing foreigners. 
Now comes the truth of it right in his own factory, where men 
are now on a strike, not 10 of whom are citizens of the United 
States. Ob, that is a grand appeal. That is a grand man’s 
statement to listen toin the fixing of ratesof duty. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

226. Orange peel or lemon peel, preserved, candied, or dried, 1 cent 
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per pound; coconut meat or copra, desiccated, shredded, cut, or similarly | 


prepared, and citron or citron peel, preserved, candied, or dried, 2 cents 
per pound. 

Mr, MURDOCK. 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mvr- 
DOCK] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr, MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, at this moment the mail of 
Members on both sides of the Chamber is heavy with letters 
from men who are making suggestions as to amendments to this 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


bill, and in actual practice every Member when so written makes | 


invariably the same reply at this stage of the measure. The 
Member writes his constituents and says that the bill is now 
closed against possible amendment. 

This omnibus tariff bill is closed against possible amendment. 
This bill has been clesed to amendment since it left the Ways 
and Means Committee. It was not changed much in the Demo- 
cratic caucus. It was closed there, and it has not been mate- 
ially changed at all here. It is closed here. 











The scene we see here is to us quite different from what 
must appear to the people out over the country. The people of 
the United States believe that here is raging a closely fough 
battle over the tariff. There is a battle here, but it is a sham 
battle. Every amendment which is offered from any place, sav 
one place here, is promptly voted down. If an amendment « es 

| from the little table in front, where he gentleman from Ala 
bama [Mr. UNbDERWoopD], no matter what it i matt how 
trivial or how grave it may threaten to be in its results, it is 
always voted up. If it comes from vy other | t is d 
down. If this debate accomplishes anything at ’ 
line the policy or demonstrate the | < of poli i 

the party in power. 

Through the whole debate it has become more and 
parent that those in charge of the bill have levied incor 
a duty with an idea of protection here and with a 
revenue there. The debate has also revealed, I think, ( \ 
one—probably not to the partisan eye, but in reality hat 
bill is full of inconsistencies; that in some instances those \ 
have made up the bill have put a duty upon the raw m ial 
and left the finished product free, and in other cases tl 
put a duty on the finished product and left the raw mat 
We saw one notable instance in the case of ferromang ‘ 
product which is absolutely controlled by the Steel Trust, 
is part of the raw material entering into a finished prod 
We saw steel made free and a duty put upon the trust-controlled 
ferromanganese. 

If the debate has served any purpose at all, then, under thi 


five-minute rule, it has been in developing anew the fact that in 
the framing and presentation of an omnibus tariff bill n eal 
not know what they are doing, and do not know what the re 
doing. , 

At the conclusion of this bill there will come an opport \ 


for the submission of a motion to recomimit. In all likelihood 
I will be precluded from offering that motion to recommit, unless 
there shall be a special rule allowing two motions to 
For that reason and believing as I do that Congress will neve 

successfully revise the tariff justly in the United States unl 

the revision is schedule by schedule, preceded by data adduced 
by a scientific nonpartisan tariff commission, I p 


recommilt 


ropost t | 


precluded from the motion to recommit, to offer as an a md 
ment to the administrative features of this bill a proposition 
for the creation of a tariff commission. My proposal is for a 
real tariff commission, not a sham-efficient or make-beli« me, 
a proposition which will permit a body to exercise power and 
authority to investigate with thoroughness all factors involved, 


that it may reach out and get the facts, a power that the lat 
tariff board did not have, a power that I do not think other 
measures offered give to proposed commissions; and I will now 
with the permission of the House, include in my remarks 
provision for a tariff commission, which I will offer later as ar 
amendment, so that it may be printed in the Recorp and that 
all the Members may have a view of it. 
It is as follows: 


a 


. } 


t} 


“Secrion V. (a) That ‘re is hereby created a body 
known as the tariff commission, which shall consist of five com 
missioners, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. No person shall be eligi 
ble to serve as a member of said commission while holdi Ly 
other public office of either honor or profit, either by « tion 
or appointinent, or who is a Senator or Representative elect of 
the United States. Not more than three of said con 
shall be members of the same political party r} 
sioners first appointed under this act shall continue In office 
for the terms of 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10 years, re ive 
from the first day of July, A. D. 1913, the term of « 1 to b 
designated by the President, but their successors shall be ap 

| pointed for terms of 10 years, except that any person cl 1 to 
fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unexpired rm 
of the member whom he shall succeed. Any com! one 
after due hearing, be ret ed by the President upon pr 
ineligibility or of any violation of any provision of 
or for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or malfeasance 
No vacancy in the commission shall impair the right 
maining commissioners to exercise all the powers of 
mission. Said commissioners shall not engage ny 
busiuess, vocation, or employment. Each con ner 
receive a salary of $7,500 per year. The President sl (dl 
nate a member of the commission to be chair h 
ing the term for which he nted. Tl 
appoint a secretary, wl hall recei 1 Salary ol 
annum, and such other em] ecs t iy find 
the proper performance of its duti d shall fix the 
or compensation of each. Three con sionet! 
a quorum for the transaction of bus com! 
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“(b) That the principal office of the commission shall be in 
the city of Washington, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
furnish the commission with suitable offices and equipment 
thereof and with all necessary supplies. The commission shall, 
in addition, have full authority as a body by one or more of its 
members or through its employees, when so authorized by the 
commission, to conduct investigations at any other place or 
places, either in the United States or foreign countries, as the 
commission may determine. Said commission shall promulgate 
rules and regulations for the safekeeping of all papers, corre- 
spondence, tabulations, reports, explanations, and other infor- 
mation gathered by it. All of the expenses of the commission, 
including all necessary expenses for transportation incurred by 
the commissioners or by their employees under their orders, in 
making any investigation in any place other than in the city of 
Washington, shall be allowed and paid on the presentation of 
itemized vouchers therefor approved by the chairman of the 
commission. 

“(c) That the commission shall have authority and power, 
and it is hereby directed to ascertain and tabulate for purposes 
of comparison the difference in the cost of producing articles of 
the same or similar quality and kind in this country and in actu- 
ally or potentially competing foreign countries. The commission 
shall ascertain and tabulate for purposes of comparison where 
such tabulation is practicable in connection with the several 
articles covered by its reports in the United States, and in such 
foreign countries the wages, hours of service, and efficiency of 
labor employed and the standards of living of such laborers. 
The commission shall likewise ascertain the cost and selling 
prices of raw material, the cost of labor, the fixed charges, the 
depreciation upon the true value of the capital invested, and all 
other items entering into and determining the true cost and 
selling price of the finished product. The commission shall 
ascertain the market conditions and the prices at which pro- 
tected products of the United States are sold in foreign coun- 
tries, as compared with the prices of such products sold in the 
United States. The commission shall investigate the effect of 
transportation rates upon the markets and prices of dutiable 
products, and so far as pertinent to the tariffs fixed upon articles 
on the dutiable list the control of such markets and absence or 
presence of free competition in the same, and shall, pursuant to 
the purposes of this act in so far as practicable, investigate all 
questions and conditions relating to the agricultural, manu- 
facturing, mining, commercial, and labor interests with refer- 
ence to the tariff schedules and classifications of the United 
States and of foreign countries, and shall investigate the capi- 
talization, industrial organization and efficiency, and the general 
conipetitive position in this country and abroad of industries 
seeking protecton from Congress. The commission shall like- 
wise investigate in general and in regard to particular articles 
the revenue-producing power of the tariff and its relation to the 
resources of government, and shall investigate the effect of tar- 
iffs both of the United States and of foreign countries on prices, 
on the operations of middle men, on the wages paid for labor, 
and on the purchasing power of the consumer. The commission 
shall also make investigation of any particular subject when- 
ever directed by either House of Congress or the President of 
the United States. The commission shall have the power to 
call upon any of the existing departments or bureaus of the 
Government for information on file in such departments or 
bureaus which it may require in connection with the work 
which it is authorized to do by this act, and it shall be the 
duty of every such department or bureau of the Government to 
furnish such information on request from the commission. It 
shall be the duty of said commission to hold hearings from time 
to time at such places as it may designate to determine indus- 
trial, commercial, and labor conditions in relation to costs of 
production and effects and operations of the tariff schedules and 
classifications in force in the United States and in foreign 
countries. Such hearings shall be public, except as otherwise 
herein provided. The commission shall, whenever practicable, 
give at least 10 days’ public notice of any and all such hearings, 
and at any such hearing any person may appear before said com- 
mission, subject to such reasonable limitation upon the amount 
of and duplication of testimony and arguments as may be pro- 
vided by the rules of said commission, and be heard or may be 
represented by attorney and may file any written statement or 
documentary evidence bearing upon any matter which the com- 
mmission may have under investigation. The commission may 
from time to time make or amend such general rules or orders 
as may be requisite for the orderly regulation of proceedings 
before it, including form of notices and the service thereof. 
Every vote and official act of the commission and of each mem- 
ber thereof shall be entered of record. Any of the members of 
the commission or its secretary shall have the power to adminis- 
ter oaths and affirmations and to sign notices, 


May 9. 
“(d) That to assist the President in securing informa; 
as to the effect of tariff rates, restrictions, exactions, or any ree 
lations imposed at any time by the United States or any { 


i 


* : . : e 10F 
eign country upon the importation into or sale in the United 


States or any foreign country of the products affected, and as 
any export bounty paid or export duty imposed or prohibi; 
made by any country upon the exportation of any article 
the United States which discriminates against the United sj 
or the products thereof, and to assist. the President in the a; 
cation of the maximum and minimum tariffs and other ad) 
istrative provisions of the customs laws and in obtaining 
formation concerning the economic results of said laws. {}e 
commission shall from time to time make report as the I) 
dent shall direct, and upon direction by the President 
draft a plan for scientific classification of schedules in aid « 
administration of the provisions of the customs laws. 

“(e) That for the purposes of this act in the case of 
cles on the dutiable list, and such other articles as the commiss 
may decide or may be directed to investigate, the said « 
mission is authorized to require of any person, firm, copartner- 
ship, corporation, or association engaged in the production, ; 
portation, manufacture, or distribution of any such artic, 
articles the production of all books, papers, contracts, ag 
ments, invoices, inventories, bills, and documents of any such 
person, firm, copartnership, corporation, or association and make 
every inquiry necessary to a determination of the value of such 
property and necessary to accomplish the purposes for w) 
said commission is created. In aid of its powers herein granted 
to secure information the commission shall have the power, 
whenever necessary for the purposes of its investigations, jv 
prescribe and enforce uniform systems of accounting for )) 
tected industries, for manufacturers, and producers of co) 
modities protected by import duties. The commission is autho: 
ized to require by notice the attendance and testimony of wit 
nesses and the production of all books, papers, contracts, agree 
ments, inventories, invoices, bills, and documents relating to any 
matters pertaining to such investigation. Such attendance of 
witnesses and the production of such documentary evicd 
may be required from any place in the United States at any 
designated place of hearing, and witnesses shall receive the sa: 
fees as are paid in the Federal courts. 

“(f) That the district courts of the United States, upon t! 
application of the commission alleging a failure to comply wit! 
any order of the commission with relation to the attendanc l 
testimony of witnesses and the production of documentary « 
dence, shall have jurisdiction to issue the necessary process or 
writs for the enforcement of the orders of the commission, aid 
in case of disobedience to a subpcena the commission or a | 
ber thereof may invoke the aid of any one of the district court 
of the United States in requiring the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and docunients 
within the jurisdiction of such court within which an in 
gation or inquiry by the commission is being carried on. In: 
of contumacy or refusal to obey a subpcena issued to any pers) 
or corporation subject to the provisions of this act, any of tle 
district courts of the United States having jurisdiction 
herein provided may issue an order requiring such person or 
corporation to appear before the commission and produce boo! 
documents, and other papers if so ordered and give evidence 
concerning the matter under investigation by the commission, 
and any failure to obey such order of the court may be pun- 
ished by such court as a contempt thereof. The commission 
may also order testimony to be taken by deposition in any in 
vestigation and at any stage of such investigation. Such de) 
sition may be taken before any person authorized so to do by 
the commission and who has power to administer oaths. A 
person may be compelled to appear and depose and prod 
documentary evidence in the same manner as witnesses may b 
compelled to appear and testify and produce documentary evi 
dence before the commission as hereinbefore provided. Such 
testimony shall be reduced to writing. No person shall be ex- 
cused from attending and testifying or from producing books, 
papers, documents, or other things before the commission or 1) 
obedience to the subpena of the commission whether such su)- 
pena be signed or issued by one or more of the commissioners 
or the secretary of the commission on the ground or for the rea- 
son that the testimony or evidence, documentary or otherwise, 
required of him may tend to criminate him or to subject him to 
a penalty or forfeiture. But no natural person shall be prose- 
cuted or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or on ac 
count of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which he 
may testify under oath or produce evidence, documentary or 
otherwise, before said commission in obedience to a subpen: 
issued by it: Provided, That no person so testifying shall be 
exempt from prosecution and punishment for perjury committed 
in so testifying. 
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“(¢) In any investigation conducted by the commission as 
herein provided, the testimony of any witness in regard to secret 
processes or trade secrets not contrary to public policy shall 
not be reduced to writing, nor shall any documents of like char- 

ter be copied into the records of investigations or otherwise 

de a part thereof, and for the purpose of obtaining such 
testimony or of examining such documents, and for such pur- 
noses alone, the commission shall have the power to hold secret 
sessions and take evidence thereat. All other testimony shall 
pe reduced to writing and, with all other documentary evidence 
received, incorporated in the records of the commission for the 
evidance of the commission and for the use of the President and 
Congress as hereinafter provided: Provided, That no evide 
or information secured for the confidential use of the commis- 
sion shall be made public in such a manner as to be available 

the use of any business competitor or rival of the firm, 
copartnership, corporation, or association from whom or con- 
cerning whom such evidence or information was obtained; And 
provided further, That in case in any investigation authorized 
by this act the commission shall obtain evidence or information 
for its confidential use, the commission shall not be required 
to divulge the names of persons furnishing such evidence or 
nformation. 

“(h) The commission shall make annual reports to Congress 
of its investigations and conclusions and such special reports 
the President or either House of Congress may direct. 
The annual reports shall be published and ready for distribution 
on the first Monday of December of each year. Upon demand 
of either the President or either House of Congress the com- 
mission shall make a report of all testimony and information 
upon which its reports are based.” 

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Chairman, I was a little bit amused 
to hear the remarks of my colleague from Kansas [Mr. Mtr- 
pocK] on this particular point. This morning I picked up the 
Kansas City Star, which is a progressive paper of 300,000 circu- 
lation, circulating over four or five States in the central west- 
ern country, circulating largely in the State of Kansas and in 
the district of my friend [Mr. Murpock], and a very strong 
supporter of that gentleman. All of us out in Kansas like Vic 
personally. He has good red corpuscles in his blood and good 
red hair on his head, and he jis a good fellow; but it does not 
come with very good grace of him to make the remarks he has 
just made. 

I want to read this editorial from the Kansas City Star, which 
has supported him on almost every proposition he has made, 
It reads thus: 


as 


THE PROGRESSIVES’ CIIANCE. 

The Wilson administration is offering the country the only effective 
tariff revision in the interest of the whole people that it has had in 
50 years. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It would be a tremendous pity if the Progressives in Congress should 
on record in opposition to this measure. 

Undoubtedly, the bill is not perfect. There are some evident Inequl- 
ties in it. But these are of minor importance in comparison with the 
I achievements in behalf of the consumer, who hitherto has been 


5 


big 
ignored in tariff legislation. 4 
_ The removal of the sugar duties and the heavy reductions In clothing, 
in building material, in steel, in chemicals—in fact, all along the line— 
show the extent to which the administration has freed itself from the 
powerful interests that hitherto have controlled. For the first time 
since the war the general welfare has been considered. S : 
rrue, the revising has been done with an ax rather than with finer 
tools. But the— 
Mr. MURDOCK, 
out to be. 
Mr. HELVERING. This paper was folded just at that place. 


But the excrescences that have grown up needed the ax. The finer 
ae can be done later under the supervision of a tariff com- 
Dission., 

To insist that the relief now offered be withheld pending the investi- 
gations of a commission would play directly into the hands of the 
standpatters, who always are for anything that would cause delay. 

A commission ought to be established later to supervise the adjust- 
ments that will be required. But just now the work in hand is to 


ae the tariff on a new basis in the interest of the country as a 
Whole, 


The Progressives in Congress are not in a position to do anything by 
themselves. Their only chance is to help whichever party is acting on 
behalf of the people. if they become mere carpers and critics, they will 
Seem to the equates to be playing en, with the final purpose of 
getting the jobs. supporting Wilson at this time they will prove 
their unselfish devotion to the common good, 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SELDOMRIDGD. Mr. Chairman, I have been greatly 
interested during the progress of this debate in listening to 
the universal statement which seems to have come from the 
other side that the industries of this country are in a state 
bordering almost upon paralysis. We have had depicted before 
us lines of men reaching to soup houses and the opening of 
bread wagons, and so forth, and my interest, Mr. Chairman, has 
been greatly aroused in the news from the financial centers 


“The excrescences ” is what I make that 
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HOUSE. JO 
of the country, when these stateme whic l ] | ) 
generally ade have reached tl een nd have be ". 
culated among t | ss en of the ry. Ana 
morning I have collected | af ( pings u i 
the papers which are of di ietly eter ; dl 
certainly any opinions which 
nonpartisanship, about which we have d mt y 
the progress of the debate, should | 
ment and consideration of this Hou 
The Review, issued by R. G. Dun Co An 
N 
Dun's Review to-morrow will vy: 
Notwithstanding t recent let reduct 
dustrial activity, it is signif t that confid > 8 | V 
the West and South a spirit of opti m is manifest 
largely based upon the fine crop t for both cotton 
which contrasts with the nu ive f ! 
eastern centers, 

“The work of recovery from the eff r tl 
progressing, and this gives increasing : e to | r 
readjustment continues to in caution 
immediately affected, but the end of ty 
to see Weat er ns ‘ tir ' t i 
ir o building itior jut a I 1d j : 
tr? 

conditi 1 e , both at home and 
the ome show of activity regarding e Ba i 
nati onditions, as a whole, are much less d 
is si vhat more active but at lower pri rhe i i ! 
repo usiness as fully up to normal rext line i 
ctivit Lumber is more active Trade thra 
Reports from the leadir ern and nor st 
cheerful in tone, and the advent of more settled w I 
in larger tail activity.” 
An Associated Press dispatch says: 
New Y 

The past week has seen shrink > in steel specificat : a 
business has been placed, however rhree thousand t t 
cal for the Grand Trunk and 1,000 steel under \ i 
Seaboard were ordered. Some good brid busing ler 
ation Conditions in the steel trade, a a whole, a H 
Premiums are disappearing. Steel men claim that y \ j 
settied i fresh linpetus will be iven to b ine 

The outlook for pig iron is tter. Th sm j 
are firmer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are not to judge by th e] 
business improvement is altogether confined to the nm 

} and western districts of this country, but it has ev l 
the city of Philadelphia, which is probably the last 
United States that would feel the impetus of busine 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Franklin National Bank, of Philadelphia, in its 1 y 
circular on business and trade conditions, says in part 

With business generally so active and money so well employed that 
none is available for the financing of new concer! y 3 \q 
exchange operations, there should be little room for complaint 
facturing and mercantile lines Prospective tariff reduction i ling 
back some lines, but the total volume of business Is far above t 
age for this season. Some declines in imports and in m 
will be apparent until the tariff bill has been disposed of ; 
matter is properly handled by Congress, there need be no wu; tt of 
business, and the effects of such tariff reductions a lay ber I 
soon be dissipated in the increasing business which will naturally 

Mr. Chairman, 1 only is this condition of |! ie 
perity not confined to the « tern and the western per _ 
country, but we find it is ral throughout the « I 
The Secretary of Commerce and Labor has just issued a te- 
ment in which he says: 

The United States has been exporting merchand e ¢ f 
almost $7,000,000 a day so far this year 3 shown by : dl 
by the Department of Commerce yesterday. The impor ! c led 
$5,000,000 a day. Th tatisties are for the first nin nt 
fiscal year. 

Great Britain has bought on an average $1,750,000 w ods 
every day, and Canada and Germany each have bought about § 10,000 
worth a day. The fourth best customer was France, whose | laseg 
in the nine months were $120,786,314 

The total outgoing and incoming trade of the country tl! year, it is 
estimated, will reach $4,100,000,000 This would be an increa t 
13.5 per cent over 1912 

“The figures,” said Secretary Redfield, “for the entire nine 1 hs 
are such as to give just pride to every American, Out of total trans- 
actions of $3,300,000,000, there is a balance in our favor of ittle 
over $500,000,000,” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish these gentlemen on the other 
side would come out of the cave of Adullam in which they have 
been lingering for the past week, and see that the clouds of 
prosperity are all touched with a golden lining, and that the 


business people of the country have nothing to fear; that they 
are only impatient that you gentleman will limit the material 
that you are getting out for home consumption, which appears 


in the Recorp, and give the business interests of the ceuntry 
a chance to recuperate. 

I read from the Philadelphia Inquirer of May 2, an organ 
entirely devoted to the interests of protection, that or dle 
tinguished friend on the other side, the gentleman from b’hilae 
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delphia {[Mr. Moore] has had himself Interviewed in this paper. 
It BAVS 


OPPOSITION TO END. 

Tonight there were indications that Republican leaders would not 
undertake to delay the passage of the bill much longer Representa 
tive Moorr, of Pennsylvania, who has been active in offering minority 
amendments, voiced this view. He said the Republicans would not 
attempt to filibuster, and that they had been “ hammering away at the 
Underwood bill for four days without making a single dent in it.” 

The fact that many who claim their business is affected are asking | 
the Republicans to hasten matters in order that they may “ readjust 
their affairs’ is said to be partly responsible for the minority attitude. 


{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

So it seems to me my friends on the other side are between 
the devil and the deep sea. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it comes pretty near being be- 
tween the devil and the deep sea to be between prosperity and 


the Democratic legislation. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
Mr. Chairman, a moment ago the distinguished gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] announced that he proposed, if 


opportunity presented itself, to offer an amendment providing 
for a tariff commission. I take it that the amendment that he 
has prepared is in substance the bill introduced by various gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House, the gentleman from New York 


{Mr. Payne], the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroort], 
and myself, and recommended by the Republican caucus. We 
welcome elevyenth-hour converts to a tariff commission. [Ap- 


plause on the Republican side.] 

When in the last session of Congress the Republicans offered 
a motion to recommit the wool bill, directing the Committee on 
Ways and Means to bring in a reported bill in accordance with 
the Tariff Board report when made, the gentleman from Kansas 
voted against a bill to be founded on the Tariff Board report. 
When in the last Congress the Republicans offered a motion to 
recommit the metal-schedule bill to await the report of the 
Tariff Board, the gentleman from Kansas voted against the 
motion to recommit to await the Tariff Board report. At the 
sime Congress the gentleman at the first session voted to pass 
the wool bill notwithstanding there had been no. Tariff Board 
report. He voted to pass the sugar-schedule bill, although there 
had been no Tariff Board report. He voted to pass the so- 
called free-list bill without waiting for a Tariff Board report. 
At the second session of the Congress he voted to pass the wool 


bill without waiting for a Tariff Board report, and he voted to 


pass the metal bill without waiting for a Tariff Board report. 
He did not vote on the motion to recommit on the cotton sched- 
ule, or on the passage of the bill, probably because he was not 
here. He voted to pass these bills over the veto of the Prest- 
dent, although the President vetoed the bills wpon the ground 
that before bills were passed the tariff commission or the Tariff 
Board should ascertain the facts and lay them before the Con- 
gress. On no occasion when votes have been taken in 
House has the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock] stood for 
a tariff board report or a tariff commission report until he has 


been commissioned by Col. Roosevelt to say that we ought to | 


bave a tariff commission. 
The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


oe 


{ Laughter. | 


4 cents per pound; apricot and peach kernels, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
line 22, strike out the word “ clear.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The queston is on the amendment. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the Democratic side of the House to the fact that this is a 
committee amendment offered from their side. I do it for the 


Page 56, 


reason that occasionally during consideration of this bill under 
the five-minute rule it has not always been understood upon 
the Democratic side that an amendment has been offered by 


their side. When the chemical schedule was under considera- 
tion I remember that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Har- 
RISON] offered an amendment. A number of gentlemen upon 
thut side of the aisle voted “no.” I stepped across the aisle 
and suggested they were committing treason by voting against 
their committee. “ Why,” they said, “ we thought that amend- 
ment was being offered from the Republican side.” [Laughter.] 
So I simply rise to say that, of course, this amendment must 
receive the vote of every one of the gentlemen upon that side 
of the aisle because it is offered by the Democrats, although 
the same amendment, indentical in form, might be offered by 
the Republicans, and every one of them would vote against it. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. RAINEY. 
might 


Mr. Chairman, in explanation of this amend- 
further add to what the gentleman has just 


ment I 





CONGRESSIONAL. 


the | 


Almonds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, | 
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| stated that it ought to receive all the votes of the Republi 

side, but it probably will not receive any. 
| was in the Payne bill, and we are striking it out because 
| are attempting to correct all of these absurdities in the Ps 


The word “ «lk 


bill. No one has ever been able to determine, so far as 
Treasury Department is concerned, what the word “ ¢, 
was put there for. Sometimes they have interpreted it to » 
that the almonds must be free from dirt or something of 
| kind. If that is not it, they do not know what it is. A) 
experts on the tariff have been unable to determine why, 
word “clear” was put there in this particular clause. \ 
| striking it out at the recommendation of the Treasury of 
and because we find it ought not to be there. I suppose || 
gentlemen on the Republican side will vote against it. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, we have some sense. We vote 
amendments. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
it was necessary for the gentleman who has just spoken to . 
plain a very important amendment that was offered by 
because it would go through without that explanation. 
Chairman, it is absolutely impossible to frame a tariff bj 
to frame any measure of any character unless there is 
system connected with it. There is absolutely no system 
nected with the preparation of the tariff bill that this 
has before it. They talk about experts, but surely no ex 
in all the world can lay before a Ways and Means Com 
in three weeks all of the information about all of the pro 
of the world. [Applause on the Republican side.] When it | 
the Government of Germany five years, with 200 experts, to fr; 

a tariff bill, surely it ought to take our Democratic brethren 
least two months to do the same thing. I heartily concm 
what has been said by the Progressive leader and by the Re; 
lican leader with reference to a tariff commission. I h 
favor that; but we are to have no chance for that, becaus 
secret Democratic caucus has decreed against it. I say that | 
bill that is offered to the American people is a hodgepodg 
inconsistencies, just the same as was the Wilson-Gormian 
because it was framed in the same way. 

And the Wilson-Gorman bill, passed by a Democratic ( 
gress, is the law that the only Democratic President that 
have had for 40 years pronounced to be a perfidy and a 4 
grace. 

Mr. HARDY. Wil! the gentleman yield for a short ques 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. I have not the time; no, sir. \ 
Chairman, the trouble in the Democratic Party is that tl. 
have to make an issue out of something. They say that 
people have demanded a reduction of rates, but the peop! 
this country never have demanded and never will demand t 
American industries be shut down and American laboring | 
thrown out of employment all for the sake of this so-called 
| competition and free trade. The American people believ: 
| Americans first and foreigners afterwards, and when they 
a chance to express their opinion upon this bill, that 
being pushed throush this House by order of a Democratic I 
ident and the Democratic floor leader, the gentlemen on 
other side will find out that the people believe, as they 
always believed, in the protection of American industries. \!! 
Chairman, the great trouble, especially in the southern s¢ 
of this country, is that they are still fighting the issues of 
or 50 years ago. 

SEVERAL MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Oh, no. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. You gentlemen from the So 
know full well that it is to the best interest of the great Soul! 
land, and I speak as a Southerner, that they have protecti: 
American industries in the South. You know that if you wo! 
east aside the feeling you have that you should vote the \ 
your grandfathers voted you would come up here solidly and 
vote for protection for southern products. [Applause on 
Republican side.] Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I believe that af 
this is over and this bill has been passed and the dire results 
thereof have followed that when you get a chance to vote ne 
time, gentlemen on the other side, if you ever do again, yo 
will vote for protection to American industries, American !al. 
and American homes. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous conse 
to close debate on this paragraph and all pending amendments 
in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks una! 
mous consent to close debate on this paragraph and all pending 
amendments in five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, the 
gentleman from California is very much interested in almonds. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has not the gentleman an amendment 
pending? 

Mr. HAYES. No. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


for 





I will make it 10 minutes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all pending 

endments close in 10 minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
ause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have just listened to 
folk of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Moss], who, I 
understand, is evidently a very new and a very fresh Member 
f this House. [Laughter and applause.] He talks about pro- 
tion to American labor. He comes from the State of West 
Virginia, I understand, which is a coal-mining State, and under 
Republican policies they have protected American workmen to 
such an extent that West Virginia is now filled with foreigners, 
competing against the American workmen in the coal mines, 
and there has been a strike in the West Virginia coal mines for 
the last 12 months. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 





( 
¢ 
tf 


Republican policy now is, and has always been, to compel the | 


American workman to pay the very highest protection prices 


for everything that he consumes, while the people who compete 


against him are brought from the slums of Europe into a free- 
trade market. 
strikes under the administration of Theodore Roosevelt 
than there ever had been in the history of this country until 
President Taft took charge of the administration, and the 
strikes were so frequent that absolutely the Bureau of Labor 
could not keep an account of how many there were. [Laughter.] 
And it is impossible at this time to get from the Department of 
Labor the number of strikes thdt took place under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Taft. Mr. Chairman, the other day I heard the 
hairless wonder from Michigan [laughter]—— 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Who is he? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Forpney [laughter]—tell about the bank 
accounts that the working people of this country had. You go 
to the hearings of the people in this town in Massachusetts, 
Lawrence, who were down here last year, and you saw them, 
and they testified before that committee that they did not have 
meat to eat over once a week. You saw a few days ago—— 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I always yield. 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Is the Democratic Party opposed 
to the employment of children in our industries? 

Mr. THOMAS. I am opposed to the employment of all chil- 
dren under 16 years of age. 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Is it not true that the most 
flagrant violation of the rights of children in this country has 
been in those States in which the Democratic Party has been in 
absolute control for 50 years? 

[Cries of “No” on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman name the States? 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. South Carolina and Georgia—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is not true about Georgia. 

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Alabama. Call the roll of States 
in which the Democratic Party has been longest in power and 
you will include them all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Wait a minute. Sit down. [Laughter.] 
The conditions in Georgia and Alabama may be bad, but the 
working people down there have meat to eat more than once a 
week, which they do not have in Lawrence, Mass. And in 
Michigan 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. THomMas] has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. And they do not have to pay for their drink- 
ing water. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
two words. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanl- 
mous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAINEY. I will have to object. 

Mr. MANN. An agreement was made a few moments ago to 
close debate in 10 minutes, and the ,entleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. THomas] has used 5 minutes and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Hayes] is to have 5 minutes. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. HAYES. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman frcem Illinois [Mr. RAINey]. 

The question was taken. and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Hayes] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


more 





Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
[Laughter.] I ask unanimous consent for five 


Mr. Chairman, under Republican rule there were | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 56, line 22, by striking out the fig ind insertir 
in lieu thereof the tigure t so by strikin if I 3, sam 
page, the figure “4 and inserting th z 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, this bill reduces the tariff upon 
almonds, shelled and unshelled, L cent a pound. My amendment 
would maintain the present rate. Now, almonds are a luxury. 
I think the gentlemen on the other side of the le will admit 

| that. They are not a necessity. There were imported last year 








OO 
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17,000,000 pounds of almonds, both shelled and 


unshelled, or 
thereabouts. So that it is apparent that the present riff is a 
competitive tariff, and I should hope sutliciently competitive 


to satisfy the gentlemen who are the sponsors for this b I 


ih 


might point out further, Mr. Chairman, that the extra cent a 
pound would come in very handy, perhaps, if my amendment 
should prevail, in assisting the Government in discharging it 
| obligations. And so, upon a Democratic basis, I do not see how 
our friends upon the other side can fail to vote for this amend 
ment. The present rates are competitive. The article is a 


luxury, and the inerease of 1 cent per pound will increase the 
revenue on imported almonds $170,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendn 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 


nt offered 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

229. Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 2 cents per pound; 
shelled, 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 


Hayes] offers another amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 57, line 1, by striking out the fig 2 
in lieu thereof the figure “3°; and also by striking out 
‘4,”" line 2, same page, and inserting in lieu thereof the figure 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, like the former amendment, 
the purpose of this one is to restore the tariff on walnuts and 
filberts, shelled and unshelled, to the rates in the present law 
The conditions are exactly similar as stated by me in regard 
to almonds. Last year the importations of walnuts and filberts 


d inserting 


t} fleur 


were something like 34,000,000 pounds. The people of Cali 
fornia are producing perhaps half of the walnuts that are con 


sumed in this country. We have facilities for producing all, 
and in time to come—and in the near future if the present 
rates can be continued and the present conditions maintained 
we shall be able to produce all the walnuts that are 


se 


consumed 


in this country. But now the present tariff is competitive. As 
I say, 34,000,000 pounds were imported last year. Walnuts are 
not a necessity; they are a luxury, and the increased revenue 


that would come in on 34,000,000 pounds of walnuts and filberts 


would be no inconsiderable amount. On last year’s importa- 
tions it would amount to $340,000. 

Mr. SHARP. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HAYES. I will. 

Mr. SHARP. How many States are there in which you can 


produce these walnuts? 
Mr. HAYES. I know 
fornia. 

Mr. SHARP. 


of no State in this country except Cal 


gut do you think it would be just for the large 
mass of the American people living east of the Mississippi 
River, and especially living far east of the Mississippi River, 
to be compelled to pay the freight on the walnuts shipped from 


California, when they can be got at somewhat of a 
very much more easily from abroad? 

Mr. HAYES. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentlem: f 
tion would destroy all of this schedule and every other schedule 
where there is any competition. 

Mr. SHARP. I will ask the zg eman another question, if 
Imay. Is it not true that immediately after the rate on lemons 
was raised in the Payne-Aldrich bill the railroads commenced 
to raise the freight on that product? 


reduction 


in’s sugges- 


yt! 
nul 


Mr. HAYES. It is not true, Mr. Chairman: but it is true 
that the railroads undertook to get 15 of the 50 cents that was 
added to the tariff on lemons. It is also true that the lemon 
growers resisted that attempt, and the matter was brought 


before the Interstate Commerce Commission, and the Interstate 


Commerce Commission refused to allow the railroads to in- 
crease the rate, holding that the present rates were reasonable 
and sufficiently remunerative. Those are the facts 

Now, so far as walnuts are concerned, as I said, there is no 
place except in California that I know of where they can be 
raised; and just the same argument that the gentleman from 
Ohio has advanced will apply to everything that a tariff is 
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levied upon. It is no great injustice nor hardship that the 
people who can afford to spend their money for imported wal 


nuts or filberts should be asked to help, to the extent of 1 


cent a pound additional, to defray the running expenses of the | ple? 


Government of the United States. I can not think 
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> Mr. GOULDEN. You wil? find out when I ask my que: 
Why does the gentleman speak for a higher duty on pear 
that he says are of such great use and benefit to his own 
Why does he defend an interest of the people of Vi; 


of any | instead of caring for his own people? I never knew the ; 


place where it would be better placed than upon a luxury of | man to do that before. 


this kind, and I do not think my friend from Ohio can. [Ap 
plause on the Republican side.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes] 
The question was taken, and the amendment wa 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


rejected. 


230. Peannts or ground beans, unshelled, § of 1 cent p 
shelled, 2 of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
Moore] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MOORRE. 
that so as to have the change made on line 3 as well 
so that both “#% of” and “#% of” 


r pound 


would be stricken out, thus 


fixing the rate at 1 cent per pound. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 57, line 4, after the word “ shelled,” strike out “ 3 of.” 


Mr. MANN. 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to have the Clerk read 
as line 4, 


Mr. Chairman, the amendment was not reported | Congress who has been here as long as I have, but 


- Mr. MOORE. Why, I have seen the gentleman on a { 
boat, on his way from New York to Philadelphia, and . 
railroad train, eating peanuts all the way, and I know 
. | friend of the peanut. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Certainly; but that was because t] 
cheap and good. [Laughter.] 
| Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, if I caught aright the r 
; | of the bewhiskered gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann 
stated that this debate would be closed by the gentleman 
California [Mr. Hayes} and by myself, in which I would 
. | nothing. Now, I do not like to give advice to Repub 
but you know about this season of the year the dogwood 
soms are in bloom, and that is when we shear sheep. 
would advise the gentleman from Illinois to get s 
;| [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
about Members of this House taking up time. I pre 
have taken up about as little time as almost any Member 

the 





in full. As the amendment was reported, it only proposes to | tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has filled volumes of 


strike out certain figures in the bill. 


Mr. MOORE. I want to strike out “% of” in line 3 and | othingness. 


8 
“2 of” in line 4. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 57, line 3, after the word “ unshelled,” strike out “ 


in line 4 strike out “@ of.” 


@ of,” and 


CONGRESSIONAL Recorp with mixed metaphors and 
[Laughter.] I do not know what he ha 
this Government, and it would take an expert to make t! 


The Clerk will again report the amend- | CUlation, but I presume he has cost it $10,000,000 since ly 


been rattling around over on that sideof the House. [Lau: 
Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliament: 
quiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I presume “the wish is father Mr. NORTON. Is this a continuation of that moo 
to the thought” in the mind of every true Representative of debate of last night? [ Laughter. } ? ; 
the Old Dominion who happens to be on this floor. The people Mr. THOMAS. What did he say? He said nothing 


of Virginia, who are very largely engaged in peanut culture. 


are desirous of having a protection upon their industry, and 


may have attempted to say something, but did not do it 
Mr. LANGLEY. If my colleague, who evidently did n 


from my point of view it is not only fair but entirely consistent | derstand the gentleman’s question, will permit, I will 
that a protectionist coming from outside of Virginia should | that so far as my colleague and I are concerned the 


stand by the real, true interests of Virginia that are looking to shine incident is closed. 


their own progress and welfare. 

I am informed that peanuts, of which we are very large con- 
sumers in my section of the country, can be brought in from 
Japan, over the seas, up to the Allegheny Mountains, almost to 
the very borderland of Virginia, as cheaply as the people of 
Virginia, the tillers of the soil, the horny-fisted representatives 
of that fine old State, can send this product of their soil out 
to the city of Chicago. 

If this is true, the peanut raisers of Virginia suffer a very 
great disadvantage in competition with the cheap peanut-rais- 
ing industry of Japan. 

I listened a little while ago to my friend from California 
[Mr. Srerpnens] making his delightful preachment in defense 
of the lemon duty for California, and I heard him say the 
woolen and cotton duties might be revised—willing to cut the 
woolen and cotton industries, but holding to the duty on 
lemons. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE. Not now. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. What the gentleman says is 
not in accordance with what I said at all. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to make my statement. If the gentle 
man does not agree to it, he can take it up in his own time. I 
am simply calling attention to this inconsistency. It was the 
kind of philosophy that defeated the Republican Party in the 
last campaign. 

But I want to return to Virginia peanuts and to say I know 
that I voice the hearts, the minds, the disposition, the inclina- 
tion, the hope, and the expectation of all true Virginians when 
I ask for an increase in the duty on peanuts from three-quarters 
of a cent a pound to 1 cent a pound. The Virginia peanut 
ought to be protected. [Applause.] It suffers from a competi- 
tion that is unfair, and if the Virginia peanut is not protected 
against its cheap Japanese competitor, now menacing it from 
neross the Pacific, the Virginia peanut raiser may have to go 
out of business. If he will not speak on this floor, I am going 

to do it for him, even though it offends some of my own peanut 
consumers in the city of Philadelphia who pay 5 cents a bag, 
which seems somewhat exorbitant, since they have reduced the 
quantity that goes into the bag. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 


Mr. MOORE. Will you speak for Virginia? 





[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. What did the gentleman from Ken 
say? My colleague from Kentucky seems to have moo! 
on the brain. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Well, if that is so, it is the only place \ 
any of it has been deposited. Of course it is on my | 
because it has been mentioned a good many times lately. 

Mr. THOMAS. And he seems to be replenishing the si 

Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman does not need any 1 
ishing. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have heard a 
deal from these Republicans here about the seeret cauc 
the Democrats, because, as we had a right to do, we acted 
the interest of political unity. Why did they object to a 
eaucus? Because they think we might do something lik: 
would have done if they had had the opportunity. I have heard 
here the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpo 
the gentleman who sports the sunset locks. [Laughter.] I! 
heard a great deal from him about this secret caucus. H¢ 
a caucus of 13 members—that was enough to condemn it 
members—and two days before that caucus met it was st 
in the papers in this city that this alleged so-called Progressi 


Party, which is nothing but a patent medicine advertisil¢ 


scheme [great laughter], would meet and elect Mr. Murvo 
Speaker. Now, I wonder how they knew that two days bef 
hand if there had not been some secret meeting or secret cauc! 
between Mr. Murpock and these other 12 members of t! 
alleged Progressive Party in secret caucus somewhere? [Lau 
ter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from K 
tuecky has expired. The question is on the amendment offer 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

231. Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially provided 


in this section, 1 cent per pound; but no allowance shall be made | 
dirt or other impurities in nuts of any kind, shelled or unshelled. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the las 
word. I would like to ask the gentlemen of the committee 
they have any amendments to offer to this paragraph. I : 
informed not. The gentleman from Illinois, on a precedins 
paragraph, moved to strike out the word “ clear” with refe! 
ence to almonds, and said it was a blunder. Evidently he did 
not know that clear almonds was in the law, and had been for 































































19135. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





cood many years. In 1909 a question arose about dirt 
nuts, and we went to work before the bill was prepared 
| had a Treasury expert to aid us in that way. That 


expert suggested an addition to this paragraph that was not 
the previous law, “ but no allowance shall be made for dirt 


impurities in nuts of any kind, shelled or unshelled.” That 
was the amendment we put in the law, and these gentlemen 
do not see fit to change it, and it is well they do not for the 


stoms court held under it the construction that the gentleman 
ms would be the law if you strike out the word “ clear.” 
It was a microscopic mind that went before the general ap- 
praisers and before the customs court to try to show that the 


iditional language which we put in for a safeguard had 
nything to do with the rate of duties on almonds. The 


stoms court held that shelled almonds, if they did have some 
dirt in them, was subject to the higher rate of duty under the 
Every paragraph that we find as we proceed in this bill 
cenerally shows the wisdom of the committee and of the House 
that passed the present tariff law. There are some things in 
that we have criticized that are open to criticism. They have 
dopted even the new language that we put in this paragraph, 
d they have adopted language of ours right through the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
°35. Extract of meat, not specially provided for in this section, 15 
s per pound: fluid extract of meat, 7 cents per pound, but the 
itiable weight of the extract of meat and of the fluid extract of meat 


not include the weight of the packages in which the same is 
ported. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of ‘Vashington. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment to a paragraph that has been passed. It is an 


mendment in regard to fresh fish. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. We passed the fish paragraph some time 
ago, and I can not consent to go back. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


234. Poultry, live, 1 cent per pound; dead, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 57, line 16, after the word “ live.”’ strike out “one” and 
isert “three,” and after the word “ dead strike out “two” and 

eS Sa. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, my genial friend and col- 
league from Kentucky [Mr. THomMaAs] seems to have the im- 


pression that moonshine is the chief product of the district I 
bave the honor to represent. I do not know whether the wish 
is father to the thought or not, but I beg to assure my asso- 

ates here that it is not the chief product by any means of that 
district or of our State. 

Mr. BUTLER. What 

Mr. LANGLEY. I refer the gentleman to my colleague. 
He probably knows. ‘There are many important industries in 
the tenth Kentucky district, and among them is the chicken 
industry. We raise, consume, and sell a good many chickens 
in that district, not only hens, but spring chickens and roosters, 
and all classes of fowls, and, as I said yesterday, we have a 
flourishing egg industry also. 

I feel that this provision in the Underwood bill reducing the 
tariff so radically on chickens dead and living would be an 
injustice to my district because, if you Democrats are going 
to reduce the price of chickens and eggs, you will seriously 
cripple that important industry. lor reason I have 


i shine? 
IS moonshine ? 


that 


offered this amendment to restore the rates provided by the 
existing law. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, at a late hour last night I at- 


tempted to get the attention of the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. RAiney], with regard to the effect which this 
bill would have upon the consumers of the country, but I was 
unable to elicit any information from him at all. He appeared 
very weary, but this morning he seems refreshed, looks intelli- 
gent, and several times has shown indication of giving the 
House some information. I will now ask him how much of a 
reduction will the ultimate consumer receive in the way of lower 
prices on poultry, if this provision shall be enacted into law? 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa 
sets through I will reply to him in my own time. 

Mr. GOOD. Can the gentleman tell me how many cents per 
pound of reduction this proposed duty will effect? This state- 
ment which I have in my hand contains 13 items in which 
the gentleman says the Payne law increased the price from 100 
to 200 per cent on meat products. On eight of those meat 
products the Payne law reduced the duty 25 per cent. If a 
reduction in the Payne law of 25 per cent on meat products, ac- 
cording to the gentleman's theory, is followed by an increase 
from 100 to 200 per cent, how much of a reduction now will we 
have on poultry with this little reduction in the price? 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

















Mr. GOOD. 
from Philadelphia. 

Mr. MOORE. 
for a moment 


Mr. Chairman, I certainly yield to the gentleman 


Does the gentleman from Iowa think seriously 


that it was the real purpose of the Democratic 

Party in the last campaign, during which orators penetrated 

the gentleman's district, to reduce the cost of liv Did they 
not only want to tell the people about it? 

Mr. GOOD. This circular that was cireulated in the cities, 


but very carefully concealed from the farmers, did promise a 
great reduction, and it promised, as far as farm produce 
concerned, that we would return to the prices of 1806. I 
ask the gentleman if he believes that 
prices of farm products in 1896? 
ing to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I just 
when he gets through I will answer h 


we should return to the 


[After a pause.] Iam speak 


told the gentleman that 
im in my own time 


Mr. GOOD. But is the gentleman willing to return to the 
prices that prevailed for farm produce in 1896, in the interest 
of the American consumer? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Iowa yield for a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I want to get the attitude of the gentle 


man from Iowa. Does the gentleman indorse 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield for an answer to my 
question. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Does the gentleman indorse the Payne 


tariff law? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GOOD, I yield for an answer to my question. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I would people in Iowa to under 
stand the gentleman's attitude toward the Payne law. 


like the 





Mr. GOOD. I stand for the duties that are levied in the 
Payne tariff law as against those levied in this bill ten times 
over. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Does the gentleman indorse the Pay 
tariff law? 

Mr. GOOD. There are things in the Payne tariff law that 
ought to be changed. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. What are they? 

Mr. GOOD. A great many schedules ought to be changed, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] has offered 
amendments greatly reducing the duties of the Payne law in 
the cotton schedule and in the woolen schedule. Some of the 
duties in the agricultural schedules should be reduced, but we 
should not attempt this great slaughter of this industry of 
agriculture, the greatest industry in all the world. You said in 
this cireular that you would return to the prices of 1896. Is 
the ¢ einan in favor now of enacting a law that will bring 
into effect the prices that prevailed for farm produce in 1896 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No: because those conditions were 
brought about by a previous Republican administration 

Mr. GOOD. Why did you permit the great Democratic Party 
to circulate that infamous statement? ‘That statement is no 
based on a single fact, and yet it is a political document upon 
which Members in cities on the gentleman's side of the House 
obtained seats in this Chamber. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Io, has 
expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Chairman, I mo that all debate 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto ¢ » in five 
minutes, 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, for a day or two I 1 sub 
mitted in silence to the observations of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Goop]. I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
I do not know how much we will be able to reduce the cost of 
living in this country, but I do know that during the period 
of the real supremacy of the Republican Party in this country, 


extending from 1896 down to the present time, they have 
done nothing in that direction. I know that during all of that 
period of time the cost of living in this country has been getting 
higher and higher until al! kinds of meat are practically ban 
ished now from the tables of the | and I know that 
gentleman from Iowa, who sits here in this House representing 


oor: +} 


a great district in that State, does not render to the Democratic 
side the slightest assistance in bringing down the cost of the 
market basket. On the other hand, on every occasion in this 


House when an item came up for consideration looking toward 

lowering tariff taxes, looking toward fewer hungry children in 

the cities of this country, he has been found voting against it. 
Tell me that the farmers of his district, 


the courageous de- 


scendants of the brave men who in the old days came down the 

long forest avenues in oxcarts, came down our rivers in 

boats, and came across to the State of Iowa 
Mr. GOOD rose. 


flat- 


Q72 
« —_ 

Mr. RAINEY. I can not yield now. Tell me that they do 
not feel strong enough, as strong as their ancestors, to do the 
things that are right. Tell me they are not courageous enough 
to be in favor of giving the hungry men, the hungry women, 


and the hungry children of our great cities a cheaper break- 
fast table, a cheaper market basket? Do the men who live 
there in his district propose to keep up the tariff walls around 
their products in order that they can get higher prices and listen 
to the ery of hunger that comes from our cities—— 


Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RAINEY. I can not yield. 

Mr. GOOD. Just a question. 

Mr. RAINEY. No; I will not yield, I have not the time. 


Does the gentleman represent constituents that are so cowardly 
that they brush aside such cries as that; will they approve 
the position taken by their Representative here? I will under- 
take to say that throughout this broad land from the east to 
the west, from the north down through the magnolia section 
of our country to the southern gulf, you can not find many 
men who will argue as the gentleman does in favor of keeping 
up the price of bread at the expense of—what? At the expense 
of the developing muscles, sinews, brains of the coming genera- 
tion; at the expense of the hunger and suffering of our people 


who live in the towns and in our great cities. No; we are doing 
what we can to relieve these conditions. The gentleman from 
Iowa is doing what he can to keep from relieving such con- 


ditions as these. Why, I can not answer the questions of the 
gentleman from Iowa, the silly questions, the tiresome ques- 
tions he propounds to me upon this floor. They belong to the 
same category as the old inquiry, “ How old is Ann?” which 
everybody has been discussing so long. Why, the gentleman 
comes into this House this morning with a tired expression upon 
All night long he dreamed about a circular that was 
one time 
The CHAIRMAN. 
The 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


his face. 


all 


235. Chicory root, raw, dried, or undried, but unground, 1 cent per 
pound; chicory root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulated, or in rolls, 


or otherwise prepared, and not specially provided for in this section, 
2 cents per pound. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, there has been considerable said 
about just how much the producers would lose by reason of this 
bill. I want to read something authoritative from a Democratic 
standpoint. I read from a pamphlet, on page 5—I will an- 
nounce the document later—as follows: 

Mstimated value of consumption and estimated saving to consumers 
which would have resulted from the enactment of the free-list bil 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DONOVAN. The gentleman is not talking to the question 
of chicory roots, and so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. SLOAN. I will endeavor so to do. 
forth, are food products and come under the same rule as any 
other food products, and my statements will conform to that 
rule. The pamphlet says: 

Fresh and preserved meats, 
estimated saving, $66,759,000. 

Sixty-six million dollars lost to the farmers of the West, who 
produce more than their sections consume. 

Flour and grist, cereals and bread, estimated consumption, 
000,000; estimated saving, $75,677,000. 

Or a total loss, largely to the Northwest, of $142,336,000, as 
given out here. 

Mr. DONOVAN. A point of order. 

Mr. SLOAN (reading )— 

These figures indicate that the value of the articles included in the 
free-list bill consumed in this country during a year amount to $2,760,- 
000,000, assuming that the tariff is effective in increasing prices to the 
extent of one-half of the rate of duty. 

Who is the author? I read from this pamphlet. It is headed 
* UNDERWOOD’s marvelous record as a majority leader” in the 
National House of Representatives, and gives a review of his 
work, and then in front is this splendid picture of a splendid 
man [applause], who appears suave, urbane, and strong, with 
a form of steel incased in an armor of velvet, the repository of 


estimated consumption, $615,000,000; 


$665,- 


he 
Members on that side of the House is surrendered and left 
the “ wisdom and cohesive strength of a great party,” 
he is the all-powerful leader. 
printed inscription: 

Oscar W. Unprrwoop, of Alabama, Democracy’s best asset. 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 


Chicory roots, and so | 
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The time of the gentleman has expired. | 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. | 





May 





And I wondered why the gentleman from Illinois 
RAINEY] in charge of this schedule, with thousands of 
documents within his reach, did not answer the questio) 
say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]} how much 
lieved the change would be. 

Oh, no; we are discussing the agricultural schedule now 
you do not want to make an estimate now lest the fa 
would hear it and demand that their Representatives ¢ 
their caucus and stand up for the interests of the dis 
which send them here. The chairman of the Ways and \ 
Committee within the last hour said that it was diff 
make any reasonable estimate of how much a reducti 
price it would be—probably quite infinitesimal on many of | 
things. I say this so that the producers of this country 
know precisely what the philosophy of this bill is, name 
cut from the prices of their products half the stated rate of 
enue. This is the doctrine the author of this bill a: 
in the East and South when he was running for tlie 
dential nomination. In this day of fulfillment he « 
want to look the farmers in the face and say “ My bill w 
down the prices of your meats and cereals, practically «al! 
raise, about 12 per cent.” That would make a loss of sey. 
millions to the farmers and stockmen of my district. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I moye to close ; 
bate on this paragraph. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ra 
offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the folloy 

“236. Unsweetened chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manu! 
not specially provided for in this section, 8 per cent ad , 


Sweetened chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not 
provided for in this section, valued at 15 cents per pound or 


cents per pound; valued at more than 15 cents per pound, 25 | 
ad valorem. The weight and the value of the immediate c: 


other than the outer packing case or other covering, shall be i 
in the dutiable weight and the value of the merchandise.” 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gen 
what that change affects? 

Mr. RAINEY, Yes; this change affects the sweetened c| 
late and cocoa. A large amount of sweet chocolate and 
comes in here which is really a confection, and it comes w! 
in tin-foil paper and embossed paper and goes on the 
as a confection. The only change we make here by this «1 
ment is to leave the unsweetened variety at the rate wi 
fixed in this bill and give the sweetened yariety the 
tionery rate. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
them ? 

Mr. RAINEY. The higher rate is that if it is valued 
cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued at more 
15 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is the prepared chocolate which 
in, namely, Swiss chocolate and other kinds? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes; if it is sweetened. If it is manuf: 
and sweetened we give it this higher rate. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. In the original bill, H. R. 10, coconuts > 


What is the higher rate that you 


|on the dutiable list? 





| 
| 


Mr. RAINEY. They have now been placed on the free 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
a question? I have a telegram here about sweetened choc 
You say you increase by this amendment now proposed the 
on sweetened chocolate? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORDNEY. To what rate? 

Mr. RAINEY. To the confectionery rate in our bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose this increase is made because 0! 
mistake of putting the high rate on copra, from which co: 
manufactured ? 

Mr. RAINEY. This change is made in order to make the |! 
harmonious. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; that is an answer to my question 
affirm:.tive, to make the bill harmonious. 

Mr. RAINEY. 


} 


Yes; to balance the bill and make it her 


| nious. 
the consciences of every Member on that side of the House, as | 
stated the other night when saying the individuality of the | 
to 
of which | 
And beneath that picture is this 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Suertry). The question is on agi 
ing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi 
[Mr. RAINEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
moves to strike out the last word. 


move to strike out the 


[Mr. Fess] 











‘ *) 
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Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I have taken a little time to exam- | 


the 40 or 50 paragraphs, enumerating something like 60 
rent articles produced by the farmer, and I notice that the 
ction is anywhere from 20 per cent to 100 per cent. In some 
s all the duty is taken off and the articlcs are placed on the 

I think that this schedule exe...plifies better than any 
‘schedule that I have noticed the theory upon which this 


was written, the theory that was announced by the distin- | 


hed leader of the majority on the opening of the debate, 
uttered and reiterated often by other Members on the other 
f the House, namely, that the purpose of this bill is not 
‘otect anything, but that it is for the purpose of raising 
nue and for the benefit of the consumer and not for the 
lucer. 
ike it that there is not any doubt on the part of the ma- 
ty or the minority that the purpose of this bill is looking 
oretically to the consumer instead of to the producer, and I 


:. @ 


think that that is distinctly a wrong principle of legislation. | 


It is not because I happen to be on this side of the House, but 
because I think it is necessary for you to look to the interests 
of the man who produces the article to be consumed before it 


s possible to have any consumption; in other words, that you | 


n not hope to consume anything until yor have produced it. 
Now, this schedule applies surely to the producer as no other 
schedule does, for the farmer in this country is the producer. 
He tills the soil. He produces the food to feed the race, He 
duces the clothing to clothe the race. He furnishes the 
necessaries of life to keep up the race. The American farmer 
produces in a single year, according to the figures of the Secre- 
tarv of Agriculture, in his report, food products to the value of 
‘ly $9,000,000,000 worth. 

This is the fruit of the producer under our scientific methods 
of production to-day, and I am going to ask the gentlemen on 
that side of the House what is the meaning of all the expendi- 
ture of money on the increase of production on the farm, where 
you make 1 acre produce double what it once produced, or 
quadruple what it once produced? What was the purpose of 
the expenditure of money for garden and field, for laboratory 
and experiment station, if it was not for the purpose of dis- 
covering better methods of production? And I am asking you 
what is the purpose of legisiation if it is not to increase the 
ability of production? Whenever you look simply to the con- 
sumer, without regard to the producer, you are playing the 
citv against the country. [App!ause on the Republican side. ] 

And what do you do, and why do you do it? Is it possible 
that there are more votes in the city than in the country? I 
do not want to charge that, but, notwithstanding, there seems to 
be some truth in that suspicion. 

You say you will reduce the cost of living. Gentlemen, I 
want to say that you do not reduce the price of living by re- 


ducing the protection accorded to the farmer. You reduce the | 


price to the farmer of the article he sells; but are you sure that 
the consumer who ultimately consumes will get the product any 
cheaper than before? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

You took the tariff off of hides and promised cheap shoes, but 
shoes have gone up in price. You now take the tariff off of 
sugar. Sugar will take wings as soon as the price is under the 
control of an importer. You take the tariff off of wool for the 
sake of cheap clothing. Watch the process of price reduction. 
You take the tariff off of flour in order to cheapen the price and 
give free bread. You thereby feed the flour mills of Canada 
at the frightful expense of our own mills, to the great advan- 
tage of foreign mills, which, when they have accomplished their 
purpose, can put up the price of flour as in the case of sugar. 

There is one almost certain way this bill will reduce the price 
of foodstuffs. When the effect of this elaborate and skillfully 
planned assault upon the industries of the country, where exist- 
ence seems to be an offense, oft expressed by various Members 
on the other side of this Chamber, when the inevitable crippling 
of these industries shall displace thousands of laborers or 
greatly reduce their wages by either an actual cut or reduction 
of time, thus reducing the greatest factor of consumption in this 


country, then prices will come down—not because of more pro- | 


duction, but because of the destruction of the ability to consume. 


Here is the viciousness of this proposed legislation. The advo- | 


cates of this bill openly assail every man who resents the as- 
Sault upon the business of the country with the charge that he 


favors the special interests as against the people. This tone has | 


dominated this debate from the very opening day. When we 
plead for the maintenance of the integrity of business, that 
our capital may employ labor and thus continue the prosperity 
now so general, we are met with the open charge that we plead 
the cause of special interests, while they stand for the con- 
Sumer—the mass of the people, This is mere claptrap. 





Who is the consumer? What does he want? His g1 
sire is to be secure in his ability to secure what he 
ability is found in a system that concerns itself wit! 
mon interests of both the producer and t 
policy that blindly stifles product 
doing it will ass msumption. This } nw 7 
ho uncertain tones any g d 
the chief producer of the country 

I am bombarded with telegrams and ters of 
this treatment of the farmer, not only ft 
chambers of commerce, business club nd of f < 
associations. I wish to append a telegram f ! ( 
Chamber of Commerce. 

( 0 
IIon. S. D. I 
Ho j ( tati } f D 

By unani s vote tl ird of d rs of t ( 
of Commerce, at a meeting held April 209, adopted tl 
tion which is respectfully submitted for itter 
Whereas tl Under d tat it L ¢ f 10 

upon foreign wheat and admits duty f 


of such foreign wheat; and 


Whereas this discrimination in f 








contradiction alike of act l 
lished tariff policy of all politi par I 
effect pays a bounty to the foreign mil i 
sold by him in the markets of the United Stat l 
Whereas if American flour millers have to pay a tax 
wheat, then a simple justice requires that the fo 
of such wheat shall pay an equivalent tax, and if f 
roducts are dmitted duty fi for n wi t 
duty free: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That be ving t 1 } l n \ d 
destroy one of tl most important anutf I i 
United States, and that it would furt - iting 
the Ameri farmer, the Cincinr Chamber of ¢ 
board of directors, records itself : nalterably op} d, and 
urges upon the President and Congress of the United 
sity of placing both wheat and its products up 
equality 
resolved, That copies of this preamble and r lution b 
liatel) | 1 le of tl United Stat Senat 
Li ind , and Kentucl { I 
‘ nd the Wa and M ( 
Cl I \ CHAMRI or ¢ 
VV c « < s, I 


Also, a telegram from business men in Springfield, « 


best cities in the country, and in as prosperous an ag 
region as is found in the United States: 
SPRINGI LD, O , Mf 
Hon. S. D. Fess, 
Care House of Repre ntati 2, Washinoton. D. C.: 
Congratulations on your tariff speech to Congress Ever 
absolutely true regarding Ohio, also the whole country. 
wood tariff bill is a great injury to farmer Unl 
amended making the duty on foreign fl nd wi t ad 
the American farmers will lose millions of dollars, and ev 
forced out of growing wheat. 
E. H 
] > 
Ino W 
Here is a letter from one of the leading millers of 
They all tell the same story: 
Os OM { 


Hon. 8S. D. Fess, Washington, D. ¢ 
Dear Sir: | understand that the Underwood tariff bill 

up on the 29th instant, and I hope you will n 

admission of foreign mills’ flour duty free, but will 














among your fellow Representatives to get to vot ‘ 
I believe when the farmers in the great wheat-grov gt 
Indiana, Illinois, Kansas, Minnesota, and the Dal s 1 
parent protection of 10 cents per bushel upon f zn 
admission of foreign mills’ flour duty free affects 

farm there is sure to be an outcry that will make 

ard in Washington. 

The truth is, under the present provision of the Und 
will be no tax upon foreign-ground wheat Foreicn 
themselves or employing labor at a mere pittan 
benefit, for it allows foreign-cround w t to ent 
duty free, provided the products are made of a f 
foreign mill. It is easily understood what the result will 
an enormous increase in the number and grinding i 
mills in Canada, Argentina. Australia, and other it 
tries, and especially Great Britain, whose flour m ; a 
the docks of her ports, drawing wheat from all over the 
mills, for example, buy wheat in Buenos Air freight i 
pool or other ports, grind it into flour, ship the flour to 
some other American seaport market, and sell it at ! { 
per barrel lower than the American mill located at N 
delphia, or Baltimore could manufacture the ime grad 
the same wheat or wheat grown in the United Stat 

The Canadian millers likewise could flood the 1 ted 
fully as much as*Great Britain by selling below t 
States miller sells in competition. When it is : 
net profit of the flour mills of the United St 
5 cents per barrel on their annual prod I 
peting with the foreign mills under th nditions w 
vides may be clearly realized 

I believe you fully understand the hardship thi 
American farmer and the American m r if it 
am satisfied that you will do everything in your p 
your vote but influence as well, to defeat the bill I 
advance for anything you may do in tl matter, I remain, 

Very truly, yours, 
PRA 
Per M. L. | 
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Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will pardon me, does 
he want to offer an amendment or just debate? 

Mr. CALDER. I want to strike out the last word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman to wait until 
the Clerk has read the paragraph. 

Mr. CALDER. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

237. Cocoa butter or cocoa butterine, refined deodorized coconut oil, 
and all substitutes for cocoa butter, 34 cents per pound. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
CALDER] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CALDER. Following the line of the argument of the 
gentleman [Mr. Fess] who has just taken his seat, I am very 
much interested in the discussion of this agricultural schedule 
and its effect upon the consumer. 

I spoke a little bit yesterday of the effect upon the consumer 
of the reduction of duty on lumber, and I hope very much that 
these reductions on farm products will affect the price to people 
in the great city of New York, which is the market place for 
all agricultural products in our part of the country. And if 
these reductions do really make the breakfast table and. the 
market basket cheaper, this committee and this House in pass- 
ing this bill will have accomplished something. 

My mind goes back to an incident that occurred last summer. 
The Democratic governor of the State of New York, Gov. Dix, 
appointed a commission to investigate transportation and markét 
conditions in the State of New York, and particularly the high 
cost of living, and I have read a copy of the report of that com- 
mission. One particular incident in it impressed me very much. 
It told of a garden truck farmer on Long Island who sent 25 
bushels of string beans to the market. This report says that 
at the end of 10 days he received for the 25 bushels of string 
beans 76 cents, out of which he had to pay for picking and 
trucking to the railroad depot. At that same period string 
beans were selling in the city of New York to the poor people, 
who could not afford to buy them except by the quart, for 10 
cents a quart. For the same string beans that the farmer got 
3 cents a bushel the consumer paid $3.20 a bushel. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, if the reduction of the duty on string beans in this 
bill from 45 cents a bushel to 25 cents a bushel will in some 
way give the poor farmer more than the 8 cents a_ bushel 
which he received for the string beans he sold last summer, 
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and will in some way reduce the price to the consumer in the | 


city of New York from 10 cents a quart, I am sure our people 
will be duly grateful. For the life of me, I can not understand 
how the reduction in duty will affect the matter at all. 

Everybody here knows, and I am sure the sensible people 
throughout the country knows, that all of this talk to-day about 
the reduction in the price to the consumer is pure buncombe on 
the part of the Democratic majority on this floor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SHeritey). The gentleman from Ala- 


bama asks unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph | 
| and elsewhere all around the world. 


close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy five 
minutes; but, in view of what has been repeatedly said here 
about the increase in prices in recent years, I think that cer- 
tain gentlemen ought to be reminded of the fact that the in- 
crease in the cost of living is not confined to the United States 
of America, This increase is world-wide. It has been very 
pronounced in England, though not quite so great as in this 
country. It has been very pronounced also in Germany and in 
all other countries. Proof of this is found in the consular re- 
ports of the State Department issued regularly to Members of 
the House. In March last I received, as did each Member of 
the House, one of these consular reports in which appeared a 
copy of a Japanese report on “Advance in Japanese Prices,” 
sent by Vice Consul Walter Gassett, of Kobe, Japan, from 
which I will read the following: 

ADVANCE IN JAPANESE PRICES. 


The table of statistics following, which is similar*to one published 
in Osaka every month, shows the gain or loss in price in January, 
1918, of 46 of the principal commodities as compared with January, 
1912, 

The price of these articles in 1902 is taken as 100, from which the 
rise or fall is computed. As the average price in January, 1913, was 
140, it will be seen that prices generally of the principal commodities 
in Japan have increased 40 per cent in 11 years. 

Compared with December, 1912, 13 commodities showed an advance, 
20 a decline, and 20 remained unchanged during the month; but in 
comparison with a year before the general advance in prices is re- 
markable. 
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Is the tariff law of the United States responsible for this mos 
remarkable increase in the cost of living in Japan? Is it 1 
sponsible for the increase in the cost of living in free-trade 
England? 

Gentlemen should remember that two things may exis! 
the same time and yet one not be the cause of the other. 

When we Members of the House were at school and studied 
logic, each one of us often had pointed out to him the very 
common fallacy, “ Post hoc, ergo propter hoc”—after this, 
therefore on account of this. 

That argument is one of the most foolish sorts of attempted 
reasoning. Two things may exist together, or one after the 
other, and neither be the cause of the other. 

It is not the tariff in the United States which has caused 
the marked increase in the cost of living in free-trade England 


Mr. Chairman, this great question of the increased cost of 
living is of the most pressing importance to our people. With 
out delay there ought to be appointed the greatest commission 
possible of appointment in the United States, a commission 
representative of every political faith and creed and of tle 
highest ability, attainments, and character, to investigate ani 
report the facts relating to this world-wide phenomenon of sucli 
tremendous importance to struggling humanity. The Congress 
of the United States and the other national legislatures necd 
these facts to enable them wisely to solve one of the very 
greatest of legislative and economic problems. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

238. Dandelion root, and acorns prepared, and articles used as coffce, 
or as substitutes for coffee not specially provided for in this section, ~ 
cents per pound. 

Mr. McCOY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I was interested in the remarks about the high cost of 
living which the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper} in- 
dulged in. I have no doubt in the world that the consul in 
Japan who made the report from which he read is a Republi- 
can consul. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. McCOY. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER. What he reported was the official report pub- 


lished every month by the Japanese themselves in Osaka. 
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Mr. McCOY. I would repw to that in the words of the old 
adage, “ Figures do not lie, but liars figure.” I do not know 
how he made up the figures. I will say that if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin will teke the consular reports which we re- 
eived from our consul in London in 1910 he will ascertain 
that the consul there reports that the prices of the necessities of 
in many instances had gone down in the 10 years prior to 
1910, and that only on a few articles which we designate as 
necessities of life had prices gone up. If he will conduct 
his investigation a little further he will find that in these coun- 
tries that have the highest protective tariffs prices have gone up 
most in the last 10 years, and I recommend that he look 
) the statistics furnished from these countries by our consuls. 
The gentleman from Ohio said ** Hides were put on the free 
and then he was interrupted. I bappen to have some con- 
stituents interested in the duty on hides, for they manufacture 
patent and enamel leather. One of these manufacturers told 
me the other day that if we had not placed hides on the free 
list there was a time when, because hides had increased in price 
for well-known reasons, they would have had to go out of busi- 
It is another one of those post hoe ergo propter hoc argu- 
ments to say that because hides were placed on the free list 
therefore the prices of boots and shoes have advanced. Leather 
advanced in price because of the scarcity of hides, and the 
prices of boots and shoes accordingly. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCOY. Yes 

Mr. FESS. Did you not promise that if hides went on the 
free list we would have cheaper boots and shoes? 

Mr. McCOY. I was not here at the time, and so I made no 
promises. I am telling you what the manufacturer who is inter- 
ested in hides said—that they would have been obliged to go out 
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of business if hides had not been put on the free list, for the | goods that the South American cattle growers took 


price of hides would have been higher with the duty and too 
high to permit them to do business. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Do I understand the gentleman 
to state that this man said that if hides had not been put on 
the free list they weuld have been much higher in the United 
States than they were after they were put on? 

Mr. McCOY. I said that they would have been much higher 
if not placed on the free list, because with the duty the price 
would have been increased by the amount of the duty. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. That was my question. I 
asked if the statement of the gentleman was if hides had not 
been on the free list they would have been much higher in the 
United States. 

Mr. McCOY. Yes; that is what he did say and what I say. 
Another manufacturer of the city of Newark, N. J., was in my 
office the other day, and I was glad to hear him make a certain 
statement. He has enjoyed the benefits of a high protective 
tariff for years, and has reached the place where he does not 
have to bother about his income. He said that recently manu- 
facturers of Newark had come to him and tried to get him 
interested in the Underwood bill and were astonished because 
he would not get excited over it. They wanted to know why 
he would not write letters to the Congressmen who represent 
Newark. He said, “I know that there is something wrong with 
the present tariff, and I hope that the Democrats have found 
the remedy in this bill. For my part, I propose to give them a 
chance to try it.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate close on this paragraph in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Suertey). The gentleman from Ala- 
bama asks unanimous consent that all debate close upon this 
paragraph and amendmeuts thereto in five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey who has just taken his seat that when 
the Payne tariff bill was being prepared there was a gentleman 
whose name was Jones, president of the Shoe Manufacturing 
Association of New England, came before the committee, and in 
making his plea for free raw hides I asked him if the duty of 
15 per cent ad valorem then on hides were removed what differ- 
ence would it make in the cost of a pair of $3 shoes, such as he 
was then talking about. Gentlemen will remember that hides 
which were protected at that time with a 15 per cent ad 
valorem duty were heavy hides, 60 pounds or over in weight. 
The gentleman, after figuring for a few moments, replied that 
it would lessen the cost of such a pair of shoes from 14 to 24 
cents a pair. I then said to him, “ My friend, if raw hides are 
placed on the free list—the shoes you now sell for $3 per pair— 
will you sell them for $2.974 or $2.98 per pair?’ He said he 
would. I doubted the correctness of the man’s statement, and 
told him so. He said I was entitled to my opinion; but what 
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happened? When that class of hides were placed on the free 
list the shoes then selling for $3 wholesale went up to $3.50 and 
$4 per pair. 

Mr. McCOY. Was it because the duty was taken off? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Heaven only knows what caused it: but I 
know that the price of shoes advanced. He did not state facts 
when be said that if raw hides were put on the free list he 
would sell the shoes at 24 ceuts per pair less. Neither did the 
gentlemen in the woolen business tell the truth those days 

They came into the city where I live to a merehant with 
whom I deal and stated to that merchant they were obliged to 
put up the price on woolen goods because of the increased dutic 
on wool and woolens placed in the Payne law, for it is true 
there was not one fraction of a penny increased duty on a 
item in Schedule K—the woolen schedule—in the Payne law 
On the other hand, there were slight reductions made. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HARDY. These higher prices of shoes—did they no 
come under a lower duty on shoes in the Payne law? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; absolutely right the reverse to what 
the shoe manufacturer said he would do. He said he would 
lower his price if we gave him free raw hides, and he did not 


do so. 

Mr. HARDY. Under a lower duty on shoes? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Under a lower duty on 
was reduced from 25 per cent to 10 and 15 per cent. 

Mr. HARDY. Post hoc, ergo propter hoc—if that is on that 
account then the manufacturers ought to want the lowest duties 
possible. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The manufacturer in that 
honest with the committee. 
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hearing was not 
They took the advantage on leather 
upon their 
cattle hides. They took it for granted when the Government 
of the United States had placed raw hides on the free list that 


there was a shortage of raw hides in the world’s supply of 
hides. They immediately took advantage of that situation, and 
they advanced the price of hides—not to such an extent that 


it was necessary to add 50 cents to $1 to a pair of shoes thal 
cost only $3. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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259. Starch, made from potatoes, 
including all preparations, from 
use as starch, 4 cent per pound. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I 
a question of the gentleman in charge of the bil 
on starch made from potatoes is placed at 1 cent 
and on all other starch, including all preparations, 
ever substance produced, it is 4 cent per pound 
clude sago, or starch used in the manufa 
with potato starch? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes; we understand it does. 

Mr. STEVENS of Mimesota. If so, why 
same—-1 cent a pound? 

Mr. RAINEY. The that is made fron 
used altogether, as I understand it, in manufactm 
cotton mills it is made out of rotten potatoes and 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAINEY. It is made out of potatoes not fi 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Made out of 
potatoes, that is true; but not from retten or w 

Mr. RAINEY. It is used in t 

Mr. STEVENS <«* Minnesota. 

Mr. RAINEY. We thought it 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
way. 

Mr. RAINEY. But sago is a 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. But sago for food is free 
do not ask any tariff on that. Sago starch in the manufactures 
is in competition with potato starch, and it 
same rate when it is used for exactly 
enters into competition with it. 

Mr. RAINEY. We think it is used also for 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. When it is 
purpose as a competitive article, ought it not 

the same rate? 

Mr. RAINEY. Now. we thought we made the proper eut. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I am not objecting to the 1 
duction, but what I am objecting to is the unfair competition 
you are placing upon the American producer when you provide 
for 1 cent on potato starch and only one-half a cent on sago 
starch used for exactly the same purpose. 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. If my colleague will permit 
me to interrupt this debate, potato starch is a very large revenue 
producer, and it was on account of the revenue that we were 
unable to put the rate any lower, whereas—— 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If the gentleman wants reve- 
nue, why does not he place the 1 cent on sago? There is none 
produced in this country. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Because that would be a pro- 
hibitive duty on the starch made from sago. At present the 
present rate is prohibitive, even at our reduction to the equiva- 
Jent 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
for use for food products? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Admitting that used for food 
product should be free, why not put on the same tariff when used 
for the same purpose in manufacture and containing the same 
constituent material? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. For the simple reason that 
the same tariff insone case produces revenue and in the other 
is prohibitive. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken, for this reason: Wherever there is a rate of any sort that 
makes a distinction between the sago that is used in the arts 
and for food, the rate for manufacturing use is essentially the 
same as that which is used for the potato starch that is used for 
manufacturing purposes. If this sago starch contains about 
the same constituent material for use in the manufacture and 
if potato starch has a certain value per pound and will bear a 
cent per pound tariff and yet yield a revenue, sago starch ought 
to do the same thing, because it has essentially the same value. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If the gentleman will permit 
me to interrupt him again. At a cent a pound we now get 
$200,000 revenue on potato starch, whereas at a half a cent we 
only expect to get $5,000 out of all other starches. 

Mr. STEVENS cf Minnesota. You would get more than that 
if you made it a cent a pound. That is what I am objecting to 
as being the unfair competition which you are subjecting our 
potato raisers to and our starch makers. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It does not represent a cent 
a pound, only $6,000 revenue; we have not cut it enough, I am 
afraid. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. You reduce the tariff on potato 
starch 33 per cent and starch makers do not object to it, so far 


Is not tapioca and sago free 
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as I am informed, but they do object to an unfair discrimination | 


in favor of the starch makers of other countrics, and especially 
of the Tropics, as against ours produced in the small factories 
in the smaller towns scattered throughout the potato-raising 
regions of the country. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to impart some informa- 
tion on the high cost of living in England to my valued friend 
from New Jersey, Mr. McCoy, who represents, I believe, the East 
Orange district, 2 Member for whom I have the very highest 
respect and the kindest of feeling. We have served on the 
same committee for four years, and I always listen with in- 
terest to his speeches upon the floor of this House and, with 
others, I regret he does not often address the House. I am 
sure I voice the sentiment of all of my colleagues in the hope 
he will continue in Congress in spite of any post-office appoint- 
ments that may be made in his district. Now, he has ques- 
tioned what a Republican American consul in Japan stated in 
reference to the high cost of living in that country, and has 
himself quoted some official as saying that living is cheaper in 
England than in America. I wish to furnish the gentleman 
from New Jersey and this House and the country extracts 
from a letter published in the midst of our campaign last year 
by the Chicago Daily American, written from Paris, France, 
on October 8, and signed by William Randolph Hearst, who has 
a string of Democratic papers reaching from ocean to ocean, 
and who gave loyal and valuable support to President Wilson 
and rendered a splendid service to Democracy when he cham- 
pioned the cause of our Speaker for the presidential nomina- 
tion. Now, listen to Mr. Hearst, high Democratic authority, on 
the cost of living in England in 1912, the tariff, and the condi- 
tion of the wage earners in that country: 

Obviously, if the American protective tariff is responsible for the 
high cost of living which at present prevails all over the world, then 
undoubtedly our voters owe to their own country and to other friendly 
nations the humanitarian duty of relieving the oppressive burden of 


the high cost of living in America and elsewhere by promptly reducing 


the American protective tariff. 
> * 


Scientific reduction of the tariff consists rather in judiciously and dis- 
criminatingly modifying the tariff in a way carefully calculated to 
benefit all the people of the United States, be they employers or labor- 
ers, producers or consumers. To secure and insure such scientific 
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modification of the American tariff I*beg most respectively to suge 
to Gov. Wilson the following course: oe 

1. The abandonment of all old stock free-trade arguments baseg 
upon fallacies and upon exploded theories and upon promises y 
have been proven to be false by the practical and unprofitable experiencs 
of free-trade nations like England. - 
The recognition of the principle of protection of American 
dustries and the wise and just application of that principle to 
industries which require and deserve protection. 

8. The modification of the protective tariff on the one hana 
reciprocity, which will open the markets of foreign nations ty . 
products in return for the opening of our markets to their prod 
and on the other hand, by preferential duties which will reduc 
tariff on goods imported into the United States in American ship 

o te * + a * 


It is useless to talk of a protective tariff properly applied | 
mainly responsible for the increased cost of living. It is worse 1 
useless. It is senseless. 

The cost of living in England, a free-trade country, is quite as ; 
as the cost of living in the United States, a protective country. 
deed, to make an even more convincing comparison, the cost of livin- 
in England, a free-trade country, is notably greater than the cost o? 
living in Germany, a protective country. ; 

If, therefore, free trade or radical tariff reduction can reduce tho 
cost of living, why is not the cost of living in free-trade England 
largely lower than the cost of living in protected United States 
at least, as low as in protected Germany? 

As a matter of fact, even the most radical tariff reduction does not 
materially reduce the universally increasing cost of living, but it doves 
materially reduce the wherewithal to meet the increasing cost of livin: 

Radical tariff reduction does force manufacturers out of business :; 
men out of employment, and by throwing a superabundance of |» 
upon the market does reduce the price of labor, which is wages. 

In England the wages paid in most lines of labor are so low as al 
lutely to shock the American sense of justice and of regard for | 
general welfare. In every industry that I have had occasion to i: 
vestigate I have found wages to be 40 to 50 per cent lower in England 
than in America. 

At the time of the recent railway strike in Great Britain I invest} 
gated the wages of the engineers and trainmen. I found that t 
highest salaries paid any railway engineers in Great Britain were less 
than $15 a week, and that these so-called high wages were paid to 
only a dozen men who were the star engineers on fast trains meetiny 
the Atlantic liners. 

The average engineer received less than $9.50 a week; firemen aver 
aged less than $6 a week; and the average guard, who corresponds t 
our conductor, received $6.30 a week. 

There would be a revolution in America, and a justifiable one, If 
such wages as these were paid to our competent railway emplo; 
Yet with such wages workingmen in free-trade England are expect: 
to meet a cost of living as high as or higher than ours. 

No wonder there are industrial disturbances in England and stri! 
No wonder there 
political and economic discontent and an emigration so great that the 
steamship lines can not carry all of those who desire to leave England. 

The false statement that living in England is cheaper than in Amer! 
has been made so often that it is believed by those who have not take: 
the trouble to learn the facts. Living is not cheaper in England than 
in America. If anything, it is dearer. Food is much dearer in England 
than in America. Luxuries like fruit and many vegetables are entirely 
beyond the reach of the average individual. 

7 » > - 7 +. ° 

Let all of us Democrats abandon worn-out and worthless free-trad 
arguments and frankly admit that a certain amount of judicious p: 
tection is a beneficial thing for our country and our people. Then let 
us seek to apply protection discriminately to develop and maintain ya!- 
uable industries which require protection and which through the just 
and proper conduct of their business dealings with the public dese: 
protection. 

Let us realize that the tariff (even an unfair tariff) is not the cause 
of special privilege, but merely a symptom of special privilege—a useful 
institution partly corrupted by special privilege. 

7 + * + +. 
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Let us then medify the tariff and purify the tariff, together with al! 
the acts and operations of government, to meet the requirements of 
the times, but let us modify the tariff in a way which will benefit our 
own Nation at least as much as it will benefit competing nations. 


In conclusion, I will give some prices from the London Times 
of September 10, 1912: 
WHAT IT COSTS TO LIVE ABROAD. 


The London Times of September 10, 1912, gives the following as the 
London wholesale prices for the commodities named on the day before: 


Cen 
is a ca ciceaieppbeeeedi teal trcnieieuanuncniausinitndsaien 16, 2 
ach Stash arith eine asain anieebepnchenlliaaniliaa 19, 00 
I I a, os crstnnseieiatsleta aaa en deailidialincioctn 38. 00 
I _ Sr eae a eee 20. 00 


These are wholesale prices. Retail prices are from 10 to 20 per cent 


higher, and still higher if there is free delivery. ‘Those who think that 


the cost of living is lower in Great Britain than in the United States 


should try it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota make 
a motion? 

Mr. MILLER. 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
get recognition. 

Mr. MILLER. I have tried to do it two or three times now, 
in order to offer a bona fide amendment. I move to amend 





I wish, if I can get recognition, to amend the 


That is the only way the gentleman can 


paragraph 239, page 58, by striking out the words “1 cent,” 
after the word “potatoes,” and insert in lieu thereof “14 
cents,” and the further amendment to strike out from line 9, 
page 58, “4 cent,” and insert in lieu thereof “1 cent.” 
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ie CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
ie Clerk read as follows: 
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Page 58, line 7, after the word “ potatoes,” 
rt “1% cents’; line 9. same page, 
nt.” 


strike out “1 cent” and 
strike out “4 cent” and insert 





ir. MILLER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that in the ap- 
ation of the jackscrew to the farmer’s portion of the tariff 
they squeezed it down so hard that some of the items had 
juice squeezed out of them without any rhyme or reason, 
i this is one of those items. The gentleman has stated, if I 
ynderstand his position correctly, that they reduced the duty 
en sago starch, which is the substitute for potato starch, from 
| cent to 4 cent for revenue purposes, and in spite of that I find 
m the table which his committee has prepared and furnished 
us for our information and guidance in order that we may vote 
nd aet intelligently upon this great bill—those on this side 
having had the marvelous opportunity to attend the Demo- 
caucus, when full illumination was spread upon the 
arious paragraphs—in that table I find it is expected, having 
reduced the duty from 1 cent to 4 cent, there will be an absolute 
deficit over the year which has just preceded. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman pardon 
interruption ? 
Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think he either misunder- 
ood what I said or is misquoting me, because my argument 
was directed to explaining the discrepancy between the tax on 
tata starch and other kinds of starch. 


tic 


Mr. MILLER. As I understood the gentleman’s position, I 
think it is as he stated. And if by having a 1-cent duty on 


is they derive $7,000 revenue, and if having 4 cent they 
derive only $5,000 revenue, wherein lies the argument for re- 
wing the tax? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman from Minne- 
ta was arguing in favor of putting this at the same rate. 
Mr. MILLER. Precisely. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. In order to do that we would 
have had to reduce the rate on potato starch 4 cent, and give 
p $100,000 worth of revenue, or else raise the duty on sago 
irch to 1 cent and make it prohibitive. 
Mr. MILLER. I do not propose to reduce either of them. 
Now, it is easy to assume that the starch manufacturers of 
the United States are prosperous and easy-going. As a matter 
f fact, nearly all the potato-starch manufactories in the West— 


ol 


ose being the only ones with which I have had anything to | 


de and about which I have any information—are owned very 

rgely by the farmers and the potato growers, and they act 
simply as a regulator of the produce from the farm. They use 
n making starch, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ratner] 
indicated, good potatoes, but too small to be merchantable. 
When the price of potatoes goes up, why naturally the starch 
factories close down. 
m the free list that the price of potatoes to the farmers is to 
so much reduced that they are to become very cheap, then 
you do not need any duty on starch made from potatoes, be- 
cause potatoes will be so cheap that the starch factories will 
all run at full time. But if it is not expected that that great 
reduction to the farmers is going to occur, then you do need 
some duty on potato starch. As a matter of fact, the starch 
factories are not particularly prosperous, but have to eke out 
a rather precarious existence. And as my colleague from Min- 
nesota [Mr. STEVENS] so clearly pointed out, there is neither 
logic, economy, money, rhyme, nor reason in putting 50 per 
cent of the duty on sago starch that is put upon potato starch 
when both are to be used for identically the same purpose. If 
we place the duty on sago starch as called for in my amend- 
inent, the duty will be the same as in the present law, the duty 
will be equalized with that on potato starch, and more revenue 
vill be derived for Uncle Sam. I do not say reduce the duty 
on potato starch. Leave it up that there may be derived the 
revenue desired by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Har- 
RISON]; but I do say raise the duty on sago siarch, thus treat- 
ing potato starch made by our farmers fairly and bringing in 
more revenue for our Government. Mr. Chairman, the situa- 
tion is positively pathetic. There is no question about the 
merits of the amendment to increase the duty on sago starch, 
The arguments of those in charge of the bill establish its merits, 
and yet it will not be adopted. The merits of a proposition 
receive no consideration here. The Democratic majority have 
decided there shall be no amendments adopted, so no amend- 
ments will there be, and injury after injury will be perpetrated 
upon the people and industries of America. Such legislative 
obstinacy presents one of the most remarkable spectacles ever 
Witnessed in the history of our country. 
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But, returning to potatoe starch, the rates in the bill will 
injure that industry and result in serious harm to the American 
farmer. Potato starch is a by-product of potato raising, and 
if the potato-starch factories be closed the American farmer 
will lose a market for an important part of his produce. Not 
content with placing potatoes on the free list, it is proposed by 
this rate further to strike at the welfare of the farmer. A sad 
day, indeed, for the agricultural interests of our Nation, 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to point out what seems 
to me to be a want of intellectual consistency in the positions 
so frequently taken by the gentlemen on the other side. Almost 
hundreds of times they have argued to us that a reduction of 
the duty has been or will be followed by a higher price in the 
product concerned. Just a little while ago we had an argument 
from the gentleman from Michigan to the effect that when 
hides were put on the free list they, on that account, went up 
in price, and that when the duty on shoes was reduced or cut 
in half, shoes, on that account, went up sensibly in price. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. making 
the same argument. 

Now, we do not believe that they believe that argument, for 
every time you try them they oppose all reductions in behalf 
of the interests that want higher prices. Now, despite the 
argument, post hoe propter hoc, made by the gentleman from 
Michigan, if he would be honest with himself he would say that 
whatever cause produced the rise of price on hides or shoes, it 
certainly could not have been produced by the reduction of the 
duty. The truth is that no candid man makes the argument, 
post hoe propter hoc, except as a suggestion, a persuasive sug 
and unless he can show the connection between the 
two he never insists upon its cogency or power. 

The men who talk about the low prices that prevailed in 
1896 being a result of the enactment of the Wilson bill, and 
who talk about the panic of 1893 being the result of the Wilson 
this post hoe propter hoe argu- 
ment: That because one thing followed another it was caused 
by it. They have never been honest in making that argument 
with themselves or with the country, because they know that 
the low prices of 1893 were not connected with the bill that was 
enacted in 1894, and that the low prices that followed were 
not caused by it. but were only continued under it. 

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 





PAYNE] is constantly 


man yield? 





Now, if it is proposed by putting potatoes | 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. HARDY. I regret I can not yield to the gentleman. I 
have not the time. 

Now, I want to say that the man who wants to connect cause 
with effect will, when it comes to the low prices of 1893 and 


1894, discover that those low prices existed before 1893 all over 
the country under a Republican régime, and he will try to d 
cover the cause. He will find that wool, cotton, and every other 
agricultural product had gone down and had been going down 
for years. Corn had been burned in Kansas before the Wilson 
bill was framed; but it is convenient—and it may be without 
intentional deception—that they omit those facts when they t: 
about the low prices that prevailed in 1896. 
Democratic side. ] 

They know that in 1897 and in 1898, after the passa 
Dingley law, cotton was still selling at 4 and 5 in my 
country, and woo! was still down. They know that bankrupt 
and failure had existed before 1893, and even before the election 
of 1892, and even during 1890 and 1891, all over this country 
They know further that by the retirement of bank notes from 


[Applause on the 
the 


ro 


cents 





5 


1882 to 1892, amounting to over $300,000,000, our currency lad 
been greatly contracted, while the volume of our business and 
of our production had increased. The intellectually honest man 


will find some connection between falling prices and a 
ing currency with increasing volume of business. They | 
also that after the election of 1896 the Republicans took warn 
ing and very largely stopped the further retirement of bank 
notes, and authorized the establishment of small banks, which 
added many millions to our bank notes, and that this, with large 
discoveries and production of gold, greatly increased the volume 


cles reas 


LOW 


of our money, and that was followed by rising prices. And 
an honest man may find some connection of cause and effect 
between these two facts. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 


the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HARDY. I regret I can not yield to the 
five minutes. 

When you discuss the low prices of 1893 and 1894 you should 
couple with your statement the fact that low prices exisied also 
before 1892 and the fact that for some years there had been 
falling prices, a greater and greater disparity between the value 


gentleman in 
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of gold and the value of farm and other preducts. You should 
give the people those facts, and then you will not go before the 
country under false pretenses, and you will not charge that 
anybody expects or bas expected te go back to the prices of 1896 
with the volume of money as itis now. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
pending paragraph close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
debate on the pending paragraph close in five minutes. The 
question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I presume that it will be im- 
possible on either side of the House to claim perfect intellectual 
honesty in regard to this discussion. I desire, however, in re- 
ply to what has just been suggested by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Harpy], charging that the Republicans are guilty of 
intellectual dishonesty in claiming that the low prices that ex- 
isted in 1893 and subsequently were due to the tariff, to say 
that that is not altogether a myth by any means. 

I admit that much that the gentleman has said with regard 
to the conditions that existed prior to 1893 is true, and I have 
never heard any Republican claim that the low prices that ex- 
isted at that time were entirely due to the operation of the 
tariff. But if that were true, you would have a substantial 
argument in favor of the bill that you now propose, because 
your oft-reiterated statement is that this bill will bring low 
prices because it reduces the tariff rates. 

Intellectual honesty compels you to say to the people that 
you are expecting to give lower rates on food products because 
you are lowering the tariff rates. Some of us have been at- 
tempting to show that that was not always true. Some of us 
have been attempting to show that that did not inevitably fol- 
low. I want to call the attention of gentlemen to this signifi- 
cant fact: It is said by the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee having this bill in charge that they must fulfill their 
promise to the people to give them free bread, which I presume 
in his Judgment means cheap bread. There is only one country 
in the world that I know of that gives the people free bread, 
and that is Great Britain. Yet the price of bread in the city of 
Berlin is 10 per cent cheaper to-day than it is in London, the 
price in Paris is 14 per cent cheaper than it is in London, and 
the price in Vienna is 25 per cent cheaper for bread to its peo- 
ple than in London, where they have free trade in bread and 
free wheat and free corn. And all those cities, with their lower 
prices to their own people, are in highly protected countries. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TOWNER. I can not yield. I have the same difficulty 
that the gentleman had. 

I want to say, further, that the greatest progress that has 
been made, both in the raising of prices of wages to their peo- 
ple and in the lowering of prices of food products to them, in 
comparison with free-trade England, has been made in Ger- 
many, and Germany has the highest protection on her farm 
products of any country in the world. 

The result has been that after she more than doubled her 
tariff on agricultural products in 1906, the stimulus which was 
given to agricultural production in Germany resulted in a re- 
duction of the prices of foodstuffs to the German consumer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

240. Spices: Cassia buds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and 
cinnamon chips; ginger root, unground and not preserved or candied ; 
nutmegs; pepper, black or white; capsicum or red pepper, or cayenne 
pepper; and clove stems, 1 cent per pound; cloves, 2 cents per pound; 
pimento, § of 1 cent per pound; sage, 4 cent per pound; mace, 8 cents 
per pound ; mustard, groynd or prepared, in bottles or otherwise, 6 cents 
per pound; all other spices not specially provided for in this section, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois offers a com- 
mittee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


that debate on the 


Illinois moves that 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 58, line 18, after the word “ section,” insert the words “ includ- 
ing all herbs or herb leaves in glass or other small packages for cull- 
nary use,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
[Mr, DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to close debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto in 
five minutes. 

Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


I want to offer an amendment. 
I would like five minutes. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I modify 
quest and ask that debate close in 15 minutes. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and a: 
thereto close in 15 minutes. -Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, when I arose a moment 
did not expect to be shot from behind by my colleas 
Texas, but I see that such is the case. In regard ty 
lectual honesty, the gentleman who sat down a little 
ago said that he never contended that the tariff 
1893 was the cause of low prices in that day. I 
Say that a great many protective Democrats have » 
statement. I have heard that statement made on th 
by Republicans and Democrats who were leaning to. 
tection. I do not charge my friend from Texas wi 
scious want of intellectual integrity and I may | 
of an unconscious want of it. It is born with all ge 
to try to be intellectually honest, but we are not on all o 
The gentleman from Texas says you are not honest when 1 
that you do not expect to reduce the price of the pr 
while you do to the consumer. If the tariff 
considered, no man intellectually honest with hime: 
ever said that. We do say we expect to reduce pric 
much to the consumer without hurting the producer if by 
of tearing down the tariff wall we can prevent the 
prices being put upon the people by the trusts behind the | 
wall. Where you have no trust, no combination, if you 
free, open competition, the producer gets less and the co 
will get the product for less. If you have not open co 
the producers may get little or nothing, and yet the 
be held up by the trusts. Tear down the tariff wal i 
may get competition. Build it up and keep it up and you do 
not get competition, for inside the tariff wall com) 
takes the profits from the producer and the consumer 
The great capitalists store away the profits and pile th 
millions and millions of dollars. They build floating | 
on the sea, they build castles in Scotland under the ben 
high protection, while they hold an iron hand of the 
both on the producer and the consumer alike. ; 

I know that under so-called protection wool sold in PB 
substantially for what it sold for in Liverpool year after 
and month after month, not because protection might not 
enabled them to get a higher price, but because the v ! 
manufacturing trust held them down. And we know t! , 
there is a world-wide hide trust and a cattle trust, fr 
would not have benefited the people and free shoes might 
Combination is becoming world-wide, and the representatives 
the people have got to get busy and throttle and break up ‘he 
trusts. We have not ended our service to the people whm 
pass a low tariff. That will help us against domestic tr 
but not much against the world-wide trusts. We have 
be like the watchman on the watch tuwer, every day and 
hour faithful, and see that these designing combination 
crave great profits do not maneuver so as to crush thi 
These combinations have cut out free trade in everyt! 
labor, but they have had and continue to have free t1 
labor, and Puritan old New England is fast being peopled 
a foreign population, and all over the land free trade in 
and high prices in trust products prevail. I say, let u 
where we may and break down the tariff wall and 
stilted prices. Let the people get natural and fair and 
able prices for their products, and let there be no stilted m 
for the farmer or the manufacturer. The farmer can live. | 
100 years he has been. groaning under the burdens of a hi 
tariff, and when we seek to reduce it the hypocritical cr) 
twofold—save the farmer and save the laboring man! In G 
name, when did they ever before care for either the farm 
the laboring man? They care not now and they never car 
but if they can use the farmer as a cat’s-paw to pull th 
chestnuts out of the fire, if they can use the laboring man and 
his fear that his wages will be reduced as a club in fighting us 
and preventing us from cutting off some of their profits, th 
are up and about it. Morning, noon, and night they inject the 
farmer and the laboring man into this debate. That is the 
mask behina which they hide their true and hideous face 
greed. What we want is simple justice to ill, with 
privileges to none. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words, to comment a little on this paragraph. This is one 
of the striking cases—only one of many—where the promise 
made by the Democratic Party not to injure any business 15 
made most apparent and prominent, not in the observance but 
in the breach. I have a great many letters from people who 


alone is 


specia 
specia 


say that they voted the Democratic ticket upon the strength of 
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promise, thinking the party would keep its promise, and 
when they get into power, pointing out the different ways 
vyhich they have not done it. 
fhis paragraph on spices in the present law puts all un- 
nd, raw spices, so to speak, on the free list, and imposes a 
ific duty on those spices when prepared for the table, ground 
{| put up in packages. It protects the manufacturer in this 
ntry not unduly, because of the ground manufactured spices. 


( 


We import about $10,000,000 worth annually free of duty, a fair 

we for a competitive duty which we hear so much about 
on that side of the proposition. What does this committee do? 
they go along here and transfer from the free list absolutely 
all raw, unground, unprepared spices and put on a specific duty 
per pound, equal to the duty per pound on those spices ground. 


There is not anyone within the sound of my voice so insane or 
ignorant as to believe that that does not shut up the spice 
pills of this country. 


£0 


ported spices, unground, per pound, that is put upon the manu- 
factured spices per pound. How are they going to grind a 
pound of it in this country when you consider the labor differ- 
ence between this country and the countries abroad? We are 
not grinding the spices to sell abroad. We are not exporting 
them. We are simply grinding them for our own use. Have 
they kept their promise? I ask gentlemen on the other side of 
this House whether they have kept their promise in this re- 
spect? You got into power partly on that promise. I have 


received letters by the hundred from people, stating that they 
voted for you, because you said you would not injure any 
business; that you were going to help labor; and they are just 
hoping for the time to come when they can get at you once 
because of your broken promises. Of course, these 
things please me. If you are going to do this thing, the worse 
job you do the better I will like it [laughter], because the 
sooner the people of this country will get relief. Most uf them 
are bound to get it in the neck, as the boys say. I do not 
believe in any legislation that is class legislation, especially as 
against the laboring class and the farmer class. I do not 
believe in it at all. I want to get around to the point where 
we can protect them, where we can make good the promise you 
made not to injure any business in this country. Why do you 
not keep your promise? 

Your President is getting anxious about it. I notice by his 
talks over in New Jersey that he says you have to keep your 
pledges. He knows, because he was elected, not by the Demo- 
cratic Party, but by the division in our party, and by a good 
many Republican votes, expecting him to keep his pledges, and 
he is anxious to keep them. But you have been up against it 
when you went to get some appointments that were dear to 
your hearts, and he told you plainly how he got there and 
illustrated how you got there. Why do you not keep your 
word to the American people put in your platform and pro- 
claimed on every stump? Why do you not do it as you have 
agreed to do it? Why these broken promises? Why did you 
encourage these hopes and now break them the first time you 
have an opportunity by the very first act that you seek to put 
on the statute books? 

Mr. COOPER. I offer the following amendment, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 58, line 14, after the word “ cloves,” strike out the words “2 
cents per pound” and in lieu thereof insert the words “ free of duty.” 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, cloves are now on the free 
list. Last year we imported nearly six and a half millions of 
pounds, a large proportion of which was used in the manufac- 
ture of vanillix. Vanillin is a flavoring extract used extensively 
in the preparation of various foods consumed by the people of 
the United States. It used to be made exclusively from vanilla 
beans, all of which, of course, are imported; they are not grown 
in this country. Under the existing tariff law vanilla beans are 
on the free list, but the pending bill proposes to put them on the 
dutiable list at 30 cents a pound. 

The vanillin made from cloves is, I understand, practically 
identical with that derived from vanilla beans and is equally 
harmless as an edible. But in this connection a most sug- 
gestive fact was brought to light last Tuesday during the de- 
bate on the chemical schedule, when the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Harrison] said that vanillin, which got its name 
from the vanilla bean, is now being made also from certain 
coal-tar derivatives. I remember that Dr. Wiley, the former 
distinguished Chief of the Pure Food Bureau, was bitterly hos- 
tile to all attempts to compel the people of this country to eat 
more and more of articles made from coal-tar derivatives. 

Now, these coal-tar derivatives come from Germany. That 
country has a practical monopoly of their manufacture, as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Metz] made very clear during 


more, 


They place the same duty on the im- | 
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the debate on Tuesday. He told us that he had to buy these 
derivatives from manufacturers in Germany or they would shut 
out his business over here, and that he could not get them 
except upon the terms fixed by the German trust or syndicate. 
And yet by the pending bill the rate on vanillin, the finished 
product, has been reduced 10 per cent to the direct advantage 
of the German manufacturer and of the importer to this coun- 
try, while on cloves, now on the free list, the rate has been 
made 2 cents a pound, and on vanilla beans, now on the free list, 
the rate is made 30 cents a pound. In other words, vanilla 
beans and cloves, the raw materials of the American manufae- 
turer of vanillin, are taken off the free list and a high tariff put 
upon them, while the tariff on vaciliin, the finished product of 
the German manufactyrer made from coal-tar derivatives, is 
lowered 10 per cent. 

Through the courtesy of my friend the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Garpner]}, I was this morning handed a letter 
addressed to him from a firm in Maywood, N. J., from which I 
will now read some very interesting information as to what such 
a tariff will do: 


The production of vanillin in this country from coal-tar derivat 
has been . 


so frowned upon by the Bureau of Chemistry. under Dr 
Wiley, that we have stuck to the vegetable supply of raw rial, 
namely, cloves We could not manufacture from the coal-tar deriva 
tive if we so desired, because this material, manufactured in Germany, 
is so controlled by a trust or syndicate that to ruin the American manu 
facturer they would at any time withhold supplies. ‘This, therefore, 
would prevent the organization of a plant for the manufacture of 
vanillin from this raw material in the United States. We are compelled 


to use cloves, and to reduce the duty on vanillin from 20 cents to 10 
cents per ounce and then add 2 cents per pound to cloves, the 
equivalent of 20 per cent on our raw material, you ean readily under 
stand, spells “ ruin.” . 


We call your attentior. to the paragraph toward the bottom of the 
first column, page 619, of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, in which Mr 
METZ says: “All these products are bought from the German syndicate 

* ® . 


They are controlled abroad by syndicates, and all the syndicate 
has got to do is simply refuse to sell the American manufacturer and he 
is out of business.” ‘“ Products,” to which he refers are coal-tar 
derivatives such as would be necessary in the manufacture of vanillin 
from this source in the United States. Even if the foreigner would let 
this product come to the United States, which he will not, they would 
still be subject to a duty bearing from 15 to 25 per cent, so that, no 
matter which way the unfortunate American manufacturer turns, he 
is crowded out by a tariff on raw material, unintentionally levied for 
the protection of the German manufacturer. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. COOPER. Can I have one minute more? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed by order of the 
committee. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

The Clerk read as follows: 


241. Vinegar, 4 cents per proof gallon. The standard proof for 
vinegar shall be taken to be that strength which requires 35 grains of 
bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 1 ounce troy of vinegar. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend 
ment in the form of a new paragraph. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to limit 
debate on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests the amendment be re 
ported. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 22, page 58, after the word “ vinegar,” the following 
as a new paragraph: 

“2414. Until such time as the opinion of a nonpartisan tariff com 
mission has reported upon the agricultural schedule the rates of duty 
on all articles in this schedule shall be the same as the rates provided 


for in the act of August 5, 1909.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment 
is subject to a point of order probably, but I have no object 
to its being voted upon. I ask unanimous consent that 
bate on this paragraph be limited to 20 minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all 
ments thereto be limited to 20 minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right 
graph 241? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘This a new paragraph; I did 
intend it for that. I will ask to close debate and let the gen 
tlemen speak on the next. 

Mr. GARDNER. I hope the gentleman will allow some time 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Muassachu 
setts—241}4. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
the amendment? 

Mr. GARDNER. No; but my colleague does. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not intend to cut the gentleman's 
colleague out. I ask unanimous consent that on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts debate may be 
limited to five minutes. 


on 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. UNpDER- 
woor | unanimous consent that debate on the pending 
amendment and all amendments thereto shall close in five min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.}| The Chair hears 
none. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] is 
recognized. 

Mr. TREADWAY. 


asks 


Mr. Chairman, perhaps more than half of 
the district in western Massachusetts I have the honor to 
represent consists of those interested in agricultural pursuits. 
I may add the other half are interested in the welfare of their 
brother farmer. I have sat here patiently listening to the dis- 
cussion of these sections of this schedule without offering any 
amendment as we came to them from time to time. It seemed 
to me that the entire schedule was so contrary to the interests 
not Massachusetts but throughout this 


of the farmer alone in 


broad land of ours, that we ought not to differentiate between 
one section or one paragraph in favor of another in offering 
amendments [ have refrained from speaking for another 


reason also, because I have realized that the Democratic steam 
roller, under the able leadership of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNperwoop] as chief engineer, has been so carefully and 
so thoroughly oiled and managed that amendments offered by 
us on this side of the aisle are treated the way the steam roller 
crushes the material under its tremendous weight. 

Rut I do wish, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the farmers of my 
home section, to protest against the adoption of this schedule 
until such time as a nonpartisan tariff board can act upon it. 
They, like farmers throughout the country, are honest, 
honorable, hard-working citizens. No class of our citizens labor 
harder, in my opinion, and obtain less in return than the tillers 


other 


of the soil. Nothing should be done to lessen their market 
prices. So IT am glad to enter this protest against a change in 


These protests have come 
of which 


the protection now afforded them. 
from individuals, agricultural societies, and granges, 
[am proud to be rated as an humble member. 

If the cost to the individual consumer is high on produce, as 
we have heard so many Democratic Members say here on this 
floor, the reason can not be because the farmer himself is re- 
ceiving more than is a fair return for the hard toil and labor 
that he puts into preparing that produce for the market. It 
is right and fair that this protection should be afforded them. 
Therefore, as I say, IT have kept entirely still during the dis- 
cussion of this schedule, but I have been thoroughly aroused 
at the methods you are using in trying to jam down the throats 
of the American farmer this iniquitous schedule. Give them a 
fair show, a fair price for their produce, and a fair return for 
the sweat of their brow. That is all we ask in behalf of our 
farmer. We ask fair treatment to him by your party. Let 
this protest of my own constituents go out to-day, as well as 
the protest on the part of the rest of the farmers in whose 
behalf others have spoken at the close of this paragraph, and 
let us be able to tell them that so far as the Republican yotes 
are concerned, we want justice done them through a non- 
partisan tariff commission. That is the reason, Mr. Chairman, 
why I offer this amendment at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 


Mr. LOBECK,. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Nebraska rise? 

Mr. LOBECK. I would like five minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time has been closed by the action of 
the committee. The question is now on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division on that. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 68. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE H SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES. 

242. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain 
or other materials, and not specially provided for in this section, $2.50 
per proof gallon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this paragraph be limited to 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that all debate on the pending 
paragraph be limited te 15 minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Lopeck] is recognized. 

Mr. TOWNER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. TOWNER. ASI understood it, the arrangement as 
minutes granted to the gentleman from Nebraska and «) 
was that they were to be recognized on paragraph No, 241 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Two hundred and forty-two. 

Mr. TOWNER. That was the last one read, but, as J 
stood it, time was to be granted for them to speak on the f{ 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was nothing of that kind sta}, 
the request of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. LOBECK. He asked for 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Paragraph 241 was read and pass; 
then the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapwa) 
an amendment to insert a new paragraph, and upon that . 
was limited to 5 minutes. 

Mr. LOBECK. I understood it was 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was limited to five minutes. An 
a vote was had on the amendment proposed by the gen 
from Massachusetts, and the Clerk proceeded to read | 
in regular order. Paragraph 242 was read, and the gent}; 
from Alabama asked unanimous consent that debate on 
paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in 15 minut 
it was so ordered. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. [Ly 
is recognized. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, perhaps it would be a: 
to the gentlemen who want to speak to modify that a: 
ment and make the speeches three minutes long instead of 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. R 
modifies that, and suggests that the recognitions during | 
minutes be for 3 minutes each. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
LopecK} is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to spea| \ 
this amendment which has just been read. My underst: 
was that I should have time to speak on the section jus 
viously read. 

My object in rising now is to say that I have heard a good 
deal said in the discussion of this tariff measure about , 
panic of 1893-1896. I had a good deal of experience in it, 
sonal experience, and in my judgment the tariff was not 
of the chief causes of that panic. One of the causes w ’ 
fact that the farmers west of the Missouri River who had been 
buying merchandise from the East could not purchase on 
count of crop failures caused by drought. Supplies were 
into the district represented by the gentleman from Ne!) \ 
[Mr. Stoan] and other neighboring districts in Nebraska 
Kansas by the people of the East and the people of Tow: 1 
Illinois to help the homesteaders and pioneer settlers of Ne- 
braska and Kansas. 

When these Republican gentlemen discuss 1893 to 1896 
forget 1873-1879. In the district represented by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Goop] they had equally hard times from Cedar 
Rapids west. In every town along the Northwestern Railroad 
they were having auction sales at that time, for I remember 
personally about it. In the district represented by the gentle 
man from Iowa [Mr. Towner] they had the same degree of 
hard times, and the same was also true in northwestern [o\ 

We had a high tariff in those days. We were living und 
Republican tariff. A Republican newspaper, a copy of w 
I have in my hand, dated in 1877, namely, the Chicago Inter 
Ocean, does not ascribe those hard times to the tariff. It 
cribes the hard times to the money conditions of that | 
The failure of Baring Bros., of London, in about 1890, a world- 
wide failure, was one of the principal causes of the hard tities 
in this country in the nineties. 

In Brother MixLeR’s State, in Minneapolis, about every lin 
was broke who had been speculating in city real estate. It 
was the same in St. Paul. It was the same in Sioux City, in 
Mr. Scort’s district, and the same in Kansas City and in Omaha. 
It was overspeculation everywhere and the monetary condition 
that caused the panic of 1898, not the Wilson tariff. 

In my time I have seen hogs and cattle and farm products 
sold at as low prices under a high tariff as under a low tarift, 
and I have seen the Chicago live-stock market closed for two 
weeks to the western farmer and stock shipper under the high- 
tariff times that prevailed in 1873. I was a shipper at the 
time, and I know from personal experience. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
PayNe] is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to commend the 
majority members of the committee for their action on this 
schedule. : 

This is one of the schedules in which we made a great in- 
crease four years ago, putting the rates up higher than they had 


from Nebraska 


New York [Mr. 
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ever been before, and it has often been cited as a typical part | fewness of de vittles.” [Laughter.] That is the way 


of our program in revising the tariff upward. I always plead 
guilty to that charge on this schedule on wines and liquors, and 
have never had any apologies to make for it, either. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Now, this committee, after considering it, I do not know how 
long—they say they have been working on this bill for two 
vears, and of course I accept what they say about that—come 
in here with the schedule exactly as we passed it four years 
ago, except that they have lowered the duty a little bit on min- 
eral water. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I have con- 
tended repeatedly that if the gentlemen would give to the study 
of these questions the rest of their natural lives, and should 
pay attention to and avail themselves of such educational facili- 
ties as come to them by way of experience, they would even- 
tually get a good deal better tariff bill than has been shown in 
any attempt they have made at it thus far. This present sched- 
ule is an evidence of the advance that they are making. 

I hate to have to call these things to the attention of the 
House even occasionally as they go along. I leave out a large 


part of the items on which they have done the same things that 


we did. Of course I am glad of their indorsement, and yet I do 
not care so much about that, because the facts have come out 
now about the tariff revision of 1909, and they are so embla- 
zoned in the reports of the Treasury Department during the four 
years that have passed since the enactment of the present tariff 


tinguished colleague from Nebraska can s non mn 
argument for this tariff bill than the ander of h 
State, and especially my district. I desire to 

| trict receiving any comfort or aid from the East in 1894, 
lor 1896 it is absolutely incorrect. We took care of ow 
then and we are endeavoring to take cure of o elves 1 


| 
| are asking neither favor nor charity from the East a 
| 


law that the majority on the Committee on Ways and Means | 


no longer ignore them, but indeed print them in their handbook. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. RAINEY. I want to ask the gentleman from New York 
if it is true, as stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. GARDNER], in opening this debate, that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] was against his own bill, and that they 
forced these items into the Payne bill in opposition to the wishes 
of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can explain that so that the gentleman from 


| with our Republican friends Chere is too 1 


amendments for the fewness of the subs of th 
ments. [Laughter.] 

If I am mistaken, I am willing to be correct but I 
stood the distinguished gentleman from New Y: (Mr. P 
a little while ago to animad { t # dent VW 


going to the State of New Jersey 
of pure elections 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of | 
Mr. THOMAS. I ask for three n : 
The CHAIRMAN. The time is limited 
mittee. 
Mr. THOMAS. I will continue on the next : 


[Mr. McoGUIRE of Oklahoma addressed 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman. I regret very much 


Only plain justice. If anything came to the gates of O 
do not know it. Unfortunately, our crops for two of thes 


were not good. My friend has not his histor l fact 


| straight. We were not under a Republican tarif w, | 
under a Democratic tariff law. The Wilson bill was 
August 27, 1894, and until July 24, 1897, when the Ding 


| was enacted, was in effect. 


Illinois can understand it. We adopted the same rule that the | 


majority members of this committee have adopted, and that the | 


majority members of every Ways and Means Committee adopt. 
The majority members of the committee always go through the 
bill, discuss it, agree on the rates of duty by a majority vote, 
and when they have finally agreed upon it they all support the 
bill in its entirety. That is what we did. The bill was not ex- 
actly as I would have liked to have it. No man ever joined in 
a report on a tariff bill that was just as he wanted it. Why, 
you know this bili is not in accordance with the views of the 
gentleman from Alabama, the chairman of your committee [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], not by a long shot, and before you get through 
with it, it will be more out of the way. 


Mr. GARDNER. I should like to ask the gentleman from | 


Illinois [Mr. Ratnry] whether he was in favor of free cattle or 
not, in his committee? 

Mr. RAINEY. I was in favor of free cattle in my committee. 

Mr. GARDNER. But you are backing up your committee's 
report? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I trust I have answered that question to the 
full satisfaction of my friend from Illinois, and that he under- 
stands now that I did disagree with some portions of that tariff 
law, and I disagree with them yet; but I simply acceded to the 
will of the majority, just as the gentleman has done and just 
as other gentlemen on that committee have done. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, during my absence from the 
House my genial colleague, the gentleman from the tenth dis- 
trict of Kentucky [Mr. LANGLry], delivered a dissertation upon 
the subject of chickens; and he stated that in his district they 
raised some chickens and sold a good many chickens. He got 
his wires crossed. He should have stated that they sold some 
chickens and raised a good many chickens, because if it was not 
for the chicken industry in the tenth district there would not 
be any Republicans there at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr, Chairman, I have heard a good deal of talk from the 


Republicans of this House about this tariff bill, and they have 
introduced a good many amendments. Their opposition to the | 


bill and their amendments to it remind me of an anecdote. 


. ‘ * | 
There was an old negro woman, who went from down in South | 


Carolina up into Mr. Mann’s district in Chicago and got a posi- 
tion as a cook in the house of one of Chicago’s newly rich. 
Well, they did not have very much to eat, but they had a great 
deal of style, and they had it in courses; and in the course of a 
week this negro woman announced that she was going to resign 
her position. They wanted to know why she was going to quit. 
She said: “ Well, dar’s too much shufflin’ ob de dishes for de 


Mr. LOBECK. Did not we have a drought in that tin 

Mr. SLOAN. We had no drought in 1896. On the 
we had the greatest bumper crop in Nebraska that 
for 25 years. [Applause.] 

Mr. LOBDCK. You were defending homesteac fi 
foreclosed on mortgages. 

Mr. SLOAN. God knows I was. We could get littl 


publican side.] 
The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 











243. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of 1 irement 
counted as at least 1 proof gallon; and the stan 1 for 4 
roof of indy and other spirits or liquors of any nd | 
be the same as that which is defined in the la rel 
ernal revenue: Provided, That it shall be lawful for tl Sec 
Treasury, in his discretion, to authorize the as ‘tainmer 
| proof of wines, cordials, or other liquor by distillation or ot 
| in cases where it is impracticable to a rtain su proof by 
| prescribed by existing law or regulations ind provided furthe 
any brandy or other spirituous or distilled liquor imported in ar 
cask, bottle, jug, or other pa ges, of or from any country, de} 
or provin under whose laws similar sized cas! bott jug ‘ 
| packages of distilled spit vir r other beverage put up or 
the United States are denied entrance into such country, dep« 
or province, shall be forfeited to the United Stafes; and an} 
or other spirituous or dist d liquor imported tn a cask of 
pacity than 10 gallons from any country shal! be forfeited to t 
States 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make this 1 
that every protectionist is a free trader in everytl 
does not sell. 
Mr. FORDNEY. That is not true, my friend nd 


not apply it tome. The gentleman is mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I am going to make it 
that I will not have to yield. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Do not apply that to me. 

Mr. DIES. What is the first thing that protection 
Free labor. You have always stood for an open gate f 
cheap labor of Europe to come to compete in your mil! 
tories with the labor in this country. That was given 
| You had that, and in the progress and growt! 
wanted more free trade. You wanted free trade in r: 
rials with which you work. 

Some, like my friend ForpNry, were smart enough to 
that if they got free trade in labor and free trade in raw 
rials, the dynamic forces of society would be so great 








| demand an open gate for labor, not satisfied to say that 


crops, and there was no money to pay mortgage or inte 
11896 we had a bumper crop of corn We sold wheat fr 
|} to 40 cents a busbel under that Wilson tariff law Phe 
|of the Ways and Means Committee on this bill quotes 
at 35 cents per bushel for 1896. We sold the corn of 
bumper crop of 1896, when we could get a market, for 8 
| cents a bushel, and also used it for fuel. [Applau ‘ 


them that they would be given free trade in everything 
they sold. But protection, in its selfishness, not satisfic 


a 
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who works with his hands in a protective mill shall work in 
competition with the labor market of the world, has gone a step 
further now and has said that a man who is engaged in a pro- 
tected industry shall have free trade in labor, and free trade in 
the materials with which he works—make every laborer stand 
and deliver in a free-trade market, and make every producer 
fand and sell his goods or raw material in a free-trade market, 
aud yet give to you the sacred right to sell that which you 
make in the protective market. 

[t is the doom of protection in this country. It ought to be 
so. You open the gates of labor and let every Italian and every 
Russian and every laborer from Europe come to compete with 
the labor of the man who labors here. Then you say to the 
farmer, “ Produce that which you have and sell it in a free- 
trade market.” Do not you know that your laborer, Mr. Forp- 
Nry—do not you know that the laborer and the farmer who 
produces and sells in a free-trade market will have sense enough 
to demand that he be allowed to buy in a free-trade market? 
That is, you say to the farmer in America, “ You have got to sell 
in a free-trade market, and you are not as good as a farmer 
in Argentina or Australia. There they can sell and buy in a 
free-trade market, but you have got to sell in a free-trade mar- 
ket and buy in a protected market.” That is the mistake that 
you protectionists are making. Your first mistake was free 
labor. That was bad enough. Now you demand not only to 
buy your labor in your free market and sell your goods in a 
protected market, but you demand of a farmer that he sell his 
wool and his cotton and his raw material in a free-trade market 
and then sell him back the same wool and the same manufac- 
tured stuff in a high protected market. In other words, thank 
God, the extreme selfishness of protection is overleaping its own 
bounds, 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. DIES. With great pleasure, to my friend from Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr. MOORE. Does it not make any difference to the gen- 


tleman that the labor that comes into the United States from 
foreign countries lifts itself to the American standard of wages 
when it arrives here? 

Mr, DIES. Oh, well, if you bring in labor that is cheaper 
than ours you will bring down the price of our labor, just as if 
you bring in clothing in competition with the mills of Pennsyl- 
vania that will bring down the price of clothing. You are un- 
willing to bring down the price of your manufactured stuff in 
competition with cheap labor, but you are willing to bring 
down labor itself. 

Mr. MOORE. Do we not exalt that 
breaking it down, do not we build it up? 

Mr. DIES. You exalt foreign labor, but you debase domestic 
labor. 

Mr. MOORE. 
can standard. 

Mr. DIES. He thinks a man who labors with his hands is 
none too good to have foreign competition, but he believes that 
a man who manufactures with his capital ought not to have the 
competition. It is all a difference of the standpoint from which 
you look. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIES. With pleasure. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman was saying that New Eng- 
land had always been for free labor. 

Mr. DIES. I will say that the Republican Party—— 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes; it always has. It was founded on 
that cause, 

Mr. FARR. Good! 

Mr. DIES. The Republican Party must have stood for free 
labor, else we would not have had it for 50 years. The Repub- 
lican Party is standing to-day for free raw material. Why? 
] You want 


labor? Instead of 


When it gets here we do raise it to the Ameri- 


because the protectionist is selfishness personified. 
to buy in a free market, and you are selfish enough to demand 
to sell in a protected market. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Dies] has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in five 
minutes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, unlike my eloquent friend from 
Texas, I do not care to discuss this paragraph from a political 
viewpoint. (Laughter.] There fs a moral to be drawn not only 
from the paragraph but from the schedule we are discussing 
when we compare it with the schedules we have passed. The 


hue and cry of the Democratic Party and the bone of their 
contention against the Republican Party is that the Republican 
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Party stands for the imposition of a tariff upon goods that ayo 
imported from foreign countries. It has been heralded from « 
end of the land to the other that that tariff is “a tax” yy) 
the people. Allen G. Thurman called it a tax upon “eye; 
thing one wears from the crown of his head to the soles . 
his feet.” But when we analyze this awful “ tax” which is | 
being “imposed” upon the people in a new form by the De; 
cratic Party we find that under the Payne law, which has bo 
so much derided in the course of this discussion, that the ent} 
tariff collections during the year 1912, if apportioned amon 
the 90,000,000 people of the country, would have amounte! 
to $3.15 each. In other words, any gentleman who finds fa) 
with the protective system, that builds up industry and | 
wages, can save his portion of the “tax” for a whole yea: 
abstaining from one trip to the theater or by cutting out oy 
half a box of good cigars or one square dinner for his. 
and one-half the price of a dinner for himself and frie), 
This would wipe out the awful burden the Payne law impose) 
upon him. But I want by contrast to show that, while the: 
fierce denunciation of the tariff system, which at the wors' 
poses only $3.15 “tax” per annum upon everybody in the « 
try, there is no word of protest from anyone on the other x 
of the House, particularly from anyone coming from the S 

of Kentucky, against the tax that is now being imposed by the 
schedule which we have under consideration. It will be seen 
by reference to the figures in the Democratic handbook that | 
collections at the ports of the United States last year amounted 
to substantially $311,000,000. This “burden” was so dis 
tributed amongst the people of the country that it was im) 
ceptible; but here is a schedule advanced and supported w 
out change by our friends on the other side, without one word 
of comment, that imposes a direct tax on the people of 
United States amounting to $321,000,000 a year, or ap) 
mately $3.50 a head, for liquors and tobacco. Why not ch 
that up to a tariff system? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex) 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be witha: 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

244. On all compounds or preparations of which distilled spirits 
a component part of chief value there shall be levied a duty not 
than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word. I shall leave, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen from ‘J 
to settle the little difficulty among themselves. I want to 1 
very briefly to a statement that was made by the distinguis! 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy], however, in his las 
dress, and let me say, parenthetically, during my brief se: 
in this House I have learned to greatly admire the gentlen 
from Texas. I think there is no more able advocate of | 
bill upon the floor of this House than the gentleman from Te 
{Mr. Harpy], and with characteristic frankness he says to | 
House now that they do not now intend to be guilty of the 
tellectual dishonesty of claiming that to reduce the price to ¢! 
ultimate consumer will not reduce the price also of the | 
ducer; but he says, if it is necessary, in order to prevent 
exorbitant high prices that are charged the consumer by re‘so 
of the trusts, that we should invite this foreign competitio 
and it is upon that proposition that I desire to say a word 
Mr. Chairman, there has never been any distinction made in 
this country, in so far as trust control has been effected, |} 
tween those who were protected and those who were not pr 
tected. The trusts upon nonprotected articles have been just : 
effective in controlling and raising prices as those upon }! 
tected articles. Nor is it necessary in order to control tlie 
trusts that you should open our markets to the nations of thie 
world. Our friends are very fond of calling this a tariff wal! 
For the sake of argument let us so consider it, just a moment, 
and in this great trade war in which the producers of these 
United States are called upon to defend themselves behind their 
tariff wall I judge that if behind the breastworks there shal! be 
a conflict in which one of those behind the breastworks sha 
assault another it is not necessary to tear down the wall or our 
defenses to the enemy and allow them to come in to punish 
those who are guilty of a misdemeanor behind that wall. 

I think we can take care of and punish these malefactors 
themselves, and I will join with those gentlemen, and I think 
every man on this side of the House will aid, in preventing 
trust combinations from raising prices to the consumer of pro- 
tected products or any products. I think it will be more to our 
credit and a higher statesmanship to look after those methods 
of control that are not extraneous, but within our borders and 
by our own laws control unlawful combinations, instead of 
tearing down our industries and inviting outside help to control 
this our domestic trouble. Let us make our laws so that these 
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ph? iB bon t ! f 
Mr. DIES. Ye never learns 
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you not be honest and keep your promise to the people? I want | unan 

to protect the laboring man; I want to protect the farmer.” | ame 

What a strange note that was coming from him. Why, he is I CH RMA? \ 
» author of this Payne-Aldrich tariff bill, and what he did | woop] I Ol 

with the laboring man in that bill ar ! 


, : l and what he did to t 
bill was a plenty. [Laughter.] And when 


say to-day, “I want to protect the laboring man and the} Mr. MANN Re 


l 1e farmer raph l d 


farmer,” I thought of the signs in front of two stores in Lon- | w: 1 li 

don. Two fellows were engaged in selling fish, one’s establisl | ame ! ne 

ment just above the other’s. The man on the upper floor hung | seems to | e. 

out his sign, “ Fresh fish to-day.” The fellow just under him| The CHAIRMAD I 

hung up his sign immediately below it, “ Not so fresh as ours.” | (hair hea ione t is so « i 
And it went on until finally the fish dealer above hung out this | Texas [Mr. Vs v] is zed 

sign, “ We sell eels to the King,” and the man just below | 


im | Mr. VAUGHAN. Mr. Chairman, being ot 

hung out this sign, ‘God save the King!” [Laughter and ap- | ; : | 

plause.] Pp 
So, my friends, if what you are doing for the laboring man 

and the farmer in the Payne-Aldrich tariff law is protectfon, 


4 Fal tr r 
. n . lu to adadl S the itte a 
God save the farmer and the laboring man. [Applause on the | , ectlv. that on that sie i 
lemocratice cida i Ly i . 
I emocratic side.] __ sd oe | opposed as we on tl le e D 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- | 94 monopolies that control the price 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. try, and that they are wil Ip toward the 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | enforcement of a law that w I bit any org mart 
245. Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and | controlling the price of such products In othe or 
other spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds, containing spirits, and eee enc. ae a eS tac ee 


not specially provided for in this section, $2.60 per proof gallon. | willing to be ‘trust busters.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dries] is Mr. Chairman, if it ‘s wrong for people to or 
recognized. the prices of products to the ultimate consum« 


aC bee ‘ : monopoly of trade in any product, why in t 
[Mr, DIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] nai 


sense is it not wrong for this Government to |! 1 t 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. the promotion of any such organization Why t not 
The Clerk read as follows: for this Governmen: to enable manufactur pro 


246. No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and | any kind to obtain a monopoly of trade in such products 
— on brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed 7 
) 


; : is i t wrong for the Government | so frai 
y law for the description of first proof; but it shall be imcreased in | aS it not wrong for ti prem: oe ; ' 
proportion for any greater strength than the strength of first proof, | law as to protect anyone against competition? But leay 
and all imitations of brandy or spirits or wines imported by any names | the question of right and wrong, if ti t mi eo! 


whatever shall be subject to the highest rate of duty provided for the | 
genuine articles respectively intended to represented, and in no , : ; 
case less than $1.75 per gallon, against sound public policy lor the Government | L l 


against trade are contrary to sound public policy, why 
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trade for the special benefit of those seeking it, that they may 
obtain higher prices from American consumers of their products? 

You on that side pretend to be against trusts and conspiracies 
in restraint of trade, and yet the very essence of your protec- 
tion doctrine is that the Government should enter into con- 
spiracies in restraint of trade with the favored classes in this 
country to enable them to monopolize the home market and 
obtain higher prices from consumers who have to sell what 
they produce in the open market against the competition of the 


world. The cotton raisers, the corn raisers, the producers of 
other agricultural products—the farmers—have to sell their 


products against the competition of the world. It is beyond 
the power of this Government to levy any kind of a tariff 
upon foreign imports that would protect them against competi- 
tion, because they have no competition, and whenever you have 
Jevied a tariff against thg importation of anything from abroad 
which they produce here, you have done it with the intention 
of fooling them into the belief that they were being protected 
when you knew they were not, that they might more tamely 
submit to your protective system, which has caused them to 
pay so much higher prices for the things they have to buy. 

If trusts and conspiracies in restraint of trade are wrong, 
then why in the name of common sense is not a protective 
tariff, the very purpose of which is to restrain trade—why is 
it not wrong? 

Some one behind me says, “ He’s a free trader.” Perhaps so. 
Yes, Mr. Chairman, if being opposed to any kind of a law that 
lays tribute upon the masses for the benefit of any class or 


any mass, if being opposed to tariff for protection upon anything, | 


makes me a free trader, I am, then, a free trader. And I need 
no better argument in favor of my kind of free trade than the 
fact that even the Republicans are forced to recognize that 
trusts and conspiracies in restraint of trade are wrong. 

Whenever this Government, by any kind of a law, lends its 
aid to anyone to obtain higher prices for his goods from his 
neighbor than his neighbor would have to pay but for such 
law, it robs the one for the benefit of the other, and it is none 
the less robbery because done under the sanction of law. 


It has been said time and time again during the discussion 
on this bill that it will ruin the “industries” of the country. 


What industry will be injured by the passage of this bill? Yes; 
it may injure some. Every industry that is enabled by the 
provisions of the Payne-Aldrich bill, under which we are now 


living, to run its hands into the pockets of the people—of the | 


ultimate consumers—and filch from them higher prices for its 
products through favoritism of the Government will be forced 
to take its hands out of the pockets of the people. 


except such as it owes to everyone under the flag. I stand for 
the great body of the people who only ask that the hand of 
privilege be taken out of their pockets, and in so far as any 
industry may be injured by being made to take its hands out 
of the pockets of the people, it ought to be injured, and this 
bill will injure it to that extent, and to that extent only. 

Those who under the protective system are now enjoying 


the privilege of putting their hands up to their elbows in the | 


pockets of the consumers, and taking as much as they want, 
will of course howl about being injured, but the great body of 
the American people will be benefited by this bill, because it 
lightens the burden of government upon the great consuming 
masses and puts it on the shoulders of those upon whom it 
should rest, and it is as free from protection; it is as low a 
reduction of tariff taxation as the country can stand at this 
time without such a shock to the business of the country as 
should be avoided. Of course it would be bad policy to change 
absolutely and at once from the system of high protection. 
It has prevailed too many years; under it the great toiling 
masses of the country bave received such a small share of the 
wealth they have produced and the favorites of protection have 
grown much richer. Of course it would be bad policy to 
eliminate protection at once. It would be a revolution and 
revolutions always cause shock and disturbance. But, Mr. 
Chairman, this bill is a long stride in the right direction. It 
looks toward ultimate reciprocal free-trade relatiasns with all 
the nations of the world. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say here 
that I do not have the fears which my colleague from Texas 
{Mr. Dries] seems to entertain—that this bill is too long a 
step to take at one time. If I understood him correctly, he 
is against protection, but he would eliminate it more grad- 
ually. Mr. Chairman, I believe the people have waked up. 
I believe they are ready for this bill, and whether they are 
ready for it or not, in my judgment, it is the best tariff law 
that has been written since before the War between the States. 
It should commend itself to the American people—to their 
honesty, to their fairness—and I believe it will. It has the un- 


sO 


| 


| 





qualified approval of the President, who received the popular 
approval last fall, whose position, I believe, the people of tho 
United States understood when they elected him, and who, | 
believe, is in close and sympathetic touch with the people o; 
the United States, understands their will, and will make their 
will the law when he approves this bill. 

The people of the United States have realized that under {}), 
Republican protective-tariff system the money to run t) 
Government is collected from the people, not according 
their ability to pay, not according to their wealth, but 
cording to what they eat and wear and consume. They have 
realized that under this system those who toil for their daj 
bread and are barely able to support their large families ) 
as much toward the support of the Federal Governmen 
others who own millions. They realize that the protec 
system lays a heavier burden upon the poor than they 
able to bear and a lighter upon the rich than they should ty 
made to bear. They have realized also that under this 
tective tariff, while the Government gets millions as ty 
the favored few, for whose benefit it is levied, get hund) 
of millions. They have realized that they pay taxes o\ 
time they buy goods, and that when they buy goods that 
been imported, or made out of imported goods, they pay t: 
to the Government, and that when they buy goods that | 
been made in this country they pay tribute to the trusts 
have grown up under the protective system. 

The Republicans used to tell them that those whom {! 
wanted to protect were “infants,” and needed protection. ‘| 
people know how hard it is to pull a full-grown yearling 
from his mammy, and now they realize that they should | 
weaned the calves long ago. It is to be hoped that thi 


will wean them, and that the noise they make about | 
weaned will not be sufficient to disturb the peace of 
country. 

The Republicans used to tell the people that they wanted to 


protect labor, to enable those enjoying protection to get his 
prices for protected goods and pay their laborers higher yw 
They have seen the protected “infants” import cheap 
labor to compete with labor here and to*take the pla 
those who join labor unions. 

The Republicans tell us we should be patriotic enou 
protect the “infants” in order to build up home indust: 
but the people have found out that the “infants” are carry 
their goods across the seas, thousands of miles away, and 
ing them to foreigners cheaper than they do to folks | 


it 
home. They love the foreigner enough to sell to him 


| lower price than they do us at home, and then they try 
I stand for the man who asks no favors of this Government 


work up within us enough hatred or antipathy against t! 
foreigner, whom they favor, to induce us to so frame the tariff 
law as to prevent the foreigner from bringing any goods « 
here that might come in competition with what they h 
to sell. 

No, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen need not be alarmed. I ik: 
that those who are enjoying the special privileges of high | 
tection; the privilege of levying tribute upon the people; 
kind of special privileges that kings and queens in days ¢ 
by sometimes granted to royal favorites—yes; they are 
to howl when separated to so large an extent from their p 
lege of collecting tribute from the people, but the people 
not fools, as these Republicans think they are, and they 
understand. But, whatever may be the result, be assured th 
we are right. It may be that the power of those who have eu 
joyed the benefits of protection at the expense of the masses 
may be strong enough to produce such a disturbance on accou! 
of being separated from their privileges as to cause such 4 
condition, for a while, as may cause the people to think the) 
were wrong in turning away from protection. It is to be hoped 
such will not be the case. But the people are not wrong in re- 
nouncing protection, and if the policy entered upon by the 
enactment of this bill is steadily adhered to for a suflicie 
time and given a fair trial, it will bring prosperity to the gre 
masses of the people, and the burdens of Government wil! 
bear lightly on their shoulders, and no more heavily on tle 
rich than they are easily able and should, in justice, be n ade 
to bear. The policy entered upon should and will ultimate'y 
prove successful, because it looks toward the establishment 
of our taxing system upon the principles of justice and “ equa! 
rights to all, and special privileges to none.” 

Mr. Chairman, while I am before the committee I wish to 
call the attention of the committee and of the country to one 
feature of this question which has not been mentioned in this 
discussion. ‘The duties levied by this bill upon imported spirits, 
wines, and other beverages under Schedule H, now under dis- 
cussion, are the same as those levied under the present law, the 
Payne-Aldrich bill, paragraphs 300 to 311 of that law corre- 
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tted at all, is a very proper source from which to derive 
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ding to paragraphs 242 to 253 of this bill. It is well that 
duties are not reduced, for the country should not be flooded 
cheap liquor. Liquors are luxuries, not necessaries The 
1 who indulges in their use does not have to do so, and has 
right to complain if the Government imposes a tax upon his 
iigence in a beverage which, to say the least of it, never 
its him, but often results in his ruin. The consumption of | 
l liquors, therefore, as long as their sale as beverages is per- 


enue. But, Mr. Chairman, surely no Democrat will contend 
t a tariff should be laid upon imported liquors in order that 
tillers or brewers may have protection against foreign 
upetition, and thereby get a higher price for their liquors. 
however much in favor of liquor some of my brethren on 
s side may be, surely there is no Democrat in favor of a 
tective tariff for the benefit of the brewers and distillers, 
a tariff for protection is certainly contrary to our party 
and though we have some sugar-protection Democrats, 
perhaps some Democrats who may be in favor of protection 
producers of some other things, I hope we have no liquor- 
«tion Democrats. 
rhe Republicans, in the Payne-Aldrich bill, raised the tariff 
iported spirits from $2.25 a gallon, where the Dingley law 
ed it, to $2.60 per gallon. Since the internal-revenue tax 
uch liquors produced in this country is only $1.10 per gal- 
t is easy to see that the difference between the two gives 
ction to the American distiller to the amount of $1.50 per 
m. I am confident, Mr. Chairman, that an examination 
the facts will convince the Ways and Means Committee 
the American distillers reap the benefit of this differential 
jlecting from their customers the higher price they are 
to collect on account of it. If so, they collect from the 
can consumers of spirits, over and above ordinary profits 
| over and above the amount they now pay as internal- 
ue tax, which they, of course, get back when they sell, 
sum of $1.50 on each proof gallon they sell. If so, Mr. 
rman, this differential is putting about $180,000,000 a year 
the pockets of distillers through the higher price they are | 


acacia A 


to get on account of it, for of the more than 150,000,000 | 


s of spirits produced in the United States each year more 
120,000,000 gallons are consumed in the United States; and 
from the report of the Ways and Means Committee which 
ompanies this bill, on page 189, that there were only 3,061,- 
gillons imported last year. 


‘ 


It is easily apparent that the differential of $1.50 per gallon | 


‘ally prohibits the importation of spirits from abroad to 
ete with the domestic article, and enables the distiller to 
ect it from the trade. 
I could take up the question as to how the differential between 
riff duties on beers and other similar fermented liquors 
d the internal-revenue tax on such liquors produced in the 
“l States affords protection to the brewers, and that they 
( gher price for their stuff which the differential makes 
ible for them to get, and which I am satisfied they do 
id are gathering into their tills by the favor of the Gov- 





ment through this protective differential about $400,000,000. 


. Chairman, I shall not go into the details now. My purpose 
calling attention to the matter is to express the hope that 
e Ways and Means Committee will report a bill that will take 

protection out of Schedule H and make it operate to produce 
venue. I have introduced such a bill, and it has been re- 
rred to the committee. As a Democrat I am opposed to pro- 


ction, and, while I believe in taxing luxuries, I am opposed 


to taxing liquor drinkers for the benefit of liquor makers. 


th 


Ww 


If the internal-revenue taxes on liquors is increased to equal 
e tariff taxes levied on imported liquors and the differential 


iped out, it is safe to say that about $500,000,000 will find 


its way to the Government Treasury every year which now 
overflows the tills of the liquor lords of America through the 


f 


ivoritism of this differential. Let this be done, and tariff 


taxation can be removed from every necessity and every com- 


fo 


rt the people would really like to enjoy. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro forma 


amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will 


re 


ad. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SCHEDULE I—COTTON MANUFACTURES. 
55. Cotton thread and carded yarn, combed yarn, warps or warp 


yarn, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or in any other 
form, except spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning, and embroidery 


cottons, hereinafter provided for, shall be subject to the following 


rates of duty :_ Nos. 1 to 9, inclusive, 5 per cent ad valorem; Nos. 10 to 
19, inclusivé, 74 per cent ad valorem; Nos. 20 to 39, inclusive, 10 per 
cent ad valorem ; Nos. 40 to 49, inclusive, 15 per cent ad valorem; Nos 


50 to 








59, inclusive, 174 per cent ad valorem; Nos. 60 to 99, inclusive, | 


20 per 
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5 per ¢ 
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cent ad valorem: No. 160 and 
} 


card laps 
waste and 


flocks manufactured 


jing, sliver, 


ent ad valorem 


GARDNER. 


Mr. Chairman, I have 


offer to the present paragraph, but 


and s¢ 


», if it is adopted, which it 


they are reached. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentlem: 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. GARDNER. 


ment be not 


Mr. 


before 


fectly willing to see 


this s¢ 
if you 
the ge 


read, 


| Strike out the subsequent 


lL ask unaning 


in order to save time, 
ahead and debate it by unanimous consent 


rovi . 
or otherwis 


it covers 


will not 


paragraphs to w 


in from 


mus Conse! 


UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, of 
to have the amendment read for the infor 


the gentlem 


‘hedule. 
1 amend 


Ntieman 


oe 
think the cotton sched 


an debates it: b 


hi 


is 


if we can reacl 


portion, you mu 


a proposition 1 


} 
{ fore 


able limitation of debate, I shall be zg 
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amen 


MANN. 
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on * 


side d 
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Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


56, and 2 


esires To ¢ 
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MOORE. 
BUTLER. 


graph on laces, 


MANN, 


which gentlem: 
BUTLER. 
270 in regard to lace window curta 

Mr. MOORE. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


AUSTIN. 


MANN. 


amendments 


tion ft 


0 tl 
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1 aesire 


I desire to offer 
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which w l he 


the other paragraphs are read 


a limit of time for 
Mr. AUSTIN. 


diseu 
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ss the schedule and divide i 
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Mr. LENROOT. 
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Mr. 
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al in li STries j 


[ think 1 


out, 


UNDERWOOD. I do not 


that there was a 


might 


When the ame 


| graph, the Recorp shows that 


the amendment 


show 


anytl 


Mr 


Mr 


s what it 


offered, ard the 


is. 


iing to one 


ments. 


Mr. MOORE. 


tion 


MOORE. 


Mr. MOORE. 


who reads the pro 
May I inquire 
the committee to offer anv amend 


UNDERWOOD. There vy 


any amendment? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes: they might offer the s e pl 

as the committee offered 

In view of the e 


It is not likely tl 


Withont that 


House, I, for one, am willing 
out discussion. 

s to me that 
vy 


seem 


along the line 


} 
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I do net want 


this is a sche 


the change made 


UNDERWOOD I suy e 






several paragraphs; 
be, L sha move to 
hich it refers when 
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no 
Yao 
f the ‘ man that no amendms be 
i j { I would be willing to fo ro ‘us 
We 1 the gentleman from Alabama be willing 
an hour or an hour and a half on the pend- 
in the way of general debate on tl side, 
ites on each of the five paragraphs? 
{ 1] WOOD I would be willing to give the ntleman 
Wel e got to have some time ourselves. 
t I link we will do fairly well on the bill if 
e get th hedule id another one to-day. It would 
! ( ! ‘ dation to me to give us an hour 
f propos nm and then five minutes on the 
otl f Phe is a great demand for time on this 
pre I « re how much time is used on the other 


Ir. UNDERWOOD. I will agree to that in tl vay The 
I | } n is tall 4 pout re 2 204 65, 266 
iU 
M That is all. 
r. UNDERWOOD. As I understand, = the Z eman 
Mr. MANN An hour and a half on the pendir dment, 
\ \ he « i n the way of general d 1d the 
Cl ther ray ind we have f tes on 
1 ( 
I hOD i I ( debate <« ( h ] on 
ind I control the time? 
| utes on our side on each paragraph. 
I { I>] WOOD. Of course, if I do not want to use the 
f I d not do it, but the gentleman wants an hour 
i a half general debate on his side. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
nt that there may be an hour and a half gen- 
‘ f ( 1 each side on this schedule, and after that is con- 
( 1 tl lebate then is to be limited to paragraphs 263, 264, 
66, and 270, and that on each of these paragraphs there 
be f inutes debate on each side, one half to be con- 
t led by the gentleman from Illinois and the other half by 
i i 
\ BUTLER Mr. Chairman, I am not going to object, but 
let it be te] od that my coueague from Pei 5 nia [ Mr. 
Moore] has an amendment to paragraph 270 which he desires to 
t 
M p I is included 
r. BUTLER. I have also, and we can I k in 
‘ ‘ 
\ UNDERWOOD. One of the gentlemen can s] 1 the 
Mr. BUTLER If I am give . chances lg ral debate that 
‘ 
r. MA Is it f ndment or a d ‘ mend- 
Mr. BUTLER I I y th ime 
N MOOR zy { ke to state that there I tw other 
! s to be « ] Mr. Vare has an amendi it he 
would like to offer 
Mr. MANN. Every paragraph is covered, but of course only 
five minutes on a side are allowed on a paragraph. I 1 trying 
io get the 1 tt that I can. 
he CHAIRM Che gent nan from Alabama asks unani- 
I is eX t { there be three hours of general debate upon 
the am 1 pending, to be offered by the gentleman 
from } ( [Mr. GarpNer], one-half to be controlled 
by the gent n from Alabama and one-half to be controlled 
by the g I 1 from Illinois [Mr. MANN]; that then there 
s be on paragraphs Nos, 268, 264, 265, 266, and 170, 10 
mit s of general debate on each paragraph, one-half of the 
10 minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Alabama 


[Mr. Unni 


ara | 
MANN], 


rwoop] and one-half by the gentleman from Lllinois 
and that at the conclusion of that time all debate 
‘ hedule shall end. Is there objection? 


r. DIES. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. What 
is the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts about 


debate are to occur? 
It is an amendment to the first three paragraphs 


which three hours of 
Mr. MANN 

the schedule 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. MOORE. 
from Massachuset 


paragraphs, and 


of 
It has not yet been reported. 

Mr. Chairman, do I understand the gentleman 
proposes offer an amendment to three 


that the general debate is to be upon that 


to 


ts 


amendment ? 
UNDERWOOD. The general debate would be upon the 
entire schedule. 
Mr. MANN. At any place in the schedule. 
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Mr. MOORE is not to be limited 
Massachusetts proposes? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, n 
schedule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is 
The Chair hears none, and it 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Cl 
the general debate closes the 


graph by ph, 


n? 
So ordered. 
iirman, as I 
Cler] read the hed 


understa 


k will 





paragr: and when we reach the 
the debate is to be we will have the debate. 
Mr. MANN. That is correct 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the understandi 


will report the 
sachusetts. 


The Clerk 


amendment offered by the gentle: 


read as follows: 





255. Cotton thread and carded rn, warps 01 
whether on beams or in bundles, sk $, OF COps, O1 
3 f cotton, crochet, darning, and « 
for, not colored, bleached, dyed 
f singel by grouping or twisti: 
shall be subject to the following 
, © per cent ad valor ; Nos. 10 
i Ne 20 to 29) ive, 12 
nclusiv 20 { d val 
© it id valor m: } 30 to { 
No. 100 and over, 3: r cent a 
sted, dyed, « “dd, dvanced 





in any 
yarns 








zuf. Cotton cloth of 
stained, paint nted, 
number of whi 
ceeding No. 10 ne 
ceeding No. 2 n 
exceeding No. 30 d 


exceeding No. 50 and 
eding No. 60 and 
ding No. 100, 3 


exct 








weaves when ble ed, 
cerized shall be subject I 
to t rates otherwise chargeable thereon 

4. Cotton cloth of fancy weaves, not blea l 
Stained, painted, printed, or merce ‘ont ing 
number of which does not exceed No. , aan cent ! 
ceeding No. 10 and not exceeding No. 20, 15 per cent ad 
ceeding No. 20 and not exceeding No. 30, 20 per cent 1 
ceeding No. 30 and not exceeding No. 50, 274 per cer I 
ceedlil No. 50 and not exceeding No. 60, 30 per ce i 
ceeding N 60 and not exceeding 100, 35 per cent 
exceed No. 100, per cent ad valorem. Cotton « 
weaves when bleac! lyed, colored, stained, painted 
cerized shall be subj a duty of 24 per cent ad v: 
to the rates otherwis« able thereon, 





Mr. MANN. ¢ Mr. Chairmai 


1, I yield 10 minut 


r 
why 








man from Massa setts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, this sched 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green] and 
one else is in any way committed to it. We 1 
to draw a cotton schedule which will come wi 
corners of the Tariff Board report. There is on 
which can justly be made in respect to its not 
the bounds of the Tariff Board report. It is a fact t! 
the line we allow an additional duty of 24 per « 
the process of coloring and bleaching cloths. So 
may claim that this duty is not in accordance wit! 


Board’s report. The Tariff Board report was incor 
figures on finishing cloths. For instance, it gave us 
on the foreign costs of finishing cloths, such as ging 


by weaving various colored threads. We did not f 
in saying that finishing mills are entitled to no 


whatever; 23 


Moreover, 


consequently we allowed a modest 
Mr. Chairman, the circumstances have a 


changed since the report of the Tariff Board was issued 
to a general rise in pay in the textile industry. The 


our figuring is roughly this: Take cotton cloth, whik 
true measure of the whole cotton schedule—under tl 
law the average ad valorem duty for cotton cloth in 191 
42.75 per cent. The highest duty proposed under the | 


Gardner proposed amendment is 424 per cent on cott 


no matter how fancy the weave, no matter how comp 
the coloring. 
The duties on cotton cloth in the Green-Gardner amen 


run from 5 per cent on the cheapest cotton cloth to 424 p 
on the most highly complicated weaves made from the fi! 
yarns, whereas the Payne law, on the average, in 191- 
higher—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
You have, according to that, reduced 


If the gentleman will permit a qu 
the rate upon th 


moner cotton cloth below the pending bill, I understand. 












GARDNER. Yes; 
that circumstance 
tes, 

BARTLETT. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

GARDNER. In the first place. Mr. Green and I wish it 
understood that if we were drafting a law we should make 
juties specific instead of ad valorem. We believe in specific 
; for the cotton schedule, but we have drawn this amend- 
t in ad valorem shape so that the House may understand 
GREEN and GarpDNeR think are the proper ad valorem 
equivalents for the specific duties which they would approve. 
‘| criticism may be made that we have lowered the Under- 

d rates on coarse cotton cloth and raised it on fine cotton 

cloth, and that coarse cotton goods are made in the South, and 
fine cotton goods are made in New England. That 
tly true, but it was not for sectional reasons that we made 
hanges. 
a matter of fact, in the South to-day great quantities of 
. goods are made, and in New England plenty of coarse goods 


below the pending bill. I shall ex- 
in a minute or two. I have only 10 


1 


\«< 


re made. Still, it is true, comparatively speaking, that on 
he whole the Green-Gardner amendment is more favorable 


to New England than the schedule which the gentleman from 

\labama proposes. However, I do not propose to distort this 
discussion into a sectional dispute. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was not the purpose of my inquiry 
‘ 1] 

Mr. GARDNER. [ understand perfectly. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the American Cotton Manufacturers’ Association, at the 
head of which is Mr. Parker, of South Carolina, presented a 
schedule to the Ways and Means Committee, Out of 42 rates 
of duty proposed in the Green-Gardner amendment I believe 
that 4 are higher than the corresponding rates proposed 

the Parker bill, while 4 of our rates-are lower than the cor- 
responding rates of the Underwood bill. On the whole, our 
hedule is substantially lower than the Parker schedule. 

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Chairman, that personally I 
do not believe that cotton cloths made from yarns up to twen- 
ties need much, if any, protection; that is, provided that the 
cloth is a plain cloth, unbleached, not a fancy cloth or a colored 
cloth. In my opinion these fancy weaves, these Jacquard 
weaves, these high-numbered fine yarns, all need a great deal 
greater protection than is accorded them in the Underwood 
t I support that opinion partly by citing the importations 
which have actually taken place under the high duties of the 
layne law and partly by the report of the Tariff Board. 

[ shall now address myself to what I believe to be an en- 


only 


a 


tirely mistaken classification in the cotton schedule of the 
Underwood bill. Paragraph 257 allows only 24 per cent extra 
duty, no matter how complicated the finish, no matter how 
wonderful the pattern, no matter how many different colored 


‘ > 
thre 


ads are woven together, no matter what dyes are used. 
The Underwood schedule allows 24 per cent duty to compensate 
‘or the bleaching of coarse brown cotton cloth like this which 

hold in my hand. [Exhibiting.] 


f 
I 
ul 

cate design in colors, such as the one I am showing you. 
hibiting. ] 

In each case the Underwood schedule allows 24 per cent 

mpensation for the extra work. Could anything be more 
unreasonable? Consider the vast difference in the labor in- 
volved. — 

This morning I went into Woodward & Lothrop’s store and 
there was introduced to Mr. Mack, the chief of the white-goods 
department, and Mr. Bussell, who has charge of the depart- 
ment in which ginghams are included. I bought a number of 
pieces of cloth. They could not tell me the numbers of the 
yarns out of which these pieces of cloth were woven. How- 
ever, I had the Tariff Board report with me, and I bought goods 
like several of the samples investigated by the Tariff Board. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, is a piece of what is known as “long 
cloth.” No. 15 of the samples of the Tariff Board report is 
“long cloth.” Now, the Tariff Board’s report gives the number 
of the finest yarn in that sample as 40. As you will observe, 
this cloth is bleached. If it were unbleached, the duty would 
be 174 per cent, but inasmuch as it is bleached, the duty is 20 
per cent under the Underwood bill. Here we have a piece of 
Persian lawn. Sample No. 19 in the Tariff Board report is 


[ Ex- 


Persian lawn made from yarns whose highest number is 120. 
Assuming that this simple white Persian lawn which I hold in 
my hand is of the same fineness, the duty under the proposed 
Schedule would be 30 per cent. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
Mr. MANN, 


The gentleman's time has expired. 
I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 





is | 


Yet the Underwood sched- | 
ile allows only the same compensation for weaving this intri- | 
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Mr. PALMER. Would I interrupt the gentleman if I ed 
him a question not exactly on that proposition? He may ve 
covered it, and if so, I would not ask him to repeat it Llow 
does the gentleman's substitute compare with the Hill bill, which 
was offered last year? 

Mr. GARDNER. We are higher than the Hill bill on iin 
cloths except the coarse kinds. We are lower on the coarsest 
yarns and much higher on the medium and fi: ! On fancy 
weaves and on Jacquards we are higher in the higher number 
and lower in the lower numbers, but on the wh \ highs 
than the Hill bill. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman does not claim that it do t 
follow the report of the Tariff Board? 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman claims exactly tl If he 
has time he will read a telegram in which the chairman of the 
Tariff Board declares that he has never consented to give hi 


approval to the Hill bill. 
Mr. Chairman, I have shown you this Persian lawn, dutiable 


at 30 per cent, and this long cloth, dutiable at 20 per ce 
Now let me show you some singular comparisons in fan 
weaves. 

This single white cloth here being dutiable at 30 per cent 
what do you suppose that the duty is on this other intricat: 


weave of beautiful [Indicating.] ‘This sample her 
is made out of yarn No. 28 in the warp and yarn No. 20 in t 


colors? 


Le 





filling. It is known as a Jacquard gingham. It is dutiable at 
only 15 per cent under the Underwood bill. Here is another 
Jacquard gingham [indicating], No. 32 in the warp, No. 47 in 
the filling, and that is dutiable at only 20 per cent under the 
Underwood bill. Here is another Jacquard gingham, also 
dutiable at 20 per cent under the Underwood bill [indicat- 
ing]. Mind you that ginghams, gentlemen, are made by weav- 
ing colored threads, a difficult process and a slow process as 


compared with wéaving gray yarns into plain cloth. 
known as ‘* prints,” which used to be so popular, 
coloring the cloth after it 
cloths goes at 


What are 
are made by 
Machinery to make pri! 
a tremendous rate of speed, but no such speed 
is possible when a pattern is to be woven. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a Jacquard madras 
forms part of the filling; 13 waste, part of the filling; 13 4 
part of the filling; and 42 card in the warp. There [in 


is woven. 


‘ ‘ 





ing] is a very pretty, a very wonderful, and a very complicated 
fabric. Gentlemen, that splendid product is dutiable under the 
Underwood bill at a lower rate than that plain white fabric 
[indicating]. That plain white fabric [indicating] carries a 
30 per cent duty, while the fancy weave carries only a 25 per 
cent duty. 

Mr. COOPER. What is the value of those two, respective 

Mr. GARDNER. I do not know the value of this fancy 
sample; but I can tell you the retail value of the plain mple, 
because I bought it this morning. I paid 18 cents a yard for it. 
This isa half yard of Persian lawn. The price that Woodward 
& Lothrop paid for it was 12 cents. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minute » th 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTrLer] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I had expected to offer ! 
amendment to paragraph 270, but having had an un fortab! 
and. unsuccessful experience in my effort to secure the adopt 
of an amendment heretofore, I shall forego the pleasure of 
the bowling over which my colleague from Pennsylvania [M1 
Farr] will get when he offers his amendment in behalf of th 
lacemakers. This paragraph covers lace, window curtai 
ting, pillow shams, and so forth. The duty on the artic! 
named in this paragraph is to be reduced. 

I do not wish to speak to the amendment, wl f ; 
will be defeated. It should be adopted because it led 
to benefit and stimulate a great industry. I do Ze 
gentlemen on the other side for passing a tariff bi This much 
is expected of them. President Wilson, for whom I entertain 
the most favorable and kindly impression, yesterday said tha 
the country did not go Democratic last year. If it did not, I 
would like to know the way it did go. [Laughter.] le said it 
could not go Republican because of political differences in our 
party which led to division. His warning was in his fear of t! 
future. I believe the country expects the gentlemen of t! 
majority to pass a free-trade bill. The American people did 
expect it last fall, but they have now concluded that the nu 
jority will pass the bill which the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. UNDerwoop], with the usual candor that he shows in his 
speech, said is a bill in which the protection idea has been for 
gotten by the gentlemen who framed it 

Therefore it is useless to speak to amendment with any 


such amendment contains 
to present humble 


hope for its adoption, especially if 


a bit of protection in it. But I[ desire to an 








wt 5 

pl not le by what you term the protected interests, 
but made by the Inboring men, the operators employed in the 
lace il (! i P: 

It mi | infortunate for their cause, Mr. Chairman, that 
they addressed this remonstrance to Senator PENRose and to 
me, for a cause which we should advocate would be looked 
upon with suspicion by a free trader. If they had addressed 


it to the House it might have had, perhaps, a more patient and 


respectful hearing. The majority here only stares at the peti- 
tioner when he holds in his hands a petition for protection. 
In this protest these men say that they desire Senator PENROSE 
and me to vote against the recommendations of the Committee 


on Ways and Means concerning lace and lace curtains. 


Well, so far as my vote goes, not to mention that of the 
Senator, they will not be disappointed. The petitioners further 
say that the adoption of their recommendation—meaning the 


recommendation of the Ways and Means Committee—means an 
increase in foreign competition, and “also means less employ- 
ment and a reduction in the pay envelope for the undersigned.” 

‘herefore,” they say, “ we earnestly plead for your support in 
the retention of the present rates.” 

I shall place this in the petition basket where it will pass 
unnoticed and unhonored—to be returned to them by the thin 
and thorny hand of free trade in about six months from this 
time. 

It is only because of this short, well-pointed, and humble 
remonstrance that I raise my voice against what seems to me 
to be a positive wrong. It may not be, Mr. Chairman; when I 
think of all the different kinds of reformers who participated 


in the last campaign, I thought of some of them as the philoso- 
pher did of the tack upon the floor, most dangerous when 
pointing heavenward. If this bill will take from these men 


any part of the pay they have heretofore had, it ought not to 
pass. Who will deny that? i 

I do not believe that we are to have a condition in the 
United States in the business world, such as was described and 
promised by Democratic orators last fall in their campaign, 
ch would correspond to glories found only in the sky. These 
same men were promised less expense in their living and more 
money in their | A state of joy treasured in the hearts 
of angels and hoped for in the breasts of men. While this de- 
bate is raging here you admit that your only expectation is to 
prevent an increase in the present cost of living. You further 


wl 


irses. 


admit thereby that you do not expect to reduce it. I hope we 
shall not have disaster. Oh, I sincerely hope that we shall 
not. I do not predict it, Mr. Chairman. But I am anxiously 


waiting. I do not wish to see the fulfillment of Republican 
prophecy. It means distress. Our party can better stand de- 
feated than to be victorious by encouraging disaster. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes more to 

gentleman. 
Mr. BUTLER. I thank the gentleman from Illinois. Mr. 
Chairman, I believe that gentlemen, sensible men as they are, 
in making their air castles do not consider for one moment 
who are likely to ocenpy them. You have promised us a 
state of affairs which I believe that you can never supply. I 
do not believe that it is possible to cheapen an article of com- 
merece without cheapening every element that goes into its 
production. Therefore, when you cheapen the products of the 
country, I believe you are bound to cheapen the labor that 
brings them forth. If your bill justifies your predictions, your 


the 


lease upon power is indefinite. If it fails, you will retire for a 
generation. These lace makers did not expect you to convert 
our customhouses into market places where their product 


will be put in competition with that of the foreigner at ruinous 
You did not tell them this last fall, although you pro- 
pose to do it now. 

Upon this lace schedule these petitioners desire me to say to 
you that the wages on Nottingham lace curtains represent 
from 45 to 58 per cent of the value; that is, in the manufac- 
ture of Nottingham lace curtains the workingmen get from 
45 to 58 per cent of the value of the product. Furthermore, 
in the comparison which they make—and the comparison is 
made by workers who come from English and Scottish mills— 
the difference in the rate of wages here is shown to be 614 
per cent over the union rate in Nottingham, and from 164 to 
327. per cent over the rate in Seotland. It is not the lack of 
knowledge but the lack of time which prevents me from 
making the prediction of conditions which I believe you are 
designedly working out for these men. They now understand 
that you propose to increase the importation of curtains by 
this competitive law which is to be forced through by your 
forces riding unbridled at the business affairs of all the Amer- 
ican people. What explanation will you make when election 


prices, 
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day comes again? These people expected you to redux 
but did not dream that you would destroy business, 

These employers desire me to say to the Hons 
the machinery used in these mills is employed on 
thirds of the time, because the demand for the produ 
sufficient for their employment a longer time. There is 
for it. There is no use for it. It can be used for one 
only, and that is for the manufacture of Nottingham 
tains. When you are through, what will become of 
plause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the genileman has eo 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to th, 
man from Iowa [Mr. Green]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, everything I | 
say will be entirely technical, but I hope there are sony 
men on this and on the other side who wish to learn so 
with reference to the technicalities of this schedule. 

Last year and year before, if I remember right, a co 
was introduced by the Democratic majority of this Hous, 
bill now before us differs from it in some very import 
ticulars. In some respects it has been improved, and 
respects I think the action of the committee has been 
worse. The industry of manufacturing cotton is so im; 
creating as it does a product in excess of $228,000,000, of 
something like $24,000,000 worth of cloth are exported, 
demands, it seems to me, the most careful attention 
House and ought to have a schedule as well framed as 
be under the information that we have before us. 

When the Democratic bill was introduced last year 
to No. 50 bore a 10 per cent rate. That was the low 
that was given in the former bill. The present bill has 
rate of 5 per cent. In that respect it is an improveny 
agrees with the rates which have been introduced by 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpnenr]. 
former bill also gave as its highest rate on yarn 15 
The new bill gives as the highest rate only 25 per 
valorem and makes no allowance whatever for finishing. 
is, the yarns in gray are the same as the cable laid, me 
gassed, or advanced in any way by additional processes 

This, in my judgment, is a serious mistake, As a n 
fact, in yarns above No. 40 about 4 per cent of our w! 
duction is now imported, and in yarns used in this 
above that number about 19 per cent is now imported. ‘' 
to say, there are about 6,700,000 pounds above No. 40 i: 
and something like 35,000,000 pounds produced in this « 
But this yarn so imported was admitted at a rate 
numbers of about 24 per cent, and runs from that up t 
cent. They must be imported simply because they 
bought in those countries cheaper than they can be | 
manufacturers ‘produced by the parties who wish to tur 
into cloth. 

For that reason it would seem that the present rat: 

I have given are now on a competitive basis, and vet 
would greatly reduce them, and, as I am satisfied, 
manufacture and production of these yarns above 40 « 
over to foreign manufacturers, unless the American 1 
turer reduces the wage scale. 

With regard to cloth, I wish to supplement the rema 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNerR] at th« 
in saying that 90 per cent of the cloth produced in this « 
approximately 90 per cent, is in the numbers below 40 | 
in making it up. So that the provisions of this schedule in 1 
ence to plain cloth are by far the most important, so far as 4 
tity and value are concerned, of any found in the b 
seems to me that there have been some very serious 1! 
made in preparing this schedule. The report of the ‘| 
Board so far as plain cloths were concerned, especially thos 
the lower numbers, showed that practically all of them 
made and sold at the mill doors in this country for as | 
lower price than they were made in Europe and sold th« 
the mills, These plain cloths, therefore, need but little, if : 
protection. In the proposed rate given by the gentleman ! 
Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNner] and myself we have on the | 
numbers of yarn put a rate of 5 per cent, which possibly |> 
needed at all, but is only a nominal rate. 

As graded by the bill which we have here, the protect: 
the coarse grades of cloth is very much higher than there 
any necessity of its being, in my judgment. It can be, a0 
think it ought to be, reduced to the rates which the ¢e! 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNeR] has presented, aud |! 
possible that even those, so far as the coarse grades are | 
cerned, that are below the twenties, might also be reduced fr 
the figures we have given. But that is not really the mm: 
serious trouble respecting the rates and provisions of | 
schedule with reference to cloth. The very highest grade ¢'\' 


1 | 


L 


if 
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sn this bill on the cloth is 274 per cent ad valorem. This is 

ivanced, when it is colored, stained, painted, printed, Jacquard 
fjeured, or mercerized, by 24 per cent. The greater amount of 
the importations into this country are goods that are made 
either upon what is called dobby looms or Jacquard looms or 
some other kind that weave fancy cloth. This bill does not 
dis inguish in any manner between the fancy woven cloth and 
the ordinary plain cloths, except that Jacquard cloths are now 
included and advanced 24 per cent, whereas they were entirely 
overlooked in the bill which we voted upon last summer. As 
nointed out by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garp- 
ner], the process of mercerizing, or the ordinary courses of 
finishing, according to the report of the Tariff Board, costs no 
more in this country than it does in Europe, so that we added 
only the nominal amount of 24 per cent for it, and 24 per cent 
will be added under this bill; but if a manufacturer produces 
one of the most expensive kinds of complicated weaves, such 
as have been shown by Mr. Garpner, and some of which are 
simply fancy woven cloths and not Jacquard cloths, then, how- 
ever complicated they may be, made by dobby loom or Jacquard 
loom, no matter what figures may be put in or what kind of 
threads, the same advance is made. It is all luinped together, 
all thrown together with an advance of 24 per cent only, which 
will not anywhere near cover the difference in labor cost between 
that of this country and abroad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
( xpired. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
of minutes more. 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to have a couple 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman two min- | 
utes more, 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of 


demonstrating this, I will call attention to two samples men- 
tioned by the Tariff Board. One of these is duck, in which it 
will be found by examination that the labor cost is less than 5 
per cent. Turning then to No. 57 of the Tariff Board report, in 
the table of 100 samples given, is a fancy woven cloth in which 
the labor cost is 39.82 per cent of the whole cost of material, 
or what we may practically call 40 per cent of the whole cost. 
In other words, the labor cost in this kind of fancy woven cloth 
is eight times what it is in duck, and yet there is no difference 
made in this bill, and which we are asked to approve, except 
2} per cent. In the bill which was introduced last session by 
our Democratic friends a 5 per cent difference was made. This 
is an improvement in some respects, but it will not near cover 
the difference between the plain weaves and Jacquard weaves, 
or even some of the dobby weaves, some of which involve proc- 
esses costly as the Jacquard weaves. 

For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I assert that this schedule 
has not received the attention which it ought to have received. 
This bill is drawn upon wrong lines, and the rates are incorrect 
and erroneous and find no justification in the facts or the report 
of the Tariff Board. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Rogers]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have reserved for consider- 
able amplification in the Recorp my statistical and detailed 
observations upon this schedule of the tariff, and I therefore 
desire at this time merely to offer a few general observations 
upon this great question. Yesterday a gentleman from my own 
part of the State called upon me—and I assume that my Demo- 
cratic colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Peters], on the Ways 
and Means Committee, bad a similar interview—he brought me 
samples of cloth which he manufactures in his mill, showing 
the product from the earliest stages right up to the final stage 
in which the cloth is ready to be sold across the counter. 

He said: “How much do you suppose my mill gets for this 


beautiful piece of finished cloth?” I guessed very far from the 
mark. He said: “ Twenty-five cents a yard.” He then asked 
me, “‘How much do you suppose that retails for across -the 


5” 


counter?” and I guessed 75 cents a yard. He said: “ That re- 
tails for $1.50 or more per yard.” Now, gentlemen, I say to you 
that you are attacking the wrong place on this tariff propost- 
tion, in so far as it relates to these duties in the cotton schedule. 
You are attacking the end of the business where neither profits 
nor wages are unduly high, and yet you are allowing to go 
absolutely unscathed the middleman—the jobber, the whole- 
Saler, the retailer—to do what they like with the price, and 
allow it to go skyward, to soar to the zenith, if you please, and 
get whatever they can from the ultimate consumer. It is the 
intermediaries who get the large profits, much larger than the 
manufacturer, and yet the former are absolutely unaffected by 
this tariff reduction. 


Mr. O’SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. ROGERS. I have only five minu 
deal of ground to cover. 
Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. 

how we can do that. 
Mr. ROGERS. I must decline to \ 
utes. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is the fashion in certai 
of the country to charge that the cotton manufacturers 
England are robbers of the consumers, but the fact is that in 
Lowell, for example, the average yearly dividends « 
12 cotton mills for the last eight year | 
4} per cent. We in New England were much ediiied by a 
mark made on the floor of this House two y: 
cratic Member, then and now on the Ways and 
mittee, the Member from North Carolina 
those of you who were here at that time 
the South intend to make your mills in the 
to us or else go out of business.” That is the idea with which 
the members of the Ways and Means Committee approa l 
this problem when they were framing thi 
they are now attempting to enact into law. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has « Cpr 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 n 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene]. 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, 1 
state that the cotton schedule in the Wilson bill adopt 
Democratic Congress in 1894 was prepared after full and free 
consultation with delegations from the State of Massachusetts 
comprising representatives of both the manufacture who 
owned the cotton mills and of the different labor organizations 
representing the operatives who were employed therein. Had 
the remainder of the schedules of the Wilson bill been itte 
with the same care and discretion, the Democr: 
sibly might have been retained in power in 1806. 
The cotton schedule was uncl 1 when tl 
was enacted in 1897, and it was changed only to ! 
degree when it was reported to the House of Representat 
the Committee on Ways and Means in 1909 in the bill know 
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the Payne bill. 

After the Payne bill reached the Senate there were so 
modifications made in the bill which resulted in severe « 
demnation being visited upon the Republican Party and 
framers of the final tariff bill known as the Payne-Aldrich 
Taita Act. And while I believed then and believe now that 
many of the criticisms were unjust, I wish to call your atten 


tion to the fact that no representatives from either the manu 
facturers or operatives in the district which I have the honor 


to represent appeared before the Senate Finance Committee and 
asked for the changes in the bill which seemed to meet with 
such severe condemnation. Furthermore, r. Chairman, dw 
ing the 15 years that I hive been a Member of this House no 
manufacturer or operative has ever approached 1 personally 
or by letter asking me to secure any changes in the cotton 
schedule. 

Since the introduction of the Underwood bill, however, pre 
tests by telegrams and by letters have been insistent and ‘ 
in their denunciation of the cotton schedules which are con 
tained in said bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to offer any a1 dments to 
the bill, because I realize that, owing to the fact that there is 
a large majority of Democrats on the other side of the Hou 
all or most of whom are pledged to vote for the passage of | 
bill without amendment, it would only take up the me of tl 
House needlessly, without accomplishing any benefici resu 

Mr. Chairman, I listened to the remarks made by the g 
man from California [Mr. SrerHens] this morning in regard 
to his willingness to vote for a reduction in the tariff upon the 
cotton and wool industries, but he believed that there ough 
to be a tariff on the productions of California, and I do not 
forget when there was a proposition made by the Democratii 
majority last year to take the duty off of lemons the gent 
man from California, after voting himself for all the propo 
sitions that had been submitted by the Democratic majority to 
reduce the tariff, rose in astonishment and almost with t ; 


in his eyes and besought the gentlemen on the Democratic side 


of the House to reverse their action, and reminded them that 
he had voted with them on every proposition they had sub 
mitted and now they ought to vote with him on the question 
of lemons. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Now, gentle 
men, I do not know anything about the lemon industry, but I 
want it to enjoy the prosperity which it has long enjoyed. I do 


not regard the industry as so sacred that it should be entitled 
to especial consideration, while those who so regard it a 

nounce their willingness to join in the destructive onslaught 
on the cotton and woolen industries. I listened to the amend- 
ments proposed here by Mr. GARDNER, my colleague from Massa- 
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chusetts, and also the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green] with 
sole astonishment. 

[ express ny astonishment, for the reason that I think, as 
good men as they are in many respects, they are wholly un- 
familiar with the cotton industry. Some of the remarks made 
to me by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] 
as he sat behind me this afternoon, and the questions he pro- 
pounded to me, convinced me that he is not acquainted with the 
first rudiments of the cotton industry. I do not blame him for 
putting in whatever amendments he pleases individually; but 
I want to say in regard to the cotton schedule and the report of 
the Tariff Commission or Tariff Board, everyone knows that the 
Tariff Board did not complete their investigations regarding the 
cotton industry in all of its details, and they plainly stated that 
in view of the complex nature of the industry that there was 
room for a wide difference of opinion in calculating and estimat- 
ing the varied phases of the cotton industry; and there is no 
living man, no matter how capable he may be in other lines, 
who can take up the cotton industry in all its details without 
devoting very much more time than the Tariff Board were able 
to devote to it. It certainly would require very much more time 
than these two gentlemen on this side of the House have de- 
voted to the amendments that they have presented here this after- 
noon to enable them to qualify as experts in proposing legisla- 
tion with the view of having their conclusions enacted into law, 
which might seriously affect the vast number of persons em- 
ployed in the industry and the large amount of capital invested 
therein. 

I do not pretend to be a cotton expert myself, for I am not. 
I do not own a share of cotton-mill stock, and have not owned 
any since 1878. So I do not come here as a cotton expert. But 
! have always lived in a cotton-mill town and city, and conse- 
quently I partake somewhat of the atmosphere of this impor- 
tant industry. I am interested in the cotton schedule not alone 
from the standpoint of the manufacturers, but I am interested 
also in behalf of 40,000 people who are employed in the mills 
in the city of Fall River, where I reside, and who have families 
dependent upon them. They represent more than two-thirds of 
the population of my own city. I also speak in behalf of the cot- 
ton industry of the entire State of Massachusetts, the State that 
produces more cotton goods and consumes more cotton than any 
other State in the Union. For more than 100 years they have 
been making cotton goods in the city where I reside. 

The industry was started upon coarse grades of goods, and 
some of the early pioneers in this country brought some of the 
first looms and spinning machinery into this country, taking 
the same from England and bringing it into this country in 
parts and assembling those parts here, and beginning the manu- 
facture of cotton goods. And they have built up a wonderful 
industry, which now comprises many of the finer grades and 
varieties of cloth. I want to give you a little illustration of 
how it has been built up within the last 48 years. I call your 
attention to the number of cotton spindles that were in my city 
in 1865, as compared with the number that are there to-day. In 
1865 they had 265,828; in 1866, 403,624; in 1868, 537,416; and 
then going on until these later years, in 1910, when there were 
3,931,464 cotton spindles, and there has been no material in- 
crease there since that date. Directly surrounding the city in 
which I live, and the other portions of the district which I have 
the honor to represent, are considerably more than one-quarter 
of all the cotton spindles in this country, and there is not a 
more complicated schedule in the bill than the one pertaining 
to cotton. 

I am deliberately and unalterably opposed to the Underwood 
bill, because the rates proposed are not high enough to protect 
American industries and American labor, and, further, because 
the hearings held by the Committee on Ways and Means were 
not considered with care, nor with any other purpose than to 
make the people believe they were using care, but with the result 
in view of providing foreign competition, which, in my view, 
could only result in reducing wages or throwing American 
laborers out of employment and destroying capital invested in 
the cotton industry. I am deliberately and unalterably opposed 
to the amendments proposed by my colleague from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GARDNER] and my colleague from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] 
because they were prepared without the requisite knowledge. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say further that when the proposi- 
tion was made in the form of an amendment by Mr. Hill, a 
former Member from Connecticut, last year, it was brought 
into this House very much in the same manner as the amend- 
ments of Messrs. GARDNER and GREEN are brought here to-day. 
Mr. Hill’s bill came in as an entire surprise, as these amend- 
ments have come to my attention here to-day. I did not vote 
for the proposition put in by Mr. Hill, of Connecticut, last 
year, because, while I am willing to acknowledge that he is an 
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expert on the woolen industry, I do not admit that he y 
familiar enough with the cotton industry without devoting 3, ne 
time to the work, and I shall not vote for the propositions )) 
in by my colleagues to-day. The number of yards produced 
the mills in the city where I reside amount to nearly 1.21.) 
000,000 yards of cloth per annum, and the wages amount 
nearly $300,000 per week, or nearly $15,000,000 per anni) 
The whole industry of that community will be injured by { 
propositions which these gentlemen present here; and when { 
dull times come, as come they will in the cotton industry, 1 
they are present to-day, when the dull times come and the » 
do not find a market for their product, there is always sur 
be a loss in wages and a reduction in the prosperity of the « 
munities in which these industries are located, because why 
the mills do not find it profitable to run their plants the wo: 
men can not draw their pay. And any such complete chang 
in the tariff schedules as is proposed in the Underwood )i!! 
was proposed last year—and the present Underwood )il! 
more drastic than the one presented last year—should 
have the consideration and approval of the membership of th 
House. 

Mr. MOORE. 


Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE. Can the gentleman say whether or not | 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts | \l) 
GARDNER] in any way comports with the partial report of thy 
Tariff Board? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I am not able to say, I) 
the report of the Tariff Board certainly was not complete. [t 
was not fit to be taken as a basis upon which to prepare a }i 
and it was stated distinctly by both of these gentlemen who 
have presented these amendments that, after careful cor 
sideration, they had decided that they could not prepare a |} 
with any justice to the manufacturers or operatives based 
upon the uncompleted report of the Tariff Board without much 
longer deliberation. 

Mr. MOORE. ‘Then the gentleman does not consider 
amendments scientifically drawn? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
amendments unscientifically drawn. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] and I could not agree 
on a bill that was just. I said that the committee could not 
agree. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. While two men might agree 
upon something they do not know anything about, I am s:tis 
fied that the gentleman himself, while he is acquainted with 
fish and many matters affecting his own district, does not 
know anything about preparing a schedule relating to cotton 
goods. 

Mr. BUTLER. We should not have any division among our- 
selves, . 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. You do not want any division, 
but it is necessary to exercise common sense. I do not propose 
to stand here and allow an industry that has been established 
in my city more than 100 years ago to be destroyed or injured 
and not register my protest against the methods pursued bh) 
the gentlemen in the preparation of these amendments. 

Mr. STEENERSON. What does the gentleman want? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I want to be let alone, 
unless time enough can be allowed to assemble facts and pre 
sent conclusions upon which legislation may be framed which 
will prove helpful rather than harmful to the capital invested 
and the vast number of men and women employed in thie 
industry. I append herewith a letter which I received to-day 
from Walter H. Langshaw, of New Bedford, Mass., relating to 
the cotton-tariff schedule, which is worthy of careful perusal: 


Letter on the cotton tariff schedule to the Members of the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives from Walter H. Lanshaw. 


New BeprorpD, MAss., April 29, 1913. 


The honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 45 
sembled: 


I feel it my duty to make one more attempt to induce Congress to 
pass a cotton schedule that will meet the requirements of the situation 
without entailing serious loss to those who, in a measure or entirely, 
depend upon the cotton industry for a livelihood. ee 

he ep bill is wrong from any intelligent point of view. The 
reduction is too great, in some classes the rates are out of proportion, 
and a strictly ad valorem tariff is not suitable as a protective, com- 
petitive, or revenue tariff because of the fluctuations in cotton. ; 

I do not believe that the apparent desire on the part of the public 
for revision of the tariff on a lower basis means or necessitates 4 
vicious cut which will seriously disturb values and result in liquida- 
tion of labor and capital and serious loss to many towns and cities. 
Although the Democratic ticket was elected, the people have not ex- 
pressed themselves as opposing the protective feature and favoring 4 
tariff for revenue only. ‘ 

The adoption of the _ bill by the Ways and Means Commiitee 
on a basis not supported by the testimony at the hearing is to be de- 


I do not. I consider the 


plored, and that such action was taken without any reason being given 
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icnoring expert testimony raises doubt as to the sincerity of those 
dominate the Ways and Means Committee. 
stated in my brief. 2 per cent of our population, about 2,000,000, 





directly affected and should be informed why the Ways and Means 
nittee ored such testimony and have it explained to them why 

are made on a given number of yarn as compared with a rate on 
numbers. Tor instance, why is the ad valorem rate on gray 
yarns Nos. 20s to 39s made 10 per cent; on 40s to 49s, 15 per cent; 
on 50s to 59s, 17§ per cent; on 60s to 99s, 20 per cent? Assuming 
that cotton was a commodity in which there was a regular standard 
price, the different percentage rates then would give a net duty of a 


riven number of cents per pound. As a manufacturer I know positively 


that the cost of manufacturing No. 99s is about double that of 59s. 
Therefore whatever system is used the number of cents per pound 
should be double on 99s what it is on 59s, and 59s should be over 
three times as much as that on 19s, 

rhese comparative differences are not based on theory; they are 


pased on facts which can be easily proven to anyone whose sense of 
justice is such that he has the desire to act in accordance with the 
facts and merits of the case. It involves no intricacies or mysteries 
that need confuse any intelligent man. It is not necessary to know 
what it costs to make similar goods in Germany, England, or France; 
the comparative difference can be determined from our own costs. I 
challenge any person to produce evidence to controvert these asser- 
lons or to give a convincing illustration that a tariff on a strictly ad 

‘em basis will, when figured out, show a rate in cents per pound 
that will remain the same on any given yarn from one year to another 
or that will give the same comparative differences from one yarn to 
another in any one year. Therefore the proposed schedule is not a pro- 
tective, competitive, or revenue tariff. 

On_ cloth in the gray I challenge any person who possesses practical 
knowledge of the business to produce evidence that will justify the 
action of the Ways and Means Committee in putting only an addi- 
tional duty of only 24 per cent over gray yarns. 

On fabrics in the gray the cost is increased about half as much again 
r yarns. Therefore whatever system Is used the duty per pound of 
loth woven of a given number should be over half as much again over 
gray yarn in cents per pound, or its equivalent per yard. On fancy 
rics in the gray it is more than double the cost of gray yarn; in 
some fabrics more than three times the cost. On an average it is 
certainly more than double the cost. So whatever method is used the 
results should be that the duty should be in cents per pound or its 
equivalent per yard over twice as much as that of gray yarn. In 
support of this I will state that the pay roll of the weaving depart- 
ments of the Dartmouth Manufacturing Corporation is greater than 
that of the spinning and all labor incidental to spinning yarn, 

The working out of the proposed cotton schedule on a given number 
of yarn, assuming a fair cost or market value, when cotton was at its 
lowest price, would be 6 cents per pound. Using the same figures of 
cost, under cotton at the highest price in recent years the duty would 
be 9 cents per pound, showing a fluctuating difference in duty of 50 per 
ceut. This is no theory; it is an actual fact, and any method that results 
in such a change because of the changes in the price of raw material is 
not a good tariff from a protective, revenue, or competitive standpoint, 
— - certainly bound to be a constant cause of disturbance to the 
ndaustry. 

Under extremely high-priced cotton there would be no revenue, Under 
extremely low-priced cotton there would be importations, a super- 
abundance of revenue, and a large number of people thrown out of em- 
ployment. We can not possibly pregress on economic lines under such 
a law. 

On gray plain cloth the calculated results are even worse. The duty 
is in cents per pound all out of proportion to yarns. That is on a 
calculation using the same basis of cost for conversion and for cotton, 
and because of a rate on a strictly ad valorem basis the proportion is 
changed when worked out on high-priced cotton as compared with low- 
priced cotton. 

On fancy and figured gray cloth—which is comparatively a new in- 
dustry in this country—there is practically no consideration given to 
the large increased cost of conversion over and above plain gray yarns 
and plain gray cloth. There is certainly not over 15 per cent of our 
products in this country that is on fancy and figured work. A large 
portion is made in New Bedford, and plants have been equipped to do 
this work, and the little consideration shown for the increased cost in 
adjusting the rate of duty as compared with other classes is singular 
considering Chairman UNpDprwoop’s significant remark, when asked by 
a Congressman from this district to give New Bedford more considera- 
tion. He said, “ New Bedford mills are rich; they can stand it.” Rather 
a suggestive remark and unbecoming one who is such a dominating factor 
at this period of the Nation’s affairs, even if true; but the implication 
would hardly stand, as there are five or six mills which were projected 
and completed about three years ago which have not paid or earned a 
dividend, and the stocks are very much below par, some of them as 
low as 45 per share, and no buyers. 

There are the old mills which have good records whose stock has 
declined 20 to 40 per cent within three or four years. (See quotations 
attached.) Such conditions should certainly have important bearing 
and influence with those who are to decide what kind of a cotton 
schedule is to be adopted. 

In face of these facts do you wonder that those interested in gray 
cotton fabrics, mostly fancy, in New Bedford or elsewhere, are alarmed 
at the possibility of such a measure becoming a law? The Dingley rate 
of duty was unreasonably high, but did not affect the consumer, as 
gray plain cloths and yarns ruled much below a price at which they 
could have been imported. The rate was left high evidently for the 
purpose of making it so as to cover the increased cost of mapumetaring 
fancy fabrics, as there was no distinction made between plain an 
fancy figured work. There has been considerable growth, particularly 
in New Bedford, in the last few years, and this growth has resulted in 
domestic manufacturers underselling importers on special fabrics, hence 
the antagonism of the importers, who, I believe, have been given too 
much consideration in the making of the cotton schedule in the pro- 
posed bill, 

In the act of 1897 the rate was based on so much number. 
is the correct way, but the rate should be changed about every 10 
numbers. The duty on that bill of 60/s was 15 cents per pound. 
Assuming that 10 cents was decided upon, the tariff per pound would 
be reduced 334 per cent. 

On plain woven gra 
cents per pound; on 









This 


cloths the duty should be about 15 to 16 
ancy, which represents, as before stated, less 
than 15 = cent of our output in cloth, the duty should be about 20 
to 22 cents a pound ; other numbers in the same proportion. By a sched- 
ule on this basis the duty per pound would be fixed and not be disturbed 
by the change in the price of cotton. 
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In the matter of figuring the yarn on 
matical calculation of ends per inch and inches in 
pound, to determine, with due allow eS vr contraction, wl 
average number. This method is much better than a tariff ised on 
the finest number in the cloth, which would not always | asy to 
determine. 

We have listened to lectures by tl . 
from the problem that faces those the cot ndustry. at 
been assumed that we are lacking in efficiency and courage We have 
in New Bedford many English employees, and va lit nd q 
produced is little, if any, below any known standard rtain not 
more than would be natural, considering that we have a | ted market 
of skilled textile operatives and that our growth has been rapid 

In some instances where the dividends have been ex ‘tionally large 
we are given no credit for efliciency. but ar ‘ i la being 
avaricious. In instances where the dividends are s omitted 
entirely we are accused of keeping antiquated machin , and f 
condemned and criticized because we do not buy new machiner; na 
presumably pay 45 per cent duty into the United Stat 
then be called to task because we asked consideration to wh 
ditions entitled us. . ; 

If we carry our capital much less than cost and run the risk inv i 
in borrowing money, and then win out, our dividends are too high It 
we hold in reserve earnings to make ourselves strong, a iter pr: 
out and give the stockholders an opportunity to buy a few more shares 
at par, we are accused of watering the stock. I am remit 
remark which I think was made by Grove 
paign, that he was “ too tall when he sto 
sat down.” ; 

Two years ago Chairman UNDeRwoop wrote me asking for specifi 
information. I asked for an opportunity to appear before tho 10 
were engaged in the work, but no opportunity was given me. It was 
my intention that if I was convinced of the sincerity of those who had 
the work in hand to have given them all the information I had at my 
command. This year, since the hearing, I have endeavored to arr 
for a meeting with Chairman UNperwoop for the purpose of discus g 
the subject, but failed. I am now convinced that the request for in 
formation was made because it was known that I favored a moderate 
reduction and was opposed to the policy of the “ stand-pat element, 
and that some of the information I might give could be used for 
political effect rather than for th« yduction of economic principle 
in legislation. aa 

The consideration shown one of experience and wide knowledge of the 
business, who favored a reduction in the tariff, is strangely in contract 
with that shown to an importer who, I undefstand, has had the ears 
of a portion of the committee, and who, desiring to pe ach on our 
industrial preserves, is simply representing foreign capital. 





who are vé mu r 
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The attempt of an importer to controvert a statement of men of 
experience and interest in this business, on which the welfare of many 
communities depends, by mention of the duties and costs of some specific 
cloths, even if they were correct, has no more to do with the main 


questions involved in this matter than has the price of Poland Spring 
water to do with the cost per horsepower of the water at Niagara I alls. 

The Ways and Means Committee thus far has acted as the judge 
and jury, yet it is, in a measure, a packed jury, because the majority 


is comprised of those whose politics are the same as those of the party 
in power. The chairman, who should be the judge, really becomes the 
prosecuting attorney. The testimony of the defendants, the manufa 


turers, is thrown out, and evidence in favor of the prosecution is intro- 
duced at special interviews and the defendants given no opportunity 
to offer new evidence or testimony in rebuttal. 

Chairman UNDER Woop, in a speech to Congress, stated that “ conditions 
of the consumer and manufacturer have changed since the Dingley law 
was enacted in 1897." While this may be Introduced as an argument 
in favor of a revision, even on a lower basis, it is no argument in favor 








of the Underwood bill. He also stated that “all commodities have 
fnereased an average of 46 per cent.” Note that he uses the word 
“ average,” a word he criticizes others for introducing into the tariff 
features, in the same speech. If a portion of this increase has own 
because of high protection, in what proportion and in what industry? 
That is the specific thing we want to know—what industry) has en 
benefited unduly and out of proportion to others, all th considered ? 

Prices of cotton, wheat, and other como ities have advanced, and 
common cotton has fluctuated between 6 cen.s and 17 cents a pound. 
Special cottons, American and Egyptians, have sold as low as 10 cents 
and as high as 35 cents for same grade and staple. Is the protective 
tariff to blame for this? If not, why is it not possible that the same 
underlying cause is responsible in many of the manufactured commod 
ties, as in the raw materials? eS 

He states, “‘There is one law of supply and demand True 





there is no industry, business, or profession in which the 
and demand has been applied more effectively than in the « 
dustry. The testimony supports it—the proofs can be found 
who seek them. 

He further states “that there will be no immediate benefit to con- 


sumer because retailers have goods on their shelves bou inder pr 
tective duties. ‘he merchant will not buy more goods until he has 
sold these.” This illustrates the crudeness of the theories or hypocrisy 
of some men who pose as leaders in reform movements. 

A large number of people in New England would be pleased to have 


Mr. UNDERWOOD give us a practical illustration of the appli ation of 
this theory by disposing of some of our shares, including new mills. | 
There are thousands of bales of cotton and cloth in storehouses which 


millmen would like to sell at cost, also some new mills. I have on 

bought under “ protective duties.” Part of it bas been stopped two 
years because we can not get cost for its product. I would like to 
find a customer at cost or even 20 per cent less. Why is Mr. UNDER 
woop so much more considerate of the retailers’ welfare than for those 
who depend on the cotton-manufacturing industry for a living? 

He states that “the tariff has been putting a pri m on incom- 
petency. We find that industries highly protected are running with 
equipment 60 years old.” For every instance he will find in ’ cotton 
industry here, I will find a similar one in England, which the leader 


in cotton textiles. Incompetency is not confined to manufacturing; it 
is in all trades and professions 

Who is responsible for the laws which render it easy for unskilled 
labor and incompetency to come here in large numbers, but makes it 
a penalty for any inducement to skilled labor, even though we need 
them to establish an industry? This condition is contrary to eco- 
nomics, and manufacturers didn’t bring it about. 


He states that no favored manufacturer has sat behind the com- 
mittee doors and prepared this bill and dictated its provisions. I 
should put it that no manufacturer, certainly not in the textile industry 
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has recelyed any consideration. Personally, I ask for no favors; I 
do ask for justice and the introduction of some intelligence into a meas- 
ure that is to affect 2 per cent of the population. I admit that the 
protective feature has been abused, but because there is a malignant 
yrowth is no reason why the patient should be killed or maimed by a 
bungling operation 

Iiis reference to the raised tax on the luxuries of the rich and 
reduced on the necessities of the poor is in line with his reference to 


New Bedford mills mentioned in a previous paragraph. Expressions of 
this kind raise a question of the motives that govern Mr. UNDERWOOD’S 
action, and it would appear that the desire is to do something for 
political effect rather than for the permanent good of humanity. He 
tates on cotton cloth that the people were taxed 50 per cent; they 
have reduced it 30 per cent. These are the kind of stump speeches that 


are spread over the country by one who occupies a i that makes 
it ea to do. We are selling some fine cotton cloths in New England 
to-day at a less base price than similar goods are sold in England, and 


considerable of our standard products are sold at over a cent per yard 
less than they could be imported, A 
The general tone of his address and a comparison of the inferences 
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drawn from it with the actual facts indicates how essential it is that | 
a commission should be established and the tariff taken out of politics. 
The business interests of this country have suffered because of the 
cheap political demagogues, the “ins” on one side and the “ outs” on 
the other, playing the game for political preferment. 

There Is over $28,900,000 deposited in savings banks in New Bed- 
ford. A dollar invested in a corporation is entitled to as much con- 
sideration as the dollar borrowed by the mills from the savings bank, 


no matter who invests in, whether it is the man of great wealth or the 


comparatively poor man Most of the stockholders are per of mod- 
erate means. The city of New Bedford has increased about 60,000 in 
the last 20 years. Thousands of the employees in the mills have built 
their homes and borrowed money on mortgages. I know elderly people 
and widows who depend, in a measure—in fact, almost entirely—on 
the income of their modest investments. Therefore it is essential that, 
if justice is to prevail, these facts should have influence in the kind 


of a tariff law that is to be enacted. 

The steel industry yielded hundreds of millions to those who were 
prominently identified with it, and, according to “The New Freedom,” 
Mr. Carnegie sold out at about four or five times the estimated value 
of the property. There is no doubt but what this was due, in a measure, 
to excessive duty and limited competition, but nobody ever heard of 


anything like this in the cotton-mill business. Although there have 
been instances where exceptional profit has been made, it was with 


plenty of competition, such as is done in any business. 


Because the Steel Triist magnates in the past have gathered their 
harvest and stored it away it is no reason why the cotton industry 
iould be filehed and demoralized. 


[ am on record, as stated in my brief and pamphlet recently 
lished, as favoring for years a moderate reduction, and am opposed to 
the method of the stand-pat element who were the controlling factors 
in the Congress that passed the Payne-Aldrich bill. I am not seeking 
more wealth or trying to build up a monopoly; there is nothing of the 
kind that could be built up in this business; there are too many in it 
and it is too diversified. I expect and am willing to make a reasonable 
contribution for the common cause in the form of reduced valuations, 
if I can be relieved of the uncertainty and troubles due to pernicious 
legislation. 

What is desired principally is an accurate comparative duty for differ- 
ent classes of gray cotton yarns and cotton cloth, which represent by 
far the greater portion of the industry. 

First. A duty which can be based on our costs by a method that will 
not be subjected to violent changes because of fluctuations in the price 
of cotton or because of change in fashion. This is very important, 
because any irregularity in the proportionate duty per pound of one 
yarn as compared with another, or with cotton comprised of certain 
yarns compared with another, or with cloth as compared with yarn, or 
with faney cloth as compared with plain cloth, is bound to result seri- 
ously when the fashion changes materially. 

Second, I naturally desire that the rate of duty be not lower, cer- 
tainly not at this period, than is justified, considering the high cost of 
cur equipment, for which we have paid 45 per cent, or the equivalent, 


yub- 


more than our foreign competitors, as shown by importations of ma- 
chinery, and of the difference in wages, which is from 30 to 5v per 
cent, as can be substantiated. 


if the social and indusirial welfare of this country is to be given 
more consideration than cheap politics, it is now time to begin, and 
the present administration could give no better demonstration of 
their good faith than by passing a tariff bill which, even though it may 
be somewhat lower than is justified, will be at least scientific and com- 
paratively equitable 

I believe that the fundamental cause of the apparent discontent of the 
masses, which is not limited to this country alone, is due to a feeling 
on the part of those who labor long and diligently all of their lives 
that they do not receive a return in proportion to the share of the 
world’s work which they perform, and I certainly believe they do not 
receive their proper share. I do not believe that ft is due to avaricious- 
ness, selfishness, or tyranny on the part of men engaged in any manu- 
facturing business. It is due to the inherent eathdbueee of the human 
heing as expressed in all walks of life, and consolidated capital, under 
the name of corporation, has been a target for all those who wish to 
pose as friends of labor, particularly a portion of our politicians and 
professional agitators, who reap a harvest through the gullibility of 
the laboring man. , 

The cost of living is high here, more so than some time ago. So it is 
in other countries with a high tariff and with a low tariff, therefore, the 
tariff now in force, inadequate as it may be, is not entirely, if in a 
degree, responsible for the increased cost of living. 
cost of living is higher here than in other countries, but the margin 
between wages earned and cost of living is certainly better than that 
which exists in other countries. If this were not so immigration would 
cease. I know for a fact that many who, for homesickness or other 
reasons, return to the land of their birth, are glad to get back here 
again. I know of a few who are unable to do so because they could 
not save the money to pay their passage. ; 
though there must be some other cause for the increased cost of living, 
particularly in this country. 

Personally I believe it is due to the tremendous Increase in numbers 
of parasites, and people who live by their wits and those who labor and 
perform a kind of work which would be unnecessary if economic laws 
applied in all avenues of life. Political bosses, ward heelers, profes- 
sional ambulance chasers, and blackmailers—men who use their clever- 
ness to win a case and defend a man they know to be guilty and defeat 


the ends of justice and increase the cost of administering it; the | judgment as president of the Cotton Manufacturers’ 


Undoubtedly the | 


Therefore it would seem as | 










May 





large number that are engaged in competing for trade: unneces 
solicitors, the cost of and the energy used in providing the cons 
with an inferior article, which, if properly applied along creatiy 
inventive lines, would provide the consumer with a superior art 
Until legislation devotes more time to these features, the margin bet, 
the cost of living and compensation received for labor will not 
creased. 

New Freedom has a chapter entitled ‘‘ Let there be light.” I wong 
like some light to explain why the chairman of the Ways and Mo; 
Committee ignored the testimony of men who, unquestionably, we: 
identified with the radical “‘ stand-pat "element, and why they 
certain rates on one class as compared with another. New Freed 
also refers to a “Government by trusteeships” and the “ Po 
boss,” and, in accordance with the sentiment expressed, will you no 
dear Senator and Congressman, consider this question carefully ar 
patriotic and support that which you believe worthy according 1 
merits of the case? 

Writers and speakers, particularly those affiliated in politics, ai 
posed to devote too much attention to “ rich malefactors,” partic 
those identified with corporations. For 25 years I labored in the : 
with the workers. My letter is not because of a desire that 
should be taken to enable me to retain what wealth I have accumu 
or to add to it. I am satisfied with what I have and could b 
fectly happy with much less, and, no matter how the tariff is adj 
I shall have enough. My plea is principally on behalf of those [ 
know are not in as fortunate circumstances. 

Yours, very truly, WALTER H. LANGSHAW 
New Bedford, M: 

(President and manager Dartmouth Manufacturing Co. and B 

Manufacturing Co.) 


LANCASHIRDE’S VIEW OF PROPOSED CUT IN COTTON-GOODS TAR! 
Sir Charles Macara, president of the Federation of Master ( 
Spinners’ Associations of Lancashire, discussing industrial condit 
in the American cotton industry and the new Underwood tariff 

said : 
“All their concerns have 
capitalize than ours have 


d 


cost them a tremendous amount m 
They are left with this big handica; 


present, despite their tremendous tariffs, we have retained the 
end of the trade, and there is every likelihood that in this bra 
the industry the tariff reductions will benefit us, because it is 


difficult for them to secure the skilled workers that we have at 
posal. Their workers are of mixed nationalities and con 
migrating, and they can not compete with Lancashire in fine f: 
The reduced tariff will increase this end of our trade, but it w 
give us any greater opportunity on the lower and middle clas 
which Lancashire has not had recently.” 

The following table shows the high prices reached by local mil! 
during the year 1909, their selling prices in September, 1912, and 
present prices: 











High, Septem- | P: 
1909. ber, 1912.) 1 
DAR DE vise cas 46h dovddsde scveciesassboseants 150 
Beaton Manufacturing Co... ...:..ccccsceccccssccecce 1024 
Beacon Manufacturing Co., preferred............--.- 1124 
Booth Manufacturing Co., COMMON. .......222ee0---feeeeeeeeee 70 | 
Booth Manufacturing Co., preferred..........-.....-}.....-- bs) 
Dteiel MAIER OOo oo. si. cacnssenciccescsidess 100 | 
EM niSR ce) cetudeds duie cneadogdettiscnecdctsce 132 | 
CRGe SEE EO csv aectesbohdade conedsntie« 110 
Dartmouth Manufacturing Co. ....................-- 245 
Dartmouth Manufacturing Co., preferred............ 104 
EE Ss £5. done dcpdéncsttoontatasces 95 
Grinnell Manufacturing Co... .........cccccccccecses 180 | 
Holmes Manufacturing Co... ........cccccccccccccces ag 
Holmes Manufacturing Co., preferred...............- 115 
Hathaway Manufacturing Co...............sceee-0-- 200 
I anes tineranitetnesycententecnacces obwek 1274 
EE Saks anand anemngh etme give dpemne cheese 122 
PL 2. dal ntintwonapaysae penn esed tbteve 75 
NE RI 5 ns 4. ditine cikebugamcliann+ste spiedheses 0s 95 | 
RE Se 125 | 
N. B. Cotton Mills Corporation, preferred........... | 101 100 | 
TE ncncda od enichib ans as slid eng alee 132 o4 
ET Oe nn accgadnetiemi@ebennabes 130 90 
ee EE . onan chs ogantasepetedi ced: eéhiiuad «oat 390 
Se is oc valiinnwaies ony cedseatn ereied) oddest? 100 
nade bien oatinGheqidmndi nits wits s 1374 120 
EL ns, & sinc din eittans watenes esesieeuine dees 8 
i... oa nna panwennuaninekdeshi thee -ate 100 | 
Sharp Manufacturing Co., common.............-...-|----+--+-- 90 | - 
Sharp Manufacturing Co., preferred ...............0-).-.------- 1024 | 
ie Ola bandon sbiisorenadcehngwintetd 175 97 
i an. deh eet aAdntanSnddns eens ogeankwediun 127 105 102 
~~ OC cor Uclelscebedasccecntcancceneee 1424 | 125 | l 
i dit cn all 225 | 160 I 
! 


I also append a portion of the testimony given by Mr. Simeon 


| B. Chase, treasurer of the King Philip Mills, Fall River, Mass., 


in the hearing held before the Committee on Ways and Means 
on Schedule I, and the colloquy which occurred between lLimse!t 
and members of the committee. I print this extract from the 
hearings referred to, because I was refused an opportunity to 
make a statement.regarding the same before the House because 
of the lack of time allowed for its presentation: 


Mr. Hitt, Would it not necessarily compel a very severe reduction 
wages when it would become impossible for the industry to mect 
foreign competition on any other basis? 

Mr. CHase. I think that would necessarily 


fy 
in 


the 


be a result under thos: 


| conditions. 


Mr. HiLu. In view of the fact that the Tariff Board states that many 
of the products of the cotton industry are now sold for less than th 
English product by a considerable percentage in a number of cases, 
would not that intensify the difficulty in passing that point and then 
securing revenue after that? In other words, is it ee - vm 

socit o 1 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





































































untry, for any commiitee to fix a tariff rate which will establis! ‘ N ‘ 
in amount of competition and stop there, without imper An i mn pre — . 2 . ; " 
industry? ieee gely adva cod hh the an.0 i! = Aldrte 1 aa 
CuAsE. I do not think so case § ‘ as it applies to 80 Or ' ; 
Hitt. You do not think it possible? duced « , aa . . : : 
Cuase. I do not think so. Nobody knows where that point is, Except in the very highest od . t ' 
ee _ a 2d j sidera proportion of goods co! | t 
Hitt. That is it exactly I fully agree with you identical with the Wilson bill 
CHAIRMAN. You recognize the fact we are going to get revenue rhe Wilson bi ed } ; ‘ fad = 
this tariff? We have to have a reasonable competitive rate | yarns from » 50] . aaa d ; : 
re and there is no reason why you should net stand your pr cent. and on cloths mad ' 11 
of that reasonable competitive rate, as well as the other fellow Prey s to the Wilson no nt . 
Mr. CHase. I expect to. i » consideration I tl f 
s iA - ts 1 i u 
CHAIRMAN. And all we are trying to do is to bring about a | the threads r square it 
rhe present tariff bill is written like a mountain range with It was proven to the s sfact ? the fra ws ¢ . : ’ 
high peaks and low valleys Some fellows are inding the | that dut to just and f mula be ete ge: ‘ 
tition coming through the low valleys, and others are having the | of the rns l in the construction of t ‘ nd 
ntage of the high peaks. We are trying to equalize you, and I | Fall River schedule was ado d. Whi that oe ‘ , 
re you will agree with me that if we can succeed in doing that, | from th: at ‘int of high-tari “ entarif? 1 oo i 
ought to stand your share, as s the other fellow thought reg it as t most |} fect al sclenti ‘ ‘ ed 
Mr. CHase. I think this, Mr rman, in all candor, that even | Subsequent ta ills have retained ¢ : ! aod of ‘ : 
your own point of view, you are not going to accomplish what ut few change 1ave been mad Wa an ey 
think you are as far ¢ the American consumer is concerned an pparent demand for a further evision of tariff sched ad do 
} ivy get some revenue for the Government. not propose to offer objections to a reasot le modifica 
Ve have heard a good deal about the high price of cotten and gen- | We are willing to try to adapt ou siness to such rat ' 
have said a good deal about large dividends that have been | us an opportunity to compete y our foreign ri \"\ ‘ 
tain corporations in years gone by I sold a lot of goods believe this committee or the people of t} ntry ‘ 
retail This is a matter of record and can be proved. There | us to do business on a basis that ‘will ant of rd ‘ af 
about forty or fifty thousand yards I put them up in pieces | ceording to the Ame n 
shipped them to his store The expense on a yard from my mill legislation is making ev " 
store was practically nothing; there was no use to consider it as hours of work. to provide cot 
gy. My price for those goods was 8% cents. He refused to buy » in many ways t obli 
it that price. At any rate. he came back with a bid of 84 cents s in the has alread i 
[ could, at 84 cents, get possibly a little over a cent a yard profit, | the cost of production 
[ sold the goods. The man hurried me a good deal for delivery. We feel that the approach toward er duties s) i | th 
I went to the city where the merchant did business a short time after great care and moderation Drastic a m in that d : nd 
ds. and went into the store and wandered around until I came to | we think will, lead to demoralizatio nd su 
inter and recognized the goods that I had made, I asked the | of peopl ose wages may be lo m ' : 

k how much it was, and I found it was then selling for 25 cents a | utterly ta iW 

| | Whi n no tion te » re I 5 

| CHAIRMAN. I recognize, of course, the great difference between | think it d be done | slow and step 

holesale price and the retail price, but this committee can not We wish to point t the difficult ind dane { 1 t 
st that We do hope to relieve the consumer in some places, but | method of ascertaining the numbers « \ | l 

we are wrong about that and you are right, and we do not succeed | of the ad valorem system \ ns in t n 

doing that, if we equalize these duties so that they are reasonably subject to reat variation in e eve ' 

npetitive all along the line, at least we will give more revenue to | 1 \ slight variation in the diameter roll n 

Government; and the other » through the Government, will | owing to unavoidable difference in thickns of rr _ . p 
E ome. benefi m this tax. which they do not get when it is a pro a variation of as much as 20 per cent For stan de from 

tive tax. You recognize that? {| No. 100 yarn will have individual t} Is as coarse No. 9 

Mr. Cuass. I recognize the revenue feature | fine as No. 110, and we doubt if any expert at the cust ould 

The CHAIRMAN, And I think you will agree that we ought to make | be able to properly classify a fabric ing the yarn 

effort t ' \ nple method of evading an 1 » dut \ 

Mr. CHASE. But when it comes to the consumer, I do not believe you |} signment by foreign manufact rf ‘ 

going to do anything. | ry, he puttin n estimated nomin upon 

The CHAIRMAN, But at any rate, we will gi the people the bene may ena iim to « le a lat ! { d i 

f getting some portion of the tax that is left But I do not think | to be collected 

will disagree that that is a commendable purpose, if we do it in | Respectfully submitted 

eration } Ss. B. ¢ 

Mr. Cuase. If you will be careful, I have nothing to say | Laughter. ] Trea er K Ph } j R 

\ Loncwortu. Is there any class of cotton goods with the manu- | : 7 

re of which you are familiar that the statement made in the cir- | I also a the follow! irticle, which ¢ rm 
quoted by Mr. Palmer would be a true sroteinant ? | forcibly the vs of Mr. Robert Kenneth Me! in whit I 

Mr. CHase. I think there are cotton goods made in this country | ath The adnan’ 
where the tariff would not make a particle of difference; that is, you most heartily concur: 

u i hardly know the difference whether there is a tariff or not. | <a 1 FF REDUC ' HI ' 
amount of labor employed would be so little, with goods made as | I IT I ow ; ED a 
they are now, with automatic machinery, that it would cut hardly any | 

Mr. LONGWorRTH. Does it apply to any goods you manufacture your- | " Kenneth MacLea, + rly consu!tir I 
self? foard. ) 

Mr. Cuase. No; it does not apply to anything made in our town, [Eprror’s Nott The importan f ti f 

ther. so far as I know ; E , | appreciated During the t nt ca . Mr. Mael 

Mr. LoncwortnH. Or made in Fall River? supp rter of Mr. Wilson, not only arguing in 

Mr, CHASE. No. . . ‘ } tariff exhibits in New York, Brooklyn nad « ‘ 

Mr. ForpNey. You stated a minute ago you sold a certain grade of | and handling the details of o1 if the . 

is to a certain merchant for 83 cents per yard, and later on those given te a candidate for the Preaidenc hn wadves 

ods were being retailed at 25 cents a yard. | committee for the famous Wilson | id in ' , ) 

Mr. CHase. That is true. : : 1a ' 

: ° . 9 . men were to march all day and th Is 

Mr. Forpney. In reference to reducing the cost of the article to the | gown in honor of t occasion, he accomplished 
consumer, I can give an fllustration in another way which would be | cipje This great pageant set "for Saturde No ' 

a aie as to reduting the duty on manufactured articles which | called off because of the funeral of the late Vice | 

In the State of Michigan to-day, in which State I have the honor | Which took place at the hour when Meir MocLen 
to live, a bushel of potatoes can be purchased for 40 cents. The other | > Hors and adn Calabs ati ‘anal te reconnined 
morning when leaving for Washington I stepped into a dining car, and | thie ccuntev |) —_—" , 
ann - this country. |} 
paid 15 cents for one baked potato. [Laughter.] | Textiles. © fickle “goddess of azt 

The duty on a bushel of potatoes is 25 cents, and in order to reduce | to prove the m — of making or : . aa 
the value or the cost of that baked potato to the consumer that duty ee ' ¢ old. a : _—— = _— 
of 25 cents on a bushel of potatoes must be distributed. [Laughter.] ——— ae « ano Ea ee : es 
That is a fair illustraticn, is it not? |, Chagrin and ht a ao a so coe * 

Mr. Case. As far as the consumer is concerned, it is. I have | textile ee ee cantina’ anaes a a S 
not any more question about it than [ stand here that, as far as con- int baxteen we he iicndinen on hae. %. Wntieiner an Rs hag ‘d 
cerns the duties on cotton goods or the general duties on articles of | ;.. hought of by even the most ardent advocates of tariff It 
consumption that are levied in the customhouse, the consumer does | 2)°" i Silncead: iced “seiets. teat atone ene aniines atk ee 
not know anything about it. They do not cut any figure worth men yo aad * aie of the Ger rn nent “and. rho stand | ! 
tioning. the cotton industry. had done everything possib to t 


[ am not trying to whack the people who retail goods They are | from all an s to the Ways and Means Committee at Wa t 
doing a legitimate business, and Mr. Parker touched upon that. The enced bv Pre sident Wilson's preelection statement at H ul 
cost of distribution in this country is something that is a perfect | September 25. 1912. used i 
scandal; there is_no question about it. lia: rs - 


all over the land to elect 


said 


We have made money in our business at time big money at times. “What the Democrats propose is a very pract t deed 
[ am not here to deny that. All these statistics that have been poked | They propose to unearth these special pri i] ré d to them it of 
at me, most of them are true, I guess. But if you take 25 years, in the tariff. They propose not to lk ve A sin le con ' t { as 
stead of going back three or four or a half dozen or ten, they will tell a | tage in the statutes concerning t! e dutis gs that can po ) i idi 
different story. The average has not been so big. We have had these cated without affecting the part of the busine sa that ie sound and I ti 
periods when we have made money. I have known a mill to make 40 mate and which we all wish to see promote 
or 0% per cent in one year, when they had not been making any for | Then again. to more fully reassure the people of th sts u l 


five or six years, to speak of, but perhaps had lost money. That is the | he said at Pittsburgh on October 17. 1912 
nature of the business. : 


:. | “The Democratic Party does not propose free trad: any Pp 
But if you are going to help out the consumer you have to get at | proaching free trade. It proposes merely a reconsideration of the fl 
something else besides the tariff. If you are going ahead to get some | schedules, such as wil! adjust them to the actual busin cond ns 


revenue for the Government, that is another matter. | and interests of the country.” 


L- 
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t t ! d ms ] have 
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1 i t y it nt Ket 
But | { l ‘ ran Cor I tly 
l isin man in t < ( dustry on i 1} 
( } he l ( trial There i time 
! Con to « ! e these erro1 ind I sin 
: ' ] 1 t i injust t be pel 
| d At y Cong hould unde 1 t 1 do 
{ pen tl t of living the « th a 
i l n by ich ridiculou its in t ‘ riff 
Mr. U> RW< in his pu i nation 
o part of the committee’s work has inded 
production theor and the tl abso- 
I d l tariff maki ow L pe tu rT 
! in adhet the opposite of ul ent Mr. UNDER- | 
\ ) it itest excuse for ule: | 
Vi ler that 1 ‘ rate duty levied | 
nn i uW for mp is 45 
! ( ( ci he t r cost 
‘ ! ( n g ! 1 tl ounti averag oni 21 per cent 
‘ { ul of the product, that the differer n vor cost at 
1 abroad is about as one to two, and that 10 or 11 4 ‘ t of 
t \ » of the product levied at the customhouse would equal the dif 
f in tl r wage, it is apparent that our present tariff rates 
been 1 d r the purpose of protecting profits for the : 
! tures I not only true of the manufacturer of n 
t of é vy other schedule in the tariff act Te ct 
] oft ins to protect ineffici 2 

\\ p ? Let Mr. UNbDrERWoopD and the powers who 
I ke o { Y laws study the conversion cost of cotton cloths, of 
Ww tl but a ill portion, Take ordinary plain 

) containi rns of from 20s to 30s. It will be found by 

ition of t 1,285 different constructions fully analyzed by 

riff Board 1 rt that over 700 gray cloth constructi show a 

of col n costs of from 9 to 57 per cent on plain fabrics 

iq: om higher than No. 30s yarns Certainly tl represents 

that have s essfully gone into market distribution Why are 

( t vhich are tl actual cost ignored 7? Particu- 

when th : tually known after an investigation. The only 

‘ Mr. UNDERW D can give for ymmparing the differer in labor 

( that the Republican Party used that basis as a gument 

f ntended tariff making four years ago, which on furth investi- 
‘ t had to abandon. 

Ih ! ductions will not cheapen the great mas fabrics 
for tl I It will transfer the business on a great part of the 
fabrih i United States to England. The retailer will still 
get h profit I will the middleman who remains in business. The 
interferen with b z a result of these proposed tariff rates is 
nlready greater than it ould have been The Ways and Means Com- 
i n justif es low 1 s, claim that it has reduced the 
cotton-cloth tariff f n 42.74 to 26.69 per cent. The absurdity of thi 

t nt can be seen vet it is made broadcast throughout the coun 

vhen it is known that these figures ; based on the small amount 
o iportations ¢ wg 1912, which were fine goods and which were 
; iy ning in i competiti way with American-made materials 
! ted ut 2] cent of the distribution. 

\\ he me rates the real reductions are so great that the average 
* . tl is iniuntie Che rates should be compared with 
t! 1 dist ution of fabrics u the industry in this country. 
"| s tol it men a stror reason for a permanent tariff com- 
m r ta ls qd for th dy and elucidation of the irious 
pl ti because | S { apt to think more of 
t ! f tl welfai f ihe country in tariff making 
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that suclt ong } chan ar 

But 3 ] ent \ 1 said, pi 

sé ( they ga ¢ l ( ‘ 

So I let done t t 

worker ad ent icce ful 

many branches of tl tt indusiry, 

up tl industry and d t i fr. 
The CHAIRMAN, 'The time of the gentleman h: 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minut 


— Mia 
i rom Mass 


CHAIRMA 


tlemar 


The 


ichusetts 


[Mr, WILprr]. 
N. Ti { 


\T 


he gentleman from Mass 
WILDER] is recognized for five minutes 


Mr. WILDER. Mr. lirman, 
either in this world or next, 
manufacturing side of these propositions. But cotton 
the large of this country, one of the lar 
the wage scale paid is low, one of the lowest. Ther 
mills in my district making an extensive variety of 
from the to the high such 


Cl ° 


} I he pe to obtain t 
the for constantly harpin 


i 
industries 


} 


commone oO grade, as |] 


Bigelow, carpet; Parkhill-Southbridge, printing; big y: 
and so forth. 

Now, I understand it is the purpose of this bill that 
us to reduce the tariff on this schedule as a whole, | 
substantially. The query in my mind is, as a man 
whom is this coming out of? I know of one schedu 
pr nt time—on ginghams—where over one-half of th: 
of ginghams used in this country of that class is 


This of itself indicates that the tariff is low enough, d 
I want to repeat that, that more than one-half of 
class of ginghams consumed in this country is import 
in the case of those ginghams the tariff has been i 
The cut is about 50 per cent on that schedule. Now, 
this coming out of? 
Presumably we are trying to lower the cost of living 


} 


we might. But is there any virtue in lowering tl 
living by taking it out of our poorest class of peopl 


again, Whom is this 


reduction coming out of? 


If some goods are sold at such a price that one-] 
amount consumed is coming in now from abroad ! 
true also with respect to other smaller portions of t! 
chedule—and the tariff is lowered, what is going to | 
That is a plain, simple, academic proposition. What 


to happen? 

If the American 
that the foreigner’s Is do not in, sol 
be reduced, must it not? Do any of you gentlemen k 
the cotton manufacturers of this country, year in and 
are making less than per cent on the selling cos 
goods? Can you then come down more than 5 per cent 
losing all your profits? I am stating this as a practi 
Where is this reduction coming from? It will come from y 
it always comes from. 

This should be clearly understood if the cos 
be lowered; and if the cost of goods is to be lowere: 
only one place for it to come from, and that is from th 
ingman, because it all work. Go through it and fi 
what there is in the manufacture of goods, and you 
that there is nothing but work from first to last. It is all 

Mr. FORDNEY. What is the percentage of labor? 

Mr. WILDER. It is all labor, figured through from 
ginning. Wither directly or indirectly and remotely, it i 

Now, there is but one alternative, if these goods are bhi 
in from abroad—that is, if $100,000,000 worth of goods 1 
abroad comes, $100,000,000 worth of work is thrown out, 
it?—including work on the goods in the building of fact 
and in the machinery, and the tools, and the selling, and ey: 
other expense and activity that enter into the productio! 
represents just so much lost abroad to this country. Al 
those goods, as I say, must be lowered in price in this cow 
the cost must be lowered, and it can come only out ol 
workingman. 

Gentlemen, do not make a mistake about this. If the 
come in from abroad, one of these two things must happen, 
in either event it I do not know of any way by w 
you can figure it out otherwise, either in this tariff bill o1 
other. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, under the agreement I w 
have 5 minutes on each of the paragraphs numbered 264 
265. I ask unanimous consent now that I may have that I 
minutes at this time, and not take it when those paragrap! 
are reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


manufacturers compete with the 


SO Loot eT 


come 


a { 


7 
( 


t of gor 


ma 
isd 


is 


is loss. 


7 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

asks unanimous consent to have the 10 minutes to be allowed 

on paragraphs 264 and 265 consumed in general debate at this 

time, and not to be used at that time. Is there objection: 
There was no objection. 








1913. 


Mr. MANN. Ten minutes of that time was to be controlled 
py the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN] anyhow, and I 
vield to him 15 minutes. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
“ Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, no section of our great country 
s crown faster in industrial development than the Southland 
the last 30 years under the American protective system or 
jiev. In mining development, in agricultural and manufac- 
turing growth and development, and especially in the cotton 
industry, I challenge any section of the United States. We 
have a new South. While the other side of the House will vote 
almost solidly for this bill, there are thousands and thousands 
of Democrats among their constituents who believe in a pro- 
tective tariff. Prior to the Civil War the South was exclusively 
an agricultural country, with cheap slave labor; but the great 
God had stored in our mountains and hills inexhaustible quan- 
tities of coal, iron, marble, kaolin, zine, copper, and 
minerals, and away up and down the slopes of the Allegheny 
and Cumberland Mountains the finest body of hardwood timber 
on the american Continent. 

In those days before the war we were sending our money 


} 
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and Japan; let us buy more.” This bill, according to your 
|} own figures and reports, estimates we are going to buy from 
foreigners in the first year of its operation $12,568,000 more 
rather than buy it from our own people—from the 850 cotton 
mills of the South—making under the first year of the Under- 
wood bill the valuation of total imports of cotton goods 
$77,821,000, which sum will be taken out of this country, out of 
the channels of trade, sent to foreign lands, giving employment 
to foreigners when we have an army of deserving American 
working people here at home. 

You say this is Democracy. You say this is a nee 
with your promise when you wrote in your platfo t ) 
“legitimate industry ” in this country would be harmed or ji 
jured if you were intrusted with power. Will it harm the « 


other | 


from every State in the South to New England for every piece | 


of calico that our people needed. When we did not purchase 
in New England we shipped our raw material 3,000 miles across 
the ocean, to be made up by foreign operatives in the cotton 


mills of Manchester, England, and reshipped the finished arti- | 


cle across the Atlantic Ocean, to be purchased and used in the 
South. We paid the freight both ways. But times have 
changed and conditions have changed in the South. I match 
the southern business man and manufacturer against the busi- 
ness intellect of any set of men in the world on equal terms and 
conditions. We took from New England more than half of the 
manufacture of American cotton goods. We have a splendid 
lot of cotton mills in Virginia and the Carolinas, Tennessee, 
Georgia, Alabama, and in other States of the South. There are 


850 of these mills, representing $300,000,000 in plants, houses, | 


and machinery, with more than 200,000 operatives. We have 
built many new manufacturing towns and cities. We have fur- 
nished better wages to the boys, girls, and men, and through 


them we have put more money in local circulation for the pro- | 


fessional men, the coal operators, the merchants, and the tax- 
gatherer. The farmer has a new and better market for 


cotton and the railroads have greatly increased their earnings. | 
It is the most injurious and destructive | 


What is this bill? 
bill to the interests of the South that 
mortal man, the Wilson bill not excepted. 

What has the South to gain in this bill for the future increase 
of her commercial, agricultural, and manufacturing interests? 
Our rivals in Pennsylvania exacted tribute from the southern 


was ever written by 


people for more than a hundred years under a protective tariff. | 


You have given them free iron ore in order to meet the tron 
furnaces of the South in competition in the Mississippi Valley 
and on the Atlantic seacoast. You have reduced the price of 
pig iron until you have made it impossible for the southern 
furnaces to sell a dollar’s worth of pig iron on the Pacific coast 
in competition with the cheap Chinese pig iron. You have made 
it impossible for Birmingham and Tennessee to sell in success- 
ful competition along the Atlantic coast with pig iron made in 
Germany and England, not to mention the furnaces of Penn- 
Sylvania. You have given up our iron ore, our pig iron, our 
zinc, our lead, and our coal market in New England. You 
are going to destroy a great industry of a sovereign State of 
the South—Louisiana—which has followed the Democratic 
banner ever since its creation. By this legislation you will 
bankrupt countless people in that State, throw their macbinery 
into the scrap heap, and wipe out $100,000,000 of their invest- 
ents, and turn the operatives loose without employment. 

And here is this cotton schedule. Why, the southern cotton 
manufacturers met in this city and appealed to you in a letter 
which was read to your caucus. More than 140 of the cotton 
mills of the South have never paid a dividend. A number of 
them have gone into the hands of receivers. Instead of en- 
couraging them, instead of helping them, now that you are in 
power and are writing the tariff bill, you turn your backs upon 
them. Is it fair? Is it just? 

I love the people of the South, my own, my native South, 


and, God helping me, as long as I am a Member of this House | 


I will never cast a vote against her interests or one that will 
retard her progress or development. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

We purchased abroad last year $65,000,000 of cotton goods. 
Although we grow 60 per cent of the cotton of the world, 
what did we export? We exported $50,000,000. We bought 
$15,000,000 more than we sold in foreign lands. And you are 
not satisfied with that? 


his | 


Southern men helped write this tariff | 


ton mills of the South and the working people in these mills 
to take every year $12,000,000 additional from them and pl: 
tuose orders in Manchester, England, and in Japan? The 
industry of the South is a legitimate industry. I dare you to 
say that it is not. Why, the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means says that under the Payne tariff bill we are 
putting money into the pockets of the “ special interests.” When 
Wwe pay wages to the men and women, boys and girls employed 
in American cotton mills, is the money going into the pockets of 
the “ special interests ” Take the 200,000 people in the South, 
many of them girls and boys who are aiding in the of 
the families that need the money; they are all a part of the so- 
called “ special interests.” 

Oh, but you say there is a high-tariff will around America. 
Last year, under the Payne tariff bill, we permitted to come 
into this country free goods to the value of $8S81,512,000, There 
was no high-tariff wall to keep them out. The foreigners sold 
more goods coming in free last year than they did of goods pay 
ing a duty. This is the first time this has happened in 17 years 
in this country. 

What do you propose to do in this bill? You say we are not 
now getting enough on the free We are to add 
| $102,400,000 to be admitted without the payment of duty, mak- 
ing a total under your bill with the amount imported free under 


wevtt 
tt 


9 


support 


list. roing 


' 
| the Payne law last year $983,915,000. In other words, this 
|amount of goods will be sold in competition with American 
mills and wage earners without paying a cent of duty. 

How about Japan, where they pay 10 or 15 cents a dav to 
women and the men 22 cents a day in their cotton mills? Why, 
they have constructed in their manufacturing cities the best 


type of English-made cotton machinery. 
England and the South furnish cotton goods 
the Japanese have in the past two years cotton 
| goods to the amount of $1,800,000 in this country as against 
$10,470 in 1890 and $292,915 in 1910. 


Where the mills of New 
on the Pacific 


coast sold 


What will they do if the duty is reduced? Mark the predic- 
| ton : Within 12 months after this bill becomes a law the 
Japanese importation of cheap cotton goods will be three times 
| what it is to-day. 

Mr. KITCHIN. How much is it to-day? 

|} Mr. AUSTIN. In two years it was $1,300,000. Then, when 
| the Panama Canal js opened and you have cheap water trans- 
portation to Japan, they will capture and control the markets 


of the Eastern States. 

Mr. KITCHIN. How much do we send there? 

Mr. AUSTIN. My good and genial friend, the Demosthenes 
of the House that saved a satisfactory duty on peanuts of his 


State, North Carolina, in this bill, asks me how much we send 
there. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Let me ask the gentleman. He said that 
| China sent a million and a half dollars’ worth of cheap good 
| to this country. 

| Mr. AUSTIN. No: I said Japan. If not, I meant Japan. 

| Mr. KITCHIN. Well, the gentleman knew, if he knew any- 
| thing, that she did no such thing. The gentleman knew an- 


other thing—that we export ten times more 
that are imported from all the world. He knows that we export 
to China in competition with Japan five times more cheap 
| goods—cheap cotton cloths that are imported into this country 
| from all countries in the world. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman says I made a misstatement as 
to cotton goods imported from Japan. I will hand him the 
Government reports from the Bureau of Statistics, furnished me 
by the Department of Commerce, on Japanese imports, 

Mr. KITCHIN. ‘Those are not cheap cloths; 


of the cheap foods 


they are all 


figured faney Japan goods. 

Will the gentleman yield? 

I would like to yield to the gentleman from 
the 


Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. AUSTIN. 
Massachusetts, who saved free coal for Massachusetts at 


bill, which says, “We are not buying enough from England | expense of the coal industry of West Virginia and Virginia. 
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The CHAIRMAN, 


Nred 


The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
eeC I Ss « | 


AUSTIN, 


Will the gentleman give me a few minutes more? 





I want to answer the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. KITCHIN. You had better give him half an hour, for 
it will take that time to answer. 

Mr. MANN. I will give him as much time on this side as 


the gentleman will give him from that side. 


Mr. KITCHIN. I have not control of the time. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I thought the gentleman had them all by 
strangle hold. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman from 
‘Vennessee, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Now I will.give the gentleman the figures. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The figures the gentleman has given me do 
not show a yard of cloth coming from Japan—it is cotton 
waste, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Look at all the schedules. The gentleman 
talks about our exports. 


We shipped to China cheap cotton goods to the amount of 
$29,814,000 in 19% and last year we shipped $7,454,000, show- 
ing a loss or difference in the two years quoted of $22,359,000. 
The English trade papers complained that the Japanese, with 
thelr new machinery and their cheap labor, have been enabled 
to drive them out and supplant them in a number of the Proy- 
inces of China in the sale of cheap cotton goods. 

Take the question of hosiery 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. No; I will not yield with only three minutes 
at my disposal. Take the question of hosiery. There are 10 
or 12 mills in my town, and the people of the South have a 
large number of mills making hosiery all through the South, 
with practically every dollar of it southern capital. What are 
you doing with that industry under this bill? You are increas- 
ing the importation of hosiery $1,500,000. Most that is in 
wages, and you are giving that trade to Germany. That is 
what you are doing—taking it from our mills and wage earners 
and giving it to Germany. 

I am going to put in the Recorp an interview from one of 
the leading cotton manufacturers in my town, one of the ablest 
and best Democrats in Tennessee, a man who recently came 
within 4 votes of being elected United States Senator—Col. 
L. D. Tyson—in which he says that this proposed legislation 
is drastic and will prove injurious to the cotton mills and to 
the South. What else? I will give you also in the Recorp a 
statement from Robert Kenneth MacLea, who supported Presi- 
dent Wilson and who made addresses in New York City in his 
interest and who was selected chairman of the committee to get 
up that great industrial reception to President Wilson, as a 
candidate, which was called off on account of the funeral of 
Vice President Sherman. 

Here is an open statement, a letter, stating .hat the Demo- 
cratic Party had violated its promise in its platform, and that 
the President had violated his promise in speeches made in 
Pittsburgh and in New Jersey, when he said that no legitimate 
industry would be crippled or injured by the Democratic Party, 
and that the party was not for free trade and would not favor 
legislation that would endanger any legitimate, honest business 
in this country. [Applause.] I will also add a copy of the letter 
of the American Cotton Manufacturers’ Association of the South 
read in the Democratic caucus and a day letter or telegram from 
a i-mill company. 





of 


Tennessee cottor 


[from the Knoxville (Tenn.) Daily Journal and Tribune.] 
COL, L, D, TYSON’S INTERVIEW. 
is no name for the cotton-mill operators of the South. In 


* Blue” 


North and South Carolina, in Alabama, and in Georgia they are in very 
bad spirits, and do not know to what ends the action on the tariff as to 
the cotton schedule will bring the cotton business. The cut in the 
schedule is pronounced by cotton men as being “drastic,” and its 
efiects will probably begin to be felt after September. 


Col. L. D. Tyson, who, with James Maynard, Esq., went to Wash- 
ington recently to present the position of the cotton operators of the 
Southeastern States, returned to the city yesterday evening. Mr. May- 
nard went on to New York and the East. 

In reply to a query as to how the cotton-mill men expect their busi- 
ness to be affected by the tariff revision, Gol. Tyson said: 

“The cut on all cotton goods has been very drastic. A cut was 
expected, but it has placed the tari below anything that had been 
expected or anticipated. We had no idea that the tariff would be 
placed as low as it is now scheduled to be reported on for passage. The 
cotton men, in fact, are pretty blue. 

“I do not know what effect the revision will have on the business. 
The cut amounted to as much as 50 per cent in some items, Cotton 
underwear and hosiery were cut from 80 per cent to 25 per cent. On 
cloths the revision was from about 60 per cent down to 25 per cent. 
On yarns it was 40 per cent as the highest down to 5 per cent as the 
lowest, and, of course, the cuts were different on different yarns. I 
haven't the proposed schedule before me and can not give the details 
as to these cuts, 

“Many think that they will have to shut down their mills and many 
workers will be thrown out of employment if the bill is passed as it 
now stands, and it looks as if it would pass, If there is any change 
in the present schedule, it will have to be made in the Senate, t 





seems that Mr. Wilson is doing everything in his power to get t 

through as it stands 
“IT don’t know when the bill will become effective, whether immo. 

on its passage or at a given later date, but the operators do not | 

a probable change in the conditions resulting from it before the * 

October; that is to say, nearly all mills have orders which w a 

them running until about that time, and unless the present pr 

bill causes much agitation it may be that there will be no ch 

the business until the contracts now operative are filled. 

“ Of course, the biil will curtail all projected enterprises in t 
industry, and I don’t suppose there will be another spindle py 
South for some time. ; 

“The yarn men seem to be in the most unfortunate position 
of the textile manufacturers, as the cut is, of course, worse th I 
anywhere else, unless it was in hosiery and underwear. 

“What I have said as to the conditions is the consensus of « 
among the cotton men. For my own part I think the Ways and \| 
Committee has gone too far. Of course, there must be a rey 
expected that. It was in the Democratic platform, which de: 
substantial revision, but the proposed revision has not only 
stantial but it has been drastic.” : 





[From May issue of Dry Goods.] 
OVERDOING TARIFF REDUCTION, 


(By Robert Kenneth MacLea, formerly consulting expert of t! , 
Board.) 

[Eptror’s nors.—The importance of the following article 
appreciated. During the recent campaign, Mr. MacLea was an 
supporter of Mr. Wilson, not only arguing in his behalf at the 
tarif exhibits in New York, Brooklyn, and elsewhere, but in 
ing and handling the details of one of the greatest demonst: 
ever given to a candidate for the Presidency. As chairman « 
executive committee for the famous Wilson parade, in which 1 
100,000 men were to march all day and thousands of business 
to shut down in honor of the occasion, he accomplished the se 
impossible. This great pageant set for Saturday, November 2, had ¢ 
called off because of the funeral of the late Vice President Ss! 
which took place at the hour when Mr. Wilson was to have rey 


the great body of industrial workmen. Mr. MacLea is an ex; 
tari matters and administration, and is recognized as a 


authority in this country.] 

Textiles, oh, fickle ** Goddess of Azure” In woman’s world, t 
to prove the means of making or breaking another party of “| 
power” as of old. 

Chagrin and unhappiness reign In the textile world to-day | 
like a bolt of lightning out of a clear sky, the new Underwood t 
textiles (wool and cotton particularly) was thrust upon the cor 
horizon on the afternoon of April 7. Nothing approaching it had 1 
thought of by even the most ardent advocates of a low tariff. | 
stunned. Honest men, who have never been guilty of asking or 
ing for favors at the hands of the Government, and who stand | 
in the cotton industry, had done everything possible to show thr 
from all angles to the Ways and Means Committee at Washi: 
influenced by President Wilson's preelection statement at H 
Conn., September 25, 1912, used all over the land to elect him, in 
he said: 

“What the Democrats propose {!s a very practical thing, 
They propose to unearth these special privileges and to cut them « 


the tariff. They propose not to leave a single concealed privy 
vantage in the statutes concerning the duties that can pos 


eradicated without affecting the part of the business that is sou 
legitimate and wiiich we all wish to see promoted.” 

Then, again, to more fully reassure the people of the business \ 
he said at Pittsburgh on October 17, 1912: 

“The Democratic Party does not propose free trade or anythi 
proaching free trade. It proposes merely a reconsideration of t! 
schedules, such as will adjust them to the actual business cond 
and interests of the country.” 

So it came about that the cotton textile men of the South met 
new power at Washington in “the spirit of accommodation, 
showed frankness and willingness to help the new administration 

Business proceeded normally from January 22 and 23, when th 
ings were held, until April 7, when the terrific cuts in cotton t 
were uncovered. Steadily since the cotton market has declined, ' 
the time of writing over 100 points, or $10 a bale, has been lop 
the farmer’s holdings of unsold cotton. The radical cuts in cotton t 
have done this thing. Cloths have felt the influence, too. 41 
clines from day to day have put the market down in quick order 
low, unprofitable level of 1911. The equivalent can be estimated « 
in millions of dollars of unnecessary loss. 

The reason for this chaotic condition is simple. 
publicly stated that some of the rates proposed on textiles are. / 
difference in cost of production between here and abroad, which i 
trade pure and simple. P 

It seems almost incredible that the attitude of the lower bra! 
Congress is such as it has proven to be. The Ways and Means ( 
mittee has sought and obtained advice and information from all ¢ 
tions. Much of it has been thrown in the wastebasket, and they ha.) 
brought out a bill on cotton textiles which will hit some parts of { 
industry a blow it is unable to stand. : ; 

Approximately 10 to 12 per cent of the distribution in this co 
consists of fine plain and fancy cotton cloths, which under the ce 
of 1910 amounts to about $50,000.000 at mill valuation, but « 
$100,000,000 consumers’ values. These productions are made y 
class of mills which can not hope to compete successfully with the | n 
lish production under the American conditions if these proposed rates 
become law. * ; 

According to the census of 1910 there was over $200,000,000 w 
at mill value of all other cotton mill productions (excluding cl 
Portions of this part of the industry are facing absolute disas' 
Quilts, for instance, dutiable presumably et 25 per cent under one p: 
graph are really dutiable at 10 or 124 per cent under another, whi 
extending “special privilege’? to certain importers who have been mos 
active with the Ways and Means Committee, and will turn the ent! 
business on this class of material to Germany. The same remark applies 
to an enormous quantity of cotton blankets. anes does not permit © 
giving the details of many similar examples, whereby whole Industries 
of this or that class will be hurt beyond calculation and unnecessar''s 

There are a large number of mills making a different class of goods 
that will not suffer especially under the proposed rates which ave 
calculated to prevent the secondary distributor or middleman frm 


Men who kno\ 
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ing to much for fabrics converted by him. This, however, is con- manufacturing, and at the same time in consistency with t 1 vy of 
1 only to plain goods } reasonal nward revi n and tariff fi \ 
he great complaint of the p he trade of this country We rt tl } I i 
the Payne-Aldrich law on < ) tile was the special graft | provision » tariff as \ 1 y dom 
1 into the law for the benefit of a handful of manufacturers, who | turers into competitive 1 
read received their just deserts, for internal « i To t ! t 1 < 
ted at their productions as a resu of the publicity ‘ y | to the Ways id M is ¢ 
ititance with Senator Aldrich four years ago is br ht ] e} could be int ) ! 1 wit 
to their lowest level of valu in t i cotton manufactui } 
{ ) if Live I ‘ \ A tly ‘\ l y 
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upper | - & t ids] that ! t 1 
\ not ! o 1 il t ! 1 
1 } 1 ‘ it i \"\ ¢ 
in ft » 4 t ) ) P { V } 
r pul tex i I ile it in tl mitt »1t t rR } 
{ I 
Mr I « } ' idd ‘ 
j ‘ - f S ' 4 
i in the <¢ i V 107 
» t I It t 
i 1 bave t 
! ! by tl! \ M ‘ 
I rt ( lore f Ir 
‘ t t] 
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t t \ ‘ { I luct t ‘ in with | i } 
l to ” 117 t be to tra i 
, i t t United St t 
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ve t 0 h ny I 
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( s to l 
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Why stop at k I s i | whe t t the ! 1 : 
must ike our tarif 1 gs, | 1 ' 
( i ht ta : t . i ke ore a ult 
< t cont } j rf t ties to thir It will f l contin n it 
xamination f the 1,255 di ent ! ti fully i] 1 by port 1 of 
t riff } dt t that « r 700 gray cloth const! ti show a It i n ind ’ 
I ‘ n 9 to dé pe t « pia en ged in 
‘ ngenot hi than N v0 Certainly t I & holder 
i t have sfull ( ) ket « tio Phe i 1 
1 nvé costs, whi a t sts, i i? facturir plants i t ' 
l V r the ( \ I ift n it tiga I tion |} d l 
M I ‘ r rir the fference nse to be | t 
( mubl Part i that basis as an argu In tl » views we respect t ur ! t 1 rest ft f 
ment iff making four years ago, which on further | further « id l i t | 
inve don | refer i t 
lucti will not cheapen the great mass of fabrics Very res} tfulls 
the consumer, It will transfer the business on a great part of the Ay ICA ( M ' » 2 
cs used from the United States to England. The retailer will still | -— 2 3 
his profits, and so will the middleman who remains in business. | C. B. Brya 
interference with business as a result of these proposed tariff | : 
s is alre reater tl j have been. Phe Ways and | 
ns Committee, in justifica rates, claim it has reduced | DAY LETTER MA ‘ 
the cotton cloth tariff per cent. The absurdity of | \ { 
this statement can be s le broadcast throughout the | pron. rienarp W. At ane 
country) n it is known that these figures are based on the small He at bad ! , nm 
amount portations during 1912, which were fine goods and which | : : : 
were ali coming in in a competitive way with American-made | : A alates y a os d tariff 
materials and amounted to but 2 per cent of the distribution. = on ‘ Ma \ t 
Vith the new rates the real reductions are so great that the average ~ ! , ‘ i y nd 
is 16.23 per cent Chis is injustice. The rates should be compared with A ‘ ‘ can i I ul { in 
fabri is country. I i t es I t ced and 








the known distribution of fabrics used in the industry in t! : oe ; 

This shows to 1 ness men a stror reason for a permanent tariff | fe y : anjured, | iped out i ve us 

commission or tariff board for the st and elucidation of the various peas ta} me! T at wisi race rat I i 

phases of trade. It is because politicians are apt to think more of their | ++” 

constituents than of the welfare of the country in tariff making that | 

such strong political changes are witnessed from year to year. 1 as Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman. I vield to 
olin } +} : > ar ® ae “War . 

rior to election on September 21 last, For New York [Mr WALLID 














President Wilson said p 

there is a God in the heaven; there is justice in the souls of men.” . 
So I say let justice be done to the hundreds of thousat of mill Mr. WALLIN Mr. ¢ rman e later I 
workers dependent upon a successful continuation of bi 


many branches of the cotton industry, as well as those who have built 








iness in the | an amendment to par: ph 266 of the | lad | f 











. rren ing) ry kenge 1c he é ! ! . 
up the industry and asked only that the rates be fair. of the great ars ) : - : k 
industry. In this industry there are bo SOO f ries 
: , THE | \CRATIC CAUCUS. tered throughout the United St si 
Apri 12, 1913. all, Seventy-five tl 1 people are e1 
Hon. A. MITCHELL PALMER mills, and they pay « ann ' > $00,000,000 \ ‘ 
Chairman Democratic Caucus, House of Representatives, the bill that first came b rr’ he H ’ n S 
. mengten D. C. : there was a duty of 25 per i vi ! t | 
Dear Sir: At the annual meeting of the American Cotton Manufac } ' 14 0 { 
turers’ Association, held this day, a committee was appointed to present CCH C1 ; ee: , 
to the Democratic Members of the House of Representatives a protest that 25 per cent was too low, and it was right i 
on behalf of the cotton manufacturers of the United States against the ) gant was to i120 ist 1} ‘ 
rates proposed in the bill known as H. R. 10, introduced on April 7 raise it a lit 1 ] ! 


1913, by Hon. O. W. UNDERWOOD and referred to the Committee on — 
Ways and Means. accustomed to this on " 1 we hear so 


This association begs to present to your body a resolution adopted | pyneh Ww 1d ) did the 
by it at its meeting held in April, 1912, which resolution reads as mmitt " r | 


follows: 
“That this association records itself as favoring such reasonable | given to American w .e} Lb ; 

revision of the cotton schedule, b i upon differenc in cost of pro- | foreign labor and fore 

duction and other conditions, at home and abroad, as shall be consist- 

ent with the raising of revenue and the conservation of our home . , . a. Ww : 

markets.” and abroad with the hours of bor, and so for 3 
At a subsequent meeting of the tariff committee appointed by this | ask to have t m printed in the Ry Dp wit d 

association the following resolution was also adopted: 
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i 10 i : eritoal wel } roamainder af t 
“We favor the reasonable revision of the cotton schedule based upon | ? ‘©’ l back t : Ie 
figures at which importations are actually being made and can be made, rhe statements referred to are as 1 

. Y I , : > ¢ 
as shown by the comparative manufacturers’ selling price at home and 
abroad, as shall be consistent with the raising of revenue and conserva- | , ) 
tion of our home markets.” eo} 
I re f ) Waal f D. ¢ 


Acting upon this resolution, the tariff committee, at public hear- | ‘ 
ings before the Ways and Means Committee, presented from time to time | tellable information has 
statements, in which this association, with frankness and at length, | tention of the Ways and Mea ( 
gave information with regard to conditions affecting the industry and | rates on cotton knit undery »] ( 
suggested such reductions as in the judgment of the association could This drasti I f ! 
be consistently made without injury to the domestic industry of cotton | industry in t United Stat i 
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foreign manufacturer can do with this rate of tariff will be limited only We enjoy no advantage owing to the use of special and more 
to their facilities for manufacturing goods for our market. machinery, inasmuch as the fereigners have adopted and are bui! 
Without regard to politics thousands of voters in this country were | the same class of knitting and sewing machinery that we use. 
influenced by your declaration that “ No legitimate industry need fear | The present rate of duty is absolutely essential to the continu: 
yi tion |} istence of manufacturers in our line Any lowering of the rat: 
rhi tatement was accepted in entire good faith by a great number | result eventually in the closing down of the mills of this « 
of your fellow citizens, among whom were thousands of our own work | throwing out of employment thousands of wage earners, who 
| e We are therefore unwilling to believe that the effects of the | compensation three to four times as great as the same class of 
‘ change proposed can be understood either by yourself or the in- | ployees receive in foreign countries, where the help are better tr 
al members of the Ways and Means Committee and more settled. 
chief competition which we have to fear is from Germany and | Skilled sewing-machine operators in this country earn from $1 
| $2.50 per day. Other classes of labor, such as winders, knittc: 
io give you some idea of the rate of wages paid in those countries | general help earn fully three to four times as much as sirfiilar ¢ 
we quote from the report of United States consular agent, George A.| of help in France, Germany, or Spain, and we know from the ; 
Makinson, Sorau, Saxony, as follows: paid for knitted underwear sold in the West Indies and the | 
ihe men and women weavers generally work by the piece, and earn | American countries to the exclusion of American goods that 
$2.75 to $3.25 per week; master weavers, exclusively men, earn $3.50 to | tariff were lowered it would be possible to bring into the United 
$4.50; spooling, twisting, throwing, and stitching are in charge of] an unlimited quantity of goods which would undersell the che I 
women, who are paid $1.90 to $3 per week; half-timers, boys and girls | the American products. 
over 16 years, engaged in miscellaneous light work, receive 75 cents to | The rates of duty should not be based alone upon the diffe 
$1.50 weekly.” < , J labor costs of manufacturing and greater expense of doing busi 
Similar rates of wages, and even lower, are paid in France, while in | this country as compared with foreign countries, but should 2! 
Spain, see special agent series No. 46, by Ralph N. Odell, agent of De into consideration the higher rates of interest, the greater « 
partment of Commerce and Labor, covering living and working condi- | jnstallation. F 
(ions of mill workers in Spain. ‘ The cost of building and equipping a cotton underwear mill 
Kleven hours constitute a working day, according to law, but sev- | United States is fully 70 per cent gr ater than in Europe; t 
eral of the mills that I visited were running 12 hours., Work usually | q mill constructed and equipped abroad with a capital of $1 ) 
begins at 5.30 a. m, and ends at 6 p. m. y : could not be duplicated in the United States for less than $17 
Spain probably employs the lowest paid labor in Europe, and in a| 'phis would result in a corresponding reduction of general exp 
short while our work people would be in direct competition with people | fayor of the foreign manufacturer. 
whose standard of living is far below the American standard. The foundation of all these higher costs for construction, equi; 
While we hold no brief for the wage earners employed in our industry, | and maintenance lies in the higher wages paid to American a 
we believe that their interest should be considered before our own, and | and laborers in the building, mechanical, and other trades and j 
in behalf of the 75,000 men and women employed by us and living under | tries drawn upon by American manufacturers, and are most im 
American conditions we urge your careful consideration of this revolu- | factors in the cost of production. ’ 
tionary chance, which threatens our very existence. <3, , If the tariff should be reduced the jobber and retailer would 
We have ‘eed among ourselves as to that rate of tariff which preference to foreign goods, but the consumer buying the foreign 
would still make it possible for us to continue as manufacturers and | ipgyld still pay the fired retail selling price; thus there would 
inaintain the present wage scale. . : advantage whatever to the consumer but a greater profit to the 
We suggest for your consideration the rates given below, which, in At this point we wish to emphasize the fact that in spite 
our opin will meet every condition demanded by the Ways and | jncreased cost of living, the quality of our class of manufactu 
Means Committee ms steadily improved, but the fired selling prices to the consume) 
First. The change from a combined specific and ad valorem rate to a past 20 years hare remained the same. 
strictly ad valorem rate, which, however, we oppose as unjust and The concerns engaged in this-line of basiness use great quantit 
ubfal : : cotton yarns, spun largely in the Southern and Eastern States 
Second, A_reduction of the present rates, which amount to from 90] puyttons, cotton fabrics, bindings, cardboard, and many small 
per cent to 50 per cent, to a new rate which we suggest of from 50 per | from other sections of the United States, and these industries 
cent to 40 per cent. . i likewise be adversely affected by the lowering of the present rat 
rhird. The lowest rate which would conserve the American standard Furthermore, the American manufacturer would be compelled t 
of wages and at the same time give a measure of foreign competition | tai) output as importations increase, and in a short while all t 
such as we have never know n in this country. co industries would be removed from this country to foreign countri 
Ve therefore ask that the Schedule I, paragraph 266, should be Of course we always have the alternative of reducing wages to off 
amended to read as follows: ‘ ; y the cheap labor, greater number of working hours, and lower sta 
‘Shirts and drawers, pants, vests, union suits, combination suits, | o¢ living which obtain in foreign countries, applying to our own 
tights, sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear of every description | we}] as the collateral branches named; but we can not believe that 
made wholly or in part on knitting machines, frames, or looms, com-| the intention or desire of your committee to inflict such conditions 
posed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, weighing up to and including our workpeople, and, as American citizens, we hope that such will 
% pounds per dozen, 50 per cent ad valorem; weighing more than 9 be done se es i 
pounds per dozen, 40 per cent ad valorem. : We urge upon you that a specific duty is absolutely necessai 
This letter is an appeal to you for the very existence of one of the fairness to our industry, in which there are so many grades and 
most worthy American industries, and to your sense of fairness, to give | feations of goods, and also for the reason that an exclusive ad \ 
our committee an opportunity to demonstrate the vicious effect that the | quty makes it possible for the foreign manufacturer to use our n 
reduction proposed would have upon the existing prosperity and success | 9, 4 dumping ground, disturbing conditions in this country, w! 
of the knit underwear manufacturers of the United States. : specific duty will prevent, and at the same time eliminate the 
A copy of this letter is being mailed to each member of the Ways tunity for undervaluation. 
and Means a yy ee House and to each member of the Finance In conclusion, we invite the closest investigation of our statem 
‘ Eoncaneiie abana and we stand ready to prove the facts which we have set forth. 
tesper i} ‘ » ag Le , < j o 
; _ KNIT UNDERWEAR MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, | ¥ aieitay Pn, ed chairman, Utica, N. Y.; Clifton P. B 
Per Jos. Feldenheimer, Secretary-Treasurer ; Andrew Frey, Prest- Boston, Mass.; L. M. Flesh, Piqua, Ohio; P. H. Ha 
dent, Utiea, N. Y.; Clifton P. Baker, Boston, Mass. ; Winston-Salem N. ¢ : Ww. ¢ Menehdias Minneay 
I. M. Flesh, Piqua, Ohio; P. H. Hanes, Winston-Salem, Minn. : Henry 's. Cooper icaseahsh. Wis. : W C Ruffin 
N. C.; W. C. Spaulding, Minneapolis, Minn.; Henry 8. Mavodan NC: ai ioe dnaren “Philadelphia; lat 
Coope r, Kenosha, Wis.; W. C. Ruffin, Mayodan, N. 2 Hatch, Albany. N Y o William Sloane Norfolk \ 
Harry Querns, Philadelphia, Pa.; Nathan Hatch, Al- eae Ce ee eee! a ee ee EF Sine 
oo fazed , : ogee 7 wee. Edward H. Clift, New York City; John K. Stevy 
bany, = Y.; William rats age Va. ; eee H. Amsterdam, N. Y.; J. W. Hanson, Macon, Ga.; (i 
Clift, New York City: John K. Stewart, Amsterdam, oe raat Rate keene, ‘ Re : WetAenhel 
N. Y.: J. W. Hanson, Macon, Ga.; Geo. W. Kavanaugh W. Kavanaugh, Waterford, N. Y.; Joseph Feldenliei 
WW 7. , ar ’ ’ secretary, Philadelphia. 
aterford, N. Y. . 
- Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gent 
RELATING TO SCHEDULE I, PARAGRAPH 829, ACT OF AUGUST 5, 1909. man from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry]. 
JaNvARY, 1913. Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish I had sufficient time 
Str: The cotton-underwear manufacturers’ tariff committee of the 


National Association of Hosiery and Underwear Manufacturers, repre- 
nting manufacturers engaged in the knitting industry in nearly every 
ate in the Union, submit for the consideration of your committee some 
statements, which we trust will receive full and careful consideration. 
The present tariff rates are exactly the same under the Payne law 
as they were under the Dingley law, there having been no change or 
increase of rates whatsoever, and we ask that the present rates shall 
remain unchanged, 
Our business is one that can be engaged in by small manufacturers 
with limited means in almost any community. 
There are about 800 concerns engaged in the manufacture of knitted 
cotton underwear scattered all over the United States doing a total busi- 
$60,000,000. The amount of wages paid out by these 800 


of 
concerns represents fully 50 per cent to 75 per cent of the total, or about 


made), 00.000, 

here has never been a trust or combination formed by 
in our branch of the knitting industry for the purpose 
either selling price or output, and we do not believe 
combination, or monopoly would be possible owing to the 
it takes to engage in the knitting business. 

Furthermore, there is no American industry in which competition is 
o keen and returns from investment or enterprise so unsatisfactory ; 
as a proof of this statement we can point to at least 125 failures in the 
knit-underwear business within recent years. 

We enjoy no advantages on account of being nearer the source of our 
raw material than foreign manufacturers, as cotton can be delivered 
as cheaply in Hamburg, Havre, or Barcelona as it can be delivered in 
the leading manufacturing cities of this country. 


a) 


ness over 


manufacturers 
of controlling 
that a trust, 
small amount 


ot money 


to say all I would like to say on this schedule. I will take t! 

time to say this, that in the United States there are 29,500,000 
spindles in our cotton mills. In England there are 54,200,000 
spindles in their cotton mills. We supply England with pra 

tically all her raw cotton, and with her 54,200,000 spindles si 

consumed last year three and a half million bales of cotton, and 
with our 29,500,000 spindles we consumed rearly 5,000,000 bales 
of cotton, showing that our cotton has gone abroad and found 
cheap labor that makes the finest grades of goods. According 
to the census report there are 1,306 cotton mills in the Unit d 
States, 669 of which are located in the Southern States and 651 
in the Northern States. In the cotton mills the average wage 
is $265 per year for 300 days’ work. In the States of North 
and South Carolina 428 out of 669 cotton mills are located, or 
644 per cent of all the cotton mills in the South. In the States 
of North Carolina and South Carolina 614 per cent of all the 
employees in the southern cotton mills are found. "The wages 


in the cotton mills of North Carolina and South Carolina are 
854 cents per day, figuring 300 days for a year’s work, while in 
the North the wages are $1.36 a day; yet Mr. Parker, president 
of 16 factories, I believe, all located in those two States, North 
and South Carolina, came before the Committee on Ways and 
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Means and recommended lower rates of duty on cotton goods, The census of 1910 shows 
and said with the rates recommended by him the mills of the | to cotton 1,976,955 acres of lar 
South could run and compete with the mills of Europe. When bales of cotton, hich s 
isked whether or not there was any difference in the wage scale | States in the Union pred ! 
between the South and the North in cotton mills, he said there | homa. ‘The raising of cott 
was not. He was mistaken, sadly mistaken. My friends, I | our State, and contrib s | 
want to have read in my time, if you please, a letter which I Agriculture is the chief ins 
have just received. As I have said before on 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RvsseELL). Without objection, the | capable of becoming a great 
Clerk will read. In a recent bu in issued by 
There was no objection. ferring to the manufacturing 
The Clerk read as follows: A marked increase in tl 
State commenced w t! ley 
Detroit, Miciu., April 27, 1913. the discovery of nat a an 
lion. J. MITCHELL PALMER, facturers who hay est da 
Washington, D. C. abundance of coal and |! In 1 
Dear Sir: I notice in a quotation from your speech on tariff matters | S¥Psum, cement ro k halt 
you say “some of the manufacturers may close down out of spite, | SUmulat 1 manufactures. In J 
etc.” ; this regarding principally the textile factories. procucrs Any unted to only 35 ? 
Why do not you and those who believe with you that we can com 1904 and $95,682,000 in Tv 
pete successfully with foreign manufacturers arrange to take over these There were in Oklahoma f 
concerns as fast as they close—as they did in 1894-1899—and demon- we : i daa loving 18.0 
strate the practicability of your theories? establishments, employing 15,05 
With Mr. Redfield, you could organize a syndicate to do this, getting salaried employees, and wa 


those brainy, financial men of Texas and the South to join with you | ej¢ht 
an “prove up.” This is where you failed before and thus lost ut ° 
Oe Se, Seen 2 > theme thie tine. aa the ca | invested. In 
o the protectionists. Get in ahead of them this time, as they will 
certainly close down-——some have already done so, more will, and we 


will have thousands out of employment and the scene of those days be 
reenacted. 


That great business element of the South has never had a chance to | "OF 


The bulletin 


tor 


“show us,” as they say in Missouri, what they can do along manu cotton factories 


facturing lines, and now is your and their chance 
With the extraordinary high cost of manufactured goods to-day no 
wonder the people have authorized you to take over the Government. 


Think of it! We have to pay as high as $15 to have a suit made to | and almost 


order right here in industrial Detroit; 10 to 15 cents for socks; even 
calico, the favorite garbing of our southern women, costs them here 
5 cents a yard; ginghams, from 7 to 10 cents a yard; can’t get a 


| ‘ 


Oklahoma is 


iS to give pl 


fields in extent 


report a sil 


es 


1) 


hundred and seventy-t! 
vas 


lishments paid out $9,285,000, 


re 


issued by the Cs 


. 


a 


} 
l 


large pr 


tron 
in the State ; 


and product 


decent piece of underwear for less than 25 cents, while we are forced | State of the Union. 


to pay 5 cents for two papers of pins! And nails—just think of it 
cost our carpenters 2 cents per pound, and they are only getting from 
four to five dollars a day to drive them, though there is a prospect of 
their getting decent wages. as they are demanding a raise right now 
Just think of it! Our housewives can't get a sewing machine under 
$12.50, though it is warranted for 10 years, with all attachments. 
Forty-five per cent tariff on these; awful! And think what the house- 
wife has to pay for her sugar right now—11 pounds for 50 cents. 
Such extortion! Our beet-sugar magnates holding up the wholesale 
price at $4.35 per 100 pounds. Why, I can recollect way back in the 


good old days of the Walker tariff—I am 79 now—-when all calico cost | 
me for’wife’s dress was 124 cents a yard. Nails were 6 cents per 
pound. ‘To be sure I got $1.75 a day for driving them. Then the | 


farmer’s wife brought in 20 dozen eggs to the storekeeper and ex 
changed them for 8 yards of calico for a dress, or paid for it with 
butter at 8 cents, or a dozen of chickens at $1.25, while now she can } 
buy a whole dress for less than one of her chickens. Its outrageous 
the way we are being robbed by this awful tariff. A whole hen now 
of respectable size she is paid about $1 for, while the eggs she brings in 
in her auto, the 20 dozen, will buy her a silk-dress pattern. No wonder 
the common people are kicking at such prices as we are forced to iy 
to the trust Why, our bricklayers are only getting $6 a day here, 
but as they are going to demand a raise perhaps they will be better 
paid when you knock out the iniquitous Payne-Aldrich bill. Do you 
note how much cheaper print paper is since it was put on the free list 
from Canada? I have not heard any paper boastipg about it, but the 
Canadian paper maker is putting the tariff in his pocket, I under 
stand, instead of it going into our Treasury. But I am glad to note 
one thing in your new bill, borax goes back on the free list, from which | 
the Payne-Aldrich bill took it and put on a tariff of 2 cents per pound, 
when, to the wonder and consternation of toolmakers, the price actually 
went down 50 per cent. “Do I sleep, do I dream, are there visions | 
about, is protection a failure, and to be wiped out?” a la Bret Harte. 
But do not forget, while relieving the workingman, that you will take 
off the internal-revenue tax on butter substitutes, that 10 cents per | 
pound when colored and the lighter tax when plain. I de not think 
you can cheapen calicos and muslins, socks or underwear, but you can 
cheapen this substitute for cow butter very much to the poor man, as 
it actually increases the cost of it. Now, do try and take over the 
factories your bill will close, and show the American people that you 
can not only compete with all the world but drive them owt of thelr 
market, both here and abroad. 

I would like to have the whole of your speech, but will have to be 
satisfied with the short extract from which | quote. 

Respectfully, H. PARKER, 
512 Fourth Street, Detroit, Mich. 


During the reading of the letter, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
from Illinois for sufficient time to finish reading the letter. It 
will take but a minute or two more. 

Mr. MANN. I yield the gentleman one minute additional. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yield enough to have the letter finished; it 
is very good; it is extraordinary; it states facts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma {Mr. Morean}. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I rise not so 
much to ask for the protection of cotton mills which now exist 
in Oklahoma as to plead for legislation which will bring cotton 
mills into existence in our new State. 

If judged by the number of its cotton mills at present Okla- 
homa would have no great interest in this schedule, but if | 
judged by the possibilities of having cotton mills in the future, 
Oklahoma is deeply and vitally interested in this schedule. 
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The CHAIRMAN, Sixteen minutes, as the Chair has kept it. 

Mr. PETERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia |[Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, cotton man- 


ufacturing is a great industry in the State where I live and 
the district which I represent. We not only have factories that 
produce the common, coarser grade of goods, but in the city 
[ live in and in other parts of my district there are factories 
that produce the finer grades of goods. 

There have come to me but few objections to this bill. These 
people who have erected those factories, the native people, the 


Georgians, are not protectionists. 

mse of the word. They believe in the Democratic doctrine of 
a tariff for revenue, and not a tariff for protection. It is true 
there have been a few who have left the Democratic Party upon 
the matter of the tariff, but they were men who cared more for 
their own personal fortune than they did for the interests of 
the entire country. 

I hol 

cotton factory 


are 


They are Democrats in every 


in my district, and I propose to read it. We 
not to be lured from our devotion to the party to which all 
these men belong by saying that we are to be benefited by main- 
taining upon the statute books a tariff such as now is carried 
upon that they produce. A majority of the cotton 
manufacturers in the State of Georgia, while they may believe, 
some of them, that the rates of this bill are too low—I do not 
blame them for wanting the rates as high as they can get them, 
whether they manufacture cotton goods or whether they manu- 
facture woolen goods—but the cotton manufacturers of the State 
not devoted to these highly protected goods and do not ask 
for them. This is the letter to which I refer: 

We the ts 


the goods 


are 


are noticing 


riff agitation with a good deal of interest, and, 
while we are Democrats and standing by the party, we hope you will 
try and make things as light on us as possible. We do not propose 
going Republican even if our business is damaged. We had arranged 
pital to double our plant, and while we have been compelled to sus- 
pend for the present we really believe we-are gcing to stay in business 
id do our building at an early date 
That is but an indication that an attempt has been made to 


frighten these people, and they are not to be driven from their 
party allegiance by an effort to say that their business is to be 
destroyed. 
Now, I want to call attention to another fact. The chief cost 
erecting a factory in the South is in the cotton machinery, 
which is 50 per cent of the cost. 

i read from a cotton manufacturer 
well posted as anybody, and he says: 


of 


in my State who is as 


These burdens, particularly in the matter of high cost of machinery, 

i probably the most serlous which American mills must contend with 
Practically the direct effect of the high cost of machinery makes it 
! iry to employ almost double the capital needed in establishing 
n mills, and American mills must earn from 60 to 80 per cent 

per spindle in order to secure a fair return on the investment 


european mills 
the CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes more to the 
geitieman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, after going through the various costs 
of cotton machinery per spindle, and how much it costs in this 
country, and how much in England and Germany, he says: 
machinery will 

ompetitors and 
rile for foreign trad 

Now, have we done in this bill? The Republicans put 
in the basket clause 45 per cent on mill machinery, and because 
of that tax of 45 per cent on mill machinery it has cost the cotton 
inanufacturer, when he built a mill in the South, an amount 
equivalent to 50 per cent of the cost of the factory. And, says 
this man, Mr. G. Gunby Jordan, of the Phoenix Mill, in Co- 
luibus, Ga., who knows what he is talking about and who has 
hid as wide an experience as any man in the South, that 


cheaper machinery will place the manufacturers of the South 
henrer on a 


ovel 


Cheaper 


place this country nearer on a parity with 
enable us to better compete with them in the 


what 


them better to compete with them in the struggle 
trade. 

And, at last it is the foreign trade that the people who manu- 
facture cotton goods in the South are seeking. Take off 


for the foreign 


parity with their foreign competitors and enable | 





d in my hand a letter just received from the president of | 


| I showed and demonstrated that the people of Georgia in 1s 


May 


ment, when he named Georgia as one of those States, I saiq 
that that was not true, and it is not true. I had occasion to 
call attention to that fact in the last session of Congress 
reply to the gentleman from New York, Mr. Michael FE. J); 
coll, who made the same statement in reference to the Stu 

of Georgia. Now, I am not familiar with the laws of the other 


ii) 


| Southern States on that subject, but I put in the Recorp | 


year the laws of the State of Georgia on that subject, in whi 


had had the laws placed upon their statute books which pr 
hibited the employment of children in factories under a cert: 
age, 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
tleman yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, if I have time; yes. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I ‘would like to inquire 
you have in Georgia a board of inspectors whose duty it is | 
visit your mills and see that the law is complied with? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, I will answer the gentleman. And 
not only that, but by statute the grand jury twice every \ 
especially investigates the question of the enforcement of 
law and reports results to the court. 
I have seen men 
that law. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
because that is an advance. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. And I will say to the gentleman 
that I have read the laws of his State in reference to 1) 
matter, and we in Georgia have in great measure copied the 
laws of Massachusetts in that matter. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Every other State could 
do it with advantage, too. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Massachusetts has led the way often and 
often again in the enactment of good laws, and we are 
ashamed to follow them when they are good. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the « 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
PALMER] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend to be any 
thing of an expert upon the technicalities of the cotton schedule 
and I shail not discuss this schedule in the manner in which it 
has been discussed by minority members of the committee here 
with regard to its-details; but I want to call attention to a 
few general propositions with respect to this particular sched) 

The history of tariff revisions during the past few years makes 
the questions arising out of the revision of Schedule I amongst 
the most interesting in all the work of tariff changes, because 
it is what happened to Schedule I and what did not happen to 
Schedule K that so incensed the public mind that the people 
began digging into the entire Payne law, until it was condemned 
from cover to cover in this country from ocean to ocean. 

Despite the fact that a Republican President had declared 
that Schedule K was indefensible; despite the fact that 


Mr. Chairman, will the 


ver 


) 


r 
In the city where I live 
indicted and convicted for the violation 


I am glad to hear of that 


[Mi 


no 


| satisfactory testimony was offered to the Committee on Ways and 





the | 


tax, as we have done in this bill, reduce the tariff upon cotton | 


inill machinery from 45 to 25 per cent, cut it in two, reduce 
the rates upon the indigo and the other dyes they use, giving 
them a fair chance in the markets of the world, and they do 
not need any protection upon their goods and do not ask for it. 

Mr, Chairman, one other word. It was stated here in a de- 
bate this morning by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


KELLEY], whom I do not see present, in a reply that he made | 


to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Tuomas], that Georgia 
had no law upon its statute books in reference to the employ- 
ment of children in its factories. On the impulse of the mo- 


| that it had been upon the statute books for generations. 
| ule I fared even better, for while seeming reductions were made 


Means to justify the retention of the then existing rates, much 
less increases in the rates, Schedule K was permitted to be re- 
written in the law under the Payne revision in exactly the form 
Sched 


in Schedule I in the House, when it reached another branch of 
the American Congress it was so manipulated that had it not 
been for the unceasing activity of some patriotic and hard- 
working statesmen over there the country would never have 


| waked up to the discovery that the cotton manufacturers of the 


country were protected under the Payne-Aldrich revision to a very 
much higher degree than they had been under the previous law. 

Anybody who wants to get an interesting side light on recent 
Republican methods of revising tariffs ought to read a little 
volume which was published about four years ago, entitled 
“ The speeches of Ropert M. LA Foiterre in the United States 
Senate,” for in that work he showed how the cotton manufac- 
turers had entered the Senate of the United States and indi- 
rectly were able to accomplish what plain persuasion and argu- 
ments never would have accomplished before the Ways and 
Means Committee under the chairmanship of the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyNe]}. 

I think I am well within the mark when I say that to these 
two causes—the failure to make any change in Schedule K and 
the willingness to make changes indirectly and by subterfuge in 
Schedule I, in the interest of the cotton manufacturers of the 
country—was due more than to any other thing the universal 
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demnation by 

» Payne law. 

\nother interesting thing about this schedule is that 

t history of its proposed revision reveals in a striking way | 

real attitude of the old-fashioned protection 
pon this much-advertised Tariff Board proposition. The Tariff 
Roard, named by a Republican President, conceived by Repub- 
can legislators in this House, and born in an appropriation bill, 
went to work upon the cotton industry, and finally made quite 
voluminous report. After it had been made, one of the most 
distinguished members of the Ways and Means Committee in 
the last Congress and one of the most able tariff makers who 
has sat in this House certainly during my time, went to work 
upon this Schedule I with the intent and purpose of writing a 
bill which would be in exact accordance with the findings of the 
tariff board which he and other Republican Members had de- 
fended and which his President had appointed. The gentleman 
from Connecticut, Mr. Hill, who is no longer a Member of this 
House, but whose ability to construct tariff legislation with 
accuracy and regard fer the facts from his point of view—I 
mean with regard to the principle upon which Republicans 
would write a law—no man will gainsay, and whose industry, 
capacity for work, and desire to do what in good faith he 
started out to accomplish no man in the House will criticize— 
this gentleman prepared a revision of Schedule I in collabora- 
tion with experts who worked for the Tariff Board. 

He had the assistance not only of the experts of the Tariff 
Board, who really did the work for this Tariff Board, but he 
sat day and night with the distinguished Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, Mr. Curtis, who is in the Treasury Department 
in charge of the administration of the customs laws, and who is 
himself a considerable expert, than whom perhaps no man in 
the country could better say whether the language of the pro- 
posed bill was in exact accordance with the recommendations 
of the Tariff Board. With all this help, Mr. Hill wrote and 
finally introduced his cotton schedule revision bill. 

Well, one day, just when the gentlemen on the other side 
were criticizing us because in writing our metal schedule bill 
we refused to wait until the Tariff Board had come in with its 
report, when they were criticizing us because we reported a 
Schedule K revision which did not take into consideration any 
of the findings of the Tariff Board, Mr. Hill brought his bill 
into the Ways and Means Committee and offered it as a substi- 
tute for the Underwood bill, because, as he said, having stood 
for a Tariff Board and his party having stood for a Tariff 
Board he wanted to present a bill which was in exact accord 
with the Tariff Board’s report. He submitted it as a Repub- 
lican Tariff Board substitute for the Underwood cotton-revision 
bill, and my distinguished friend, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], would not vote for it, and every Republican 
member of the committee, with the exception of Mr. Hill, re- 
pudiated it absolutely. Why they did so I do not know, except 
that they are not prepared or ready to follow a Tariff Board, 
even of their own creation. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. Here is a telegram from the president of the 
Tariff Board: 


the people which followed the enactment of | 
| 
| 


the re- | 


Republicans 


FIARTFORD, CONN., April 18, 1913. 
Ilon AvGcustus H. Garpner, Washington, D. C.: 
_ Mr. Hill received assistance from staff of Tariff Board in prepara- 
tion of his bill, but the bill was never officially considered by the board 
Personally, I was too busy at the moment to consider his rates in 
relation to our report, and the same was true of most members. I 
stated to him throughout that I was not prepared to indorse it with 


out further consideration. You can use this, but will try to write 
nore detailed statement. 


Henry C. EMERY. 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman will agree with what I have 
said about his distinguished fellow citizen of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Curtis, will he not? 

Mr. GARDNER. Except that I have always understood he 
was a Democrat. He is an excellent man, even a Democrat. 

Mr. PALMER. He will ree with me in saying that no man 
in the country perhaps, or certainly in the publie service, is 
better qualified to determine how the language of a proposed 
act will conform with the findings of any other board of the 
public service? 

Mr. GARDNER. If it were not 
found in that table 18 absolute mist: 
agree with the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like a little more time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman three minutes 
more, 

Mr. PALMER. 


as 


oe 
ans 


for 


kes 


the fact that we had 
in figuring, we might 


I am not quite clear, from the gentleman's 


Statement, whether it is the Tariff Board schedule in which he 
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has discovered the 18 mistakes or Mr. Hill's table or Mr. Cur 


tis’s table, and T have as much contidence Mr. Curtis's ability 
to decide a question of this kind as I have even in the ability 
of my distinguished friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNrR}. 


He says that the bill wa 


Ss written Just as ¢ osely as language 
could make it in accordance with the report of the Tariff Board. 
Mr. Hill believed so, and his opinion would have as much 
weight with me as that of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield. 

Mr. GARDNER. Can the gentleman quote from the Recorp 
any such statement from Mr. Curtis, and couple it with the 
statement he made that the gentleman from New York |[M) 
PAYNE] voted against that bill? 

Mr. PALMER I do not quite understand the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman said Mr. PAYNE voted against 
the Hill bill on the floor of the House 

Mr. PALMER. No; I said Mr. Hill offered this bill in the 
Committee on Ways and Means and it got his vote, and he 
could not get anybody else to vote for it. 

Mr. GARDNER. But the gentleman from New York 


| Mr. 
PAYNE] voted for it on the floor of the House, and the gentle- 


man knew it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is mistaken about that. I de. 
clined to vote on the ground that I had never seen the Dill 
until it was read in the committee, and because it was nearly 
all ad valorem rates. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think the gentleman will dispute the 
accuracy of my relation of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman is mistaken 

Mr. PALMER. I do not want to do the gentleman an in- 
justice. I am not excusing or justifying the action of the 
gentleman from,New York or anybody else on that side; | 


am simply commenting on the fact that the Tariff Board revyi- 
sion of the cotton schedule, in spite of all we have heard about 
the infallibility of such a commission, could not 


recelve tile 


vote of more than one member of the Ways and Means Co 
mittee in the Sixty-second Congress. 

Now, it seems to me, in view of that kind of history, t] 
it is about time that we heard less about the Republican desire 


to have a tariff board prepare legislation for the body which is 


charged by the Constitution with the duty of preparing such 
legislation. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I think this is very illu- 
minating, and I wish the gentleman would go on with his nar- 
ration as to the cotton-schedule bill. What became of the bill 
which came out of the Ways and Means Committee? 

Mr. KITCHIN. May I interrupt the gentleman?, The g 
tleman from New York and the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. Hill, produced a substitute in this House—the Hill bill, 


Did not the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE], who is now a 


Republican, and the 


gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. ANDERSON], how a Republican 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] all vote for it? 

Mr. PALMER. I can not speak about the number of Mem 
bers who voted for it. I will simply say that Mr. Hill, relying 


as a sincere man would, having stated that the Tariff Board w 
a proper thing in revenue legislation, upon the report of that 
board, appealed from his fellow members of the Ways d 
Means Committee and went upon the floor of the House with his 
bill, where the miserable support he got for it was the most 
severe condemnation of the Tariff Board that has ever been 
uttered in the country. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PALMER, Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Is not the gentleman incorrect about 
| the support it received? 
Mr. PALMER. Well, it was inconsiderable 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Are not the rates that the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts |Mr. GarpNer] has brought in neare) 
Hill bill than the bill you bring in to-day is nearer the b vou 
| had last year? 
| Mr. PALMER Oh, that is beside the que stion. 
Mr. AUSTIN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I think he 
| will find that every Republican on this side of the House voted 
| for the bill except the gentleman from M ehusetts Nii 
| Green |, Mr. Ames, of Massachusetts, and myself 
Mr. PALMER. That may be true; and if I said it was ine 
| siderable support I will say that it would have been much mor 
| considerable if the gentleman from Tennessee had voted for it 
| (Laughter. ] 
Mr. AUSTIN. Iam a standpatter from Standpattersville 
| Mr. PALMER. The gentleman is not for a tariff board 
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Mr. AUSTIN. If it is right, I am; and if it is wrong, I am 
not 
Mr. KITCHIN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee voted against 


the Hill bill because the rates were a good deal lower than the 


rates in this Underwood bill, and you thought it would destroy 
ail the industries of the country? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I voted against both the Hill bill and the Un- 
derwood bill beeause the rates were not high enough. 

Mr. KITCILIIN. They were lower than the Underwood bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I voted against both because the duties were 
too low 


Mr. KITCHIN. Were not the rates in the Hill bill lower than 


in the Underwood bill? 

Mr. AUSTIN I do not know. 

Mr. PALMER Now, Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen are willing, 
I would like to make my. speech myself |Laughter.] I want 
to discuss, as I sail in the beginning, the schedule in a some- 
what general way. We have heard from our friends from New 
England, as, indeed, we have heard from other parts of the 
country, from the friends of the eotton manufacturers, that 
this revision of the cotton schedule will ruin them, will put their 
mills out of business; and I suppose we have heard as awful 


to this 
in the whole tariff bill. 


dire effects of the revision with respect 
with spect to any 


gs about the 


schedule as we have 


ré 


According to the census reports, the total production in this 
country of all the articles covered by Schedule I amounts to 
$1.500,000,000 in round figures. Of course, it is possible that the 
census h duplicated many of them; but as near as we can get 
at it, speaking in round terms, $1,500,000,000 worth of these 
roods are made in America, If that figure, by reason of duplica- 
tions in the census reports, is high, it does not change the force 
of the argument I make, except in slight degree. Last year the 


imports amounted to $24,358,360, which was 14 per cent, or to be 
exact, 1.58 per cent, of the total American prodaction in 1910 of 
the articles covered in this schedule, and the exports during the 
same year were $50,769,511, or $26,000,000 more than the im- 
ports. 

Mi AUSTIN rose, 

Mr. PALMER. I can not yield just now. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I just want to correct the gentleman’s figures. 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield if the gentleman thinks I have 
made a mistake in my figures, 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman's figures on the exports are 
orrect, but Mr. O. P. Austin gave me the imports as being 
something over $63,000,000, and he gave them to me to-day. 

Mr. PALMER. That is a mistake. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanin has dedueted from that the laces, which we do not make 
here, amaqunting to $37,000,000 of these $63,000,000. Deduct 
that $57,000,000 and that leaves $26,000,000 for cloths and 
yarns 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. I am discussing the imports of the 
kind of articles covered by Schedule I in the present bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN. They contain laces, 

Mr. PALMER. ‘They are not in Schedule I. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then you have transferred them? 

Mr. PALMER. That is true. The gentleman ought to keep | 
up with the march of events. 

Mr. AUSTIN. You change them so often it is hard to do 
that 

Mr. PALMER. The point I am making is this: While it is 


easily possible that in readjusting rates over an entire industry 
in the country we might make such a change as would bring 
some distress to one particular mill here or there, yet we can 


not, in legislating for 100,000,000 people and a country as great 
! Republic, stop because here and there a pin may be put 

down where somebody is going to squeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sy) a has again expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 
10 minutes more 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, when the Underwood tariff 
hills were prepared in the Sixty-second Congress we were 
anxious to know as accurately as-we could find out what would 


be the effect of the reduced rates on imports, and we had esti- 
mates of imports and the revenues resulting therefrom made, 
not by the Committee on Ways and Means, but by experts in 
the Treasury Department. 


As was shown in our first report, when 


providing for a revision of the woolen schedule came into the 
Hor those esiimates were made by experts in the Treasury 
Department, then controlled by the Republican Party, and they 
based their estimates upon a system of calculation which had 


been in vogue in the Treasury Department in making such esti- 
mates for many years. They figured the effect of the reduced 
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the Underwood bill | 
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rates in the Dingley law and made calculations in advance. T), 
figured the effect of such reductions as appeared in the Pay 
law, and made calculations in advance as to probable import 
and the amount of the imports which followed the changes 
the Dingley law and in the Payne law came so close to the ex 
mates made by these experts before the laws were put upon the 
statute books that it a safe conclusion to assert that the 
basis which they adopted was a conservative and proper o 
These same gentlemen, figuring in exactly the same way, make 
the estimate that under the present reduction of Schedule j 
the imports by reason of the reduced rates will increase { 
$36,927,000—-that is to say, from $24,000,000 to $36,000,000. 
from 1,55 per cent to 2y% per cent. Let me ask you if there 
is any man of sense and experience in this House who believes 
that an increase of imports of the articles covered by this sched 
ule from 14 per cent to 24 per cent of the American production 
is going to injure or destroy the legitimate industry of cotton 
manufacturing in this country? 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
Mr. PALMER. I will yield. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would like to ask the 
tleman, along the same line of reasoning, whether, in his jud 


bil 


is 


Will the gentleman yield? 


ment, the slight prospective increase in importations will mate- 
rially affect the prices of these commodities? 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I will get to’that in a moment. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Before the gentleman gets to that propo- 
sition I desire to ask him this question: Was the Underw | 
cotton bill a year ago, or two years ago, framed on a policy { 
revenue only? 

Mr. PALMER. It was. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Where 
from that Underwood bill? 

Mr. PALMER. It was framed with the further thoug! 
mind, which runs through every Democratic effort at 
a tariff, that those things which are the necessities of life, ¢ i 
at the expense of revenue to the Government, must have dutik 
which will modify the prices of the articles in the interest 
the consumer. Now, let me go a little further, and I wil! 
swer the gentleman before I conclude. Production 
country of a billion and a half. Suppose that the merchants 
on Pennsylvania Avenue, here in the city of Washington, 
doing a business of $1,500,000 per annum in a certain 
goods. Suppose that the merchants in the city of Balt 
were sending over into this market to the people of Was 
ton, to compete with those merchants, $24,000 worth of goods; 
and then suppose that we would pass a law which would have 
the effect of reducing the freigh rates or express tariff to such 
an extent that by reason of that reduced rate of transportation, 
which is nothing but a tariff, the Baltimore merchants \ 
be able to increase their sales in the Washington market fr 
Do you believe that those merchants 


does the present schedule dif 


in 1 s 


$24,000 to $36,000 a year. 
on Pennsylvania Avenue, doing a business of $1,500,000, would 


go out of business, would close up their shops, cash in, or throw 
their Inbor out of employment because $12,600 worth of 
tional zoods from Baltimore came in here? Why, no; you do not, 
and they would not. What would they do? Why, they wou l 
pay a little more attention to the efficiency of their working for 


chil - 


They would get up a little earlier in the morning and perhaps 
work a little later at night. They would devise means to at- 
tract the people so that custom should come to them and keep 
this competition from Baltimore down to the point of safety, 
and they would be content with a little less profit in order 
that they might keep that competition down to the point of 
safety, and they would be compelled—indeed, they would be 


glad—to sell their products at a little less profit to the Washing 
ton consumer. [Applause on the Democratic side. |] 

Now, that is exactly what will happen in the cotton industry. 
If this reduction were so low that the floodgates would be open 
and foreign goods would come in here in enormous quantities 


| your mills might close down and labor might go out of employ- 


ment; but if the reductions are sufliciently moderate to perm! 
only a moderate increase of importation the only effect will be 
a reduction in the price of the product to the American con- 
sumer at the expense of the profits of the American manutac- 
turer. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman was 
present when Mr. Chase, of Fall River, testified to a sale ol 
goods that he made and what he found they were selling for 
by the retailer. It was a statement before the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. PALMER. 


yield? 


I do not remember it. I might have been 


present; I do not know. 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
me to state it? 


Will the gentleman permit 








Mr. PALMER. 
ileman to do that. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Well, this is very important, 
and I should state it, 1 think, in line with what the gentleman 
said. 

Mr. PALMER. I decline to yield for that purpose. 
tleman is going to state something from memory which must 
appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. 
told me himself. 

Mr. PALMER. 


I really have not the time to permit the gen- 


It is what I heard—what he 


I want to conclude by adding simply this: 


That that idea, if you follow it out, will run through all the} 


line of manufactured products in this country, and labor will 
not be touched by reason of the reduced price of the product, 
because the amount of production by the American manufac- 
turer will not be materially decreased. 
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The gen- | 


Why, this $12,000,000 increase of importations can be largely | 


absorbed in the growing population in this country, and yet 
the American manufacturer will be compelled to keep his price 


down in order to keep those imports to the point of safety for | 


himself, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
man has given he has spoken 
think 

Mr. PALMER. I am trying to. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. He has referred simply to 
the negligible increase in importations. Does he expect more 
than a negligible decrease in prices? 

Mr. PALMER. The imports are going to be negligibly in- 
creased, because the American producer will considerably re- 
duce the prices of his product. That is what keeps the com- 
petition down to the point of safety for the American producer. 
He must keep his price down or the competition from imports 
must be very much larger. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. On pages 34 and 35 of your report, you say 
you are going to increase the imports to about $140,000,000. 
Sixty per cent of that in wages would be about $80,000,000. 
Would not that hurt any laboring people in this country? 

Mr. PALMER. That is a fallacious argument that has sunk 
into the mind of my distinguished friend, who is a self-confessed, 
high protection standpatter, and proud opponent of the tariff 
board legislation, which he ought to get out of his head. 

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
sylvania [Mr. PALMER] has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes more to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman declare that there is a 
trust in the cotton business? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not declared so. 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman declare there is a 
in the wool business? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not 
something like a Woolen Trust. 

Mr. MOORE. Is it not a fact that the price is kept down to 
the consumers, as far as woolen and cotton products are con- 
cerned in the United States, because there is actual competition 
in the industries in this country, and that mill works against 


Will the gentleman yield? 


In the illustration the gentle- 
with the utmost fairness, I 





Penn- 


trust 


declared so. I think there 


is 


mill, and the wits of one mill owner operate against the wits | 


of another mill owner, right here in the United States? 

Mr. PALMER. The answer to that is that while competition 
takes place at certain seasons and under certain conditions, 
there is another kind of competition which they do not have, 
which will come from the lowering of this tariff wall. The 
people of this country do not make all these things with equal 
efficiency and economy, and the manufacturers here do not make 
some of them as cheaply as they can be made abroad, beyond 
question, so that in particular lines only, not generally, this 
competition will take place. 

Mr. MOORE. There is such competition now, is there not? 

Mr. PALMER. I am not going to talk about trusts. I am 


trying to discuss this bill and stick to the subject without mak- | 


ing a political speech, and I think I am succeeding fairly well. 
[Applause.] I just wanted to add this one thought, that in any 
line of industry in this country where we moderately increase 
imports the effect will be, as I have stated, to reduce the price 
of the product in order that the American producer may keep 
down that foreign competition to the point of safety, resulting 
in benefit to the American consumer. And the eernings, in all 


those branches of industry where that will be the result, and 
especially in the industry covered by the cotton schedule, have 
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been so enormous, taken 


in a large and general way, that the 
American manufacturer can afford to reduce the price of his 
product and still get as a return upon the eapital that he 
invests as much money as you and I in that or other lines of 
industry should expect to get or ought to have | Applause. | 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman’s time ex- 
| pired? I think there is a \ittle time left 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman has two minutes remain 
| ing. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Of course, I being an amateur, it is only 
|} an intelligent Member that I can get any information out of. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. After that—after that {1 hter. | 
| Mr. PALMER. After that, I will be glad to yield 

Mr. DONOVAN. I understood the gentleman to say that I 
exports were $50,000,000. ‘That is true, I think? , 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania fa 
miliar as to where those goods went? Did the 0 to Euro} 
| wholly? 

Mr. PALMER. Not to Europe whol 

Mr. DONOVAN. ‘The statement was made here that some 
had gone to China, and the statement was also made here that 
| the trade with China had fallen off in six years about $22 
000,000. 
| Mr. PALMER. Well, what is the gentleman’s question? 


Mr. DONOVAN. Is it true that 
off to the amount of $22,000,000 in 
instance? 


has faltien 


China, for 


trade 


ith 


rt 
irs W 


our eX] 
six ye 


Mr. PALMER. Oh, no: it has increased. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Inereased to China? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes: as I understand it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I challenge that statement. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, I present, in answer to the challenge 
of the gentleman from Tenneessee [Mr. Austin], the figures 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Those figures that he quoted are from the 
Department, too. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No challenges here; I will not stand 
for them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Connecticut | Mr. 
DONOVAN] concluded? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, have I the floor? 

Mr. DONOVAN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, IT am perfectly willing to give 
| the gentleman the floor if I can get time later. 








| 


Mr. DONOVAN. I will vield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I I always do, with 
interest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. PAtmer], 
but on this oceasion I listened with some surprise to the state 
ments made by him—I think not in his usual fair and candid 
manner—concerning the Hill bill and the circumstances of 
being drawn and presented. I doubt very much whether the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania is posted on the facts as well as one 
might assume from the statements which he made. 

I will say, Mr. Chairman, that this side of the House, which 
stands for a tariff commission, is willing now, it has been 
for the last year, to vote for a ec schedule b on the 
report of the Tariff Board. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


listened, as 


its 


as 


itton ised 


The Tariff Board did not recommend tariff rates. It found 
facts. Mr. Hill undertook to draw a bill which, in his judg 
| ment, would conform to the facts. I discussed the matter with 
Mr. Hill on several occasions. When he had drawn the Dill 
he himself did not pretend that there was not or might not be 
a difference of opinion as to what a bill should be, based upon 
the facts found by the tariff commission 

This side of the House has never contended that when a 
tariff commission reported the facts as to the difference in 


the cost of production at home and abroad, that of itself wrote 
the bill, or that everyone would accept the same figures in the 
bill as following the facts found by the Every 
where people have differences of opinion as to what certain facts 
find. They have differences of opinion as to what the facts 
are which are found no matter who may find the facts, and 
when the Hill bill was presented to the Committee on Ways 
and Means without any previous agreement among the minority 
members of the committee the of 


commission, 


rest the minority members 
declined to commit themselves on the bill as conforming with 
the findings of the Tariff Board without an opportunity of 


making a full examination. 

Subsequently, upon the motion to recommit the cotton-schedule 
bill, Mr. Hill made the motion to substitute his bill. He did it 
with my consent, although he did it and voted for it, and the 


rest of the Republican Members of the House who voted for 
it—and most of them did—voted for it as against the Underwood 





bi not then being fully satisfied that it conformed with 
findings of the tariff commission. 

Further examination of that bill has convinced the Repub- 

eans of the He e, in the main at least, that the Hill bill did 
! ‘ worm to tl findings of the Tariff Commission. But we 
l | offer a motion to recommit this bill to the Committe on 
Ways and Meat with directions to bring in a cotton hedule 
which will confo with the findings of the Tariff Board: and 
when we put forward the proposition that w are willing to 
establish a tariff ommission to ascertain facts upon which 
tariff legislation shall be based we carry with our action the 
ul faith of accepting the legislation which is to be actually 
based upon the facts which ar found by the commission, and 
which as to the cotton schedule were found by the Tariff Board. 
{Applause on the Ike | ublican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIES What is the status of the debate as to time? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Perers] whether he will consume some 
tl iow or what disposition he wishes to make of the balance 
of his time? I believe I have 11 minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has 11 min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. PETERS. I will use some of my time now. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Let me ask the gentleman when he is going 
to move a reces 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dres] 

bmitted a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps that has been answered by what has 
occurred since, 

Mr. DIES. I wanted to know how much time remained to 

» gentleman from Massachusetts. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Prerers| has 55 minutes remaining, or 45. There was 10 min- 


utes taken from the paragraph while the present occupant of 


the chair was not in the chair. Adding that time the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has 55 minutes remaining and the gen- 


MANN] has 11 minutes remaining. 
I should like to have 5 minutes from the gentle- 
ichusetts. 


tleman from Illinois [Mr 
Mr. DIES. 

man from Mass 
Mr. PETERS. 

gentlemen first. ; 
Mr. MANN. May I ask when the gentleman intends to move 


the 
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foreign countries, because American mills are so far in advance ¢} 


comparison is possibl and while tl number of antomatic loon 
England is increasing, the domestic industry is equipped with 
over fifteen times as many automatic looms, and for a much 
total number of looms. The use of better cotton makes poss 
operation of greater number of looms per operative in the do 


industry, thus 





placing omestic manufacturer on a much more , 






basis than the mere wages which are paid to the operative 

indicate 

_ ‘There is ample proof that the production per operative in the d 

industry in majority of cases is much larger than that of ti 

operative, and manufacturers who speak the truth admit it to b 
Now, gentlemen, this is your witness whom I have |] 


the stand, and I have read from an editorial written by 
prietor of that journal. It establishes our position pret 
clusively that the efficiency of American labor 

quard looms, which make the same quality of high-grade 
that the gentleman exhibited here, is from three to fo) 


on the J 





as great in this country as the labor in the best Eng 
Mr. FARR. Who is the editor of that paper, please? 
Mr. CLINE. I do not know the editor. This paper y 


sents the textile products. 
Mr. FARR. Published in Boston? 
Mr. CLINE. Published in Boston. 
Mr. FARR. Oh, that gentleman 


yes; VW before the 


as 


| mittee and fought the industry. 


Mr. CLINE. Now, I want to say just another word al 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN] on the question of t) 
dition that exists by virtue of this bill. My friends, we 
had this bill before this country for two successive years 
exports of the various items in this schedule were $35,000,0 
1910, $45,000,000 in 1911, and $52,600,000 in 1912, an in 
of 50 per cent on the very articles that we are discussi: 


| schedule. 


I have promised to yield to one or two other | 


My friend from Tennessee goes into predictions as to 
will happen—industries will close down, men go out of wor! 
it is the most vicious bill that ever was written in this 
Now, you can not fool the American people; you can nm 
the people down in Tennessee. I am quoting from Cot 
magazine published at Macon, Ga., giving a direct accoun 
the mills existing in the southern country and the products t1 
have and the amount of money that is invested. There is 
a Southern State but what is putting money into new indus 
in the cotton line every month in the year. In Nashvill 
Warioto Cotton Mills are investing $15,000 in remode 
factory. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have a telegram from that company saying 
that it will ruin them. 


ing Li 


Mr. CLINE. The Elwood Manufacturing Co., incorporated 
with a capital of $50,000, is another. Nashville has a ma 
factory of waterproof cloth, and Memphis only last month 


| organized a company with a capital of $250,000 to go into t 


that the committee rise? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Why not rise now? 

Mr. PETERS. I think the general debate had better run a 
little longer—until half past 6. I yield to the gentleman from | 


Indiana {Mr. Crine] five minutes. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, in the exceedingly brief time al- 
lotted to me I am only going to refer to one or two questions 
that have been involved in this discussion. 

During the last four or five years that tariff debate has been 
going on in this THlouse I have never heard a single Republican 
discuss the question of cost of units of production in the dis- 
cussion of any schedule. In their comparisons between the 
wages paid here and abroad it has always been by the day, the 
week, or the year. We have always contended that the amount 
of efficiency on the part of the American laborer has been equal 
to the productive capacity of the foreign labor, the price being 
taken into consideration. We have not always had at hand the 
evidence to show this fact, and I want particularly to show this 
with reference to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] 
in his discussion this afternoon. I am going to quote from an 
editorial in the Wool and Cotton Reporter, published in Boston, 
Miss., the direct representative of the cotton and woolen indus- 
‘s of this country, for the purpose of establishing our position. 
Weavers in the domestic industry will operate 8, 10, and sometimes 12 





né tomatic looms on plain cloth, a condition which is not noted in 
fe hn countries, because it is an exceptional case where a weaver will 
op e { sms in the foreign industry, and in the majority of cases 
the number operated is only 4 on plain cloth. 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLINE. I have only five minutes. Do not ask me to 
do that, please. This editorial continues: 

To show more clearly the general situation, it can be said that in 


the d 


dobby 


ymestic industry a weaver will ordinarily operate 6 and even & 
looms on fancy work, the usual number operated being 6, and 
in most domestic mills a weaver will also run 6 Jacquard looms on the 


| Tennessee ; 


cotton industry. Now, I say you can not fool the people oi 

they know that the profits of this business 
sufficient to warrant them in investing their money in these 
enterprises. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Let me ask the gentleman if any cotton mills 
were built after the Wilson bill became a law? 

Mr. CLINE. Oh, the Wilson bill seems to worry the Repul- 
licans. That song has been sung at every opportunity. I am 
talking about the conditions that exist now. 

Mr. AUSTIN, I am speaking of the conditions under thie 
Wilson bill. 

Mr. CLINE. I am talking about the conditions that exist 
now, when the country knows that we are going to pass this 
bill, and they are ready to put their money into these en- 
terprises. 


Mr. AUSTIN. I have a telegram from the Warioto Co., al 
Nashville, Tenn., protesting against the bill and sayiug that it 


will ruin their industry. . 

Mr. CLINE. The article from the Cotton magazine is 4s 
follows; 

TENNTSSEE, 

Nashville: The Warioto Cotton Mills are to invest 4 
the remodeling of their present buildings and erect an oflice st 
Plans and specifications have been prepared. This company 
25.000 ring spindles, 700 looms. . . 

Englewood: The Englewood Manufacturing Co., of this place, 
incorporated with en authorized capital of $50,000 for the manu! 


about $15,000 in 


ture 


operates 





| of knit goods. 


majority of Jacquard cloths which are being produced, while this | 
number is never even approached in foreign countries, the number of 
looms on dobby work being less than 4, and for jacquard work less 
than for dobby work. This condition is noted because of the strict 


rules which are formulated by the manufacturers and union organiza- 
tions, and because of the standard set prices for weaving. 


On any kind of fabric which is made on an automatic loom there is 
bsolutely no comparison between the domestic industry and that of 


a 


Nashville: It is reported that Reeves & Ely Co. have recently incor- 
porated to manufacture waterproof cloth. 


te 

Memphis: The Memphis Cotton Manufacturing Co. was. recen t 
chartered with a capitalization of $250,000. Of this it will inves 
$100,000 for the purchase of a site and erection of buildings, where it 
will install machinery for the manufacture of cotton goods from linter 


cotton. 
Mr. MANN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. ' 
Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, the textile industry would 
be very much surprised if it heard that the editor of that news: 











1915. 


paper which has been read is its official representative. The 
editor is my friend Mr. Frank P. Bennett. He has not been 
looked upon in the light in which the gentleman pictures him. 
Yet there is a good deal of truth in what he says. It is true that 
we use automatic Ik s, and it is true that English trades 
unions frown on their introduction into Great Britain. But 
for the most part these automatic looms are used on coarse 
goods, and that is the very reason Green-Gardner 
amendment makes the duties o 
is provided in the Underwood bi 
In the city of New Bedford, 


goods, 90 per cent of the looms are nonautomatic and onl) 





coarse cotton cloth less than 


1 largely manufactures fir 
per cent are automatic. The reason is that New Bedford manu- 
facturers, as I am informed, find that the automatic looms are 
not suitable for the production of goods such as they make. 
Automatic looms, as I understand it, produce a cloth with a 
rough surface, and ladies who are paying high prices for f 
fabries do not like the feeling of rough dress goods. Moreover. 
although the cost of tending 15 looms—and that is about the 
number of automatic looms which, on an average, one man 
operates—although the actual cost of loom tending is small, 
the cost of superintendence is very great. In addition, various 
high-class employees must be employed in connection with auto 
matic looms beyond what is necessary in connection with ordi- 
nary looms. I have been told that the automatic loom con- 
stantly breaks threads, but, of course, is unable to mend them 
again. For this reason it is desirable to use coarse yarns which 
are not readily broken. 

These are the various reasons assigned by manufacturers for 
the circumstance that the use of automat'c looms for fine goods 
has never gained a satisfactory footing. 

As to coarse goods the case is different. Automatic looms are 
under the ban of the British weavers’ unions 
looms are extensively used in this country. That is the reason 
why the Green-Gardner amendment makes a lower rate than 





ine 
I 





whereas those 


does the Underwood bill for coarse cloth made from yarns | 


below twenties. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the edit 
of the paper—Mr. Bennett—alluded to by the 
Indiana, came before the Committee on Ways and Means as an 
enemy of the cotton and wool industry, and so asserted himself 
The hearings are quite full of his testimony. It is not true, 
and there is no evidence anywhere in any official report, that 
the labor in the cotton or woolen mills is more efficient in the 


gentleman from | 


United States than abroad. There is evidence in abundance | 


that in the cotton and woolen mills of England the son follows 
his father with an apprenticeship of four years at very low 
wages. If I had the time to present it, I could show that the 
labor in the cotton mills and woolen mills in Europe is more 


efficient than in the cotton and woolen mills of the United | 


States. There is an abundance of proof of this kind. I defy 
any man to show reliable reports, official reports, or any other 
kind, to the contrary, unless it be something from some man 
who is an enemy of the industry. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the | ‘ 


gentleman from Texas [Mr. Digs], 
[Mr. DIES addressed the committee, See Appendix.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the committee rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GArrerr of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R, 3321—the tariff bill—and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take 
a recess until 7.45 p. m, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7.45 o’clock p, m. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House was c: 
the Speaker, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on th 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
3321, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 


lled to order 
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Mr. PETERS. 
ments, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 69, line 8, strike out the word “ doilies.” 


Mr. Chairman, I offer two committee amend- 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 69, line 12, after the word “ otherwise,” Insert the words 
embroidered nor in part of lace and not otherwise provided for.” 


* not 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the schedule. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Alabama that the Clerk has concluded the read- 
ing of the schedule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman let me call 
his attention to an obvious error in paragraph 255 which I do 
not think has been corrected ? 

It says, as to yarns, “ Nos. 1 to 9, inclusive, 5 per cent ad 
valorem; Nos. 10 to 19, inclusive,” and so forth, “74 per cent 
ad valorem.” Now, there is a No. 94 and a No. 194 all the way 
through. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that, but last year I 
took that up with the Bureau of Standards in fixing this classi- 
fication. We had a letter which was read to the House last 
year. I do not have it at my hand now. In that letter it 
was stated that none of the yarns could be stated with absolute 
accuracy—that is, they only approximate the number—and, of 
course, the importer in bringing in the yarn will not make it 
9} or 194, because he would thereby throw it to a higher rate. 
He would throw it to the basket clause, which would bring a 
higher rate. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
of them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We had the matter up last year, and I 
wrote a letter to the Bureau of Standards, and published the 
reply then. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
bers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. TI looked into that last year and, as I 
say, published the letter; and as the yarns are only approxi- 
mate I do not think there will be any difficulty about making 
it 9 or 10. 

Mr, PAYNE. I think it might give rise to litigation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I do not think so. I call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact that the highest rate in this bill on 
yarns is 25 per cent. The basket clause is 30 per cent. 
course, the cloth goes higher, But that difficulty does not arise 
in the cloth paragraph, and in this paragraph I do not think 
“any importer would try to enter it at a higher rate than he 
would have to pay in the regular way. 

Mr. PAYNE. If he brings it in at 94 he would have to 
perjure himself to get the rate fixed at 10. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They said at the department that it 
was difficult to ascertain that with absolute certainty. 

Mr. PAYNE. They do import them now, I understand. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are numbered that way, but it is 
very difficult to tell the difference between No. 9 and No. 94. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not suppose they would perjure them- 
selves in order to come in. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Prerers] is to close the debate, and the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircurn] is expected to 
be here. 

Mr. MURRAY. He is on his way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam not sure that the gentleman from 
North Carolina will be here, and I will be glad if the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] would use up his time. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to use the time if only 
one speech follows. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. So far as I know there will be only one. 
The gentleman from Illinois is right about it, but I do not like 
to cut out the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircnr] 
if he happens to come in. 

Mr. MANN. I know; but I do not want to go ahead and have 
both the gentleman from North Carolina and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to follow. 


He would not on all, but he would on some 


He might do that on some of the higher num- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand now that the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. KircH1n] will not speak. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield nine minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Patmer] this afternoon devoted a great deal of 
his time to a discussion of the Tariff Board and the bill intro- 
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duced at the last session by Mr. Hill of Connecticut revisiy: 
this schedule, based upon the report of the Tariff Board, a), 
tried to make much of the fact that there was some disagree. 
ment among Republicans on that subject as to the exact tery); 
of that bill. 

Now, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania and every other 
Member on that side of the aisle could only forget their preju- 
dices for a little while, and exercise a little of that intellectns| 
honesty that was spoken of so often this afternoon, and examine 
into the purposes and theory of a tariff board they will coy 
tainly see, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] ex 
plained this afternoon, that it is not the purpose or thought o; 
anybody that the Tariff Board will make a report that wi)! 
determine exactly the rate that shall go into each item of every 
schedule. What does happen and what has happened with ref. 
erence to this report is that it does set limits between whic 
there may be honest differences of opinion among Republica) 
as to a tariff along protection lines, and among Democrats ss {,) 
a tariff along revenue lines. Between those limits there may be 
Mr. Chairman, honest differences of opinion, but outside of 
those limits there can not be any differences of opinion. 

And with reference to the bill that is before us—the Demo 
cratic bill—if those gentlemen would examine the report of 
that Tariff Board as to the cloth and yarn schedules of this 
bill, they will find that the Hill bill does come within the 
limits of the report of the Tariff Board. They will find that 
the cloth paragraph also does, but it is the first one that they 
have introduced, revising the schedule, that does do it. 

And what is the situation, Mr. Chairman, with reference to 
the Democratic revision of Schedule I? 

In 1911, at the special session, they introduced and passed 
through this House a bill revising the cotton schedule. I yoted 
for that bill. I tried to show at that time that that Dill, so 
far as these coarser cotton cloths were concerned, purchased hy 
the great masses of the people, was a protective bill and not 
a tariff for revenue bill at all. We all know what happened 
to the bill finally. 

A year went by. In March last the Tariff Board made its 
report upon the cotton schedule, and last August the Democrats 
again brought in a cotton bill. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] stated that during that year they had given 
this cotton schedule deep thought and careful study, and I do 
not know but prayerful consideration, that he and his com- 
mittee had examined thoroughly the report of the Tariff Board, 
and after all of that study and all of that information, they had 
come to the conclusion that their bill of 1911 was absolutely 
perfect, without a flaw, and they introduced into the session 
last year the same bill identically, word for word and rate for 
rate. That bill went through this House, and here we have tlic 
third bill. But this bill is not at all like the two previous 
bills that the Democrats have brought in. Out of 37 rates in 
this bill and in the previous bill they have changed 22, 
nearly 66 per cent of the rates. 

Now, what has brought about this change among the Demo 
cratic leadership to change these rates in this cotton schedule? 
I am speaking now of these paragraphs under consideration. 
What has happened since that time? Only one thing, and that 
is that the cotton manufacturers, whom our Democratic friends 
have so often reviled as writing tariff bills, have appeared and 
testified before the Committee on Ways and Means, and either 
this bill has been rewritten because of the testimony and state- 
ments of the cotton manufacturers or else you have gone to the 
report of the Tariff Board, but have not been frank enough tv 
acknowledge it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do believe that the Democracy have so 
much pride of opinion that they would not have been willing 
to change those rates in any particular, except for a circum- 
stance that happened in the hearings last winter that compelled 
them to do so. And what was that? Why, the American Cotton 
Manufacturers’ Association itself proposed a bill to the Demo- 
cratic Committee on Ways and Means revising this cotton sched- 
ule, and in that bill they proposed to reduce the rates upon 
coarse cotton cloth 50 per cent lower than they did in their 
bills of 1912 and 1911, and, of course, they could not have come 
in here and put in a bill calling for rates on coarse cotton cloth 
100 per cent higher than the manufacturers themselves asked for. 

But though you have reduced those rates 50 per cent upon the 
coarse cotton cloths, I challenge any gentleman upon that side 
of the aisle to show that it is a tariff for revenue only. It is 


or 


a protective tariff, a tariff that every Member upon this side 
of the aisle can vote for, because the rate is not large, but it 
is a rate that no man upon that side of the aisle, unless he is 
willing to say that he is voting for protection, can vote for. 
And why, Mr. Chairman? Because in these coarse cotton cloths 
the report of the Tariff Board shows, and the testimony of the 
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cotton manufacturers 


compete with the world in those cotton cloths. ton » 1 ‘ 
} : 





Why, Mr. Chairni 1 thi te ‘ i ( fy . ie 
read 2 letter from a southern cotton mat returel nw largely by 
you remember he said, “Treat us as lightly a y »” Well, it 
vou have done so. He has nothing to com to tl 
C rse cotton cloths that he i Ss «ck i 1 ¢ ( e the | e ! 

New England manuf: irer the same protection in his higher | 

counts that you h: ve iven the s tthern manufacturer in his try AI ) to, he 

low counts, and you have a protective bill from A to Z i is | fe l ‘ I 

cotton schedule. | sic ( ! f a 

Now, Mr. Ch irman, on 1 coarse cotton loths we are li ( ( nd will ( 
not only competing with the ‘ld, but in 1911 y sent 11.000 I ‘ ‘ t 
000 yards to Canada, not only in com ition with Great Brit- | Prosperity will | 

in, but with a tariff charge of 74 per cent against us. The |! t | | 
tariff upon these cloths it Canada from this country 2 | our Cc ‘ 
per cent. The tariff from England was 25 per cent. So that | Side.] 
ve u can not say that this is tariff f ‘ } fat Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. ¢ 
these cloths are co erm If vou be inte ety } ( 1 | ba ice of tl 
will admit that you are prot i the L n x4 I 
turer in the thi that he makes so y | to be offered. 

You have lowered some rates be we led to Mr. MANN i ( 

You have raised others, « er | use of the d ind of the | Maining. I! 

cotton manufacturers, or else bec: ha lied ing to } it MM WAY 
purpose the report of the Tariff B urd. If you w 1 take | Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will the gentl 
é ther ye to study the bject, you might get fait 1 | question in his own tin 

col Si mnt bill, We are re dy to do ne vy rk now. [A | a | 1 e MANN M Cl rl ] 

on the Republican side.] Massachu s[Mr. P ! 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chai in, many of 1 le; es from | Mr. PETERS. (¢ ! 
Massachusetts on the opposite side of the H » have presented ny CHATI AN N I 
their views to th imi . and 1 hewn lea t | yield 
there is irreconcilable differences in their views. Mr. PETERS Ye 

We have reached the time in our industrial history when the Mr. TREADWAY I C'} I 
old prohibitive-tariff system is outgrown. It may have been rentie L que be ol dl | iw 
necessary to have had high rates of duty to raise the revenue in | !!Ke to : k, in view of 
war time, and it may have been beneficial in some instances to ado] ! ) 265 t f 
continue them afterwards: but that it should be necessary to el J ad go« ' 0 per if } 
continue the prohibitive tariff rates which have been in existence | HOt Made ov cent, as in tl er porti 
on cotton goods fer the last 10 or 15 years nobody who has We read i ection =! irda 1 
studied the industry can believe. ood ete. b sas lt ; ."} 

My colleagues from my own State on the other side have tried de betwe i 
to get together and get some common point of view. Their singu m and anotne! 
lar Jack of success has been shown by their views this after Mr. PETERS. Mr. C! 
noon, when one amendment presented by my colleague, Mr. | Minds of the | 
GARDNER, received its severest criticism from his colleague, Mr. | would come , 

GREENE, it } r cent I ) { 

It has been stated that the cotton industry will receive a | S@CUlen <9, \ 
terrible blow from the enactment of the rates in this bill. 1 | fed at 30 per ce 1 \ e rate 


mittee, 
Mr TREADWAY. Just « ther q 


‘ Mmiont et 


believe the result will show not that the cotton industry will 
suffer but that it will be put on a sounder basis by the rates we 
propose in the bill. We have had prohibitive rates. They have | ®™€© me Ww : 
placed a heavy burden on the consumers, and I believe have | “ she partuicwar q 

not been to the ultimate advantage either of the industry or the | With mills making quilts. I under: . = 
people employed in it. 


The result of prohibitive rates has been to tremendously over- | |! ilts will, of ! 0-7} 
stimulate certain branches of the cotton industry. Some con- | Ulin uncer section <69 1 


cern will make tremendous profits, there will be a rush into 
that branch of industry, and the market will be overproduced. 
The unnatural production forced by prohibitive rates must be 
invariably followed by overproduction and depression vani 
This bill places rates on a competitive basis. The rates on | f Peragrapo - 
yarns and cloths and all cotton products are at points which wil! this side. z 
allow reasonable importations. Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 1) 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? paragraph, as a substitute for paragraph 
Mr. PETERS. No; I can not yield now. The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ 
A careful investigation has been made of the increases | i 
which it is thought would be stimulated by adopting the rat | Strike « pari h 263 and tft 
recommended in this schedule. The importations in cotton last aus - i ching 
year were $24,000,000. vi: tape 
It is estimated that under this bill which we have before us | ued at not over 30 rd 
imports will be increased to $36,000,000, an increase of $12,000,  aiiiemian. 4 ‘ 
000. See what that increase amounts to, when compared with | cents per re ya . 
the huge product of this industry. In 1904 the total production | cent ad valorem ; l * 
in the United States of cotton goods, including cotton 1] _ oe 


» Clerk read follows 


small 


wares, according to the report of the Census Bureau, was Mr. MOOR] Mr. ¢ I I 
valued at $450,468,000. In 1909, the last year for which we | debate on the cotton sched i ouch I ! 


have corresponding statistics, manufactures of cotton in this | textile city in the United S 


country were valued at $628,392,000, or an increase in five years} Mr. UNDERWOOD. WV est 


of $177,900,000 in the total production of the mills and factories Mr. MOORE. Yes 


of this country, an average yearly increase of over 
It will be seen that an increase of in 





is by no means going to ruin any industry which increases its 


$35.000.000 
nortations of $12.000.000 | 


yearly production by three times that amount and which ex- 


ported last year goods to the value of $31,388,998. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. D 
than in the Payne law 


Mr. MOORE. No: 5 p 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Th: 


the important division 
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Mr. MOORE, 
richer class of 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The reason I asked the gentleman—is 
there any indication that this industry is not prospering under 
the Payne bill? 

Mr. MOORE. The industry at present is prospering. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, ‘Then I ask the gentleman why did he 
raise the rates. 

Mr. MOORE. Under the Dingley bill the industry did not 
prosper, because the mills were working half time and some of 
thom quarter time and because generally there was a retarda- 
tion of all production of upholstery goods in the United States. 
This is a case that illustrates as clearly as any I can present 
the necessity of a protective-tariff duty. Foreign upholstery 
manufacturers were able to keep their goods in this country 
under the Dingley law. The rates were raised in the Payne 
law, and as a result of the raising of those rates the mills began 
again to thrive in the United States, and particularly in my 
city. I know personally that men were walking the streets for 
want of work because the Dingley rates were too low. Now, I 
know personally that when the Payne rates were in effect the 
mills began to work again full time and the employees had 
plenty to do. 

The industry is thriving now because every mill is working 
full tilt and doing the very best it can with the raw material 
on band to fill orders in anticipation of what is coming. That 
may account to a very large extent for the statements that some 
gentlemen have advanced here as to our present prosperity. 
The textile mills to-day, with what raw material they have on 
hand, are working full tilt in order to prepare for what is to 
come. Now, as I said, I did not discuss this matter under gen- 
eral debate. It is one of the unwritten laws of this particular 
of Congress that a man who comes from a district 
where there are interests of this kind must leave the whole dis- 
cussion to a Member who comes from a district where nothing 
is known about it and in which there is no interest. In fact, 
this seems to be a session of Congress where a man who is a 
lawyer can discuss everything until the cows come home and 
settle questions affecting industries whether he knows any- 
thing about them or not. I do not want to offend the other 
side of the House or this side of the House when I say the dis- 
cussion we have just had on the cotton schedule illustrates 
betler than anything else could have done that we are not now 
prepared to pass an intelligent or scientific cotton bill. 

The differences of opinion upon both sides, the lack of infor- 
mation upon all sides, the utter disregard of the men actually 
engaged in the business, who know by experience what is best 
for the trade, confirms the statement I have made. Oh, of 
course the gentlemen upon the other side say that the man who 
is interested in the business naturally will take care of his local 
interests. I would like to know a lawyer of this House who 
will refuse to discuss here problems of law in which he is 
interested and which only serve to confuse the public mind and 
delay public business; hair-splitting, while the men who want 
business done wait to have it done. I have presented this 
amendment in the interest of the industries of my city. If 
that is a crime, it can not be helped. I am ready to plead guilty 
to an effort to persuade you to stay a bill particularly with 
respect to upholstery products, so that the mills engaged in this 
industry may not be placed upon half time and the men now 
employed will not be put upon the streets. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the remarkable unity in 
the Repubiican Party in its effort to write a tariff bill is well 
illustrated by the last two speeches that have been made on 
that side of the House. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Lenroor], although he advises his Republican colleagues to vote 
for our cotton schedule, says we have not reduced it enough, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], not satis- 
fied with our cotton schedule, not even satisfied with the Payne 
bill, not only proposes to raise this paragraph under which he 
admits the business interests of the country affected by it have 
prospered, but proposes to raise it and ask you to vote to raise 
it above the rate in the present Payne law. Now, where does 
the Republican Party stand? 

All of you gentlemen stand for a revision by a tariff board. 
The most complete report that you had in the last Congress by 


That is on the finer goods that are used by the | 


SeCSSiOn 





a tariff board of your own creation was on the cotton schedule. | 


You have had it before you for study for two years, and at the 
end of that time, still proclaiming that you believe in a revision 
of the tariff by a tariff board, we find one distinguished gentle- 
man representing you here complaining that this bill is too 
high, according to the Tariff Board reports, and the other 
distinguished gentleman, the Representative from Pennsylvania, 
is not only not satisfied with this bill, but is not satisfied with 
the Payne bill; but under your theory of a tariff board revision 


| a dozen to turn out the same kind of underwear. 





he desires to raise the rate still higher and increase the bur 
dens on the American people, when he admits on the floor th: 
the industry is prosperous under the present rate. 

Now, I do not want to indulge in captious criticism, but | 
am perfectly willing to accept the captious criticism that th» 
side of the House throws us. That is your business. That 
what you are here for. You are the critics of the Congress, 4 
we have been sometimes in the past. It is the part of tho 
Government that belongs to you [applause on the Demoerati, 
side], and I do not want to invade your privilege, but I 4s) 
you, and the country is going to ask you. when you proclaiy) 
yourselves in favor of a revision by a tariff board, and yoy 
have had the best report of a tariff board, that you stood {.) 
and proclaimed all right, before you for two years, and you ¢.; 
not agree among yourselves on a rate that should go into th) 
schedule. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pr. 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penns, 
vania [Mr. VARE] is to be recognized to offer an amendment. 
paragraph 266, after which I yield him the 5 minutes’ time » 
this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
VareE] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On line 9, page 68, paragraph 266, instead of— 


“Composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, 30 per cent 
valorem.” 

To read: 

“Composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, 50 per cent ad 


valorem.” 


Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment is 
not to restore the Payne duty of 1912 of 60.27 per cent. It is 
not to restore the Dingley rate of 61.41 per cent ad valorem, but 
it is simply asking the Democratic Party to give the manufac- 
turers and workingmen of the city of Philadelphia, which I have 
the honor in part to represent, the same rate—50 per cent ad 
valorem—that was given them in the Wilson-Gorman bill of 1806 

I do not intend to take the time of the committee in dis 
cussing the fiscal policy which is being put into effect by the 
Democratic Party and the overturning of the protective prin 
ciple, under which this country has obtained its great growth 
and under which wages have been maintained at a standard 
higher than in any other country in the world. The city ot 
Philadelphia, which I have the honor to represent in part, is the 
greatest manufacturing city in this country. It is also known 
throughout this and all other countries as the city of homes, 
containing, exclusive of hotels and apartment houses, $50,000 
dwellings, the major part of which are occupied by mechanics 
and other wage earners. The fact that the city of Philadelphia 
is regarded as the home city of the country is due almost en- 
tirely to the splendid opportunities for employment in these 
manufacturing industries, and I therefore feel that I would be 
recreant to my trust if I did not raise my voice to protest 
against the passage of this bill, which so seriously affects vir- 
tually every industry in Philadelphia. I feel that I should cal! 
attention to the fact that inasmuch as the Ways and Means 
Committee admitted that an injustice had been done in reduc 
ing the duty on knitted underwear from 60 to 25 per cent ad 
valorem and withdrew this paragraph from the Democratic 
caucus in order to increase the reduced duty to 30 per cent ad 
valorem that it is quite probable that other mistakes have been 


made. The increase from 25 to 30 per cent will not afford the 
slightest protection to Philadelphia’s underwear industry. 


Where we are paying our employees from $1.75 to $2.50 a day 
the same class of operators in Germany are receiving only from 
50 to 75 cents a day. Where the foreigners are able to sell in 
this country at $2.50 a dozen, including their profit, our Phila- 
delphia manufacturers, without counting profit, must od $3.60 
The same 
thing is true of hosiery and all other textile interests, in which 
Philadelphia has millions of dollars of capital invested and on 
which thousands of our workmen are dependent for a livelihood. 

It has been intimated that the Republicans are engaged in 
calamity howling and that no harm will really be done to Amer- 
ican industry by the passage of the Wilson-Underwood bill. 
For the information of Democrats who hold this view, I merely 
wish to cite an instance of what is already happening. In 
Bradford, England, the firm.of Joseph Benn & Sons has long 
been engaged in the worsted business. After the passage of the 


Dingley tariff law they found that they could more profitably 
make in this country such goods as they had formerly made in 
their English mill for export here. So they established another 
plant in Rhode Island to make goods for the United States 
market. 
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In both mills they made the same kind of goods, with the | 


same kind of machinery, and of identical raw material. 
conditions are practically identical in all respects except the 
wages paid. 

Many of the employees of the Bradford mill came to this 
country when the firm established itself in Rhode Island, and 
they testify that sorters who receive $7.79 in the English branch 
of the business receive $16.50 per week in the Rhode Island 
branch. Mechanics receive $7.30 in the English branch and $15 
per week in the Rhode Island branch. Weavers receive $3.41 a 
week in the English branch and $12 per week in the Rhode 
Island branch. They say that if they lived the same way in the 
United States as they do in England they could save at least 
half of their wages. 

If what the Democrats have said is true, namely, that the 
working people of this country will prosper under the new Dill, 
it would seem that the firm of Joseph Benn & Sons would be 
willing to continue in business; and yet cn April 18 last the 
following anouncement was posted on the door of the firm for 
the information of 1,500 American employees: 

The provisions in the new Wilson-Underwood tariff bill make it abso- 
lutely impossible for us to successfully compete with imported goods. 
Therefore the stoppage of machinery will take place immediately. 

JOSEPH BENN & SONS. 
HARRISON BENN. 

Mr. Benn has stated publicly that the notice speaks for itself. 
He has explained that it is not the intention of the company to 
close up all its factories at once. There will be a lay off of em- 
ployees a few at a time, at intermittent periods, which will 
depend probably on the question of orders that are to be filled 
in the future. Mr. Benn is quoted as saying: 


There is no mystery in the closing of our mill. I find that under the 





proposed new tariff act I can make goods in Bradford, England, and 
land them in New York at about 4 cents a yard cheaper than I can 
make them in Rhode Island and ship them to New York. On 13 num- 
bers or styles I find that I can save from 10.6 per cent to 14.6 per 
cent a yard by making the goods in the Bradford plant and shipping 
them to New York. For that reason I have ordered all work that is 
being done stopped at this plant, and am sending a cable to the Brad 


ford plant to start 500 pieces of goods to take the places of 
which we have stopped making here. 

This is a concrete example of what is taking place in the 
textile industry, and I merely call it to the attention of the Demo- 
cratic Party for what it may be worth to them. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, 


? 


} } 
the goods 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 

posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Vare]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WALLIN. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WALLIN] offers en amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 68, paragraph 
after the word “ fiber,” 
thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from*New York [Mr. WALLIN]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago I inadvertently 
misled the Chair by asking him to recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. VaARe] to offer his amendment the 


pro- 


fie 
us 


in 


266, line 9, by striking out the 
and inserting the figures “40” 


ures 
lie. 
ile 


“ 30.” 


before 


The | 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following | 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. | 


GARDNER] had been disposed of. I now ask to have a vote upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. GaRDNER], which is now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the Chair to recognize 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Farr] to offer an amend- 


ment to paragraph 270, and then I will yield him five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Farr] offers the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute for paragraph 270: 


“Lace window curtains, nets, nettings, pillow shams, and bed sets, | 
finished or unfinished, made on the Nottingham lace-curtain machine or 


on the Nottingham warp machine, and composed of cotton or other vege- 
table fiber, when counting 5 points or spaces between the warp threads 
to the inch, 1 cent per square yard; when counting more than 5 such 
points or spaces to the inch, one-half of 1 cent per square yard in addi- 
tion for each such point or space to the inch in excess of 5; and in 
addition thereto, on all the foregoing articles in this paragraph, 20 
per centum ad valorem: Provided, That none of the above-named ar- 
ticles shall pay a less rate of duty than 50 per centum ad valorem.” 


Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that with Sched- 
ule C, metals and manufactures of, we would have seen the 


T.——64 
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finish of the injuries that will be 


; inflicted upon the district 
which I have the honor to represent 


injuries which will! follow 


directly from the provisions in this bill—but I find that a lace 
mill in the district, employing 400 or more people, will be 
in serious danger if the reduced tariff in this section of the 
bill becomes a law. ‘Therefore I have offered my amendment 
as a substitute for section 270. The amendment constitutes 


the existing law. 
I am in receipt of a communication from the 








secretary of the 
‘ eal ona ; : 
( hartered Society of Amalgamated Lace Operators of America, 
affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, under date 
of April 24, 1913, which reads as follows: 
To the Hon, JoHN R. Farr: 
Dear Sir: I am malling you under separate cov from 
| the employees of the Scranton Lace Curtain Co. Knowir 1d 
the hardships that we, the employees, went through durir { { 
that the Wilson bill was in , and yu nd din t 
conditions, | am sure I can thank you in vance f our yol | 
influence in regard to this ma 
[ am, you J 3 G ALI f 

SCRANTON, Pa. 

Now, the friends of organized labor have an opportunity to 
save an industry which employs organized labor. It is one of 
the best organized industries in this country, and is now on a 
competitive basis with the product of foreign industries, paying 
684 per cent more wages than are paid in England, and three 
times the rate of wages for a 9-hour day that is paid in Seotland 
for a 10-hour day—industries with which our Seranton industry 
is in direct competition One-third of the capacity of the 
Nottingham machines in this country is now unused. Impo1 
tations are increasing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illin Mr. Chairman, vy the gentle 
man yield for : que stion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield 

Mr. FARR. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Is that a com on from 
an organization of labor? 

Mr. FARR. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of I[linoi Has it a seal on it 

Mr. FARR. Yes. it re ls, “The Chart 1 § ety of 
Amalgamated Lace Operatives of America, Branch No. 8.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN of I Has got th 
seal on it? 

Mr. FARR. Ye it has its seal { 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Lllinois 11 1 the of the ni 
zation. 

Mr. FARR It has the seal on i ‘T » que ! out 
it. I know the organizati 

Now, Mr. Chairman, inasmuch tl from Illinois 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] hus been made acquainted with that fact, as 
a member of organized labor, I am. looking for his support. 

In the petition to which I have referred these petitioners say: 

We, the undersig d, do hereby petition tl } , ~ t nd 
Congress n from our <¢ trict to t wain { ' of 
the Ways and Means Cor t rning ind rit 

rl adoption of t mi tion of t W I ( 

litee means n inet i a n t I i ) ; 
employment and a reduction in t | ) f ] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire tl ! ers of o1 1 lab mn 
that side of tl isl b 2 ( I hat j Ss | 
where in all th ndus n this « ed in the 
manufacture of Notti im s we ( I 
the wages that are paid in § land for the same | | \\ 
and for just as 1 h work nd I am going to 1 ! 
are going to support this provision to pi th | 
danger? 

Relative to the lower tariff. Mr. Paul B. B 
Scranton Lace Co.,. writes me S sllow 

As a itter +f &.'% x ’ ru 
about 26 per ceat, and 1 t 
per cent which*i nl ticall l i. t 
which are spun in the Sout ve not | i yf t p! 
owing to tl f t that the d 3 I st cas I d ratlil t 
lowered : t! \ tton wil i n | I 
apparentiy, \ i ) dt compete m wa 

Ss a local n you are quite well aware of the po on 
always taken in 1 ce to this matter, and you are also qul 
aware that we ha Llw paid more than anybody. 

As an actual fact we a payin just exactly three tin 
wages as the Scotch lace manufacturers, who will compete direct! 
with us if this bill should pass We work 9 hours a day, wh is tl 
Scotchmen work 10. At the present moment there is practically very 
little difference between our prices and the prices of Scotch or English 
curtains. it is only due to our strenuous lling efforts that w are 
able to keep out the Scotch and English « iilns, and if they were 
given an advantage of 20 per cent on the low ide curtains, as pro 
posed in the new tariff bill, I, for one, fail to see how it will be poss! 
ble for us to run the mill, as I am quite sure there is no possibility of 
reducing wages. 

Trusting you will use your earnest endeavors to prevent any such 
bill being passed, I am, 

Very truly, yours, Tue SCRANTON LACE CURTAIN Co., 
Paut B. BELIN, Treasurer. 
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I ‘ m to a gentleman on the other side of 
ie | I league, Mr. Cagsry, in which the writers say 
1! ’ nul s of skilled mechanics in the Wilkes-Barr« 
i l Low Lift 
; qu ! been asked here frequently as to why 
diffe we of wages in foreign countries exists. We are 
nearly » much concerned with wages in foreign countries 
are with the wages paid our working people, and I repeat 
that here is an opportunity to maintain a splendid industry, 
fu hing the product at a price lower than it was sold for 
b re the industry was established in this country, paying 
did wages to a spl ndid class of pec opie. The passage of 
1 will mean the displacement of a serait - of male 
employees. [Applause on ‘the Republican side.] 
ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gen- 
tleman aright, he stated that he had communications from the 
men who were working in these mills appealing to him that this 
y should not return to the disastrous condition in which 
s under the Wilson bill. Did I understand the gentleman 
Mr. FARR. That is what the gentleman wrote to me. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. ao the gentleman charges, I suppose 
that the rates in the Wilson bill were the cause of this industry 


being in such a disastrous condition. 








Mr. FARR. At that time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is your opinion about it? 
Mr. FARR. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is a very good ill 
ation of how Reput lican wants to make up a tariff bill— 
{ ntific method.” He comes before this House and ap- 
peals to the Ho se to return to the rates under the Payne bill 
| ust e wort men in the factory in his district have written 
n that they want to be saved from the disastrous condi- 
re forced on them by reason of the enactment of 
the Wilson bill. Now, he feels sure about that, because I have 
t asked him, and that is the great issue that he has brought 
} re t II » on these Nottin m curtains. 
v, under the Payne bill these curtains in 1912 had a rate 
v ad valorem equivalent was 52 per cent. Under the Wilson 
] the rate was 50 per cent 
Mr. FARR. That is a difference of 52 per cent. 
M UNI RWOOD. And to the difference between 50 pe 
| 52 | it the gentleman attributes some calamitous 
< ns. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
ir. FARR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I can not yield nov 
Ir. FARR. I will explain the difference, if you will permit 
i te lo so. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand t lifference 
Mr. FARR. Of course you do. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand the difference. The dif 
ice is that the gentleman now knows wae the Wil: n rate 
nd he did not know it when he made his speech. [Ap- 
use on the Democrat side. ] 
r. FARR. I beg t gentleman’s pardon. I did k d 
I can explain tl difference, and the gentleman knows the 
difference, but he does not want me to state it 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman talks most of the time 
! House, but I ask him not to talk in my time. 
vy, the ¢ leman reminds me of a condition I met with in 
the campaign 1 fall. It is a well re fact that when 
Mr. Dir y Vv the Dingley bi he adopted the Wilson rates 
he iron and steel schedule, with one or two insignificant 
( Otherwi Wilson bill and the Dingley bill were 
u ie on the iron and steel schedules. When I was making 
§ h last fall in a town in Connecticut a gentleman rose 
iudience and he said, “It does not make any difference | 
what you say about Unis math We remember when 
oul } wi stex works were ¢ losed ut ~ r the Wilson bill 
I 1 him if he attributed that to the rates in the Wilson 
bill, 1 he said he did. I then asked him if they had pros- | 
pered under the rates in the Dingley bill, and he told me that 
they had had the most amazing prosperity that they had ever 
known. Then I invited him to the platform, with both the 
Dingley bill and the Wi bill lying there, and I promised | 
him I would turn Republican if he would find any material 
difference in the iron and steel rates between the two bills, 
and he has not found them yet. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] And that is about the condition of you calamity howlers. 


Because Mr. Wilson's bill happened to run into a Republican 
panic, a panic that was brewing before the bill was ever enacted, 
you are ready at all times and on all occasions, whether there 
is a change in the rate or not, to attribute those conditions to 
the enactment of a law that had nothing to do with it. [Ap- 


plause.] 
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Now, so far as this particular schedule is concerned, 
body knows that this class of lace curtains are made alm: 
tirely by machinery. They are machine-made goods. T! 
taking possession of the American market, as far as the A 
can market can absorb the goods. 

There may be a part of the industry that does 
the full number, so far as the capacity of the machin 
concerned, but that is due to the fact that the enormou 
these men have made in the past year has invited ca 
making Nottingham lace curtains until they have iner¢ 
production beyond the capacity of the Ameri 
absorb it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment o! 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Farr]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lk 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from ‘Ty 
[Mr. AustTrn] was to be recognized to offer an amen: 
paragraphs 264 and 265 without debate. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
ment: I move to strike out, in line 18, page 67, the figur 
and insert the figures “ 30.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


hor ¢ 


an mai 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, line 18, page 67, by striking out “ 20” and inserting ‘ 


The ——- was taken, and the amendment was 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the further an 
on page 68, on line 1, strike out the figures “40” and 

‘70,” and, in line 2, strike out “50” and insert “71 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 68, line 1, strike out “ 
out “50” and insert “ 71.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendn 
by the gentleman from Tennesse e. 
The question was taken, and the amendment wa 
The Clerk read as follows: 


lost 


40” and insert “70°; in 


s lost. 


273. Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,’ 13 cents per 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
ment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Page line 6, a 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. 
of the paragraphs 
were, respectively, 1 
and 3 cents per 


70, after the we line,” strike out 


oe 13 ” 
Chairman, the old rates, as I reca 
corresponding to paragraphs 272 
cent per pound in the former pai 
pound in the latter. The rate in paragr: 





has been reduced to one-half of 1 cent. There seems no 
reas mm, then, for not assenting to a similar reduction of 
half 1 cent on the present dressed-flax rate to 24 ce 

] rodt 1c ot referred to in paragraph 272 is the raw material f 
commodity in paragraph 273. 


The re is in my district, in the town of Andover, one of tl 
hackling-flax plants in the United States—one of tl 
rie n, Iam told. About two months ago the operatives ot 
sent me a petition, asking me to come over from Lo 
to Andover and listen to their story in connection wit! 
two paragraphs of the tariff. 

I went there, and in an upper room in one of their 
ings during the noon hour, the men having hurried bac! 


1. 


mill ] 


dinner in order to be present, they explained their griev: 
They told me, with every apparent sincerity, that if ti 
compensatory duties between undressed flax on the one hand 


and the dressed flax on the other were not retained this br ch 
of their activity, employing 100 men more or less in this mu! 
alone, would be driven out of business, because the men in 


this country who make use of the flax would in that event 
have the hackling done on the other side, where they could 
have it done more cheaply than they could here. They pi d 


} 
aa 


with me, and I plead with you now, to retain this compensat: ry. 
| duty undiminished, so that this industry, one of only a hal 
a dozen in this country, and one which in no wise keeps up 


the price of the product or interferes with any other manu- 
facture, may not be legislated out of existence. , 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the copious inter- 
change of unfavorable opinion on this floor in the last few days 
I deem it a bad time to tinker with the hemp market, as pro- 
posed in the amendment just offered. I would not, however, be 
impolite enough to remind the gentieman of the old adage: 


|“No thief e’er felt the halter draw, with good opinion of the 


law.” Gentlemen here are not culprits, nor fit subjects for a 
halter. They are merely the apologists for the real thieves— 
the beneficiaries of the robber protective tariff. I am con- 


strained, however, by these complimentary remarks to lament 
the decadence of honesty in this country. A wicked and de- 


generate world makes the doubled-barreled minority miserable. 
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There are no honest men among the Democrats, it seems. The 
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There is another matter of wonder forced on my mind by the 


yery mildest characterization made of their duplicity and mean- repeated suggestions that workmen intelligent enough to turn 


ness is by that meek and elegant gentleman from Wisconsin 
{Mr. Lenroor], who says we are not frank, and sometimes not 
decent. 

Honesty is confined to the scattered, disjointed, dismantled, 
discordant fragments of the stand-pat Republicans and the 
new-fledged Bull Moose Party, which, like the wasp, is bigger 
at its birth than it ever becomes in after life. [{Laughter.] 
Great God! Is that all the chance there is for honesty in this 
world? Both of these other bodies have admitted that they 
are honest; that is, each admits it for itself but denies it to 
the other fragment. The Democrats, however, have the excuse 
for their meanness that they are ignorant, because both the 
other bunches have also called them ignorant. Our eritics will 
find that the Democrats understand this bill. A waiting coun- 
try and a suffering people, for 50 years wandering in the wilder- 
ness, being robbed of their earnings, hope for it soon to become 
a law and that it may long bless the land. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 
and Bull Moose adventurers described, I say, Come on, fire and 
brimstone—there will be no Lot found exempt from the destruc- 
tion of Sodom and Gomorrah. [Laughter and applause.] If 
there were anybody escaping and looking back, to be trans- 
muted into pillars of salt, there would not be enough to save the 
old fragmentary stand-pat party nor the Bull Moose claimants 
to a monopoly of holiness. 

Mr. Chairman, there are severa! wonderful things under the 
sun that have been developed by this debate. My extremely 
witty friend from Philadelphia [Mr. Moore], who makes a joke 
out of the most serious and sacred things, excuses robber pro- 
tection in this country by showing how little was collected at 
the ports and how little was the per capita share of each citi- 
zen. Great heavens, that is the very objection we have to it— 
that it is an infernal, infamous system that collects one-eighth 
of the tax for the Government, which any honest man would be 
willing to pay for the support of his Government, but licenses 
the robbers to take the other seven-eighths of the tax and put 
it in their own pockets. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
He did not figure out that view of it. 

Another proof of their great honesty is that all they attempt 
here is the plea of the criminal asking for a continuance of 
the case in the form of a tariff board. Whoever heard of a 
Republican during 50 years of misrule and misuse of power 
insisting on surrendering their power over the tariff to a tariff 
board until the election in 1910 turned them out of power in 
this House? Then they began to clamor for a tariff board to 
prevent a triumphant Democracy from revising the tariff down- 
ward. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They also talk 
about open caucuses; and their younger brother, the slab-off, 
the offshoot, the Bull Moose Party, also takes up the cry, and 
they say that they, too, must have open caucuses. Did you ever 
hear of Republicans while in power and capable of doing any 
devilment wanting open caucuses? [Laughter.] When they 


can not do further harm. [Laughter and applause. ] 

What is there now in either of these caucuses that anybody 
cares anything about? What would the play of Hamlet be 
with Hamlet eliminated? O7 course, the bosses fixed everything 


But if honesty is confined to the standpatters | 





out the most finished articles, work which in this country com- 
mands as much as $2.40 per day, done by the same character of 
workmen, are nevertheless content and happy and glad to re- 
main in Europe and produce the same character of work at SO 
cents per day. What there is in Europe to charm their senses, 
fill their pockets, save their money, make them fat and happy 
at one-third the rewards afforded in this country, my reading 
of history, geography, and ethnology fails to disclose. Every- 
body but protectionists knows that for 2,000 years most of the 
countries in Europe have been supposed to possess considerable 
general information and some special knowledge on particular 
subjects. The truth or fallacy of such statements must depend 
either on the ignorance of Europe or the poetic license of gentle- 
men who make inaccurate statements on the subject. Far be it 
from me to ascribe either ignorance or incorrect statements to 
distinguished gentlemen on this floor whom we have so often 
heard admit both their honesty and their wisdom. The only 
alternative is the conclusion that Europe is densely ignorant 
and that all our helpless pampered protected industries have to 
be hothoused to enable them to extort from their fellow citizens 
high prices for their goods made in competition with ignorant 
pauper laborers of Europe, who are smart enough to compete 
with our best workmen in the production of the finest articles 
for one-third the wages, but are yet too ignorant to know that 
they could do better in this country or that they could be hap- 
pier than they are. 

Now, such logical statements as that do not surprise me. I 
am somewhat accustomed to liberal statements in debate here, 
not to say fantastical nor extravagant latitude. The only thing 
that surprises me is that some of our enterprising brethren, who 
ean work cheaper abroad than at home and sell all their goods 
cheaper abroad than they do at home do not start a newspaper 
over in Europe. The work over there is so cheap it would not 
cost much to run the paper. Those workmen are so prosperous 
and well satisfied they would certainly be able to take the paper, 
and, as they began to realize their ignorance, they would cer- 
tainly appreciate the paper. By that means they might learn 
of this goodly land which for a small sum in a few days they 
could reach in safety and treble their earnings by the same 
work. I have no doubt some of them would move over if they 
were duly advised on the subject. I do not want any of them 
myself unless they are healthy, honest, intelligent, and wealthy, 
but I understand some of my protection friends are not as hard 
to please on the subject as I am; they actually find means to 
slip the information to some of those benighted people and in- 
veigle them over here by the thousand and work them at the 
same old prices, still charging their customers the same old 
high prices for the products. The most remarkable thing, how- 
ever, of this remarkable debate is the persistent calamity howl 
of the bifurcated minority. They have done their best to talk 
up a panic before it comes. Instead of infecting my part of the 


| country with their dishonest politics they have aroused a pro- 
are reduced by an outraged people to an insignificant minority, | 
then they begin to talk about coming out in the open, for they | 


for the Republicans while they were in the majority, whether | 
they had a caucus to ratify it or not. The combination of | 


that party, with all the special interests working automatically 
and passing the word down the line, was all that was necessary 
with or without a caucus, but now when there is no devilment 
they can do, no further inequalities to create and maintain, no 
further power to rob the people to enrich their favorites and 
pile up campaign funds for future emergencies; when their 
councils are vapid, meaningless, powerless, not even noticed by 
the newspapers, they can do nothing but talk, talk, talk, and, 
of course, an open caucus affords them a few more auditors and 
can not decrease effectiveness which does not exist. There is 
one remarkable thing about the Bull Moose experiment in the 
fortunes of political warfare, which is sufficient unerringly to 
indicate its paternity even if we had no other knowledge of 
that subject. Their much vaunted open caucus is always 
widely heralded and the result fully announced in advance, 
thereby suggesting the inheritance from its parent party of cor- 
ruption and disaster of that traditional practice of having 
everything arranged—cut and dried—ready, so that the open 
caucus will have no difficulty in working smoothly and auto- 
matically, but the result is always just as predestined by some 
master mind who has laid the plans and prepared the way. 

It would be impolite to use the word “boss” in connection 
with the statecraft of such great and eminent reformers. 


test from our manufacturers, who write me “for God's sake 
hurry through the passage of this bill; that if any harm is done 
to business it will not be the result of the bill, but the result 
of the calamity talk, the direful forebodings of disaster which 
the protected interests, dying hard, holding with a death grip 
to the instruments of their ill-gotten gain, are indulging so 
lustily either to postpone or defeat this bill.” Of course, such 
continual talk can scare the timid, and money is always timid. 
In fact, it is afraid of anything but a Government bond, and 
charges for the use of itself in proportion to its fears when 
investing in anything but Government bonds. 

You have all heard of the man who in the perfect bloom of 
health was nevertheless sensitive and credulous. Some of his 
associates planning a practical joke expressed concern about his 
health, and one at a time in succession met him and told him 
how bad he looked, asked him how long he had been sick; 
another one had heard of the bad reports of his dangerous 
malady; another one apprehended his death soon, he looked so 
bad. The poor loon, frightened to death, died before night. This 
kind of talk, however, can not kill the patient in this instance, 
because they have talked so long and so falsely that the Amer- 
ican people know them, and their prophecies are no longer 
heeded. Bill Arp wrote about a man who hated another so 
bad that the unfortunate victim went to the bad, all of his hair 
came out, and he drowned himself in a mudhole that night. If 
maledictions meant hatred, the fierce denunciations of the dual 
and clamorous minority in this House weuld destroy every 
patriot here and permit the return to power of that horde which 
bas held high carnival of misrule discrimination and robbery 
with short intermissions and slight hindrance for 50 years. 
That gallant old king, warrior, priest, and poet, the Psalmist 
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David, said in his wrath, “All men are liars.” 
for him to get forgiveness, I have no doubt he was forgiven for 
that unkind remark, but if he had lived in this day and familiar- 
jzed himself with the jargon of protection apologists he would 
have been able to conclude in his sober judgment that some men 


As it was easy 


in high places are careless about their information and reckless 
about their statements. He might have been tempted to sing in 
the sweetest strains of sacred verse his religious opinions about 
the heterophemy of discredited politicians, the dissensions of 
divided political camps quarreling over the method of their de- 
struction while rattling at the victors and indulging in the 
wildest flights of hyperbolicai language. Selab. [Loud ap- 
plause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired, 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I admire the sympathy of my 
colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Rocrers]} for the employees 
affected by paragraphs 272 and 2738, but I can not admire his 
accuracy. He complains that 


The time of the gentleman from Georgia 


in changing the rates we have 
made rates which now place the men engaged in hackling flax 
at a disadvantage. I will inform him that we have cut much 
of the rates in half, using exactly the same language. At 
present paragraph 334 of the Payne Act fixes 1 cent per pound 
We have made it one-half of 1 cent per pound. Section 273 
of the present bill takes the place of section 335 of the present 
law and reduces the rate from 38 cents to 14 cents per pound. 
I think my arithmetic is accurate on this; and if not, I hope 
I will be corrected. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Is not it a question as to the protection afforded to the 
workman what the difference is between the two items and not 
what particular divisor you use in connection with each item? 

Mr. PETERS. If we divide you receive the same ad valorem 
rate which you have at present. 

Mr. ROGERS. You have 1 cent between the two rates in this 
Underwood bill. You had 2 cents between the two rates as 
compensatory duty in the old bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rogers]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. 

organized labor has been brought up here this evening by a 
gentleman for whom I have great regard, my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Farr], who I beiieve is sincere in what he advo- 
cates, but who has been deluded by the party and the people 
with whom he has been associated. I stated the other day that 
organized labor, in the main, was not in favor of a protective 
tariff; that they were aware of the fact that a protective tariff 
did not protect labor but protected the big business interests of 
the country, the manufacturers who were bringing in foreigners 
here by the shipload for the purpose of keeping down their 
wages; and I want to quote again from the Secretary of the 
Anerican Federation of Labor, Mr. Morrison, who is a man for 
whom all who know him have great respect for his integrity, 
honesty, and loyalty to a principle, and I believe at this time 
he ought to be in closer touch with the organized labor move- 
ment, even labor as a whole, than most any other man, because 
his position requires him to keep posted in regard to those 
things, as the organizers report to him from different parts of 
the country. So he ought to be in a position to know whereof 
he speaks, and this is what the Secretary of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor states: 
TO SHIFT TARIFF BURDEN TO LABOR RESENTED——SPHRAKER FOR 
2,000,000 WORKERS CALLS CRY OF PROTECTED INTERESTS A SHAM— 
WAGES WON’T RE CUT—‘ PROTECIED INDUSTRIES NOTORIOUS FOR LOW 
PAY OF EMPLOYEES,’ SAYS MORRISON. 


THREAT 


[By Samuel M. Williams, staff correspondent of The Evening World.) 
5 WASHINGTON, April 29. 
The American Federation of Labor has 2,000,000 enrolled and or- 


ganized members, Employers of a number of these members are say- 
ing that reduction of the tariff duties, foreign competition, and lower 
prices for commodities will bring also a reduction of workingmen’s 
wages, 

At the headquarters in Washington of this greatest of labor unions 
Frank Morrison, general secretary, the man in closest touch with its 
activities and sentiment, was asked what would be the result if tariff 
reductions brought wage reductions. This was his answer : 

“Labor's wages will not be cut. Labor’s wages can not be cut 
because, in many industries, they are already at the lowest living point. 
If attempt is made there will be strikes all along the line. It will be 
fought to the finish. We are in the midst of a tremendous campaign 
of organization to strengthen the pene of labor against further 
exploitation for the benefit of capital. 

“It is notorious that, as a rule, the higher the tariff protection an 
industry has enjoyed, the lower the wages paid to its employees. Some 
of the most favored of protected trusts, like steel, sugar, wool, cotton, 
beef, have paid the worst starvation wages. Simply because capital is 
liable to lose some of its protection profits the burden can not be shifted 
to labor and the worker made to contribute the loss out of his own 
pocket, 


PROTECTED INTERESTS HAVE EXPLOITED LABOR. 


“ Capital has had protection, but labor has had to face unrestricted 
competition. 


Importations of goods are taxed, but immigration is free. 
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Employers have taken advantage of this fact and exploited lal 
the very limit, until now the exploited victims are revolting, 


“The cotton manufacturer, the silk manufacturer, the steel 
facturer have had the advantage of a protected market for ¢ 
products. But when labor sought its share of the rewards ther 
no law to prevent the coming in of foreign labor to beat down w 
The price of manufactured products could be raised to the li 
production, but the price of the labor could be kept down 1 


minimum by untaxed drafts on 


Europe. 
of transportation to be reckoned 


There was merely the 


“ Now, let us see what is happening. The swarms of un 
foreign labor, brought in originally to combat American labo 
turning on their employers. The demonstrations of the Indu 


Workers of the World are the logical result of this 
humanity. They were unorganized. They were, in 
rant and unable to speak the language of the country. 
took advantage of their helplessness and screwed down 
the men and women simply could not stand it any longer. 
PROTECTION FOR LABOR, NOT PRODUCTS ONLY, 

“They broke out in reyolt in Lawrence, and now in Patersor 
of the American Federation of Labor are not responsible for th 
ditions. Capital has brought them on itself, because it sou! 
combat and defeat organized labor with unorganized labor. And 
see the results, 

“We believe in protection for American labor, not protection 
for American products. While a literacy test may not be tl 
qualification for admission to this country, yet I favored the in 
tion bill along that line which President Taft vetoed last year. 

“Since the law to-day gives practically free admission to f 
labor the American Federation has undertaken on its own acc 
propaganda to We 


exploitati 
many cases 
The em; 


wages 


restrict immigration, are sending every 


| throughout Europe notices to check the incoming tide at its 


We are urging that any proposed removal be deferred for two o1 
years until economic conditions in this country have opportu: 
adjust themselves to a better basis. Otherwise we shall have : 
mass of unskilled, unorganized labor dumped in upon the mar! 
sulting in decreases in wages, increases in strife, and widespread 


| fering. 


“Our reports from the country at large indicate that to-day 
is about an even demand for labor. There is no appreciable +s 
ing in industry, but there is a clearly defined tendency toward 
off the rewards of labor. It is not at present so much in thx 
of actual cut in wages as it is in the demands for increased « 
which is equivalent to lower wages. Take the case of certa 
and steel mills around Pittsburgh. Every new manager comin 
power has fresh schemes for more economical production that 1 
less net return to the laborer, 


ONLY CHANCE OF LABOR 

“We are entering an era of vital interest to all classes 
earners, because of changing economic conditions. We believe tl 
only way to protect the laborer is by organization, and the A: 
Federation of Labor is concentrating its efforts along that linc. 

“We are having rapid growth in numbers. The two millio 
has been passed for the first time. We are endeavoring to bri 
unorganized in, to make them strong where they were weak. \ 
printing a newspaper in 18 languages to circulate among this 
mass of foreign workingmen who have been so horribly exploit 
only to their own suffering, but to the injury of their fellow w 
of America. 

“No; there can be no reduction in wages, because some of the t 
protected trusts are in danger of losing their protection, The 
ingmen of America realize too clearly the state of affairs to 
that. I do not know just what will happen, but labor is det: 
to fight any proposition to reduce its rewards.” 

Now, it may be said by gentlemen on that side of the Hous 
as was said by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. FaLcon 
the other day, that the labor man who makes statements of thia 
sort has not got any brains in his cranium, but I want to sa) 
if the gentleman is here, and if not I am sorry he is not her 
that men in that position do not get their convictions fron \ 
same source that the gentleman from Washington does. He. | 
doubt, gets his convictions from where he has his profits, in 
shingle industry and the timberland business in the Northw 
and it might be of interest to those who are here to know 
that there has been a recent strike in the shingle industry in 
that locality due to the fact that they were not paying wage 
so that they could live up to the standard that American work 
men should live. [Applause on the Democratic side.] ‘Those 
things might be of interest to the gentleman, if he were here. 

It may also be of interest for you to know that men who do no! 
know the needs of the laboring people of this country and know 
how they have suffered due to the combined forces of the great 
combined manufacturing interests of this country beating down 
the price of labor—big business—come to this Congress asking 
for protection under the name of labor, and when they get 
their protective tariff exercise their influence everywhere and 
all the time to crush labor down, as the great Steel Trust in 
recent years has done, and used their influence to encourage the 
importation of large numbers of foreigners; and in advertising 
for labor in that locality they express their preference for the 
foreigner while the American workman is walking the high- 
ways looking for work. [Applause.] —_ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Rocrrs]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

273. Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,” 13 cents per pound. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the ' 


last word, 


IS IN ORGANIZATION, 
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I do not rise for the purpose of discussing this paragraph 
except incidentally. My real purpose is to preach a funeral 
sermon over the remains of an infant industry, an industry that 
had promise of future development equal to that almost of the 
cotton industry. I wish to point a moral from its untimely 
demise. 

Mr. Chairman, if you were to ask the first man you met on 
the street whether it were possible to raise flax in this country 
suitable for the making of good linen cloth, he doubtless would 
tell you no. And I have no doubt that any majority member 
of the Ways and Means Committee would make the same state- 
ment from the fund of misinformation that has written this 
pill. The statement never has been and is not now true. It 
has always been possible to raise flax in this country suitable 
for making linen cloth. The difficulty has not been there, but 
in the fact that the process by which flax straw was made into 
flax fiber, suitable for spinning, was so disgusting in its nature 
that American workmen would not engage in it. It was the 
custom to rot the flax in a river or a small stream to separate 
the fiber from the chive or gum of the straw. 

The result was a condition so disgusting, as I say, that Amer- 
ican workmen would not work in it. But in the last four years 
a chemical process has been discovered by which the former 
one can be eliminated, and which is performed under conditions 
suitable to the American workmen. A syndicate of eight gen- 
tlemen was formed in Chicago for the purpose of experi- 
mentally developing the industry. Out of the fertile acres of 
the district which I have the honor to represent they chose some 
hundreds of acres upon which to try the experiment of raising 
flax for linen cloth. It is only necessary to say here that that 
experiment proved an unqualified success. The farmers re- 
ceived on the average of $2.95 per acre for the sale of the flax 
straw in addition to the seed that came from it. Process by 
process and stage by stage these patriotic men developed the 
industry until they succeeded in securing a fiber that would 
produce a linen yarn as fine as 60 lea, a quality very nearly as 
good as that which is raised in Ireland, Scotland, or France, 
at a price slightly but not very much higher than the cost of 
production in those countries. They wished to make this in- 
dustry distinctly American, from growing the flax to weaving 
the cloth. These men came to Washington with a view of re- 
taining a duty upon the flax and linen cloth sufficient to permit 
the industry to live. The hearings are full of the promise of 
that industry. Yet they were refused the necessary protection, 
and within the last 10 days they have notified their manager in 
my district to shut down their mill and cancel the contracts 
with the farmers. 

Mr. Chairman, this industry does not die a natural death. 
It is murdered at the hands of a ruthless majority, destroyed 
before its sun had fairly risen in the very morning of its 
usefulness. The beautiful blue of the flax blossom will no 
longer adorn the fields, but in its place we shall have the sear 
and unromantic yellow brown of the oats and the wheat. The 
musie of the mill and the factory turning the flax straw into 
fiber will be stilled, and in the place of the song of the toiler 
we shall listen to the plaintive wail of the idler, the tramp, and 
the beggar. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph close in 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANTRILL and Mr. CAMPBELL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Can- 
TRILL] is recognized. 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I desire to take a position to-night in striking contrast 
to the position taken by the gentleman on the other side who 
has just taken his seat in discussing this schedule of flax and 
hemp. The district which I represent and the district which is 
represented by my colleague, Mr. Heim, on the floor of this 
House produce practically all of the hemp that is grown in the 
United States. This bill has cut the rate one half. Back in 
the old days, if I am correctly informed, the tariff on hemp 
was as high as $60 a ton, and it is now cut under this bill to 
$10 a ton. 

But I want to say to this committee, holding up the farmers 
of central Kentucky as the true exponents of Democracy, that 
since this bill was reported I have not had a single letter from 
a farmer in my district protesting against the action of this 
committee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The farmers in my country realize that to impose a duty of 
high protection upon jute and manila and other fibers that come 
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in competition with hemp would be to lay a tax upon every 
grain grower in the country for his binding twine and his 
sacks, and upon the cotton growers of the South for their 


burlaps; and the farmers of central Kentucky, the truest Demo- 
crats in the country, are not making a 
they are willing to surrender their own particular 
it is for the common weal and welfare. 
cratic side. ] 


because 
interests if 
[Applause on the Demo- 


single protest, 


Fellow Representatives, I do not to-night make a request 
that the grain growers of the West or the cotton growers of 
the South shall be taxed in order that the hemp growers of 
Kentucky may grow ricb at their expense. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] If we are to be sacrificed on the altar for 
the common good and for the benefit of democracy, well and 
good. We do not ask that the rest of the country be taxed for 
our benefit. I commend the example of the farmers of central 
Kentucky to gentlemen on that side of the House. [Applause 


on the Democratie side. | 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 


ment will be withdrawn. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

275. Hemp, and tow of hemp, one-half cent pet ind; hemp, hackled 
known as “line of hemp,” 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am a little bit surprised at 
the extremities to which my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNpra- 


woop], the chairman of the committee, 1s driven in his attempts 
to defend this “indefensible” bill that is now before the House. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.} It was well illustrated by 
the speech that he made, the debate on the cotton 
schedule. And, by the way, he said he had been in the party 
of critics for the Lord knows how long—15 or 20 years—and 
that we are the critics now, and then he turned around and 
began to criticize our people. [Laughter onthe Republican side. ] 


closing 


He says that the gentleman from Pennsylvania criticizes 
this bill because the rates of duty in the cotton schedule are not 
high enough. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] 
was talking about high-priced goods when he said the duties 
were not high enough, and he was seeking to raise those. Then 
the gentleman from Alabama said the gentleman from Wi 


consin [ Mr. LENkOOT } eriticized the schedule because the rates 


were too high. Yet I understood that the gentleman from W 
consin, or at least the House did, even if the gentleman from 
Alabama did not, was criticizing the rates on the low-priced 
goods, the coarse goods, and said they were too high, and also 
said that the rates on the high-priced goods were not high 
enough. 

Then the gentleman from Alabama gave an account of how he 
slew some unsuspécting Republican—I think it was in Con- 


necticut—in the campaign last fall. [Laughter on the Repub 
lican side.] The Republican was complaining that in 1894 the 
industries in his community were suspended and le did 
not get work. Of course that man was testifying from the facts 
that he knew and from conditions that he had right there 
Connecticut when the metal industry was suspended, when 
he said the shops were idle and the people were able to find 


the peo] 


SET 


hot 


employment. Those were the facts. Then the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means says he stated to that Repub- 
lican that the rates in the Wilson bill were as high as the rates 
in the Dingley bill on the metal sched and says that he 
offered that unsuspecting Republican in Connecticut some boo! 

perhaps of comparison, showing the rates of the two bills, and 
promised him that if he would find a single rate in that 
schedule - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I said there were several rates 
that were different. Stick to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the way I understand the gentleman. 
3ut I do not care whether it was several rates or a dozen. The 
gentleman from Alabama promised that if not more than a 
dozen or so of the rates were not found to be as high in the 
Wilson bill as in the Dingley bill, he would turn Republican; 
and he said he bas not heard from that man since. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.}] Why, the man after hearing that 
speech probably did not desire to have him become a Republican. 


[Renewed laughter on the Republican side. | 

Why, if you would examine that schedule you would find 50 
rates that were higher in the Dingley bill than in the Wilson 
bill, and if the committee had put all the rates in the Wilson 
bill in a column side by side with the rates of the Dingley bill 
they would find a good many more differences, because there 
were so mapy blanks in the Wilson bill. [Laughter on the 


Republican side. } 

Oh, the differences in rates occur along every page or 
Take it on page 131, lead in sheets: Wilson bill, 32.54 per cent; 
Dingley bill, 58.89 per cent. In the next paragraph, 54.50 per 


on so. 


cent in the Wilson bill, as against 58.71 per cent in the Dingley 
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bill 
find 31.77 per cent in the Wilson bill, as against 49.50 per cent 





Go on a little further, and on paragraph 158 you will 
in the Dingley bill. Type metal, 31.15 under the Wilson bill 
nnd 42.90 under the Dingley bill. And so we go on down the 
line. We get to some more interesting articles that are made 
down there in Connecticut; small hand goods. There are lots 
of them 

Mr. MOORE, 
man - 

Mr. PAYNE. Do not interrupt me. I can point out any num- 
her of them. Articles not specially provided for, 35 per cent 
under the Wilson bill and 45 per cent under the Dingley bill. 
Lend articles, 35 per cent under the Wilson bill and 45 per cent 
under the Dingley bill; metal and metal compositions, 35 per 
cent under the Wilson bill and 45 per cent under the Dingley 
bill; nickel wares, 35 per cent and 45 per cent; pewter wares, 35 
per cent and 45 per cent; platinum wares, tinfoil, zine wares, 
vo per cent and 45 per cent. We will go back further than that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, let me read the metal schedule for the in- 
formation of the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will give you the information right 
how. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I am going to amend the gentle- 
man from New York—not my speech. I never did understand 
how the Republicans ran their heads on the rock, which they 
did four years ago, until to-night. Here is a distinguished gen- 
tleman, a gentleman of charming personality, and we could not 
understand how he made the mistake he did in writing the 
Payne bill until to-night. My distinguished friend from New 
York has served more years on the Ways and Means Committee 
than any other man that has ever served on it as chairman, and 
yet he gets up here and tries to contradict my statement by 
reading to you the ad valorem equivalent. Now, I will ask my 
friend, Was not the tax on pig iron under the Wilson bill $4 a 
ton, and was it not $4 a ton under the Dingley bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I can not repeat from memory the sched- 
ules of the Wilson bill that I have not read now in these 20 
years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend knows it was; but he reads 
you the ad valorem equivalent, as if the price of pig iron 
never changed. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Because 
the specific rate, when worked into the price of the ad valorem 
equivalent, very clearly makes a change. And the distinguished 
new member of the Ways and Means Committee, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, was rampant to join his colleague from 
New York and point out the difference in the ad valorem equiva- 
lent of specific rates in different years. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Now, of course, my friend knows that the rate on pig iron was 
the same under the Wilson bill and the Dingley bill; yet I find 
the ad valorem equivalent in 1896 under the Wilson bill was 
22 per cent and a fraction, and under the Dingley bill it was 
27 per cent. So you can go on through the schedules. You can 
take all of these rates, and you will find that—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Come down to paragraph 130. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘There are one or two places—— 

Mr. PAYNE. You have only picked out one so far where the 
specific rate was the same. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will read you some more if you want 
to hear them. 

Mr. MOORE. Take the upholstery schedule. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You will find, if you go right through 
this schedule on these various rates, that the specific rates were 
the same in all except a few differences, and here is the book 
right in my hand; but when you come to the ad valorem 
equivalent, of course you find the difference, because the ad 
valorem equivalent of the various iron and steel articles changes 
with the change in price, which change in price produces a dif- 
ferent ad valorem equivalent, which the gentleman from New 
York, when he is reminded of the fact, knows just as well as 
I do. 


I want to call the attention of the gentle- 


Now the gentleman gets in to amend his speech. 


Mr. PAYNE. Yes; and you know that the rates were dif- 
ferent just as well as I do. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
York [{Mr. Payne] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


UNDERWOOD] seem to have some difference of opinion with 
regard to the relative rates of the Dingley bill and the Wilson 
bill. In a way both of the gentlemen are no doubt in some 
degree correct; but as a matter of fact the controversy between 
them is, in my opinion, relatively unimportant. The real ques- 


ticn, the one that interested the American people most tre- 
mendously, was what happened under the Wilson bill and what 
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occurred under the Dingley bill. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] My dear friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] may 
have proved to his satisfaction, may have drawn the wool over 
the eyes of the gentleman in Connecticut without intending to 
do it, with regard to the rates, but he did not attempt to dis- 
prove the only really imporant fact in the equation presented 
by the Connecticut ironmaster. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That a Republican panic was on. 

Mr. MONDELL. And that was that the gentleman’s industry 
was paralyzed under the Wilson bill and it was not to him 
material whether the rate was high or low. 

My recollection is—and if I am not correct I hope some of 
these tariff sharps will correct me—that the average ad valorem 
under the present Payne law is lower than the average ad 
valorem under the Wilson bill of infamous memory. Under-the 
one, depression, idle mills, 4,000,000 men out of employment, 
Coxey’s army, soup houses, sheriff’s sales, and a depleted and 
nearly bankrupt Treasury. Under the other, abundant reve- 
nue, prosperity, overflowing and spreading to every corner of 
the land, the people generally prosperous and contented. And 
yet the rates in the one that brought prosperity on the average 
lower than in the one that brought disaster. Why? Because 
one was drawn and framed in accordance with a logical, well 
understood, and clearly defined principle of protection and the 
other an attempt to fulfill impossible promises, a_ sectional 
makeshift, lame, halting, high here, low there, misfit, no matter 
what the rates were they disarranged the industries of a 
mighty Nation, and started its people on the road to the poor- 
house. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I do not want to take up the time of the House in 
debating an ancient proposition, but I do not think we are 
justified in letting the few remarks which have been made by 
the gentleman from Wyoming go unnoticed. It is difficult to 
drive into the head of any Republican that the Wilson bill did 
net go on the statute books until August, 1894. Everybody 
knows, and it has been told to the gentleman so often that his 
memory has failed him again, that when President Harrison 
went out of the White House the bonds were printed and wait- 
ing for signature to take care of the deficit left by the Repub- 
lican atiministration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Everybody but the gentleman from Wyoming knows that a Re- 
publican panie was in full blast, banks failing from one end of 
this country to the other, in June and July of 1893, more than 
a year before this Wilson bill went on the statute books, and 
before the Democratic Congress was called in session for any 
purpose. 

Mr. MONDELL. In anticipation of it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 knew my friend from Wyoming would 
say that, because we have served here together for two decades 
and this is not the first time he has made this speech; it is an 
annual production. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] And 
after his attention is called to the fact that the panic occurred 
a year before he locates his soup houses and before the Wilson 
bill went upon the statute books, he always throws up his 
hands and comes back with the same reply and says it was in 
anticipation of Democratic action. [Laughter.] But I want 
to say to my friend if that was al) there was in it the country 
has had more than six months to anticipate the continuation 
in power of the Democratic Party for the next half century 
[applause on the Democratic side] and the soup houses have not 
opened up yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman does not understand it; the 
people think it will last but two years, and they are keeping up 
their courage. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are looking down on this House, 
and they know that the aggregation on the Republican side will 
never get together in two years. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment wil) be with- 
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

276. Single yarns made of jute, not finer than five lea or number, 
15 per cent ad valorem; if finer than five lea or number and yarns 
made of jute not otherwise specially provided for in this section, 25 
per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CaANTRILL] says 
that the farmers of that State are willing and ready, if need be, 
to be sacrificed upon the altar of Democratic Party expediency. 
Mr. Chairman, the Republican Party does not expect the farmer 
to permit himself to be manacled and led to slaughter on the 
altar of the expediency of the Republican Party; it does not 
believe in destroying industry. But, Mr. Chairman, I did not 
have an opportunity when I was on my feet before to point 
the moral which would naturally follow as a conclusion of the 
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little story I tried to relate. If the Republican Party were in 
power it would have prospered and encouraged this little in- 
dustry in my district until we would have a flax mill in every 
hamlet, a linen mill in every village. The Democratic Party 
has destroyed it in its youth and vigor; nothing could more 








eloquently point out the difference in policy. The Republican 
Party believes in life, development, and progress. The Demo- 
cratic policy leads to death, destruction, and decay. Yes; the 
farmers of Minnesota will still till their fields and tend their 





flocks and herds, but if, where peace, plenty, and prosperity 
now reign supreme, want, worry, and weariness shall 
their ghoulish heads, the farmers of Minnesota will know where 
to place the responsibility and will exact the full penalty from 
those who are responsible. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, for a week or two I have 
observed with a good deal of interest the inundation of high- 
tariff crocodile tears on that side of the House, and when I 
think of all that have been shed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Moore], the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL], and the others, not including the old high-protection war 
horses down on the front seat there, it seems to me there has 
been enough of that sort of copiousness to float all of the 
battleships that Capt. Hopson would build, if he could, in the 
next quarter of a century. I very well recall, as a newspaper 
man, the scarecrow efforts of the Republican leaders and the 
Republican press in 1893-94, at the time of the panic, and I 
want to call special attention to the difference in the patriotism 
as displayed by the Republican leaders and press at that time 
and that displayed by the Democratic leaders and Democratic 
press during the panic of 1907-8. In 1893-94 every Republican 
orator and every Republican newspaper wailed calamity, ca- 
lamity, calamity, in ghoulish glee, without regard to results. 

In 1907-S when the Republican panic came upon us, when 
the business of the country was utterly paralyzed, the Demo- 
crats everywhere, Democratic press and Democratic patriots, 
begged of their constituents to stand back of the banks, to be 
manly, to be patriotic, and to save the country from the national 
peril which engulfed it. The result was that we finally wiggled 
through by Democrats helping to hold up where Republicans 
would have torn down. 

These Republican calamity promoters, 
them, have been talking all sorts of scare stuff. Why, these old 
Republican leaders down here, these biased men, have been 
talking high tariff from a holier than thou attitude all these 
years. 

The other day I heard the statement of an earnest high 
tariffite, who said he had a camp in Mexico during the summer 
months, and that while there he bought half a carcass of beef 
twice a week, for which he paid 44 cents a pound. He said the 
other half of that carcass was taken just across the line into 
the United States and sold for 55 cents a pound, and you high 
tariffites applauded. 

The tariff on that beef, according to the statement of 
chairman, was about 6 cents a pound ad valorem, but acc 
ing to the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GARDNER] it was 14 cents a pound specific. The c of 
the carcass being 44 cents a pound, if you estimate the tariff 
at the maximum of 6 cents a pound, that would make the beef 
cost 104 cents plus freight within the United States line, where 
it was sold for 35 cents, leaving a profit of twenty-odd cents a 


as 


you might call 


rd 


ST 


pound for shipping that meat across the line from Mexico into 
the United States. It seems to me that if such conditions 
prevail—and I am not disputing anybody’s word, for I have no 
reason to do so—a man could go there and make more profit 
than any moneybag in Wall Street. And many other high- 
tariff arguments made here figure out the same seemly way. 


Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARNHART. No; I ean not yield, because I have not 
taken any time, while the gentleman from Wyoming has taken 
nearly all the time. To the gentlemen from Wyoming and 
Iowa and Pennsylvania and Washington, especially, who have 


raise | 


the | 
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been juggling facts and screaming calamity in this debate, and | 


who pretend to have fear in their hearts of direful calamities to 
come, I wish to recite a little verse that my old friend Gen. 
Snuerwoop gave me the other day, and which illustrates their 
pretended peril: 

There was a man named Joseph Cable, 

Who bought a goat, just for his stable; 

One day the goat, too prone to dine, 

Ate a red shirt, right off the line 

Then Cable to the goat did say, 

“Your time has come; you'll die this day.” 

And took him to the railroad track, 

And there he bound him on his back. 

The train then came, and the whistle blew; 

And the goat well knew his time was due, 

But with a mighty shriek of pain, 

Coughed up the shirt and flagged the train. 


Gentlemen, you are not half as bad off as you think you are 
or as you pretend to be, for you may yet cough it |Vro 
longed laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this paragraph close in five min s 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mass s 3 
unanimous cousent that all debate on the pat l I 
amendments thereto close in five \inut Is n? 
[After a pause. ] The Chair hears ‘ 

Mr. MOORE. A little while I had the of ten 
ing, as you did, to that splendid speciment of Gk i states 
ship, the chairman of the Committee on Interstat 1] on 

nh |{Mr. ADAMSON], whose oratory is ‘ ris, and 
who has a style like unto which there is none other this 
Ilouse. He denounced t Repub ins for inding up for 
their industries and gave us a homily upon the honesty and 
integrity of the Democratic Party upon the t: riff ques on. And 
now comes the goat story of my friend the gentleman from 
Indfana [Mr. Barnwart]. I anticipated that y and find it 
most appropriate to illustrate the De ern { n Texas 
at least, by an effusion which is the 1 t of 1 day's delibera 
tions. I would match the She ly ' “i | il en 
tleman from In ia witl 
OA t 4 I 4 
of 1 tl t 1 the land 
Of | 3 sup! and, 
‘I s none that do pect command 
Like Garner’s goat of Texas. 
The modest sheep may brov around 
From Maine way it t Puget Sound, 
But they don’t count a cent a pound 
With Garner’s goat of Texa 
The noble steer may be t 
If freed from ty t tri 
But « n that would be the 
l (al r’s goat of ‘J 
I van oataill’ ts 
I \ 1 want hair, t Ww } t 
I l ’ 
i ! 
So, wl you kicl | 
And beef and mutton n 
Protective tariff n¢ W keep 
I ( r ¢g t rex 
‘ lrous breed I s 
Pri r of wool and 
Of 10 per cent is ] 
Thou Gat Ss goa Lex 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The pro forma ai \ b { 
draw nd the Clerk will read 

‘he ¢ rk read a ollow 

OR ¢ | { net Ww ind } } 

a o! { \ 
mate \ ) _ 

M MONDELI Mr. ¢ n, IT move t { 
word. But 11 more ] y to. 

] le i f the fre | \ l 

from Georgia | Mr. ADAMSON ! ! 

He has been abusing the R I 

such unmeasured terms that | 

during the debate he i vines that we 1 ] e | ! 
the gentlemen on the other side he I 
fear nothing of that kind |] I 

cluded his inte ing rel sb 

ily does, the mildest term u 1! pe I 

robbers, Jooters, despoilers, ] 

agents of special interests 

Now, the fact is that duri I 
have heard it, no one on tl le | | t 
brought into questi m the n ( I 
We are assuming that, misguided as 
your poor, misguided way to carry out e 
| ises you have made. But it is : y | t] 
| here but elsewhere, after this | asses ; been l, 
some people will suggest this, that, \ e the bill may 
been drawn in good faith, it w | \ 1 devilish 
Some may suggest that industries wert ed w 
fit of clergy, certain regions left with all of their « 
for development taken from them, and all ) 
to entirely wipe out Democratic majority 

The newspapers are blessed with free print } witl 
regard to the effect on the American makers of ] 10, | 
ever, only or cupy a fe w districts, w hic] re | rob k 
anyway. The woolgrower is not expected to affect many dis 
tricts, and the sugar grower of Louisiana is a De if, any 
way, whatever you do to him. As for the bee ugar crower. it 
may be suggested by some one that he has not enough influen 
to greatly change congressional representation, and thus jeopar- 


Ce 


dize your control, 
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And then there are the powerful automobile makers. Our 
tariff of 45 per cent on the machine and all its parts compelled 
their manufacture here. Your rate of 45 per cent on the com- 
plete machine gives the manufacturer control of the market. 
Your rates of 20 and 30 per cent on parts gives the manufacturer 
a chance to import an automobile complete, except tires and 
name plate, at an average rate of less than 25 per cent. The 
powerful and influential manufacturer has a high protection— 
the workman who makes the parts whistles for a job; but the 
workman has not much influence, some folks think, while the 


automobile manufacturer is most influential and the largest 
advertiser in newspapers and magazines in the country. Some 


folks may think this all looks very peculiar. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monbe.L.| has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, we have enjoyed our- 
selves with our political debates for two hours, and I would like 
to address myself to the gentleman from Lllinoils [Mr, MANN] 
and the gentleman froi Kansas |Mr. Murpock] in order to see 
if we can not agree to swap tobacco between the lines, and do 
business for an hour, read the bill, and confine ourselves to the 
actual amendments, 

Mr. MANN. Iam quite willing to have the rule enforced, so 
far as I am concerned, for the balance of the evening session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, 1 would like to read down to the wool 
schedule if I can. 

Mr. MANN. I think that is desirable, too. There are some 
amendments that will be offered and discussed on this side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not mean to cut out amendments, 
but if we can have an understanding for an hour we will—— 

Mr. MANN. I am quite willing that the gentleman shall con- 
fine himself to the rule for the next hour. 

Mr. MURDOCK. ‘The gentleman does not intend to go into 
Schedule K_ to-night? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


281. Floor mattings, plain, fancy, or figured, including mats and 
rugs, manufactured from straw, round or split, or other vegetable sub- 


stances, 


not otherwise provided for in this section, and having a warp 
of cotton, hemp, or other vegetable substances, including what are com- 
monly known as China, Japan, and India straw matting, 24 cents per 
square yard. 

Mr. MOORE and Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota rose. , 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 71, paragraph 281, lines 12 and 13, by striking out the 
words “including mats and rugs.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad 
that the hilarity of the occasion has been dispensed with, so 
that we can now get some information concerning the amend- 
ments which I shall offer, since they concern some important 
business enterprises and a large number of good citizens in our 
section of the country and the good and cheap living of our 
citizens everywhere. There is possibly some inconsistency be- 
tween the words which would be the subject of the amendment 
which I offer, “ineluding mats and rugs manufactured from 
straw, round or split, or other vegetable substances not other- 
wise provided for in this section,” and the paragraph below, 
which provides for mats and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, and 
other vegetable fibers. Apparently the phragraphs seek to 
make a distinction between the products of vegetable substances, 
on the one hand, and vegetable fibers on the other. This differ- 
ence may be sound and sensible to a botanist, but not to the 
average American business man when it imperils his industry. 

This paragraph 281 changes existing law by including “‘ mats 
and rugs” within its provision along with mattings of the same 
material, and differentiates them from the paragraph below, 
which includes the general subject of mats and rugs though 
of kindred materials and for exactly the same use. My amead- 
ment is designed to place the mats and rugs where naturally 
they would seem to belong, in the paragraph covering the gen- 
eral subject of mats and rugs. Whether this classification and 
grouping is sound and fair depends on the viewpoint. If the 
sole object is to bring into one class articles of the same ma- 
terial, irrespective of the business situation, use, and conse- 
quences, then, of course, we must submit. But if natural and 
necessary business conditions and uses and the proper revenue 
to be obtained and the proper values of the articles should be 
considered, then the committee is wrong and the items should 
be changed. The particular reason why this ought to be done 
is, briefly, this: The mats and rugs which would be covered by 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 


the amendment which I have offered and the one which I wil! 
offer to the next paragraph come into competition with those 
made in this country, known as Crex or wire grass rugs, made 
in Minnesota and Wisconsin. The mats and rugs made in 
China, Japan, and India, covered by my amendment, are made 
by the cheapest sort of oriental labor and in surroundings 
often filthy and sometimes bearing disease. 


The labor in the Orient receives a wage of from 17} to 25 
and 30 cents a day, while the rugs and mats with which they 
compete here in this country are made by a high class of white 
labor of our own people, paid from $1.90 to $3 and $4 a day, 
and in new and most modern and sanitary factories and from 
the most cleanly and healthful materials, 

Two of the large factories are in the district which I have the 
honor to represent, but of course there are others competing 
strongly for our domestic trade, which has developed within 
the last few years and really constitutes one of the industries 
which are of great benefit to our whole section of the country 
It is not merely a local industry. I do not plead for that, but 
it is an industry which has aided in the development of some 
of our farming districts by utilizing wire grass, a waste 
product heretofore, and thus has increased fivefold the value 
of such lands and furnish remunerative and diversified em 
ployment to many hundred men in our rural districts. The 
factories in our cities employ a high and deserving class of our 
people and supply a cleanly and cheap and very artistic floor 
covering which our people did not get before and would not 
secure if you allow it to be supplanted by the cheaper, doubtful, 
and less durable and valuable competing product of the Orient. 

Now, this paragraph reduces the rate from the existing law 
that would cover this sort of material from about 74 cents to 
10 cents a yard to 24 cents a yard, or at least 66% to 75 per cent 
The committee must realize and their hearings clearly show 
that the present rate and conditions are highly competitive and 
absolutely necessary for the existence of this important indus 
try. The existing tariff on a standard 12-yard rug is about $1.09, 
while the difference of labor cost alone is more than $1.22. S» 
the rate in this paragraph is utterly inadequate and wil! | 
ruinous, and for that reason it is difficult to conceive why this 
particular class of grass mats and rugs are singled out from all 
of the other classes, from other fibers, and included in this para- 
graph, where naturally they would not belong. So for that rea 
son, for the reason of giving an industry that is struggling for 
existence a fair chance, preventing misapprehension, and pre 
venting difficulty and litigation in the future and making a 
logical arrangement of these two paragraphs, I have ventured to 
suggest this amendment, and trust that the committee wi!l con 
sider it. Now, these mats and rugs are in the basket clause 
and have a tariff rate of about 20 per cent. There is no com- 
plaint about that rate. But you reduce this rate to 24 cents 
per yard, which would be from 5 to 10 per cent, and this you 
realize would be practically nothing, and be ruinous to this 
new and struggling industry. The sole reason of more conyen- 
ient classification by the customs officials on account of the 
material of which it is composed should not be a sufficient 
reason for the committee to consign a very deserving and strug- 
gling industry to the cemetery. Rather should your committee 
indicate its purpose to place all materials and articles together 
which properly can be, and articles of kindred materials and 
for the same use together, as my amendment seeks to do. 

I realize that the committee have already considered this 
subject. I have read the hearings. But at the same time it 
should be understood that the people in several States are 
vitally interested in successfully carrying on the industry which 
has been started so auspiciously, and we earnestly urge the 
very best consideration for the amendments I have offered. 
I only seek to continue the policy laid down by the distinguished 
chairman of the committee—that of a fair, competitive tariff. 
We do not ask more. You have given us far less now as well 
as an inconvenient and illogical arrargement. But by class- 
ing all rugs and mattings together, striking them out of para- 
graph 281 and including all of them in paragraph 282, you thus 
place together all articles for the same use of kindred mate- 
rials and which compete with each other. My amendments 
striking out the words “including mats and rugs” from para- 
graph 281 and including “grass and its substitutes,” after 
“flax,” in paragraph 282, accomplishing all of these very de- 
sirable purposes, and I very much hope they will be acceptable 
to the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this 
amendment was placed here intentionally. Heretofore, under 


the Payne bill, these manufactures of mats and rugs fell under 
paragraph 463, in the sundry schedule, and we had that same 
paragraph in this bill on sundries, where, if the gentlemans 
motion should prevail and they were stricken out of this para- 
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eraph they would fall at 25 per cent under the sundry sched- 


ule. and the rate now is higher than that. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Would they not fall under paragraph 282? The 


next paragraph is “ Mats and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, or 
other vegetable fiber except cotton.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I have the book here. They fell in 
paragraph 463, and that was put in intentionally. If the motion 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Stevens] prevailed, they 
would now fall in paragraph 379 and be taxed at 25 per cent. 
As a matter of fact, they have a better rate where they are. 
But the purpose of putting them in here and putting a specific 
rate on this particular paragraph was to prevent the under- 
valuation of these mats and rugs that have been complained of, 


mostly coming from Japan; and the gentleman’s motion, if it | 


prevailed, would have the effect of reducing the rate under 
which they are taxed in this bill. 

Mr, MANN. Of course, if the gentleman’s motion should pre- 
vail, a further. motion could be offered. Does the gentleman 
from Alabama happen to be familiar with the grass-mat indus- 
try that has grown up in the Northwest? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I have 


| 


| 
| 


no detailed knowledge about it; but the matter came up in the | 
hearings in our committee and was discussed, and the expert | 
of the Treasury Department, Mr. Nevius, prepared this provi- | 


sion and it was intended to bring the basket and mat provision 
from the sundry schedule and place it here. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Would not this cover the sub- 
ject that the gentleman has in mind? In the next paragraph, 
after the word “ flax,” insert the words “ grass and substitutes 
therefor.” Would not that cover the subject? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It might carry it to a higher rate here, 
but it would throw these Japanese mats into a paragraph where 
they never have been heretofore and where they do not belong, 
because they are not composed of the same fiber. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. But that is what the gentle- 
man is doing now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 
to the paragraph with the other manufactures of straw, wheress, 
they not being mentioned in the old law, the courts have held 
that they fall in paragraph 463, in sundries. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. But, Mr. Chairman, these mats 
that I have in mind, that would be covered by the language I 
suggest, are not the mats provided for in that paragraph. They 
are not the same kind of mats. They are not a cheap, ordinary 
kind of mat, but they are a high-grade mat, made from grass. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The decisions of the courts do not sus- 
tain the gentleman in that. The decisions of the courts threw 
them into the sundry schedule. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. But the decisions of the courts 
would have to follow the language of the gentleman's law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They would if we changed the law. 
We changed it to carry them into the same paragraph as the 
other class of straw carpeting. It was simply that the words 
were left out of that paragraph. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. These mats and rugs cost, or- 
dinarily, between 25 and 40 cents a yard. You make the duty 
only 24 cents, or less than 10 per cent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We may differ on the rates 

Mr, STEVENS of Minnesota. You place them in the wrong 
class. You should not place them in the class with very cheap 
inaterial. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We were advised by the importers and 
experts who were interested in the matter and who appeared 
before us in the hearings that they did belong there, and we 
put them there for that reason. 

I ask that all debate on this paragraph be closed in five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph close in five min- 
utes, 

Mr. MOORE. 
to discuss it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the chairman of 
the committee is in error when he states that the experts who 
were heard at the hearings classified the Japanese importations 
in the schedule in which they are placed. I have before me the 





I want to offer an amendment. I do not care 


We are simply bringing them back | 





ee 


| ers. 


| of that testimony by a great importer of these 


LOT 


testimony taken at the hearing when Mr. Wirtz, one of the 
importers referred to, I presume, testified as follows: 

For about five years we have been experimenting in Japan with 
the manufacture of a rug similar to this. It is not made of the same 
material 

He was referring to the Crex rug manufactured in Minne 
sota— 
and it is probably not, at least at present, as good an article. It costs 
laid down here, duty paid, at the present time, practically the same as 
the domestic. 

Later on, on page 3791: 

Mr. Wirtz. Those are under the 35 per cent duty Under that ) 


per cent duty, foreign competition has not been a factor. 


Mr. HARRISON. What figure do you suggest? 

Mr. Wirtz. We suggest 5 cents per square yard. 

He afterwards said that 5 cents a yard was equivalent to 20 
per cent. Then he made this statement: 

We claim that if the consumers are to have the benefit of forcign 
| competition—and I believe the idea is to make the duty a competiti 
one—that it will have to be reduced, because at 35 per cent it has been 
shown that the manufacturers in foreign countries are not able to 


produce an article at a price that will compete with the domesti 

This is the testimony of a man who was partial to the im 
portation of these competitive Japanese rugs, and he says that 
at 5 cents per square yard they could compete. Now, I can 
understand how the committee could make the rate on this 
article, sent in here from Japan and China to compete with the 
domestic manufacture, half the rate suggested. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman will hardly 
maintain that the Japanese floor matting comes into direct 


not 


com 
petition with these single-piece Crex straw rugs. 
Mr. MANN. Not in ordinary form. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. On the Pacific coast the 
Japanese rugs do come into competition under this very tariff, 


and that applies to a great many articles. We hear a 
deal about the railroad rate protecting various products as 
against the Japanese. On the Pacific coast the contrary is true 
The Crex rug can hardly be sold at all on the Pacific coast on 
account of the difference in the cost of transportation. 

Mr. MANAHAN,. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make this observa 
tion in support of the amendment transferring mats and rugs 


great 


made of grass from paragraph 281 to paragraph 282: Here is 
an importer upon the strength of whose testimony the 2 
cents per square yard is imposed by this bill. As I have 


shown by this testimony taken by the committee, he himse 


lf 
puts them as competitive with the domestic article under a 
rate of 5 cents per square yard. He refers to them as being 
competitive when coming in from Japan and China under 


rate of 5 cents per square yard, and complains of the pre 
ent duty of 35 per cent ad valorem as unfair to the import 
Naturally that is his argument, but he volun- 
teers to the committee the only testimony that the committee 
has where a figure is named, as far as I can find, and he says 
that 5 cents a yard would be fairly competitive. Yet in the fa 


himself 


Japanese 


rugs 
this committee puts the rate at 24 cents—one-half the figure 
suggested by him. What chance has a domestic manufacturer 
when his competitor can bring in his goods under a rate only 


one-half as high as he himself considers competitive? 

Mr. Chairman, when you consider the fact that these rugs are 
made in China and Japan by laborers working at 174 to 
25 cents a day, as shown by this very testimony, in competition 
with white men working in Minnesota for approximately $2 a 
day—practically eight times as high wages paid by the domestic 
manufacturer—it is clear that this is glaringly defective as a 
schedule. Labor is a very important item in the manufacture of 
rugs and mats of this character. 

The raw material in this country, as well as in China and 
Japan, is comparatively cheap. Many men are employed in 
cutting the wire grass from lands which would be otherwise 
practically valueless. Many men are employed in the factory 
weaving,and making rugs. In this country the work is done 
by farmers and other high-class laboring men, among the best 
of our citizens. In Asia the work is done by a cheap, low 
type of man at a miserable wage, approximately one-eighth of 
what we pay. In this country the grass is cut from 
new fields, handled by clean white men and women in clean, 
well-ventilated factories, and the result is a clean and sanitary 


from 


| 1 
clean, 


rug upon which little children can with safety play in the 
homes of our country. In Asia the material for these rugs is 
gathered from ancient fields, saturated with the germ-laden 
refuse of the countless ages of an overecongested race of 


inferior men. The work is done over there by the dirty hands 
of a subnormal type of an inferior race, and the rugs and mats 
when made are stored in all sorts of places and shipped in old 
ships with other unwholesome cargoes of the Orient, and when 
they finally reach the homes of the American people they are 
not clean or sanitary or fit to be played upon by our children. 
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Furthermore, all the money that is paid for these imported 


rl and mats goes to China and Japan and stays there forever. 
The money paid for the rugs and mats of our factories stays in 
this country in continual service of the people. It is not fair 
to make a rate that will discourage or destroy this new and 


important industry built up in the Northwest. It is not states- 
manuship to legislate for the benefit of foreigners. It is not 
honest if this particular schedule was designed to enable large 
importers in New York to drive our own producers out of their 
imate markets. And whether that was the purpose of the 
men who urged the change or not it will have that effect. This 
reduction will lessen the revenue of the Government and benefit 
no one but the importers of Japan and New York. It is inde- 
fensible on the theory of competition and unfair as a matter of 
economy. I say more than that. This schedule bears upon its 
face the evidence of having been made without regard to the 
showing of facts, without regard to the rights of the domestic 
producer, but in solicitous consideration of the profits of selfish 
importers. They talk about reducing the cost to the consumer, 
apparently oblivious of the fact that reducing the cost to the 
consumers of this country will benefit no one if at the same 
time they reduce the producing power of the same people to a 
corresponding degree. Legislation destructive of domestic en- 
terprise, laws that handicap producers, rates that favor for- 
eigners are all unwise beyond telling. It does no good to 
make things cheap if the people generally have nothing with 
which to buy even cheap things. There must be a husbanding 
of our resources within our own borders, a stopping of leaks to 
foreign lands. 

We must, of course, change laws that take from our people 
for the benefit of a few of our own selfish citizens, but our 
changes must not go so far as to put our men—men who toil— 
on a level contest with the degraded men of a decadent nation 
like China. We must not legislate like blind dreamers. Tax 
laws should be made according to fair business principles 
based on facts as they are. I hope this amendment will be 
accepted. It is simple justice—that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendemnt offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 71, line 17, after the word “ matting,” strike out “ 
and insert “3 cents.” 

Mr. MOORE. This is to give additional protection. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

282. Carpets, carpeting, mats and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, or 
other vegetable fiber (except cotton), 85 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 71, line 19, amend by adding after the word “ flax’ 
words “ grass and substitutes therefor.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I realize some- 
what the problem which the committee has had, and I have 
tried to meet it by carrying out their theories of classification 
and grouping by providing clearly that the first paragraph 
relating to this subject, No. 281, should cover mattings made 
from vegetable substances, while the second paragraph, No. 282, 
should cover mats and rugs of all descriptions, and with a 
sufficient identification and inclusion of materials so that there 
shall not be any opportunity for fraud or misdescription. I 
think we all agree that this is desirable, and I have no disposi- 
tion, and I would not urge the amendment if I thought it would 
accomplish any such result as fraud on the Treasury. But the 
inclusion of wire-grass rvgs and mats under the rate of 24 cents 
per square yard is a very gross injustice. The cheaper grades 
of tloor mattings should not have a higher rate, but the better 
crade and entirely different kind of floor covering, such. as wire- 
grass mats and rugs, certainly needs a different rate and class. 

I think the language I have drawn clearly provides for this 
difference. The definition of each class is clear and distinct. 
A mat and rug covering a limited surface is an entirely different 
article from matting, which is extended and requires cutting 
and fitting. The mats or rugs made of grass or substitutes for 
grass are made from high grade of straw, such as is grown in 
the Orient—in China, Japan, or Formosa—for that purpose. That 
kind of an article is well known and defined, and if any 
court or appraiser has made a mistake in the past this lan- 
guage will bring them back to the right position and indicate 
whut should be the proper class and rate; it would thus put this 
industry in our own country in a position to meet the intensely 
severe competition from the Orient. 

Now, if the gentlemen of the committee are sincere in desir- 
ing competitive conditions between the oriental products and 
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similar products in this country, considering all the differ: 
problems of labor and distribution, here is an opportunity 
use as a practical example a legitimate industry which is dv 
the best it can to solve some of the conditions of decent 
economical living by providing a cheap, sanitary, and dw 
floor covering of good appearance and made of clean 
healthful materials. So far these companies engaged in | 
business have developed an entirely new industry, are utiliz 
materials entirely waste before, and without any great jy: 
Why, the profits of this concern average only about 8 per « 
per annum, while the profits of the importers of the com) 
products average more than 10 per cent on their goods. It d 
seem that our own citizens, taking the risk and making 
development, employing our own citizens, should be entitled 
an equal show with the imporiers of competing oriental }) 
ucts. These importers, under the rates which you have in | 
bill, would have an interest in developing the industry 
China and Japan instead of in this country, and would er 
push these foreign goods, because it would be for their ad 
tage to do so. I append to my remarks some advertisen, 
of these foreign rugs competing with the domestic, to show 
is what is actually going on. The customers receive no ad 
tage of lower prices, but the dealers get larger profits, and 
will push the foreign rugs. The language of my amend: 
now so clear as to relieve the apprehension which the chai: 
of the committee has as to confusion and hereafter placing t! 
articles in the wrong class. This would take them out of 
basket clause and put them clearly where they belong, a: 
certain classes of material made of vegetable fiber and of a « 
kindred kind and shape, and all for a certain well-known 
defined specific purpose, which can not be mistaken. Tha‘ 
by taking all mats and rugs out of paragraph 281, it confi 
such paragraph to the general subject of mattings of straw and 
other vegetable substances. So, by including in the ¢ 
subject of mats and rugs paragraph 282, all mats and ru: 
flax, grass, and substitutes therefor are called for in my a: 
ment, it makes it very clear that kindred articles should 
treated together and alike. 
{From Washington Post of Sunday, May 4, 1913.] 

Summer floor coverings to replace those of winter. 

The spring cleaning should include the replacing of winter rv: ! 
floor covering with these cool summer ones. Not much to pay 

Wool fiber rugs, in green, olive, red, and brown; neat all-over | 
medallion designs; also plain centers, with Walls of Troy border ; 


oe shone durability. Size, 9 by 12 feet; $8 values. Monday, 

a 2.90, 
Japanese matting rugs, in attractive woven-in designs; very eff 

for summer use. Size, 9 by 12 feet; $5 values. Monday, for $3.1! 

6 by eS ee Ee ee ee eee 

3 by 6 foot size 
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eS Re cttccnlcttonickincmnadcceddveihhs SS Sa ‘ ) 
Grass matting rugs, a comprehensive display of these, 1 

colors of green, blue, red, and brown; plain and striped borders. & 

and prices as follows: 
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Stenciled rugs. 
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a Ny rs ais cihcdons sienna eee dintidg daatenieMigipnaisdascaatantaties imate eneteschanenanas : 

nn ID Bi estate ttn deceliallbtasciilagticin diene mecesee ene G 

eS a SS a a ee anima .o 

TR OE Se: Bec emtnncnkndeigeiniticnttiitnnenanas 10 
Spot deliveries of “ Dixie”’ grass rugs for the present retail season. 
Always on the alert for something new and good, merchants ¢\ 

where were quick to appreciate the merits of our “ Dixie” grass ! 


the latest entrant in the race for supremacy in goods of this class 

A twisted weave of selected grass, cleverly put together, dural 
handsomely designed, beautifully colored and smooth in surface, 
of very superior materials, attractively priced, the success 
“ Dixie’ grass rugs was assured from the outset. 

The first product of the looms was sold last year within a few 
Production facilities were enlarged, and we are now in a position (uv 
make immediate deliveries of all patterns and colorings. 

Special terms of shipment. 

Stock carried in New York and St. Paul warehouses. From St. P 
we make free delivery to any common overland point of orders ager 
gating 210 pounds or more. 
~ We of course have a color catalogue, and it will afford us ple: 
to send you a copy. Write for it to-day. 


Resolution urging the Congress of the United States to take the ne 
sary steps for the establishing of a Federal telegraph and telep 
system rendering a local and interstate service. 

Whereas the telegraph and telephone are ever-increasing public 
sities; and 

Whereas these services could be more certainly and more fairly rendere\| 
under a system of Government ownership of these utilities: Now, 
therefore, be it : 
Resolved by the city council of the city of MinncapoMs, That it ‘s 

the judgment of the council that the time is ripe for the acquisition of 

these utilities by the Government of the United States, and that the 

Congress of the United States be urged to take the necessary steps for 

the establishing of a Federal telegraph and telephone system rendering 


nec 
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a local and interstate service, such as is rendered by 
Department; and be it further 
Resolved, That the city clerk be directed to send copies of this reso 


the Post Office 


tion to the Senate and the House of Representatives and to the 
Senators from Minnesota and Representative from the fifth congres 
sional district. 
Passed April 11, 1913. 
KARL DELAITTRI 
President of the Council, 
Attest : 
Henny N. Knott, City Clerk 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. I do not know 
whether any member of the committee has had any occasion 
to have his attention especially called to this grass mat, which 
I believe is called Crex, a name given to it by the manufacturer. 
It is an industry which has been developed somewhat in Minne- 
sota, making a fancy sort of mat out of grass that was not 
utilized before, and which being established, as I understand 
they are now, it is being copied in Japan, where they can pro- 
duce it undoubtedly a little cheaper, and producing a little 


cheaper grade of mat than is made here. 

The rate that is fixed here in the bill would be a very low ad 
valorem rate, 24 cents a square yard, and while I do not expect 
that the committee will agree to an amendment offhand with 
reference to the subject, I am quite sure that if the committee 
will have the opportunity to make any investigation of this, they 
will see that it is desirable, both from a revenue standpoint 
and from our standpoint, a protective standpoint, to raise the 
rates somewhat on that Crex grass matting, because, if it be 
not raised, I am quite positive the Japanese will drive the people 
here out of business, and then probably after that all we will get 
will be ordinary Japanese floor matting. Of course, this is not 
in competition in the main with Japanese floor matting. I do 
not know whether the gentleman happened to notice it or not, 
but at one time down town at one of the stores there was a 
large amount of this Crex matting on exhibition in one of the 
windows. I took the trouble, having a little curiosity, to satisfy 
that curiosity in regard to it. It was a new industry and mak- 
ing quite a development. I think it is quite a desirable thing 
to aid an industry of that sort. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the witnesses 
before the committee did produce some imitations that the 
Japanese had made, but I am bound to say that they were very 
poor imitations. In the first place, the Japanese have not the 
wire grass that grows in Minnesota, and in the next place, the 
dyeing was of a very inferior quality, so altogether I think no 
one would hesitate about which to choose as between the two 
rugs. That is as far as the Japanese have gone up to date. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says no one would 
hesitate, but after all nearly every one does hesitate between 
buying a thing which is a little expensive and one which is 
very much less expensive, which looks like it. The gentleman 
from New York and I may proceed upon the theory that it is 
economy to pay a little more for an article, but I apprehend the 
majority of people unfortunately do not proceed on that theory, 
but that where two articles look alike and are apparently very 
much the same, they will be very apt to buy the cheaper article 
and drive the other out of competition with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

285. Linoleum, plain, stamped, painted, or printed, including corti- 
cine and cork carpet, figured or plain, also linoleum known as granite 
and oak plank, 30 per cent ad valorem; inlaid linoleum, 35 per cent ad 
valorem; oilcloth for floors, plain, stamped, painted, or printed, 20 per 
cent ad valorem; mats or rugs made of oilcloth, linoleum, corticine, or 
cork carpet shall be subject to the same rate of duty as herein provided 
for oilcloth, linoleum, corticine, or cork carpet. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to get some information. I would like the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Alabama. The manufacture of lino- 
leum is a very large industry, and I would offer amendments if 
I thought they would pass. -I want the gentleman to state his 
position in regard to one or two propositions. Linoleum is made 
largely of linseed oil and burlap. Burlap was formerly on the 
free list. It comes in from India, because it is not profitable 
to make it in this country. Placing burlap on the dutiable list, 
of course, makes it more difficult for the manufacturer of 
linoleum to obtain his raw material, and adds to his cost. Lin- 
seed oil, I think, has also been raised, that being a raw material. 
The duty on linoleum, however, the manufactured product, has 
been reduced. If this is in line with the policy of the commit- 
tee to tax the raw materials and lower the duty on the manu- 
factured article, of course an amendment would be of no avail. 
I do not care to offer one if the gentleman maintains that the 
item is as the committee intended. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is mistaken. 
Neither linseed oil nor linoleum has been increased. They have 
been decreased. 
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Mr. MOORE. I said that the duty on linoleum had been de 
creased, but that burlap had been taken from the free id 
put on the dutiable list. 


! ’ 
bist a 


Mr. PETERS. Burlap is not on the free list. It has been 
decreased. It came in last year at an ad valorem equivalent 
on ¢ 


amtdae 


of 2, and in the bill before us, section 288, it is placed at 20 
per cent. 


Mr. MOORE. There is a duty on burlap now in this bill? 
Mr. PETERS. Yes; and there is «a duty in the present law 
Mr. MOORE. But the duty has been increased. 

Mr. PETERS. No; the gentleman is mistaken. It has been 
reduced. 

Mr. MOORE. Then I have been misinformed. I understood 
burlap, which heretofore had been free, had now been made 
dutiable. If the gentleman is right about that, I will not press 
the mutter. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman will look at page 225 of the 


handbook, he will see that the duty on burlap is given at the ad 
valorem equivalent of 23.92. 

Mr. MOORE. Then I may have been mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. The duty on burlap is the as jute cloth, 
which is nine-sixteenths cent per pound plus 15 per cent under 
the existing law. 

Mr. PETERS. I give the ad valorem equivalent on burlaps 
coming under the existing law. Not exceeding 30 threads to the 
inch nine-sixteenths cent per pound plus 15 per cent, 
which is equivalent to 23.86. Exceeding 30 and not exceeding 
55 threads to the square inch seven-eighths cent plus 15, or an 
equivalent of 23.19. The total burlaps coming in at 23.92 

Mr. The gentleman prepared to stand by 


same 


MOORE. is 
rates in this paragraph on the lower grade of linoleum? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE. Then I will not offer any amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
inent will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

287. Bands, bandings, belts, beltings, bindings, cords, ribbons, tapes, 
webs and webbings, all the foregoing composed wholly or in chief value of 


the 


flax, hemp, or ramie, or of flax, hemp, or ramie and india rubber, and 
not otherwise specially provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad 
valorem; wearing apparel composed wholly or in chief value of flax, 


hemp, or ramie, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, 

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

72 20, after the word “ 


I offer the following amend 


Page 72, line 


the 
flax or ramie and india rubber.” 


ramie,” insert words “or of 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous to 
offer this amendment without discussion. It is an amendment 
to paragraph 286. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to return to paragraph 286 for the purpose 


of 


consent 


offering an amendment. Is there objection? {After a 
pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 72, line 13, after the word “linen,” strike out “30 per cent 
ad valorem” and insert the following: “40 cents per dozen pieces and 
20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

288. Plain woven fabrics of single jute yarns, by whatever name 
known, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last word. Mr. Chairman, while I shall refrain from offering an 
amendment to section 28S of this bill all 
offered by gentlemen on this side are promptly rejected—lI 
wish to state that it is manifestly unfair that a duty should 
be placed on burlap, which is included in this item. Not one 
yard of burlap is made in this country, most of it being im 
ported from England, and it is the foundation of floor oilcloth, 
which is the peor-man’s carpet. Now, to decrease the duty on 
floor oilcloth and retain the duty on burlap works an injustice 


as amendments 


to manufacturer and consumer alike, and this is one of the 
many inequalities in the bill now under consideration. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 


ment will be considered as withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


290. Bags or sacks made from plain woven fabrics, of single jute 
yarns, not dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, or bleached, 25 per 
cent ad valorem 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an 
amendment. On page 73, paragraph 290, after the word 
“bleached,” in line 5, strike out “25 per cent ad valorem” 


and add “ be transferred to the free list.” 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 7%, line 5, after the word “ bleached,” strike out “ 25 per cent 
ad valoret and insert “ free of duty.” 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman he offer the motion 


to strike out the paragraph 295 with the statement that if that 
prevails he will offer to put it on the free list when it is 


reached. It amounts to the same thing. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE,. I will accept that. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 


modified as suggested. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, this particular bagging, 


made of single-thread jute fiber or jute yarn, is used altogether, 
as far as I know, for covering or sacking agricultural products. 
All of the wool of this country that is sent to market is sacked 
in this kind of material. You have placed wool on the free list. 
Oats and wheat from the Pacific coast are shipped largely in 
this kind of bag. Millions of these bags are used for transport- 
ing grain to Liverpool around the Horn. That staple of the 
Southland, cotton, is also wrapped in this class of material. You 
have seen fit in this bill to place the covering for cotton made 
of this same material on the free list. Now, I submit to you this 
question: Would it not be fair and somewhat compensatory to 
your wool and grain raisers of the North and West if you would 
give them the same privilege that you give to your cotton raisers 
and give them a covering for their wool and grain free of duty, 
the same that you are giving to the cotton raisers of the South? 

The same might be said of the sack that covers potatoes and 
mil’ products—bran, shorts, and feed stuffs. Mill stuffs that you 
have placegl on the free list are largely sacked with this same 
material, and it looks to me like it would be only fair that you 
place bags of this character on the free list, as you have the 
covering for your cotton raisers. I hope this amendment may 
prevail, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. La FoLLetrTe] to 
strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 73, line 3, strike out paragraph 290 and insert in lieu thereof 
ne. O00. Bans or sacks made from plain woven fabrics, of single 
jute yarns, not dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, or bleached, and 
not exceeding 30 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, seven-eighths of 1 cent per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mi. Moore]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE K—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

295. Combed wool or tops and roving or roping made wholly or in 
part of wool or camel's hair, and on other wool and hair which have 
been advanced in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond 
the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this sec- 
tion, 15 per cent ad valorem, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Garrerr of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


Chairman, I move that the com- 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, May 3, 
1913, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr, CRISP: A bill (H. R. 4578) amending section 808 of 
the Criminal Code of the District of Columbia, providing pun- 
ishment for rape, ete.; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. KENT: A bili (H. R. 4579) making appropriation for 
the completion of jetties at the entrance to Humboldt Bay, Cal: 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) to authorize a survey of Bol} 
Channel, Marin County, Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers » | 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 4581) providing for the 
of certain remnant Jands in the Kiowa-Comanche and <A; 
ceded reservation in Oklahoma, and for other purposes; tv 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. L’ENGLE: A bill (HF. R. 4582) to levy and collect 
internal-revenue tax from manufacturers of tariff-protecte ; 
cles who do not pay living wages and maintain certain 
conditions in their factories; to the Committee on Ways ay 
Means. : : 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4583) to furnish p; 
medals of honor to surviving soldiers who responded to 1; 
dent’s Lincoln’s first call for troops; to the Committee on \J 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 4584) to protect our nat 
food supply by the extermination of certain enemies of 
fishes of the Atlantic coast; to the Committee on the Me; 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CLAYTON; A bill (H. R. 4585) to amend paragraph 
1, section 24, of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, | 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved Ma: 
1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 4606) to provide for 1 
postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Ron 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4607) regulating trials by jury; io 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) declaring that persons, firms, 0) 
corporations in any manner engaged in interstate-comnx 
business who shall become engaged or concerned in the fix 
of prices of any foodstuffs contrary to the rules of compet 
shall be guilty of a felony, and providing for their punishment: 
to the Committee on’ Agriculture. 

jy Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Resolution (H. Res. 85) 
authorizing the chairman of the Joint Select Committee on Lj 
position of Useless Executive Papers to appoint a messenge1 
said committee; to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 86) authorizing the chairman of 
the Joint Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Execu 
Papers to appoint a clerk to said committee; to the Com 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: Resolution (H, Res. 87) authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to pay to Mary C, Adams the sum of SU; 
to the Committee on Accounts, 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1.of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 4586) granting a pension to 
Lent B. Gage; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4587) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Seeley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Tiffany; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4589) granting an increase of pension to 
William Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting an increase of pension to 
Hebron B. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension 
to Ann Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 4592) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lloyd G. Harris; to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4593) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to A. A. Rogers; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 4594) granting a pension to 
Albert Pringnitz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 4595) granting a pension to 
W. S. Richey; to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4596) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Pryor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. © 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4597) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard Van Dusen; to the Colm- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. é, 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 4598) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alice M. Wallace; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 4599) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Dilley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4600) for the 
relief of Mrs. Thomas 8. Ferral; to the Committee on Wa! 
Claims. 
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By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A 
pension to Francelia Frost; 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4602) granting an increase of pension to 
David Foley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 4603) for the relief of 
A. R. Butler; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4604) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting an increase of pension to Marie J. Blaisdell,” ap- 
proved May, 24, 1900; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 4605) granting a pension 
to Zella Ruby Kilmer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 4609) granting a pension to Rosa 
Drumm Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4610) granting a pension to Ellen Miller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4611) granting a pension to Henry Fleig; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4612) granting a pension 
to Sarah Whidden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to Mary 8. Ryan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) granting a pension to Luvinia John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


bill (H. R. 4601) granting : 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petitions of sundry citizens 
of New York City and of the State of Missouri, against the 
income tax on mutual life insurance companies; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition of the council of the city of Toledo, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation for the Government to 
acquire ownership and control of all telephone and telegraph 
systems; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petitions of Miles Dorsey and Abbert 
Kaselow, of Missouri, against mutual life insurance companies 
in income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AINEY: Petition of sundry citizens of the fourteenth 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, against mutual life 
insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Joseph Ringleins, against 
mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of J. E. Foster, Coshocton; 
Henry G. Crew, New Philadelphia; C. M. Gilmore, Alexandria ; 
Harry Swisher, Newark; and J. A. Cree, Utica, all in the State 
of Ohio, protesting against the nonexemption of insurance-policy 
holders in the income-tax section of House bill 10; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. BALTZ: Petition of M. M. Stephens and Dr. C. B. 
Vonnahme, of East St. Louis, Ill., and J. C. Jarvis, of Center- 
ville Station, Ill., protesting against including mutual life insur- 
ance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of W. B. Biddle, of the St. 
Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co., and 155 other citizens, of 
St. Louis, Mo., protesting against including mutual life insur- 
ance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lewis-Zukoski Mercantile Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., protesting against the passage of the legislation prohibit- 
ing the importation of the feathers and plumes of wild birds for 
commercial use; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Top Co., St. Louis, Mo., pro- 
testing against the proposed reduction of the duty on rice; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Oats Co. and the D’Arvy Adver- 
tising Co., St. Louis, Mo., asking that the manufactured prod- 
ucts of oats be put on an exact parity with the raw material; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John L. Messmore and 70 other citizens, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; the Home Life Insurance Co., St. Louis, Mo.; 
and other citizens of Missouri, protesting against including 
mutual life insurance companies in the income-tax bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Henry Heil Chemical Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
protesting against the proposed reduction of the duty on sugar; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Prufrock-Litton Furniture Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., protesting against the removal of goat hides from the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRODBECK: Petition of cigar manufacturers and 
Cigar Makers’ Union No. 315, of the twentieth congressional 
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and cigars from 


ind Means. 


district of Pennsylvania, against free tobacco 
the Philippines; to the Committee on Ways 
Also, petition of 14 citizens of the twentietl 


congressional dis 
trict of Pennsylvania, against mutual life insurance companies 
in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of cigar manufacturers of York and MeSherry- 
town, Pa., against free cigars from the Philippines 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of E. M. Harris, M. D.., 
sellville, Ala., against mutual life insurance companies in 
tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petition of F. R. Sehmidt and 


3; to the Com- 


Ru 
the 


40 citizens of Portage, John W. Limla and 16 citizens of Wash 


ington County, Edward Johne and 4 other citizens of Sheboy- 


gan, and Louis Detz and 14 other citizens of Hericon, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, protesting against including mutual life in 
surance companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petitions of sundry citizens 
Wis., against mutual life insurance in the 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Public Museum of the city of Milwaukee 
Wis., favoring the clause in the tariff bill prohibiting importa 
tion of skins and plumage of wild birds; to the Committee o1 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the insular government of Porto Rico, agains 
reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the G. G. Bollworth Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., 
relative to the tariff on horticultural products; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Federal 


of 


income 


Milwaukee, 


tax bill; 


Rubber Manufacturing Co., of 


Milwaukee, Wis., against the reducticn of duties on bicycles 
etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of the Florida State 
Horticultural Society of the State of Florida, favoring the re 


tention of the present duty on citrus fruits; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of 
New York City, against 
relation to cigars; 


the Central Federated Union of 
the proposed revision of the tariff in 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 


Also, petition of C. F. Taylor, of Philadelphia, Pa., reiati 
to the method of solving the Philippine question; to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., against 
the income tax on mutual life insurance companies; to the Com 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of sundry citizens of New York, N. Y., protesting 


against the removal of the duty on Philippine tobaceo and 
cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of the National Bank of Com 
merce, of St. Louis, Mo., and other banks and citizens of Mis 
souri, protesting against including mutual life insurance com 
panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

ty Mr. EAGAN: Petition of 21 citizens of New Jersey, pro 
testing against including mutual life insurance 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


companies in 


Also, petition of the mayor and the board of council of th: 
town of West New York, protesting against the reduction of the 
tariff on laces and embroideries; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the New York Life Insurance Co., 


of New York, N. Y., against mutual life insurance compat 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of sundry North Carolina 
monazite miners, against a further reduction in the duty on 
monazite; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., relative to 
the proposed tariff changes affecting the flour-milling, | 
and packing industries; to the Committee on Ways and Me: 


ive-sfocK 


ns 


By Mr. GERRY: Petition of George E. Hoey, Henry H 
Wardle, C. B. Blivell, Katherine McKone, Thomas Bb: 
Charles W. Littlefield, Alfred K. Potter, William G nythe, 
Edward E. Rice, R. G. Hazard, W. S. Redfields, Maurice H. 
Stearns, John Hancock Mutual Life Insurance Co., Ma ‘hu- 
setts Mutual Life Insurance Co., John Bennett, Alfred Green, 
Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance Co., Charles Matteson, 
Archibald C. Matteson, William J. Brown, John Champlin, J. H. 
Hambly, and Archibald W. Couper, all in the State of Rhode 


Island, protesting against including mutual life insurance com- 


panies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
Also, petition of the Nicholson File Co., of Providence, R. L, 


against the reduction of the tariff on files, etc.; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 
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Also, petition of B. A. Ballow & Co., of Providence, R. I., 
against the reduction of the tariff on jewelry; to. the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of Alice Hall Waiter, of Providence R. IL. and 
Flora Jarver, of Kingston Hill, R. L, favoring the clause pro- 
hibiting importation of wild-bird plumage; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the W. J. Feeley Co., of Providence, R. L, 
against the reduction of the tariff on ecclesiastical goods; to 
ihe Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the International Braid Co., of Providence, 
R. 1, against the reduction of the tariff on cotton small wares; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 94, of Pawtucket 
and Providence, R. L., against the importation of cigars from 
the Philippines free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Regina Manufacturing Co., of East Green- 
wich, R. L., against the reduction of the tariff on tracing cloth; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Pawtucket Woolen Mills, of Westerly, 
R. I., against the reduction of the tariff on woolens and wool; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Quidnick Windham Manufacturing Co., 
of Providence, R. IL, the Lebanon Mill Co. and the Dexter 
Yarn Co., of Pawtucket, R. L., against the sections of the tariff 
bill relating to the textile industry; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Blodgett & Orswell Co., of Pawtucket, 
R. [., against the reduction of the tariff on cotton yarns; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the United States Bobbin & Shuttle Co. and 
the Providence Mill Supply Co., of Warwick Mills, against the 
reduction of the tariff on cotton and woolens; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
twenty-third congressional district of New York, against put- 
tiig Philippine cigars on the free list; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the twenty-third con- 
gressional district of New York, against mutual life insurance 
companies in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of George G. 
Meade Post, No. 1, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa., against mutual life insurance 
in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the clause in sundry civil bill forbidding the use 
of money for prosecution of labor and farmers’ organizations; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., against the income tax on mutual life insurance com- 
panies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petition of the Yarmouth Board of Trade, 
of Yarmouth, Me., favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of Oscar Schmidt 
(Ine.), of Jersey City, N. J., against the duty on grain; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. LAFFERTY: Petition of the City Council of Port- 
land, Oreg., favoring Government ownership of the telegraph 
and telephones; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Cominerce. 

iy Mr. LEVY: Petitions of sundry citizens and the Central 
Federated Union of New York, against free cigars from the 
Philippines; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Estey Piano Co. and F. Radle & Bjur 
Bros. Co., of New York, against the duty on ivory tusks; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the John Ogden Co., of New York, against the 
duty on metal sashes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Cloak & Suit Co., of New York, 
against assessment of fee in relation to filing protest against 
assessment of duties by collector of customs; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Mrs. Clara Huyler, of New York, against plac- 
ing Bibles on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Uda Biggs & Stewart Hess Co., of New 
York City, against the clause prohibiting importation of wild- 
bird plumage; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of John W. Borden and Benjamin Bronstein, 
of New York, against mutual life insurance companies in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of J. T. Lampman & Co., 
Claverack, N. ¥., asking that the same consideration as to the 
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duty be given to rye and buckwheat as to wheat; to the Com. 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Consumers’ Albany Brewing Co., Albany 
N. Y., favoring the passage of legislation to remove the duty on 
barley and malt; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ~ 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of Androscoggin Local. 
No. 15, I. B. of P. M., Lisbon Falls, Me., protesting against the 
removal of the duty on imported paper; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of the Central Federated Union of 
Greater New York, against change in the tariff on cigars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Rocky Mountain lead-ore producers, 
against the reduction of the duty on lead ore; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of St. Regis Local, No. 45, of Deferiet, N. Y.. 
against the reduction of the duty on paper; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Utah Chapter of the American Mining Con- 
gress, against the reduction of the duty on lead ore; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Linnean Society of New York City, 
favoring the feather proviso in Schedule N of the tariff act: 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Local No. 144, International Brotherhood of 
Paper Workers, of Blood River, N. Y., against the reduction of 
the duty on paper; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’BRIEN: Petition of sundry citizens of New York, 
N. Y., protesting against the removal of the duty on Philippine 
tobacco and cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John Lieberguth, Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting 
against the removal of the duty on stained and painted glass; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Hyman, Bernard Frankenfelder, G. 
Kimpel, and Harry Glemly, of New York City, protesting against 
Schedule N, affecting the importation of human hair; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Dominge and Herman Friedlander, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the income tax on life in- 
surance companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Margaret O’Grady and Nora Sweeney, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., and E. K. Stewart, of New York City, protest- 
ing against the passage of legislation preventing the importation 
of feathers and plumes of wild birds for commercial use; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Angora Specialty Co., of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
protesting against the reduction of the tariff on sugar; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of sundry citizens 
of New Haven, Wallingford, Meriden, and Hartford, Conn, 
protesting against the income tax on mutual life insurance 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Petition of the Columbia and Snake 
River Association, Pendleton, Oreg., protesting against the re- 
peal of the free-tolls section of the Panama Canal act; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of the Joseph 
Dixon Crucible Co. and the Hawaiian Fertilizer Co. of San 
Francisco, Cal., against placing sugar on free list; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Brownstein-Louis Co., of Los Angeles, Cal., 
against the duty on indigo; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, Los 
Angeles, Cal., protesting against submitting the Panama Canal 
controversy to the arbitration court; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Lewis-Simas-Jones Co., San Francisco, 
Cal., protesting against the proposed reduction of the tariff on 
sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: Petition of Local Union No. 305, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Monmouth, IIL, 
against free cigars from the Philippines; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, against the removal of the tariff on cigars made in the 
Philippine Islands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the thirtieth district of 
New York, against the inclusion of life insurance companies in 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Central Fed- 
erated Union of New York City, against the proposed revision 
of the tariff in relation to cigars; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Linnean Society of New York, favor- 
ing the feather proviso in Schedule N of the tariff act; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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